IMPACT: International Journal of Research in & :
Humanities, Arts and Literature (IMPACT: JRHAL) L= YT Y e T
ISSN(E): 2321-8878; ISSN(P): 2347-4564 H WTW ‘L} [ i‘ C l
Vol. 3, Issue 12, Dec 2015, 15-34 — .

© Impact Journals :

\4

-

RUSSIA: PROSPECTS FOR ANEW LEGACY IN THE GLOBAL PO WER GAME

NIHAL SHIMY ABDEL FATTAH EL-SHIMY
Research Scholar, International Relations Moderer8es and Arts University, Egypt (MSA)

ABSTRACT

As the new global order is going through great geannew political and strategic policies have badopted by
many countries of the international community tanpdy with the transformation taking place. A vemyal number of
states seem to be playing the leading roles imdmee, while the majority basically perceives whgténg on, but have no
significant role to play. Some basic questionseai@ho sets the rules of the game? Who are thermajopetitors, and
challengers in the world of politics of today? Ieew Cold War era emerging between the United Statel Russia? What
kind of predictions can be made for the new wortdeo? How can underdeveloped and developing siatetct

themselves in the new world order and guaranteeepaad security?

The researcher believes that the race and congpethiat has once characterized the world duringCtblel War
era still exist. Studying the positions of both theited States and Russia in current world events $trong evidence of
the hostile feelings that has mostly prevailed eetwthem. Russia, on the one hand, is aspiringgaim its international

status and world power, while the United Statetsfdee emerging threat to its hegemonic power.

Therefore, this study discusses a topic of greatést and importance to the world of politics &ntgrnational
Relations. It focuses on Russia and its presentieiiviiddle East as part of its aspiration to cdidste its strategic power
and presence in the region. In other words, Mosisoattempting to regain the Soviet Union Legacy nrckestablish and
consolidate the Russian presence in the Middle. Bgpscial focus is made to the Libyan and SyriagsisrThus, the data
and analysis carried out in this study will brieflyplain the role of the Russian Federation inMliddle East by shedding
lights on the sequence of its actions in the regiane its first interference during the Former i8bWnion and during the
Arab Spring. The article will also contain specififormation about Russia’s historical ties witke thliddle East Region,
but only to the extent of understanding currentnéveFinally, the researcher makes a number ofigiieds and

recommendations about the future of the world order
KEYWORDS: New Legacy, Global Power
INTRODUCTION

Power has been a difficult concept to identify thgb time; for centuries, politicians, social scistst and
philosophers, have explored and commented on theenaf power. Pittacus, a statesman from AncieneieGe, suggested
that “The measure of a man is what he does withep@wvhile Lord Acton, an English politician and iter, believed that
“Power tends to corrupt; absolute power corrupsohliely. Great men are almost always bad menfadt the concept of
power can have various negative implications, dedtérm itself is difficult to define. However, maacholars adopt the
definition developed by Max Weber, German socigbgivho said that "power is the ability to exercisee’s will over
others" ( Rabuogi, J, 2009).
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To predict the type of expected polar system inrbar future, it's important to know what polargignifies.
Polarity is viewed as the distribution of poweridgra given period. Basically, polarity is the degyiof concentration of
military, economic and culture capabilities wittan international system. According to this concaidn of capabilities,
the number of centers of power or ‘poles’ is deiagd. When these poles appear in the internatieystem, there is
usually formation of competing blocs as the coestrivithin the system start to align with one of thajor competing

poles or centers of power; this is called polararat(Rabuogi, J. 2009).

As major powers try to maintain their status angue@ their supremacy, the notion of individual iasts versus
collective interests are difficult to settle, espélg that no central authority exists. In the nawrld order, great powers
wish to preserve their international position aghiall possible threats. Therefore, it's no wonttet they seek both
domestic and international recognition for theireo and status in the international community. itsdoubt that Russia,
after the dissolution of the ex Soviet Union hadiéal with many internal problems, which delayedsirong appearance
and presence on the international arena. Its pdweng the era of the Cold War had mostly beenuntar power to that
of the United States, especially in the Securityii@il and the use of the veto power. Even the WARSRACT was

formed in 1955 to counter balance the power oNA&O.

Currently, Russia appears to be regaining its in@ga major participant in world affairs. Therefdrecause of
the strong re emergence of Russia on the globakstkis paper is primarily concerned with the legdole of Russia and
its reappearance in the region of the Middle Easpecially Egypt and Syria. The year 2011 was mirigrpoint as it
marked the year of the beginning of Arab revolusiam the Middle East region. This was the beginrofghe so called
“Arab Spring”. During this period, all the leadipgwer countries had been forced to change theitegfies and reorganize
them to match the current political situationstetttime. Many strategic countries in the regiod batset their rulers and
toppled the existing regimes. These countries deduEgypt, Libya, and Tunisia. Syria, however, watifferent case, as

will be discussed later in the paper. ( Malashedkexey, 2013).

Since the end of the Cold War era, the basic playémnternational politics has been the United &afs it has
acted to a large extent as the police of all natiand appeared as the number one democratic colihtg, it tried to
impose its guardianship on the Arab countries whevelutions had taken place. For more than a dedadssia has been
trying to regain the legacy of the Soviet Unionveall as the influence and dominance that was omjeyed by the
Russian Federation in the Middle East. In otherdspRussia, under Putin’s rule has attempted &stablish the Soviet
Union’s influence again in the Middle East Regignrbaking Moscow the key regional player that représ the Russian
Federation, and also by showing the Muslim popoiath Russia that the Islamic affairs matter to Kwemlin. In fact,
Putin’s main strategy has one vital objective whieholves around attempts to emphasize Russialgoas a strong and
leading power that could successfully act as a ectimg bridge between the West and the Muslim Wdridbther words,
the changes that had taken place in the Middle lkadtforced the Kremlin to take it into consideratiMoscow focused
on emphasizing the Russian prospects in the Aralldvémd the rebuilding of the Russian relationshvifie new elites
who came into power in the region. Also Moscow iiedily preserved what it had inherited from the i8oWnion and
integrated the unions’ beliefs to come up with sedleping and appropriate strategy, and effectietida to make Russia
maintain a strong position with influencing affairsthe Arab Spring in the region of the Middle EgsMalashenko,
Alexey, 2013).
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RUSSIAAND THE UNITED STATES
e The Post Cold War Era

For almost fifty years after the Second World Wagbal politics revolved around the rivalry of thast that
characterized the era of the Cold war. “this bipatndoff created stability and avoided great powars, including

nuclear war, but turned states in the global Sauthproxy battlegrounds.” (Goldstein, Joshua, 2014

With the disintegration of the Soviet Union in 19@0power vacuum was left in the region. Kuwait wasupied
by Iraq in an aggressive action for the controbibf This action rang the alarm...an aggression ¢fuets unpunished and
direct threats to supplies of energy for the glaminomy. Therefore, a coalition was formed ofrttaor countries of the
world and worked through the United Nations. It ied by the U.S. and applied sanctions were appgainst Irag.
Since Iraq didn't meet the U.N. deadline to draenir Kuwait, the U.S. and its allies smashed the aofmyraq and
evacuated them from Kuwait in the Gulf war. Howeveaq wasn't occupied by the coalition nor wasgtsvzernment
overthrown. The costs of the war, on the other harde shared between the coalition participantsil@Mfrance and

England made military commitments, Germany and dapade great financial contributions. (Goldsteoshlia, 2014).

The final disintegration of the Soviet Union folled just a few months after the Gulf War. (Fukuyafancis,
1992). The Soviet Union fifteen republics begarrghkpower from a central fragile government andlated themselves
sovereign states. Those republics, in addition tiesid, struggled all through the 1990s againsintiiz and economic
collapse, corruption, military weakness, war anftation. Shortly, both democracy and capitalism evadopted as the
foundation of the political and economic systemstld former Soviet states. Since the 1990s, relatiof western
countries have been mixed with Russia and the ao#prblics. Due to their economic problems andedirfg that Russia
needed more internal reform rather than exterrdl @western states provided very limited aid for Hash economic
conditions of the region. This had greatly decrdaiee living standards. Also, in 1995 and 1999, drudrutally
suppressed the province of Chechnya, which caussiew fears of an aggressive, expansionist Russitianalism.
(Ikenberry, G. John, 2000). Despite all that, theatjpowers of the world decided to increase tt@iperation after the era
of the cold War. Moreover, Russia was perceivethasuccessor state to the ex Soviet Union andnegjés seat on the
U.N. Security Council. In the meantime, both the&sUand Russia agreed to reduce their nuclear weagGoldstein,
Joshua, 2014).

Economically, the post Cold War era is perceivedae of globalization. New hubs of financial amdreomic
development are emerging in some Asian regionthdrmeantime, disparities are growing betweenitteand the poor
both on the global and individual levels. “Globalipn has created backlashes among people whalegesely affected or
who believe their identities are threatened byigprénfluences.” (Goldstein, Joshua, 2014). Alsbjra is becoming more
and more central to global politics in the*adentury. Its rapid growth and size make it a gspower, although it's the
only major power that is not democratic. In the ntgme, China’s poor records in regards to humahtsignave made it a
clear target of Western attacks and criticism frbath the NGOs and world governments. China haseatgrnuclear
arsenal, and holds veto power in the Security Cibuits the only major power from the global Soutind is a great

element in the future trends of the global envirenin
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e A New Era of Cold War?

As previously mentioned, the Cold War era formalhded between 1989 and 1991 with the disintegratidhe
ex Soviet Union. At that time, the internationahtounity hoped for an age of Russian-American coatpsr. Actually,
many signs indicated the birth of a good relatigmé&tetween the two powers; they cooperated togédtrestabilizing the
Russian economy, reached an agreement to permixiremnsion of NATO to some former members of thes&la Pact,

and worked together for securing the Russian nugleapons. (Goldstein, J. 2014).

It wasn't very long, however, that relations stdrte deteriorate, especially that NATO has enlarged Russia
opposed further expansion. Moreover, Moscow threate¢o veto the Security Council resolutions whiohcerned Iraq in
the 1990s and 2000s. The withdrawal of the U.2061 from the Ballistic missile Treaty erupted fean the part of
Russia that the U.S. might engage in a new arms. ralso, the Kremlin always opposed the U.S. effdd get the
approval of the Security Council in the 2003 IragrwRussia threatened to veto any resolution mageaposed by the
U.S. In the year 2008, Russia went to war agairsir@a, which was an American ally. “While relatoremain civil, the

friendship has cooled considerably.” (Goldsteig0l4).

Therefore, many wonder if a new cold war era wildk out between these two countries. One growggladlars,
including the researcher, emphasizes the emergdree@mew cold war between Russia and the U.S. @dmisprimarily be
attributed to the great differences in major policgas. The U.S. and Russia do not perceive eiretite same way. While
the U.S. is committed to the expansion of NATO, Sfaudelieves that this poses a great threat &eitsrity. Furthermore,

while Russia opposes deploying antiballistic méssih Europe, the U.S. is committed to this is¢Geldstein, J.2014).

Another area of dispute is democracy. Russian deangds imperfect and weak, which creates moreid@ss
with the U.S. corruption is widespread, the preghieatened and corruption is extensive. The kaS also hinted that aid

is based on Moscow’s improvement of the weak deatimcinstitutions. This made Russian leaders vegra

Also, Russia confronts America’s allies and reaobeasto the enemies of the U.S. for example; Mosecod
Venezuela have conducted joint military exercisd &as relationship with Iran. Not only that, butsRBia threatens
Ukraine over prices of natural gas, and has goneatowith Georgia. Both of these countries arergjrallies of the U.S.
The researcher tends to concur with this schotiaxdight.

The other group of scholars believes that no neld e@r era can occur between Russia and the U.B. Th
argument is basically founded on the idea that Busslependent on Western acceptance and aid.ig;Hdbscow highly
appreciates its membership in major IGOs like & land the World Bank. Therefore, this approactuesgthat Russia
will not seek policies that might threaten suchatiehships. Furthermore, no major ideological dédfeces exist today
between Russia and the U.S., as the former haslabad Communism. Although Russian democracy mighwbak and
imperfect, it is not likely to discard its capiteliexperiment or to re embrace communism. Europeatsd assist to keep
tensions low. Europe was divided during the erahef Cold War into an Eastern block and a Westent.Bloday, all
Europe is united and may serve as a mediator batwee two countries. Moreover, European countriagehstrong

political and economic interests in a continuedparation between both Russia and the U.S. (GoldsieR014)
» Can the United States and Russia Peacefully Co E&®s

Realists often explain and define internationadtiehs in terms of power. Power is often definedlas ability to

Index Copernicus Value: 3.0 - Articles can be serib editor@impactjournals.us |




Russia: Prospects for a New Legacy in the Global R@er Game 19

get another actor to do what it would not otherwhisee done” (Barnett, Michael, 2005). In other vgrdower is the
potential or ability to influence...but is not infloee in itself. Power is conceptualized as capéslithat may create
influence. Such ability is basically based on thategias well as intangible traits of states, suclinasme levels, armed
force, sizes etc. According to the realists vidw international system co exists in an anarchi stnternational anarchy
implies the absence or non existence of a worle&egawent. This doesn’t imply complete chaos or tieeace of rules and
structure, but the non existence of a central gowent that can enforce rules. In such a systenty etate is an
autonomous and sovereign actor that pursues itsr@ational interests. In such a system of anardig/,most reliable
constraint on the power of a state is that of ottetes. “The term balance of power refers to tmeecal concept of one or
more states’ power being used to balance thatathan state or group of states. (Goldstein, J. R0l notion “Balance
of Power’ can be used to imply any ratio or peragatof capabilities of power between alliancestates, or it can refer

only to a somewhat equal ratio.

The balance of power theory argues that countembalg occur often and pertain the internationaltesys
stability. This stability means that the principlesd rules of the international system remain #rmes This means that
sovereignty of state does not collapse or fall aumiversal empire. However, this stability doesman peace, but is only

a stability maintained through recurring wars timaty adjust relations of power.

(Gulick, Edward V. 1955) Also, according to thedhgeof power transition, wars often occur in théemmational
system from” shifts in relative power distributiofGoldstein, J. 2014).

It's clear, that a bi polar world order exists asvpr is basically shared between the United StatdsRussia. The
world will live with new rules in the next comingiltennium. As no rules or law is enforceable, a onagsue exists. The
problem is how to guarantee a safe and secure wodel, where all states are equal and sovereigo®rding to Joshua
S. Goldstein, international affairs may be viewasd'a series of bargaining interactions in whichtetause their power
capabilities as leverage to influence the outconfagt bargaining outcomes also depend on strategies luck.”
(Goldstein, J. 2014).

Many countries, especially under developed oneAsia and Africa aren't active players in the newlital
game and don'’t have the means to participate ibaglaffairs. Moreover, under developed states deave the means to

protect their sovereignty against the greed of phwstates.

Based on such an idea, the question as to a péaocefistence between the United States and Rpesies itself.
With the emphasis on the notion of the balanceosiqy, states can ally with each other to stop ¢erdenother state from
becoming too dominant. Currently, the U.S. statualieady being challenged, mainly by Russia iritanyf power and
China in economic power. Such changes are viewguwasr transitions. Sometimes such transitionsozar peacefully
like when Great Britain was replaced by the U.So#ter times, however, such transitions might regtfor example when
Germany attempted to take over Great Britain infitet and second World Wars. Should Russia growhallenge the
U.S., what does the future hold for these two gpeaters? Will their relationship be one of hostildr peace? Actually,
some scholars believe the United States and Russjacoexist peacefully. This argument is basedhenidea that both
countries agree on many important issues, for el@ngsues of terrorism and nuclear proliferatida.with the Soviet
Union and the United States, during the Cold War, ¢nere is a room for negotiations and agreementsssues of

strategic importance that may allow for future ce@gtion between the two major powers.
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The researcher as well as other scholars, howastepts the approach that the United States andaRwakfind
it difficult to coexist peacefully. They base thaigument on the idea that the allies of both Ruasd the U.S. may create
conflicts between them. Today, the United Stateslbst its credibility in many Arab countries, whiRussia is trying to
get many Middle East states to ally with it ance@mpts to regain its legacy in the region. Not athigt, but Russia is

already attempting to compete with the United Statea global super power.

ATTEMPTS TO REGAIN THE SOVIET UNION LEGACY IN THE M IDDLE EAST
» Historical Ties with the Middle East Region

The Nature of the Russian relationships in the Avddrld has passed through a number of differensgha
Before the era of the Soviet Union, the Russian iEanpad no tangible aims or ambitions in the regbthe Middle East.
Russia was only concerned to protect the Orthodbur&’'s interests in Palestine. (Alexey Malashemko2013)
Therefore, Russia’s interests were basically fodusea number of areas upon which its strategybkas built; basically

the Mediterranean Straits, Persia, Central Asian&Cand the Caucasus.

Also, as the region of the Middle East was domichdig the Ottoman and European powers, it did notipg any
position in the Russian Empire Strategic Hierarohyolitical needs. Even after the 1917 revolutioat had taken place
in Russia and ended up by toppling the Czaristmegand introducing the birth of the Soviet UniomisBia still had very
minor interests in the Middle East region. Thattlg ruling Bolsheviks had no strategic intereshimregion. As Marxism
spread, however, it had advocates in the Arab warld this marked the beginning of the emergens®wie, even minor,

Russian influence in the Middle East. (Malasherkexey, 2013).

The Periods of the First World War and the SecoraflWar again marked new turning points in the iSbv
Union’s history of power. It started to become afighe major power actors in the world in termseahanced military
performance and strict Soviet Leaders. Moreover,Sbviet Union’s global ambitions began to appeal \aere reflected
in the policy that supported the fight against thest. In this fight, Moscow’s approach primarilyred to reduce the
impacts of the Cold War through attracting allissmé®m the Middle East countries under the conditid having mutual

political objectives with the system of the SoViktion, and its main allies were: Egypt, Libya, drat).

In the meantime, the Kremlin had shown wide acceggafor the Union’s allies and wanted to spread its
interference and presence in the region. As Matkistight began to spread in Egypt, Libya, Syriag land Algeria, there
was a great appreciation to the Soviet Union MoBeking the 1950s and 1960s, for example, the $dwgon started
spread its ideology and aimed to develop the cdrmcepsocialist orientation and discourage the tedipt ideology by
advocating and developing the non capitalist motiedt is, the Soviet Model was the promising mdtat had attracted
the Third world countries at the time. As a regidlthis alliance, the countries that favored th@i&oUnion were closely
attached to it and depending on Russia to mainkesim military equipments in terms of weapons atahes. In the year
1956, huge political actions had been witnessed.eikample, “The Triple Aggression” against Egyptuted in 1954,
The ex- Soviet Union had provided Egypt with mifitaid in terms of planes and the Russian PiloteJighting with the
Egyptian military forces against the British, Frerend Israeli. It also supported Egypt and Syrsicke after the 1967
setback. Also the Soviet Union had supported Libydilitary parade in 1979 and tanks were driverSoyiet Sergeants. (
Malashenko, Alexey, 2013).
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It's clear, therefore, that by that period, the i8bWnion did not only gain political approach imetMiddle East
Region, but it had strengthened its position inréngion by creating economic integration with tiieed Arab countries
such as constructing the Aswan Dam in Egypt andNdm Hammadi Steelworks in Algeria; supplied thsith cheap and

quite effective weapons. (Malashenko, Alexey, 2013)

Unfortunately, however, the Soviet military and ipchl support failed to turn the Middle East cacefflin the
Arab’s favor. Also, when it came to financial armbromic cooperation, the Soviet Union could not pete economically
or technologically with the more developed Westeonntries. As Alexey Malashenko believed, the Souigion suffered
from an internal economic crisis that made it hatdeexpand support for its Arab allies. Some Mél&lastern countries
expressed dissatisfaction with Soviet military diggp Local media, especially in Egypt, for exampiemplained that
Moscow was supplying the country with defensive paee when offensive arms were needed. Therefora r@sponse to
the deterioration of the Soviet Union’s performancoel interactions with Egypt, in 1972, Egyptianditent Anwar Sadat
expelled Soviet military advisers and specialistsrf his country. This was the beginning of the &ndthe Arab-Soviet
friendship. At the same time, together with thetdaiStates and Israel, Sadat initiated the CampdDaaace process, in

which Moscow was given no role.

After the disintegration of the Soviet Union in 199he whole decade was considered an uncleardp@iahe
Russian policies in the Middle East. This uncettalms been facing Russia’s international relatieite the Arab World
until Vladimir Putin had taken office. He was altbesuccessfully enhance his country’s performancany fields and

helped Moscow to regain its active role in the MédHast as well as in the international arena agzan.

» Russia and the Arab Spring

With the emergence of the Arab Spring, Russia’kigrfce in the Middle East diminished even furtiAgrfirst,
Moscow interpreted the Arab Spring’s events as rémult of planned Western intervention specificallgsigned to
decrease Russia’s hold on the region. Many schild®sissia saw in the protests an echo of the fa@eolutions” against
the governments in former Soviet countries thatevimlieved to have been encouraged by Western podgrresponse to
the political stabilities that had been witnessethe Arab World, Moscow thought that these revohg were just another
vital challenge for Russia whether it would gam pibsition or move away from the region of the MédHast. Therefore,
Russia’s Foreign Policy adopted in early 2013, diess the revolts that had aroused in the MiddistHBegion as
evidence that Arabs “desire to return to theirliational roots” and says that “political and sdeconomic renewal of

society is often taking place under the sloganffaiaing Islamic values” (Malashenko, Alexey, 2013)

According to Putin and his government, Russia’'sneotic and political relations with countries in thiddle
East have been negatively affected. He said thattlfe countries that have gone through the Arabin§piRussian
companies are losing the positions they built uprdlie decades on local markets; taking into cenattbn that Political
cooperation with many post Arab Spring regimesymisolic and limited to the statements issued aitéicial visits. For
example, political relations with Tunisia, whichvee were a priority, have not improved with the eassion of the
country’s new Islamist government. In November 20R2ssian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov said thaiscow was

ready to cooperate with the Muslim Brotherhood,cliltiad come to power in Egypt.
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He delivered to Mohamed Morsi, winner of the Egaptpresidential election, Putin’s invitation toit/igloscow.
In the meantime, the Russian viewed the Muslim B¥diood as a terrorist organization and a threRusia’s security as
declared by the Russian Supreme Court in 2003.

As for its relations with the Gulf Countries, Russirelations seemed unchanged. Russia’s relatigthsSaudi

Arabia, for example, have been practically nonexissince the Soviet period, when the two countnigd virtually no
contact. Neither country has made any serious tefforimprove the situation, which suggests thatthesi side is
particularly interested. Russia’s relations witte thther Gulf countries including Bahrain, KuwaibetUnited Arab
Emirates, and Qatar remain low overall. Media reptivat members of Bahrain’s Shia opposition haited Moscow did
nothing to improve Russia’s relations with thesegdty Sunni Gulf countries, most of which suppdre tBahraini
government against this opposition. However the siws relations with countries as Morocco, Algeriad alordon
remained unchanged. Russia does not have particgtaong relations with Morocco or Jordan, althbugdoes enjoy
some economic and political ties to Algeria thatehaot been significantly damaged by the regioaablutions. Russia’s
relations with Yemen look to be doing quite welltire wake of the Arab Spring. Popular protests thvew Yemeni
President Ali Abdullah Saleh, who stepped down @braary 2012. But Yemen's regime change model vidscow,

which likes the fact that the protests ousting Bala not take place under the banner of the fightdemocracy and
appreciates that the events bore no resemblaremeytof the color revolutions. Unlike Libya, the Yenis got by without
outside help and avoided humanitarian interventiWhen they did reach out to foreign powers, thegjuded Russia in
the conversation as Yemen’'s ambassador to RussihaMmed Saleh al-Hilali, suggested that the thessian president
Dmitry Medvedev could send a special envoy to Yerwepersuade the opposing parties to resolve th#licothrough

peaceful means. Ultimately, however, Moscow tookpad in the country’s peace process, leavingstead to the United
States and Saudi Arabia. The Kremlin perhaps thekview that it was risky to intervene in Yemerfiaims because the
situation there was so complicated and extremistisehlot of influence; as one Russian newspapeit,gittwould be easy
to get involved in Yemen, but the consequences avbalserious.” (Malashenko, 2013).

According to Malashenko, Putin’s strategy to gaimare influential role in the region of the Middiegast has
entailed emphasizing Russia’s special positionitadistinct civilization entity that combines botfest and east. It also
attempted to remind the Arab world that Russia’pybation includes around 20 million Muslims. Thenef, the goal of
this foreign policy is to present Russia as a lwidgtween the West and the Muslim world. UnfortelyaPutin’s attempts
had failed to increase the Kremlin’s influence e tregion. It also failed to act as an intermedisveen the West and
Iran, between the Arabs and Israel, and betweebltiited States and saddam Hussein’s Irag befordMéion launched
military operations against Baghdad in 2003. Mospthe Muslim World did not accept Russia as ohi#soown; as a
result, the West took advantage from the Muslinctiea and refused Russia’s interference as annmdiate party
between them. Putin’'s meetings with Arab headsaiésand governments in 2005-2007 also failed adymre the desired
results. He was also unable to conclude a numbgragosed economic contracts, including an agreeméh Saudi
Arabia, on a joint railway construction projecthaligh Russia signed a similar contract with Libga2D08. Putin’s

proposal to create a regional security system \gasrajected by Arab governments.

In other words, the draw backs of Putin’s policy dhe weakness of Russia’s position in the regierame very
obvious when Moscow proved its inability to prevér invasion of Iraq by the U.S. Moscow spokerepeatedly against

an American invasion of Iraq. Also, some well-knoRmissian politicians such as Vladimir Zhirinovsklye Liberal
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Democratic Party’s leader and Gennady Zyuganov, Gbenmunist Party leader publicly expressed theppsut for
Saddam Hussein. Saddam Hussein was one of thesfaaiming “friends” who hoped to see in Russia thei& Union’s
successor in the Middle East. After his departumnfthe political stage, Russia’s only remainingtpers of any
importance in the region were Qaddafi of Libya &sdad of Syria. (Bellamy, Alex J. and Paul D. Vditiis, 2011).

The influence of Russia in the Middle East contthtie fade between 2007 and 2012. The Kremlin'sugrite
decreased further with the outbreak of antigovemtnuprisings in 2011 that came to be known as trab/Spring. The
attempts and strategies made by Putin to regaiintheence of the soviet Union in the region weetying on specific
combination that shed lights on the past sovietacggnd strategic national interests. In other wiitts through this past
power that Moscow conducts a policy that servesntiaén target in this process. It seeks to restractne strength of
Russia in the region and regain its power statssth® Kremlin did not easily differentiate betwetbe Former Soviet
Union and the Russian Federation, Moscow still hades to regain the image of the Soviet Union m Anab World
through holding what remained from the Former Sobigse for instance, Syria where the sole Russiditamy base

located in the Syrian port of Tartus. (Malasheri@i 3).

Also, Putin’s conducted policy in the Middle Eastdreatly motivated by one important factor regecin
Military Technical Cooperation. This form of coopéion as interpreted in military weapons agreeméatge attracted
Arab countries. In the meantime, they benefit thesdtan Defense and Weapons Industry and also thgetsconomy to
exhibit continuous liquid cash transactions. Itidddoe clear, however, that Russia mostly tardetscountries that have
comparative advantage in producing oil and gash@region as: Iraq, Libya, and Algeria as the adlrkets of these

countries were considered competitors to the Rasslanarkets.
* Russia’s Middle East Policy and Islam

One of the vital factors that had deeply encourapedRussian Federation to deepen its presendesiMiddle
East is its interest to show the Muslim citizensRassia that their country is willing to cooperatéh their fellow
Muslims abroad. Russia has a significant Muslimybaiion, especially in the North Caucasus and thiga/Region, and
Moscow is anxious to show how it is involved in telmic world’s affairs and ready to defend theeiasts of Muslims if
need be. Since the Kremlin didn't have specifictdrisal interactions with Islamic regimes; Russialiticians had
declared their willingness to deal with the Islangicvernments to serve the persistence of Russthdrregion. For
example, Moscow had been engaged in dialogue wéth'sl leadership and has tried to build relatiorith whe Hamas
Islamic resistance movement. After Hamas won Halast parliamentary elections in 2006, Russia ew#fered its
services to help settle the differences betweenmbeement and the president of the Palestinian @itthMahmoud
Abass. (Malashenko, 2013).

After the 28" of January Revolution 2011 that had taken placEgypt and led to toppling Mubarak’s Regime,
Russia’s politicians had been trying to maintaifertable relation with Muslim Brotherhood as theynwpower and

authority in the country.

Thus, it can be said that Kremlin’s attitude présdrthrough Moscow towards the Islamists had deperah
their classification of their main causes accordmgheir importance. For instance, the Kremlin shdwn respect to the

Muslim Brotherhood in Egypt but considered its Sgrcounterpart which is currently participatingairtivil war to oust
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Syrian President Bashar al-Assad a Russian allgrmrist organization. Moscow was strongly agaitiet Islamist
Extremists movements linked to al-Qaeda which leesributed to violent insurgencies in Russia’sivesNorth Caucasus

region.

Despite the huge differences between the Islanasid’the Russian Federation doctrine, yet thesensething in
common. Both have craved channels between thesieparhese channels are found to be the linkedlady that is
based on discouraging Western democracy, and bgilh identity built on a base of anti-Western Beent. This triggers
the common phenomenon between the Islamist anRudksian Orthodox Church as each party focuseseoprthciple of
having different understandings for democracy amchdmn rights from the Western interpretation for deracy and well
being. For instance, the Salafis who represent ainthe Islamists radicals, reject the interpretatmf democracy by
Western countries. In the meantime, the Russiarfatidn refused to join forces with them althouganm members of
this movement form the leading power in Caucasiiss indicates that the Salafis are so strict tar titeeology as they

show no tendency or tolerance to accept other adgged assuming that they are always the right divesashenko, 2013).
» Libya and the Russian Involvement

In the year 2011 which was characterized by witingssemarkable protesting movements, Moscow fouselfi
caught between the desire to keep Qaddafi, a Rua#lia in power and Western pressure to allowrima&onal support to
the rebels. The Kremlin fell between two trapsThe pressure made by western powers to permit gilpgport to the

rebels, and 2. The desire to keep Qaddafi in posggecially that he was considered a Russian ally.

The Kremlin tried to prevent European interventiorthe Libyan internal conflict, blocking a numbaf United
Nations (UN) Security Council resolutions that webilave permitted intervention by using its veto poviEventually,
however, Moscow gave in to growing internationagsure to support the forces opposing Qaddafi. €bnuary 26, 2011,
Russia joined the embargo on arms exports to Libayd, it abstained in a March 2011 UN Security Cdwmte that
imposed a no-fly zone over Libya, giving other coi@s the right to take necessary measures to grdite civilian

population. This allowed the North Atlantic Tre&yganization to carry out a military operationtat £nd of March.

In June 2011, Moscow attempted to persuade Qaddastep down, but it was already too late. Qadslafi’
opponents no longer needed any compromise or \@lmésignation on the part of the Libyan leadBellamy, Alex J.
2011).

According to Bellamy and Williamsthe Politics of protection (R2P) has been used bydias a cover for
NATO's desire for intervention. Although, they apped to be intervening for humanitarian rescue ionsshey were
protecting their oil interests. This was obviougtes nationalized oil companies in Libya becamendpeforeign investors
after the Qaddafi regime fell. In other words, 2P was just the new means of the west to covér ititervention in

other sovereign states to accomplish their ownrésts.

This means that some countries use the logo okgtioh to justify and legitimize their intervention other
states, stepping over the notion of sovereigntgllgany, Alex J. 2011).

Security as a term has been changed. Traditioriteélyyphasized the state since its basic

Purpose was the protection of its citizens. Outbynglobalization and economic diversity and havireagd
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governance, the ability of some states to protsativilians are coming into question. This incapbis especially clear

in societies that are war torn.

Thus, some states have come to greatly threatewdHtare and rights of their own citizens instedgmtecting
them. This has probably resulted in broadeningetfimphasis of security toward individual human rigtatther than the
state level. Also, it has resulted in consideringable roles for the international community sot@sompensate for the
failure of the state. “Everyone agrees that theldvaould be better off without atrocities, whichgilade humanity and
undermine norms of peaceful politics.” These idelatavever, are a collective good, enjoyed by alirtdes regardless of

which ones put money and lives on the line.” (Gaits Joshua, 2014).

Therefore, advocates of human rights proposed aepinknown as the Responsibility to Protect. The
international community must try diplomacy and pmetvon first, but must resort to military intervimt as a last means if

necessary in order to stop mass atrocities.

The basic idea was to protect citizens from wames, crimes against humanity, genocide and etheansing.
As suggested by the UN, the duty of emancipatitigesis from political violence may include the stabut also goes
beyond it, especially when the suffering of citizes the result of state neglect. “In such cades,duties of human
protection may fall on the ‘international commuhityencompassing preventative measures to holticob&fore it arises,
through the use of force to holt mass atrocitiggtrthrough to international involvement in postnflict reconstruction” (
Glover, Nicolas, 2011).

Thus, the Responsibility to Protect was officiadigopted when the United Nations member states onuasly
agreed in the 2005 summit to implement it. R2P atesl that nation states have a responsibility edept other nations
from genocide, ethnic cleansing, war crimes, ardcaimes against humanity. In other words, the rolavas if a
functioning government fails to protect its citisenthen it's the duty of other nations to do soe Timely and decisive
actions would be taken in accordance with the giows in the charter 3 of the UN to protect inndagwilians in such
conditions. (Bellamy, Alex J. 2011). In the meamint's the responsibility of the United Nations tolfestates in
discharging this responsibility to use either péalcemeans or to enforce action. This declaratiogadly marks a vital

highlight in the relations between human rights sodereignty. (Bellamy, Alex J. 2005).

The Obama administration attempted to use the liby@se as a way to re plan its foreign policy. ThS.
invoked the Responsibility to Protect so as to nefedecisions made concerning the intervention byaiand later defined
the prevention of potential massacres as “a cotiera security interest and a core moral respdlityiof the United
States.” (Keeler, Chris. 2011).

Diplomatically, however, the intervention in theseaof Libya and the NATO expansion of its actitigutside
United Nations mandate were highly controversiait Nnly that, but the states that were supportivéhe intervention
became greatly antagonized by the decision of thEONto under go regime change. Thus, Russian affidielieved that

the alliance was going beyond its authority asiisped change in the Libyan regime. (Keeler, CRG4,1).

e Syria and the Russian Involvement

Until 2013, with Qaddafi gone, Russia had only drend in the region of the Middle East, Assad ofi&.
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However, the Kremlin's policy o$upporting and advocating the Syrian presidentchaised great international criticism
which further eroded Russian’s influence in thebAveorld. The Kremlin wished to prevent the falltbé Syrian president
for a number of reasons; these include economicgeopolitical causes, as well as strategic purpodéalashenko,
2013).

In the Syrian crisis, Russia has been blamed ftoivg a resolution that threatened to impose sanstio allow
time for al Assad to crush the opposition. Morepwdpscow was accused for ignoring humanitarian iclemations.
Russian strategies can be interpreted as a desimaximizing its political power and trade advayas and to be able to

serve its legitimate foreign policy. (Russia, huiteman intervention and the Responsibility to ait 2015)

The Syrian crisis has grasped a global attentior2@ill. A protest was made by the people againshdaal
Assad’s authoritarian regime. A civil war eruptedg that tore Syria into pieces. As a result, si£of humanity caused a
great response of the global community. (MenkisZdlyek, 2013). In all of this, Russia attemptedatmpear as a
somewhat neutral force as it supported Bashar ab$ypth politically and militarily. The main aimf &kussia was to
protect the regime against all forms of pressursutwender power to the rebels. Also, it aspiregrevent any attempts

from the Arabs or the West to advocate militargiméntion in Syria. (Menkiszak, Marek, 2013).

The Russian strategy and policy towards the Syeris, as believed, were influenced by a numbefacfors.
Primarily, there has been a great worry over tlememic and strategic interests in the country ded a fear of the results
of any form of imbalance in the area, includingisic radicalism. Thus, the policy adopted by Rugsieegards to the
Syrian crisis is basically based on a strong befiaf the U.S. is undergoing a conspiracy aimingpiead its interests by
means of regime change through the use of milpgasyer and technologies of soft power, and Syradtear goal for this.
All through the crisis, Russia has kept its dirfgdts with the regime of Bashar, and gave the blaonthe opposition for

the use of chemical weapons. (Menkiszak, Marek3201

Furthermore, Moscow resisted all forms of steps erlaygl the Western and Arab states to adopt U.Nlutsos
that condemned state forces and even made suggeftionon military sanctions against the Syriagimee. The draft of
the Security Council was even vetoed three timesRhgsia. It also criticized all requests made tkenthe Syrian
president step down and it believed that it woultdér solution to the conflict. (Menkiszak, Mare2Q13). When the
Russian warships reached Tartus, the Syrian gosas clear that Russia strongly supported themegfthere were two
basic reasons for these visits: first, obvioushydis a military and political demonstration to detee United states as well
as its allies from any kind of military engageménthe conflict. Second, it was a way to send heangaments from
Russia for the forces of the Syrian regime.” (Msakk, Marek, 2013). President Putin has accusetited States for
defining its military actions in terms of humanitarism. It was obvious, therefore, that althougls$ta did not formally
reject the Responsibility to Protect doctrine,riticized what it thought was an attempt by theAeand Western states to
over use the R2P as a reason and excuse for gilita@rvention. In other words, President Putin wesy strict in regards
to the Responsibility to Protect as he signed dflewing: “It is unacceptable that military intemvions and other forms of
interference from without, which undermine the fdations of international law based on the principfesovereign
equality of states, be carried out on the pretéxtmplementing the concept of responsibility to fe.” (Menkiszak,
Marek, 2013). Moscow also attempted in 2013, to enaik agreement with the Arab League regarding dse of Syria.

According to this deal, Bashar would hand in themltal weapon pile. This deal was made after PeasidObama
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declared that the U.S. was considering a militérkes against Assad’s regime as he had used chem@gpons against
his own people. The aim of Russia, therefore, waprévent all forms of armed intervention by thestva the Syrian
crisis. (Menkiszak, Marek. 2013).

From the Syrian activists’ point of view, Syrianpmsition forces and their allies abroad have pegetkRussia’s
continued mediation as support for Assad’s regiRgssia’s position on Syria has made its relatioitb the Arab world
even cooler. The Arab Middle East is firmly alliadainst the ruling Syrian regime. When the Arabdieavoted in 2012
to expel Damascus from its ranks, only Algeria &@wia itself voted against the decision, and Arakders vocally

criticized Russia’s support of the Syrian regime.

In the meantime, the Arab World believes that tlgga® conflict is not only a purely internal Syriaffair but
also a confrontation between external actors, abalghe United States and its allies versus Russid China.
(Malashenko, 2013).

It should be clear that in the Syrian case, thaddnNations didn’t authorize the use of internatiosanctions but
only condemned the violence. In other words, thepRasibility to Protect doctrine wasn’t implementadhis case as it
was in the case of Libya. In the meantime, the WNn't rule out forms of foreign military act. Mahaouxu, the
spokesman of the Chinese foreign ministry belietret the resolution wasn’'t going to make the situmtny easier.
Vitaly Churkin, the Russian envoy to the United iNias said the resolution was a way of legitimizalgeady taken
unilateral sanctions and said that it was a wagvierthrow regimes by force. (Keeler, Chris, 20T)e Russian foreign
ministry was very explicit when he made the follogistatement “Our wording proposals on the inadiilgg of
external military intervention are not taken intccaunt. And that, in view of the well known eveisNorth Africa,
cannot but make us wary...The situation in Syria oalwe considered in the Security Council in isolatirom the Libyan
experience. The international community is waryttef statements being heard that the implementatidhe Security
Council resolution in Libya as interpreted by NAT®a model for its future actions to exercise thesfjonsibility to
protect.” (Keeler, Chris, 2011).

The United States was annoyed as it believed tieaSecurity Council was not very successful in assing an
urgent and vital moral challenge and threat tostiurity and peace of the region. Moreover, Hill@hyton, the Secretary
of State of the U.S. said that both Russia and £had to give their explanation to the Syriansaddition to that, Great

Britain’s foreign secretary believed that the vetegre greatly mistaken. (Keeler, Chris, 2011).

This shows that both China and Russia were blargetddstern countries for wielding their vetoes. Sawokolars
believe that the clear disagreements between manoli¢he Security Council may have a great andctirdluence on the
future of the Responsibility to Protect. (KeelehriS, 2011). In other words, in the case of Syfie, incapability of the
U.S. as well as its allies to pass the resolutioa clear reflection that the norm of humanitai@arvention made by the

administration of President Obama is not globadape. (Keeler, Chris, 2011).
e Egyptian Russian Relations

As both Russia and Egypt have undergone greatiqablaind social changes, the atmosphere of muasgect

and trust has greatly played a major role in theticnship between the two countries.
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They've had several major mutually benefittingatigins, which included the Iron and Steel Works$Hgwan,
the Aswan hydroelectric power station, the Nag Hadinaluminium plant and an Egyptian Russian Unitsgrsetc.
(Mikhin, Victor, 2015).

After toppling Mohamed Morsi's regime in Egypt ir023, the International arena’s structure had chénge
shedding lights on the Russian Federation. Putthehaloited this opportunity and provided many liies to Egypt in
several fields such as military and financial aitlsis was basically done to ensure that Egypt besoome of his country’s
allies; in addition to Egypt’s leading role in thegion. It's also considered the gate for exporting Russian ideologies
and thoughts.

It's no doubt, therefore, that one of the most int@at relations Russia seeks to develop is thdioak with
Egypt. Russia and Egypt are seeking to establistmmrcial and diplomatic bonds to serve both statemomically and
politically. Both countries have had a long histand strong relations, the peak of which was dutfregCold War. During
President Gamal Abdel Nasser, Egypt was a strdggofithe Soviet Union, and was backed by them muthe Yemen
war in the 1960s. After the death of Nasser, howeweath the Soviet Union and Egypt felt burdenethwhis diplomatic
attachment. More than 15,000 Soviet experts wepeléed from Egypt because of a conflict over miltanachinery spare
parts. In 1976, Sadat annulled their friendshiptire(Deghetto, Torie R. 2015).

Putin has been cultivating ties with Egypt, a Sbaiéy for much of the Cold War and traditional expmarket
for Russian arms. "Egyptian exporters successfugly the opportunities offered by our market whielréhadditionally
opened after certain restrictive measures have bedopted in response to EU sanctions,” Putin said.
http://www.aljazeera.com/news/2015/08/putin-sisi-pldge-boost-russia-egypt-ties-150826201113441.html

Currently, Egypt and Russia have been preoccupjiadylng to restore their relations that sufferecsbme extent
as a result of regime change in Egypt after the 2@hl revolution. President Putin stated:"We as#aring our relations
to the fullest extent. And the development of tlweremmy goes along with intensification of politicabntacts. It is
growing, in spite of the problems in the global mmmy,” (Mikhin, Victor, 2015). In other words, while Russia seeks
political influence, Egypt is a very strategicailigportant state and the most populous countryénrégion. Therefore, it's
an ideal ally and has one of the strongest milifowers in the area. In other words, Egypt’s rad@&ey political player
in the region probably fits Putin’s interests andsides in the Middle East, especially in terms etusity and
counterterrorism. Russian investment, on the dtlaed, can be a very important factor in stabiliZing economy. In the
meantime, the Russian, Egyptian relations reflagitoaving cooperation on security. Russia has flwedsEgypt with arms
that included surface to air missile launcherdtig jets and surface to air missile systems. re,J2015, the two states
conducted joint naval drills. This was called “Byalof Friendship 2015” and took place in the Maditeean. Russia and
Egypt signed the first Egyptian nuclear plant agreet in November, 2015. The new power plant isotesest of four third
generation reactors. The Egyptian president El &miounced that this project is peaceful and irdetad produce
electricity. The head of Russia’s nuclear firm Ros@long, signed the Dabaa nuclear plant agreewiémtthe Egyptian
state. This project is considered the largest ptdjetween Egypt and Russia since the High danegtrdilt in the 1960s.
It's considered one of the greatest projects base&ussian technologies to be constructed in Egipis project is to
mark a new phase in the history of Egyptian-Rusbitateral relations. It's believed that as a resfilthis project, Egypt

will be the leader of the region in the nuclearhtemogies field, and the only state with a generaB+ plant. In the
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meantime, al Sisi said that his country is comrditte the international conventions that prohibi¢ throliferation of

nuclear plants and nuclear weapons. (Ahram Onlié\ov. 2015)

Furthermore, the main issue of the relationshipvbeh Russia and Egypt is the military technicalpssation.
Both countries signed arms contracts which includeliveries of aircraft, air defense systems, logliers and anti craft
missile systems. Also, military cooperation is rotly limited to trade of weapons, but also incluelechange of
information and training of personnel. Furthermdhe arms supply takes place without delay and wittconditions of
political nature. That is, it's believed that Rasdias great investment opportunities in the economigypt, from
infrastructure to high technology. In the meantithe, leadership in Egypt are striving to develogugiable environment
for foreign investments, and also have a greatrelésihave close business ties with Russian. Adegri Victor Mikhin,
“Today we are in a phase of history when a paxuwfplanet is aggressively, actively trying to lags, to not allow us
strengthening our sovereignty. So | would like tophasize that Egypt, on the contrary, invites ugdoactive, long-

standing partners, not just in politics, but alsdusiness(Mikhin, Victor, 2015).

Mohamed el-Badr, the Egyptian ambassador to Rumdiaves that recent relations between Egypt anssigu
were on the rise. He stated: “ This is a very ingoairstep for us, as speaking metaphorically, thetmiifficult flight stage
for an aircraft is the take off. Today our relasodevelop very harmoniously, and they are promjsi(idikhin, Victor,
2015).

Thus, cooperation in political, business, and tesdirareas for these two states is very importdigham Zazou,
the Egyptian Minister of Tourism believes that nder to keep flow of tourists from Russian, botlimies might decide

to use Rouble as the main currency in the secfasmmerce and tourism.

It can be concluded that both countries, Egypt Radsia have passed through great political andlsoleanges.
However, the atmosphere of mutual respect and hastalways played an important role in the retetibetween the two
countries. Both states are mutually benefittingrfrthe partnership and have very similar, if nomniitsal perceptions on
many global issues. Therefore, I's quiet easy $tore relations because Egypt and Russia have bdrgy foundation on
which they can build future relations. They areaiien to one another. also, there seems to be $amdeof friendly
relations between both al-Sisi and Putin, and thakes cooperation much easier as more respectrasidseem to
develop. Mikhin, Victor, 2015).

CONCLUSIONS

As previously mentioned, the Russian Federatianés of the major powers that exist in the modeen ks huge
attempts to regain the Soviet Legacy are very cksit moves forward to re gain its global statusder Putin’s
governance, there have been several attempts tioerge the Soviet Union again by showing the Rusklaslims that
their matters and causes are important to Russia. i$ especially clear as the Kremlin considersesiore the Russian
affairs in the Middle East to act as an intermegdlz#tween the Muslims and the West. This is consida camouflage to
the country’s main objective of minimizing the Wast influence especially United States of Americathie Region.

Moscow had exerted great efforts in trying to beeatral party as it attempts to carry out peacsflutions in the region.

Today, Russia’s global role reflects its own pties and validates its status and position in tloeldvsystem.

Moscow’s political elite attempt to shape its evmn, especially in regards to security developraghtt far from the

| Impact Factor(JCC): 1.7843- This article can be dowloaded from www.impactjournals.us |




| 30 Nihal Shimy Abdel Fattah EI-Shimy |

security society of the liberal democracies of thest. Therefore, Russia’s position to strengthenrégional and
international influence and its attempts to affitenlegitimacy is greatly accompanied by valueg thesically challenge
the liberalism of the west. That’s basically whg fRussian strategy towards the Responsibility taget and humanitarian

intervention are viewed by many western scholaigreatly counter to international norms inspiredts west.

Also, international anarchy is balanced by glolrdleo---institutions and rules through which cousgrcooperate
for mutual benefits. The transition from the Coldrvera has been a time of turbulence, full of fiamsations and changes
as well as new possibilities, both good and batdis“likely, however, that the basic rules and giptes of IR- those that
scholars have long struggled to understand — wiitioue to apply, though their contexts and outc®may change. Most

central to those rules and principles is the conoépower,” (Goldstein, J.2014).

Throughout history, the world has seen differeriitipal structures and power distributions as powansition
has been a frequent phenomenon in internationdigsplthose transitions were always companioneth wpisodes of
uncertainty and high risk as power transitions hgneat effect on the international stability. (Ragi) J, 2009). In other
words, the distribution of power in the word doegmily affect countries but it also affects intdioaal organizations and
their performance. Since its foundation in 194% thnited Nations has handed over the global peddaemdo the
Security Council. Given the council’s powers, itembers have played a vital role in some of the maiggtificant world
events of the past sixty years. Neverthelessgsriften argue that the Security Council is notfioming effectively as it
fails to resolve many important issues becausbeflistribution of power within the council. In atiioh, they believe that
this distribution of power is one of the resultstibé Second World War and the power distributicat tlesulted after it.
(Rabuogi, J. 2009).

Since the Cold War era, the globe has been witngssunipolar system where the distribution of pokgs been
allocated in one state which exercised most ottheiral, economic and military influence. It's loethne hegemonic power
of the United States that had basically dominatedworld system. The military, economic and cultcapabilities had
been concentrated in the United States which hageglthe role of the police of the world in thet hgesars.

The distribution of political power is continuougthanging in the world and there are different agrie when it
comes to the distribution of power. The balance®iver school argues that an even distribution afgras more stable
while the preponderance-of-power school arguesdbatinance of power is more stable. Although the sehools have

different theories, they both agree that distrimidf power has a huge effect on the stabilityhefworld.

Today, there is no doubt that a bi polar systemreasmerged (the U.S. and Russia). The United Stadis
definitely lost a great deal of its dominance. 8irtke Cold war, the United States was trying ttidnfts ideology of
democracy as a form of soft power on many aredkeofvorld. The U.S. has emphasized the power ofodeswy as the
ideal ideology and tried to spread it throughowd fiobe. It has been trying to maximize its infloerof capabilities
through a psychological process. Thus, the UnitedeS wanted its own values to become widely sharedng other
nations as a way to easily influence other stakbgs has caused a great loss of its credibilityrasy states came to
realize that its calls for democracy and humantsigiere basically a camouflage to hide its intergtiof greed and love of

power.

Today, unipolarity does not dominate the world amyre. A number of great powers have emerged andrpand

to a unipolar global system. The world is witnegsihe consolidation of a bipolar system with Russi@ the United
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States as the main contesters. This case is sitoildie 1960s when the capabilities and power eful$ and the USSR

illustrated the concept of a power bipolar systémesthey had equal powers at that time.

However, this can turn into multipolarity if othptayers decide to take part in the political anditary game.
Currently, the U.S. and Russia are the major pfaykut this doesn’t seclude other powers like Chiflge Chinese
government is focusing more towards economic rattem military or political capabilities. Howevéfr,China chooses to
take part in the distribution of power and get ecpiof the cake, then the global system will shiftnulti polarity. That is,
if China decides to engage itself, not just ecomatty, but militarily and culturally in world affes, then the world will
witness a multipolar system where a distributiorpofver in which more than two states have nearlyakgmounts of
military, cultural and economic influence exist.€Tpolitical power will be more evenly distributeghang the three states,
the United States, Russia and China with high obsror intermediaries to moderate disputes. If thebpens, the
researcher believes that the international systdinber more stable. In both bilateral and multilalesystems, there is
likely to be greater stability because each ofdbminant states can exercise a great influencé@iothers. According to
Rabuogi, “as the system moves away from bipoldatyards multipolarity, the frequency of war shoblel expected to
diminish.” (Rabuogi, J. 2009).

RECOMMENDATION

* Modification of UN Structures: The United Nations should modify its own structurand re plan new

mechanisms to satisfy the new world order.

e« The UN has to upgrade itself internally to set thies of the game and protect the sovereignty ayuley of
member states so as to ensure a safe global order.

e The International Court of Justice (ICJ) must bgpewered and given the means to settle conflictschisutes
peacefully. It should claim jurisdiction over athges of the globe, and its decisions have to bditg on all

countries.

» Decrease the North South GapThe International Community, basically the UN andjor powers, must attempt
to decrease the North South gap. The great difterénincome levels between those in the Norththode in the
South have to be narrowed down. Rich countries rhaséncouraged to help poor states to reach a teatl
allows its population to survive and have the basieds of food, clothing, shelter and clean water sanitation

system.

» Provision of AssistanceThe United Nations should provide assistance itaote areas, especially in Africa and

Asia and send its experts to help such placeséocome basic problems.

» Poverty should be eradicated, better education breiprovided and health care should spread tegibns of the

globe.

e The United Nations millennium goal has to be dirifiillowed and strongly implemented.
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* A Global Awareness of the Culture of Peacemore effort has to be made for the culture of pedeople,
especially children should be cultured to apprecgsace and reject all types of violent settlertextisputes and

conflicts.

» Development of human potentials: Large populatisimsuld not be an obstacle to development, on th&ay,
they can be a great asset and a major input iw#adth of a nations. Therefore, every state hasake its own
strategy and learn from the positive experience @ntdomes of other countries to turn the overpdmiato a

major element of power.

Finally, in the age of globalization and the cdlhaman rights and equality, measures should bent& ensure a
safe and peaceful globe for all states. The rebeatwelieves this is only possible if the interoasil community agrees to
cooperate together for the sake of global progagskprosperity. The super powers as well as that grewers have to
cooperate, not just with each other, but with thesladvantageous countries in order to reach abkiitevel of
development and to provide them with the necesassistance and decrease the economic gap betweemeamg them.
In the meantime, the United Nations has a verytgi@a to play in the coming era. Although the @ditNations is not a
world government, it's the closest thing to being herefore, if the international community gebsessed by its greed
for power and wealth, ignoring under privilegedesathen it's the ethical duty of the UN to prombigher standards of
living, full employment and conditions of econon@ad social progress and development. It must peosmutions of
international economic, social, health and relapedblems, international cultural and educationabparation and

universal respect for humanity.
REFERENCES

1. Abrams, Eliott. 1995. Security and Sacrifice: I$iola, Intervention, and American Foreign Poliejuston

Institution, Indiana, USA.
2. Barnett, Michael, Power in International Polititsternational Organization 59 (1), 2005: 1-37)

3. Bellamy, Alex J. “Responsibility to Protect or TanjHorse? The Crisis in Darfur and Humanitariaerirgntion
after Iraq 2005,"Ethics & International Affairs 189. 2 (2005)

4. Bellamy, Alex J. “Whither the Responsibility to Reot? Humanitarian Intervention and the 2005 W&tdnmit.”
2006._http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/f47-7093.2006.00012.x/abstract

5. Bellamy, Alex J. The Responsibility to Protect dhd Problem of military intervention. Internatioreffairs,
Volume 84 Issue 4 pages 615-639uly 2008

6. Bellamy, Alex J. 2010. The Responsibility to ProtEive years. Ethics & International Affairs. V. 24
7. Bellamy, Alex J. and Paul D. Williams. 2011. “Thewpolitics of protection? Cote d’lvoire, Libya atite

Responsibility to Protect”. Published in: The Rolsdtitute of International Affairs.
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1111/j.1468-346.2011.01006.x/abstract

8. Chesterman, Simon. 2003. Just War or Just Peaceatitaman Intervention and International Law (Oxfor
Oxford University Press, 2003).

Index Copernicus Value: 3.0 - Articles can be serib editor@impactjournals.us




Russia:

Prospects for a New Legacy in the Global R@r Game 33

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

Deghetto, Torie R. 2015. “While Russia Makes Wa8ymia, It Makes Love in Egypt”

https://news.vice.com/article/while-russia-makes-imasyria-it-makes-love-in-eqypt

El-Shimy, Nihal. 2015. The Responsibility to Prdte€are or Greed? Best Journal, vol. 3, Issue 11, R@15.

Evans, Gareth and Sahnoun, Mohamed. 2002. “ThedRe#jility to Protect, “Foreign Affairs 81, no. 8Q02),
pp. 99-110

Fukuyama, Francis. The End of History and the Mmst. Free Press, 1992.

Goldstein, Joshua S. 2014. International Relat{@08 edition), Pearson, England.

Glover, Nicolas. 2011. “A critique of the TheorydaRractice of the R2P.” http://www.e-ir.info/2019/27/a-

critique-of-the-theory-and-practice-of-r2p/

Gulick, Edward V. Europe’s Classical Balance of Bowornell, 1955.
Ikenberry, G. John. After Victoryrinceton, 2000)

Keeler, Chris. 2011. “The End of the Responsibilityo Protect?” 2011. Foreign policy journal

http://www.foreignpolicyjournal.com/author/chriséler/

Kofi Annan, “Two Concepts of Sovereignty, “EconomiSeptember 18, 1999.

http://www.economist.com/node/324795

Lindberg, Todd. 2005. “Protect the People,”"Wasthingtimes, September 27, 2005; available
at washingtontimes.com/op-ed/20050926-092335-2088r.

Malashenko, A. 2013, Russia and the Arab Springn€&se Moscow Centre..

http://carnegieendowment.org/files/russia_arab ng@013.pdf

Marek Menkiszak. “Responsibility to Protect...Itself?Russia’s strategy Towards the Crisis in Syria”.2The
Finnish Institute of International Affairs. httpwvw.fiia.fi/fen/publication/341/responsibility to giect..._itself/

Mikhin, Victor, 2015. Russia and Egypt: Relations & on the Rise

Nicholas J. Wheeler. 2001. “Legitimating Human#arintervention: Principles and Procedures "Melbeur

Journal of International Law2, no. 2 (2001).

Nicholas J. Wheeler, “A Victory for Common Humariityhe Responsibility to Protect after the 2005 dorl
Summit” 2005. (paper presented to a conferenceTbr UN at Sixty: Celebration or Wake?” Faculty @,
University of Toronto, http://www.jilir.org/docsksies/volume_2-1/2-1 7 WHEELER_FINAL.pdf

Rabuogi, J (2009). “Does Unipolarity Foster GloBashbility? A Critical Analysis, OF NAIROBI Instita of
Diplomacy and International Studies. Retrieved from
http://www.academia.edu/1194125/Does _Unipolaritysteépo Global_Stability A Critical Analysis

Wohlforth, C (nd). “The Stability of a Unipolar WdF, The MIT press journals. Retrieved from:
http://belfercenter.ksg.harvard.edu/files/wohlfexit?4nol.pdf

Impact Factor(JCC): 1.7843- This article can be dowloaded from www.impactjournals.us




Nihal Shimy Abdel Fattah EI-Shimy |

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

Statement by Ban Ki-moon, Minister of Foreign Affaiand Trade of the Republic of Korea, at the Ganer
Debate of the 60th Session of the United NationseGd Assembly, September 18, 2005; available

http://www.mofa.go.kr/webmodule/htsboard/template/ead/engreadboard.jsp?typelD=12&boardid=304&s
egqno=298363

(ICISS, The Responsibility to Protect, 2001: 15) Asresponse to that, an international Commission on

Intervention and Sovereignty http://responsibibifytotect.org/ICISS%20Report. pdf

International Commission on Intervention and Stateereignty;The Responsibility to Protect (Ottawa: ICISS,
2001).

Egypt, Russia sign Dabaa nuclear plant deal Ahram @line, Thursday 19 Nov. 2015

Russia, humanitarian intervention and the Respditgito Protect: the case of Syria Derek Averreddrance
Davies Article first published online: 15 Jul 20@T he Royal Institute of International Affairs. Vohe, 91, Issue
4 pp. iii-xii, 687-931

http://journal-neo.org/2015/02/07/r us-rossi ya-egi pet-otnosheni ya-r azvivayutsya-po-voshodyashhej/

Index Copernicus Value: 3.0 - Articles can be serib editor@impactjournals.us




