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Welcoming Address

Welcome to the Latest Issue of Connections:
The Quarterly Journal!

This edition marks a new way forward for the Connections journal. The Partner-
ship for Peace Consortium (PfPC) Secretariat and the College of International Se-
curity Studies (CISS)—both part of the George C. Marshall European Center for
Security Studies—will now be collaborating to curate four issues of Connections
per year, bringing a broader range of perspectives and expertise to our global
readership.

This issue, titled “Strategic Competition in a Globalized World,” holds partic-
ular significance as it is the first of its kind guest-edited by the CISS leadership.
This edition, led by Col. Dr. Frank Hagemann, Deputy Dean of Research at CISS,
presents twelve articles that explore various aspects of strategic competition
and its impact on international security. The contributions come from a diverse
group of authors, including faculty, partner institutions, and our worldwide
alumni network members. This diversity reflects the broad academic community
the Marshall Center brings together, serving as a platform for meaningful dia-
logue and knowledge exchange.

Central to the Marshall Center’s mission is our commitment to educate, en-
gage, and empower international security professionals by advancing intellec-
tual interoperability. At its core, this concept is about enabling nations and or-
ganizations to work together more effectively through shared understanding,
mutual trust, and informed discussions. Academic thought and collaborative re-
search—such as the Connections journal—play a key role in this process, helping
to bridge gaps across cultures and regions. This issue reflects that goal, bringing
together academic perspectives from partner countries such as Georgia, Mol-
dova, and Ukraine, as well as Burkina Faso, Ghana, and India. These contributions
offer valuable views about the challenges and opportunities different regions
face in an increasingly competitive and interconnected world.

This edition would not have been possible without the hard work and
dedication of several key individuals. | would like to extend my sincere thanks to
Laura Thurston Goodroe, Chief of Academic Publications, for her exceptional
management of the editorial process. | also wish to recognize Major Martin
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Schuster, PfPC Program Manager, for his support in coordinating this effort.
Their contributions were essential in bringing this issue to our readers.

As you read through the articles in this edition, | hope the analyses and per-
spectives help provide a deeper understanding of the strategic challenges we
face today and encourage you to ponder how we can collectively find sustainable
solutions for the future.

Thank you for your continued engagement with Connections and for being
part of the broader Marshall Center community.

Let’s stay connected!

Sincerely,
Barre R. Seguin
Director, George C. Marshall European Center for Security Studies
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Introduction

The Myth of Bipolarity: How to Understand
Strategic Competition in a Globalized World

Frank Hagemann

George C. Marshall European Center for Security Studies,
http://www.marshallcenter.org

Abstract: The aim of this Connections issue is to explore the various aspects
and implications of strategic competition in a globalized world. Interna-
tional politics will not be shaped solely by the two superpowers, the United
States and China, struggling for dominance in different world regions. Sev-
eral other states and groups of states will also influence the outcome of
this competition. Considering a more complex constellation of actors
opens up new perspectives on the political and economic challenges ahead
and facilitates the exploration of approaches to bridge gaps with nona-
ligned countries.

The issue begins by examining the most important actors in interna-
tional politics and then concentrates on the different world regions rele-
vant to strategic competition. Finally, it explores cross-cutting trends and
topics that will significantly influence the global outcome of this competi-
tion. As a result, it offers key takeaways: The Political West would be wise
to recognize the perceptions and needs of nonaligned countries in the con-
text of strategic competition. In this regard, China and Russia are perceived
as adversaries of the West. Their narratives resonate strongly in many
countries in the Global South. The Political West must regain the initiative
and actively promote its competitive advantage. India holds critical im-
portance in this context. Supporting the development of an additional pole
in South Asia and fostering the rules-based liberal world order could help
contain bilateral conflicts and reduce tensions at both global and regional
levels.

Keywords: strategic competition, great powers, rivalry, international sys-
tem, world order, Cold war, globalization, great power competition.
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Introduction

The world is entering a new age of strategic competition between major powers.
Anti-Western and nondemocratic actors challenge the rules-based liberal world
order that emerged after 1990. While it is clear that the international system is
undergoing a fundamental transformation, the ultimate direction of this change
remains uncertain. Many observers, particularly in North America, China, and
Europe, perceive this emerging order primarily as a bipolar rivalry between China
and the United States.! Sino-American antagonism is undoubtedly a key driver
of the ongoing structural changes. However, this view is contested in Russia and
other parts of the world. Many observers from countries in the Global South, as
well as some from the Political West,? reject the assessment that the interna-
tional system is moving towards bipolarity. They instead argue that a multipolar
order is emerging.? The issue at hand goes beyond a mere debate over terminol-
ogy. In fact, the critical question is whether the two superpowers will ultimately
be decisive in determining the outcome of this strategic competition or whether
other states and groups of states will also play a significant role in shaping its
course.

Against this background, this issue of Connections adopts a broad view of the
evolving international system. Three sections will provide:

1. an analysis of five key players — the United States, China, Russia, India,
and the European Union (EU)

2. an exploration of selected regions that play a significant role in this con-
text

3. anexamination of overarching topics likely to shape the future evolution
of strategic competition.

As a result, this issue not only focuses on the major powers and their actions
in key areas of competition but also explores the internal dynamics of various
regions, integrating the perspectives and interests of regional actors. Finally, it
addresses cross-cutting trends and topics that will significantly influence the out-
come of strategic competition on a global scale.

1 Stephanie Christine Winkler, “Strategic Competition and US-China Relations: A
Conceptual Analysis,” The Chinese Journal of International Politics 16, no. 3 (Autumn
2023): 333-356, https://doi.org/10.1093/cjip/poad008.

2 Political West and Political East as well as Global North and Global South are terms to
describe a grouping of countries with regard to political and socio-economic aspects.
The term Political West is not limited to culturally like-minded “occidental” nations
but refers to politically aligned countries including the member states of NATO and
EU, Israel, Japan, South Korea, Australia, and New Zealand.

3 A themed journey through parts of this debate is provided for example in “Is There
Really a Cold War 2.0? Inside the Debate on How to Think about the U.S.-China
Rivalry,” Flash Points, Foreign Policy, June 11, 2023, https://foreignpolicy.com/2023/
06/11/new-cold-war-2-us-china-russia-geopolitics/.
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Before examining some of the leading players, it is important to clarify the
evolving structures and context of strategic competition. Although strategic
competition has become a defining feature of the changing global landscape, the
term and its underlying concepts remain complex and contested in academic and
policy debates. Unlike great power competition, strategic competition involves
more than just peer competitors. It also includes strategically important regional
powers and transnational actors. This form of competition blurs the line be-
tween peace and war, unfolding across a spectrum that ranges from cooperation
to competition and, at times, to conflicts of varying intensities. It employs na-
tional power, including diplomatic, informational, military, and economic tools.
Additionally, transnational threats and challenges—such as terrorism, organized
crime, and the weaponization of migration—may be exploited in this contest.
When engaging in the gray zone of competition, states often respond across mul-
tiple domains, such as countering military actions with economic sanctions.*

The focus in this regard is typically on what has historically been defined as
great powers,” whose influence is considerably superior to that of medium-sized
regional powers. The question of how many great powers dominate the interna-
tional system is crucial, as the answer appears to significantly influence the as-
sessment of other states’ room for maneuver.? In a fully developed bipolar order,
for example, most states would have little choice but to align with one of the two
superpowers. While this great-power-centered approach is meaningful, it over-
looks the perceptions and actions of other states and groups of states. Though
not major powers themselves, these states remain important because their alle-
giance may be a key prize in the competition. As such, they could even be said
to hold the balance of power, as Parag Khanna has argued.”

Irrespective of the numerical distribution of forces between great and me-
dium-sized powers, regional players may possess considerable room for maneu-
ver in distinct world regions crucial to the outcome of strategic competition. In-
cluding these actors and their ability to navigate within the international system
could provide a deeper understanding of its evolution and the extent to which

4 Michael J. Mazarr, Bryan Frederick, and Yvonne K. Crane, “Understanding a New Era
of Strategic Competition,” Research Report RR-A290-4 (Santa Monica, CA: RAND, No-
vember 2022), https://doi.org/10.7249/RRA290-4; Christopher Paul et al., “The Role
of Information in U.S. Concepts for Strategic Competition,” Research Report RR-
A1256-1 (Santa Monica, CA: RAND, 2022), 8-12, https://doi.org/10.7249/RRA1256-1.

> The term great power refers to a state that cannot be ignored on the world stage and
without whose cooperation no global problem can be solved.

6 Kenneth N. Waltz, Theory of International Politics (Reading, MA: Addison-Wesley,
1979); Thomas F. Lynch 1, “Major Findings on Contemporary Great Power Competi-
tion,” in Strategic Assessment 2020: Into a New Era of Great Power Competition, ed.
Thomas F. Lynch 1ll (Washington, D.C.: NDU Press, November 2020), https://ndu
press.ndu.edu/Media/News/News-Article-View/Article/2404283/major-findings-on-
contemporary-great-power-competition/.

7 Parag Khanna, The Second World: How Emerging Powers Are Redefining Global Com-
petition in the Twenty-first Century (New York, NY: Random House, 2009).
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great powers can dominate it. This is one of the primary objectives of this Con-
nections issue.

The Dangerous Narrative of a New Cold War

Notable Western observers are discussing the possibility of a new Cold War that
would once again divide the world into East and West. Remarkably, this perspec-
tive is shared not only by many political analysts & but also by economic historians
such as Niall Ferguson,® who believe the world is reverting to a bipolar system in
which nonaligned states will essentially play a role similar to the one they held
until 1989. Proponents of this view point to the parallels between today’s global
situation and that during the Cold War — in both cases, democratic states con-
front authoritarian regimes. However, this distinction between states based on
their political system does not provide much insight into the structure of the in-
ternational system, either then or now. During the Cold War, for example, India
was a democracy but did not align with the Western camp.©

After World War I, the United States could not intervene in world affairs
without considering the position of the Soviet Union and vice versa. The bipolar
structure of the international system constrained the scope for action of all other
states. They were within the sphere of influence of the United States or the So-
viet Union.'! Even the so-called nonaligned countries tended to align closely with
either the Western or Eastern bloc. Regional powers in conflict, such as Pakistan
and India, often sought the support of the superpowers. This dynamic is partic-
ularly evident in the case of India, which, despite its leadership role in the “non-
aligned movement,” developed close relations with the Soviet Union, particu-
larly in the defense sector.'? Consequently, during that period, it was nearly im-
possible to remain strategically unaligned; the bipolar world order left little room
for escaping the overarching conflict between the United States and the Soviet
Union.

8 Stephen G. Brooks and William C. Wohlforth, “The Myth of Multipolarity: American
Power’s Staying Power,” Foreign Affairs 102, no. 3 (2023), www.foreignaffairs.com/
united-states/china-multipolarity-myth; Elbridge Colby, “The Return of Strategic Com-
petition: How to Execute and Sustain the National Security Strategy,” in “The Future
of Conservative Internationalism,” collection of essays delivered in Beaver Creek,
Colorado, in July 2019, Reagan Institute Strategy Group, accessed April 18, 2024,
https://www.reaganfoundation.org/reagan-institute/publications/the-return-of-
strategic-competition-how-to-execute-and-sustain-the-national-security-strategy/.

® Niall Ferguson, “America, China, Russia, and the Avalanche of History,” Bloomberg,
May 20, 2022, www.bloomberg.com/opinion/articles/2022-05-20/niall-ferguson-
america-china-russia-and-the-avalanche-of-history.

10 Amit Ranjan, “India’s Foreign Policy: Shift, Adjustment and Continuity,” The Round
Table 111, no. 3 (2022): 381-384, https://doi.org/10.1080/00358533.2022.2082737.

11 See, for example, John Lewis Gaddis, The Cold War: A New History (New York: The
Penguin Press, 2005), 20-25.

12 Vojtech Mastny, “The Soviet Union’s Partnership with India,” Journal of Cold War
Studies 12, no. 3 (Summer 2010): 50-90, https://doi.org/10.1162/JCWS_a_00006.
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Map 1. Cold War World Map, 1962.
Source: Wikimedia Commons, https://en.m.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Cold_War_WorldMap_
1962.png

In contrast to the Cold War, states today do not necessarily align themselves
with one of two leading global nation-state powers. While China is often per-
ceived as the strongest challenger to the West, it lacks a large alliance system
similar to that of the Soviet Union. The frequently mentioned Shanghai Cooper-
ation Organization (SCO), for example, does not function as a robust alliance.
Although it deals with issues of international security cooperation, the SCO op-
erates well below the level of a mutual defense commitment and lacks a military
command structure.'® On the other hand, the United States remains the leading
power in the transatlantic alliance. However, the Indo-Pacific region—the main
theater of U.S.-China rivalry—lies outside NATO's treaty area. Instead, Washing-
ton maintains bilateral security relations with several countries in Asia, such as
Australia, Japan, the Philippines, South Korea, Taiwan, and Thailand.!* Currently,
many states, even in the highly contested regions of South and Southeast Asia,

13 Amjad Abbas Khan, “Security Environment in South Asia: The Role of the Shanghai
Cooperation Organisation,” in China and South Asia: Changing Regional Dynamics, De-
velopment and Power Play, ed. Rajiv Ranjan and Guo Changgang (London: Routledge
India, 2021), 97-107.

14 Andrew M. Campbell, “Contending with a Rising China: A Comparative Study of
Middle-Power Strategies in the Indo-Pacific,” Journal of Indo-Pacific Affairs 6, no. 1
(2023): 49-74. https://media.defense.gov/2023/feb/02/2003154179/-1/-1/1/ jipa_
january-february%202023.pdf; Thomas Wilkins, “Middle Power Hedging in the Era of
Security/Economic Disconnect: Australia, Japan, and the ‘Special Strategic Partner-
ship’,” International Relations of the Asia-Pacific 23, no. 1 (January 2023): 93-127,
https://doi.org/10.1093/irap/lcab023.
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see no need to align themselves with either China or the United States — a trend
unlikely to change in the foreseeable future.®

Another important difference concerns threat perceptions. During the Cold
War, the situation was relatively straightforward for the democratic states of
Western Europe: the Soviet Union was clearly the most significant military
threat, and the United States also focused predominantly on countering the So-
viet threat. This shared threat perception was the most important bond uniting
the transatlantic community.'® Today, the picture is far more complex. For the
United States, China represents the biggest threat, whereas, from a European
perspective, Russia has once again become the primary threat to regional secu-
rity following its full-scale invasion of Ukraine.” Therefore, today’s geopolitical
situation is very different from the constellation during the Cold War.

The same is true regarding the distribution of economic power today com-
pared to the Cold War era. Western-oriented states dominated the global econ-
omy after World War II. Even in the 1980s, they still accounted for nearly three-
quarters of global gross domestic product (GDP). However, their share has de-
creased to around 50 percent today (Table 1). Notably, not only the adversaries
of the Political West have increased their share of global GDP —the same is true
for the countries in the Global South. The economic weight of the nonaligned
states is much greater today than it was during the Cold War, which contradicts
the notion of a development toward a fully-fledged bipolar system.

Table 1. Share of Global GDP, at constant 2015 US Dollars.

Global GDP Share 1985 2022

Political West 73% 51%
Political East 9% 20%
Global South 18 % 29 %

Source: United Nations Statistics Division, https://unstats.un.org/unsd/snaama/basic.

15 Kishore Mahbubani, “Asia’s Third Way: How ASEAN Survives—and Thrives—Amid
Great-Power Competition,” Foreign Affairs 102, no.2 (March/April 2023),
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/southeast-asia/asias-third-way-asean-amid-great-
power-competition.

6 Common values have also been an important binding force for the majority of
Western nations. However, NATO has not always been an alliance of democratic
states. Dictatorial governed states, e.g. Greece from 1967 to 1974 and Tlrkiye after
the military coups of 1960 and 1980, retained NATO membership.

17" Jana Puglierin and Pawel Zerka, “Keeping America Close, Russia Down, and China Far
Away: How Europeans Navigate a Competitive World,” Policy Brief, European Council
on Foreign Relations, June 7, 2023, https://ecfr.eu/publication/keeping-america-
close-russia-down-and-china-far-away-how-europeans-navigate-a-competitive-
world/.
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As a result, while the bilateral rivalry between China and the United States is
important, it is not the defining feature of the emerging international order. Me-
dium-sized powers and groups of states in different regions of the world now
have more leverage than they did during the Cold War.1®

Misperceptions of the Evolving International Order Are Driving Bad
Policies

In studying the evolving international order, the distribution of military capabili-
ties and economic potential serve as a starting point for further analysis. Re-
gional constellations and dynamics must also be considered, particularly with re-
gard to the differing abilities of global and regional actors to exercise or project
power in specific areas of strategic interest. During the Cold War, for instance, it
was inconsequential that the Eastern Bloc’s leading nation was economically far
inferior to its global rival and lacked the maritime power to challenge the United
States on the world’s oceans. The geopolitical importance of the Soviet Union
stemmed from its land power and ability to dominate a geostrategic pivot area
— Halford Mackinder’s Euro-Asian heartland.*®

The world’s leading economic regions were, nevertheless, North America and
Western Europe, with Japan joining later. Due to their geostrategic and geo-eco-
nomic relevance for both superpowers, Western Europe and, to a lesser extent,
East Asia became central arenas in their struggle for supremacy. In 1943, Nicho-
las Spykman identified these two regions as the main theaters of a potential fu-
ture conflict, arguing that the balance of power in Eurasia directly affected U.S.
security. Although Spykman died the same year, he became one of the master-
minds behind U.S. Cold War strategies from 1947 onward.?° These strategies em-
phasized control over the West European and East Asian “green water” littorals
and “brown water” riverines as key to securing the North American coastlines.?!
Establishing a permanent military presence in countries such as Germany, Italy,
Japan, and South Korea was a logical by-product of this shift in U.S. security pol-
icy.

Since the end of the Cold War, the rise of China and other non-Western states
has significantly altered the global distribution of power. As a result, East Asia

18 Asli Aydintagbas et al., “Strategic Interdependence: Europe’s New Approach in a World
of Middle Powers,” Policy Brief, European Council on Foreign Relations, October 3,
2023, https://ecfr.eu/publication/strategic-interdependence-europes-new-approach-
in-a-world-of-middle-powers/.

1% Halford Mackinder, “The Geographical Pivot to History,” The Geographical Journal 23,
no. 4 (1904): 421-437, https://doi.org/10.2307/1775498.

20 The logic of containment firstly articulated by George F. Kennan in 1947 reflected
reasoning from Spykman’s writings. Antero Holmila, “Re-thinking Nicholas J. Spykman:
From Historical Sociology to Balance of Power,” The International History Review 42,
no. 5(2019): 951-966, https://doi.org/10.1080/07075332.2019.1655469.

21 Nicholas J. Spykman, The Geography of the Peace (New York: Harcourt, Brace and
Company, 1944), 49-55.
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and the now-united Europe have switched ranks as the world’s geostrategic and
geo-economic key regions. Additionally, South Asia and Southeast Asia are posi-
tioning themselves to become the fourth powerhouse of the global economy.??
These are significant shifts, but some crucial elements of international politics
remain essentially unchanged. Although Russia’s military and economic influ-
ence has diminished, the country will retain its geostrategic position at the heart
of Eurasia and its ability to exercise or project power into surrounding regions.
This will be particularly relevant for strategic competition. In this context, both
Asia and Europe will continue to play key roles as theaters for future conflicts or
power contests. Therefore, the United States would be ill-advised to depart from
a long-standing and proven principle of its security policy by focusing its engage-
ment on only one theater.

Strategic Competition Involves More Actors Than China
and the United States

The Sino-American rivalry is undeniably a dominant feature driving strategic
competition. However, other states and groups of states will also influence the
outcome of this global contest. Five articles in this issue, therefore, focus on
what are arguably the most important actors in this context. Alongside China and
the United States, these include the European Union, India, and Russia. The arti-
cle by May-Britt Stumbaum and Sharon De Cet, “China’s ‘Natural Return’ to the
Center — Beijing’s Perspective on Strategic Competition, Drivers, and Alternative
Models for World Order,” highlights the perspective of the Chinese state and
party leadership on strategic competition. Unsurprisingly, the bilateral struggle
for global supremacy is central to Beijing’s considerations. China’s growing role
and influence are viewed as a return to the natural state of affairs. Drawing on
ancient concepts and driven by historically shaped preferences for control and
dominance, the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) presents the idea of a “commu-
nity of shared future for mankind” as an alternative to the Western-shaped,
rules-based order. The CCP envisions a hierarchical, China-centric world order,
with Beijing at its core, engaging with subordinate states for the “benefit of all.”

The emphasis on the bipolar features of the emerging international order is
shared by both Beijing and Washington, reflecting the U.S.- and China-centric
perspectives in both capitals. Nonetheless, the key concepts underlying the no-
tion of strategic competition have primarily been developed in the United States.
Matt Neumeyer’s article “Strategic Competition and U.S. National Strategies”
highlights how this has helped reframe American strategic thought, particularly
in national security and military strategies, and how these documents define the

22 OECD, Economic Outlook for Southeast Asia, China and India 2024: Developing amid
Disaster Risks (Paris: OECD Publishing, 2024), https://doi.org/10.1787/3bbe7dfe-en;
V. Anantha Nageswaran and Gurvinder Kaur, “Don’t Bet Against India: New Delhi’s
Brewing Economic Comeback,” Foreign Affairs 102, no. 1 (January-February 2023),
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/india/dont-bet-against-india
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threats to American primacy and the rules-based international order. However,
the term “strategic competition” is not universally understood within the U.S.
government, leading to different perspectives on how to proceed. Additionally,
it does not adequately address how competitors approach international compe-
tition, creating a risk of miscalculation and increasing the chance of conflict. Ac-
cordingly, while strategic competition serves as a necessary framework to guide
American strategy and strategic calculus, it remains a somewhat vague concept.

Many observers in Washington and Beijing attribute to Russia the role of a
secondary regional power in the context of strategic competition. However,
Graeme Herd emphasizes in his article “The Atlanticist Anglo-Saxon Reich and All
That: How Russia Understands Strategic Confrontation” that the Kremlin contin-
ues to play a central role in the ideological conflict between the democratic West
and its challengers. He illustrates this with the use of the term “Anglo-Saxon” in
Russian propaganda. Its meanings are open-ended, dynamic, and evolving, and
its applications tend to be context-sensitive. The term symbolizes a “collective
West” allegedly intent on destabilizing Russia. The supposed threat posed by
“Anglo-Saxons” is used to justify political choices, legitimize internal order, char-
acterize Russia’s alternative geopolitical identity, and project a vision of its pre-
ferred global order. The article identifies three core ways in which the official
discourse deploys the “Anglo-Saxon” concept:

1) “Anglo-Saxon Atlanticists” and the “collective West”;

2) the “Anglo-Saxon Reich” — encompassing the “fascist Anglo-Saxons
elite” and “Ordinary Nazis”; and,

3) “Anglo-Saxons” as the “Fifth Column” and “Foreign Agents.” 2

The Kremlin’s anti-Western propaganda resonates not only in states of the
Global South but also within certain segments of Western societies. Conse-
quently, Russia will continue to maintain an influential role on the international
stage in this field.

The European Union is perhaps the most poorly understood actor in interna-
tional politics due to its elusive character — more than a community of states but
less than a nation-state. Katrin Bastian elaborates on the prevailing view of stra-
tegic competition in Brussels in her article “The European Union and Strategic
Competition.” The European Union perceives the world as multipolar, with coun-
tries of the Global South expanding their political and economic influence along-
side the rivalry between the United States and China. Cooperation, compromise,
and multilateral engagement are central to the EU’s mode of operation. The Eu-
ropean Union and its member states favor this approach in shaping international
relations. However, in a security environment characterized by strategic compe-
tition, the European Union, as the world’s largest trading bloc, must assert its

2 Graeme Herd, “The Atlanticist Anglo-Saxon Reich and All That: How Russia Under-
stands Strategic Confrontation,” Connections: The Quarterly Journal 23, no. 2 (2024):
44-69, https://doi.org/10.11610/Connections.23.2.04.
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role. “Strategic interdependence” appears to be the EU’s response to navigating
the complexities of a changing world.?*

Despite some differences in worldview, the European Union and India share
the belief that a multipolar world order is emerging. In “India’s Stake and Role in
the U.S.-China Strategic Competition,” Vinay Kaura examines India’s position and
role within the context of strategic competition. The analysis of India’s strategic
vision—particularly the changing dynamics of its bilateral ties with the United
States, China, and Russia—reveals that New Delhi’s foreign policy toward Wash-
ington is increasingly shaped by developments in South Asia and the Indian
Ocean, as well as by the evolving dynamics of the U.S. relationships with key
Asian powers. India has assumed a prominent role in Washington’s efforts to
uphold a rules-based international order in the Indo-Pacific. The existence of
some shared values has been leveraged by both parties to deepen engagement,
which has also been driven by pragmatic considerations. At the same time, main-
taining close relations with Russia remains a strategic necessity for India. How-
ever, New Delhi has shown a noticeable shift in its approach toward the U.S.-
China strategic rivalry, reflecting India’s changing perception of China — from a
partner to a security threat.

Regional Dynamics Influence the Outcome of Strategic Competition

Four articles in this issue of Connections delve into the internal dynamics of dif-
ferent regions that have the potential to significantly influence the outcome of
strategic competition at a global level. The so-called Indo-Pacific is frequently
perceived as the most critical region in this regard. Its numerous ethnic, territo-
rial, and maritime disputes not only threaten to destabilize individual states and
the region but also pose risks to the international system. The rivalry between
China and the United States adds another layer of complexity to these regional
dynamics. Zenel Garcia explores the role of the Indo-Pacific in the broader frame-
work of strategic competition, analyzing the perceptions and interests of key ac-
tors in the region. She argues that these actors are exercising their agency in
ways that constrain or co-opt the Chinese-U.S. rivalry to advance their own in-
terests. By revealing the region’s intricate realities, her conclusions challenge the
emerging Cold War 2.0 discourse, which envisions Washington and Beijing form-
ing two coherent blocs competing for influence.

Strategic competition is also unfolding in other regions of the world. The
Black Sea region (BSR) has become prominent in global geopolitics, geo-econom-
ics, and strategic considerations. In their article, “Navigating the Trilemma of
(In)security: Strategic Competition in the Black Sea Region,” Victoria Vdo-
vychenko, Natalia Albu, and Nika Chitadze introduce the concept of strategic tri-
lemmas in the BSR, involving the active participation of Tirkiye, Ukraine, and

24 Katrin Bastian, “The European Union and Strategic Competition,” Connections: The
Quarterly Journal 23, no. 2 (2024): 70-89, https://doi.org/10.11610/Connections.2
3.2.11.
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pro-Western littoral states (Romania, Bulgaria, and Georgia) on one side, and
Russia on the other. The region’s dynamic and complex geopolitical landscape
presents a series of trilemmas for the major actors involved. While Russia’s in-
fluence remains a concern, the potential for reducing its dominance and increas-
ing cooperation between Western countries and the BSR states offers bilateral
and multilateral collaboration opportunities in this critical geopolitical theater.

The High North has gained increased importance due to climate change, the
emergence of new shipping routes, and expanded opportunities for the exploi-
tation of natural resources. Rachael Gosnell’s article “A Divided Arctic: Is an Ice
Curtain Emerging?” examines the factors enabling expanded cooperation among
like-minded Western Arctic nations and between Russia and China. Climate
change is a critical driver of regional activity, with warming trends affecting the
region’s economic development, infrastructure, and military activity. With West-
ern sanctions restricting technological and economic cooperation with Russia,
China is well-positioned to fill the gap. However, the emergence of an “ice cur-
tain” separating the Western like-minded Arctic nations from a Russian-Chinese
Arctic partnership is not a foregone conclusion. First, while European Arctic cap-
itals have recognized the threat posed by Russia, they differ from Washington in
their approach to China. Second, it remains uncertain whether Russia will choose
to give the keys to its Arctic kingdom to China or pursue a political settlement in
Ukraine.

In contrast, Africa is often perceived as a peripheral arena in the strategic
competition between the great powers. This view is challenged by Elikem Fi-
amavle, Aida Marie Stéphanie Naoule, and Martin Schuster in their article “Un-
folding Geopolitical Events Suggest a New Order in Strategic Competition —Per-
spectives from West Africa.” They argue that the prospects of a multipolar
international order have influenced how African countries interact with the rest
of the world. African states have entered an era of choice. Narratives that once
portrayed Africa as the “Dark Continent” are shifting to depict it as a “rising con-
tinent” engaging with an increasing number of non-Western actors, mostly
emerging economies, including China, the Gulf States, India, and Tirkiye. Several
African governments have increasingly embraced economic, diplomatic, and se-
curity ties with Russia. Russia’s renewed interest in Africa is driven by its pursuit
of global power status. Africa’s abundant strategic resources and promising
growth prospects grant its leaders significant influence in modern geopolitics.
Therefore, the authors argue that Africa’s importance in strategic competition
should not be underestimated. Africa’s relationship with the Political West has
been complex, with both positive and negative impacts on the continent. Frus-
tration among Africans toward Western powers stems from the belief that prom-
ises of democracy leading to development and economic growth are illusory.
Generating trust and credibility will require greater transparency from the
United States and Europe regarding their interests, minimizing policy incoheren-
cies, and narrowing the prevailing disparities between Western offerings and Af-
rican needs.
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Hybrid Threats Pose a Particular Challenge to the West

Africa, in particular, demonstrates that the Political West is being challenged in
ways that extend far beyond the realms of politics and the military. Propaganda
and disinformation, for example, are powerful hybrid weapons employed by op-
ponents of the West in strategic competition. These tactics resonate strongly,
especially in regions where Western promises of progress and prosperity remain
unfulfilled, amplifying anti-Western narratives. In her article “Hybrid Threats and
Strategic Competition,” Heather Gregg argues that the ability of state and non-
state actors to directly influence populations through a range of quick and non-
attributable activities marks a departure from previous iterations of strategic
competition. These hybrid threats pose a direct challenge to state sovereignty
and represent a key distinguishing feature of strategic competition today. Her
article highlights the importance of building resilience within populations to
counter such hybrid threats.

Strategic competition with China and Russia is also a contest for the support
of countries in other parts of the world. Falk Tettweiler’s article “Strategic Com-
petition and the Battle of Narratives: A Sociopsychological Perspective” elabo-
rates on the often-underestimated role of strategic narratives. Summarizing the
key points of the strategic narratives of China, Russia, and the United States, he
discusses the implications that a competitive mindset might have on humanity’s
ability to address critical global security challenges. Overemphasizing the con-
cept of strategic competition could exacerbate the dilemma of competing while
simultaneously needing to cooperate. Leaders who have embraced this compet-
itive mindset must find a careful balance here. Unfortunately, the Russian lead-
ership’s fear- and threat-driven perception of reality leaves little room for con-
cession or compromise. Against this background, the Russian leadership cur-
rently represents the greatest obstacle and threat to collaborative solutions to
global challenges.

Finally, Ralf Roloff’s article examines cross-cutting economic trends that will
significantly influence the outcome of strategic competition at the global level.
Increasing tensions due to strategic competition, geopolitical shifts, and external
shocks—including the 2008-2009 global financial crisis, the COVID-19 pandemic
of 2020-2021, and Russia’s war against Ukraine since February 2022—have
placed the global economy under significant stress. International trade, foreign
direct investment, and global value chains have been redirected, diversified, and
de-risked. Rather than leading to deglobalization, this has resulted in a “fragmen-
tegrated” global economy that is simultaneously fragmented and integrated at
regional and global levels. The world economy is not decoupled but remains
deeply interconnected. However, the “fragmentegrated” global economy is ex-
posed to an increasing weaponization of economic interdependence, which in-
strumentalizes all sectors of the multilateral system.

In summary, the focus of the strategic competition debate on China versus
the United States and bipolarity versus multipolarity is not well-suited to fully
capture the diverse political, military, and economic developments at the global
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and regional levels. The international system has become increasingly fluid, com-
plex, and fragmented. In this “era of choice,” nonaligned countries are in a posi-
tion to negotiate with various interested powers and ultimately choose the best
option from different worlds on a case-by-case basis. Furthermore, the emerging
new landscape also provides regional powers traditionally aligned with the Po-
litical West, such as Saudi Arabia and Turkiye, with greater opportunities for ma-
neuvering and achieving strategic autonomy.

Conclusion

Strategic competition extends beyond a confrontation between two superpow-
ers and their respective allies. It is also a contest for the support of nonaligned
countries that do not belong to either the Political West or the group of challeng-
ers such as China, Iran, North Korea, and Russia. While the Western focus on the
challenge posed by China may seem plausible, it limits a broader and deeper un-
derstanding of other important trends and dynamics shaping strategic competi-
tion across different regions of the world. Acknowledging the reality of a more
complex global constellation opens up new perspectives on the political and eco-
nomic challenges ahead and facilitates the exploration of Western approaches
to bridging gaps with nonaligned countries. Therefore, the Political West would
be wise to recognize the perceptions and needs of this “target audience.” %

In this context, both China and Russia are opponents of the West. Russia’s
narrative is a toxic mix of radical geopolitics and anti-Western resentment. Sur-
prisingly, this narrative is quite popular in the Global South, even though the
Kremlin is clearly attempting to divide the world into zones of influence con-
trolled by a few great powers. On the other hand, China’s narrative is firmly
based on the principles of state sovereignty and the rejection of “external inter-
ference” — except, apparently, in the case of Ukraine. Like the Russian narrative,
it resonates with many countries in the Global South. However, beyond that,
China seems to offer something more: a viable economic alternative to the
West.?®

Against this background, the Political West needs to regain the initiative and
actively promote its competitive advantage. It should recognize that any ap-
proach engaging nonaligned countries through values-based diplomacy will be
more credible and sustainable than the purely transactional alternatives offered
by its opponents.?” India is of critical importance in this context. It perceives itself

%5 Katrin Bastian et al., “Perspectives on Strategic Competition,” George C. Marshall Cen-
ter Policy Brief No. 1, November 2024, https://www.marshallcenter.org/en/publica
tions/policy-briefs/perspectives-strategic-competition.

26 Elizabeth Economy, “China’s Alternative Order: And What America Should Learn from
It,” Foreign Affairs 103, no.3 (May/June 2024), https://www.foreignaffairs.com/
china/chinas-alternative-order-xi-jinping-elizabeth-economy.

27 Graeme P. Herd, Falk Tettweiler, Katrin Bastian, and Frank Hagemann, “‘Normative
Strategic Competition in an Era of Choice,” Symposium Aide Memoire, Federal Ministry
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in a leadership role and as a “bridge between North and South,” committed to
maintaining and further developing a rules-based liberal world order. The United
States has emphasized this role in its Joint Regional Strategy for South Asia, and
the European Union has taken steps to strengthen ties with India. Providing
greater support to India could also benefit the region and improve the percep-
tion of the West in the Global South. Encouraging the development of an addi-
tional pole in South Asia and thereby fostering the rules-based liberal world or-
der through close cooperation between the United States, Europe, India, Japan,
and other interested countries could help contain bilateral conflicts and reduce
tensions at the global and regional levels.?®

The “unipolar moment” that has defined the international system since the
collapse of the Soviet Union has come to an end. The United States, in particular,
needs to adapt its policies to this new reality. However, European states and the
European Union must also consider how to position themselves in this context
and decide what policies to pursue. This is not about turning away from the
United States; rather, Europeans must ask themselves what role they should play
in strategic competition alongside their Transatlantic and Indo-Pacific partners.
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views of the PfP Consortium of Defense Academies and Security Studies Insti-
tutes, participating organizations, or the Consortium’s editors.

About the Author

Frank Hagemann is the Deputy Dean for Research at the College of International
and Security Studies, George C. Marshall European Center for Security Studies.

of Defence, Berlin, 14 March 2023,” The Clock Tower Security Series, George C. Mar-
shall European Center for Security Studies, March 2023, www.marshallcenter.org/
en/publications/clock-tower-security-series/normative-strategic-competition-
era-choice/normative-strategic-competition-era-choice.

28 Bastian et al., “Perspectives on Strategic Competition.”

20



Connections: The Quarterly Journal
ISSN 1812-1098, e-ISSN 1812-2973

May-Britt U. Stumbaum and Sharon De Cet
Connections QJ 23, no. 2 (2024): 21-32
https://doi.org/10.11610/Connections.23.2.06

Research Article

China’s ‘Natural Return’ to the Center — Beijing’s
Perspective on Strategic Competition, Drivers,
and Alternative Models for World Order

May-Britt U. Stumbaum *? and Sharon De Cet?

1 George C. Marshall European Center for Security Studies,

http://www.marshallcenter.org
2 The SPEAR Institute, https://spear-institute.com/

Abstract: The Chinese Communist Party (CCP) sees the growing role and
influence of the People’s Republic of China as a return to the natural state
of affairs. Building on ancient concepts like Tian Xia and driven by histori-
cally shaped preferences for control and dominance, the CCP proposes a
“community of shared future for mankind” as an alternative to the West-
ern-shaped rules-based order — a China-centric, hierarchical world order
with Beijing at its core, engaging with subordinate states to the “benefit of
all.” This article introduces Beijing’s perception of strategic competition, its
main interests and drivers, and the avenues it pursues to promote its al-
ternative world order.
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Introduction

While Western powers may view China’s rise with anxiety, and at times with
amazement, China perceives its growing prominence on the global stage as a
return to the natural state of affairs. In the view of the Chinese Communist Party
(CCP)—which governs the People’s Republic as a one-party-state with authori-
tarian characteristics—the U.S.-China competition since the Cold War has pri-
marily been over regional order in the Asia-Pacific, and more recently, over the
global order. The impact of the Trump Administration, U.S. engagement in Af-
ghanistan, a perceived withdrawal of the United States from the Indo-Pacific
arena, alongside allegations of U.S. isolationism from the international stage,
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have been portrayed by Chinese president Xi as making the twenty-first century
a “period of historical opportunity” ! for China’s rise. With the People’s Republic
of China (PRC) having reached significant economic and military power status,
U.S.-China competition has now extended beyond the Asia Pacific region, spur-
ring into a contest for a new world order.

China does not intend simply to replace the United States as the hegemonic
power. The CCP’s ambition is to remold both the Chinese nation and the world
through ideological, political, economic, and military means, all integrated into a
single, centrally steered grand strategy. Recent geopolitical events and China’s
rapid ascension as a global power often make it challenging for the West to ex-
plain China’s behavior and inscribe it into a simple geopolitical narrative. Never-
theless, many Western countries still interpret China’s foreign policy—and shape
their own China strategies—within the framework of traditional international re-
lations theory.

The mismatch between China’s pattern of growth, its behavior, and the ex-
pectations of other global powers has inevitably made Beijing the focus of an
international debate about the current global order, where China has been re-
peatedly confronted regarding its views on international relations and the exist-
ing status quo. This debate has been accompanied by fears and doubts about
Beijing’s intentions and ambitions, with China often challenged to explain its po-
sitions, though with limited success.

The implications of the Chinese vision of world order remain unclear. Some
countries have called Xi Jinping’s world vision “unacceptable,” 2 and Beijing’s in-
itiatives—such as the Belt and Road, the Global Security Initiative, and the “12-
point peace proposal”3 presented on the anniversary of Russia’s invasion of
Ukraine—are largely viewed with suspicion by the United States and its major
allies. However, according to Chinese sources, countries of the so-called “Global
South” appear to be more receptive. The China Institute of International Studies
and the Chinese Center for Global Security Initiative Studies released a report
claiming that more than 100 countries, as well as various international and re-
gional organizations, have provided support for and appreciation of China’s

1 “Speech by Xi Jinping at the Opening Ceremony of the Seminar on ‘Learning and
Implementing the Spirit of the Fifth Plenary Session of the 19th Central Committee of
the Party’,” Xinhua, January 11, 2021, http://www.xinhuanet.com/politics/leaders/
2021-01/11/c_1126970918.htm. - in Chinese

2 Comment by U.S. Secretary of State Antony J. Blinken in an address outlining the
Administration’s policy toward the People’s Republic of China: Antony J. Blinken, “The
Administration’s Approach to the People’s Republic of China,” Speech, U.S.
Department of State, Washington, D.C., May 26, 2022, https://www.state.gov/the-
administrations-approach-to-the-peoples-republic-of-china/.

3 Associated Press, “What Is China’s Peace Proposal for Ukraine War?” The Diplomat,
February 24, 2023, accessed February 27, 2024, https://thediplomat.com/2023/02/
what-is-chinas-peace-proposal-for-ukraine-war/.
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Global Security Initiative (GSI).* According to the Chinese government, more
than 80 countries support also its Global Civilization Initiative.>

Despite its rise to a global leadership position, China asserts that it is not an
imperialist power and has no hegemonic intentions. Xi Jinping defends the Chi-
nese world vision as one of a “community of shared future for mankind,” a
phrase more directly translated from Chinese as “a common destiny for man-
kind.” This slogan, first introduced by former CCP General Secretary Hu Jintao,
has been frequently cited by current General Secretary Xi Jinping, to the extent
that it was incorporated into the preamble of the Constitution of the People’s
Republic of China during its 2018 amendment.®

The question then arises: How can China’s expanding international influence
and its global competition with the United States be reconciled with its assertion
of non-hegemonic intentions? One possible explanation lies in China’s concept
of world order, which integrates statecraft, nation-to-nation relations, and
global governance under the same guiding principle, known as Tian Xia XF,
“everything under heaven.””’ In a rough sense, Tian Xia envisions China as the
benign hegemon at the center, surrounded by tributary states. In this paradigm,
borders transcend, and the world is seen as a unified sphere with China at its
center. “China in the old days had no concept of a well-defined boundary. A
marker stone would be used to define a region, not a border.” ® In contemporary
discussions of Tian Xia, the PRC’s “re-emergence” as a great power is viewed as
an opportunity to reshape the Western-centric international system with a sys-
tem that is perceived as superior to the United Nations framework, which is of-
ten characterized as a political marketplace focused on parochial national inter-
ests.’

4 Xinhua, “China Releases Report on Implementation of Global Security Initiative,” The
State Council, The People’s Republic of China, July 19, 2024, accessed July 29, 2024,
https://english.www.gov.cn/news/202407/19/content_WS66999e74c6d0868f4e8e9
3eb.html.

5> Embassy of the People’s Republic of China in the Independent State of Samoa, “Initia-
tives Proposed by China, Fruitful Outcomes Shared by World,” May 22, 2023, accessed
July 29, 2024, http://ws.china-embassy.gov.cn/eng/xwdt/202305/t20230522_11081
047.htm.

6 “Constitution of the People’s Republic of China, preamble,” updated November 20,
2019, https://english.www.gov.cn/archive/lawsregulations/201911/20/content_WS5
ed8856ec6d0b3f0e9499913.html.

7 Literally meaning “all under heaven,” Tian Xia (X ) refers to a system of governance
held together by a regime of culture and values that transcends racial and geograph-
ical boundaries. Ban Wang, ed., Chinese Visions of World Order: Tianxia, Culture, and
World Politics (Duke University Press, 2017), https://doi.org/10.1215/9780822372448.

8 Shiu Sin Por, “Tianxia: China’s Concept of International Order,” Global Asia 15, no. 2
(June 2020): 44-50, https://www.globalasia.org/v15n02/cover/tianxia-chinas-
concept-of-international-order_shiu-sin-por.

® Suisheng Zhao, The Dragon Roars Back: Transformational Leaders and Dynamics of
Chinese Foreign Policy (Stanford, CA: Stanford University Press, 2023), 120-121.
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This article will attempt to describe how Beijing views the world and how
working processes and concepts like Tian Xia are shaping a vision for a global
order that challenges the existing system, grounded on liberal and democratic
principles.

Beijing’s Perspective

The overarching goal of China’s statecraft, as envisioned under Tian Xia, is to
reshape global relations into a China-centric, hierarchical world order with Bei-
jing at its core, engaging with subordinate states. To illustrate this concept, we
can draw parallels to Xi Jinping’s 2017 speech at the United Nations Office in
Geneva, where he referred to the China-led word order as a “community,” 1% in-
voking the Latin motto Unus pro omnibus, omnes pro uno — “One for all, all for
one.”

While Xi Jinping did not explicitly mention the Chinese worldview Tian Xia in
that speech, it is intriguing to note that the phrase is often employed in mono-
theistic contexts. In religious settings, the emphasis is on the existence of a single
god, whereas under Tian Xia, China’s interactions with the outside world are
rooted in the monistic assertion of the CCP as the exclusive and indivisible core
of the nation-state. This monistic concept traces back to imperial times when the
emperor—much like the CCP today—held the sole claim to truth. Xi Jinping
openly seeks to position himself as the contemporary custodian of China’s tradi-
tions. If Tian Xia represents China’s understanding of the world, Xi Jinping can be
likened to the “Son of Heaven,” overseeing temporal power, or Tian Chao.!

The party’s adherence to this orthodoxy gained momentum after the 20th
Congress of the CCP when Xi Jinping underscored the importance of preserving
the “great founding spirit of the Party and the spirit of Yan’an.” Xi’s deliberate
choice to pay homage to the Revolution Shrine in Yan’an, where Mao Zedong
asserted ideological supremacy, signals a centralized and personalized approach
to power. This metaphor also recalls an era when the CCP was entrenched in a
challenging civil war, possibly reflecting Beijing’s perception of the current geo-
political landscape as hostile. This perception was underscored in Xi’s speech at

10 As Steve Tsang points out, “Community of Shared Future for Mankind” is a propa-
ganda slogan from the CCP, while the direct translation would equal “common destiny
of mankind,” indicating it is—in their view—inevitable and not something up for
discussion. See CSIS China Power Project Podcast, “The Political Thought of Xi Jinping:
A Conversation with Dr. Steve Tsang,” China Power, March 28, 2024, accessed July 29,
2024, https://chinapower.csis.org/podcasts/the-political-thought-of-xi-jinping/.

11 | jterally meaning “heavenly empire,” the Tian Chao (X&H) concept has been extreme-
ly significant in fostering Chinese nationalism and support for the Emperor, painted as
the “Son of Heaven.” From Arthur Cotterell, The Imperial Capitals of China: An Inside
View of the Celestial Empire (Random House, 2011). Also see Didi Kirsten Tatlow,
“China’s Cosmological Communism: A Challenge to Liberal Democracies,” China Moni-
tor, Mercator Institute for China Studies, July 18, 2018, accessed March 11, 2024,
https://merics.org/en/report/chinas-cosmological-communism-challenge-liberal-
democracies.
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the 20th National People’s Congress in 2022, where he framed the U.S.-led lib-
eral world order as a major impediment to Beijing’s “heavenly mandate.”

The recollection of historical conflicts plays a pivotal role in China’s nation-
building and the CCP’s self-legitimization, control, and strategic positioning glob-
ally.22 According to Beijing, three significant losses since the 19th century con-
tinue to influence its statecraft. The first loss was territorial, resulting from the
Sino-Japanese War, during which Japan gained control of Taiwan and other Chi-
nese territories. The second loss pertains to international standing and dignity,
stemming from the Opium Wars, which, according to Xi Jinping, reduced China
to a “semi-colonial, semi-feudal society” through “unequal treaties.” These trea-
ties restricted China’s access to new technologies, contributing to a technologi-
cal gap with the West — a factor Beijing considers crucial to its subsequent de-
cline. The third loss refers to the loss of political control due to foreign interfer-
ence, leading to the civil war of 1945-1949. This conflict ultimately ended the
“Century of Humiliation” with the establishment of the People’s Republic of
China under Mao Zedong.

These historical losses profoundly shape China’s worldview, prompting the
CCP to seek greater autonomy, self-sufficiency, and a more assertive foreign pol-
icy. For over two centuries, these losses have driven Beijing to pursue three main
priorities relentlessly: domestic prosperity and control, international stability,
and technological leadership.

Linking China’s loss-driven mindset to its contemporary vision of world order,
it is evident that China’s pursuit of autarchy under Tian Xia is not merely a strat-
egy to legitimize the CCP’s domestic leadership but an endeavor to shape a new
global governance model aligned with Chinese values and interests. As a monis-
tic political system, China does not seamlessly interact with pluralistic political
systems in the U.S.-led world order. Consequently, China strives to establish a
hierarchical world order, positioning itself at the apex, driven by the goal of self-
preservation.'?

Strategic Competition

It is crucial to emphasize that, from the standpoint of the CCP, the ongoing stra-
tegic rivalry with the United States is not merely perceived as a clash of interests;
rather, it is viewed as a means to secure and uphold China’s sovereignty and
territorial integrity— and, by extension, control over all matters pertaining to
China—while simultaneously restoring its global prestige and dignity. Conse-
quently, China positions itself as a foundational element in a novel world order
characterized by distinct Chinese attributes. In this framework, Beijing does not
perceive itself as a growing power ready to challenge the status quo but rather

12 Vincent K.L. Chang, “China’s New Historical Statecraft: Reviving the Second World War
for National Rejuvenation,” International Affairs 98, no. 3 (May 2022): 1053-1069,
https://doi.org/10.1093/ia/iiac021.

13 Tatlow, “China’s Cosmological Communism: A Challenge to Liberal Democracies.”
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as a “potent force for peace.”* In engaging in competition with the United
States, China aims to foster partnerships and alliances to establish its envisioned
“heavenly empire,” distinct from being seen as an “honorary member of the
West.” 15

As its inaugural act on the global stage, Beijing seized the global focus on the
Olympic Games on February 4, 2022, to present its concept of a “multipolar
world order.” By formally announcing its “no limits partnership” with Russia,
China began shaping the international order to align with CCP interests. This vi-
sion is intended to be shared with strategic regional allies, such as Russia, which
is considered a valuable partner in countering U.S. influence in the region. Since
then, both nations have supported each other in confrontations with the West
over Ukraine and Taiwan. They have pledged to intensify collaboration in push-
ing back U.S.-aligned regional actors and implementing a “regionalization” of
both economy and security in the Indo-Pacific. However, despite the two coun-
tries doubling down on their alliance this year, the commercial relationship be-
tween Beijing and Moscow remains quite complex. The possibility of U.S. and EU
sanctions on Chinese businesses that may allow Russia to obtain technologies 1°
required for its weapons represents a real limit to the China-Russia partnership,
highlighting how the relationship between Moscow and Beijing remains heavily
troubled and dependent on Beijing’s economic prosperity.

Promoting Domestic Prosperity through Regional Economic Stability ...

China employs economic and diplomatic connections as pivotal instruments in
the ongoing strategic competition with the United States in the Indo-Pacific re-
gion. This area is strategically important to Beijing, serving as a contingency net-
work to counter potential U.S.-led attempts to decouple China from global sup-
ply chains. Xi Jinping’s vision of an “Asia-Pacific Community with a Shared Fu-
ture” outlines an alternative hub-and-spokes model, where China is positioned
as the central hub connecting individual nations in a distributed supply chain
network.

From Beijing’s perspective, this model serves both China’s domestic prosper-
ity and its foreign policy objectives in the Indo-Pacific region. Domestically, Xi

14 Qin Gang, Chinese Ambassador to the United States, “How China Sees the World,” The
National Interest, December 26, 2022, accessed February 19, 2024, https://national
interest.org/feature/how-china-sees-world-206058.

15 Quote by Former Singapore’s Prime Minister Lee Kuan Yew, reported in Graham
Allison and Robert Blackwill, “Interview: Lee Kuan Yew on the Future of U.S.-China
Relations,” Book excerpt, The Atlantic, March 5, 2013, accessed February 27, 2023,
https://www.theatlantic.com/china/archive/2013/03/interview-lee-kuan-yew-on-
the-future-of-us-china-relations/273657/.

16 Lisa O’Carroll, “EU Proposes Sanctions on Chinese Firms Aiding Russian War Effort,”
The Guardian, February 14, 2024, https://www.theguardian.com/world/2024/feb/
14/eu-proposes-sanctions-on-chinese-firms-aiding-russian-war-effort.
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Jinping introduced the concept of “dual circulation” !’ to ensure China’s devel-
opment and attain “common prosperity.” Incorporating the dual circulation con-
cept into the CCP’s constitution underscores that combating hostile U.S. ef-
forts—such as those aimed at limiting China’s access to high technology and
products—is not only the CCP’s raison d'étre but also China’s raison d'Etat.

Amid trade tensions between the United States and China, this vision sup-
ports and upholds the “dual circulation” model for China’s national prosperity
and fosters a robust economic partnership between Beijing and Indo-Pacific
countries. China has remained ASEAN’s largest trading partner since 2009, and
since 2020, ASEAN has become China’s largest trading partner for three consec-
utive years.'®

... and Contributing to International Development While Ensuring Domes-
tic Economic Independence and Extending Influence

By adopting a growth model centered on the national market while facilitating
interaction between domestic and foreign regional markets, Xi Jinping aims to
reduce China’s dependence on U.S. markets and technology. This strategy seeks
to create a more resilient, prosperous, and sustainable economy that will not be
“strangled by foreign countries.” 1° A thriving domestic economy will, in turn, le-
gitimize China as a leading member of the “big family of developing countries,”
helping shape a new international order aligned with CCP interests and ensuring
the survival of the CCP.

An example of how China uses the “Global South” as an arena for strategic
competition is the recent enlargement of BRICS, which now includes Iran, Saudi
Arabia, the United Arab Emirates, Egypt, and Ethiopia. Three of these six coun-
tries are major oil producers, suggesting how BRICS has become another
platform for Beijing to advance a CCP-centric narrative. At the recent summit in
Johannesburg, the group called for reform of Bretton Woods institutions, “in-
cluding a greater role for emerging markets and developing countries.” While
BRICS still faces internal misalignments, the organization clearly serves as a chan-
nel to promote China’s vision of the world order, with the goal of redesigning
perceived “pro-Western” institutions like the World Bank and the International
Monetary Fund to better align with Chinese interests.

17" Alicia Garcia Herrero, “What Is Behind China’s Dual Circulation Strategy,” China Lead-
ership Monitor, no. 69 (Fall 2021), https://www.prcleader.org/post/what-is-behind-
china-s-dual-circulation-strategy.

18 See the “Chairman’s Statement of the 26th ASEAN-China Summit,” Jakarta, Indonesia,

September 6, 2023, https://asean.org/wp-content/uploads/2023/09/FINAL-Chair

mans-Statement-of-the-26th-ASEAN-China-Summit.pdf.

Frank Tang, “Xi Jinping Says China Must Quicken Pace of Tech Self-reliance to Prevent

Being ‘Strangled by Foreign Countries’,” South China Morning Post, February 2, 2023,

accessed February 19, 2024, https://www.scmp.com/economy/china-economy/

article/3208882/xi-jinping-says-china-must-quicken-pace-tech-self-reliance-prevent-
being-strangled-foreign-countries.
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China’s Pursuit of “Comprehensive National Security” in the New World
Order

To achieve its dual objectives of regime preservation and international develop-
ment, the CCP must secure and control strategic assets while fostering a stable
international environment. In pursuit of these goals, China adopts a “whole-of-
society approach,” 2% involving all branches of government, the military, private
companies, organizations, and the diaspora. Over time, the concept of security
in CCP ideology has expanded beyond Mao’s political, territorial, and military fo-
cus to include broader aspects such as food, space, society, and the environment
— all encompassed under a “security paradigm.” Xi Jinping refers to this exhaus-
tive approach as “comprehensive national security,” a concept that traces its
roots back to the PRC’s founding in 1949. Given the borderless nature of Tian
Xia, the concept intertwines party, national, and international security. This op-
erational strategy has required Beijing to bridge civilian and military sectors,
breaking traditional silos, sharing expertise, centrally funding dual-use technol-
ogy, and undertaking research and development initiatives to harness science
and innovation for strategic objectives, including enhancing military capabilities
and promoting economic development.

At the Core: Strategic Competition in the Indo-Pacific and Southern Pacific

In pursuit of these goals, the Indo-Pacific region, particularly the Pacific Islands,
emerges as a critical investment zone for both Washington and Beijing. The
United States has historically been a dominant power in the Indo-Pacific, main-
taining a significant military presence. In the post-war period, it established the
foundation of the regional security structure through ironclad treaty alliances,
promoting a democratic and liberal model of growth with countries such as Aus-
tralia, Japan, the Republic of Korea, the Philippines, and Thailand.

Given that the U.S.-led model for the Indo-Pacific does not align with Beijing’s
perspective on world order, it is unsurprising that China strategically employs
diplomatic influence—primarily through security agreements and targeted in-
vestments—to gain access to vital strategic assets, particularly dual-use infra-
structures.

In the Pacific Islands, China’s political and diplomatic maneuvers against the
United States go beyond the islands’ interests, advancing Beijing’s agenda by
granting access to geostrategic hotspots and potentially enhancing China’s role
as a security actor. Ideologically, China also cultivates regional allies who may

20 For a comprehensive analysis refer to Katja Drinhausen and Helena Legarda, “‘Com-
prehensive National Security’ Unleashed: How Xi’s Approach Shapes China’s Policies
at Home and Abroad,” China Monitor, MERICS, September 15, 2022, accessed
February 19, 2024, https://merics.org/en/report/comprehensive-national-security-
unleashed-how-xis-approach-shapes-chinas-policies-home-and.
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support its claims over Taiwan in exchange for economic and security partner-
ships.?* However, Beijing’s push for the regionalization of security under Chinese
guidance, framed around the narrative of the Asia-Pacific as “no one’s back-
yard,” 22 appears to have encountered challenges. Last May, the Pacific Islands
declined China’s offer of a comprehensive trade and security deal.

While U.S.-China relations had been on a downward spiral in recent years,
fueled by a sense of pessimism stemming from the trade war, growing technol-
ogy competition, the Taiwan Strait crisis, and contrasting approaches to the Rus-
sia-Ukraine conflict, the summit between Presidents Joe Biden and Xi Jinping last
November marked the zenith of a year-long process that helped calm tensions.
This was due to several factors contributing to the “reset” of competition. For
China, these factors included reduced financial engagements in the Pacific,
which were linked to post-COVID recovery, coupled with increased U.S. credibil-
ity in providing defensive support to Taiwan and its allies. This credibility has
been bolstered through the development of the Quad, AUKUS, and improved
bilateral relations with countries around China’s periphery. These elements will
represent a setback for Beijing’s strategy, likely prompting it to continue focusing
its diplomatic and financial efforts on initiatives that yield greater influence at
lower costs while concentrating on geostrategic hotspots that align with China’s
domestic goals.

Addressing the Void: China’s Economic Opening

While some nations in the Indo-Pacific region still perceive a rising authoritarian
China as a security concern, Beijing’s economic influence remains strong across
several countries. This is especially evident following then-President Donald
Trump’s withdrawal of the United States from the Trans-Pacific Partnership
Agreement (TPP) and President Biden's limited efforts to provide a mechanism
for Asia-Pacific economies to access the U.S. market. In this vacuum, China has
positioned itself as the leader of the Asia-Pacific economic bloc, solidified
through the Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership (RCEP). Meanwhile,
the Biden administration has shown little interest in joining the rebranded Com-
prehensive and Progressive Agreement for Trans-Pacific Partnership (CPTPP) or

21 See for instance Beijing’s 2022 security agreement with the Solomon Islands. More
recently, after DPP’s victory in Taiwan’s presidential elections, Beijing also resumed
ties with Nauru. Paul Millar, “China’s Pacific Charm Offensive Pays off as Nauru Drops
Taipei for Beijing,” France 24, January 16, 2024, https://www.france24.com/en/asia-
pacific/20240116-china-s-pacific-charm-offensive-pays-off-as-nauru-drops-taipei-for-
beijing.

22 “president Xi Jinping Delivered a Written Speech at the APEC CEO Summit,
Underscoring China’s Commitment to Building an Asia-Pacific Community with a
Shared Future,” Ministry of Foreign Affairs, The People’s Republic of China, November
17, 2022, https://www.mfa.gov.cn/eng/zy/jj/2022/cxesgjtytjhtg/202211/t202211
17_10977274.html; “Xi Urges Efforts to Carry Forward Great Founding Spirit of CPC
and Yan’an Spirit,” Xinhua, October 29, 2022, accessed February 27, 2023,
http://english.www.gov.cn/news/topnews/202210/29/content_WS635c022ac6d0a7
57729ele5a.html.
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offering market access under the Indo-Pacific Economic Framework for Prosper-
ity (IPEF).23

China’s economic “opening up” plays a crucial role in navigating its strategic
competition with the United States, as former Vice Premier Liu He highlighted
during his speech at the World Economic Forum in Davos. He emphasized that
“opening up to the world is a must, not an expediency,” 2 underscoring China’s
commitment to opposing unilateralism and protectionism while promoting in-
ternational cooperation. In this context, Beijing engaged in consultations with
Australia, a key player in the Indo-Pacific and a close U.S. ally, leading to the re-
sumption of coal shipments from Australia to China after nearly two years. This
move reflects the importance of Canberra in China’s pursuit of strategic leader-
ship in the Indo-Pacific, as favorable relations with Australia are seen as crucial
for advancing China’s application to join the CPTPP and strengthening economic
ties in the Asia-Pacific. China recognizes that its improved ties with Canberra pre-
sent a significant opportunity for enhancing the China-Australia economic and
trade relationship.

Just as domestic prosperity solidifies the CCP’s legitimacy, robust interna-
tional economic ties are essential to securing China’s envisioned world order. In
the Indo-Pacific, the CCP’s objectives are closely linked to Beijing’s broader am-
bitions of positioning China as a global military, economic, and normative power.

Leveraging the United Front Work Department and More

The United Front Work Department (UNFWD) will play a pivotal role in the CCP’s
strategy, as Beijing aims to strengthen ties with political, business, and commu-
nity leaders across the Indo-Pacific. This effort is essential to mitigate potential
ideological and strategic setbacks resulting from a renewed American presence
in the region. Under Xi Jinping, the UFWD has become increasingly integrated
with the political leadership of the CCP, as demonstrated by the appointment of
Shi Taifeng as both head of the UNFWD and a member of the Politburo during
last October’s political reshuffle. This indicates that China’s global actions
through the UFWD will closely align with domestic priorities, acting as key drivers
for economic growth and party legitimacy.

As China intensifies its efforts to build an anti-Western bloc in the Indo-Pa-
cific, United Front activities are expected to gain momentum. These efforts in-
clude influencing academic and policy discourses in the United States, engaging
in political interference in Australia and New Zealand, and employing political

23 The missed approval of the IPEF trade pillar for the Asia-Pacific might mean Washing-
ton could need to double down on its efforts in making progress for advancement of
trade among its signatories and the broader APEC membership. Chris Dixon and Bob
Savic, “After APEC: Whither US Leadership on Trade?” The Diplomat, December 15,
2023, https://thediplomat.com/2023/12/after-apec-whither-us-leadership-on-trade/.

2 “Davos 2023: Special Address by Liu He, Vice-Premier of the People’s Republic of
China,” World Economic Forum, January 17, 2023, accessed February 27, 2023,
https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2023/01/davos-2023-special-address-by-liu-he-
vice-premier-of-the-peoples-republic-of-china/.
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and hybrid warfare tactics in Taiwan. Notably, this trend aligns with the growing
influence of members of the Central Military Commission (CMC) within the CCP
leadership, signaling Beijing’s intention to integrate national development, de-
fense, and foreign policy in its strategic competition, particularly after the 20th
Party Congress in October 2022.

China’s approach in the Indo-Pacific is likely to involve selective engagement
in areas directly aligned with Beijing’s domestic objectives. Strengthening ties
with Pacific countries, which are critical for securing the supply chain for essen-
tial raw materials like rare earth elements, will be a priority. At the same time,
China will exert diplomatic pressure on Indo-Pacific countries to support its One
China policy, leveraging trade and strategic agreements as negotiation tools. A
recent example is the resumption of diplomatic relations between China and Na-
uru, which represented a significant win for Beijing, seeing its influence in the
Pacific rise through strong economic and infrastructure investments. In this con-
text, more concerted efforts and engagement from Taiwan and its Western allies
will be necessary to counter Beijing’s growing influence.

Conclusion: The Way Forward

The 2024 Munich Security Conference highlighted that in the dynamic landscape
of U.S.-China strategic competition, 2024 has become a pivotal year in which the
Indo-Pacific region has emerged as a focal point escalating tensions. China’s as-
sertive pursuit of a CCP-centric vision for regional order is met with vigorous re-
sistance from the United States, its allies, and China’s neighboring countries, cre-
ating a zero-sum dynamic. The concept of multi-alignment—joining various fora
without having to choose sides—once preferred by many Indo-Pacific nations
now faces mounting challenges due to the intensifying rivalry between China and
the United States, whose respective development proposals often conflict. In re-
sponse to this shifting geopolitical landscape, several regional actors are aligning
more closely with the United States on security matters while actively seeking to
reduce their economic reliance on China. However, the success of these efforts
varies. At the same time, the relevance of inclusive cooperation within the
ASEAN framework is waning, as like-minded countries in the region may increas-
ingly turn to new minilateral frameworks designed to counterbalance Chinese
influence while minimizing reliance on the West. This shift further intensifies the
ongoing strategic competition between Beijing and Washington over the Indo-
Pacific.

In the short term, it will be crucial for Washington, its allies, and like-minded
partners to demonstrate their ability to translate strategic capabilities into sus-
tained regional commitment, particularly in the economic realm, amid domestic
challenges and trade issues. This can potentially be achieved by deploying a com-
prehensive strategy that confers to governmental agencies, such as the U.S. In-
ternational Development Finance Corporation, the crucial role of crafting a nar-
rative of collaboration. This narrative should highlight Washington’s multifac-
eted approach in the region, extending beyond security concerns to include
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more practical development-oriented policies. Other influential actors and allies,
such as Japan and the European Union, must also be included in this strategy to
ensure that Indo-Pacific countries have a broader range of options that do not
rely solely on Beijing or Washington. This is particularly important in areas where
countries may feel uncomfortable choosing sides, such as green energy and in-
frastructure development.

Thus, relying on allies in this context is critical for contributing to the de-es-
calation of the competition between the United States and China. U.S. support
for broader objectives, such as upholding the rules-based international order,
can help refocus South Asian countries on subscribing to shared narratives and
goals, such as countering immediate coercive Chinese actions in the South China
Sea. Finally, global organizations like the United Nations or the International
Monetary Fund can also contribute by promoting a positive narrative of South-
east Asia’s unique development, reframing the region’s story as one of empow-
erment rather than a battleground for superpowers.
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Abstract: Strategic competition has significantly reframed American stra-
tegic thought, particularly its national security and military strategies, by
defining the threats to American primacy and the rules-based international
order posed mainly by China and Russia. However, the term “strategic
competition” is not universally understood within the U.S. government,
leading to varying perspectives on how to proceed. Additionally, it does
not adequately address how competitors approach international competi-
tion, creating a risk of miscalculation and an increased chance of conflict.
Finally, for the United States, strategic competition establishes a frame-
work that perpetuates challenges for American strategy and the use of el-
ements of national power. While “strategic competition” is necessary to
focus and drive American strategy and strategic calculus, it is also a vague
and imperfect construct that could lead decision-makers down consequen-
tial paths.

Keywords: strategic competition, national security strategy, Russia, China,
Thucydides Trap.

Introduction

Strategic competition is the current buzzphrase in American strategy, designed
to capture the essence of the United States’ strategic framework. Like many
catchphrases, it both succeeds and fails in equal measure. Both strategic compe-
tition and its predecessor, great power competition, have helped significantly
shape American strategic thought, particularly in national security and military
strategies. Strategic competition has also helped define the threats to American
primacy and the rules-based international order it underpins, primarily from
China and, to a lesser degree, Russia.
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However, the term “strategic competition” is not universally understood
within the U.S. government, resulting in differing perspectives on how to pro-
ceed. Moreover, it fails to adequately address how competitors approach inter-
national competition, creating a risk of miscalculation and increasing the chance
of conflict. Finally, for the United States, strategic competition reinforces a con-
ceptual framework known as the Thucydides Trap, perpetuating dilemmas for
American strategy and its use of elements of national power. While strategic
competition is necessary to focus and drive American strategy and strategic cal-
culus, it is also a vague and risky term — an imperfect construct that can lead
decision-makers down consequential paths.

This article attempts to answer the following questions regarding U.S. per-
spectives on strategic competition: Why does the United States use “strategic
competition” as an organizing construct for its strategy and strategic approach?
How does this concept manifest in American strategy? And what challenges arise
from the U.S. perspectives on strategic competition?

Why Strategic Competition?

U.S. strategies began incorporating the term “competition” as the United States
started to reduce its commitments in Irag and Afghanistan. Meanwhile, China’s
economic rise accelerated, and Russia continued its aggressive actions in “the
near abroad.” The Obama administration introduced “competition” into the na-
tional security strategy, launching its “pivot to the Pacific” to counter China’s
growing power and recognizing Russia’s revanchist behavior, exemplified by the
annexation of Crimea.! However, the specific terms and phrases “great power
competition” and “strategic competition” were reintroduced into the American
lexicon in the national security strategies of the Trump and Biden administra-
tions, respectively. In both documents, these terms served as harbingers, fram-
ing the security context each administration sought to address.

Strategic competition is not a new term. Stephanie Winkler does an excellent
job tracing its usage from the 1970s détente period of the Cold War through the
second Bush administration to the Trump and Biden administrations. During the
Cold War, the term was used to describe the relationship between the United
States and the Soviet Union. Over time, it evolved under the Bush, Trump, and
Biden administrations to represent a “principal policy approach” — a goal to pur-
sue.? However, as this article will argue, its current use in American strategy is
problematic. Strategic competition is interpreted as both an end goal and a rela-
tional dynamic or as an objective versus a “state of play,” which leads to differing
behaviors. Therefore, the U.S. dual interpretation of “strategic competition”

1 Barack Obama, National Security Strategy (Washington, DC: White House, February
2015), 24, 29, https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/sites/default/files/docs/2015 _
national_security_strategy_2.pdf.

2 Stephanie Christine Winkler, “Strategic Competition and US-China Relations: A Con-
ceptual Analysis,” The Chinese Journal of International Politics 16, no. 3 (Autumn
2023): 333-356, 334-335, 353, https://doi.org/10.1093/cjip/poad008.
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both helps and hinders. While the term helps clarify the security context and
identify threats, it complicates U.S. actions when different branches of the gov-
ernment interpret its meaning inconsistently.3

How Did the U.S. Get to This Point?

The current security context results from the geopolitical shifts in the past forty
years, including the end of the Cold War, America’s unipolar moment, and sub-
sequent actions by Russia and China. After the Cold War, the United States
emerged as the singular superpower in the 1990s. A prevailing belief in both U.S.
policy circles and academia was that promoting democratic reforms and eco-
nomic prosperity for former adversaries—such as Russia, its satellites, and for-
mer Warsaw Pact states and Soviet republics—would render future conflicts un-
likely. This logic extended to a rising China: as it integrated further into the inter-
national system of liberal economic and diplomatic norms, the forces of demo-
cratic reforms would naturally transition and align China’s behavior, transform-
ing it into a responsible member of the international order.* Critics often sum-
marize this optimistic worldview with the phrase “end of history,” an allusion to
Francis Fukuyama’s book The End of History and the Last Man.>

This thinking permeated U.S. strategic thought as recently as the Obama ad-
ministration, which stated in its national security strategy, “The United States
welcomes the rise of a stable, peaceful, and prosperous China.” ® The United
States and its allies equated “winning” the Cold War with a strategic approach
for the future. The collective West believed that their victory would naturally
lead to an era of prosperity and, subsequently, peace.’

However, various forces and events have created a very different security en-
vironment for the United States. First, American adversaries did not interpret
the end of the Cold War similarly. They viewed the forces of liberal democracy

3 Winkler, “Strategic Competition and US-China Relations,” 334-335.

4 Congressional Research Service, Great Power Competition: Implications for Defense —
Issues for Congress, R43838 (Washington, DC: Congressional Research Service, May
16, 2023), 1 and Appendix A, https://crsreports.congress.gov/product/pdf/R/R43838/
95; Donald Trump, National Security Strategy of the United States of America
(Washington, DC: White House, December 2017), 26, https://trumpwhitehouse.ar
chives.gov/wp-content/uploads/2017/12/NSS-Final-12-18-2017-0905.pdf.

5 See Francis Fukuyama, The End of History and the Last Man (New York, NY: Maxwell
Macmillan, 1992). The phrase from the book title “the end of history ...” became
representative of the 1990’s concept that theories touting liberal democracy
represented the dominant reality in international relations. This strain of thought
heavily influence U.S. strategic thought while it was the single superpower after the
end of the Cold War and is referenced in current strategic competition strategies.

6 Obama, National Security Strategy, 24.

7 Joseph R. Biden, National Security Strategy (Washington, DC: White House, October
2022), 8, https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2022/10/Biden-Harris-
Administrations-National-Security-Strategy-10.2022.pdf; Trump, National Security
Strategy of the United States of America, 26.
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in the opposite manner — as threats to their regimes and control. Second, in the
aftermath of its Cold War victory, the United States failed to establish a new
strategy to safeguard its hard-won success. This lack of focus led to a haphazard
approach to security, assuming that former adversaries would embrace liberal
democracy and align with U.S. interests, even as those same adversaries sought
ways to gain relative advantages. Third, following 9/11, the United States be-
came engrossed in conflicts in Iraq and Afghanistan, committing to long-term
counterinsurgency operations and nation-building efforts — both resource- and
time-intensive endeavors.?

What’s in a Name?

Recent American national strategies clearly articulate why strategic competition
is necessary, and different administrations align in their terminology. Biden’s na-
tional security strategy states this clearly in the President’s introduction: “We
are in the midst of a strategic competition to shape the future of the interna-
tional order.” ® While Trump’s national security strategy introduction is framed
around the idea of “America First,” it similarly asserts that America’s strength
will bring advantages, leading to a “better future” and a “balance of power that
favors the United States, [its] allies, and [its] partners.” 1° The United States uses
strategic competition to reframe its strategic thinking from the post-Cold War
era to a new construct with an old name, emphasizing that understanding and
engaging in strategic competition is imperative for the nation’s future.

In the current era, the terms “great power competition” and “strategic com-
petition” re-emerged in U.S. strategic dialogue during the Trump and Biden ad-
ministrations, respectively. Originally from the Cold War, these terms have be-
come central to both administrations’ strategies concerning goals, objectives,
and priorities.!* They form the lexicon used by U.S. government entities to justify
their strategic actions, including but not limited to strategies, plans, priorities,
and funding decisions.’? However, neither administration provided a clear defi-
nition of these terms, leading to varied interpretations of what they mean. This
lack of clarity manifests in slightly different approaches to addressing the prob-
lem, making it critical to understand how the United States perceives and imple-
ments strategic competition.!3

8 Congressional Research Service, Great Power Competition: Implications for Defense, 1
and Appendix A, 38.

° Biden, National Security Strategy, 2.

10 Trump, National Security Strategy of the United States of America, ii.

11 Winkler, “Strategic Competition and US-China Relations,” 345, 249-350.

12 Alexander Boroff, “What Is Great-Power Competition, Anyway?” Modern War Insti-
tute at West Point, April 17, 2020, https://mwi.westpoint.edu/great-power-competi
tion-anyway/.

13 Cornell Overfield, “Biden’s ‘Strategic Competition’ Is a Step Back,” Foreign Policy, Oc-
tober 13, 2021, https://foreignpolicy.com/2021/10/13/biden-strategic-competition-
national-defense-strategy/.
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Why Does American Perception Matter?

U.S. leaders and strategies have framed current geopolitical competition in ide-
ological terms — democracy versus authoritarianism and a rules-based order ver-
sus revisionism and revanchism. This language positions the United States and
its allies as defenders of the status quo, committed to preserving the existing
world order while portraying China and Russia as revisionist powers seeking to
subsume or reshape it.1* Even under the “America First” framework, the Trump
administration characterized these “challenges” as contests between demo-
cratic and autocratic values.' This ideological framing is crucial to understanding
the American construct of strategic competition and its potential impact: by em-
phasizing the ideological component, the United States has positioned itself as
the status quo power, championing liberal democracy and its values — a goal of
significant importance.

Why Does America Perceive It This Way?

In the strategies of both the Trump and Biden administrations, the language re-
flects goals aimed at garnering allies and partners to uphold the rules-based in-
ternational order. This is crucial for preserving the advantages the United States
has enjoyed since the end of World War Il and for maintaining its position of
power relative to its rising competitors, particularly China. This emphasis on stra-
tegic competition mirrors a scholarly theme that situates the United States
within the framework of the Thucydides Trap. In his History of the Peloponnesian
War, Thucydides describes how war between Sparta and Athens became “inevi-
table” as the rising power of Athens threatened Sparta’s status quo advantage.
This dynamic, he argues, traps both states in a cycle that leads to conflict.'® Un-
derstanding this mental model is essential for grasping how the United States
perceives and approaches strategic competition, especially concerning China.
Why is this important? Academia often describes the Thucydides Trap as a
likely progression toward conflict and war following an extended period of in-
tense and contentious competition. Graham Allison provides the most notable
exploration of this perspective in his aptly-titled 2017 book Destined for War:
Can America and China Escape Thucydides’s Trap? In it, Allison examines the dy-
namics of the Thucydides Trap by analyzing historical patterns from sixteen sim-

14 Biden, National Security Strategy, 3, 7-9.
15 Trump, National Security Strategy of the United States of America, 3.

16 Thucydides, Robert B. Strassler, and Richard Crawley, The Landmark Thucydides: A
Comprehensive Guide to the Peloponnesian War, 1st Touchstone ed. (New York, NY:
Simon & Schuster, 1998). In my experience, this book edition of Thucydides history is
the one most commonly used in U.S. military professional military education.
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ilar scenarios, highlighting how the circumstances between the United States
and China mirror or parallel these classic examples.’

Shortly after the Cold War ended, some scholars began issuing warnings
through this lens. For instance, in his 1995 book, On the Origins of War and the
Preservation of Peace, Donald Kagan warned that the optimistic declarations
about the end of war and conflict were premature. While not directly naming
Russia or China, Kagan argued that competition between states is natural and
inevitable and that the United States should remain vigilant and prepared for
this reality. At a time when many scholars were celebrating the triumph of inter-
national liberalism, Kagan's cautionary perspective underscored the importance
of learning from history — urging Western democracies to preserve peace by be-
ing ready for conflict.'®

The scholarship paradigm suggests that miscalculation could lead to conflict.
In the United States, similar academic and conceptual rhetoric appears in na-
tional strategies, although there is no universally accepted American definition
of “strategic competition” and what it entails. Hal Brands highlighted this tension
in 2022, framing the competition between the United States and Russia and
China in Thucydides’ terms. He warned that this competition becomes particu-
larly dangerous during the “twilight” period — a transitional phase where conflict
is more likely as powers vie for advantage. In such a period, miscalculations stem-
ming from imprecise understanding could easily spark a war.'® Therefore, the
ideological goals behind America’s current strategy—strategic competition—in-
troduce inherent points of friction that heighten these risks.

What Are America’s Goals in Strategic Competition?

Maintain the Rules-Based International Order

In the context of strategic competition, the United States aims to maintain the
rules-based international order that has benefited America and its allies since
the end of World War II. The current U.S. national security strategy emphasizes
that this international order, as defined and protected by the United States, pro-
vides stability and prosperity not only for the United States but for all nations. It
states:

Our goal is clear —we want a free, open, prosperous, and secure international
order. We seek an order that is free in that it allows people to enjoy their
basic, universal rights and freedomes. It is open in that it provides all nations

17" Graham Allison, Destined for War: Can America and China Escape Thucydides’s Trap?
(Boston: Houghton Mifflin Harcourt, 2017). Authors like Hal Brands, Eliot Cohen, Don-
ald Kagan, Robert Kagan, Paul Kennedy, Walter Russell Mead, and Donald Stoker have
used or alluded to the status quo versus rising power construct in their scholarship.

18 Donald Kagan, On the Origins of War and the Preservation of Peace, 1st ed. (New York,
NY: Doubleday, 1995), 1-5.

1% Hal Brands, The Twilight Struggle: What the Cold War Teaches Us About Great-Power
Rivalry Today (New Haven and London: Yale University Press, 2022), 1-9.
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that sign up to these principles an opportunity to participate in, and have a
role in shaping, the rules. It is prosperous in that it empowers all nations to
continually raise the standard of living for their citizens. And secure, in that it
is free from aggression, coercion and intimidation.2°

This international order has provided significant advantages for the United
States, its allies, and partners over the past 80 years. However, a comparison of
the Obama and Biden administrations’ strategies reveals how strategic competi-
tion has shifted the focus and goals of American diplomacy, steering the U.S.
inward. In Obama’s strategy, the emphasis was evident in the title: “Interna-
tional Order,” 2! reflecting a broad commitment to global stability. In contrast,
Biden’s strategy, with its title “Using Diplomacy to Build the Strongest Possible
Coalitions,” reflects a different focus and priority. While the current strategy still
lists the international order as a vital interest, its approach centers on building
coalitions and relationships to sustain the rules-based international order rather
than maintaining the order itself as the primary goal.?? Again, this distinction is
striking; two presidents with ostensibly similar philosophical approaches have
prioritized American diplomacy in very different ways. This shift reflects a
broader cognitive transition from the philosophies that shaped the post-Cold
War era to strategic competition as the central organizing concept for national
security today. This transformation in diplomatic focus is significant. U.S. diplo-
macy and the global order rely on American military and economic power, which
are now on relative decline compared to China’s rising influence and Russia’s
disruptive actions.?? These shifts in state priorities and actions align with the dy-
namics described in the Thucydides Trap paradigm.

Sustaining U.S. Economic Primacy Through Economic Resiliency

The American economy remains the largest and most powerful in the world, rep-
resenting the nation’s greatest strength. However, U.S. strategic goals related to
economic capabilities and capacity have shifted with the transition to strategic
competition. While Trump’s “America First” philosophy marked a significant
change in economic focus, this shift is best illustrated in the differences between
the Obama and Biden strategies — two Democratic presidents who previously
served closely together as President and Vice President. While the Obama strat-
egy was the first to hint at strategic competition, its economic priorities centered
on global trade aligned with liberal democratic values and the maintenance of a
free global economy supported by the rules-based international order.?* In con-
trast, Biden’s strategy for economic prosperity bears more resemblance to

20 Biden, National Security Strategy, 10-11.
21 Obama, National Security Strategy, 23.
22 Biden, National Security Strategy, 16.

2 Christopher Preble, “A Credible Grand Strategy: The Urgent Need to Set Priorities,”
Stimson Report (Washington, D.C.: The Stimson Center, January 2024), 5,
www.stimson.org/wp-content/uploads/2024/01/Grand-Strategy-Report-WEB.pdf.

24 Obama, National Security Strategy, 15.
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Trump’s approach than to Obama’s. It focuses on strengthening “national
power” by enhancing domestic economic capabilities, such as workforce, tech-
nological innovation, and manufacturing, to ensure American security through
economic resilience.?> This shift is further reflected in the U.S. Department of
Commerce’s current strategy, which centers on three key principles — innova-
tion, equity, and resilience. Its five main goals predominantly focus on strength-
ening the U.S. economy rather than promoting global economic integration.?®
This is a change that illustrates the United States’ new focus on strategic compe-
tition. It represents a departure from the post-Cold War belief that integrating
rising powers like China into a global economy would eventually transform them
into liberal democracies, compliant with the international order as the United
States envisions it.

Preserving U.S. Primacy

The 2018 National Defense Strategy (NDS) was the first strategic document to
explicitly use the term “strategic competition” and designate it as the “primary
concern” of the United States and, by extension, the U.S. military. This marked a
significant shift for the Department of Defense (DoD) from strategies focused on
combating terrorism and regional adversaries like Iran and North Korea to a clear
recognition that the United States was in competition with such powers as Russia
and China. Reflecting its strategic culture, the U.S. military invested considerable
time and effort in defining “strategic competition.” After its introduction in the
2018 NDS, the DoD released its Joint Concept for Competing in 2023, defining
strategic competition as “a persistent and long-term struggle that occurs be-
tween two or more adversaries seeking to pursue incompatible interests without
necessarily engaging in armed conflict with each other.” 2 Notably, the military
remains the only department to formally define strategic competition and incor-
porate it into its strategy and planning. Other departments—such as those re-
sponsible for diplomacy, development, and commerce—do not use the term de-
spite its role as the organizing construct for the national security strategy. This
raises a critical question: How can the United States effectively coordinate and

25 Biden, National Security Strategy, 14-15.

26 See Gina Raimondo, U.S. Secretary of Commerce, “Innovation, Equity, and Resilience:
Strengthening American Competitiveness in the 21st Century,” U.S. Department of
Commerce Strategic Plan 2022-2026 (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Department of Com-
merce, 2022), www.commerce.gov/sites/default/files/2022-03/DOC-Strategic-Plan-
2022%E2%80%932026.pdf.

27 “)Joint Concept for Competing,” Joint Chiefs of Staff, February 10, 2023, https://s3.do
cumentcloud.org/documents/23698400/20230213-joint-concept-for-competing-
signed.pdf, iii; “Pentagon’s Joint Concept for Competing,” U.S. Naval Institute, March
9, 2023, https://news.usni.org/2023/03/09/pentagons-joint-concept-for-competing;
Mark Pomerleau, “Pentagon Publishes New ‘Joint Concept for Competing,” Warning
That Adversaries Aim to ‘Win Without Fighting’,” DefenseScoop, March 7, 2023,
https://defensescoop.com/2023/03/07/pentagon-publishes-new-joint-concept-for-
competing-warning-that-adversaries-aim-to-win-without-fighting/.
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utilize its elements of national power if different departments do not share a
common understanding of this key concept?

The primary internal challenge to U.S. military power in strategic competition
lies in setting priorities. As outlined earlier, since the end of the Cold War, U.S.
primacy and the absence of true competitors allowed the United States to en-
gage in conflicts across the globe, from the Balkans to the Middle East to the
Philippines. Following the events of 9/11, the United States maintained global
military engagements while committing most of its military force to the pro-
longed conflicts in Irag and Afghanistan. However, the U.S. military capabilities
that provided advantages during and after the Cold War—such as force deploy-
ment, global posture, and advanced technology—are now being challenged or
denied by adversaries like China, Russia, and regional malign actors such as Iran
and North Korea. China and Russia, recognizing America’s distractions, have
spent years developing military capabilities and strategic doctrines specifically
designed to undermine U.S. strengths and prevent the effective use of its military
power.28 This legacy of unchallenged primacy, coupled with competitors’ efforts
to neutralize U.S. military advantages, presents a significant dilemma. The U.S.
military is transitioning from a posture where it acts with near impunity and
overwhelming strength anywhere in the world to one where it must navigate
competition with adversaries under the threshold of war, particularly in con-
tested spaces and global commons.

America’s View of Its Competitors

As previously discussed, the United States has framed strategic competition as a
renewal of ideological rivalry and a struggle between democracy and authoritar-
ianism. It explicitly identifies China as the primary threat, with Russia—and, to a
lesser extent, regional actors like Iran and North Korea—considered “acute”
threats that require careful balancing. According to the United States, allowing
these states to achieve their strategic objectives and gain advantages would un-
dermine the liberal democratic international order, posing an existential threat
to the values and stability upheld by the United States and its allies.?®

Has Anything Changed? And Why Does It Matter?

Since strategic competition became the primary security construct in American
strategy, the overarching goals and interests have remained consistent. First and
foremost, American strategies have long regarded U.S. primacy as critical to both
national and global stability and prosperity. The key change, however, has been
the explicit identification of China as the “pacing” threat, i.e., the rising power.
This status quo versus rising power dynamic is clearly evident and central to the
Thucydides Trap narrative that underpins American strategy.

28 Congressional Research Service, Great Power Competition: Implications for Defense.
2% Established in the President’s introduction; Biden, National Security Strategy, 2-3.
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China: the “Pacing” Threat

China represents the United States’ primary concern in strategic competition
and is the main driver behind the shift in the American strategic approach.3® As
already outlined, after the Cold War, U.S. strategy was based on the assumption
that China would reform, transitioning towards a more democratic government
and aligning its behavior with global norms as it benefited from growing eco-
nomic, diplomatic, and cultural ties with the United States and the global West.
Instead, China leveraged these opportunities to do the opposite: the Chinese
Communist Party consolidated its autocratic regime while simultaneously fueling
its economic growth and expanding its military power.3?

As the primary competitor, China occupies a central place in American stra-
tegic thought. The strategies of the Obama, Trump, and Biden administrations
all identify China as the “pacing” threat — a new term indicating that U.S. com-
petitive actions must be able to match or surpass China’s actions. However, the
term “pacing” is problematic, as it connotes the idea of a linear competition be-
tween powers, akin to a race where the status quo seeks to prevent the rise of
its competitor. This perspective is inherently American and overlooks the asym-
metric actions and varied approaches that nations often employ within the
broader international relations system.3?

These conditions make the Thucydides Trap paradigm a significant dilemma
for American leaders. As discussed earlier, this competition between a status
quo power and a rising challenger creates heightened tension and increases the
potential for miscalculation. Additionally, the actions of allies or hedging states
could inadvertently draw either country into conflict. Ironically, by explicitly des-
ignating China as the clear threat and framing strategic competition as an end in
itself with respect to China, the United States increases the risk of conflict de-
spite its strategy aiming to avoid it.33

Russia’s Role as Spoiler

U.S. strategic documents state that Russia threatens international stability and
emphasize that American allies and partners, who uphold faith in international
agreements like the NATO alliance, are the means to address this “immediate

30 Winkler, “Strategic Competition and US-China Relations,” 345.

31 Kurt M. Campbell and Ely Ratner, “The China Reckoning: How Beijing Defied American
Expectations,” Foreign Affairs, February 13, 2018, https://www.foreignaffairs.com/
articles/china/2018-02-13/china-reckoning.

32 Richard Ned Lebow, “Reason, Cause, and Cultural Arrogance,” E-International Rela-
tions, April 11, 2023, https://www.e-ir.info/2023/04/11/reason-cause-and-cultural-
arrogance/. Lebow presents an interesting argument that international relations
theory are based on Western reason and concepts and therefore do not address ap-
proaches from other cultures. This idea is often discussed in military strategic discus-
sions, but this was the first time | had seen the potentially intellectual unpinnings
versus platitudes that other cultures are “different.”

33 Biden, National Security Strategy, 24-25.
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and persistent threat.” 3% While successive American strategies have identified
China as the primary threat, Russia continues to garner significant attention due
to the war in Ukraine, its interventions in “near abroad,” and its persistent use
of political warfare—such as cyber-attacks and disinformation—to destabilize
adversaries. Notably, the Biden administration’s strategy highlights the im-
portance of “out-competing China and constraining Russia.” 3> While American
leaders prioritize competition with China, they are continually forced to address
the immediate threats posed by Russian actions, which are more blatant viola-
tions of the international order and acutely threaten allies and partners in Eu-
rope. This forces a diversion of resources, personnel, and effort that the U.S.
government would prefer to direct toward countering China. This prioritization
challenge was highlighted in the section on military means. For example, the cur-
rent American strategy aims to “integrate our alliances in the Indo-Pacific and
Europe.” The focus of this section is on how one region affects the other. How-
ever, it dedicates only one sentence to the role of Indo-Pacific allies in Europe
against Russian aggression, while the remaining examples emphasize European
allies and partners in Africa and South America helping to counter Chinese ac-
tions, particularly in the Taiwan Strait. In the context of the Thucydides Trap par-
adigm, Russia represents an acute threat that creates dilemmas for both the
United States and China. It remains to be seen whether the American approach
to strategic competition, with its emphasis on China, will effectively address the
distinct threat that Russia poses to the rules-based international order.

How does America Compete?

The United States competes using three main capabilities: its networks of alli-
ances and relationships, its economy, and its military. The current strategy reit-
erates these capabilities under the heading “Investing in Our Strength.” How-
ever, the Biden administration’s national strategy is not the first strategic docu-
ment to highlight these critical means. American competitiveness lies in its com-
mitment to international liberal institutions that promote democratic values,
open economies, and conflict resolution through arbitration. In the context of
strategic competition, however, these commitments may be viewed as luxuries,
given that U.S. military power, coupled with economic might, has supported
these concepts since the end of World War II. The United States’ ability to sustain
these commitments is at the heart of its competition with China and Russia.

American Primacy — a Blessing and a Curse

The U.S. role in the Cold War and the strategic confusion that followed its end
have created challenges for American focus. The “return” to strategic competi-
tion has helped the United States articulate threats to its primacy, but its strate-

34 Biden, National Security Strategy, 17, 25-26.
35 Biden, National Security Strategy, 23.
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gic approach over the last forty years has fostered an expectation—both domes-
tically and abroad—that America will respond to all threats, from regional revi-
sionist powers like Iran and North Korea to transnational issues such as human
rights, climate change, extremism, and food insecurity.3®

The Biden National Security Strategy asserts that the United States must and
will respond, but it also hedges, viewing these issues as areas where even com-
petitors can agree and cooperate.?” In contrast, the Trump National Security
Strategy argued that engaging and including rivals undermines American strat-
egy and clearly misinterprets our adversaries’ intentions. The Trump strategy
made it clear that while the United States must engage its rivals, it should do so
with the understanding that everything is part of that rivalry.3® This difference
represents a fault line in how different parts of the American polity view strategy
and foreign policy, revealing a weakness in the U.S. approach to strategic com-
petition.

Also, allies and partners represent both an opportunity and a challenge for
the United States. Washington views its alliances and agreements, such as NATO,
as key strategic advantages. American military strength, force projection capa-
bilities, advanced technology, and economic power underpin these relation-
ships, creating a coalition of like-minded states that acts as a powerful deterrent
and counterbalance to the rising influence of China and the disruptive goals of
Russia, Iran, and North Korea.3® However, maintaining these alliances also intro-
duces challenges. As noted earlier, the U.S.’s inconsistent strategic approach
prior to embracing strategic competition created expectations that the United
States would respond to any crisis, regardless of its strategic importance. Do-
mestically, this has rekindled more traditional American skepticism toward for-
eign entanglements and may lead to a new prioritization framework, as fore-
shadowed by the Trump strategy. The Thucydides Trap paradigm predicts that
the United States is more likely to react to crises for allies, no matter the im-
portance to American priorities, driven by the perception that losing an ally or
partner is more consequential than spending resources on lower-priority is-
sues.*® Balancing these commitments presents one of the Thucydides fault lines,
where miscalculation is more likely.

Conclusion

The use of strategic competition in U.S. national strategies reflects a pivotal
recognition of the evolving global landscape, particularly the threats posed by

36 Stephen Wertheim, “Why America Can’t Have It All: Washington Must Choose Be-
tween Primacy and Prioritizing,” Foreign Affairs, February 14, 2024, www.foreign
affairs.com/united-states/why-america-cant-have-it-all.

37 Biden, National Security Strategy, 6.

3% Trump, National Security Strategy of the United States of America, 3.

39 Biden, National Security Strategy, 16-19.

40 Allison, Destined for War: Can America and China Escape Thucydides’s Trap?
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China, Russia, and other revanchist states. Emerging from the post-Cold War era,
the United States enjoyed a period of unchallenged supremacy, buoyed by opti-
mistic expectations of a harmonious, liberal world order. However, the realities
of geopolitics have proven far more complex, with rising powers like China and
resurgent actors like Russia fundamentally challenging this narrative. The term
“strategic competition” encapsulates the imperative for the United States to re-
assess its approach, acknowledging the multifaceted nature of contemporary
threats and the need to adapt to a more dynamic and contested environment.
Crucially, this paradigm underscores the importance of maintaining American
primacy in shaping the international order, recognizing both the opportunities
and challenges posed by allies and adversaries alike. However, framing strategic
competition as an end in itself risks reinforcing constructs like the Thucydides
Trap, potentially increasing the likelihood of conflict and miscalculation.

As the United States navigates this new era of competition, it must strategi-
cally leverage diplomacy, economic strength, and military capabilities in concert
with its network of allies to safeguard its interests and uphold the principles of a
free, open, and secure international order. Failure to do so risks not only the
erosion of American leadership but also the destabilization of the global land-
scape. This underscores the critical importance of strategic foresight and resili-
ence in addressing evolving challenges.

Disclaimer

The views expressed are solely those of the author and do not represent official
views of the PfP Consortium of Defense Academies and Security Studies Insti-
tutes, participating organizations, or the Consortium’s editors.
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Introduction

President Putin’s Russia professes to understand strategic confrontation in terms
of a struggle over the structure of the international system. The current unipolar
system, as he characterized it in his 2007 Munich Security Conference speech,
poses an existential threat to Russia’s identity, sovereignty, and statehood:
“They tried to force Russia to give up its sovereignty, identity, culture, independ-
ent foreign and domestic policy. We have no right to agree with such an ap-
proach.” ! The West, in the form of the “Anglo-Saxons” (AHrnocakcbl/Anglosaksy)
and the “Anglo-Saxon world,” eternally encircles and contains Russia, driven by
greed for Russia’s hydrocarbon wealth, jealousy of Russia’s moral dignity, and
fear of its military might. Nikolai Patrushev, head of Russia’s Security Council,
asserts that the “Anglo-Saxon world” wages a permanent war against Russia:
“The United States, NATO, and their satellites are using Kyiv’'s Nazi regime and
various kinds of mercenaries to wage a proxy war against our people and coun-
try, a war that the Anglo-Saxon world will not stop even with the end of active
hostilities in the conflict in Ukraine.” 2 A central premise is that Russia’s own in-
dependence has become the major obstacle to the perpetuation of the current
unfair unipolar rules-based pernicious colonial “Anglo-Saxon” order. Alexey Dro-
binin, Director of the Foreign Policy Planning Department in Russia’s Foreign
Ministry, states: “But for now, we are watching Anglo-Saxons—or rather, their
ruling elites’—attempt to restore the ‘unipolar moment’ of the early 1990s by
force. To achieve this, they are pushing to dismember civilizational common-
wealths into segments suitable to be absorbed, in line with the ‘divide and rule’
maxim.” 3

According to this self-understanding, a strong, strategically autonomous Rus-
sia is mankind’s last and best hope for a future fair and just multipolar, multilat-
eral, post-colonial, liberated order. As Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov
noted in February 2023 before the State Duma, those “who imagine themselves
the masters of the destinies of people ... are trying to interfere with our efforts
by pushing us back decades and even to ruin our national development under
the slogans of ‘decolonization’ and ‘preparations for Russia’s collapse.” In the
process, the Anglo-Saxons and the rest of the collective West that have obeyed
them without a murmur are doing all they can to impose their diktat in world

1 lvan Egorov interview with Russian Security Council Secretary Nikolai Patrushev
headlined “The Liar in the Rye”: Ivan Egorov, “Patrushev: The West Has Created an
Empire of Lies That Presupposes the Destruction of Russia,” Rossiyskaya Gazeta, April
26, 2022, https://rg.ru/2022/04/26/patrushev-zapad-sozdal-imperiiu-lzhi-predpola
gaiushchuiu-unichtozhenie-rossii.html. —in Russian

2 “Patrushev: The West Won’t Stop Its Proxy War Against Russia Even After the ‘Hot
Phase’ in Ukraine,” TASS News Agency, January 29, 2024, https://tass.ru/politika/19
844097. —in Russian

3 Alexey Drobinin, “The Vision of a Multipolar World: The Civilizational Factor and
Russia’s Place in the Emerging World Order,” Russia in Global Affairs, Opinions, Febru-
ary 20, 2023, https://eng.globalaffairs.ru/articles/the-vision-of-a-multipolar-world/.
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affairs. They are doing this to continue controlling the external conditions for the
development of all humanity solely for the sake of their own global domination.
They resort to illegal methods, including threats, blackmail, and outright rob-
bery, to punish those pursuing an independent, national-oriented foreign pol-
icy.”

This construction appears to legitimize President Putin’s forever rule, a lim-
ited-access order regime, Russia’s justification for its full-scale, multi-axis attack
on Ukraine, the imposition of Russia’s will on neighboring countries within its
self-declared sphere of influence (“historic Russian lands”), and normalizes Rus-
sia’s voice and veto in and over global hot spots. Russia self-characterizes its im-
perial war of aggression in Ukraine as a “Special Military Operation” (SVO), not a
war. It suggests that Russia’s victory will serve as a catalyst that will accelerate a
move from unjust (“Anglo-Saxon colonialism”) unipolarity, “Anglo-Saxon” he-
gemony, and decadent globalist universal values (“liberal totalitarianism” and
“militant liberalism”) toward “fair multipolarity.” Putin posits that the first battle
in the struggle for global order is a fight against “Anglo-Saxon” masters in “neo-
Nazi Ukraine”: “The Ukrainian crisis is not a territorial conflict. The issue is
broader and more fundamental — we are talking about the principles the new
world order will be based upon.”>

In this view, Russia is portrayed as an anti-global, anti-colonial leader rallying
the world’s “oppressed countries” to “restore historical justice.” As Lavrov as-
serted: “Western geopolitical engineers are directly provoking crises in various
parts of the world. They are following the concept of controlled chaos in order
to fish in troubled waters,” and “The global Anglo-Saxon world is looking for op-
portunities to exclude the peoples of Russia from the system of world distribu-
tion of resources.” ® Russian Foreign Ministry spokeswoman Maria Zakharova ac-
cuses NATO of having chosen Russia as the primary target of its aggressive policy
and of using Ukraine as an instrument: “The Anglo-Saxons, under the pretext of
confronting the USSR, and essentially with the goal of maintaining the hegemony

4 “Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov’s Remarks and Answers to Questions During the
Government Hour in the State Duma of the Russian Federation, Moscow, February 15,
2023,” Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Russian Federation Website, Moscow, Febru-
ary 15, 2023, https://mid.ru/en/press_service/photos/meropriyatiya_s_uchastiem_
ministra/1854365/.

5 Text of report “Meeting of the Valdai International Discussion Club, October 19,
2017,” President of the Russian Federation Website, October 19, 2017, www.en.krem
lin.ru/events/president/transcripts/statements/55882.

6 Text of “Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov’s Remarks at the 11th Moscow Conference on
International Security, Moscow, August 15, 2023,” Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the
Russian Federation Website, August 15, 2023, https://mid.ru/en/press_service/pho
tos/meropriyatiya_s_uchastiem_ministra/1900527/; Sergei V. Lavrov, “Genuine Mul-
tilateralism and Diplomacy vs the ‘Rules-Based Order’,” Russia in Global Affairs 21,
no. 3 (July/September 2003): 104-113, https://doi.org/10.31278/1810-6374-2023-
21-3-104-113.
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of the West under American leadership, continues to be an instrument to ensure
the interests of primarily the United States, aggressive and destructive forces.”’

Russian military commentator Igor Korotchenko, on Rossiya 1’s 60 Minut po-
litical talk show, stated: “In general, | believe it’s necessary to create a new geo-
political alliance of the global south against the U.S., Anglo-Saxons, and NATO.
That is absolutely justified.” 8 according to this view, Russia then acts as a mod-
erator in this post-“Anglo-Saxon” rules-free order, with its unique “state-civiliza-
tion” status enabling it to function as a global stabilizer, maintaining the global
balance of power.? More specifically, Lt Gen (retd) Andrey Gurulyov stated that
Xi Jinping’s peace plan for Ukraine was not about Ukraine, “It is about the fight
against the domination of Anglo-Saxon fascism [...] and about the fight against
neo-colonial policies of the West.”1° On 26 and 27 February 2024, Moscow
hosted the “Forum of Multipolarity” and the second congress of the “Interna-
tional Russophile Movement,” respectively. Both events focused, according to
Zakharova, on the struggle for a just world without the hegemony of the “collec-
tive West.” 1

For Russia, the inevitability (as Lavrov describes it, an “unstoppable process”)
of multipolarity guarantees that US attempts to consolidate its hegemony will
fail and that Russia will emerge as a key center of global power — a pole capable
of acting as both a rule-shaper and a rule-breaker, exercising an order-producing
and managerial role within its sphere of influence.'? Russia understands that few
states in the international system possess real “sovereignty” or “strategic auton-
omy” — the ability to pursue their own independent foreign policy. All other
states are “vassals,” “clients,” and “proxies” of these “civilizational-states.” As
“civilizational-states” enjoy super-sovereignty, the sovereignty and territorial in-
tegrity of all other states are, by definition, limited, with “state-civilizations” de-
ciding the limits. To illustrate, President Putin publicly adopts a tortured logic,
claiming that Russia’s SVO will restore Ukraine’s “true sovereignty” when

7 “Zakharova Accuses NATO of Using Ukraine as an Anti-Russian Instrument,” TASS
News Agency, Moscow, April 4, 2024, https://tass.ru/politika/20441313. — in Russian

8  “Russian Talk Shows: Ukraine Said to Have ‘No Chance of Success’ on Battlefield,” BBC
Monitoring, Round-up, April 20, 2023.

° Drobinin, “The Vision of a Multipolar World”; Andrey Pertsev, “Putin, the anti-
colonialist The Kremlin’s new model of Russian ‘soft power’ will fuel anti-Western
resentment in Southern Europe, South America, Africa, and Asia,” Meduza, November
11, 2022, https://meduza.io/en/feature/2022/11/11/putin-the-anti-colonialist.

10 “Russian TV Show Defends Plans to Deploy Nukes in Belarus,” BBC Monitoring, Report,
Rossiya 1 TV, Moscow, March 26, 2023. —in Russian

11 Aleksandr Gasyuk, “Russophiles and Multipolar Fighters from All Over the World Gath-
ered in Moscow,” Rossiyskaya Gazeta, February 26, 2024, https://rg.ru/2024/02/26/
rusofily-i-borcy-za-mnogopoliarnost-so-vsego-mira-sobralis-v-moskve.html. — in Rus-
sian

12 “Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov’s Article for Russia in Global Affairs Magazine, 5 May
2023,” Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Russian Federation Website, May 5, 2023,
https://mid.ru/en/foreign_policy/news/1867330/.
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Ukraine merges its people and territory with Russia in a process of “reunifica-
tion.”

Utilizing the British Broadcasting Corporation Monitoring (BBCM) service to
track and survey the use of the term “Anglo-Saxons” by Russian officials, media
representatives, state policy documents, and wider advocates of Russia’s narra-
tive, this article examines how Putin’s regime references the notion of “Anglo-
Saxons.” It argues that “Anglo-Saxons” became a trope during Putin’s fourth
presidential term, symbolizing a malign “collective West” intent on destabilizing
Russia. The supposed threat posed by the “Anglo-Saxons” is used to necessitate
political choices, legitimize internal order, characterize Russia’s alternative geo-
political identity, and present a vision of its preferred global order. After offering
a genealogy of the term, highlighting its evolving understandings in the medie-
val, early modern, and modern periods, the article identifies three core ways in
which official discourse deploys the “Anglo-Saxon” concept: 1) “Anglo-Saxon At-
lanticists” and the “collective West”; 2) the “Anglo-Saxon Reich” — “fascist Anglo-
Saxons elite” and “Ordinary Nazis”; and, 3) “Anglo-Saxons” as “Fifth Column”
and “Foreign Agent.” Finally, the article draws conclusions about the trajectory
of “Anglo-Saxon” usage and offers reflections on its effectiveness in legitimizing
current Russian policies and strategies.

Genealogy: Genesis and Lineage

The earliest usage of the term “Anglo-Saxons” refers to historical tribes that oc-
cupied Britain after the fall of the Roman Empire and the Roman retreat in the
5th century AD. Germanic tribes, the Angles and the Saxons (from the North Ger-
man plains), invaded the Roman province of Britannia as the Roman legions with-
drew. They overcame the Roman “forts of the Saxon shore,” bringing with them
their culture and language and assimilating the native Celtic Britons. A mosaic of
tribal kingdoms, each with its own dialects and linguistic traditions, existed until
the 11th century when King Harold was defeated at the Battle of Hastings in 1066
by William the Conqueror. After the Norman invasion, the subsequent narratives
of a “Norman Yoke” (similar to the “Mongol Yoke” in Russian historiography)
were accompanied by the notion of an “Anglo-Norman” order. In short, “Anglo-
Saxons” are today in Britain associated with heroic myths and legends, such as
“Beowulf” and “King Arthur and the Round Table,” lost in the Dark Ages (early
medieval history).

Beyond early medieval history, the phrase “Anglo-Saxon” in Western thinking
evolved in the early modern and modern periods to become synonymous with
an offshore European or transatlantic development model. This model, which
gained prominence in the 1980s, championed neoliberal ideals, free-market
principles, and privatization. It was underpinned by a Protestant-Calvinistic work
ethic, progress, and a legal system based on statutes and precedents. In contrast,
the continental Franco-German model, often referred to as “Rhineland capital-
ism,” was characterized by generous welfare services, a stronger emphasis on
social justice, and a more significant role for the government in the economy,
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with jurisprudence grounded in Roman law. In this context, the “Anglo-Saxon”
variant represents a maritime, naval power, as opposed to a land-based military
power.

Tracking BBCM references, the first media outlets to use the term “Anglo-
Saxons” were the Iranian Persian language press in the early 2010s, which high-
lighted the role of the “Anglo-Saxons” in pushing forward sanctions against
Iran’s nuclear program. At this time, there were no references to “Anglo-Saxons”
in the Russian political discourse. The first Russian government and pro-Kremlin,
state-controlled media references began to appear around 2018, drawing a dis-
tinction between the Slavic Eurasian civilizational world of Russia and that of
Western Europe. Since then, and especially in the lead-up to Russia’s full-scale
multi-axis attack on Ukraine on February 24, 2022, Putin and his circle have re-
ferred to the “collective West” and “Anglo-Saxons” with increasing frequency. In
Russia, the phrase “Anglo-Saxons” is not used as a synonym for a particular
Western development model but rather to reference a U.S.-centric world order
paradigm. The United States is seen as its global leader, the United Kingdom
plays a supporting role as the main U.S. ally, while continental Europe plays a
passive role.'® “Anglo-Saxon” is also used within this paradigm to characterize
conspiracy, encirclement, and threat. Two years into the full-scale attack, the
derogatory use of the term “Anglo-Saxons” increasingly appears in official
speeches and media reports, and state institutions have popularized its usage.
In 2023, for example, the Russian Ministry of Culture approved a list of priority
topics eligible for state support in film production, including the “popularization
of heroism” during the war in Ukraine, the “degradation of Europe,” the “neoco-
lonial policy of the countries of the Anglo-Saxon world,” and the “formation of a
multipolar world.” *

The foundations of a worldview populated by “Anglo-Saxon” enemies were
laid in the early 2000s. Nataliya Narochnitskaya, a nationalist historian and poli-
tician, produced scathing critiques of Russian “Westernizers” and Western no-
tions of universal human rights. In her major work, Russia and Russians in World
History (Rossiya i russkie v mirovoi istorii), she advanced a theory of Russian civ-
ilization and positioned Russia as a “civilizational state.” She argued that the Cold
War is best understood not as a struggle between totalitarianism and democracy
but as a clash of civilizations waged by the West against “post-Byzantine space”
for a millennium — beginning in 800 when Charlemagne was crowned emperor
by the Pope. Russian Orthodox civilization, based on Orthodox spirituality and
holistic-dialectal thinking, diverged from “Western Christianity,” which

13 Uliana Z. Artamonova, “‘Popcorn Diplomacy’: American Blockbusters and World
Order,” Russia in Global Affairs 20, no. 2 (April/June 2022): 105-128, https://doi.org/
10.31278/1810-6374-2022-20-2-105-128.

14 “Russian Films to Focus on “Anglo-Saxon Neocolonialism,” Promoting Army: The
Russian Ministry of Culture Has Identified Priority Topics for State Support for Film
Production in 2023,” Ministry of Culture of the Russian Federation Website, Moscow,
November 30, 2022. —in Russian
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Narochnitskaya asserted was diminished by the Renaissance, Reformation, and
Enlightenment, and concurrent traditions of humanism, secularism, and Aristo-
telian rationality. As Robert Horvath notes:

In Narochnitskaya’s narrative, Russia’s mortal enemies in the modern era
were the “Anglo-Saxons,” the English-speaking Atlantic democracies. What
made the Anglo-Saxons so dangerous was their Puritan, Calvinist heritage, a
heresy (apostasiya) that perverted their moral sensibility and guided their
conduct on the world stage. The Calvinist doctrine of predestination, which
reserved salvation for a divinely-chosen elect and condemned the rest to
eternal damnation, fortified the Anglo-Saxons’ contempt for alien civilizations
and their indifference to the trail of imperial devastation left by their pacifi-
cation of Ireland, North America, and India.?®

Narochinitskaya’s civilizational ideology was legitimized by Aleksandr
Panarin, a professor at Moscow State University, and popularized by Aleksandr
Dugin, an ultra-rightist publicist, theorist of multipolarity, and founder of the
Eurasian movement, who views geopolitics in classical terms as a struggle be-
tween land-based continental powers like Russia and sea-based Anglo-Saxon
oceanic powers. Her narrative is now representative of mainstream thinking in
Russia. Leonid Slutsky, chairman of Russia’s ultranationalist Liberal Democratic
Party of Russia (LDPR) and a Russian presidential candidate in 2024, stated in
2021: “We must remember that the ideology of the Anglo-Saxons is, in essence,
the ideology of an anti-Christian and therefore anti-human sect. It stands on the
precepts of Calvinist Protestantism.” He further noted: “The clearest confirma-
tion of the inhumane, fascist nature of Calvinism was the reconquest of Ireland
by the fanatical Protestant Oliver Cromwell.” 16

Alexander Shchipkov, a political philosopher, First Vice-Rector of the Russian
Orthodox University, stated: “Russians are being forced to claim that Russia is
the aggressor in Ukraine. In fact, it is known that Kyiv and the West were plan-
ning an attack on Donbas and Russian regions. Two dates are named — April 25
and March 8. Therefore, the Supreme Commander-in-Chief decided to launch a
preemptive strike.” The logic of this decision is obvious and was voiced by Vladi-
mir Putin: “Russia has no right to repeat the mistake of 1941 and must act pro-
actively.” Without missing a beat, Shchipkov continues: “President Vladimir
Putin did not call the West an empire of lies for the sake of a nice word. This is
an extremely accurate definition of the essence of how the Anglo-Saxons work.

15 Robert Horvath, “The Reinvention of ‘Traditional Values’: Nataliya Narochnitskaya and
Russia’s Assault on Universal Human Rights,” Europe-Asia Studies 68, no. 5 (2016):
868-892, https://doi.org/10.1080/09668136.2016.1184230.

16 Leonid Slutsky, “The Ideology of the Liberal Democratic Party of the 21st Century Is
Anti-fascism,” Rossiyskaya Gazeta, June 21, 2023, https://rg.ru/2023/06/21/ideolo
giia-ldpr-xxi-veka-antifashizm.html.
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Informational truth, on the other hand, strategically works for the long term and
wins.” %7

For this narrative to work, Calvinism and Cromwell become the early modern
ideational transmission belt that bridges early medieval Anglo-Saxon polities
with the 215t century. However, this notional bridge cannot bear their ahistorical
weight. Calvinist thinking did not dominate in the post-independence United
States, where Thomas Jefferson ensured a separation, not a fusion, of Church
and State. In Britain, a restoration of the Stuart dynasty followed Cromwell’s
death, and with it, the Anglican Church became dominant in England and the
Episcopalian Church in Scotland. The term “Anglo-Saxon” lost its meaning in the
process.

As lvan Timofeev notes, Russia’s current use of “Anglo-Saxons” overlooks sev-
eral key historical facts. In the early 20th century, for example, “Great Britain
seriously considered the scenario of a naval war against the United States.
Within the United States itself, in 1861, a civil war broke out between two camps
of “Anglo-Saxons,” which claimed more than half a million lives. In 1814, the Brit-
ish burned the White House and many other government buildings in Washing-
ton, and a few decades earlier, cultural and civilizational proximity did not help
them keep 13 colonies obedient.” 1® Even as a descriptor of the United States,
the term is deficient. Indeed, the U.S. ambassador to Russia, Lynne Tracy, has
argued that the term “Anglo-Saxons” used by the Kremlin to describe American
and British leadership does not reflect reality. The United States, she points out,
is “enriched” by immigrants and is a “multinational country where people from
all over the world live.” ¥°

Heritage: “Anglo-Saxons” Form and Function

In general, Russia’s political establishment and pro-Kremlin state-controlled me-
dia characterize the “Anglo-Saxons” as forming a powerful establishment that
acts as instructors, overseers, masterminds, and controllers. These “Atlanticist
Nazis” are depicted as the inheritors of Hitler’s ideology of racial, ethnic, cultural,
and economic superiority. Just as Hitler sought to deprive Russia of its prospects
for independent socio-economic and cultural-civilizational development, the
new “Atlanticist Nazis” are seen as continuing that mission. Russia contends that
the “Zelensky regime” operates “on instruction from its Anglo-Saxon overseers,”

17 Alexander Shchipkov, “Aggression Against Russia’s Intellect: Around the Special Oper-
ation in Ukraine There Is a Struggle Between Short-term Lies and Long-term Truth,”
Nezavisimaya Gazeta, May 30, 2022, https://www.ng.ru/kartblansh/2022-05-30/3_8
448_kb.html.

18 Jvan N. Timofeev, “A State as Civilisation and Political Theory,” Russia in Global Affairs,
Valdai Papers, May 23, 2023, https://eng.globalaffairs.ru/articles/a-state-as-civilisa
tion/.

1% “US Envoy Questions Russian Use of Term ‘Anglo-Saxons’,” Vision Newspapers Online,
April 29, 2023, https://visionnewspapers.com/us-envoy-questions-russian-use-of-
term-anglo-saxons/.
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and that “Ukraine is in any case run by Anglo-Saxon masters.” Additionally, the
Russian narrative asserts that “Anglo-Saxon colonizers cynically use other na-
tions,” with the Estonian authorities described as “the conduits of the will of the
Anglo-Saxon colonial power.” The “Anglo-Saxons” are also accused of holding a
“monopoly on the global information streams,” allegedly controlling more than
three-quarters of the world’s media, including social networks.

President Putin himself publicly justified his interview with American politi-
cal commentator Tucker Carlson on February 8, 2024, precisely because Carlson
was not part of the “traditional Anglo-Saxon media.” 2° Further reinforcing this
narrative, FSB Director Alexander Bortnikov, in an address to the heads of the
Russia-led CIS security services in Minsk, accused the United Kingdom and the
United States of seeking to prolong the Ukraine war to preserve their “financial
hegemony.” He stated: “The Anglo-Saxons’ design is obvious: to expand their
capacity to influence the world’s key resources and transit regions, retain the
hegemony of the transnational capital based in the U.S. and Great Britain, and
camouflage their responsibility for the current global economic crisis.” 2

Similarly, Russian Deputy Prime Minister Dmitry Chernyshenko accused the
“Anglo-Saxon” powers of orchestrating a conspiracy within the International
Olympic Committee (I0C) to block Russian athletes from competing in interna-
tional sports competitions: “We saw how, at the behest of the Anglo-Saxons, all
international organizations, starting with the 10C, began to put obstacles for the
participation of our athletes in international sports competitions, and they con-
tinue to do so.” 2

As Russia’s political and media discourse escalated in the lead-up to and after
the February 2022 full-scale invasion of Ukraine, the language used to describe
“Anglo-Saxons” has become markedly more violent and extreme. In December
2021, Foreign Ministry spokeswoman Maria Zakharova described the “Anglo-
Saxon tandem” as holding “cannibalistic views.” 23 By April 2022, “Anglo-Saxon

20 Artem Efimov, Vitaly Vasilchenko, and Ilya Lyapin, “The Collective West: What Is Putin
Really Talking about When He Rails against the West?” Meduza, February 20, 2024,
https://meduza.io/en/feature/2024/02/20/the-collective-west;  Tucker  Carlson,
though, might more traditionally be thought as an exemplar of WASP (White Anglo-
Saxon Protestant) elite in US (inherited wealth and of early colonial “Anglo-Saxon
stock”).

21 “Russian FSB Chief Says US, UK Need Ukraine War for Financial ‘Hegemony’,” TASS
News Agency, Moscow, June 1, 2023. —in Russian

22 Duncan Mackay, “Chernyshenko Blames Anglo-Saxon Countries for Russia’s Interna-
tional Sports Isolation,” Inside the Games, March 1, 2023, https://www.insidethe
games.biz/articles/1134298/chernyshenko-anglo-saxon-conspiracy.

23 Yevgeniy Verlin, “Cramped, but Not So Much. Or Not Even at All. Most Political
Analysts Regarded the Conclusion about the Alliance between Moscow and Beijing as
at Least Premature,” Republic: Heartland, December 16, 2021, https://republic.ru/
posts/102639. — in Russian
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respectability” is portrayed as a mere fagade, masking “hatred, anger, and inhu-
manity.” >* This concept of subterfuge and camouflage as a core element in “An-
glo-Saxon” diplomacy is further expressed through the term “diarrhoeal dema-
gogy”: “In place of diplomacy, the Anglo-Saxons are distinctively substituting co-
ercion, subordination, intervention. For now, they still cover it up with a huge
number of increasingly depreciating words — playing at democracy.” 2°

Dmitry Medvedev, Russia’s Deputy Head of the Security Council, also em-
ployed this metaphor, intensifying its usage. In September 2022, Medvedev ex-
plicitly warned that Russia would consider using nuclear weapons against
Ukraine “if necessary.” In his statement, he argued that “our enemies love to
make grandiloquent statements, using the terms ‘freedom,’ ‘democracy,” ‘mis-
sion.” In fact, this is just ritual verbal diarrhea.” He further described this rhetoric
as “fountains of diarrhoeal demagogy, coupled with vicious croaking rhetoric,”
which he claimed has become a “long-proven weapon of the Anglo-Saxon world,
with which they flood the rest of humanity in an attempt to defend their exclu-
sivity and the right to rule the world.” 26

Nikolai Patrushev, the former secretary of the Russian Security Council and a
key figure within Putin’s inner circle, is perhaps the most consistent and vocal
user of the term “Anglo-Saxon,” attributing to this epithet the most malign intent
and behavior. For example, in April 2023, he berated the “Anglo-Saxons” and
their “inhuman plans” involving “biological research,” stating: “The Anglo-Saxon-
led collective West continues to entertain the hope of defeating Russia, isolating
on the world stage, and depriving it of its status as a great power capable of
resisting the United States and its pursuit of global domination. It is important to
understand that we have always stood in their way as they pursue these inhu-
man plans.” %’

In November that year, Patrushev warned of an increased risk of sabotage
attacks against Russia from Ukraine involving biological weapons, describing this
as a potential “biological war” at a meeting of the Scientific Council. He also re-
iterated Moscow’s longstanding claims that the United States has been attempt-
ing to develop “artificial pathogens and microorganisms” in laboratories estab-
lished in some of Russia’s neighboring countries. Additionally, he argued that
“the Anglo-Saxons,” under pretexts he deemed far-fetched, were obstructing

2 |van Egorov interview with Russian Security Council Secretary Nikolai Patrushev
headlined: “The Liar in the Rye.”

% Andrey Mukovozchik, “The Anglo-Saxons Only Hide Behind Diplomacy and
Democracy. While in Fact They Are Carrying Out Intervention,” Belarus Segodnya, June
10, 2022, https://www.sb.by/articles/kak-v-prorubi.html. — in Russian

26 “pytin Ally Says Russia Will Use Nuclear Weapon in Ukraine ‘If Necessary’,” Telegram
messaging service, September 27, 2022. —in Russian

27 “Russian TV news: Lavrov at UN, NATO’S ‘proxy-war,” ‘neo-Nazism’,” Main themes on
Russian primetime TV news on NTV, Rossiya 1 and Channel One on April 25,2022, BBC
Monitoring, “Roundup,” April 26, 2023.
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the creation of verification mechanisms under the conventions on the prohibi-
tion of biological and chemical weapons, which would place the biological activ-
ities of states party to the Convention under international control.?®

“Anglo-Saxon Atlanticists” and the “Collective West”

Context matters as it gives meaning. Russia uses the term “Anglo-Saxons” to de-
scribe its relationship with Europe and to frame its position as a state-civilization
within a global context. While references to “Anglo-Saxons” appear in discus-
sions of both European and global Russian imaginaries, we can infer that its
meaning changes depending on the perceived functional utility of the term in
Russian discourse, particularly in advancing Russian interests in the context of
strategic confrontation.

When imagining the Euro-Atlantic world, Russia identifies a “Western civili-
zation” with distinct Anglo-Saxon and continental Europe components.?® Russia
promotes the notion of a divide between the United States and the United King-
dom (referred to as the “Atlanticists”) on one side and the community of conti-
nental European states on the other — a community, it argues, undergoing a
“crisis of traditional values.” Interestingly, Russia positions itself, as a traditional
Christian (Orthodox) state, as the embodiment of “true Europe” and the de-
fender of “traditional European values” against “foreign values” like those asso-
ciated with the Anglo-Saxons.

This understanding finds official institutional expression in Russia’s 2023 For-
eign Policy Concept, which offers insights into the ideological underpinnings of
Russia’s strategic elite. The Concept provides a list of priority areas for Russian
regional foreign policy. Notably, the term “Near Abroad” receives its first official
usage and is listed as the top priority, while “Europe” ranks eighth and “United
States and other Anglo-Saxon states” ninth.3° The inherent incoherence of the
term “Anglo-Saxon” is evident, as the document refrains from specifically nam-
ing states deemed “Anglo-Saxon.” Canada is not mentioned at all, while the
United Kingdom is given just a brief paragraph. The “U.S. and other Anglo-Saxon
states” are described as the “main inspirers, organizers, and executors of the

28 “patrushev Warns of Risks of Biological Threats in Southern Russia,” TASS News
Agency, April 27, 2022, https://tass.ru/politika/14492681. — in Russian

29 “Article by Alexey Drobinin, Director, Foreign Policy Planning Department, Russia’s
Foreign Ministry ‘The Vision of a Multipolar World: The Civilizational Factor and
Russia’s Place in the Emerging World Order,” the Journal ‘Russia in Global Affairs,”
February 20, 2023,” Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Russian Federation Website,
February 20, 2023, https://mid.ru/en/foreign_policy/news/1854841/.

30 Alexander E. Konkov, “Rules for a Game without Rules: In Search of a Foreign-Policy
Breakthrough,” Russia in Global Affairs 21, no. 3 (July/September 2023): 114-126,
https://eng.globalaffairs.ru/articles/rules-for-a-game-without-rules/.
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aggressive anti-Russia policy of the collective West” (article 62).3* More specifi-
cally, a statement published on Russia’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs website on
April 10, 2024, listed 22 representatives from UK state bodies, IT, and legal ser-
vices sectors who were banned from entering Russia. The reason given: these
individuals were deemed “accomplices to neo-Nazis, responsible for the deaths
of people and potentially involved in activities against any country whose au-
thorities do not align with the Anglo-Saxons.” 32

The objective here is to suggest that non-Anglo-Saxon Europe should align
with Russia, or “true Europe,” thereby creating a new Paris-Berlin-Moscow axis,
reminiscent of the alignment achieved on the eve of the Iraq war in March 2003.
Russia’s leadership targets not only its domestic audience and the global South
but also employs propaganda to influence the political discourse within Europe’s
democratic societies. As Kremlin spokesman Dmitry Peskov puts it: “In general,
the Anglo-Saxons are significantly ramping up tension on the European conti-
nent. In this case, we, the Europeans, have something to think about. When a
country outside our continent stirs up tension in our own home, that is wrong,
and until we, Europeans, recognize that this harms us, | don’t think the situation
can be rectified.” 33 This sentiment is echoed by Andrey Mukovozchik, who ar-
gues that the “Anglo-Saxons” are transitioning from using proxies to directly
managing the structures they control: “By forcing Europe to impose insane sanc-
tions on Belarus and Russia while simultaneously threatening with sanctions for
the development of economic cooperation with China, the Anglo-Saxons have
effectively subjugated the European Union.” 3 This theme was then echoed by
Republika Srpska’s President Milorad Dodik, who argues that Russia has every
right to defend its freedom, state, and people, adding that the “Anglo-Saxons”
have pushed the European Union into conflict with Russia in Ukraine, depriving
Europeans of cheap Russian gas and thereby weakening the EU economy.?®

In a global context, the Euro-Atlantic world is no longer the central reference
point; the focus is on a united “collective West” — the so-called “civilized world.”
This world is led by an elite G7 circle, with a British-American axis at its core (the
“Anglo-Saxon core”), which opposes the “Russian world” and other “civilizational
states.” Putin first used the phrase “the collective West” during his 2021 annual

31 “The Concept of the Foreign Policy of the Russian Federation,” Ministry of Foreign
Affairs of the Russian Federation Website, March 31, 2023, https://mid.ru/en/foreign_
policy/fundamental_documents/1860586/.

32 “Statement by the Russian Foreign Ministry on Personal Sanctions against Representa-
tives of Government Agencies, the IT Sector and the UK Legal Services Market,”
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Russian Federation Website, Moscow, April 10, 2024,
https://www.mid.ru/ru/foreign_policy/news/1943473/. — in Russian

33 “peskov Called London’s Threats to Seize Russian Property an Alarming Signal,”
Interfax News Agency, Moscow, January 31, 2022, www.interfax.ru/russia/819336. —
in Russian

34 Mukovozchik, “The Anglo-Saxons Only Hide Behind Diplomacy and Democracy.”

35 “Bosnian Serb leader says Russia has right to defend its freedom,” Alternativna
Televizija (ATV), Banja Luka, in Serbian, 9 April 2024.
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address to Russia’s Federal Assembly and reiterated it in September 2022 when
announcing mobilization. He stated: “Russia opposes the collective West,” which
“seeks to break up the country into parts.” 3¢

Russian Foreign Ministry spokeswoman Maria Zakharova has accused the
United States and the United Kingdom of manipulating the G7 — a group whose
relevance, she claims, is “over for good.” She criticizes the G7 for making “Rus-
sophobic statements based on hatred” and calls for the “acceptance of the ob-
jective reality of the multipolar world in the making, without hegemony and ne-
ocolonial diktat.” Zakharova argues that “G7 has, above all, through the efforts
of the Anglo-Saxons, been turned into a certain headquarters for the West's fight
against Russia and other independent states seeking to develop legitimate ties
with each other.” According to her, Washington and London are effectively using
representatives from Berlin, Tokyo, Paris, and Rome as “useful idiots” to ensure
support for their anti-Russian agenda.?”

In contrast to the “collective West,” Russia is portrayed as a “civilizational
state” — a global bulwark against the Western world’s “totalitarian liberalism.” 38
Russia’s 2023 Foreign Policy Concept further characterizes Russia as distinct from
Europe, describing it as a “distinctive (samobytnaia) state-civilization” (Article 4)
with its unique historical trajectory, strategic orientation, core values, philoso-
phy of self-sufficient development, and commitment to absolute sovereignty.3®
Russia is also depicted as a “vast Eurasian and Euro-Pacific power,” which, due
to its continental dimensions, asserts that it can “maintain sovereignty on the
civilizational level.” %0 In this framework, every “civilization” has a core, along
with peripheral areas, which lack full sovereignty. Ukraine, then, is seen as one
such contested periphery.

By 2024, Kremlin spokesman Dmitry Peskov stated, “The special military op-
eration began as an operation against Ukraine; over time, it has taken on the
form of a war against the collective West, a war in which the countries of the
collective West, led by the United States, are directly involved.” ** The special
military operation (SVO) represents a collision of “tectonic plates,” where Rus-
sian victory—or “reunification” —delivers a blow against the unipolar “Anglo-

3¢ Efimov, Vasilchenko, and Lyapin, “The Collective West: What Is Putin Really Talking
about When He Rails against the West?”

37 “Russia criticises G7’s ‘Russophobic’ statement,” Ministry of Foreign Affairs, in
Russian, 27 February 2024; Ivan Pankin and Victor Matrosov, “Maria Zakharova on
Radio KP: The Anglo-Saxons want to create instability along the entire perimeter of
Russia. The protests in Georgia are a prime example of this,” Radio Komsomolskaya
Pravda, 15 March 2023.

38 Efimov, Vasilchenko, and Lyapin, “The Collective West: What Is Putin Really Talking
about When He Rails against the West?”

39 “The Concept of the Foreign Policy of the Russian Federation.”

40 Mikhail Suslov, “Isolationism, a Broad Eurasian Partnership, and a Left Tinge,”
Russia.Post, April 20, 2023, https://russiapost.info/politics/isolationism.

41 “Kremlin says ‘military operation’ in Ukraine turned into war with West,” TASS News
Agency, February 14, 2024. — in Russian
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Saxon” world and accelerates the shift toward “fair multipolarity.” “Reunifica-
tion” has become a mystical, sacred mission, justifying militancy, militarism, the
cult of power, and hyper-nationalism. In this narrative, war is normalized, and
“inevitable” victory is seen as the key to affirming Russia’s true identity as a
“state-civilization.” 4

In 2024, Oleg Stepanov, Russia’s ambassador to Canada, argued that Ukraine
has never had true agency, always acting as a U.S. proxy and remaining under
external control in line with “Anglo-Saxon methodology.” He claimed, “In 2014,
Washington put Kyiv on a short leash. The U.S. has been cultivating Russophobia
after failing to shape Ukraine through “orange revolutions” —a “showcase of de-
mocracy” according to Anglo-Saxon methodology. The objective was to gain lev-
erage against Russia and initiate a conflict to reestablish Washington’s control
over Europe and the collective West during the decline of American-centric im-
perialism.” 43

Russian Foreign Minister Sergei Lavrov went further, stating that all European
states are now under the sway of an “Anglo-Saxon collective”: “Ukraine is a bar-
gaining chip, a tool manipulated primarily by the United States and Great Britain
—an Anglo-Saxon collective, now leading the West. NATO and the European Un-
ion, which have lost their independence long ago, are entirely obedient to it.” 4

“Anglo-Saxons” are portrayed as puppet masters, determined to arm Ukraine
and support Ukrainian terrorist attacks against Russia, escalating the conflict
while undermining Russian efforts to negotiate a ceasefire and initiate peace
talks. FSB chief Alexander Bortnikov claims that the United States and the United
Kingdom are using Ukraine as a proxy for perpetrating acts of terrorism and sab-
otage on Russian territory. According to Bortnikov, the Anglo-Saxons are behind
the Ukrainian “centers for psychological operations,” which are waging a “mas-
sive campaign to destabilize Russia,” fomenting protests, promoting “neo-Nazi
ideas,” and recruiting Russian nationals for acts of sabotage and terrorism.*>

In March 2024, Sergei Naryshkin, head of Russia’s Foreign Intelligence Service
(SVR), accused “the Anglo-Saxons” of orchestrating the September 2022 explo-
sions that damaged the Nord Stream underwater natural gas pipelines: “We, of
course, had information and circumstantial signs pointing to who had done it.

42 Vladimir Pastukhov, “Operation ‘Russian Chromosome.” What to Do after It,” Novaya
Gazeta, March 23, 2022, https://novayagazeta.ru/articles/2022/03/23/vladimir-
pastukhov-operatsiia-russkaia-khromosoma. — in Russian

43 “Ambassador of Russia in Canada Oleg V. Stepanov about ‘Malorossiya and a Little
about the Future,” February 22, 2024,” Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Russian
Federation, February 24, 2024, https://mid.ru/en/foreign_policy/news/1934361/.

44 “Russia’s Lavrov interviewed by Bosnian Serb TV on Ukraine, B-H, Kosovo,” Ministry of
Foreign Affairs website, in Russian, 4 June 2022.

45 “Russian TV News: Zelensky US Visit a Fiasco,” Main themes on Russian primetime TV
news on NTV, Rossiya and Channel One on December 12, 2023, BBC Monitoring,
Report, December 13, 2023.
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The authors of the act themselves provided those circumstantial signs. The puz-
zle was complete. And that puzzle evidently points to the authors.” 46

The “Anglo-Saxons” are accused of not only widening and escalating the war
but also derailing peace talks between Russia and Ukraine. Russian state TV day-
time talk shows highlighted remarks by David Arakhamia, leader of President Vo-
lodymyr Zelensky’s Servant of the People party and head of the Ukrainian dele-
gation during talks with Russia in 2022. Arakhamia claimed that Russia had pro-
posed a cessation of hostilities in spring 2022, conditional on Ukraine abandon-
ing its NATO aspirations and adopting neutrality. However, then-UK Prime Min-
ister Boris Johnson reportedly made a surprise visit to Kyiv and urged Ukraine
not to sign any potential agreement with Russia but to continue pushing for a
military victory. Olga Skabeyeva, the host of Rossiya 1’s 60 Minut, commented:
“Arakhamia has now confirmed that everything we said previously was true. The
Anglo-Saxons indeed ordered that the war be continued, and Boris Johnson ut-
tered the phrase ‘Don’t sign anything with Moscow — just fight!’.” Military pundit
Igor Korotchenko added that it was “important to note that the UK, and the An-
glo-Saxons as a whole, especially the British-American axis, are the main ideo-
logues behind continuing a war that holds absolutely no prospects for
Ukraine.” %

For Putin, the period between the 15-17 March 2024 “election victory” and
his 5th term inauguration on 7 May marks a critical phase where “Anglo-Saxon”
destabilization becomes the glue that hardens and seals an all-encompassing en-
circlement narrative. The “collective West” concept also serves as an effective
synonym. This narrative of “resistance to encirclement” is expected to be a key
performance indicator for Putin’s leadership through 2030. In the aftermath of
the terrorist attack at Moscow’s Crocus City Hall on March 22, 2024, Russia’s
Communist Party leader, Gennady Zyuganov, claimed the attack was planned by
the “Anglo-Saxons.” Speaking to Rossiya 24, he said: “Unfortunately, many of
our citizens do not fully realize that the Anglo-Saxons, NATO, are conducting a
war to destroy the Russian people. This wild, absolutely disgusting, barbaric ter-
rorist attack is clear proof.” He then pointed to the “professional training” and
“lack of mercy” of the terrorists, as well as the upcoming 25th anniversary of
NATO’s bombing of Yugoslavia, as purported evidence of NATO's involvement.

46 “SVR: There Were Signs That the Anglo-Saxons Blew up the Nord Streams, Then the
‘Mosaic Came Together’,” TASS News Agency, March 5, 2024, https://tass.ru/politika/
20163369. —in Russian. In September 2022, President Vladimir Putin through Dmitry
Peskov accused “the Anglo-Saxons” of being behind the explosions that ruptured the
Nord Stream natural gas pipelines in the Baltic Sea in 2022: “This act of terrorism
against critical energy infrastructure, which also belonged to an international joint
venture, was certainly, one way or another, organized by the United States of America
and the United Kingdom. And they are in any case complicit in this terrorist act.”
“Russia Blames US, UK for ‘Terrorist Attack’ on Nord Stream Pipeline,” TASS News
Agency, September 27, 2023. —in Russian

47 “Russian Talk Shows: UK’s Johnson Accused of Derailing Ukraine Peace Deal,” BBC
Monitoring, Round-up, November 27, 2023.
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Zyuganov dismissed reports of IS involvement as “crocodile tears” and suggested
they were part of a U.S. attempt “to send everyone on a wild goose chase.” 4

Security Council Secretary Nikolai Patrushev echoed these claims, stating that
Ukraine had “financed” the attack but was ultimately “not independent, being
run by the Anglo-Saxons.” #° He asserted that NATO was “being used as a tool for
Washington to conduct hybrid wars,” with “its members obediently following
instructions to apply economic sanctions, freeze financial resources, conduct in-
telligence operations, carry out psychological warfare, launch cyberattacks, and
are involved in actions to undermine and disorganize the public administration
system of countries that do not agree with the policies of the Anglo-Saxons.” >°
Patrushev further reiterated these points when speaking at a regular annual
meeting on security issues in Russia’s North-Western Federal District, citing a
backdrop of “sabotage and terrorist activities by Ukrainian neo-Nazis using fas-
cist methods.” Ukraine’s actions were directed, he asserted, and “having failed
to achieve success on the battlefield, the criminal Kyiv regime, supported by the
Anglo-Saxons and their henchmen, and with their direct coordination, deliber-
ately commits acts of sabotage against civilian facilities, shells Russian border
regions, uses fire weapons against the civilian population, commits terrorist acts
in places of mass gathering of people, organizes assassination attempts on gov-
ernment officials, public figures and journalists.” >

There is an obvious tension and dissonance between the Euro-Atlantic and
global contexts despite the recurring presence of “Anglo-Saxons” in both narra-
tives. Within the Euro-Atlantic space, there is a division between the “Anglo-
Saxon” Atlanticists and the European continental core, of which Russia is consid-
ered a part. On a global scale, the order is framed as a struggle between a united
“collective West” (the G7) with its “Anglo-Saxon” core—portrayed as an eternal,

48 “Briefing: Russia Commentators Sceptical of IS Moscow Attack Claim, Blame Ukraine,”
BBC Monitoring, Insight, March 23, 2024. This assertion of “Anglo-Saxon”
masterminds is echoed by propagandists in Belarus and Transnistria; see respectively:
Andrey Mukovozchik, “After the Terrorist Attack in the Suburbs of Moscow, Feelings
Are Overwhelming. But They Must Be Followed by Thoughts,” Belarus Today, March
24, 2024, https://www.sb.by/articles/ne-dopustit.html. — in Russian; Andrey Safonov,
“Crocus: Almost a Day Later. 10 Brief Conclusions,” Facebook, March 23, 2024,
https://www.facebook.com/permalink.php?story_fbid=pfbidOBwWdffbcSf8QTyzf51
8J5¢jxtQDr4vos9QujFJnPR6Qx9vfgzPXgoPZteBh5kK6RI&id=100006431271563&_rdr.
—in Russian

49 “Russian Weekly TV Highlights: NATO, 75, ‘Devours’ Nations, ‘Creeps in’ on Russia,”
BBC Monitoring, Round-up, April 9, 2024.

50 Vitaly Tseplyaev, “‘Bloody History.” Nikolai Patrushev Explained What NATO Has Come

to in 75 Years,” Argumenty i Fakty, April 1, 2024, https://aif.ru/politics/world/-krova

vaya-istoriya-nikolay-patrushev-obyasnil-k-chemu-nato-prishlo-za-75-let. — in Russian

“Patrushev: Ukrainian Neo-Nazis Are Becoming More Active in Russia,” TASS News

Agency, Moscow, April 16, 2024, https://tass.ru/obschestvo/20559387. - in Russian.

See also: lvan Egorov, “Patrushev: Russia’s Power and Potential Have Always Irritated

the West,” Rossiyskaya Gazeta, April 16, 2024, https://rg.ru/2024/04/16/anglo

saksam-zdes-ne-rady.html.
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existential threat to Russia and as being on the wrong side of history—and Rus-
sia, which presents itself as a “civilizational-state” on the right side of history,
sitting alongside, as Dugin noted, “Chinese, Indian, Islamic, African, Latin Ameri-
can alternative civilizations to the West, which today are also looking for their
own ideas. We are united by the fact that we categorically reject the hegemony
of the United States and the unipolar world.” 2

The “Anglo-Saxon Reich” — “Fascist Anglo-Saxons Elite”
and “Ordinary Nazis”

Another related “Anglo-Saxon” sub-theme worth exploring is the notion that the
current “fascist Anglo-Saxons” are the intellectual and practical successors of
Nazi Germany. This assertion rests on two key claims. First, the “Zelensky re-
gime” itself is Nazi, often labeled a “Nazi Junta,” and since it is seen as a proxy,
its “masters”—the “Anglo-Saxons”—must therefore also be considered Nazi.
Second, this connection is not merely implied guilt by association; it is argued
that the “Anglo-Saxon” powers represent both the intellectual precursors of the
“Third Reich” and the inheritors of its legacy.

Toillustrate the first pillar, Yevgeny Popov, host of Rossiya 1’s 60 Minut morn-
ing edition, drew parallels between present-day events and Nazi-era Germany
on February 2, 2023, marking the 80th anniversary of the Soviet victory over Nazi
Germany in the battle of Stalingrad (now Volgograd). As footage of German De-
fense Minister Boris Pistorius riding a Leopard 2 tank was shown, Popov stated
that the tanks were to be sent on to “Ukrainian neo-Nazis, worthy successors of
the Third Reich.” He also pointed out that the tank’s side was adorned with
“practically the same crosses” that the Soviet people had seen on Germany’s
WWiIl-era Tiger tanks 80 years ago. Popov then questioned: “Did no one tell Pis-
torius that he climbed into the tank the day before the anniversary of the Battle
of Stalingrad, actually on the eve? Or did he forget, or was it intentional?” >3

In August 2023, both Lavrov and Patrushev separately commented on the
role of the “Anglo-Saxons.” Addressing the 11th Moscow Conference on Inter-
national Security, Lavrov stated that:

The “collective West,” allegedly to “save” the neo-Nazi Kyiv regime, has
launched a hybrid aggression against Russia that spanned the military, politi-
cal, legal, economic, and humanitarian spheres. Numerous facts unequivo-
cally confirm that the Anglo-Saxons and their underlings spent years prepar-
ing the Kyiv regime for war, pouring weapons into Ukraine, and sabotaging
the unanimously approved UN Security Council resolution on a peaceful set-
tlement that took into consideration the legitimate interests of Donbas resi-
dents. On the contrary, the West tacitly and even approvingly observed as the

52 Gasyuk, “Russophiles and Multipolar Fighters from All Over the World Gathered in
Moscow.”

53 “Russian Talk Shows: Germany’s Nazi Past Invoked on Stalingrad Anniversary,” BBC
Monitoring, Round-up, February 2, 2023.
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putschist-founded Kyiv regime enacted laws banning the Russian language in
education and culture, media, and everyday life.>*

Patrushev widened the aperture, claiming that, under the dictation of the
“Anglo-Saxons,” Russophobia has spread throughout Ukraine and other Euro-
pean countries, particularly the Baltic states, “where everything Russian is also
persecuted.” He argued that by installing a “neo-Nazi terrorist regime to power
in Ukraine as a result of a bloody coup d’état, the Anglo-Saxons unleashed gen-
ocide against the Russian population. Since 2014, the residents of Donbas, and
these are mostly Russian people, have been subject to violence and physical de-
struction.” >

On February 18, 2024, Rossiya 1 revisited its familiar anti-Western and anti-
Ukraine tropes in a report marking the 10th anniversary of Ukraine’s 2014 Euro-
Maidan “Revolution of Dignity.” Dmitry Kiselyov of “Vesti Nedeli” characterized
this event as a “bloody coup” that was “supported by the CIA” and enabled by
Georgian snipers. He also suggested that current NATO Secretary General Jens
Stoltenberg might be considered for a role as a “special envoy” for Ukraine: “If
this is the case, then the Anglo-Saxons are acting according to the logic and ex-
perience of the Third Reich. After all, a special envoy for Ukraine is exactly the
same as Reichskommissar Erich Koch, a Gauleiter, a governor. Dress Stoltenberg
in Koch’s uniform — and how organic, isn’t it?” ¢ This commentary was accom-
panied by an image of Stoltenberg in a Nazi uniform.

In justifying Russia’s full-scale, multi-axis attack on Ukraine in February 2022,
Dmitry Medvedev argued: “We could not idly watch how the odious nationalist
regime of the heirs of Konovalets, Bandera, and Shukhevych [Ukrainian nation-
alist leaders before and during WW?2], with the support of their supervisors,
sought to obliterate not only Russia but the entire ‘Russian world,” of which hun-
dreds of millions proudly count themselves as members.” >” According to this
logic, “Ukraine is a spearhead in the hands of the Anglo-Saxons. They want to kill
the Russian bear with this spear.” 58 This kind of thinking is also reflected in the

54 “Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov’s Remarks at the 11th Moscow Conference on Inter-
national Security, Moscow, August 15, 2023,” Ministry of Foreign Affairs, August 15,
2023, https://mid.ru/en/foreign_policy/news/1900527/.

55 Ivan Egorov, “Patrushev Accused the West of Unleashing Genocide of the Russian Pop-
ulation in Ukraine,” TASS News Agency, September 21, 2023, https://tass.ru/politika/
18805995. —in Russian

56 “Russian Weekly TV Highlights: Scarce Navalny Coverage, Focus on Putin, Avdiivka,”
Main themes on Russian TV weekly news review programmes on Rossiya 1, Channel
One and NTV on February 18, 2024, BBC Monitoring, Round-up, February 19, 2024.

57 Dmitry Medvedev, “Our People, Our Land, Our Truth,” Rossiyskaya Gazeta, December
26, 2022, https://cdnstatic.rg.ru/uploads/attachments/2022/12/25/rg012612_al4.pdf.
—in Russian

58 Daniil Bezsonov, “Ukraine Is the Tip of the Spear in the Hands of the Anglo-Saxons,”
For the Glory of the Motherland (Belarusian Military Newspaper), December 7, 2023,
https://vsr.mil.by/rubrics/est_mnenie/daniil_bezsonov_ukraina_nakonechnik_kopya
_v_rukakh_anglosaksov/.
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graffiti left by retreating Russian soldiers in a school in Velyka Oleksandrivka,
Kherson region. The graffiti reads: “Death to Yankee. Death to the Anglo-Saxons.
And to the Jews and Euro-Gay.” >°

Second, the claim that the “Anglo-Saxons” were the genesis of the “Third
Reich,” as well as its supposed role as keeper of the flame in the form of the
“Atlantic Reich,” is a provocative element in the Russian narrative. Political ana-
lyst Alexei Martynov suggests that Nazi propaganda drew heavily from “Anglo-
Saxon” models and originated from British colonial ideology. According to this
reasoning, Hitler admired the Anglo-Saxons but was disappointed by Britain’s re-
fusal to ally with him, attributing this to Britain’s unwillingness to tolerate equal
partnerships.?® The assertion is that the British colonial model of racial suprem-
acy largely predetermined the ideology of the “Third Reich.” The idea of “Anglo-
Saxon” civilizational supremacy, Senior Russian MP Leonid Slutsky contends, rep-
resents a form of “creeping fascism,” which he describes as a strategic tool in the
“Anglo-Saxon” struggle against Russia. This ideology, he argues, was “invented
to curb the growth of the Russian Empire’s long-term political and economic in-
fluence, specifically targeting Russian civilization on the European continent.” 6!

In 2016, then State Duma Speaker Sergei Naryshkin referenced Winston
Churchill’s March 1946 “Iron Curtain” speech in Fulton, asserting it served as a
“signal for the start of the Cold War” and proclaimed a world order “Anglo-
Saxon-style,” where the USSR was marked as an adversary, and Churchill advo-
cated dealing with it “from a position of strength.” 2 In May 2023, Foreign Min-
ister Sergei Lavrov likened NATQ'’s eastward expansion to Hitler’s Drang nach
Osten (Drive to the East).5® Later in 2023, Nikolai Patrushev, drawing on Alexan-
der Shchipkov’'s Unfinished Nazism, paints a straight line from the early British
colonial model to the “Third Reich” and onward to modern “Atlanticist Nazism.”
According to Patrushev, the ideas of the “blackshirts” and “browns” (the legacy
of early fascist ideologies) have been adopted by the creators of “color revolu-
tions,” who impose xenophobia to forcibly overthrow legitimate governments

%9 Ruta Hsu, “Ukraine War Two Years on — Graffiti Left by Russian Soldiers Has a Dark and
Sobering Message,” The Big Issue, February 23, 2024, https://www.bigissue.com/
news/ukraine-war-two-years-russia-soldiers-graffiti/.

60 Marcus Colla, “Book Review: Hitler’s Anglo-Saxon Envy,” The Lowy Institute, Septem-
ber 13, 2019, https://www.lowyinstitute.org/the-interpreter/book-review-hitler-s-
anglo-saxon-envy; Geoffrey Roberts, “Review of Brendan Simms, Hitler: Only the
World Was Enough (Allen Lane, 2019),” History Ireland 28, no. 2 (March/April 2020),
https://historyireland.com/hitler-only-the-world-was-enough/.

61 Slutsky, “The Ideology of the Liberal Democratic Party of the 21st Century Is Anti-

fascism.”

Sergey Naryshkin, “The Reunification of Crimea with Russia Is the Biggest Event in

Modern History,” Izvestiya, Moscow, March 17, 2016, https://iz.ru/news/606649. —in

Russian; English translation at http://duma.gov.ru/news/11941/.

63 “Russian TV News: Moscow Advances Its Vision of a New Multipolar World Order,”
Main themes on Russian primetime TV news on NTV, Rossiya 1 and Channel One, May
24, 2023, BBC Monitoring, Round-up, May 25, 2023.
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and create chaos in once stable regions. He claims that “by fomenting ethnic
hatred, nurturing and fully supporting extremism, chauvinism and all forms of
radicalism, the West creates a real threat to democratic and universal values,
security, social stability, and societal unity.” %*

“Anglo-Saxons” as “Fifth Column” and “Foreign Agents”

The term “Anglo-Saxons” in contemporary Russian discourse functions as more
than a foreign-policy label. Domestically, the term is often used interchangeably
with terms like “foreign agent” or “fifth column,” implying both “guilt by associ-
ation” and drawing a direct line between domestic political opposition, dissent,
treason, arrest, incarceration, and even execution or murder. In Russia today,
foreign-funded (and thus “Anglo-Saxon”-financed) nonprofit organizations en-
gaged in any form of autonomous civic action are politically suspect, as “Anglo-
Saxon” funding implies anti-Russian sympathies that do not align with the eth-
nocultural mentality and values of Russia as a fully-fledged sovereign, autono-
mous, strategic actor. This rhetoric serves a dual purpose. First, to silence critics
and eliminate potential opposition to the autocratic status quo; second, to pro-
vide an abstract but dynamic enemy image that demands the attention of Rus-
sia’s strategic decision-makers, who are, of course, alert to and capable of ad-
dressing the danger. In other words, this narrative maintains popular support,
frames and legitimizes Russian policy responses, and signals increasing autarky
and isolation as the preferred direction.

Valery Garbuzov, former director of the Arbatov Institute of the USA and Can-
ada at the Russian Academy of Sciences, published an article on August 29, 2023,
in Nezavisimaya Gazeta titled “On the Lost lllusions of a Bygone Era.” %> He ob-
served the “tragic pattern” of collapsed empires failing to reconcile with their
diminished status, highlighting the post-World War Il experiences of the French,
British, and, later, the Russian empire after the collapse of the Soviet Union in
1991. In Russia’s case, he noted that, as is typical, post-imperial elites exploit
anti-American “myths” through rhetoric about supposed Western decline, cri-
ses, resistance to globalization, and “Anglo-Saxon” world dominance. After fac-
ing widespread criticism from Russian media propagandists, Garbuzov re-
sponded with a rebuttal, in which he stated: “And | myself am not a secret West-

64 lvan Egorov, “Patrushev: The goal of the Anglo-Saxons Is to Destroy the Russian World,
to Dismember the Country and Exterminate the Peoples Inhabiting Russia,”
Rossiskaya Gazeta Website, November 30, 2023, https://rg.ru/2023/11/30/patru
shev-cel-anglosaksov-unichtozhit-russkij-mir-raschlenit-stranu-i-istrebit-narody-
naseliaiushchie-rossiiu.html. —in Russian

65 “Director of the Institute of the USA and Canada Valery Garbuzov on the Lost Illusions
of a Bygone Era,” Nezavisimaya Gazeta, August 29, 2023, https://www.ng.ru/ideas/
2023-08-29/7_8812_illusions.html. — in Russian
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ern intelligence agent; I'm not an Anglo-Saxon spy; and I’'m not a domestic en-
emy of my own Fatherland.” % On the initiative of the Presidential Administra-
tion, the “Fundamentals of Russian Statehood,” now part of Russian university
curricula, is akin to lessons for schoolchildren known as “Talking about Important
Things.” A central conspiracy theory animates the core content of this post-So-
viet ideological indoctrination: namely, that “the insidious West, led by the An-
glo-Saxons and their hirelings both inside and outside the country, seeks to de-
stroy and enslave Russia.” ¢’

This domestic context’s functional use of the term “Anglo-Saxons” is increas-
ingly echoed in the practices, procedures, and policies of Russia’s allies in its
neighborhood. In Belarus, political analyst Alyaksandr Klaskowski notes that the
removal of signs in English at the Minsk Central Railway Station is “a manifesta-
tion of the current anti-Western course of the Belarusian authorities.” It also
demonstrates bureaucratic conformism, as “junior officials just keep their nose
to the wind and try to comply zealously with this rhetoric, this anti-Western ide-
ology from the high command.” Vadzim Mazheyka argues that this reflects “So-
viet thinking — that the enemy is in the West, and it is not only Lithuania and
Poland, not only the Belarusian Latin alphabet but also the United States and
various ‘Anglo-Saxons’ in general, so English is seen as the language of the en-
emy.” %8

Russian propaganda is particularly active in deploying the concept of the “An-
glo-Saxon” in Central Asia. Prior to September 2021, when the United States and
ISAF forces were present in Afghanistan, Russian officials often claimed that Is-
lamic State-Khorasan Province was a Western or U.S. invention, created from
among Central Asian nationals to launch attacks against Russian interests in Cen-
tral Asia and Russia itself. This reinforced a longstanding Russian narrative about
Western covert support for Islamist groups — from Chechnya to Syria. Now, “An-
glo-Saxons” have been inserted into this narrative. For instance, Sputnik’s Tajik
service featured Russian economic expert Vyacheslav Nekrasov, who argued that
the “Anglo-Saxons” use Afghanistan to create tension on its border with Central
Asia and the Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS), as well as to weaken
the influence of Russia. He stated, “Of course, there are fewer terrorist attacks,
but armed opposition exists in the form of the Islamic Movement of Uzbekistan,
Al-Qaeda, and ISIS —all these groups are present to one degree or another thanks

6 Valery Garbuzov, “Valery Garbuzov. Continuation. A Sudden Storm Out of Nowhere,”
Nezavisimaya Gazeta, September 5, 2023, https://www.ng.ru/ideas/2023-09-05/10
0_2309051230.html.

67 V.G., “Brainwashing in University Lecture Halls: V.G. Discusses How Indoctrination Is
Destroying Russia’s Higher Education,” Riddle, November 7, 2022, https://ridl.io/brain
washing-in-university-lecture-halls/.

68 “BBCM: Highlights from Belarusian Newspapers, News Websites, 17 January 2024,”
BBC Monitoring, Roundup, January 18, 2024.
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to the support of the Anglo-Saxons, who continue their anti-Russian politics.” ¢°
The “Anglo-Saxons” are represented as a malign external force in Eurasia, con-
tinually “muddying the waters” and undermining emerging Eurasia Economic
Union integration efforts. This propaganda further claims that anti-central gov-
ernment militants and protestors in Kazakhstan’s Zhanaozen, Tajikistan’s Ba-
dakhshan, and Uzbekistan’s Karakalpakstan were directed by British intelligence
agencies to attempt (but failed) to overthrow the existing order: “So, it could be
assumed that the issue of redistributing control over drug trafficking—the key
instrument of Anglo-Saxon policy in Central Asia—from now on, will be ad-
dressed by the CIA, the ‘cousins’ of Mi-6 in the USA.” 7° Russian messaging con-
tinues, alleging that “the Anglo-Saxon masters of the instigators of the current
turmoil” have since the 1990s attempted to “kindle ethnic hatred” according to
“a long-term strategy implemented by various think-tanks, primarily Anglo-
Saxon ones.” 7!

Additionally, Prince Rahim Aga Khan, the eldest son of Aga Khan IV and a
board member of the Aga Khan Development Network (AKDN), is accused by
pro-Russian media in Central Asia of being part of a broader system of Western
NGOs promoting liberal democratic values and expanding Western influence in
the region in partnership with structures and funds associated with the United
States, United Kingdom, and European states. Russian Telegram channel AsiaT-
oday reported that these activities could exacerbate tensions between Kyrgyz-
stan and Tajikistan, concluding: “And the ultimate beneficiaries of such conflicts
will, without a doubt, be the Anglo-Saxons. After all, the Aga Khan family is a key
figure in Anglo-Saxon plans for the ‘Greater Waziristan’ project, which could im-
pact all countries in the region.” 72

Such propaganda can achieve several objectives. First, it defects any internal
discontent with central governments onto extra-regional “Anglo-Saxons,” a
shared adversary with Russia. With common threat assessments comes shared
interest and the promise of unified responses. Second, the portrayal of “Anglo-
Saxons” as an alibi implies that opposing them equates to embracing Russian-led

89 Vlyacheslav Nekrasov, “Expert: Afghanistan Is Being Used to Create a Hotbed of Ten-
sion in Central Asia,” Sputnik: Tajik Service, February 20, 2024, https://tj.sputnik
news.ru/20240220/afghanistan-ochag-napryazhennost-central-asia-1061779780.html.

70 UzMetronom Agency, July 14, 2022. — in Russian

71 Viktor Nikolayev interview with Andrei Grozin, head of the department for Central
Asia and Kazakhstan of the Institute of CIS Countries headlined: “Controlled chaos of
Karakalpakstan”: “Protests in Uzbekistan Were Organized by a ‘Third Force’: Con-
trolled Chaos of Karakalpakstan,” Moskovsky Komsomolets, July 4, 2022, www.mk.ru/
politics/2022/07/04/protesty-v-uzbekistane-organizovala-tretya-sila.html. See also:
Agency for Ethno-National Strategies director Alexander Kobrinsky, “Kazakhstan May
Lose Sovereignty: The West Has Wedged Into Relations Between Moscow and Nur-
Sultan,” Nezavisimaya Gazeta, July 10, 2022, https://www.ng.ru/vision/2022-07-10/
5_8482_vision.html.

72 “Briefing: Aga Khan Activities Seen as Cause for Tension in Central Asia,” BBC Monitor-
ing, Insight, March 21, 2024.
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integration processes. For instance, on April 9, the privately-owned analytical
website Ritm Yevrazii (Rhythm of Eurasia), which promotes Eurasian integration,
published an article vilifying Ukrainian President Volodymyr Zelensky. The article
portrayed him as a puppet of the West who makes vain attempts to turn Kazakh-
stan against Russia, stating: “Obedient to the collective West, the Ukrokomik
[Ukrainian comic] Volodymyr Zelensky, who is ready to sell Nezalezhnaya [‘Inde-
pendent,” used as derogatory for Ukraine] and exterminate most of its popula-
tion for a little money, is now completely out of control and becoming entirely
unmanageable and undesirable to the Anglo-Saxons.” 73 Third, this propaganda
reflects an underlying Russian attitude regarding the actual agency of Central
Asian states: they have limited capacity and, without integration with Russia,
cannot be protected. Governments that do not align with Russia do so because
they are subservient (“Anglo-Saxons” are their puppet masters directing internal
dissent). The notion that these states have agency, reflected in genuine policy
disagreement with Russia or wish to pursue alternative paths, is not part of this
worldview.

Conclusions

By his fourth presidential term, Putin, his inner circle, and state officials—such
as Lavrov, Bortnikov, Naryshkin, Patrushev, Zakharova, Peskov, and Slutsky—be-
gan referencing and attributing to the “Anglo-Saxons” a range of highly negative,
even fantastical, goals. State propagandists like Kiselyov, Solovyov, and their
guests amplified these messages with heightened rhetoric. The term “Anglo-
Saxon” has undoubtedly seized the psychological imagination of Russia’s elite:
references made by state officials to the “Anglo-Saxons” in interviews, ad-
dresses, diplomatic exchanges, and in the Foreign Policy Concept are echoed and
amplified by state media and further propagated by other state-controlled insti-
tutions, including the Russian Orthodox Church and the education system. Since
the 2000s, nationalist public intellectuals have developed seemingly “evidence-
based” but actually ahistorical narratives around Russia’s “state-civilization”
genesis, framing them in opposition to the so-called eternal “Anglo-Saxons” — a
constructed, timeless Western adversary rooted in the early medieval period.
This article has surveyed and explored who, when, and in what contexts Rus-
sian officials and public figures use the term “Anglo-Saxons” in the context of
ever-increasing strategic confrontation. A study of this term’s usage reveals the
architecture of Russia’s evolving state ideology. Marléne Laruelle identifies five
interconnected elements that shape this ideological framework. First, there is a
set of core worldviews and values. Second, there are broad discursive notions —
floating signifiers like sovereignty, civilization, conservatism, Eurasia, and the

73 Marat Nurgozhaev, “The Tail Bites the Dog: Has Kyiv's Terrorist Regime Begun to
Worry Its Western Masters?” Rhythm of Eurasia, April 9, 2024, www.ritmeurasia.ru/
news--2024-04-09--hvost-kusaet-sobaku-terroristicheskij-rezhim-kieva-nachal-bespo
koit-zapadnyh-hozjaev-72627. See also: “Zelensky Blamed for Trying to Sour Kazakh-
Russian Ties,” BBC Monitoring, Round-up, 15 April 2024.
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“Russian World” —each with its own intellectual history. Third, five major strate-
gic narratives or storylines are employed by Putin’s regime to interpret political
and social orders and to adapt to changing contexts: a) Russia as a civilization-
state; b) Russia as katechon; c) Russia as a defender of traditional values; d) Rus-
sia as the anti-fascist power; and, e) Russia as the leading anti-colonial force.
Fourth, official state doctrines and concepts, such as Russia’s 2023 Foreign Policy
Concept, exemplify the formalization of these narratives. Finally, ideologemes,
which Laurelle describes as “small key semantic units that reduce complex real-
ities to simplistic slogans and mottos, populate the public space, especially state
TV (‘Ukronazis,” ‘collective West,” ‘Russophobia,’ etc.).” Remarkably, Russia’s use
of the term “Anglo-Saxons” corresponds to each of these elements.”*

First, and practically, “Anglo-Saxons” is a fungible abstraction that can be
used to frame threats and justify corresponding responses. One core function is
that of lineage and immutability: from time immemorial, “Anglo-Saxons” in var-
ious guises have sought to attack, denigrate, and damage Russia’s legitimate
state interests, including blocking Russia’s historically sanctioned “reunification”
with Ukraine. This framing suggests that Russia possesses a thousand-year his-
tory that qualifies it as a “state civilization.” This identity has been secured only
through effective resistance to “Anglo-Saxon” aggression, drawing on a strong
alternative strategic identity and values distinctive from “Europe.” Russia defines
itself in the negative, by what it is not (“Anglo-Saxon”) rather than by what it is
(multi-ethnic, multi-linguistic, interdenominational). As Mimi Reitz observes,
Russia uses “Anglo-Saxons” to counter and channel “rising ethno-nationalism
into an anti-Western narrative of Russophobia, binding the country together as
supra-ethnic rossiiane in their struggle against the real enemy — the ‘Anglo-
Saxon’ world, and blaming grievances on inordinate discrimination.” 7> Only the
current leadership and regime continuity can safeguard Russia’s ontological se-
curity. While “Anglo-American” could serve as a substitute for “Anglo-Saxon,”
the latter term better supports the notion of lineage and abstraction.

Second, the strained logic and conspiratorial elements within Russian “Anglo-
Saxon” thinking are evident in the belief that “Anglo-Saxon elites” control global
finance and media, act as masterminds, and are ever-present behind the scenes,
pulling strings, manipulating events, and advancing their interests. This reflects
the tradition of holistic-dialectical thinking in Russia, where a wide aperture en-
compasses both the real and fantastical, allowing for the continual construction

74 Marléne Laruelle, “Russia’s Ideological Construction in the Context of the War in
Ukraine,” IFRI Studies: Russie.Eurasie.Reports, no.46 (Paris: IFRI, March 2024),
https://www.ifri.org/en/studies/russias-ideological-construction-context-war-
ukraine.

7> Mimi Reitz, “Weaponised ‘Russophobia’,” Riddle Russia, August 9, 2023, https://ridl.io/
weaponised-russophobia. See also: Andrey Pertsev, “Russia’s Public Outing,” Riddle
Russia, October 22, 2022, https://ridl.io/russia-s-public-outing/: “Many Russians were
happy to repeat propaganda about ‘fascist Ukraine,” ‘Banderites,” ‘Anglo-Saxons’ and
the horrors of life in the West, without giving them much thought.”
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of new, creative alternatives that may bear little resemblance to the reality they
purport to characterize. Certainly, Russian “Anglo-Saxon” messaging has not
only become more frequent, intense, radical, and linguistically violent (employ-
ing imagery and dehumanization effects), but it also increasingly resembles car-
icature. For example, Patrushev notably asserts: “Some people in America claim
that Eastern Europe and Siberia will become the safest places in the event of the
possible eruption of the Yellowstone Volcano in the western United States. This
is apparently the answer to the question of why the Anglo-Saxon elites are so
keen to take ownership of this heartland.” 7® This likely reflects a regime self-
radicalization dynamic, driven by a process of elite outbidding. On an individual
level, paradoxically, alarmist language about the “Anglo-Saxon” threat, even de-
manding a nuclear response, signals risk aversion: individuals avoid the risk of
appearing less alarmist than their colleagues. The real danger lies in the lack of
rationality and proportion.

Third, the notion of an “Atlantic Reich” and “Anglo-Saxon Nazis” illustrates
the dynamic and rapidly expanding nature of this denigration. What began in
2014 as a focus on the Azov Battalion and Right Sector in Ukraine has now broad-
ened to encompass the entire “collective West.” The Russian objective of “dena-
zification” in Ukraine presumably now targets a much larger foe. We observe a
binary logic at work in structuring Russian thinking. If Russia is anti-Nazi and the
USSR defeated the “Third Reich” in the Great Patriotic War, then Russia, as the
legal successor to the Soviet Union, is poised to defeat the “Atlantic Nazis” once
again in the 21st century. This time, however, Russia aligns with an “axis of re-
sistance” against “Anglo-Saxon hegemony” alongside Iran, Belarus, and North
Korea. If “Anglo-Saxons” is a synonym, ultimately, for a set of values, attitudes,
and behaviors perceived as “anti-Russian” and Russophobic, then, by definition,
Russia’s alternative norms are legitimized, and, as such, embraced and advanced
by allies who may share them but are free to practice them differently.

Russia’s use of the term “Anglo-Saxons” may eventually morph into the more
comprehensible “Anglo-American” trope or become subsumed under the
broader notion of the “collective West.” However, the “Anglo-Saxons” label re-
mains durable. First and foremost, and practically, “Anglo-Saxon” does not pre-
clude Russia from attempting to polarize, divide, and split the “collective West”
between its offshore and continental variants. Second, suppose French and Ger-
man support for Ukraine grows even stronger. In that case, Russia can charac-
terize the European Union as subjugated to “Anglo-Saxon” dominance, allowing
Russian disinformation campaigns to target anti-status quo actors and rally them
under the “axis of resistance” banner. Third, as Russia’s elite becomes increas-
ingly radicalized by war, their worldview and core beliefs solidify, becoming
more static, fixed in place, and demanding additional “empirical” validation. The

76 Andrei Kolesnikov, “Blood and Iron: How Nationalist Imperialism Became Russia’s
State Ideology,” Carnegie Russia Eurasia Center, December 6, 2023, https://carnegie
endowment.org/research/2023/11/blood-and-iron-how-nationalist-imperialism-
became-russias-state-ideology.
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messaging tradeoff inherent in the “Anglo-Saxon” term itself—balancing ab-
straction and fungibility with comprehensibility/ purchase for internal Russian
and external global audiences—becomes significant. These three reasons under-
score the multiple roles of “Anglo-Saxons” in Russia’s psychological imagination
and help explain why the term “Anglo-Saxons” will continue to dominate Russian
geopolitical thinking.
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Abstract: The European Union perceives the world as multipolar, with
countries of the Global South expanding their political and economic influ-
ence alongside the rivalry between the United States and China. Coopera-
tion, compromise, and multilateral engagement are central to the EU’s
mode of operation, and the European Union and its member states favor
this approach in shaping international relations. However, in a security en-
vironment characterized by strategic competition, the European Union, as
the world’s largest trading bloc, must assert its role. “Strategic interde-
pendence” appears to be the EU’s response to addressing the complexities
of a changing world.
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Introduction

The international system is subject to power shifts that challenge the liberal in-
ternational order. “Strategic competition” is the catchphrase in international
politics. At its core, and from Washington’s perspective, it refers primarily to the
contest for military, technological, and geopolitical supremacy between the
United States and China since the early 2000s, particularly after 2017, when the
Trump Administration adopted a new National Security Strategy.! However,
other actors like the European Union have a more nuanced view of strategic

1 The document identifies China as the United States’ “strategic competitor.” For a
thorough analysis of the provenance and usage of the term “strategic competition” in
contemporary history, see Stephanie Christine Winkler, “Strategic Competition and
US-China Relations: A Conceptual Analysis,” The Chinese Journal of International
Politics 16, no. 3 (Autumn 2023): 333-356, https://doi.org/10.1093/cjip/poad008.
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competition. Instead of reducing global power shifts to a new bipolar world or-
der (“Cold War 2.0”) dominated by the United States and China, the European
Union and its member states recognize strategic competition as a feature of an
emerging multipolar world characterized by the increased economic and political
influence of middle powers worldwide. Indeed, empirical data shows that a new
class of middle powers today has much more agency than they did during the
Cold War.?

This article aims to accurately assess the EU’s perception of strategic compe-
tition and examine how the European Union defines its future role in the world.
To contextualize its potential role, the article briefly analyzes the EU’s interests
in relation to other major powers, including the United States, Russia, China, and
India. It further explores how the European Union seeks to navigate the oppor-
tunities and challenges posed by strategic competition. What are the EU’s capa-
bilities, networks, and policies for influencing strategic competition at both the
global and regional levels? And to what end?

The European Union as a Hybrid Actor in International Politics

The European Union is neither a nation-state nor a traditional intergovernmental
organization. It possesses characteristics of both, yet it remains distinct. The Eu-
ropean Union is sui generis — an entity of its own kind. It is “hybrid” in uniquely
combining supranational and intergovernmental features with a set of EU insti-
tutions operating alongside its member states (MS).

The 2009 Treaty of Lisbon divides competences into three categories: exclu-
sive competences of the European Union, shared competences between the Eu-
ropean Union and the Member States (MS), and supporting competences of the
European Union.3 These categories also apply to the spectrum of the EU’s foreign

2 See Asli Aydintasbas et al., “Strategic Interdependence: Europe’s New Approach in a
World of Middle Powers,” Policy Brief (European Council on Foreign Relations,
October 3, 2023), 2, https://ecfr.eu/publication/strategic-interdependence-europes-
new-approach-in-a-world-of-middle-powers/: “In 1950, the US and its major allies
(NATO countries, Australia, and Japan) and the communist world (the Soviet Union,
China, and the Eastern Bloc) together accounted for 88 per cent of global GDP. Today,
these groups of countries combined account for only 57 per cent of global GDP and
are all having to compete with new players in emerging fields of power such as tech
and climate.”

3 See Articles 2-6 and Part Five of the “Consolidated Version of the Treaty on the
Functioning of the European Union,” Official Journal of the European Union, October
26, 2012, https://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CELEX:12012E/
TXT:en:PDF. Articles 23-46 of the “Consolidated Version of the Treaty on European
Union” outline the specific rules governing the Common Foreign and Security Policy
(CFSP) and the Common Security and Defence Policy (CSDP), which are predominantly
intergovernmental. In contrast, the Common Commercial Policy, Development
Cooperation, Humanitarian Aid, Economic and Financial Cooperation with Third
States, Restrictive Measures, and International Agreements involve all EU institutions,
including the Council, the Commission, and the Parliament. “Consolidated Version of
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and security policy as well as its external relations. The European Union can be a
very powerful actor when it has exclusive competence under the treaties, with
the European Commission taking the lead. The Lisbon Treaty also endowed the
Union with legal personality under international law, enabling it to conclude in-
ternational treaties and secure a seat in many multilateral organizations.

The EU’s ability to act can be equally strong when the EU Commission, Euro-
pean Parliament, and the member states (via the Council of the European Union
and the European Council of Heads of State or Government) work in concert or
when the member states demonstrate solid political unity. The unified response
to Russia’s aggression against Ukraine since February 24, 2022 is a case in point.
Never before have the European Union and its member states exported weap-
ons to an active warring party,* nor have they agreed upon and imposed sanc-
tions (against Russia) on such a scale. Conversely, the EU’s ability to act is very
weak when it has only shared or supporting competences and member states
are divided. This was clearly evident during the EU’s crisis management efforts
in the Eastern Mediterranean from 2020 to 2021, for example, when the policies
of France and Italy vis-a-vis Turkey nearly contradicted each other.> Similar divi-
sions were also visible with respect to Libya.

The EU’s Perception of Strategic Competition and Its Future Role in
the World

The history and rationale of European integration are key to understanding the
EU’s perception of and approach to strategic competition. At its core, the Euro-
pean Union is a peace project; it has never been a great power project. The rec-
onciliation between France and Germany after two World Wars marked the be-
ginning of European integration in the 1950s. Peace and freedom on the Euro-
pean continent have remained the guiding principles of the EU’s integration and
enlargement efforts to this day.

Strategic Competition in a Multipolar World

The European Union recognizes the growing antagonism between the United
States and China. Still, it perceives strategic competition as more complex due

the Treaty on European Union,” Official Journal of the European Union, October 26,
2012, https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex%3A12012M%2FTXT.

4 Since the start of the war and up until April 2024, the EU and its member states
combined have provided nearly 35 billion USD in military assistance, including
ammunition, air-defense systems, Leopard tanks, and fighter jets. This amount
includes an unprecedented 12 billion USD from the European Peace Facility (EPF), in
addition to bilateral contributions from the member states. See “EU Assistance to
Ukraine (in U.S. Dollars),” Delegation of the European Union to the United States of
America, September 23, 2024, https://www.eeas.europa.eu/delegations/united-
states-america/eu-assistance-ukraine-us-dollars_en. Member states contribute to the
EPF and get reimbursed by it.

5 Katrin Bastian, “The EU in the Eastern Mediterranean — a ‘Geopolitical’ Actor?” Orbis
65, no. 3 (Summer 2021): 483-489, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.0rbis.2021.06.010.
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to the rise of middle powers in the “Global South” that refuse to take sides with
any great power.® The European Union explicitly acknowledges the existence of
a multipolar world, a perspective shared by many member states in their public
statements.”

The European Union views itself as being affected by all domains of strategic
competition. Military competition between great powers is perceived as the
most serious threat, given the historical experience of Europeans throughout the
20th century, particularly the arms race between the United States and the So-
viet Union. Today, the European continent is severely threatened by a revanchist
Russia, which claims that its war of aggression against Ukraine is a reaction to
NATQ's expansion eastward.

When it comes to economic competition, the European Union is still chal-
lenged by global power shifts but finds itself in a much more comfortable posi-
tion.® The crown jewels of the European Union are its international networks.
Currently, “the EU has in place the largest trade network in the world, with over
40 individual agreements with countries and regions.” ®> However, this degree of
interconnectedness comes at a price and exposes vulnerabilities. The simultane-
ous efforts to reduce Europe’s dependency on Russian gas, phase out other fossil
fuels, and achieve climate neutrality by 2050 place significant pressure on Euro-
pean industry. Additionally, this creates new dependencies on China, which is
rich in the rare earths necessary for Europe’s Green Deal.

Technological competition—particularly in the field of Artificial Intelligence
(Al)—represents the greatest challenge today, as it affects all sectors and poses

6 Compare Katrin Bastian et al., “Perspectives on Strategic Competition,” George C.
Marshall Center Policy Brief No. 1, November 2024, 3, www.marshallcenter.org/
en/publications/policy-briefs/perspectives-strategic-competition. For a discussion of
the “battle of narratives” in strategic competition, see Frank Hagemann, “Zwischen
Mars & Venus. Europa im strategischen Wettbewerb,” Zeitschrift fiir Innere Fiihrung,
no. 1 (2024): 34-43, https://www.bundeswehr.de/resource/blob/5730018/eca72eaa
2a496f00b0f473de88c6861b/if-zeitschrift-fuer-innere-fuehrung-01-2024-data.pdf.

7 See “A Strategic Compass for Security and Defence,” European External Action Service,
March 24, 2022, 17-23, https://www.eeas.europa.eu/eeas/strategic-compass-
security-and-defence-0_en. See also the speech by German chancellor Olaf Scholz at
the 78th UN General Assembly, in which he states that multipolarity is not a normative
category but rather constitutes the status quo. “Rede von Bundeskanzler Scholz zur
78. Generaldebatte der Generalversammlung der Vereinten Nationen am 19. Septem-
ber 2023,” Permanent Mission of Germany to the United Nations in New York, Septem-
ber 19, 2023, https://new-york-un.diplo.de/un-de/2619364-2619364. — in German

8 The Union has the third-largest share of global GDP, with a projected $17.8 trillion in
2023, following the U.S. with $26.9 trillion and China with $19.4 trillion. Japan ($4.4
trillion) and India ($3.7 trillion) rank fourth and fifth. See Pallavi Rao, “Visualizing the
$105 Trillion World Economy in One Chart,” based on sources from IMF Datamapper,
and World Economic Outlook 2023, Visual Capitalist, August 9, 2023, www.visual
capitalist.com/visualizing-the-105-trillion-world-economy-in-one-chart/.

® “Trade Agreements,” European Commission, Access2Markets, https://trade.ec.eu
ropa.eu/access-to-markets/en/content/trade-agreements-O0.
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significant regulatory, governance, and security dilemmas for the European Un-
ion. In her 2023 State of the Union Address, EU Commission President Ursula von
der Leyen quoted a warning from leading Al developers and experts: “Mitigating
the risk of extinction from Al should be a global priority alongside other societal-
scale risks such as pandemics and nuclear war.” 1° On February 2, 2024, the Eu-
ropean Union adopted a provisional Artificial Intelligence Act to ensure that Al
systems in the EU market are safe and align with the EU’s fundamental rights
and values. It is the first legislation of its kind in the world.!!

How Does the EU Define Its Future Role in the World?

When it comes to Europe’s role in global normative competition, the European
Union is very clear and confident about its values. Virtually no statements or
documents on foreign and security policy are issued without EU leaders empha-
sizing their commitment to democracy, social justice, human rights, and the in-
ternational rules-based order. In an early and quite remarkable “Declaration on
European Identity,” adopted in December 1973, the Heads of State or Govern-
ment of the nine member states affirmed their determination to integrate the
concept of European identity into their common foreign relations.'? Nearly fifty
years later, in March 2022, the European Union reaffirmed its self-perception as
a major international actor in the Strategic Compass:

With 27 Member States and 450 million citizens, our Union remains the
world’s biggest single market, the most important trade and investment part-
ner for many countries, in particular in our neighbourhood, and the largest
source of development assistance. The EU is a norm setter and has been a
consistent leader investing in effective multilateral solutions. With our crisis
management missions and operations operating on three continents, we

10 “2023 State of the Union Address by President von der Leyen,” European Commission,
September 13, 2023, Strasbourg, https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/
detail/en/speech_23 4426.

11 “Artificial Intelligence Act: Council and Parliament Strike a Deal on the First Rules for
Al in the World,” Press Release, Council of the European Union, December 9, 2023,
www.consilium.europa.eu/en/press/press-releases/2023/12/09/artificial-intelli
gence-act-council-and-parliament-strike-a-deal-on-the-first-worldwide-rules-for-ai/.

12 “Eyropean unification is not directed against anyone, nor is it inspired by a desire for
power. On the contrary, the Nine are convinced that their union will benefit the whole
international community since it will constitute an element of equilibrium and a basis
for co-operation with all countries, whatever their size, culture or social system.” Bul-
letin of the European Communities 6, no. 12 (Luxembourg: Office for Official Publica-
tions of the European Communities, December 1973), https://aei.pitt.edu/57092/1/
BUL104.pdf. “Declaration on European Identity (Copenhagen, 14 December 1973),”
Centre virtuel de la connaissance sur I’Europe (CVCE), 118-122, https://www.cvce.eu/
obj/declaration_on_european_identity_copenhagen_14_december_1973-en-
02798dc9-9¢c69-4b7d-b2c9-f03a8db7da32.html.
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have shown that we are ready to take risks for peace and shoulder our share
of global security responsibilities.*?

Derived from recent EU policies and initiatives on resilience, economic secu-
rity, and partnership diplomacy, as well as the EU’s engagement in security and
defense, the following self-image is emerging for the EU’s future role in the
world:

A Stable and Reliable European Union: The European Union continues to view
itself as an anchor of stability on the European continent, projecting to interna-
tional partners the promise of peaceful cooperation and predictability through
fair trade agreements and adherence to international law.

A Geopolitical European Union: The European Union and its member states
have recognized that strategic competition requires a better understanding of
their geopolitical and geo-economic interests. More than any of her predeces-
sors, Commission President von der Leyen links the EU’s neighborhood policy,
partnership diplomacy, and global initiatives with geopolitical considerations.*
This approach is exemplified by the EU’s Global Gateway project, which aims to
offer an alternative to China’s Belt and Road Initiative.

A European Union Engaged in Strategic Interdependence: Rather than decou-
pling its industry from the global economy, the European Union prefers a well-
thought-out de-risking strategy that does not unravel its international networks
but reduces one-sided dependencies on a particular country or resource. Diver-
sifying its partners has become an urgent requirement for the European Union,
which explains Brussels’ increasing engagement with emerging powers in Latin
America, Africa, and Asia.

The (older) concept of “strategic autonomy” originated as an approach to EU
security and defense aiming to reduce dependence on the United States. Re-
cently, it has been expanded into the notion of “open strategic autonomy,”
which describes the EU’s willingness to act more strategically in its own interest
without sacrificing its international economic network.

“Strategic interdependence,” a notion proposed by a group of authors from
the European Council on Foreign Relations, is described as

13 “A Strategic Compass for Security and Defence,” 14.

1 Nicole Koenig, “The ‘geopolitical’ European Commission and its pitfalls,” Policy Brief,
Hertie School, Jacques Delors Centre, 2019, https://www.hertie-school.org/file
admin/user_upload/Policy_Brief_Nicole_geopolitical_commission.pdf.

15 See Mario Damen, “EU Strategic Autonomy 2013-2023. From Concept to Capacity,”
Policy Brief, 2022, European Parliament. Compare also Spain’s National Office of Fore-
sight and Strategy: Resilient EU 2030. A future-oriented approach to reinforce the EU’s
Open Strategic Autonomy and Global Leadership, published for the Spanish EU
Presidency, 2023, https://spanish-presidency.consilium.europa.eu/en/news/the-
spanish-presidency-presents-resilient-eu2030-roadmap-to-boost-european-union-
open-strategic-autonomy/.
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a middle way between strategic autonomy—which threatens to divide the EU
and alienate the rest of the world—and full alignment with the US in an anti-
China bloc. Where strategic autonomy aims “to act autonomously when and
where necessary,” strategic interdependence acknowledges and emphasises
the complex reality of our interconnected world. It advocates building resili-
ence to the weaponisation of dependencies whether in the fields of migra-
tion, technology, or trade, but pushes back against the idea of decoupling.'®

In practice, (open) strategic autonomy and strategic interdependence need
not contradict each other. Their objective is similar: to enhance the EU’s external
agency and maneuverability by (1) achieving a clearer understanding of its own
core interests, values, and mission and (2) acting more pragmatically and strate-
gically in its own interest vis-a-vis the rest of the world. This includes cooperating
with partners who do not necessarily share the European mindset.

The European Union as a Security Provider: While the European Union is pre-
paring to take greater responsibility for its security in Europe—such as by in-
creasing investment in its defense sector—it does not appear to be pursuing the
concept of military strategic autonomy with great vigor. This is largely due to a
lack of consensus among member states on relieving the United States of its se-
curity guarantees for Europe.'’ The Europen Union will most likely work towards
strengthening the European pillar within NATO, as maintaining good transatlan-
tic relations is considered a raison d'état for many EU member states. However,
a potentially decreasing U.S. defense commitment to Europe will push the Euro-
pean Union to assume greater responsibility for its own defense.!®

When it comes to crisis management within the framework of the Common
Security and Defence Policy (CSDP), the European Union has accumulated exten-
sive knowledge and experience worldwide.'® A recent study by the Finnish Insti-
tute of International Affairs examines EU crisis management in the context of

16 Aydintasbas et al., “Strategic Interdependence: Europe’s New Approach in a World of
Middle Powers,” 14.

7 The term “strategic autonomy” is used only once in “A Strategic Compass for Security
and Defence,” 23.

18 |n her bid for a second term as EU Commission President, Ursula von der Leyen stated
that European security and defense would be a priority in her program, signaling ambi-
tions to further communitarize parts of the CSDP by appointing an EU Commissioner
for Defense and working toward a European Defence Union through the systematic
pooling of resources and partial transition to a war economy. Barbara Moens, Zia
Weise, and Hans von der Burchard, “Von der Leyen’s 2nd-term Pitch: More Military
Might, Less Climate Talk,” Politico, February 19, 2024, www.politico.eu/article/
ursula-von-der-leyen-military-defense-slimate-second-term/. See also the guest arti-
cle by Ursula von der Leyen and CDU/CSU opposition leader Friedrich Merz of Febru-
ary 23, 2024, in Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung: “Eine echte Verteidigungsunion
schaffen,” https://www.faz.net/aktuell/politik/ausland/merz-und-von-der-leyen-zu-
ukraine-krieg-eu-sollte-verteidigungsunion-schaffen-19540491.html. - in German

1% Since 2003, the European Union has conducted over 37 overseas operations, deploy-
ing both civilian and military missions and operations in several countries across
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strategic competition. The study highlights how strategic competition compli-
cates the execution of EU crisis management by (1) increasing both the number
and diversity of actors involved in conflicts, (2) intensifying competition over ap-
proaches to conflict management and resolution, and (3) fueling contestation
over democratic governance and peacebuilding ideals. In other words, the nor-
mative dimension of strategic competition, along with the exploitation of con-
flicts by external state and non-state actors, have rendered EU missions more
challenging and complex.?°

Combined with internal dynamics that suggest a growing geopolitical orien-
tation, future EU crisis management seems to be characterized by three trends:
(a) a geopolitical turn marked by a stronger emphasis on the EU’s strategic inter-
ests when deciding where to intervene; (b) an increased security-focused orien-
tation (“train and equip”)?%; and (c) the formation of ad hoc mandatory frame-
works and coalitions.

Strategic Competition as a Balancing Act: Managing Relations with
the United States, Russia, China, and India

This section will briefly outline the EU’s strategic relations with the United States,
Russia, China, and India. The main challenge for the European Union is managing
these relationships in line with its interests while avoiding alienating its most im-
portant partner, the United States.

EU - United States

The United States is by far the most important strategic partner of the European
Union. Both sides share a long history of cooperation, with NATO serving as the
cornerstone of their relationship. U.S. security guarantees to its NATO allies are
vital for Europe. From an EU perspective, close EU-NATO cooperation is, there-
fore, a top priority. Currently, U.S./NATO and EU collaboration remains strong
but limited due to the severe tensions between Turkey, a non-EU state, and Cy-
prus, a non-NATO member. The European Union and NATO coordinate and join
forces to support Ukraine. Additionally, the European Union is supporting the
U.S.-UK operation in the Red Sea, and in March 2023, the United States and the

Europe, Africa, and Asia. Currently, there are 21 ongoing CSDP missions and opera-
tions, 12 of which are civilian and 9 military.

20 Katariina Mustasilta, “The EU’s External Conflict Responses: Drivers and Emerging
Trends in the Era of Strategic Competition,” FIIA Working Paper No. 135, Finish Insti-
tute of International Affairs, September 2023, especially pp. 9-14, https://www.fiia.fi/
wp-content/uploads/2023/09/wp135_eus-external-conflict-responses.pdf.

21 Mustasilta, “The EU’s External Conflict Responses,” 12: “Despite the development of
the integrated approach and more rhetorical emphasis on a holistic approach,
research suggests that the EU’s engagement in conflict and crisis situations is more
and more (not less) security-oriented.”
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European Union conducted their first-ever joint naval exercise in the Indo-Pa-
cific.??

A key challenge lies in the perception of strategic competition itself. The U.S.
focus on its rivalry with China clashes with the EU’s view of the world as multi-
polar. These differing perspectives lead to asymmetric assessments of Russia and
China. For the European Union, Russia is considered the biggest threat, while
perceptions of China vary by sector. Conversely, for the United States, China is
seen as the primary global threat, with Russia viewed mainly as a threat to Eu-
rope. The difficulty with these differing assessments is that the European Union
and the United States often arrive at divergent conclusions about global threats
despite their shared culture, history, and commitment to a rules-based interna-
tional order.

One example of this is strategic competition in the realm of technology,
where the European Union risks being caught between the United States and
China. The Biden administration has taken decisive steps to use export controls
as a strategic tool vis-a-vis China.?® In October 2022, the United States began
restricting trade in semiconductor technologies with China. By January 2023, Ja-
pan and the Netherlands had joined this policy through an agreement with the
United States that effectively limits the export of the most advanced microchips
and the tools to produce them to China. Other European countries and the Eu-
ropean Union as a whole are under pressure to align with the U.S.’s strategic
export control policies toward Beijing, complicating efforts to adopt a differenti-
ated approach to China.

EU - Russia

Following the adoption of the Treaty of Amsterdam in May 1999, Russia, of all
countries, became the addressee of the EU’s first “Common Strategy,” a new
instrument in the toolbox of the Common Foreign and Security Policy (CFSP).%*

22 On February 19, 2024, EU foreign ministers officially launched the EUNAVFOR ASPIDES
mission to safeguard freedom of navigation in response to the Red Sea crisis. See
“Security and Freedom of Navigation in the Red Sea: Council Launches EUNAVFOR
ASPIDES,” Press Release, Council of the European Union, February 19, 2024, www.con
silium.europa.eu/en/press/press-releases/2024/02/19/security-and-freedom-of-navi
gation-in-the-red-sea-council-launches-new-eu-defensive-operation/; “US: First Ever
Joint Naval Exercise Conducted Between the EU and U.S.,” European Union External
Action, March 24, 2023, https://www.eeas.europa.eu/eeas/us-first-ever-joint-naval-
exercise-conducted-between-eu-and-us_en.

2 The stated objective of the United States is to “maintain as large a lead as possible”
over China in key technologies, particularly in semiconductors, which have dual-use
qualities. See Tobias Gehrke and Julian Ringhof, “The Power of Control: How the EU
Can Shape the New Era of Strategic Export Restrictions,” Policy Brief, European Council
on Foreign Relations, May 17, 2023, 4, https://ecfr.eu/publication/the-power-of-
control-how-the-eu-can-shape-the-new-era-of-strategic-export-restrictions/.

24 Council of the European Union, “1999/414/CFSP: Common Strategy of the European
Union of 4 June 1999 on Russia,” EUR-Lex, https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/
EN/ALL/?uri=CELEX:31999E0414.
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Until Russia’s invasion of Georgia in 2008, there were hopes that EU-Russia rela-
tions could develop in a constructive manner. The experience of Russia’s annex-
ation of Crimea and invasion of Donbas in 2014 could and should have served as
an eye-opener for all Europeans regarding Moscow’s intentions. However, it
took the full-scale war against Ukraine in 2022 for Europe to fully grasp Russia’s
determination to dominate its neighbor and former Soviet republic. In Russia’s
perception, its war against Ukraine is part of a broader, if not global, struggle
against the political West aimed at establishing an international order in which
the spheres of interests of great powers are respected.?>

Today, Europeans understand that Russia will remain the primary threat to
their security and territorial integrity for years to come. Given that the European
Union is unable to confront Russia without Washington’s conventional forces
and nuclear security guarantees within NATO, there might come a time when
the United States will ask for European solidarity in a potential standoff with
China over Taiwan — a scenario for which Europeans are neither materially nor
mentally prepared.?®

A hard lesson for the European Union to learn is that many middle powers in
Asia, Africa, and Latin America do not see a need to fully align themselves with
the European response to Russia’s war of aggression. While over 130 UN mem-
ber states have condemned Russia’s invasion, many have been unwilling to sup-
port the EU’s sanctions regime. Therefore, it is not beneficial for Brussels to con-
dition its partnership diplomacy or “strategic interdependence” with countries
such as Brazil, Indonesia, Saudi Arabia, South Africa, or South Korea on their
proximity to or distance from Moscow.?’ This is likely one of the core lessons for
the European Union if it wants to act more pragmatically.

25 Russia expert Arkady Moshes describes the EU-Russia relationship as a series of
mutual misperceptions. Arkady Moshes, “The Troubled Partnership: The EU and Rus-
sia,” contribution to the workshop on “Strategic Partnership as an Instrument of EU
Foreign Policy,” April 13, 2015, hosted by The Centre for European Studies at Carleton
University, Canada, 17-19, https://www.egmontinstitute.be/app/uploads/2015/12/
Strategic-Partnership-Workshop-Report-final.pdf.

26 Jana Puglierin and Pawel Zerka, “Keeping America Close, Russia Down, and China Far
Away: How Europeans Navigate a Competitive World,” Policy Brief, European Council
on Foreign Relations (ECFR), June 7, 2023, 18, https://ecfr.eu/publication/keeping-
america-close-russia-down-and-china-far-away-how-europeans-navigate-a-
competitive-world/.

27 See the results of the comprehensive opinion poll conducted for the EFCR’s and
Oxford University’s research project “Europe in a Changing World”: Timothy Garton
Ash, Ivan Krastev, and Mark Leonard, “Living in an a la carte World: What European
Policymakers Should Learn from Global Public Opinion,” Policy Brief, European Council
on Foreign Relations (ECFR), November 15, 2023, https://ecfr.eu/publication/living-
in-an-a-la-carte-world-what-european-policymakers-should-learn-from-global-
public-opinion/.
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EU - China

China is perhaps the partner within the EU’s international network with the wid-
est gap between close trade partnership on the one hand and political alienation
on the other. The Tiananmen massacre in 1989 served as a wake-up call for the
Europeans, making them realize how determined the Communist Party was to
preserve its status and China’s societal system. Despite the arms embargo
against Beijing, which is still in place today, trade relations and Western foreign
direct investment in China have flourished. The European Union has watched
China’s rise in the Far East with a mixture of fascination and fear. The launch of
the Belt and Road Initiative in 2013, along with the initiation of the 16+1 engage-
ment with Central and Eastern European countries a year earlier—many of which
are EU member states—showed Europeans that China had ambitions for a global
leadership role. In 2021, China’s GDP surpassed that of the European Union for
the first time. Today, the United States, China, and the European Union occupy
many of the world’s “top three” positions, with the European Union typically
ranking third after the United States and China.?®

The increasing assertiveness of Beijing and mounting tensions between the
United States and China prompted the European Union to review its China policy
in 2019. Depending on the subject or sector, the European External Action Ser-
vice developed a doctrine that regarded Beijing as a partner, competitor, or ri-
val.?? Since 2019, President Xi Jinping and the Chinese Communist Party have
continued on their path, challenging the West on technological advances, supply
chain reliability, the international law of the sea, the status of Taiwan, human
rights in Xinjiang, control over Hong Kong, and alternative interpretations of the
international order.

To a great extent, the EU’s room for maneuver in strategic competition is
shaped by the U.S.-China and China-Russia relationships. The rivalry between
Washington and Beijing impacted Europe before 2022, but with Russia’s full-
scale war against Ukraine since February 2022 and given Europe’s reliance on
U.S. security guarantees, the scope for an individual European China policy has
diminished, while the pressure to align with Washington has increased.3® The

28 This applies, for example, to the projected share of global GDP in 2023 and military
expenditure in 2022. In terms of the value of global trade in goods and services, the
EU ranked first in 2022. Eurostat, “World Trade in Goods and Services — an
Overview,” Statistics Explained, data extracted in July 2024, https://ec.europa.eu/
eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php?title=World_trade_in_goods_and_services_-
_an_overview.

2 European Commission and HR/VP Contribution to the European Council, “EU-China —
A Strategic Outlook,” Joint Communication to the European Parliament, the European
Council and the Council, March 12, 2019, 4, https://commission.europa.eu/system/
files/2019-03/communication-eu-china-a-strategic-outlook.pdf.

30 See also Sinikukka Saari, Niklas Helwig, Juha Jokela, and Mikael Mattlin, “EU-China
Relations in an Uncertain World: Walking a Geopolitical Tightrope,” FIIA Briefing Paper
no. 376, Finish Institute of International Affairs, November 2023, 6, www.fiia.fi/
wp-content/uploads/2023/11/bp376_eu-china-relations-in-an-uncertain-world.pdf.
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European Union is also closely monitoring the China-Russia partnership, a
“friendship without limits,” as Putin and Xi Jinping declared in February 2022,
just days before Russia invaded Ukraine.

Open-source data indicates a significant increase in Russian imports of Chi-
nese-manufactured dual-use goods. In response, EU representatives used the
latest EU-China Summit in December 2023 to warn China against supplying lethal
weapons to Russia and to demand support in preventing Russia from circum-
venting sanctions.3! However, realizing that Beijing remained unimpressed by
this request, the EU’s 13th sanctions package on Russia, for the first time, targets
Chinese and Indian companies accused of supporting Moscow’s war effort.3?

EU - India

As with the United States and China, the European Union is engaged with India
in an institutionalized “Strategic Partnership,” a format proposed by the 2003
European Security Strategy. However, there is a consensus in the academic liter-
ature that the full potential of this partnership has not yet been fully realized.3
A “Bilateral Trade and Investment Agreement” between the European Union and
India has been on hold since 2013, despite their important trade relations.3*
However, negotiations were resumed in June 2022, with plans to be finalized in
2024.

31 “EU-China Summit, 7 December 2023, Main Results,” European Council and Council of
the European Union, https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/meetings/international-
summit/2023/12/07/. Some reports attribute the failure of Ukraine’s autumn 2023
counteroffensive to China’s constant supply of Russia with vehicles and key compo-
nents for weapons production. See, for example, Markus Garlauskas, Joseph Webster,
and Emma C. Verges, “China’s Support for Russia Has Been Hindering Ukraine’s Coun-
teroffensive,” Atlantic Council, November 15, 2023, https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/
blogs/new-atlanticist/chinas-support-for-russia-has-been-hindering-ukraines-
counteroffensive/.

32 “EU adopts 13th package of sanctions against Russia after two years of its war of
aggression against Ukraine,” Press Release, European Commission, February 23,2024,
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/ip_24 _963: “The Council
added 27 new entities to the list of those directly supporting Russia’s military and
industrial complex in its war of aggression against Ukraine. ... Some of these entities
are located in third countries (India, Sri Lanka, China, Serbia, Kazakhstan, Thailand, and
Turkey) and have been involved in the circumvention of trade restrictions.”

3 Lucyna Czechowska, “Joint Bodies and the Regularization of Strategic Interaction: A
Comparison of the European Union’s Strategic Partnerships with Japan and India,”
Journal of Common Market Studies (JCMS) 60, no.4 (July 2022): 1144-1164,
https://doi.org/10.1111/jcms.13325.

34 The European Union is India’s third-largest trading partner, accounting for € 88 billion
in trade in goods in 2021, or 10.8 % of India’s total trade, following the USA (11.6 %)
and China (11.4 %). India is the EU’s 10th-largest trading partner, representing 2.1 %
of the EU’s total trade in goods in 2021, well behind China (16.2 %), the USA (14.7 %),
and the UK (10 %). See “India: EU Trade Relations with India. Facts, Figures and Latest
Developments,” European Commission, https://policy.trade.ec.europa.eu/eu-trade-
relationships-country-and-region/countries-and-regions/india_en.
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From a strategic perspective, the European Union appears to regard India as
its most important partner in shaping its Indo-Pacific strategy. When considered
together, the 2018 Strategy on India and the 2021 Strategy on the Indo-Pacific
suggest that the European Union offers the region an alternative trajectory to
the U.S.-China rivalry.3> The EU’s interest is to make India an ally in promoting
the rules-based international order, effective multilateralism, the protection of
human rights, and the achievement of internationally agreed objectives, such as
the Paris Agreement on Climate Change and the realization of the United Nations
Sustainable Development Goals.

In the Indo-Pacific, the European Union must carefully balance its strategic
messaging towards three different partners or regions: (1) vis-g-vis the United
States, the message is that the European Union and its member states are ready
to take on a greater share in safeguarding a free, secure, and stable maritime
environment in the region, not least as an act of reciprocity for Washington’s
security role in Europe; (2) towards China, the message is that “the EU’s ap-
proach to the region is one of cooperation, not confrontation,” and “inclusive of
all partners wishing to cooperate with the EU”; 36 and (3) vis-d-vis India, and also
ASEAN (the Association of Southeast Asian Nations), the message is that the Eu-
ropean Union shares their perception of the world as multipolar, not bipolar;
that their rising power and influence in the region and beyond are recognized;
and that they are valued cooperation partners to the European Union, including
in a region-to-region format. The litmus test for the EU’s new geopolitical prag-
matism will be its ability to endure differing perceptions of India and other
“Global South” partners regarding Russia’s war against Ukraine or the Israel-
Gaza conflict.¥”

35 European Commission and High Representative of the Union for Foreign Affairs and
Security Policy, “The EU Strategy for Cooperation in the Indo-Pacific,” Joint Commu-
nication to the European Parliament and the Council, September 16, 2021,
www.eeas.europa.eu/sites/default/files/jointcommunication_2021_24_1_en.pdf.
See also Frederick Kliem, “The EU Strategy on Cooperation in the Indo-Pacific: A Mean-
ingful Regional Complement?” Policy Brief, Konrad-Adenauer-Stiftung, January 2021,
https://www.kas.de/documents/288143/16920728/Panorama+2021_01+Kliem.pdf.

36 “Questions and Answers: EU Strategy for Cooperation in the Indo-Pacific,” European
Commission, September 16, 2021, https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/
detail/en/ganda_21_4709.

37 In the UN General Assembly (UNGA) vote on March 2, 2022, on Resolution A/ES-
11/L.1, condemning Russia for its invasion of Ukraine, India abstained along with 34
other countries, while all EU member states voted in favor. In another UNGA vote on
February 2, 2023, calling for Russia’s immediate and unconditional withdrawal from
Ukraine, India abstained again — maintaining its neutral stance on Russia’s actions. For
details, see the UN Digital Library on Voting Data, https://digitallibrary.un.org/search?
In=en&cc=Voting+Data. Regarding the voting behavior of the European Union and
India on the war in Gaza, both sides demonstrated a relatively high degree of
alignment. In the UN General Assembly vote on October 27, 2023, for an immediate
humanitarian truce in Gaza to facilitate humanitarian aid, India abstained, as did 15

84


http://www.eeas.europa.eu/sites/default/files/jointcommunication_2021_24_1_en.pdf
https://www.kas.de/documents/288143/16920728/Panorama+2021_01+Kliem.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/qanda_21_4709
https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/qanda_21_4709
https://digitallibrary.un.org/search?%0bln=en&cc=Voting+Data
https://digitallibrary.un.org/search?%0bln=en&cc=Voting+Data

The European Union and Strategic Competition

EU Responses to Strategic Competition

The previous sections provided an analysis of the EU’s perception of strategic
competition and its role within it, as well as an outline of Brussels’ interests vis-
a-vis other major powers. This final section discusses the EU’s policy responses
to strategic competition, which can be divided into four categories: EU Enlarge-
ment, EU Neighborhood Policy, EU partnership diplomacy, and measures to se-
cure the EU’s economic-industrial base. A fifth category, which is beyond the
scope of this article, is the EU’s role in the governance of global commons — such
as climate and environmental policies, maritime security, space security, and the
EU’s capacity for setting norms and standards in these sectors.

EU Enlargement

Sometimes overlooked as a geopolitical instrument in its own right, EU enlarge-
ment can be seen as the most forceful expression of the Union’s strategic intent.
Overall, and from a historical perspective, the accession of new member states
has proven to be a success story, contributing to stabilization, economic devel-
opment, and opportunities for younger generations. The various enlargement
rounds, especially the one leading to the accession of ten new Eastern and Cen-
tral European members in 2004, have demonstrated the staying power of the EU
Commission once negotiations have begun. The strategic dimension of enlarge-
ment is currently gaining momentum, with nine accession candidates on the EU’s
agenda. The Western Balkan countries—Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Mon-
tenegro, North Macedonia, and Serbia—are each progressing at their own
pace.3® Negotiations with Turkey, ongoing since 2005, have effectively stalled
due to Ankara’s autocratic turn in 2016 and allegations of human rights viola-
tions. Meanwhile, the European Union has recognized that the longer the acces-
sion process takes, the more influence other actors, such as Russia and China,
can gain in the region.

The newest official EU candidates are Ukraine and Moldova (June 2022), later
joined by Georgia (December 2023), demonstrating the Union’s resolve not to
be deterred by an ongoing war and geopolitical tensions with Russia. In fact, this
decision straightforwardly rejected the idea of a Russian sphere of influence in
the EU’s Eastern neighborhood. In December 2023, the European Council agreed
to open accession negotiations with Ukraine and Moldova.

EU member states. In a subsequent vote on December 12, 2023, on an immediate
humanitarian ceasefire in Gaza, India voted “yes,” alongside 17 EU member states.

38 Accession negotiations are underway with Albania (since 2020), Montenegro (since
2012), North Macedonia (since 2020), and Serbia (since 2014). In December 2022,
Bosnia and Herzegovina was granted candidate status, while Kosovo submitted its
membership application.
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EU Neighborhood Policy (ENP)

With the invitation for Ukraine, Moldova, and Georgia to join the Union, the
number of ENP partner countries will shrink from 16 to 13. This raises the ques-
tion of how Brussels will deal with the remaining states of the Eastern Partner-
ship (as the Eastern dimension of the ENP)—Armenia, Azerbaijan, and Belarus—
and how it will design relations with the diverse group of ten countries in the
EU’s Southern Neighborhood.?®

With Georgia granted EU candidate status, it will be difficult in the future not
to extend such status to Armenia, Azerbaijan, or Belarus, should these countries
ever express interest and demonstrate progress in meeting the conditions for
membership. In the years ahead, the European Union will most likely seek to
enhance cooperation with Armenia and Azerbaijan through the Eastern Partner-
ship, integrating them into a broader strategic design for the post-Soviet space.
More specifically, these two countries could become important partners in the
EU’s connectivity agenda, linking the Black Sea region, the South Caucasus, the
Caspian region, and Central Asia.*® Ultimately, this will require a more compre-
hensive Eastern Neighborhood policy that includes Central Asia.*

Geography dictates that the Southern Neighborhood is not considered Euro-
pean; therefore, accession to the European Union is not an option. However, the
European Union is deeply connected with its Southern partners. A study by the
Bertelsmann Foundation details the scope and depth of these relations across
trade, finance, technology and knowledge exchange, infrastructure connectivity,
and labor mobility. In all these sectors, with few exceptions, the European Union
is the dominant partner for most neighboring countries. However, its economic
importance is hot matched by political influence.*?

Although the report predicts growing interdependence between the Euro-
pean Union and its Southern neighbors (e.g., in energy, food security, and labor),

39 Algeria, Egypt, Israel, Jordan, Lebanon, Libya, Morocco, Syria, Palestine, and Tunisia.

40 See, for example, the EU Global Gateway, “Investors Forum for EU-Central Asia Trans-
port Connectivity, 29-30 January 2024, at SQUARE Brussels,” https://international-
partnerships.ec.europa.eu/news-and-events/investors-forum-eu-central-asia-
transport-connectivity_en. The event brought together governments, financing insti-
tutions, businesses, and civil society from Europe, Central Asia, and beyond. A total of
€10 billion has been committed to sustainable transport connectivity in Central Asia.

41 Stefan Meister, Milan Ni¢, Iskra Kirova, and Steven Blockmans, “Russia’s War in
Ukraine: Rethinking the EU’s Eastern Enlargement and Neighborhood Policy,” DGAP
Report, German Council on Foreign Relations, January 20, 2023, https://dgap.org/en/
research/publications/russias-war-ukraine-rethinking-eus-eastern-enlargement-and-
neighborhood. Such a broad vision, of course, depends on the outcome of Russia’s
war against Ukraine, Russia’s future domestic development, its role in Central Asia,
and the overall EU-Russia relationship.

42 Richard Grieveson and Stefani Weiss, eds., “Keeping Friends Closer: Why the EU
Should Address New Geoeconomic Realities and Get Its Neighbors Back in the Fold,”
Report, 2nd updated edition (Bertelsmann Stiftung & The Vienna Institute for Interna-
tional Economic Studies, May 2023), https://doi.org/10.11586/2023025.

86


https://international-partnerships.ec.europa.eu/news-and-events/investors-forum-eu-central-asia-transport-connectivity_en
https://international-partnerships.ec.europa.eu/news-and-events/investors-forum-eu-central-asia-transport-connectivity_en
https://international-partnerships.ec.europa.eu/news-and-events/investors-forum-eu-central-asia-transport-connectivity_en
https://dgap.org/en/research/publications/russias-war-ukraine-rethinking-eus-eastern-enlargement-and-neighborhood
https://dgap.org/en/research/publications/russias-war-ukraine-rethinking-eus-eastern-enlargement-and-neighborhood
https://dgap.org/en/research/publications/russias-war-ukraine-rethinking-eus-eastern-enlargement-and-neighborhood
https://doi.org/10.11586/2023025

The European Union and Strategic Competition

the European Union has not yet alighed mutual interests within an attractive
framework across the Northern and Southern shores of the Mediterranean. This
diagnosis may do injustice to existing formats like the Union for the Mediterra-
nean. Nevertheless, competing—if not contradictory—approaches by Southern
EU member states (especially France and Italy), the lack of horizontal connectiv-
ity among North African states, and the political fragmentation of the Middle
East have hindered the development of a common vision for a more integrated
Mediterranean space. If the European Union wants to prevent China from be-
coming the partner of choice, it must more decisively strengthen its ties with the
countries of the Middle East and North Africa.*3

EU Partnership Diplomacy with Emerging Powers

While the European Union looks back on a long history of partnership diplomacy,
Russia’s war of aggression has prompted it to further diversify its strategic part-
nerships with renewed vigor.** In addition to the over 40 trade agreements al-
ready in place, Brussels has recently concluded or renewed trade agreements
with Chile (March 2024) and New Zealand (June 2022), and an Economic Part-
nership Agreement with Kenya (June 2023), all of which are currently under rat-
ification. Negotiations for a Free Trade Agreement (FTA) with Australia and an
EU-Mexico Association Agreement are expected to be completed by the end of
2024. New efforts are underway to ratify the EU-Mercosur Agreement, which
has been under negotiation since 2000 and was concluded in June 2019. Mer-
cosur unites Brazil, Argentina, Paraguay, and Uruguay, with the European Union
being the group’s leading trading and investment partner. As mentioned, nego-
tiations with India on a trade and investment agreement resumed in June 2022.
Like the trade agreements achieved with Singapore (2014) and Vietnam (2015),
the European Union is currently negotiating a free trade agreement with Indo-
nesia. Bilateral talks with Jakarta began in 2016, and in December 2023, the 16th
round of negotiations was held, demonstrating perseverance and a mutual will-
ingness to compromise.*>

4 For example, this could involve concluding fairer trade agreements to avoid increasing
trade deficits in the Global South, engaging in political dialogue on an equal footing,
increasing investment in connectivity, showing a willingness to tackle the energy tran-
sition and the implications of climate change together, and developing mechanisms
and schemes that offer positive prospects for the next generation, while enabling
labor mobility and limiting illegal migration to the European Union. See “Keeping
Friends Closer,” 83-92.

4 Michael Smith, “The Geopolitics of the EU’s Partnership Diplomacy: Strategic,
Managerial, or Reactive?” International Politics 56, no.3 (June 2019): 288-303,
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41311-017-0127-8; and Claudia Schmucker and Klemens
Kober, “A Turning Point for EU Trade Policy After the Russian Aggression? Ukraine:
The War that Changed the World, One Year On,” DGAP External Publication, German
Council on Foreign Relations, February 23, 2023, https://dgap.org/en/research/publi
cations/turning-point-eu-trade-policy-after-russian-aggression.

4 All EU trade agreements and individual country/region relations can be found at
https://policy.trade.ec.europa.eu/eu-trade-relationships-country-and-region_en.
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Functional Responses to Secure the European Economic-industrial Base

Finally, the EU’s response to strategic competition can be seen in a whole range
of initiatives aimed at securing its economic-industrial base:

A New EU Trade Policy: In February 2021, the EU Commission presented its
new trade strategy, An Open, Sustainable and Assertive Trade Policy. Rather than
advocating that production should be brought back to the EU for greater auton-
omy, the Commission promotes greater openness to trade and investment as a
means of supporting the EU economy’s recovery from the COVID-19 crisis.

EU Global Gateway: Launched in December 2021, the Global Gateway is the
EU’s initiative to address the existing global investment gap in infrastructure and
connectivity. It aims to promote trade, economic growth, and diplomatic ties
with key partners. Global Gateway projects emphasize building global connec-
tions rather than dependencies, offering a European alternative to China’s Belt
and Road Initiative.*®

EU Economic Security Strategy: Adopted in June 2023, the Economic Security
Strategy outlines three priorities for securing the EU economic-industrial base:
(1) promoting the EU’s competitiveness by enhancing the resilience of the econ-
omy and supply chains, for example, through fostering research in strategic ar-
eas, such as advanced semiconductors, quantum computing, biotechnology, net-
zero industries, clean energy, and critical raw materials; (2) protecting the Euro-
pean economy from commonly identified risks by more vigorously deploying ex-
isting tools, including trade defense measures, foreign subsidy controls, 5G/6G
security measures, foreign direct investment screening, export controls, and the
newly introduced instrument to counter economic coercion; and (3) partnering
with the “broadest possible range of countries” to reinforce economic security,
foster resilient and sustainable value chains, and strengthen the international
rules-based economic order and multilateral institutions.*

EU Critical Raw Materials Act: In its first annual Critical Minerals Market Re-
view, released in July 2023, the International Energy Agency (IEA) highlighted the

46 Beijing’s efforts are significantly larger in financial terms: China provided over one
trillion USD between 2013 and 2023, while the Global Gateway initiative is endowed
with 300 billion euros for the period 2021-2027. Both initiatives are strategic projects
aimed at competing for connectivity and partnerships. However, the EU approach
emphasizes transparency and sustainability, aligning more closely with international
objectives such as the UN Sustainable Development Goals. See Kalum Rock and
Christian Hanelt, “Global Gateway: The EU Maps a Different Path than Belt and Road,”
New Perspectives on Global & European Dynamics, Bertelsmann Stiftung, October 19,
2023, https://globaleurope.eu/europes-future/global-gateway-the-eu-maps-a-different-
path-than-belt-and-road/.

47 European Commission, “Joint Communication to the European Parliament, the
European Council and the Council on ‘European Economic Security Strategy’,” JOIN
(2023)20 final, Brussels, June 20, 2023, 3-4, https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/
EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A52023JC0020.
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significantly increased demand for minerals needed for clean energy technolo-
gies.®® In response to risks associated with supply chain disruptions, the Euro-
pean Parliament adopted the Critical Raw Materials Act in December 2023, just
nine months after the Commission’s proposal in March.*® The new legislation
mandates that by 2030, no single non-EU country shall produce more than 65 %
of the EU’s annual consumption of any strategic raw material.>°

New EU Subsidy Policy: To retain key industries in Europe, the EU Commission
introduced a “matching aid mechanism,” allowing EU member states to subsi-
dize a company to the same extent it would receive in a third country outside
the European Economic Area for its investment. The German government and
Swedish battery producer Northvolt became the first to utilize this mechanism
in January 2024.3!

Conclusion

This article has shed light on the European Union’s perception of strategic com-
petition, its role in the world, the management of its relations with other major
powers, and its efforts to navigate an era of global power shifts.

The degree of interconnectedness in today’s globalized world was starkly re-
vealed during the COVID-19 pandemic and further underscored by the conse-
guences of Russia’s war against Ukraine — particularly in the areas of global food

48 Between 2017 and 2022, global demand increased by 300% for lithium, 70% for
cobalt, and 40 % for nickel, with this growth expected to continue in the coming years.
See International Energy Agency (IEA), “Critical Minerals Market Review 2023,”
December 2023, www.iea.org/reports/critical-minerals-market-review-2023.

49 European Commission, “Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of
the Council establishing a framework for ensuring a secure and sustainable supply of
critical raw materials and amending Regulations (EU) 168/2013, (EU) 2018/858,
2018/1724 and (EU) 2019/1020,” COM(2023) 160 final, Brussels, March 16, 2023,
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/resource.html?uri=cellar:903d35cc-c4a2-11ed-a05c-
0laa75ed71a1.0001.02/DOC_1&format=PDF.

0 |n addition, benchmarks have been set for the EU’s own domestic capacities, which by
2030 will: (1) extract at least 10 % of the EU’s annual consumption; (2) process at least
40 % of the EU’s annual consumption; and (3) recycle at least 15 % of the EU’s annual
consumption. The EU Commission also plans to establish a “Critical Raw Materials
Club,” a platform to bring together resource-hungry and resource-rich countries to
collaborate on diversifying critical raw materials value chains. See Francesco
Findeisen, “The Club Approach: Towards Successful EU Critical Raw Materials
Diplomacy,” Policy Brief, Jacques Delors Centre, Hertie School, October 31, 2023,
https://www.delorscentre.eu/fileadmin/2_Research/1_About_our_research/2_Rese
arch_centres/6_Jacques_Delors_Centre/Publications/20231031_Findeisen_CriticalR
awMaterials.pdf.

51 Northvolt will receive €902 million in German state aid to build a gigafactory for
battery cell production in the town of Heide, northern Germany. Without this
instrument, Northvolt would have shifted its investment to the United States to take
advantage of the U.S. Inflation Reduction Act.
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supply chains and energy security. As the world’s largest trading bloc, the Euro-
pean Union soon realized that decoupling from the global economy was not a
viable option. Instead, the European Union and its member states have commit-
ted to expanding their international network at full speed. Efforts focus on di-
versifying both energy resources and partner countries while simultaneously en-
hancing the legislative framework to support domestic industries.

The repeatedly stated ambition to cooperate “with the broadest possible
range of partners” reflects several key features of how the European Union in-
tends to “navigate” strategic competition. The EU shows

o self-confidence in its ability to shape relationships in its own interest and
leverage its regulatory power by setting trade, industrial, labor, and hu-
man rights standards;

e pragmatism in choosing partners, recognizing that it cannot afford to
divide the world into liberal democracies and restrictive autocracies; in-
stead, Brussels must define red lines on a case-by-case basis;

e geopolitical orientation, combining its own transformation agenda (en-
ergy, climate, digitalization) with smart partnership diplomacy (e.g.,
connectivity, Global Gateway);

e confidence in its diplomatic skillset and staying power, as negotiation,
cooperation, and compromise capabilities are central to its “DNA”; the
EU has proven its ability to successfully negotiate EU accessions or trade
agreements over 20 years;

e balanced global relations: The European Union believes that bilateral
relations with other great powers like the United States, Russia, China,
and India can be optimized and balanced with regional partnerships to
sustain a global network.

The EU’s competitive formula seems to be “who cooperates best and in the
most strategic fashion.” This distinguishes the European Union from other play-
ers on the global stage.

The EU’s activities over the last five years in the fields of accession policy,
partnership and trade diplomacy, the green and digital transition, and initiatives
on economic and supply chain security, coupled with considerations of geopoli-
tics and connectivity, demonstrate its ability to act and adapt to a security envi-
ronment shaped by strategic competition. While many of these initiatives reflect
the EU Commission’s determination, the political unity of the member states has
been crucial for united action — especially in supporting Ukraine.

However, this analysis has also revealed the challenges the EU faces, partic-
ularly in the areas of security and the transatlantic alliance. The United States
remains by far the EU’s most important strategic partner; however, Washing-
ton’s tendency to divide the world into pro- and anti-China coalitions will com-
plicate the EU-U.S. relationship. With 23 out of 27 EU member states also being
members of NATO, the European Union and its member states are struggling to
balance a more independent and cooperative approach to strategic competition

90



The European Union and Strategic Competition

with reliance on continued U.S. security commitments within NATO and on the
European continent.

Hoping to count on the United States as a reliable partner, the EU’s ultimate
goal in international politics remains unchanged: to uphold the rules-based in-
ternational order and promote effective multilateralism. This goal is not only to
sustain economic interoperability in a globalized world but also to address global
challenges that no country can manage alone, such as maritime security, space
security, and the effects of climate change and environmental degradation.

Disclaimer

The views expressed are solely those of the author and do not represent official
views of the PfP Consortium of Defense Academies and Security Studies Insti-
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Abstract: This article analyzes India’s stake and role in the context of the
renewed confrontational relationship between Washington and Beijing.
The examination of India’s strategic vision, along with the changing dynam-
ics of its bilateral ties with the United States, China, and Russia, demon-
strates that New Delhi’s foreign policy toward Washington has been
shaped by events in South Asia and the Indian Ocean, as well as by the
dynamics of America’s evolving relationships with key Asian powers. India
has assumed a prominent role in the United States’ efforts to enforce a
rules-based international order in the Indo-Pacific. Both nations have lev-
eraged shared values to deepen their engagement, also driven by prag-
matic considerations. At the same time, maintaining close relations with
the United States has become a strategic necessity for India. The partner-
ship between India and the United States has been reinforced by their in-
creasingly adversarial relationships with China. India has shown a noticea-
ble shift in its approach to the U.S.-China strategic rivalry, driven by New
Delhi’s changing threat perception of China — from a partner to a security
threat.

Keywords: Indo-Pacific, Global South, Quad, strategic rivalry, military-tech-
nical partnership, Russia-Ukraine war.

Introduction

India gained independence from Britain in 1947 with the Partition of the Indian
subcontinent into two sovereign political entities. Like many post-colonial coun-
tries, India adopted a Westminster-style parliamentary democracy and has be-
come a great success story in institutionalizing and consolidating democracy.
Though rooted in Hindu civilizational ethos, India is constitutionally secular and
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remains a multicultural, multilingual, multi-ethnic, and multi-religious society. It
also has the second-largest Muslim population in the world, after Indonesia —a
fact often highlighted by the country’s top political leaders.! In 2023, India
emerged as the world’s most populous country, overtaking China. According to
reliable projections, India is expected to achieve growth of more than 6 percent
over the next five years and become the world’s third-largest economy by 2030.2

The rise of the U.S.-China strategic rivalry has posed an increasing challenge
for Asia’s middle powers, including India, as the great power competition forces
them to reveal their strategic choices between Washington and Beijing. While
many countries are unwilling to take sides, India’s changing threat perception
has led New Delhi to lean toward Washington over Beijing on important geo-
strategic issues. India has strengthened its bilateral and multilateral ties with the
United States and its key allies to counter the China challenge. As global trade
relationships deteriorate, India is also implementing policies aimed at boosting
domestic manufacturing. The subsequent sections of this article explore how In-
dia’s evolving strategy has profound implications for the U.S.-China competition
and Asia’s geopolitical landscape.

India’s Strategic Vision

The British Raj has provided independent India with a geopolitical frame of ref-
erence. It is undeniable that India’s political geography is inherited from the co-
lonial experiments of the British Indian Empire. The British Raj was one of the
most successful centralizing political entities, able to integrate and rule India for
more than two hundred years. This success was primarily made possible through
various geopolitical instruments, such as partnerships with native ruling elites,
shrewd management of local political affairs to counter divisive tendencies, and
the expansion of economic networks throughout the empire as well as in neigh-
boring and peripheral regions. The British also demonstrated skill in controlling
turbulent frontiers within the subcontinent and creating institutional structures
for governance, diplomacy, and security.? Notwithstanding the Indian nationalist
movement’s emphatic rejection of this imperial edifice, its realpolitik essence
has greatly influenced independent India’s geopolitical outlook and continues to
guide its strategic vision. The British Raj’s efforts to expand economic influence
while preventing European interference in the subcontinent left a lasting legacy

1 “India Home to Second Largest Population of Muslims in World: President Murmu,”
Outlook, July 12, 2023, www.outlookindia.com/national/india-home-to-second-
largest-population-of-muslims-in-world-president-murmu-news-302281.

2 Florian Zandt, “Which Countries Have the Highest GDP Growth Rate?” Statista, Janu-
ary 17, 2024, www.statista.com/chart/31587/real-gdp-growth-top-6-economies/.

3 C. Raja Mohan, “Securing India’s Rise,” in Ashley J. Tellis and C. Raja Mohan, The Stra-
tegic Rationale for Deeper U.S.-Indian Economic Ties: American and Indian Per-
spectives (Washington, D.C.: Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, 2015),
https://carnegieendowment.org/research/2015/08/the-strategic-rationale-for-
deeper-us-indian-economic-ties.
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of India’s centrality in the British imperial system, particularly in the Indian Ocean
region. Unsurprisingly, this legacy continues to guide Indian strategic planning.

At the same time, the humiliating experience of being a British colony for two
two hundred years shaped core ideas of Indian foreign policy, particularly the
doctrine of “non-alignment.” Non-alignment was used to keep India out of Cold
War military entanglements with either the United States or the Soviet Union.
Nevertheless, the Cold War severely undermined India’s focus on economic, so-
cial, and political development, effectively splitting the international order into
two antagonistic ideological camps.

When Pakistan joined military alliances led or sponsored by the United States
against the USSR,* India felt compelled to divert vital resources intended for eco-
nomic development into military competition. As a result, the Soviet connection
became invaluable for India, particularly when Pakistan sought to counterbal-
ance India with the help of American arms and military aid. Though the resulting
Indo-Soviet partnership was criticized as a compromise of India’s non-aligned
stance, it was, in reality, the pragmatic response to policies or pressures from
the Western camp during the Cold War.

Moreover, India’s relations with the USSR were devoid of any ideological con-
siderations as shared geopolitical interests firmed them up.® Following the Sino-
U.S. rapprochement in the early 1970s, Washington had little incentive to help
build Indian military defenses against China, making India more dependent on
the Soviet Union.® Gradually, the Soviet Union not only became India’s leading
source of weapon systems but also facilitated the licensed production of Soviet-
designed aircraft and tanks in India, creating a decades-long dependency.

Though the notion of Asian solidarity could not withstand the fierce Chinese
realism of the 1960s, non-alignment is still acknowledged as one of the corner-
stones of India’s foreign policy. While the term “non-alignment” lost much of its
practical relevance after the end of the Cold War, its underlying principles have
been revived in a new mantra known as “strategic autonomy.”’

Despite being a rising power, India remains a strong proponent of a territorial
status quo and has not engaged in offensive wars against its neighbors—Pakistan
and China—unless provoked. Having participated continuously and actively in

4 Pakistan signed the Mutual Defense Assistance Agreement with the United States in
1954. Later, Pakistan became a member of the South East Asian Treaty Organization
(SEATO) and the Central Treaty Organization (CENTO), either led or sponsored by the
United States to contain communism.

5 Rajan Menon, “India and Russia: The Anatomy and Evolution of a Relationship,” in The
Oxford Handbook of Indian Foreign Policy, ed. David M. Malone, C. Raja Mohan, and
Srinath Raghavan (Oxford, UK: Oxford University Press, 2015), https://doi.org/10.109
3/oxfordhb/9780198743538.013.37.

6 Tanvi Madan, Fateful Triangle: How China Shaped U.S.-India Relations during the Cold
War (Washington, D.C.: Rowman & Littlefield/ Brookings Institution Press, 2020).

7 Rahul Mishra, “From Non-alignment to Multi-alignment: Assessing India’s Foreign
Policy Shift,” The Round Table: The Commonwealth Journal of International Affairs
112, no. 1 (2023): 43-56, https://doi.org/10.1080/00358533.2023.2165367.
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the UN system and other multilateral forums, India is generally comfortable with
the post-war international order, provided it is granted a respectable decision-
making role. India is no longer the strategic lightweight it was during most of the
Cold War, soits foreign policy behavior is under close scrutiny. The current Indian
leadership is adopting a more assertive stance in regional and global politics. By
the middle of this century, India will likely emerge as the only geopolitical peer
to the United States and China. With these two powers locked in strategic com-
petition, India’s strategic outlook seems clear: China is viewed as the most for-
midable security threat, while the United States is seen as the most promising
partner.

India’s support for Western objectives in maintaining the rules-based inter-
national order will continue to be driven by New Delhi’s overall strategic vision.
In contrast to the Western emphasis on the “rules-based international order”
and Russia and China’s inclination toward a “multipolar” world, India would pre-
fer a “multipolar” rules-based international order in which it is one of the poles.

Major Threats and Challenges

India faces a complex set of challenges on the strategic front. The foremost con-
cern is the threat to its territorial integrity, both in terms of maritime and land
borders, with China emerging as the most serious national security threat.® Sim-
ilarly, Pakistan continues to be a strategic nuisance, as maintaining hostility to-
ward India forms the core of Pakistan’s national identity.’ Thus, the potential
threat of a two-front war with China and Pakistan looms large. In addition to
these external threats, maritime security in the Indian Ocean region has taken
center stage in the present-day geopolitical and geostrategic competition be-
tween an authoritarian China, with its historical concept of the Silk Road, and the
Quad member countries advocating for a “Free and Open Indo-Pacific.” The
growing menace of terrorism and radicalization, with groups like al-Qaeda, ISIS,
and various Pakistan-based/sponsored terrorist organizations posing a threat,
further complicates the situation. An additional factor is the escalating anti-India
activities of some Sikh separatists based in the United States, Canada, and the
United Kingdom, adding an international dimension to India’s national security

8 “China the Biggest Security Threat: Chief of Defence Staff General Rawat,” Business
Standard, Bloomberg, November 13, 2021, https://www.business-standard.com/arti
cle/current-affairs/china-the-biggest-security-threat-chief-of-defence-staff-general-
rawat-121111300026_1.html; Michael Kugelman, “China Has Become India’s Greatest
Threat,” Foreign Policy, January 19, 2023, https://foreignpolicy.com/2023/01/19/
india-china-military-threat-security-pakistan/.

® Karl-Heinz Kamp, “The Case for a Coherent South Asia Strategy: No Zero-Sum Choice
between India and Pakistan,” Security Policy Working Paper No. 11/2018, Federal
Academy for Security Policy, 2018, https://www.baks.bund.de/en/working-papers/
2018/the-case-for-a-coherent-south-asia-strategy-no-zero-sum-choice-between-
india-and.
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concerns. Internally, small pockets of the country continue to grapple with long-
term insurgencies, necessitating a delicate balance in the military response.

Significant steps have been taken to speed up India’s military modernization,
but the challenge lies in reducing foreign military dependence and ensuring the
establishment of a self-sufficient defense manufacturing hub. The United States
has emerged as India’s most important partner in the economic, technological,
geopolitical, and defense domains, contributing to several of India’s national se-
curity objectives. On the other hand, defense cooperation remains the most cru-
cial pillar of the India-Russia strategic partnership. Over the years, the New Delhi-
Moscow military cooperation has evolved from a buyer-seller relationship to
joint development and production of new military platforms. Although Russia
remains a major supplier of weapons to India, it faces stiff competition from
Western countries, including France, Israel, and the United States.

Despite being a significant power in the current international order, India’s
regional and global outreach has been somewhat constrained due to its limited
financial resources, particularly when compared to China’s growing “debt-trap
diplomacy” in India’s immediate neighborhood. Therefore, New Delhi must fo-
cus on two priorities: first, countering Beijing’s growing financial clout in the re-
gion, and second, addressing the increasingly multifaceted security challenges
both within and outside India.

Relations with Major Powers

America

The relationship between India and the United States has transitioned from be-
ing “adversarial” during the Cold War to that of a “natural ally” in the era of
emerging strategic confrontation between Washington and Beijing. This shift is
primarily due to India’s policy of strategic autonomy, which is currently evolving
into a multi-alignment approach. The end of the Cold War created fertile ground
for a qualitative transformation in the nature of India-U.S. relations, even though
Washington remained critical of India’s nuclear program and its stance on hu-
man rights issues in Kashmir. However, the breakthrough came when the United
States, faced with the terrorist threat, reconsidered its strategic priorities and
began to look toward India. Both the George W. Bush and Barack Obama admin-
istrations went on to emphasize that America’s relations with India would shape
the twenty-first century.!® The contemporary transformation in bilateral ties is
underpinned by America’s strategic bet on India to counter China, as well as by
India’s democratic credentials, economic potential, and the extent of its soft
power approach in international relations. As India emerges as a crucial devel-
opmental partner across Asia and Africa, the United States increasingly views it
as an alternative to China.

10 Varghese K. George, Open Embrace: India-US Ties in the Age of Modi and Trump (New
Delhi: Penguin Random House, 2018).
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The United States envisions securing stronger ties with an India that has ac-
cess to energy, investment, and markets. Furthermore, there is a growing will-
ingness on the part of the United States to “co-produce and co-develop major
security systems” together!! and even grant sophisticated defense technology
to India. Both India and the United States have enhanced their partnership on
multilateral platforms, such as the Quadrilateral Security Dialogue (Quad) be-
tween India, the United States, Japan, and Australia, which has emerged as an
important forum for discussing critical challenges in the Indo-Pacific region.
Though India is not a formal alliance partner of the United States, their bilateral
relations have acquired the flavor, although not the substance, of ties between
allies. India is confident in pursuing a closer partnership with the United States
by deftly applying its multi-alignment strategy. While various alignments are be-
ing utilized to address the shortfalls of a formal alliance, the functional nature of
these alignments allows India to pursue security cooperation both in concert
with the United States and independently of it. India’s ties with the United States
certainly represent a sophisticated stage in the evolution of its multi-alignment
approach and are, therefore, significant.

During the G20 summit in New Delhi in September 2023, the India-Middle
East-Europe Economic Corridor (IMEC) was unveiled to supplement existing mar-
itime and road transport routes connecting India to Europe. Washington appears
to be promoting IMEC as a counter to the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), and it
may also be viewed as the continuation of the Abraham Accords, which sought
to normalize relations between Israel and the Gulf states.? It should be noted
that the 12U2 minilateral between India, Israel, the United Arab Emirates, and
the United States also showcases the depth of India-U.S. cooperation.

American willingness to strengthen India’s military capabilities and support
its potential leadership role in the Indo-Pacific marks a significant moment in
Washington’s relations with New Delhi. However, alongside increasing coopera-
tion and coordination, some friction points between India and America persist.
First, India’s reluctance to align with America’s strategy of isolating Russia and
Iran on the global front remains an irritant. Second, the way in which the United
States manages India-Pakistan tensions remains a point of contention. Finally,
the West holds differing views on the contentious political issue of minority
rights and democratic dissent in India, an issue that has long been debated in
liberal Western media. It is often overlooked, however, that despite both being
liberal democracies that share many political beliefs and institutions, Indian and

11 David Vergun, “U.S., India Rapidly Expand Their Military Cooperation,” U.S. Depart-
ment of Defense, June 20, 2023, https://www.defense.gov/News/News-Stories/
Article/Article/3433245/us-india-rapidly-expand-their-military-cooperation/.

12 Jean-Loup Samaan,“The India-Middle East Corridor: a Biden Road Initiative?,” Atlantic
Council, October 6, 2023, https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/the-india-middle-
east-corridor-a-biden-road-initiative/.
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Western societies interpret certain political values rather differently. For in-
stance, while both value freedom of speech, the social boundaries of this free-
dom show a contrasting image in India and the United States.

In essence, it can be argued that the India-U.S. relationship is characterized
by a delicate balance between shared strategic interests and divergent percep-
tions. This balance will depend heavily on how the China problem is perceived
and handled by the national security establishments in New Delhi and Washing-
ton, as China remains the primary driver in promoting strategic convergence be-
tween the two nations. As long as Washington remains convinced that the
United States must build a stronger partnership with India—not only because
India is the world’s largest democratic polity but also because this partnership is
the sole credible military balancer against China in the current international or-
der—India-U.S. ties will overcome all normative challenges.

China

The India-China relationship is characterized by a historical chain of conflicting
events, which has taken on a new dimension amidst recent geopolitical tensions
between the two countries. The long-standing boundary dispute intensified with
India’s defeat in the 1962 war, resulting in China’s occupation of Aksai Chin. After
several decades, it seemed possible to envision Sino-Indian tensions evolving
into a more amicable state of affairs. However, in recent years, India has
emerged as a more assertive player when it comes to countering the growing
Chinese interference in the Indian Ocean region. This is evident in its opposition
to the Belt and Road Initiative, its more active role in the Quad, and its with-
drawal from the Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership (RCEP) in 2017.

As India’s External Affairs Minister, S. Jaishankar, has pointed out, India-China
relations have been in an “abnormal state” since the 2020 Galwan military
clashes.®® The sudden military incursion by Chinese forces shattered the hope of
ensuring long-term peace along the Line of Actual Control (LAC) between the
two nuclear-armed neighbors. This became a major event, as there had been no
combat fatalities on the India-China border since 1975.1* While China urged the
Indian government that the settlement of the contentious boundary issue should
not influence bilateral trade ties,'> New Delhi repeatedly clarified that relations

13 PTI, “India’s Ties with China ‘Abnormal’ Due to Violation of Border Management
Agreements by Beijing: Jaishankar,” The Hindu, April 29, 2023, www.thehindu.com/
news/national/indias-ties-with-china-abnormal-due-to-violation-of-border-
management-agreements-by-beijing-jaishankar/article66792248.ece.

14 Ananth Krishnan, “Torture, Not Firing, behind China Border Deaths in 1975, Recalls
Veteran,” The Hindu, September 21, 2020, https://www.thehindu.com/news/nation
al/torture-not-firing-behind-china-border-deaths-in-1975-recalls-veteran/article3265
4100.ece.

15 PTI, “Boundary Settlement Process Should Not Stall Ties with India: China,” The Eco-
nomic Times, January 19, 2024, https://economictimes.indiatimes.com/news/de
fence/boundary-settlement-process-should-not-stall-ties-with-india-china/article
show/106996296.cms.
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with China could not return to normal as long as Beijing continues to build up
forces along the border with India. Essentially, India has emphasized the princi-
ple of “linkage” — the idea that there can be no progress on issues of interest to
China unless there is progress on issues of interest to India, including the peace-
ful resolution of the boundary dispute. India has begun to convey unambiguously
that Xi Jinping cannot expect to reap the advantages of booming economic rela-
tions with India while seeking to take advantage of military tensions on the bor-
der.

Beijing has leveraged its ties with Islamabad, utilizing the China-Pakistan Eco-
nomic Corridor (CPEC) as part of President Xi Jinping’s dream project—the Belt
and Road Initiative—to secure access to the Indian Ocean. The increasing mili-
tary presence of Chinese naval ships in the Indian Ocean poses a critical threat
to India. China continues to deepen its influence in India’s neighborhood by ex-
erting political pressure on Bhutan and building closer ties with sections of the
political elites in Nepal, Myanmar, and the Maldives.'® India’s Foreign Minister
has recently acknowledged China’s attempts to influence India’s neighboring
countries by deploying additional resources to shape regional dynamics in its fa-
vor but advised India not to “be scared of competition” because “global politics
is a competitive game” in which one should be prepared to outwit the competi-
tor.Y’

Struggle for Leadership of Global South

The G20 summit in New Delhi, held in 2023 under India’s chairmanship, demon-
strated New Delhi’s ambition to emerge as a leader of the Global South. The term
“Global South” refers to the vast majority of developing countries, primarily lo-
cated in South and Southeast Asia, Africa, and Latin America — the geographical
South. Adopting different strategies and approaches, India and China consider
themselves leaders of the Global South and have long competed for influence
over these nations.’® The primary motivating force behind India’s involvement
in BRICS was to generate pressure for the democratization of the global eco-
nomic architecture. However, this objective is increasingly under strain as China
seeks to position BRICS as an alternative to the U.S.-led political and economic
institutions. Despite India’s reservations about BRICS’ recent expansion, China

16 Deep Pal, “China’s Influence in South Asia: Vulnerabilities and Resilience in Four Coun-
tries,” Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, October 13, 2021, https://carne
gieendowment.org/2021/10/13/china-s-influence-in-south-asia-vulnerabilities-and-
resilience-in-four-countries-pub-85552.

17 “China Will Influence Our Neighbourhood, India Shouldn’t Be Scared of Competition:
EAM Jaishankar,” The Telegraph online, January 30, 2024, www.telegraphindia.com/
world/china-will-influence-our-neighbourhood-india-shouldnt-be-scared-of-
competition-external-affairs-minister-s-jaishankar/cid/1997218.

18 Andrew F. Cooper, “China, India and the Pattern of G20/BRICS Engagement: Differ-
entiated Ambivalence between ‘Rising’ Power Status and Solidarity with the Global
South,” Third World Quarterly 42, no. 9 (2021): 1945-1962, https://doi.org/10.1080/
01436597.2020.1829464.

99


https://carnegieendowment.org/2021/10/13/china-s-influence-in-south-asia-vulnerabilities-and-resilience-in-four-countries-pub-85552
https://carnegieendowment.org/2021/10/13/china-s-influence-in-south-asia-vulnerabilities-and-resilience-in-four-countries-pub-85552
https://carnegieendowment.org/2021/10/13/china-s-influence-in-south-asia-vulnerabilities-and-resilience-in-four-countries-pub-85552
http://www.telegraphindia.com/world/china-will-influence-our-neighbourhood-india-shouldnt-be-scared-of-competition-external-affairs-minister-s-jaishankar/cid/1997218
http://www.telegraphindia.com/world/china-will-influence-our-neighbourhood-india-shouldnt-be-scared-of-competition-external-affairs-minister-s-jaishankar/cid/1997218
http://www.telegraphindia.com/world/china-will-influence-our-neighbourhood-india-shouldnt-be-scared-of-competition-external-affairs-minister-s-jaishankar/cid/1997218
https://doi.org/10.1080/01436597.2020.1829464
https://doi.org/10.1080/01436597.2020.1829464

Vinay Kaura, Connections QJ 23, no. 2 (2024): 92-105

has been working on a strategy to make BRICS geopolitically anti-Western in out-
look.1?

India is particularly concerned about China’s potential dominance within
BRICS and its tactical maneuvers to secure a prominent global platform for ad-
vancing Beijing’s ambitions. Furthermore, China has persistently opposed India’s
entry into the Nuclear Suppliers Group (NSG) and has resisted India’s calls for the
expansion of the United Nations Security Council.?° Given these dynamics, it
would be advantageous for the United States and the G7 to support India in its
role as the leader of the Global South.

Implications of Ukraine War: The Russia Factor

A cornerstone of Indian foreign policy is that the country’s leadership cannot be
dictated by major powers when defining its national interests. India has often
accorded great priority to maintaining strong political relations with Russia.
There is still considerable goodwill in India regarding the crucial role played by
the Soviet Union during the India-Pakistan war of 1971 when New Delhi desper-
ately needed protection against China’s potential military intervention on behalf
of Pakistan. The Soviet Union helped India by deterring China and providing
much-needed military supplies while using its veto power in favor of India at the
UN Security Council.?! As a result, India’s pursuit of a friendly relationship with
Russia was initially driven by a shared rivalry with China. In the post-Cold War
era, as Russia began to normalize relations with China, India found it difficult to
reduce its dependence on Russia to balance against China. This continued de-
pendence is one of the key factors driving India’s Russia dilemma.

Even today, the Cold War legacy of a deeper India-Soviet defense partnership
remains evident. India’s refusal to compromise its strategic partnership with
Russia over the war in Ukraine should be seen as a continuation of its founda-
tional non-aligned vision, now rebranded as “strategic autonomy.” While India’s
steadily closer relations with the United States over the last two decades have
significantly undermined the enthusiasm of those attached to the dogmatism of
“non-alignment,” there remains a group of die-hard Indian conservatives who
believe that the Indo-U.S. joint pursuit of a new Asian balance of power would

1% Neil Melvin, “Building Up the BRICS: An Emerging Counter-West Order?” The Royal
United Services Institute (RUSI), August 25, 2023, https://www.rusi.org/explore-our-
research/publications/commentary/building-brics-emerging-counter-west-order;
Joseph Cotterill, James Kynge, and Michael Pooler, “China Urges BRICS to Become
Geopolitical Rival to G7,” Financial Times, August 20, 2023, https://www.ft.com/
content/40f7cd4d-66f2-4e4d-876d-a0c7aa7097e1.

20 Geeta Mohan, “China Blocked India’s Bid for Membership at UN Security Council, NSG:
S Jaishankar,” India Today, January 28, 2021, https://www.indiatoday.in/india/
story/china-blocked-india-s-bid-for-membership-at-un-security-council-nsg-s-
jaishankar-1763679-2021-01-28.

21 Nivedita Kapoor and Tanvi Madan, “Why India Cares about China-Russia Relations,”
Brookings, January 10, 2024, https://www.brookings.edu/articles/why-india-cares-
about-china-russia-relations/.
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severely damage India’s “strategic autonomy,” implying its long-standing part-
nership with Russia. Meanwhile, India’s freedom to simultaneously maintain
friendly ties with both Russia and the United States has grown increasingly con-
strained amid the escalating tensions between Washington and Moscow. For ex-
ample, during the Trump presidency, the U.S. administration even contemplated
imposing sanctions on India for its purchase of the S-400 missile defense system
from Russia, though this idea was ultimately abandoned.??

Many in the West are displeased with India for taking advantage of Western
sanctions on Russia by increasing its purchase of Russian oil. Some Western lead-
ers have misinterpreted this as India indirectly financing Russia’s war against
Ukraine,?® overlooking the crucial fact that India lacks the financial resources to
compete with the West’s ability to pay higher prices for energy. As the world’s
third-largest energy consumer, India heavily depends on imports for most of its
energy needs. This pragmatic pursuit of self-interest, a characteristic feature of
Indian foreign policy, has led New Delhi to remain neutral on the war in Ukraine,
refraining from directly condemning Russia.

Since the war began in March 2022, New Delhi has abstained from almost
every UN resolution related to Ukraine. While India has not explicitly criticized
the Russian invasion of Ukraine, it has condemned the Bucha massacre 2* and
also expressed concern over the nuclear rhetoric from Russian leaders. Many in
the West are unaware of the extent of India’s military dependence on Russian
weapons, nor do they fully understand India’s desire to avoid Russia’s isolation
in the international system. These complex factors have discouraged India from
alienating Russia.

India relies on Russia for essential components of many weapons systems,
including fighter aircraft, nuclear submarines, and land warfare platforms, con-
tinuing its dependence on Russian technology and maintenance. However, Rus-
sia’s share in India’s arsenal has decreased as New Delhi has expanded arms
trade with the United States and France while investing heavily in domestic arms
production.?®> The war in Ukraine has further prompted India to diversify its
sources of weapons, as Russia struggles to meet its own requirements due to the
punitive sanctions. The Indian military is reportedly disappointed with Russia’s
military performance on the Ukrainian battlefields. Long delays in the delivery of
critical military supplies from Russia have also become a significant issue for all
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