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HOACHIOBAJIBHA 3AIINCKA

3anponoHOBaHUI HaBYAJIbHO-METOAMYHUN MaTepia s cTyaeHTiB [V
Kypcy (akyJbTeTy MDKHAPOJHHMX BIJTHOCHH OXOIUTIOE€  CHeHiaTbHUN
TEKCTOBUM Martepial Ta poO3poOJIeHI 3aBAaHHSA JJs YJOCKOHAJICHHS
JEKCUYHUX HABUYOK Ta PO3BUTKY YCHOIO Ta IHUCEMHOIO MOBJICHHS 3
OUCIUILTIHA «[HO3eMHa MOBa CHeIialbHOCTI (AHIIIHCHKA)» .

HapuanpHO-MeTOIWYHI ~ pEeKOMEHJarii  CKJIaJaloThCi 3 JIBOX
TeMaTHYHMX JacThH - “‘Superpowers of the Modern World” i “Ukraine in
the Framework of International Relations” ta MicTsTh 4iTKy CTPYKTYpPY IJIs
OMaHyBaHHA JIEKCHYHMM  MaTeplaJioM 3a  BKa3aHOIO  TEMAaTHKOIO.
[IpencraBieHi CIOBHMK OCHOBHMX TEpPMIiHIB Ta iX TMOSICHEHHs, (pa3oBi
KOMOIHAIlll OCHOBHOI JICKCHKH Ta TPHUKIAIU iX BXKHUBAHHS Yy pPEaTbHOMY
MoBieHHI. KokHa 4yacTuHa MICTUTH 0a30BHMl TEKCT 3 AaKTUBHOIO
CICLIaJIbHOIO JIEKCUKOK Ta 3aBJaHHAMHU JJId i1 3aKpIIUICHHS, a TaKOX
3aBIaHHSMH Ha PO3BUTOK MOBJICHHS 32 aKTYaJIbHOIO TEMOIO.

3HayHa ~ YacTMHA  METOJAMYHMX  pPEKOMEHJAIlii  TMPHUCBSIYCHA
MPAKTUYHOMY 3aCTOCYBAHHIO Ta PO3BUTKY JIEKCMUYHOI Ta KOMYHIKaTHUBHOI
KOMIIETEHIII1 CTYyJCHTIB-MI)KHAPOJHUKIB. Binrak, mnependadyeHa 3HayHA
KUIbKICTh TPEHYBaJIbHUX 3aBAaHb Ta BIPaB ISl YIOCKOHAJEHHHS HAaBUYOK
YCHOTO Ta MHUCHMOTO TEPEKJIaJy 3 aHTJIIMChKOI MOBU Ha YKpPAiHCBKY Ta
HaBITaKHU.

VY niacyMKy Ko>KHA 13 3a3HAYEHUX YACTUH MICTUTh 3alUTaHHS Ta TEMH
s oOrOBOpPEHHSI Ta MaTepiayll Ta 1HAUBIAyaidbHOI poboTu. Kpim Toro,
3alIPpOMOHOBAaHI TEMU MJIA CTYACHTCHKHMX IPOEKTIB-TIPE3CHTAllld 32
PO3pOOJICHOIO TEMATHUKOIO.
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UNIT 1
SUPERPOWERS OF THE MODERN WORLD

I.  Introduction activities.
VOCABULARY FOCUS
Ex. 1. Read the following definitions. Translate them into Ukrainian:
Concept is a general notion or an idea of something.
Cold war is a state of diplomatic tension between East and West
deliberately maintained for the winning of advantages without fighting.
Balance of power means parity between rival nations preserved by the
system of military and economic alliances.
Polarity is an arrangement of power in the world.
Unipolarity suggests the international system where power belongs to
a single state, bipolarity — the international system where power is shared
between two states and multi-polarity — the international system where
power is shared among more than two states.
Hegemony means leadership exercised by one state.
Status quo is the existing state of affairs.

Ex. 2. Paying attention to the above mentioned definitions, give your own
idea of ‘the world superpower’. Enumerate the states that can be
considered superpowers in the modern world. What are their basic
distinguishing characteristics?

Ex. 3. Compare your own definition to the one given in exercise 15.

Ex. 4. Pre-reading. Make sure you know the meanings of the following
words:gain prominence; superpower; prevalent; affairs; interdependence;
hard power; highlight; define; retrospectively; soft power; coercive; revise;
preponderance; draw upon; prior to; shape; disadvantage; periphery state;
version; view; reinforce; exploit; sole.

Ex. 5. Reading. Read the following text and get ready to answer the
questions given below:
Power Concepts in International Relations
International relations are often viewed in terms of levels of analysis.
The systemic level concepts are those broad concepts that define and shape
an international environment. The concept of ‘power’ in international
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relations can be described as the degree of resources, capabilities, and
influence in international affairs. It is often divided up into the concepts of
‘hard power* and ‘soft power‘, hard power relating primarily to coercive
power, such as the use of force, and soft power commonly covering
economics, diplomacy and cultural influence. However, there is no clear
dividing.

Polarity in international relations refers to the arrangement of power
within the international system. The concept arose from bipolarity during
the Cold War, with the international system dominated by the conflict
between two superpowers, and has been
applied retrospectively. Consequently, the international system prior to
1945 can be described as multi-polar, with power being shared among great
powers. The collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991 led to what some would
call ‘unipolarity’, with the United States as a sole superpower.

Several theories of international relations draw upon the idea of
‘polarity‘. The balance of power was a concept prevalent in Europe prior to
the First World War, the thought being that by balancing power blocs it
would create stability and prevent war. Theories of ‘the balance of power’
gained prominence again during the Cold War, being a central mechanism
of Kenneth Waltz’s neorealism. Hegemonic stability theory (developed by
Robert Gilpin) also draws upon the idea of polarity, specifically the state of
unipolarity. Hegemony is the preponderance of power at one pole in the
international system, and the theory argues this is a stable configuration
because of mutual gains by both the dominant power and others in the
international system. This is contrary to many neorealist arguments,
particularly made by Kenneth Waltz, stating that the end of the Cold War
and the state of unipolarity is an unstable configuration that will inevitably
change.

Many advocate that the current international system is characterized by
growing interdependence, the mutual responsibility and dependency on
others. The role of international institutions and widespread acceptance of a
number of operating principles in the international system reinforces ideas
that relations are characterized by interdependence.

Dependency theory is a theory most commonly associated with
Marxism, stating that a set of core states exploit a set of weaker periphery
states for their prosperity. Various versions of the theory suggest that this is
either an inevitability (standard dependency theory), or use of the theory to
highlight the necessity for change.



States can be classified by whether they accept the international status
qguo, or are revisionist, i.e. want change. Revisionist states seek to
fundamentally change the rules and practices of international relations,
feeling disadvantaged by the status quo. They see the international system as
a largely western creation which serves to reinforce current realities. Japan is
an example of a state that has gone from being a revisionist state to one that
Is satisfied with the status quo, because the status quo is now beneficial to it.

Ex. 6. Answer the questions on the text given above:

1) How can the concept of ‘power’ in international relations be described?
2) What does ‘hard power’ mean?

3) What does ‘soft power’ mean?

4) What does the concept of ‘polarity’ refer to?

5) What did the concept of ‘polarity’ arise from?

6) How can the international system prior to 1945 be described?

7) When did ‘unipolarity’ arise?

8) When did the theory of ‘the balance of power’ gain prominence?
9) What does the concept of ‘hegemony’ suggest?

10) Is ‘unipolarity’ a stable configuration?

11) What is the current international system consistent with?

12) What is the essence of Dependency theory?

13) What is the ‘status quo’?

14) What is the principal states division as to their acceptance of the
international ‘status quo’?

Ex. 7. Translate the following word-combinations into Ukrainian. Use
some of them in the sentences of your own:

broad concepts; to define and shape an international environment; the degree
of resources; capabilities, and influence in international affairs; hard power;
to relate to coercive power; the use of force; soft power; to cover economics;
cultural influence; there is no clear dividing; the arrangement of power
within the international system; to draw upon the idea of polarity; the
preponderance of power at one pole; mutual gains; both the dominant power
and others; a largely western creation.



Ex. 8. Suggest English equivalents for the given Ukrainian words and
word combinations:

€IMHAa HaJJEp’KaBa; BU3HAUaTH Ta (HOpPMYyBaTH; CHJIa TPUMYCY; >KOPCTKa
cuia; M’siKa cuja; 3JaTHOCTI/MOXIMBOCTI; IIMPOKE MOHSATTS; PO3TAIIyBaHHS
CWUJI; TOJSPHICTh;, OIMOJISIPHICTH, YHIMOJSPHUM CBIT; OaraToOmoJIsIpHI
BIIHOCMHU;, MaTH PETPOCHEKTUBHE 3aCTOCYBaHHS; po3man PaasHcbKOro
Coro3y; ©Oamanc Biagu; JOMIHYBaHHS, 3BEPXHICTh, CHJIOBI OJIOKWH;
CTBOPIOBATHU CTAOUIBbHICTh; CTAO1IbHE CITIBBITHOIICHHS; 37100yBaTU BUJIaTHE
CTAaHOBHIIE/ TOMIMPEHHsS; TETeMOHIs BJAaJW; Ha TMPOTUBary OaraThbom
JIOBOJIaM; 3aXHIIATH MMOJI0XKEHHS; B3a€MHa BIJIITOB1TaIbHICTB;
B3a€MO3AJICKHICTh; 3MIITHIOBATH 1/I€i; OCHOBHI JEp>KaBU; BUKOPUCTOBYBATH
cnaliri apyropsaHi KpaiHu; NMpUiMaTh ICHYIOYE TMOJOXKEHHS / 1CHYHOYHH
CTaH peuei.

Ex. 9. Complete the following sentences:

1) States can be classified by whether they accept the international status

quo, or are , 1.e. want revision.

2) Many advocate that the current international system is characterized by
growing , the mutual responsibility and dependency on others.

3) A number of operating principles in the international system reinforce
ideas that are characterized by interdependence.

4) Sometimes there is no clear between soft power and hard
power.

5) The concept of ‘polarity’ arose from when the international

system was dominated by two superpowers.
6) Neorealists argue that the end of the Cold War and the state of
IS an unstable configuration that will inevitably change.

7) Theories of ‘the balance of power’ gained again during the
Cold War.

Ex. 10. Explain in English the meaning of the following words:

Hard power, soft power, coercive power, preponderance,
configuration, to reinforce, to gain prominence, status quo, periphery state,
revisionist state, prosperity, interdependence.



Ex. 11. Match the synonyms given in column A with those in column B.

Make up your own collocations with each word of column A:

Column A Column B Column A Column B

prior probably attain take advantage of
preponderate balance apply designate
prevalent dominate exploit impose

parity predominant define gain

plausibly previous advocate back

Ex. 12. Make a summary of the text. Retell the text: Power Concepts in
International Relations.

Ex. 13. Translate the following sentences into Ukrainian. Pay attention to
the topical vocabulary given in bold type:

1. Publics around the world believe the balance of power between the U.S.
and China is tipping in favor of China. Many global publics also think China
will eventually eclipse the U.S. as the world’s leading superpower. 2. The
media was under the hegemony of conformists supporting the status quo. 3.
Emissions per head is not the sole criterion determining global warming. 4.
But there are also more coercive measures reportedly under consideration.
5. Using the coercive power of the state will not help the medically needy
find efficient and effective care. 6. Democracy was restored and coercive
population policies were abandoned. 7. The preponderance of the dollar in
global capital markets remains overwhelming. 8. If you don't like it,
advocate for its revision, not its repeal. 9. What I've been trying to advocate
IS that it's an extremely authentic form of storytelling. 10. The rich and
famous can hire the best lawyers, employ their own investigators and exploit
the media to their advantage. 11. The power of the universe is waiting for
you to exploit it. 12. The world however remain unipolar and there are no
alternatives. 13. The principles retrospectively volunteered are wrong
anyway. 14. The multi-polar world has become a global reality, recognized
as a near certainty by no less an authority than the U.S. intelligence
community. 15. Their graduates do pretty well, many rising to some sort of
prominence. 16. The site has gained this prominence largely without paid
staff or revenue. 17. It needs some monitoring so that we at least have some
source of data that shows us how prevalent various kinds of fraud are. 18.
Obesity is prevalent among younger people, too, and in fact is dramatically
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on the rise. 19. Generally the Europeans are content with the status quo. The
last thing they need at a time when Europe is so embroiled in its own
internal debates, is the external distraction of a change in guard across the
pond. 20. Hard power and soft power must be mutually reinforcing in
ways that the actor’s purposes are advanced effectively and efficiently.

Ex. 14. Translate sentences into English:

1. TlomiTUyHi Ta I1HTENEKTYyalbHI JJepU OUIBIIOCTI KpaiH CBITY pilIy4de
OMUPAIOTHCS TEPCHEKTUBI OJHOMOJIOCHOTO CBITY 1 BiJJIalOTh IeEpeBary
TBOPEHHIO CIPABKHbOI 0araTornoIt0CHOCTI.

2. OnHomoyOCHA cHUCTeMa Morjia O ICHYBaTH 3a HasBHOCTI OJIHIET
HaJJepKaBu, 0aratboX CJIAOKUX JepKaB Ta BIJCYTHOCTI BILJIMBOBUX
BEJMKHUX JEepKaB. 3a TaKUX YMOB HaJjep:kaBa Morja O caMa BUPIITyBaTU
BKJIMBI MDKHApOHI MUTAaHHSA, 1 )KOJHA KOMOIHAIIls CJIAa0KUX JIep)KaB HE
3maTtHa OyJia O 3aBaJIuTH 1l y IIbOMY.

3. 3ycwiuis  €IMHOI HAJJIEP’KaBU CTBOPUTH  OJHOIIOJIOCHY CHCTEMY
MPU3BOJISITE JO TOTO, IO BEJIMKI JEp>KaBH JOKJIAIalOTh II€ OUIBIINX
3YCHJIb, PyXalOUKCh B 01K 0araTonosipHOi.

4. Criomydyeni Illtatu, 3BHYAiiHO, € €IUHOK JIEP’KABOIO, IO Mae€
Oe33armepeyHy IepeBary B YCIX CKJIQJHUKAaX BIUIUBY (€KOHOMIYHOMY,
BIICLKOBOMY, JIUINIOMAaTUYHOMY, 1JCOJIOTIYHOMY, TEXHOJOTIYHOMY Ta
KyJbTYPHOMY) 1 3JaTHa OOCTOIOBATH CBOI IHTEpECH (DAKTUYHO B KOKHOMY
KYTOYKY CBITY.

5. HamnmepxaBa YW TE€reMOH OJIHOIMOJIOCHOT CHCTEMH, HE Maryu
KOHKYPEHTIB B 0COO1 BEJIIMKUX JEp>KaB, 3a3BUYail, 3JJaTHA JOCUTH JIOBIO
JOMIHYBaTH HaJ MaJIUMHU JIep)KaBaMM, aX IOKH 11 HE 3HEKPOBIIIOIOTh
BHYTPIIIHI Tpo0IeMu a00 MEBHI CUIIU 3-T103a MEX JaHOT CUCTEMHU.

6. Y 0araTomoJitoOCHOMY CBITI 21 CTONITTS BEIWKI JEp>KaBU HEMHUHYYE
KOHKYpPYBaTUMYTbh, KOH(MJIIKTYBaTUMYTh Ta CTBOPIOBATUMYTh KOAIIIi Y
PI3HOMAaHITHUX TOE€THAHHSX.

7. Xoua Cnonyueni [lITatu HEe MOXKYTh CTBOPUTH OJHOMOJIFOCHOTO CBITY, B
iXHIX IHT€pecax CKOPUCTATUCS MEepEeBAaraMu CTaTyCy €JIMHOI HaJlJIePKaBH 1
JoMaratvcsi Takoi CHIBIpall BiJ I1HIIUX KpaiH, 000 BHPINIYBaTU
r00alibHI MUTAHHS BIAMOBIHO O aMEPUKAHCHKUX IHTEPECIB.

8. AMEPHMKaHCBKI K YPSAIOBII IPUKPO BPAKEHI THM, 110 HE MOXKYTh JOCITTH
miei reremonii. OJHE CJIOBO, OJEH 3 OCHOBHMX YYaCHHMKIB CBITOBOI
MOJIITUKY HE TTOYYBAETHCS 3aI0BOJICHUM UM CTaTyC KBO.
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9. Haiimakoniunime QopMyiatoBaHHS CUHApoMy "moOporo reremona' aB
3acTynHUK MiHicTpa ¢inanciB Jlopenc Cammep, sikuii Ha3BaB CrioyrydeH1
[IItatu "mepiiow HEIMIEPIATICTUYHOI HAAJEPKaBOK" 1 B IUX TPhOX
CJIOBaxX 3yMIB BO3BEJIIMUUTH aMEPUKAHCHKY YHIKAJIbHICTh, aMEPUKAHCHKY
100pOYECHICTh Ta aMEPUKAHCHKY MOTYTHICTb.

10. JlpyropsiiHi peioHalIbHI AEpKaBH 4YacTO PO3IMISAIAI0Th aMEpPHUKaHChKUI
BILTUB SIK ()aKTOp OOMEXKEHHS TOMIHYBaHHS 1HIIMX BEIUKUX PE1OHATBHUX
TEpKaB.

11.Ha mouwatrky XXI cromitrss IHais rotoBa 3AIMCHUTH PUBOK [0
rJ100aTIbHOTO JTiAEPCTBA.

12. Ha cbhOrogHi ICHYIOTh JBI rpynu cBiTOBUX JiaepiB: Crnonyueni Ilraru,
E€porneiicekuii Coro3 1 Kurait (kpainu, siki MOXKHa YMOBHO 3apaxyBaTH 10
NEpUIOro €HIEJIOHY CHIIBHUX CBITY) Ta Jijiepu Apyroro emenony (Iumis,
SAnownis, bpasuiis Toio), Kl X04 1 BIACTaIOTh Bl TPYNH JiAEPiB, MPOTE
ayTcaiiepaMu X Ha3BaTU HE MOXKHA.

13. Huni [Ha14 niikom Moske cTati “‘cyrnepaepxaBoro 3HaHb . [lepini o3Haku
TaKUX TEHICHIINA NPOCTEXKYIOThCA 111e 3 1997 poKy, KoM y CBITOBIM mpeci
novyayiv 3’sIBIATUCS CTaTTI 3 MPUBOJY Toro, mo Iuaia “Bukpana” poOodi
MICIIS Y 3aMOKHUX Hallil.

14. BIIBIIICT JIOJIEH MOTOJKYETHCS 3 THUM, IO 3a 4aciB "X0y0aHOI" BIMHHU
CBITOBa cucTemMa Oyyia OIMOJIAPHOIO, B TOMW dYac SK ChOTOJHI ICHY€E
OJIHOCWJIOBA CHUCTEMA.

15.3a octaHHl AecATWIITTS KwuTail JOCATHYB BHJAATHOTO CTAHOBWINA Ha
CBITOBIi MOJITUYHINA apeHi, CKIABIIM KOpPCTKY KOHKypeHuito CIIA sx
€MHIN HaJJIepKaBi.

Ex. 15. Put the following prepositions in each space in the text below: as,
at, at, between, by, during, for, from, in, on, of, to. Read the text again and
translate it. Underline or write out all useful expressions and try to
memorize them. Make a mini-presentation on the text. In particular, get
ready to say what states exercised the part of superpowers_in different
historical periods.

In Politics, what is a Superpower?

In politics and diplomacy, a superpower is a state that has a leading position
in the international system, capable (1)  projecting significant military
power anywhere in the world. A leading professor of National Security
Affairs, Alice Miller, defines a superpower (2) _ "a country that has the

11



capacity to project dominating power and influence anywhere in the world,
and sometimes, in more than one region of the globe (3) _ atime, and so
may plausibly attain the status of global hegemon." The term was coined in
1944 (4) _ William T.R. Fox, an American foreign policy professor, in
his book The Superpowers: The United States, Britain and the Soviet Union
— Their Responsibility for Peace.

In 1944, when the term was coined, there were three superpowers: the United
States, the British Empire, and the Soviet Union. At its height in 1922, the
British Empire encompassed 25% of the world's population and 25% of its
land area. (5) _ World War Il, due to the stresses of the war and
numerous independence movements among its colonies, the British Empire
fell (6) its place as a superpower, leaving only the United States and
the Soviet Union. For the next few decades, throughout the time known as
the Cold War, the rivalry (7) the remaining superpowers, the US and
the USSR, set the tenor for world politics. A war between these two
countries could have killed hundreds of millions of people and left hundreds
of cities (8) ruin, but luckily this never happened.

When the Soviet Union collapsed in 1991, this left the United States as the
world's sole remaining superpower. The word "hyperpower" has sometimes
been used to describe the United States' current position, although the term
has not achieved widespread acceptance. America's place as the new sole
superpower may be part of the reason (9) the flourishing of anti-
American sentiment in the late 90s and throughout the 00s. Some of the
world's countries resent the United States' hegemonic power, and are
particularly angry (10) __ its military activities in Afghanistan and Iraq,
which they see as veiled imperialism.

Some observers believe that the next superpower to enter the scene may be
China. According to some analysts, the Chinese economy will surpass that of
the United States, in terms of purchasing power parity, by 2020. China's
dizzying rate of new construction is a testament to their ascent (11) the
world stage, and their recognized military buildup may seem threatening (12)

others around the world, but it guarantees China a key position in
international diplomacy.
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Ex. 16. Fill in the box with all possible derivatives of the words given
below. Some units may contain more than one (even two) units:

Verb Noun Noun Adjective Adjective
(abstract) (subject) (positive) (negative)
power,
powerhouse

polar
accept
— hegemony
projective
independent

Ex. 17. Find in the text English equivalents for the following words and
word combinations. Read the text again and translate it. Underline or write
out all useful expressions and try to memorize them. Make a mini-

presentation on the text:

1. reomnomiTUYHI
TEHAECHIT

7. pyHHIBHUN OOpr

13. BUpOOHHUIITBO
3HAYHO 3POCIIO0

2. 3aTbMapIoBaTH

8. BUTpaTHI 0OMEKEHHS

14. rmoGajbHUM
OCepeJIOK CUJIU

3. aHAJIITUKHA

9. NeCATUIITTS

15. cxomKeHHs, picT

POTHO3YIOTh
4. nocTiiHui 10. 3a paxyHOK 16. arpecuBHUU
3aHenaj HalllOHAJI3M

5. IOKa3HUKH 11. TopriBenbHM 17. aBTOpUTapHUI
3pOCTaHHS IPUPICT KOJIOC

6. CHOBLIIBHIOBATH

12. HaBOJHUTH OEMIEBOIO
MPOAYKITIEIO

18. ekoHOMIYHA
TPSICOBHHA

13




End of the American superpower?
By The Washington Times, 2012

It took more than 60 years, but the days of America as a superpower are
coming to an end. This is the finding of the Obama administration’s latest
report, “Global Trends 2030: Alternative Worlds,” which the National
Intelligence Council (NIC) released Monday. Analyzing geopolitical trends
over the next 15 to 20 years, the document concludes China will have
eclipsed the United States as the world’s premier economic and military
giant by 2030. The administration is convinced the United States and the
West are in permanent decline.

It doesn’t have to be so. The NIC analysts predict a “return to pre-2008
growth rates” is highly unlikely for America and the European Union — at
least for another decade, as the West’s anemic economies are being dragged
down by massive budget deficits and crushing debt. These are problems that
could be resolved but for the resistance to spending restraint in Washington
and Brussels.

Wealth and power have been flowing from the West to the East for the past
several decades, and China has been the big winner. Its rise has come at the
expense of America. Beijing has amassed huge trade surpluses by
manipulating its currency and violating basic labor and environmental
standards. China’s market remains relatively closed to U.S. goods, while our
market 1is flooded with cheap Chinese products. Hence, Beijing’s
manufacturing output has soared. Its economy is the second-largest in the
world — and growing.

Right now, the U.S. economy is double the size of China‘s, but thanks to
President Obama’s economic policies, we’re hardly growing. The Chinese
leadership has largely avoided many of the mistakes committed by
successive U.S. administrations. Beijing is to America what we once were to
Great Britain: the emerging global powerhouse.

There 1s, however, a critical difference. America’s ascent represented a great
advance for democracy and human freedom. China’s rise is a different
matter. It poses a serious challenge to both the West and regional neighbors.
Beijing’s state capitalism is being driven by bellicose nationalism. China is
engaged in a massive military buildup. It makes territorial claims on Taiwan
as well as islands disputed by Japan, Vietnam and the Philippines. China’s
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goal is clear: Drive America out of the Pacific on the road to becoming an
authoritarian colossus. A world dominated by Beijing will be very different
— and much nastier — than the one led by the United States since 1945.

The NIC report quotes economist John Maynard Keynes on nations’ willful
blindness to the future. In 1937, Keynes said that “the idea of the future being
different from the present is so repugnant to our conventional modes of thought
and behavior that we, most of us, offer a great resistance to acting on it in
practice.” The irony is that Keynesianism — with its stress on big government, a
vast public sector and huge deficit spending — is primarily responsible for the
economic morass and debt crisis plaguing the West. Decline is not a fate — it is
a choice. Sadly, it is one that America, especially the Obama administration, has
made. Until we change course, the future belongs to China.

THE WASHINGTON TIMES

Ex. 18. Render the following article into English using your active
vocabulary:

I'nobanbue onuryBannsa: Kuraii B:xxe roroBuii 3mictutu CIIA 3
n'execTasy CBiTOBOI cynmepaep:KaBu

Kuraii nperennye He3abapoM 3allHATH MICIE
CBITOBOI cynepjep:kaBy, sike 3apa3 Hanexxkutb CIIIA. Taki
pe3yJibTaTu  TJ00aJbHOIO  OMUTYBAHHS  TPOMAJCHKOI
nyMku, riposeneHoro Pew Research. Ilpana, Kutato Bce
me € yomy noBuutucsi y CHIA, tum Outbiie mo 56%
xuteniB  IliqHeOecHOi BHEBHEHI, IO iX OAaThKIBIIMHA 34 KOPJIOHOM
HEIOOLIIHEHA.

Y 2008 poi auiie 20% onmuTaHuX 3 TBOX JECITKIB KpaiH Ha3uBasu Kurait
IPOBIJHOIO €KOHOMIYHOIO JIEp’KaBoto CBiTy, a 47% HazuBaim takoro CIIIA. Y
2013 porri poskiaz 3miHuBcs: Ternep Kuraii BBaxkaroTh Jigepom 34%, a CIIIA —
41%.

3a OCTaHHI POKM TAKOX 30UIBIIYETHCS YUCIO THUX, XTO BBa)ae, IO
Kuraii crane abo Bxe cTaB cymnepaep:xkaBoro. 3 Maibke 40 kpaiH pi3HHUX
perioHIB 3eMJIl, )KUTEIN SIKUX Opaju y4acTh B ONMUTYBaHHI, HEMAE KOJHOTO
BUHSATKY: a0COJIOTHO Yy BCIX IUX JEpKaBax 3MIIHUIIOCA MEPEKOHAHHS, IO
Kwurait — HunimHs ado MaitOyTHs cynepaepkaBa. BTiM, KUTalIsaM HaBpsI 4u
BapTO PO3CIAOIATUCS, SIKIIIO BOHU XOUYTh 30€PErTH TaKy TUHAMIKY.
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Pelitunr nmozutuBHoro craBiieHHs 10 CIILIA B ychomy CBITI CTAHOBUTH
63%, Ta 1HIIl Aep)KaBU Habarato 4acTille pO3TJIAJaloTh iX SK MapTHEpa B
nopiBHsaHHI 3 Kutaem, mume The Wall Street Journal. Kuraii sxe cripaBiisie
npuemMHe BpaxxeHHS Ha 50% omnuTaHuX. ABTOPH JTOCHIIKCHHS BUSIBUIIU
"MIUPOKO MOIIUPEHY BOPOXKICTH A0 momiTuku Kutato y BiicbKOBIM cepi Ta
B rajiy3i IpaB JIIOJMHHU 1 HE3HAYHUM 1HTEPEC JI0 €KCIOPTY MOro KyJIbTypH'.
Kpim Toro, BigHocuHu IlekiHa 3 1HIIMMU KpaiHaMH IMCYIOTh TEPUTOPIaTbHI
CyHEpEeUKH 1 CTpaxX mepe MOCUIIOEThCS BiiicbKOBOIO Mo Kuraro.

VY €ppomni go CIHIA craBiaeHHs Kpaiie, HDK A0 Kutaro: WMOBIpHO, 1€
MoB'sA3aHO 3 momyJsipHicTIO bapaka O6amu, Tak sk mpu Jxopmxi bymr
Takoro He Oyjo. 3are aMepuKaHIll HE MOXKYTh ITOXBaJUTHUCA JIFOOOB'TO
KUTEIIB 1CIAMCBhKUX KpaiH — y 0aratbox 3 HHMX 3 OLIBLIOD OXOTOHO
BU3HAIOTh CBITOBE JijiepcTBO 3a Kurtaem. PocissHu x BiggaroTh nepeBary
Kwnraro: oro no3utuBHO omiHIOIOTE 62%, a CILIA — 51%.

He MokHa ckaszaTu, 110 ¥ HACEJIEHHS JIBOX KpaiH-KOHKYPEHTIB 3a MiCIIE
CynepJep:KaBy BIAUYBaIOTh OJIMH A0 OJHOro cuMmmariio. Tak, Kurait — e€nuna
HeiCIaMCbKa JepkaBa, B SKi OUIbIlIe TOJIOBUHUW HACEJICHHS HETaTUBHO
craButhesa 10 CIIIA. He Bci MOXYTh MOTOAUTHCS 3 BUCHOBKaMH, 1110 Kuraii
BXKE OJHIEI0 HOTOKO CTOITh Ha M'€AECTANll €UHOI CBITOBOI CYINEPACPM ABU.
Kuraii 3apa3 nepexuBae nepioj] BHyTPILIHBOTO MONIYKY, KpaiHa caMa B 001 He
BIIEBHEHA, yPsJl KPaiHU 3HAXOJUTHCS Y MOITYKaX HOBOI MOJIET €KOHOMIYHOTO
3pOCTaHHs, 10 CEPUO3HO CyIlepeunTh O4YiKyBaHHsIM Joaeil. Llei
TICUXOJIOTTYHUNA (PEHOMEH CBITUUTH HE Mpo cuiry Kutaro, a mpo HEBNEBHEHICTh
KUTENIB 3axoy B coOl Ha TJi TPUBAIOYOrO €KOHOMIYHOI Kpu3u. [{o Takux
BHCHOBKIB MPUWIILIIM, MPOAHAI3YBABIIM OO0'€KTUBHI JaHI MPO TMOJITUYHY,
€KOHOMIYHY 1 BIiCbKOBO1 cutyartiii B Kurai 1 Ha 3axoi.

Panimie moBizomisiiocs, mo y mopiyaomy 3Biti "CBiT y 2050 pomi",
ony0JIIKOBAaHOMY rPYyIO0 3 MaKpOEKOHOMIYHHUX JTOCTI1JIKEHb
PricewaterhouseCoopers LLP (PwC) #nerbes mpo Te, mo g0 2050 poky
Kuraii, CILIA Ta [Hais cTaHyTh HalOIIBIIUMUA €KOHOMIKAMH CBITY.

Ex. 19. Read and translate the text. Make a list of unknown words.
Summarize the information given in a text. Write down two key questions
for each paragraph given. Have ask-and-answer session on the text with
your fellow students:

A Changing World Order?

By most measures, reports of America’s declining power, relative to
the rest of the world, have again proved premature. The U.S. economy
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increasingly seems to be on an upswing. The United States remains among
the world’s safest and most attractive investments. The shale gas revolution
Is transforming America into an energy giant of the future. The dollar, once
slated for oblivion, seems destined to remain the world’s reserve currency for
some time to come. American military power, even amid current budget cuts,
remains unmatched in quantity and quality.

Meanwhile, the “rise of the rest,” which Fareed Zakaria and other
declinists touted a few years ago, has failed to materialize as expected. For
all of America’s problems at home — the fiscal crisis, political gridlock,
intense partisanship and weak presidential leadership — other great powers,
from China to India to Russia to the European Union, have debilitating
problems of their own that, in some cases, promise to grow more severe.

Overall, the much-heralded return of a multipolar world of roughly
equal great powers, akin to that which existed before World War 11, has been
delayed for at least a few more decades. Absent some unexpected dramatic
change, the international system will continue to be that of one superpower
and several great powers, or as the late Samuel P. Huntington called it, “uni-
multipolarity.”

If, however, by the normal measures of relative power things have not
changed as much as some predicted, the international order certainly has
entered a period of uncertainty and flux. In the United States in recent years,
a great many Americans are questioning the nature and extent of their
nation’s involvement in the world. It is not just the Great Recession or even
unhappiness with the U.S. experiences in Iraqg and Afghanistan that are
driving disenchantment with what Americans used to like to call their global
leadership. The old rationale for that deep global involvement, which took
hold in the wake of World War Il and persisted through the Cold War, is
increasingly forgotten or actively rejected by Americans who wonder why
the United States needs to play such an outsize role on the world stage.

President Obama’s foreign policies have both reflected and encouraged
this desire for contraction and retrenchment. In fairness, explaining to
Americans why the United States should continue to play the role of
“indispensable” power is more complicated than it was during World War 11,
the Cold War or immediately after 9/11. With Nazis and Soviets around to
keep things simple, very few American presidents ever needed, or bothered,
to make the larger and more fundamental case that must be made now — that
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America’s task since 1945 has been to foster and defend a liberal world order
and stave off international anarchy, not just to pounce on the latest threat and
go home. The president himself may not understand this.

At the same time, others around the world are wrestling with their own
guestions. How should international affairs be governed and regulated? What
should be the roles of multilateral institutions such as the United Nations?
How should the great powers relate to one another, and what special role, if
any, should the United States play? These questions have no easy answers.
Around the world there is great ambivalence about the United States. Some
wish to see its influence fade; others want to see the United States more
engaged; still others seemingly express both desires simultaneously. But
whatever one thinks about the world order shaped by and around the
American superpower, it is arguably less clear than ever what kind of system
might replace it.

And if not the United States, then who? For many, the United Nations
does not hold the promise it once did. Saudi Arabia’s recent refusal to accept
a seat on the U.N. Security Council is only one sign of the disappointment in
that body, which many see as hopelessly gridlocked and unreflective of
today’s world, at least in terms of its veto-wielding members. Institutions
such as the European Union, which even a decade ago seemed to offer a path
to a new and different kind of world order, are struggling to maintain
themselves, while newer efforts to build similar institutions in Asia founder
on great-power competitions and jealousies. Any hope of a great-power
consortium, a global 21st-century version of the Concert of Europe, seems
distant — even if such a thing were desirable.

Like the heralding of “American decline,” warnings about “the coming
global disorder” have often proved premature. But with Americans and
others rethinking the U.S. role in the world, and with no other nation, group
of nations or international institutions willing or able to take its place, global
disorder seems a more distinct possibility than it has since the 1930s.
Perhaps the challenge is to fashion an international order that can reflect the
continuing reality of “uni-multipolarity” but that somehow accommodates
both global wariness of U.S. power and Americans’ wariness of their global
role. History does not offer much reason for optimism. The world order
rarely changes by means of smooth transitions. Usually, such change is a
result of catalytic upheaval. (by Robert Kagan)
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FOREIGN POLICY OF CHINA

PRE-READING

Ex. 20. Before reading the text make sure you know the meanings of the
following words:

A. territorial integrity; with regard to aspiration; reform; hot spot/ hot bed;
under pretext; prosperity; accede; all-dimensional; in the light of; engage in;
iImpose; modernization; proceed; from resort to; reflect; merit/ demerit;
coexistence; rational; propel.

B. Match antonyms:

peaceful area modernize
integrity poverty
merit lack stance
interference unreasonable
remain stagnant disintegrity

have stance

non-interference

rational

hot spot

prosperity

demerit

Ex. 21. Read the text and define the key points of the foreign policy of China:
Foreign Policy of China

China pursues an independent foreign policy of peace. The
fundamental goals of this policy are to preserve China’s independence,
sovereignty and territorial integrity, create a favorable international
environment for China’s reform and opening up and modernization
construction, maintain world peace and propel common development.

China has all along adhered to the principle of independence.

With regard to all international affairs, China will, proceeding from the
fundamental interests of the Chinese people and the people of the world,
determine its stand and policy in the light of the merits and demerits of the
matter, without yielding to any outside pressure.

China does not form an alliance with any big power or group of big
powers. Nor does China establish military groups with other countries, or
engage in arms race and military expansion. China opposes hegemonism and
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preserves world peace. China believes that all countries, big or small, strong
or weak, rich or poor, are equal members of the international community.
Countries should resolve their disputes and conflicts peacefully through
consultations and not resort to the use or threat of force. Nor should they
interfere in others’ internal affairs under any pretext.

China never imposes its social system and ideology on others, nor
allows other countries to impose theirs on it. China actively facilitates the
establishment of a new international political and economic order that is fair
and rational. China holds that the new order should give expression to the
demands of the development of history and progress of the times and reflect
the universal aspirations and common interests of the peoples of all countries
in the world. The Five Principles of Peaceful Coexistence and the universally
recognized norms governing international relations should serve as the basis
for setting up the new international political and economic order.

China is ready to establish and develop friendly relations of
cooperation with all the countries on the basis of mutual respect for
sovereignty and territorial integrity, mutual non-aggression, mutual non-
interference in each other’s internal affairs, equality
and mutual benefit, and peaceful coexistence. China pursues a policy of all-
dimensional opening up to the outside. It is ready to develop, on the basis of
equality and mutual benefit, extensive trade relations, economic and
technological cooperation and scientific and cultural exchanges with
countries and regions of the world so as to promote common prosperity.
After 15 years’ talks, China finally acceded to the World Trade Organization
on December 11, 2001. While enjoying the relevant rights, China has begun
earnestly honoring its obligations within the framework of the WTO and its
commitments. China remains ready to play a positive role, together with
other countries, in improving world multilateral trade system and promoting
prosperity and progress in the world.

As a permanent member of the Security Council of the United Nations,
China actively participates in the political solution of the problems of
regional hot spots. China’s peace-keepers have joined United Nations peace-
keeping operations. China supports the reform of the United Nations and a
continued important role of the United Nations and other multilateral organs
in international affairs. China is firmly opposed to all forms of terrorism and
has made important contributions to international anti-terrorism cooperation.
China devotes itself actively to pushing forward the cause of international
arms control, disarmament and non-proliferation. To date, China has joined
all the treaties related to international arms control and non-proliferation.
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News in Brief
Ex. 22. Render the following news into English. Use your active vocabulary:

16-pivyHiW NakKMcTaHChLKIYN NpaBo3aXUCHUL BPpYyYUnu npemitro
CaxapoBa "3a cBobony AyMku"

Mpewmig imeHi Anapis CaxapoBa "3a cBoboay Aymkun" 3a 2013 byna BpyyeHa
B cepeny B Ctpacbypsi Manani KOcyd3an, akTusicTLi 6opoTbbu 3a npasa
iHOK. "ChpaBXHs cyrnepaep)Xasa - Lie KpaiHa, B kil 0araTto ocBiYeHUX i
TaraHOBUTUX JI0AEN, a He KpaiHa 3 baratoTMca4yHMMmn 036poeHHAMMN", -
ckasana AiBYMHa Ha LilepeMOHii BpyYEeHHS npemii.

InoPressa. [luBauTBa amepuKkaHCbKOI AeMoKpaTii "6e3neyHi", ane
CBIiT CTPUBOXEHUU

Konu ypsag kpaiHu 3 cynepekoHOMIKOK i Meraapmiero CTaBUTb BUBICKY
"3akpuT0", Yac noborBaTMCca NoraHux Hacnigkis, nuwyTs 3MI npo
npu3ynuHeHHsa pobotu aepxyctaHoB CLUA. CructemMa nepeBaHTaXeHa
npoTuBaramu, BBaxatotb ornggadi. "LLlod B3ATM ropy B Lt kpusi, Obami
JoBefeTbcs NobopoTn He TifbKW pecnybnikaHLLiB, a 1 anaTito cycninbcrea”.

FmobanbHe onutyBaHHA: Kutan BXe rotoBuin amictutu CLUA 3
n'egecrany CBiTOBOI cynepaep)xaBu

Kutam npeteHaye He3abapoM 3anHATU MicLle CBITOBOI cynepaepkaBu, ke
3apa3 Hanexutb CLUA. Taki pe3ynbtaTt rnobanbHOoro onuTyBaHHS
rpoMagcbkoi ayMmku. 3 mamxke 40 kpaiH pisHUX perioHiB 3emni, XXuteni aknx
Opanu y4acTb B ONUTYBaHHI, HEMaE XXOAHOro BUHATKY: aOCOMIOTHO Y BCIX LINX
JepkaBax 3MiLlHMIoca nepekoHaHHs, wo Kutan - HUHiLLHg abo MandyTHs
cynepgepxasa.

InoPressa. BoproBi ropu kngaroThb TiHb Ha CyBepPeHHUN PEeUTUHT
BigMiHHULiI-AMepUuKu

CsitoBi 3MI| cborogHi NULLYTb NPO panToBy 3MiHY areHTcTBoM Standard &
Poor's nporHo3y pentuHry 6oprosux 306oB'a3aHb CLUA 3i "cTtabinbHoro" Ha
"HeratuBHUN". XTOCb 3 OrnsigadiB Ha3mMBae Lo 3asBY "CMiIXOBMHHOK", iHLLi
CnoAiBalTbCS, L0 TAaKUM CTPYC JOMNOMOXKE AiNTU KOHCEHCYCY B cynepeyLli
Obamu 3 KoHrpecMeHaMun-pecnyonikaHUAMM 3 BIOMKETHUX NPOobNeM.
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The Washington Times. Yu BuxuBe YkpaiHa?

Pociricbkni Beamiab nparHe otpumMaTyi BENUKUM Kyl - YKkpaiHy. Pociicbkui
npem'ep-midictp Bonoganmup lMyTiH "po3yMie, Lo Noro iMmnepcbki amoiLlii
MOXYTb OYTU OOCArHYTI, NULLle AKLWo byae noHesoneHa YkpaiHa. Pocis 3
YKpaiHow Haragye AMEpuUKY - BenMKa KOHTUHEHTanbHa cynepgepxasa. bes
Hei BoHa binbLue cxoxa Ha KaHagy - Benuka KpaiHa, NOKPUTAa CHIroM...

Sueddeutsche Zeitung. OnoBiabL Npo Beameas

Pocis i3 3agoBonieHHaAM npuMipuna 6 ponb LLEeHTPY, 06'eAHaBLLUN HAaBKOJIO
cebe asiaTcbKi KpaiHu, ane B 0cobi Kutar y Hei 3'aB1MBCs BNNUBOBUM
cynepHuk. Konn MeHLL K pik ToMy dhiHaHcoBa Kpu3a novana nigHimaTtum
ronoBy, TPaAWLIiMHI iCTUHM NPO Te, Lo KaniTaniam € sKHanKpaLlow
€KOHOMIYHOI CUCTEMOIO i LLIo AMEpPUKA - OCTaHHSA cynepaepkaBa, nodyanm

o

pyunHyBaTuncA.

MNonblwia n JluTBa 3aknukatoTb €C 3axucTutu YKpaiHy Bif
noniTudHoro Tucky Pocii

MNpe3ugeHT JIutBn Bangac AgamMmkyc BBaxae, Lo Pociricbka Peaepallis
BMKOPUCTOBYE ra3oBmi KOHMMIKT 3 YKpaiHoto ans 1oro, abu
NPOAEMOHCTPYBATU, LU0 YKPAIHLL HE MOXYTb CaMOCTINHO BUPILLYBATH
nMUTaHHSA PO CBOE nMpueaHaHHA Ao €Bponencbkoro Cotosy Ta HATO.
Agamkyc 3aknvkas €C nmigTpumatiu YKpaiHLiB.

InoPressa. Npy3auHcbkun KoHdNIKT i "HOBa cBiToOyaooBa"

B cepeny cnoctepiradi €C, aki npubynu go (pysii, HanpaBuUnuM NnepLunumn
naTpynb B "0ydepHy 3oHY" Ha kopaoHi 3 MiBgeHHoto OceTietn. Beynepey
BUCNOBNEHUM nodotoBaHHAM, MockBa He nepeLukoaxana poboTi Micii B
LIbOMY CMipHOMY paWoOHi, i 3apybikHa npeca npuainuna CBoK yBary
MPUHLIMMAOBILLMM NUTaHHAM. XTO CNpPOBOKyBaB BirHY: ['py3ia abo Pocia? Ak
3axony BianoBicTK Ha aHekcito Abxasii i [liBgeHHol OceTii?.

Newsweek. Kpemnb cTtae gocBigyeHillum

TakTuka cUnoBOro TUCKy cebe He Bunpasgana, i MockBa LUyKae HOBI LUMNSAXU PO3NOBCOIKEHHS
POCINCLKOro BNAvBY 3a kopaoHoM. Llinkom 3akoHOMIpHO, L0 HelloaaBHO po3barartina Pocig
OVXXe Xo4ye BiOHOBUTU CBiY MOTEHLLian.
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Grammar Focus

Opposites: Verbs

Exercise 23

Replace the verbs in bold in sentences 1 — 26 with a word or expression from the box
which has an opposite meaning in the same context. In many cases you will need to
change the form of the word (for example, to its past simple form):

Abandon, abolish, attack, conceal, decline, demolish, deny, deteriorate, exaggerate,
extend, fall, forbid, gain, hire, lend, loosen, lower, postpone, refuse, reject, replenish,
reward, set, simplify, succeed, withdraw.

. They accepted the offer of a ceasefire.
. He admitted telling lies in his original statement.
. They agreed to meet to discuss the future of the organization.
. The senator defended his opponent's policies in a televised speech.
. The apartments blocks they built were the ugliest in the city.
. He complicated matters by rewriting the original proposal.
. They continued their plans to assassinate the king when he opened Parliament.
. He deposited $10,000 — half his college fees for the forthcoming year.
. Relations between the two countries have improved considerably in the last year.
10. He permitted us to present our petition directly to the President.
11. The members of the commune were punished for their part in the revolution.
12. He raised the overall standards of the company within two months of his
appointment.
13. As soon as the sun rose, the demonstrators began to appear on the streets.
14. Prices rose sharply in the first three months of the financial year.
15. As soon as he had tightened the knots, he pushed the boat out.
16. To everyone's surprise, she failed.
17. Tomorrow's meeting has been brought forward.
18. The management said that they would be happy to borrow the money.
19. Several flaws in the design of the new model were revealed.
20. The course has been shortened to 12 weeks.
21. | don't want to underestimate his role in the club.
22. Attendance has increased since the new professor took over the course.
23. Fuel supplies have been exhausted.
24. Despite having a bigger and cheaper choice of healthy foods, many Americans have
lost a lot of weight.
25. Following the revolution, the monarchy was restored.
26. The company started seeing some success once they dismissed several employees.
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Time

Exercise 24

Use the time clauses in the boxes to complete the sentences. Pay particular attention
to the words that come before or after the time clause:

Part 1: One action or situation occurring before another action or situation

prior to / previously / earlier / formerly / precede / by the time

I. ....cieeiieeeeeee..... the advent of the Industrial Revolution, pollution was virtually
unheard of.

2. iiiiieieeeieeenn. ... the army had restored order, the city had been almost completely
devastated.

3. ..known as Burma, the republic of Myanmar is undergoing a slow
and palnful polltlcal transformation.

4. A sudden drop in temperature will usually ......................... a blizzard.

5. It was my first trip on an airplane. ......................... I'd always gone by train.

6. The President made a speech praising charity organizations working in Mozambique.
.....that day he had promised massive economic aid to stricken areas.

Part 2: One action or situation occurring at the same time as another action

while / as / just as during / throughout at that very moment in the meantime / meanwhile

1. . the senator was making his speech, thousands of demonstrators
took to the streets

2 e, .. the speech theyjeered and shouted slogans.

3. The senator contlnued speaking. . veeerreeeeeennn s .. the police were ordered onto the
streets.

4. He finished the speech with a word of praise for the police. ......................... the sun

came out and shone down on the angry demonstrators.

Part 3: One action or situation occurring after another action or situation

afterward as soon as / once / the minute that following

I. ...cciieeeeeenne.... the earthquake, emergency organizations around the world swung
into action.

2. iiiiiiieevvieeeeeee.... the stock market collapsed, there was panic buying on an
unprecedented scale.

3. The Klondike gold rush lasted from 1896 to 1910. ......................... the area became
practically deserted overnight.
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A

10.

11.

12.

Topics for Discussion

. What does the concept ‘power’ mean in the political world? What is

the main difference between ‘hard’ and ‘soft” power?

Give the examples of coercive power in politics.

What is meant by ‘Cold war’? Can you give any historical evidence of
such a war in the past / in the present?

. The Soviet Union used to be a superpower of the XX century. What

factors caused its collapse as a single state and superpower?

How can the modern world be defined as to the polarity principle
(unipolar / bipolar/ multi-polar)? Give your arguments.

What is your idea of superpower in politics? What states are considered
superpowers in the modern world? What part do they play in the
political world? What impact do they have on other regional countries?

. What are principal advantages and disadvantages of the superpowers

in politics? What way do they share their power and influence in the
world? Are there any evident or concealed conflicts between
superpowers in the modern world?
What country can eclipse the United States as a superpower in the
nearest future? What prerequisites are there for that? Give your
arguments. What will happen in such a case?
Can the European Union be treated a superpower in the modern world?
Why? Why not?
What are fundamental preconditions for a state to become a new
superpower? What favors the rapid economic and geopolitical growth
of such countries as China and India?

Can you imagine the political world without superpowers? Is that
possible? Why / why not?

How do superpowers affect the foreign and internal policy of
Ukraine? Is Ukraine dependent on them? Give your proofs?

Individual Project

Team Work. As political analysts prepare a project-presentation:
“Analysis of a World Superpower”. Give a detailed description of any
modern superpower and its specific geopolitical role in the world
politics.

As a political observer make a report: “Predicting Superpowers of
2020
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Country Studies Perspective

EX. 26. Fill in the gaps with the most suitable words from the given below.
Translate the text at sight:
BEIJING

Beijing is the capital city of the People’s Federal Republic of China. ‘Beijing’
comes from the Chinese words ‘northern’ and ‘capital’ and follows a(n) (1)......... East
Asian tradition of naming capital cites literally. Others similarly named cities
2)eeeineennn Nanjing in Southern China which means ‘southern capital’, and Tokyo in
Japan, which means ‘eastern capital’.

Beijing i1s a fascinating city with a history that (3).......... back thousands of
years. It is the political and cultural (4).......... of China and is world-famous for its
many historical attractions. Four million people visit Beijing each year to see
() I such as the magnificent Forbidden City, Tiananmen Square and the Great
Wall of China.

Walking around the city, you can (6)........countless ancient temples, palaces,
imperial gardens and other intriguing cultural sites. But Beijing is more than just a
historic marvel. It is also one of the world’s great modern metropolises and is
() of 21% century vitality. Towering skyscrapers, huge shopping malls, and
modern commercial areas are just as much a (8)........... of modern-day Beijing.

In 2001, Beijing celebrated the news that it had been selected to (9)........ the
2008 Summer Olympics. Hundreds of thousands of flag-waving Chinese poured into
Beijing’s streets, singing and cheering. Fireworks (10)......... up the sky as the city
rejoiced. The morning after the (11)......... , the titles of all Beijing’s newspapers were
printed in red — a special colour in Chinese (12)......... that is reserved for good and
important news.

1 | Apast B ancient C antique D older

2 | Alinclude B contain C involve D consist

3 A sets B moves C puts D goes

4 | Asquare B centre C middle D heart

5 | Asights B views C visions D displays
6 |Asee B watch C notice D look

7 | Atotal B rich C full D complete
8 | Apiece B part C section D bit

9 | Ahost B show C display D view

10 | Aglowed B lit C shone D flamed
11 | A statement B declaration C announcement | D transmission
12 | A tradition B custom C habit D folklore
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EX. 27. Fill in the gaps with the most suitable words from the given below.
Translate the text at sight:

MAHATMA GANDI

Mohandas Gandhi (known as Mahatma — or ‘Great Soul’ — Gandhi) was one
of the greatest figures of the 20™ century. Gandhi was the man who (1).......... India on
the path to independence from British rule. He (2).......... freedom for his country
through actions which were always (3).......... on the ideas of non-violence and peace.

Gandhi was born in India on 2 October 1869. He (4)........ his childhood in India
and at 19 he went to study law in England. At the age of 23, Gandhi got a one-year
contract to do legal (5).......... in South Africa. In South Africa, Gandhi was shocked to
see how badly Indian people were treated. Gandhi believed that the best (6)........ to
achieve political and social change was peaceful protest. He always remained true to the
ideas of non-violence, even in the (7).......... extreme situations.

Gandhi eventually returned to India after 21 years in South Africa. When he got
back home, Gandhi saw how bad life was for people in India so he began to fight for
improved rights there too. He was especially (8) ......... with improving the life of
India’s low classes. Gandhi soon became the leader in the movement to free India from
the rule of the British, and he (9).......... . In 1947, the British granted India its
independence. Tragically, six month after India gained independence, Gandhi was

assassinated. He was 78 years old.

Today, Gandhi is loved and admired by millions of people (10)
The people of India (11)

ooooooooo

(12)......... holiday in India.

1 |Aled B managed Cran D directed
2 | Awon B gained C earned D found

3 |Aput B based C found D supported
4 | Atook B held C spent D finished
5 | Avocation B employment | C job D work

6 |Away B manner C direction D aspect

7 | Amain B most C large D very

8 | Alinterested B worried C concerned D eager

9 | Agained B achieved C managed D succeeded
10 | A throughout B through C during D cross

11 | A observe B look C regard D think

12 | Ainternational B national C local D internal

the world.
him as the father of their nation and his birthday is a(n)
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Individual work

Additional Reading

End of the sole superpower’s unipolar world
by Zafar Bangash

February, 2013

America’s role as the sole superpower is not only over but it is becoming the
pauper power with thousands of factory closings, jobs shipped overseas, its
debt reaching the sky and its military having been thoroughly defeated.
America’s dream has become a nightmare for most people.

The global political scene is not only changing, it has changed quite
dramatically in the last decade. The pompous notion of a unipolar world in
which the self-proclaimed “sole superpower” maintained perpetual full-
spectrum dominance a la Project for the New American Century (PNAC) is no
longer tenable. Outside the dwindling circle of Washington’s armchair
warriors, most American officials have realized that they can no longer afford
any more wars of choice. Thomas Friedman, a tireless drumbeater for
American exceptionalism, had conceded this point nearly two years ago in his
article about the US being reduced to “The Frugal Superpower” (New York
Times, September 4, 2010). Friedman’s reluctance to admit that the US is no
longer a superpower at all reflects the lingering residue of imperial hubris.

“American pacifists need not worry any more about ‘wars of choice,”” wrote
Friedman in the Times. Continuing about wars of choice, Friedman wrote:
“We’re not doing that again. We can’t afford to invade Grenada today,”
referring to the US invasion of the tiny Caribbean island in October 1983 when
thousands of marines landed to “save” all 110,000 Grenadians sunbathing on
the beaches from “a communist takeover,” in the infamous words of then US
President Ronald Reagan. The US will not be soon invading any other country
either. This is not to suggest it has given up on mischief.

In his seminal work, The Rise and Fall of the Great Powers (1987), historian
Paul Kennedy talks about imperial overreach and presents a strong correlation
between economic strength based on productivity, and military power. It may
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appear obvious in the context of big powers but economic well-being does not
automatically translate into military power. Saudi Arabia, Kuwait and Qatar
stand out as ready examples. Despite their enormous wealth, these countries are
incapable of defending themselves from even relatively minor neighbours.
Kennedy quotes former US President Richard Nixon who in July 1971
identified five centers of power: Western Europe (today’s European Union),
Japan, China, the Soviet Union and the US. Nixon said: “These are the five that
will determine the economic future and because economic power will be the
key to other kinds of power, the future of the world in other ways in the last
third of this century (italics in the original).”

Economic strength is of course an important factor in turning a country into a
military power and then projecting it. Paupers hardly threaten the world
unless it is to get some food but their concerns do not go much further. It is
the rich, motivated by greed that want to become richer at the expense of
others. Among great powers, rivalry has always been predicated on who can
muster more guns, more warships and more planes to intimidate competitors.

Britain’s role as a great power ended in the mid 20th century; its place was
taken up by two new powers: the Soviet Union and the US. Their rivalry was
dubbed the “Cold War” because they did not engage in shooting wars against
each other; that was reserved for their puppets euphemistically called allies. By
the late 1980s, the Soviets had been bankrupted by two related developments:
an expensive arms race with the US and their ill-conceived invasion of
Afghanistan. Ten years after invading Afghanistan, the Soviets were forced to
retreat in disgrace but there was no Soviet Union left to return to.

Since then, the world has undergone numerous changes. Not learning from
the Soviet experience, the Americans assumed their superior weapons
supplied to the Afghans had enabled them to defeat the Red Army. Imperial
hubris rather than thoughtful reflection consumed American thinking. They
repeated the same mistake their erstwhile rival, the USSR, had made. As the
late Charles De Gaulle once remarked, Americans are capable of doing the
most stupid things imaginable, and even those that are completely
unimaginable. For a decade (1991-2001), the US appeared unmatched. It
could arguably be called the American decade. Then it blundered into
Afghanistan and soon thereafter into Iraq in fulfillment of the neocons’ death
wish for multiple wars waged simultaneously, and for “full-spectrum
dominance.” More than a decade later, the US is still stuck in the Hindu
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Kush mountains, its arrogance proving the biggest obstacle to admitting its
blunder and cutting its losses by leaving.

To return to Nixon’s pronouncement, Western Europe has made major
strides economically while skillfully passing its military costs to the US. In
recent years, Europe’s economic well-being has also received major blows
like the rest of the capitalist West. Portugal, Ireland, Greece and Spain,
appropriately abbreviated to PIGS, are facing economic meltdown and some
European states, primarily Germany that ranks first among equals, has had to
foot the bill for their bailout, despite the fact that it was German and British
banks that did more to devalue the Euro than any mismanagement by the
PIGS. The Euro, the European Union’s single currency, is also facing
difficulty although it is the US dollar that is being shunned internationally. It
IS seen as toxic since America is no longer a productive power.

With the demise of the Soviet Union, the Warsaw Pact, its military alliance
with client states, also disintegrated. Thus there are no more Russian or East
European tanks poised to roll into Western Europe thereby making NATO,
the western world’s equivalent military alliance, ostensibly irrelevant. Led
by the US, NATO member-states are trying to invent a new role for it hence
the desperate attempt to make it relevant by sending NATO troops into
Afghanistan and Irag and threatening neighboring countries as well. China
meanwhile has outpaced Japan and has become an underwriter of the US
economy.

The cumulative effect of several factors is what led to the 2008 Recession in
the US. Some economists, including American, insist the US suffered a
depression. For decades American corporations outsourced work to countries
where wages were low — Mexico, India, Indonesia, Thailand, and even
China. In the American retail giant Wal Mart, one can hardly find a US
manufactured product. The outsourcing tsunami destroyed America’s
manufacturing base. Plant closures followed with millions losing jobs. The
US may have weathered these dislocations but for the two disastrous wars
into which the neocons pushed the country. The total direct cost of these
wars has topped $2 trillion and with related costs — payments to
permanently crippled soldiers and death benefits — these easily surpass the
$4 trillion mark, according to two leading US economists: Joseph Stiglitz
and Linda Bilmas. Today, the US external debt stands at more than $16
trillion. Add to that the internal debt of $38 trillion and Washington is well

30



on its way to becoming a bankrupt state.

America’s annual earnings can only cover the cost of medicare, defence and
interest on its burgeoning debt that adds nearly $450 billion annually. With
unemployment at 9% (in some critical age groups, such as among the African
American population between the age of 15-24, it is as high as 30%), the
housing bubble collapse, the list of homeless increasing daily and 46 million
people living below the poverty line, America is fast joining the rank of third-
world countries. In fact, some parts of the US already look like the Third
World. One need not go to South Africa to find fast moving highways and
exclusive gated communities surrounded by rundown African townships; they
exist right in the heart of America in almost all major cities. Detroit may be the
most extreme case but third-world conditions are just as widespread only a few
miles outside the White House and Capitol Hill in Washington, DC.

In the past, America bombed its way out of recessions. This was true of the
Second World War, the Vietnam War and in more recent times, the Iraq War of
1991. Yet war is no longer a profitable business for the US. On November 8,
2002, Richard Perle, a leading neocon and chairman of the US Defence Policy
Group, had presented a rosy picture of the soon to be launched war against Iraq
(March 2003). Perle predicted that the war would not cost more than $60 billion
and 1n any case, most of the costs would be offset by Iraq’s oil revenues that
Perle admitted the US would grab. Ten years and millions of Iragi deaths later,
the US has failed to achieve any of its objectives as it teeters on bankruptcy.

So what went wrong? Professor Stephen Walt, a thoughtful American academic
and someone not part of the neocon cabal, had this to say: “A big part of the
problem, however, is that the United States has chosen to do a few things that are
very difficult, and where failure is to be expected. Like nation-building in Iragq and
Afghanistan. Trying to occupy and govern foreign societies that are rife with
internal divisions, where there is a well-founded hatred of foreign intruders,
wouldn’t be easy for anyone. Indeed, trying to create a political system there based
on our historical experience rather than theirs has got to be one of more ambitious
— if not utterly misguided — objectives that Washington could have picked”.

But even Walt is loathed to admit total defeat. He insists the US still has a
role to play in global affairs and in shaping the political landscape. “The
solution is not to retreat into isolationism and cede the initiative to others.
Rather, the solution is to remind ourselves what American power is good for,
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and avoid taking on tasks for which it is ill-suited. The United States is very
good at deterring large-scale aggression, and thus good at ensuring stability
in key regions. (That assumes, of course, that we aren’t using that same
power to destabilize certain regions on purpose). We are sometimes good at
brokering peace deals — as in Northern Ireland and the Balkans — when we
use our power judiciously and fairly.” Such power, however, will never be
used in Palestine, because the Zionists will brook no interference from the
US or anyone else. In any case, a US-imposed peace in Palestine would
actually be detrimental to the interests of the Palestinians. Peace will be
achieved only when there is justice for the Palestinians. For that to happen, a
much harder struggle will have to be waged. Given America’s weakened
position, the struggle has better chances of success from now on, as the
Zionist  State begins to implode from inner contradictions.

The US-led unipolar world is dead. While multiple competing centers of power
have emerged, whether any will replace the US has yet to be seen. An
important factor in this emerging world order will be the role played by such
key Muslim players as Islamic Iran, Egypt, Pakistan and movements like
Hizbullah and Hamas. Until recently, Turkey was considered to be a positive
factor as well but its policies especially vis-a-vis Syria and Palestine leave
much to be desired. Instead of playing its natural role, Ankara has decided to
play second fiddle to the vanishing superpower and its nasty ally, Zionist Israel.

The End of Human Rights

By Stephen Hopgood, Published: January 3

When an icon of the 20th century’s strivings against oppression passes
away, it is an appropriate time to take freedom’s audit.

“The struggles that follow the victory of formal equality and universal
franchise may not be as filled with drama and moral clarity as those that
came before,” President Obama said in his eulogy of Nelson Mandela last
month, “but they are no less important.” And United Nations Secretary
General Ban Ki-moon urged the world to be “inspired” by Mandela’s spirit.
“His death has awakened in all of us,” he said, “the flame of human rights
and the beacon of hope.” Their message was clear: We have come far, but
there is a great deal left to do.
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Yet despite this rhetoric of rededication and hope, the ground of human
rights is crumbling beneath us. If we seem to have moved beyond “drama
and moral clarity,” it is only because we no longer know where we are going.
In fact, a 150-year experiment in creating global rules to protect and defend
individual human beings is coming to an end.

The evidence is all around us. Authoritarian pushback against human
rights in China raises the prospect of a new superpower utterly opposed to
the hitherto dominant language of universal rights. And Russia, if anything,
outdoes China, with Vladimir Putin manipulating his citizens’ legitimate
aspirations for even basic freedoms. From the introduction of sharia law in
Brunei to the consolidation of a murderous military regime in Egypt (where
the alternative was the ultra-conservative Muslim Brotherhood), we see
examples everywhere of resistance to human rights, in practice and in
principle.

In a stupefying act of bravado, Saudi Arabia, one of the world’s most
systematic abusers of human rights, rejected its seat on the Security Council,
saying the United Nations fails to prevent “the violation of rights” around the
world. African leaders resist the authority of the International Criminal
Court. Bashar al-Assad strengthens his grip on power in Syria after his
regime uses chemical weapons to murder thousands. We see extreme con-
servatism on gay rights throughout Africa, the Middle East, Eastern Europe
and now on India’s Supreme Court. And when the Association of Southeast
Asian Nations (ASEAN) declares, seemingly in earnest, that the exercise of
human rights may be limited by “the just requirements of national security,
public order, public health, public safety, public morality, as well as the
general welfare of the peoples in a democratic society,” that is a mandate for
executive power and social conservatism, not for inalienable rights.

A Freedom House called on the United States and Europe to do more.
But the United States is worse than an ambivalent onlooker. Its use of torture
and rendition against al-Qaeda suspects, its detentions without trial at
Guantanamo, its drone program and targeted assassinations, and its rejection
of the International Criminal Court all undermine the very idea, let alone the
practice, of human rights.

Even the early promise of the Obama administration has dimmed.
Political and security realities have reduced the scope of American
unilateralism, the president admitted in his address to the U.N. General
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Assembly in September. The future, he said, will be about international and
regional partners for peace and prosperity. In an era when containing China
is paramount, we know what “partners” means: deals. No ASEAN state
should expect a call from the president about human rights anytime soon.

Of course, governments have always been reluctant to tie their hands
with human rights considerations, and cultural and religious diversity
guarantees that the secular global rights regime will always have detractors
and foes. But this is more than a transient change. We have taken the two-
steps-forward, one-step-back nature of human rights for granted, assuming
that the arc of history does indeed bend toward justice. The assumption
underlying Obama’s Mandela eulogy is that matters of compliance, not
principle, are the main challenge remaining. But the great moral drama of
liberal freedoms vs. state and religious repression and discrimination is alive
and insistent today, even as we are in a forced retreat from the battlefield.

This isn’t just a change from the 1990s, the 1970s or even the 1950s. It
Is the end of a historic project that began in Europe in 1863 with the
International Committee of the Red Cross, the first permanent, secular,
international organization dedicated to the protection of the suffering
individual. The export of a liberal-humanist vision of global civilization, first
through empire and then via the 20th century’s international institutions, has
reached an impasse. Europe’s slow political decline has been disguised for
decades by American power. Now the two are diverging, the Asia-Pacific
calling Americans to turn East. The world in which global rules were
assumed to be secular, universal and nonnegotiable rested on the
presumption of a deep worldwide consensus about human rights — but this
consensus is illusory.

The first challenge is multipolarity. It’s been more than a century since
we’ve lived in a truly multipolar world. Now, as power shifts rapidly to Asia,
the influence of Europe, so often the driving force for human rights and
international justice, has waned. The United States has proved a fair-weather
friend for human rights abroad and is now far more interested in China and
its own export markets in Asia and the Pacific. The new and re-emerging
powers known as the BRICS (Brazil, Russia, India, China and South Africa)
are not uniformly against human rights — although the records of Russia and
China are abysmal — but they will increasingly want a say on global rules
and who gets to set them. Newly emerging states are challenging settled
opinion on transnational justice and humanitarian intervention, which they
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often interpret as victor’s justice and regime change. And the global rules
and principles that organizations such as the United Nations rely on were not
written by the vast majority of the world’s peoples, who have long seen
powerful states declare exceptions for themselves and their allies. Newly
powerful states will challenge this system — and seek exceptions of their
own,

A multipolar world means more compromise — as we already see in
Syria — more back-scratching and less principled denunciation. America’s
notorious skepticism about most human rights treaties has in the past been
tempered because international rights seemed to go hand in hand with
Washington’s goal of spreading democracy. But opponents can now see U.S.
ambivalence about strengthening global liberal institutions — outside the
trade and finance realm — and know there will be little pushback when the
stakes are high.

Human rights made sense for a secularizing Europe that sought a moral
alternative to religious faith. But the world has not followed the secular path.
If anything, it is becoming more intense in its religiosity — that is the second
challenge. Over the past century, for example, Christianity has seen a
massive shift toward the south, with more than 60 percent of Christians now
living in Africa, Asia and Latin America. In Africa alone, the number of
Christians rose from 9 million to 516 million between 1910 and 2010. And
we are as aware of the intensity of Islamic faith held by millions in many of
the countries of the Middle East, North Africa and South Asia as we are of
the passionate evangelism shared by millions of Christians in the Americas
and Africa particularly.

The language of human rights is a language of protest and resistance,
not of authority and discrimination. In a religious world, secular human
rights of recent heritage and ambiguous origin increasingly compete with
long-standing cultural claims legitimated by traditions and gods. Where
strong faith meets human rights, the classic modernizing assumption — that
secular rights trump religion — no longer holds.

A more multipolar world, America’s ambivalence, Europe’s decline
and more competition from faith-based movements — all these forces put
extreme pressure on a human rights model that is heavily Westernized and
centralized in funding and organization. And so a paradox emerges.
Achieving progress in civil and political rights, for example, might mean
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ceding ground in other areas such as social justice and women’s rights. All
rights are equally important to the global human rights regime with which we
are familiar. But for many of those who are poor, or committed to socialist
politics, or deeply religious and/or conservative, both inside and outside the
West, which rights deserve primacy requires discussion and compromise, not
diktats from New York and Geneva.

The classic Human Rights Watch strategy of “naming and shaming”
rights abusers is irrelevant in cases where, for example, the imposition of
sharia law is considered desirable by those who must be shamed for change
to happen. In the multipolar world, justice for acts of egregious violence may
mean the death penalty — or it may mean outright forgiveness. This world
may be one where women seeking an end to domestic violence and desirous
of education for their daughters nevertheless oppose reproductive rights on
principle. Or where the idea that children have rights they can claim against
their parents, rather than obligations, seems to strike at the heart of the most
valued social institution of all, the family.

In this world, religious groups of all kinds have an opportunity to play a
greater role in struggles for freedom from hunger and repression than they
have done in the decades when secular experts in development and human
rights held sway. Pope Francis, Time magazine’s “Person of the Year,” has
insisted that the church is not a nongovernmental organization — meaning it
has more to offer than secular activism and advocacy. The church has a
deeper, more powerful, more attractive and more important spiritual message
to spread, he has said, surely recognizing that the weak grip of conventional
Western human rights principles in individual communities is no match for
the moral power of the church. The new pope’s seemingly more liberal
stances on social issues and his critique of capitalism may make him a better
bet for radical change — he can in principle mobilize a billion people —
than the rather arid, dry and legalistic claims of secular human rights
advocates.

We are waking from the European dream of one world under global,
secular law. The result may be a reinvigorated universal church. Or it may be
parallel and permanent zones of freedom and zones of repression, and a
global middle class seeking desperately to move themselves, or at least their
children, from one to another.
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Render the article into English:

M’sika Ta skopcrTka cujia €C

Po3rnsimaroun BUKOPUCTAHHS JKOPCTKOTO Ta M’SKOTO THIIIB BIUIUBY
KpaiHamu €Bpomneiicbkoro Coto3y, i MiAKPEecTuTH, mo noku CroiydeHi
[ratu Benmu OOpOTHOY 3 KOMYHICTUYHUM OJIOKOM 3a 17€0JIOT1YHE
JIOMIHYBaHHA y CBITi, kpaiHu 3axigHoi €Bponu (He 0e3 miaTpumku CIIA)
3aiiManucsi ~ TMOBOEHHOI  BIAOYJOBOIO  EKOHOMIKH, a  3roJoMm
MPOJIEMOHCTPYBAJId CBITY pe3yJbTaT CBOIX Maike I ATACCATUPIYHUX
3yCWJIb, CTaBIIM MPUKIAIOM IyXkE YCIIIIHOTO, X04a M J0CI HE3HAMOMOTro
icTOpii MIDKHAPOHUX BITHOCHH, IHTETPAIIMHOTO 00’ €THAHHS.

Oco0MUBICTIO 30BHIMIHBOMOMITHYHOTO BBy €C € Toil (akT, 110
pe3yJIbTaTH YCHIIIHOI 1HTErparlii MO)KHa 3amucaTd B apceHal YCiX KpaiH
yuyacHullb Ta €C B muiomy. €Bponeiicbkuii Cor3 aKTUBHO BHKOPUCTOBYE
CBifl BAAIWW JOCBIA MOJITUYHOI Ta €KOHOMIYHOI 1HTErpaili — OCHOBHHUM
pecypc M’SIKOTO BIUIMBY, — OCOOJIMBO B paMKaxX MOJITHUKHA po3mupeHHs. s
HalycmimHima ckiiagoBa CHuIbHOI 30BHINIHBOI Ta 0€31eKOBO1 modiTuku €C
cTaja TOTYXXHUM BaXeJeM JEMOKpPAaTHYHUX TIEPETBOPEHb Yy KpaiHax
HentpanpHoi Ta CxigHoi €Bponu. BojaHouac MIIHUNA E€KOHOMIYHUUN
noteHian €C cBIIYUTh PO HASBHICTh IHCTPYMEHTIB €KOHOMIYHOTO THUCKY
YU 320X0YEHHSI, a OTXKE — JKOPCTKOI CUIIH.

3 METOI JOTOMOTH TMOCTPAaAsHCbKUM KpaiHam y 1991 p. Oyna
3anouarkoBaHa mnporpama TACIC (Tacis Programme), sika ¢iHaHcyBana
HIMPOKE KOJO TMPOEKTIB y cdepax I1HCTUTYUIWHUX, MPABOBUX 1
aAMIHICTpAaTUBHUX  pePopM; MIATPUMKA  E€KOHOMIYHOTO  PO3BHUTKY;
MOM’SIKIIEHHSI COIIaJIbHUX HACHIJKIB MEPEXITHOr0 MepioAy; PO3BUTKY CENa,
sanepHoi 6e3neku Ta iH. 3 1991 mo 2005 poku B kpainax-0eHedermiapax Tacic
Oyno mpodiHaHCOBAHO TMPOEKTH Ha CyMmMy B MoHan 7 miapa eBpo 16. €C
(diHaHCY€E psii mporpaM 13 OCBITHIX Ta HAyKOBUX OOMiHIB sik Bcepeauni €C,
TaK 1 3a y4acTi MPEJCTaBHUKIB 1HIIMX KpaiH cBiTy. ChopmynsoBana B 2003
p. vy 3BepHenHi Kowicii "[upma €Bpona" konmenuis E€Bponenchkoi
MOJIITUKU  CYCIJICTBA, TMPOIOHY€E CYCIIHIM KpaiHaM TMpuBLIEHOBaHI
BIIHOCHUHHU, SKI OyJyBaTUMyTbCSd Ha B3a€EMHOMY BH3HAHHI CHIJIBHUX
IIHHOCTEN, TOJJOBHUM YMHOM Yy cepi BEpXOBEHCTBA IpaBa; CHPaBEIIUBOTO
yOpaBJiHHS; JTOTPUMAHHS MNpaB JIOJAUHU, MPUHIUIIIB PUHKOBOI €KOHOMIKHU
tommo. Came BTIJIEHHS CIUIBHUX IIIHHOCTEHM € OCHOBHUM KPHUTEPIEM s
IIMOWHYU JBOCTOPOHHIX BigHOCHH 3 €C.

37



Takox €C — oMH 13 OCHOBHHMX CBITOBUX JOHOPIB 3 MIATPUMKH MUPY
Ta Oe3meku. Haibinpma gactuHa Takoi gomomoru €C HagaeTbes KpaiHaM
Adpuku 1 cranoBuTh noHax 50% yciei CBITOBOT JOMOMOTH, SIKYy OTPUMYE LI
koHTuHeHT. B 2003 p. €C Bnepmie NOpoBiB CaMOCTIHHY MHUPOTBOPUY
onepamito B PecnyOmimi Konro. A B 2004 poui €Bpomnetricbkuii Coto3
3acHyBaB (oHs oOcarom y 250 muH. eBpo mijg Haspow "Peace Facility"
("IIporpama wMupy") ana (¢diHaHCYBaHHA 3aXOJiB, CHOPSIMOBAaHUX Ha
MNIATPUMKY MHUPY Ta 3amo0iraHHsi KOHQIIKTIB y KpaiHax Adpuku. AKTUBHA
y4acTh €BPOINEUCHKUX KOHTUHTEHTIB y MHUPOTBOpYid misuibHOCTI OOH,
HATO Ta OBCE crana 1ogaTKOBUM YMHHUKOM 3MILHEHHS €BPONEUCHKOTO
aBTOPUTETY y CBITI.

M’sika cuna €C € npukIagoM BIACHOI YCIIIMIHOCTI ¥ MIIHO OB’ si3aHa
13 TaKOKO CKJIAJIOBOIO KOPCTKOI CUJIH, SIK “TIPSHUK’ €KOHOMIYHOI BUT'OJH BIJ
criBpoOiTHUIITBA. Tomy 3ragyBaHa Bxke ¢opmyna T. Pys3penbta B
€BPONEICHKOMY KOHTEKCTI 3BYUYUTh SIK “TOBOPITH M KO, 1 MaiTe mpHu coOl
BEIMKUK  “IpSHMK’, 10 JKOJHMM YHUHOM HE  CBIIYUTH  MPO
30BHIMIHBOMONITUYHY cHabkicTh €C. EQekTHBHICTH TaKOTO MIIXOMY
MIITBEPKYIOTh PE3yJIbTaTH COILONUTYBaHb, 5Kl BKa3ylOTh Ha 3HAYHUU
BiipuB €C Bia CIIIA 3a O1iHKOIO0 MO3UTUBHOTO BIIUBY Yy CBITI.

Ha nymky Outbmiocti 3axigHux ekcneptiB, 1 miusa CIIA, 1 gmsa €C
HAWTEPCIIEKTUBHIIINM € CTBOPEHHSI €(PEKTHUBHOTO OAJlaHCy MIXK M’ SIKOIO Ta
AKOPCTKOI CHJIIAMHA — BHKOPHUCTAHHS TakK 3BaHOI “‘po3yMHOI cunw . Ilpwm
TaKOMY IAXOJ1 BMUJIE MOEAHAHHS 000X THIIIB CHUJIM MAa€ CUHEPTeTUYHUM
e(eKT B3a€MOITi ACUIICHHSI.
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UNIT 2

UKRAINE IN THE FRAMEWORK OF INTERNATIONAL
RELATIONS

l. Introduction activities.
VOCABULARY FOCUS

Ex. 1. Study the following words and their definitions. Translate the given
phrases and sentences into Ukrainian:

1. REVOLT noun - violent action against a ruler or government; something
which shows that you will not accept something or will not agree to be
controlled or influenced by someone or something. Collocations:

ADJ. + REVOLT great The Great Revolt of 1381 may have been caused by
attempts to keep wages down. | full-scale, general, large-scale, mass,
popular, serious, widespread There was a general revolt against the
leadership at the party congress. | open Parliament came out in open revolt
against the president. | armed | peasant/peasant’s, shareholder's, student,
etc.

VERB + REVOLT cause, prompt, provoke, stir up | lead a student-led
revolt | stage | control, crush, deal with, put down, quash, suppress The
revolt was suppressed with total ruthlessness.

REVOLT + VERB break out Revolt broke out when the government
decided to raise the price of bread. | spread | overthrow sb/sth The regime
was overthrown by a popular revolt.

PREP. in ~ The farmers rose in revolt. | ~ against the revolt against the poll
tax in Britain | ~ by a revolt by backbenchers | ~ over the farmers' revolt over
imported meat | ~ within revolt within the party.

2. REGIME noun - system of government. Collocations:

ADJ. + REGIME new | old | current, established, existing, present |
former, previous | interim | political | conservative, liberal, radical |
authoritarian, autocratic, dictatorial, totalitarian | communist,
democratic, fascist, socialist | brutal, hard-line, harsh, oppressive,
repressive | constitutional, parliamentary | revolutionary | military |
colonial | puppet In 1940 a puppet regime was established by the invaders.
VERB + REGIME establish, install, set up | defeat, overthrow, topple |
bolster, strengthen Education was seen as a way of bolstering the existing
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regime. | destabilize | support | oppose | head a military regime headed by
the general

REGIME + VERB exist | come to power The communist regime came to
power in 1975. | collapse, fall

PREP. against a/the ~ She called for sanctions against the regime. | under
a/the ~ He spoke of the abhorrent crimes that had been committed under the
regime. | ~ under a military regime under Franco

PHRASES a change of regime, the collapse/fall/overthrow of a regime, a
member of a regime, regime’s demise.

3. INTERVENTION noun — the deliberate act of a nation or a group of
nations to introduce its military forces into the course of an existing
controversy.

ADJ. direct direct intervention to stop abuses of the environment | active,
decisive, forceful | early, immediate, timely A full-scale riot was prevented
by the timely intervention of the police. | effective, successful | limited |
personal the Emperor's personal intervention | government, ministerial,
official, state | external, foreign, outside | armed, military We would resist
any armed intervention from outside in our country's affairs. | police |
judicial, legal | medical, surgical | economic, political, social | divine,
human The king saw this victory as the direct result of divine intervention.
VERB + INTERVENTION make to make a forceful intervention in a
dispute | call for, demand The prime minister was always demanding active
intervention early on. | resist

PREP. ~ against armed intervention against the rebels | ~ by intervention by
a senior judge | ~ from He was furious at this intervention from the press. | ~
in the government's intervention in the dispute | ~ on behalf of state
intervention on behalf of the British film industry

PHRASES the power/right of intervention.

4. ESCALATION Of VIOLENCE - an increase in the intensity or
geographical scope of a war or diplomatic confrontation. For example,
during the Korean War, some Americans urged escalation of the war
through bombing of the People's Republic of China.

ADJ. dramatic, major, serious | further | rapid

VERB + ESCALATION lead to The reorganization has led to a dramatic
escalation in costs. | prevent

PREP. ~ in a serious escalation in the fighting | ~ into the escalation of the
conflict into an all-out war.
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5. VISA noun - is a conditional authority given by a competent authority of
a country for a person who is not a citizen of that country to enter its territory
and to remain there for a limited duration. The visa is commonly a stamp
endorsed in the applicant's passport or other travel document.

ADJ. entry, exit, transit | student, tourist, travel

VERB + VISA get, obtain | obtained a visa after hours of waiting at the
embassy. | extend, renew | give sb, grant (sb), issue, issue sb (with) | deny
sb, refuse sb She was refused a visa because of her criminal record. | need,
require Do South Africans need a visa to go to France? | stamp | check |
overstay He was arrested for overstaying his visa.

VISA + VERB expire Her visa expired six months ago.

VISA + NOUN ban, regulations, requirements, restrictions | application
PREP. on a ~ She entered the country on a student visa. | ~ for Do you need
a visa for Egypt?

Ex. 2. Paying attention to the above mentioned definitions, spell out the
main priorities and challenges of Ukraine’s Foreign Policy. Enumerate
the states and world international organizations that have a notable impact
on its development. Read the text of Ex. 4 and compare your own ideas to
the ones given.

Ex. 3. Pre-reading. Make sure you know the meanings of the following
words and word combinations:

Annexation; legitimacy of the government; incoherent; contending
forces; to give lip service to; energy at subsidized prices; to balk; to cede
control; to reject NATO membership; popular revolt; non-recognition of
annexation; to ameliorate; hostile leadership; direct military intervention; to
implement de facto trade sanctions; to harass and expel citizens; already-
strained EU coffers; tough competition; regime’s demise; visa ban; assets
freezes; to broker; obsolete; to reverse the flow of pipelines.

EX. 4. Read and translate the text:
Ukraine’s Foreign Policy: Current Issues
Since achieving independence in 1991, conflict between Ukraine’s

political forces has led its foreign policy to appear incoherent, as the
contending forces pulled it in pro-Western or pro-Russia directions or simply
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neglected foreign policy as less important than domestic political combat and
the division of the spoils of victory. Ukrainian leaders gave lip service to
joining NATO and the European Union, but did little to meet the standards
set by these organizations. Ukrainian leaders also promised closer ties with
Russia in exchange for Russian energy at subsidized prices, but balked at
implementing agreements with Russia that would seriously compromise
Ukraine’s sovereignty, such as ceding control over Ukraine’s energy
infrastructure to Moscow. Yanukovych’s foreign policy appeared to fit into
this pattern, although he broke with previous Ukrainian presidents by
formally rejecting NATO membership for Ukraine. Yanukovych’s last-
minute decision in November 2013 to decline to sign an Association
Agreement with the EU touched off a popular revolt that led to the collapse
of his regime.

Ukraine’s new government’s main foreign policy priorities are to
secure international support for Ukraine’s sovereignty and territorial
integrity, and non-recognition of Russia’s annexation of Crimea. Kyiv is
seeking urgent international assistance to ameliorate the country’s dire
financial situation. The government also strongly supports European Union
integration for Ukraine, but says that NATO membership aspirations are not
a current priority. In addition to the annexation of Crimea, Ukraine may face
further pressure from a hostile Russian leadership, which does not recognize
the legitimacy of the new government. This could include direct military
intervention in eastern Ukraine. Russia has implemented some de facto trade
sanctions against Ukraine, and used natural gas prices and debts as a weapon
against Ukraine. Russia could also harass or expel Ukrainian citizens
working in Russia.

European Union

Ukraine seeks eventual EU membership, but most EU countries have
opposed raising this issue, in part due to the huge burden a large, poor
country like Ukraine could place on already-strained EU coffers. The
Association Agreement is the EU’s main instrument to promote European
values and deepen economic ties with Ukraine and other former Soviet
countries. The agreement includes a free trade agreement with the EU,
formally known in EU jargon as a Deep and Comprehensive Free Trade
Agreement (DCFTA). Although the DCFTA further opens potentially
lucrative EU markets to Ukraine, it also requires it to adopt EU legislation
and standards and to expose its own firms to tough competition from EU
imports. Approximation to EU norms could also lead to increased foreign
investment in Ukraine. Under intense pressure from Russia, which strongly
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opposed Ukraine’s intention to sign the AA, the Ukrainian government
announced on November 21 that it would not sign the agreement, the start in
a series of events that led to the regime’s demise three months later. EU
officials and officials of EU member governments condemned violence by
the former Ukrainian government and their allies against peaceful protestors.
They called on the Ukrainian government to quickly adopt the steps needed
to end the political crisis in Ukraine peacefully. After a sharp escalation of
the violence on February 18 and 19, the EU decided to impose a visa ban and
asset freezes on Ukrainian officials responsible for violence. On February 21,
the foreign ministers of France, Germany, and Poland came to Kyiv and
brokered a peaceful settlement of the crisis, which was almost immediately
rendered obsolete by the collapse of the regime.

The collapse of the Yanukovych regime appears to have brightened
prospects for a closer relationship with the EU. The EU and Ukraine signed
the parts of Ukraine’s Association Agreement dealing with political issues on
March 21, 2014. The parts of the AA dealing with economic issues would be
signed later this year, after the new Ukrainian President takes office.
However, the EU has said that it will allow Ukraine to benefit unilaterally
from the DCFTA before the signature of the economic parts of the AA. On
March 5, the European Commission unveiled an 11.175 billion Euro (about
$15.5 billion) aid package for Ukraine. In addition, the EU will establish a
High Level Investment Forum/Task Force; help modernize Ukraine’s natural
gas transit system and work on reversing the flow of pipelines through
Slovakia so that Ukraine can receive gas from the west; acceleration of Visa
Liberalisation Action Plan; and technical assistance on a number of areas
from constitutional to judicial reform and preparation of elections.2 On
March 17, the day after Crimean authorities held a referendum on joining
Russia, the European Union imposed a visa ban and an asset freeze on 21
figures from Ukraine and Russia who played roles in Russia’s seizure of
Crimea. Analysts noted that senior Russian leaders were lacking from the
list, which nevertheless included several members of the Russian parliament
and Russian military commanders in Crimea. On March 21, the EU imposed
sanctions on 12 additional Russian leading figures, after President Putin
signed an agreement with Crimean leaders incorporating the region into
Russia.3 However, the EU still stopped short of sanctioning leading business
figures who support the Russian regime or key Russian banks and other
firms.

Ukraine: Current Issues and U.S. Policy
Congressional Research Service 7
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Ex. 5. Answer the questions on the text given above:

1. Why did Ukraine’s foreign policy appear incoherent and unclear in the
last two decades?
What prevented Ukraine from following the EU direction?
What are Ukraine’s new government’s main foreign policy priorities?
What is Ukraine’s official position concerning annexation of Crimea by
Russia?
Is Ukraine welcomed as a EU member state?
What steps should our country take to gain eventual EU membership?
Is our country supported by the EU? In what way?
What were the decisive reasons for a popular revolt in November
20137
9. What factors caused regime’s demise in February 2014?
10. What are positive and negative consequences of the regime’s collapse
for Ukraine’s foreign policy?

B ow

© NGO

Ex. 6. Suggest English equivalents for the given Ukrainian words and
word combinations (refer back to the text if necessary). Use some of them
in the sentences of your own (make up sentences consisting of 12 words
and more):

HemnocnigoBHa 30BHIIIHS TOJITHKA; MPOTHOOpYl CHJIM; BHYTPILIHS
nojiTu4Ha OOpoThOa; OOINATH Ha CJIoBax/ BECTH IOPOXKHI Oallauku;
3aI0BOJIBHATH  CTAHJAPTH; E€HEPropecypcu 3a 3HWKEHUMH LIHAMU;
NOCTYNATUCh KOHTpOJIeM HaJ; O(IMIAHO BIAMOBISATUCS BiJ YJIEHCTBA;
BIIXWJIMTH MiANKMCaHHS YToAu Ipo Acollialiio; HapoJgHE MOBCTAHHS, Kpax
pEXUMY; TOBAJICHHS (3aKIHYEHHSI) PEXKUMY; 3a0€31euyBaTH CYBEPEHHICTh Ta
TEPUTOPIAJIBHY IITICHICTh; TOJIMIIYBAaTH BaXXKy (IHAHCOBY CHUTYaIlloO;
NparHeHHs WICHCTBA; BU3HABATH 3aKOHHICTh ypsiAy; HE BU3HABATU AHEKCIIO
Kpumy; yBOoauTH TOpriBelibHI CaHKIIII MPOTH; MEPECTIAyBaTH Ta BUCUIIATH 3
KpaiHM; BIMCbKOBE BTOPTHEHHS; MPOCYBATH €BPOINEHMCHKI IIHHOCTI; yroja
Opo BUIBHY TOPrIBIIO; TMIJJaBaTH >KOPCTKIM KOHKYpPEHIIii; MpUOYTKOBI
pUHKHM; 3a00pOHUTH Bi3W Ta 3aMOPO3UTH  PaXyHKH; BHUCTYIATH
NOCEpPEITHUKOM Ha MHUPHHUX T[EperoBopax; HaJgaBaTH NakeT (IHAHCOBOI
JOTIOMOTH; MPOBOJUTH pedepeHayM; BKIIOUUTH PErioH y ckian Pocii;
KOPHUCTYBATHUCA MepeBaraMmu 0JIHOOCIOHO/ OJTHOCTOPOHHKO.

Ex. 7. Explain in English the meaning of the following words: annexation,
obsolete, incoherent, revolt, escalation, to broker, to expel, demise, to balk.
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Ex. 8. Match the synonyms given in column A with those in column
Make up your own collocations with each word of column A:

Column A Column B Column A Column B
incoherent surrender ameliorate intimidate
neglect obstruct harass out-of-date
revolt unclear obsolete beneficial
cede ignore lucrative include
balk uprising incorporate improve

Ex. 9. Make a summary of the text. Retell the text: Ukraine’s Foreign
Policy: Current Issues.

Ex. 10. Translate the following sentences into Ukrainian. Pay attention to
the topical vocabulary given in bold type:

1. Spence, however, says the evidence suggests to him the fires were set
during an internal revolt. 2. Only change will come with revolt and
revolution in such a tyrant situation. 3. In fact, many have argued that
colonizers are unethical and the colonized should always revolt. 4. Or they
could simply refuse to cede control for cash at all, rejecting the program
entirely. 5. He has said that he is not prepared to cede any sovereignty to the
centre. 6. He inherited incoherent spending priorities, a broken procurement
process and two disastrously mismanaged wars. 7. The food industry is only
paying lip service to government campaigns to make people eat a healthy
diet. 8. This politician can be said to be “paying lip service” to the ideas of
capitalism and democracy to please the people that will vote for him. 9.
Forget a password, and your own computer may balk at your command. 10.
Senate abandons auto bailout bid after Republicans balk. 11. Poor nations
balk at trade proposals. 12. On 19 March 2011, a multi-state coalition began
a military intervention in Libya to implement United Nations Security
Council Resolution 1973. 13. His death decisively ends a regime that had
turned Libya into an international pariah and ran the oil-rich nation by the
whim and brutality of its leaders. 14. The Syrian regime has killed more
than 1,500 civilians, human rights groups say, and about 12,000 people have
been arrested. 15. Nonetheless, it appears the regime's opponents have not
managed to create a unified leadership. 16. Annexation is the means by
which an existing city extends its corporate boundaries. 17. We can't just
annex territories. 18. International law decrees that no nation can annex the
moon for itself. 19. By expanding our nonpolluting energy choices, we can
ameliorate a variety of risks. 20. Education and graded self management
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experience would appear to be important to ameliorate this situation in the
long term. 21. German visa entry requirements vary depending on an
applicant's country of citizenship. 22. Coming on a work visa, staying for a
year or two, applying for permanent residency. 23. My student identification
card, along with my student visa, had expired a long time ago. 24. But they
were facing a master strategist who understood the power of escalation. 25.
The market must fear this will cause a sharp escalation in the currency
wars. 26. The clashes are an escalation of skirmishes that began earlier this
year. 27. The logic of confrontation implied an escalation of violence. 28.
European Union foreign-policy chief Catherine Ashton talks about the EU
decision to expand the list of those subject to asset freezes and visa bans.
29. It's also unfortunate that the ranking does not incorporate student extra-
curricular opportunities for development. 30. Collection agencies harass
workers at their places of employment, threatening their jobs.

Ex. 11. Translate the following sentences into English using your active

vocabulary:

1. Curyailisi HAaBKOJIO HApOJIHOTO TTOBCTaHHS B YKpaiHi 3arocTproeThes. Bike
CTa€ 3pO3yMIJ0, IO MPaBISIYMN PEXKUM, SKAW JOBIB YKpaiHy [0
(h1HAaHCOBO-EKOHOMIYHOTO, COIlaJIbHOIO 1 MOJIITHYHOTO Kpaxy, HE XO04e
B35ITH Ha ceOe BIANMOBIJAIBHICTD 1 MPOBECTU JOCTPOKOBI MPE3UICHTCHKI
BuOopu Ta BUOOpu 10 BepxoBHoi Pamm. 2. VYV peanbHId OpakTHIl
30BHIIIHBOMOJITHYHI 1HTEPECH BU3HAYAIOTHCS 1€PAPXIEI0 TMPIOPUTETIB.
OnHi nepxaBu 3HAIOTh, IO JJII HUX BXKJIMBIIIE 3a BCE 30€perTH CBiit
CYBEPEHITET, 1HIIl - HE JOMYCTUTH BTPYYAHHS y CBOi BHYTPIIIHI CIPaBH,
TPETI MParHyTh 30€pEerTH BUCOKI TEMIIA PO3BUTKY, YETBEPTI - MIAKOPUTHU
CBOiM BoJi cycimiB. [IpiopuTeTn MOXyTh OyTH PIZHMMH, aj€ 30BHIIIHS
MOJIITUKA TTIOYMHAETHCS 3 YCBIAOMIJIEHHS TOTO (DaKTy, IO JOCSITTH BChOTO
OJIHOYACHO HEMOKJIMBO. A 3HAUUTh Tpeba BUOUPATH, a OTXKE - MATH HiTKI
kputepli mna  Bubopy. 4. M3C Vkpainu 3asBise nOpo BIHCHKOBE
BTOprHeHHss Pocii 1 BuMarae BiJ POCIACHKOI CTOPOHU HEraHOIO
BUBEJCHHS 11 30poiiHuX cui 3 TepuTopii Ykpainu. 5. CILIA miarBepauiu,
[0 YUHUTUMYTh CIPOTHUB 3yCUJUISIM TIEPEBECTH IHTEPHET MiJ KOHMPOJlb
Opranzamii O0'ennanux Hariid. 6. MiHICTpU 3aKOpJIOHHHUX CIIpaB KpaiH
HATO yxBanuiu pillleHHS MPO Mepenadyy KOHTPOJI0 HaJl Oe3MeKor B
AdranicTtani MicueBii BiaAl MPOTATOM ILOTO POKy. 7. Jlepkcekperap
nigkpecauB rotoBHicTh CIIIA mpamoBaTu 3 mapTHEpaMH 1 COIO3HUKAMU,
o0 CHpUATU NMPSAMOMY Jiajory MiK YkpaiHoto 1 Pociero. V Toii ke yac
BiH JIaB 3pO3yMITH, III0 TpWBajia BIMICbKOBAa ecKajallisl Ta MPOBOKaIii
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3aKpuiid O OyIb-SIKMM JOCTYIHUM TMPOCTIP IS TUTIOMATIT, 1 3aKJIMKaB J10
IPAaHUYHOI CTpUMaHOCTI. 8. Peowcum OrojaocUB BiMiHY YKpaiHCHKUM
KypHaiictam. BinOyBaeTbcs cnpoOa TOTaAIBbHOTO 3HUWeHHsi CBOOOIU
CJIOBa HamepenoHI MalOyTHIX NPE3UJICHTCHKUX Ta MapiaMEeHTChKHUX
BuOopiB. 9. Ha Bonuni yxe movanu nepecrioysamu O13HECMEHIB uepes
OpUXUWIBHICTE 10 eBpomnpoTtecTiB. 10. I[Ipem'ep-minictp Yexii 3asBuB, 1110
y BUIAJIKY, SKI0 MockBa cripoOye aHEeKCyBaTH TEPUTOPIIO IHIIKX KpaiH
CxigHoi €Bponu, TO WOro KpaiHa po3MIMUpPHUTH caHKIii mpotu Pocii. 11.
E€pporneiicbkuid Coro3 BUPIIIMB HETAWHO 3alpoOBaJUTU 3aMOPOKECHHS
aKTUBIB 1 3a00pOHY Ha BHJAYy Bi3 BIAMOBIAAJIBHUM 3a HACHIBCTBO 1
3aCTOCYBaHHS HAJAMIPHOI CHJIM B YKpaiHi, MOBIAOMUB MIHICTP
3akopaoHHux crpas [IBerii Kapa binear. 12. BkoTpe B ouax 3apyOixkHUX
napTHEpIB YKpaiHy BHUCTaBWIM SIK KpaiHy 3 HEMNOCIIJOBHOIO 1
Hernepe0avyyBaHOK 30BHIMIHBOKO MOJITUKO, HEMPO30POIO 1 KYJIYapHOIO
NPAKTUKOI YXBaJieHHS HaWBaKJIMBIIIUX JCP)KaBHUX pIlIeHb;, KpaiHy,
HE3/IaTHY po3i0OpaTtucs ¥ BU3HAYUTUCA 3 BJIACHUMM IHTEpEecaMH Ta
IPIOPUTETAMH.

Ex. 12. Fill in the blanks with appropriate prepositions. Give a brief report
on the following: what are the main objectives and effects of the imposed
economic sanctions. Try to support your view with current evidence.

Economic Sanctions and How Would They Affect the Crisis in Ukraine?

As the crisis in Ukraine continues to escalate, the United States and European
Union have attempted to increase the pressure (1) Russia to defuse the situation.
The G7 countries all have pulled out of preparatory talks (2)  the G8 summit in
Sochi, Russia this summer and the Pentagon called off all joint military exercises
(3)__ Moscow. One response that has been floated constantly this week is
economic sanctions. In fact, President Barack Obama signed an executive order
(4) __ Thursday that allows the U.S. to impose sanctions (5)  certain Ukrainian
and Russian individuals who have undermined Ukrainian sovereignty, particularly
in Crimea. The E.U. met (6) __ an emegency meeting today and cut off talks with
Russia (7)__ a wide-ranging economic pact. They are also threatening further
sanctions if Russia does not back down. But what does that actually mean? How do
economic sanctions work and how could they hurt Russia?

Let’s break it down: What did Obama’s EO actually do today? Who is
hurt by it?

The EO imposed a visa ban (8) _ certain Russian and Ukrainian officials,
which prevents them (9)___ entering the United States. The administration does

47


http://uk.reuters.com/article/2014/03/03/uk-ukraine-crisis-usa-g-idUKBREA2201C20140303
http://swampland.time.com/2014/03/03/us-russia-joint-military-exercises-canceled/
http://www.nytimes.com/2014/03/07/world/europe/ukraine-sanctions.html?action=click&contentCollection=Europe&region=Footer&module=MoreInSection&pgtype=article
http://abcnews.go.com/International/wireStory/eu-leaders-weighing-sanctions-russia-22795279
http://abcnews.go.com/International/wireStory/eu-leaders-weighing-sanctions-russia-22795279
http://abcnews.go.com/International/wireStory/eu-leaders-weighing-sanctions-russia-22795279

not release a list (10)  names of those sanctioned so we don’t know who they
are. In fact, they won’t even know they face a visa ban until they try to enter the
U.S. or unless are already here and have their visa revoked. The order also
authorizes the Treasury Department to impose additional economic sanctions
(11) __ “individuals and entities.” Those sanctions could come (12)  the form
of freezing the assets or stopping Americans (13)  doing any business with
them. These individual sanctions require more advanced planning, because the
charges must hold up in court. (14)  that reason, Obama has only given
Treasury the authority to take such moves. The sanctions are targeted (15)
those most involved (16)  the situation in Crimea. If Treasury does take the
next step and freezes the assets (17)  certain individuals, it could limit their
resources. It could also apply (18)  some powerful people (19)  the Russian
government. But this is a first step. A stronger action would be to impose
sanctions (20)___ the entire country of Russia.

Oh, that sounds like a more powerful tool. How would it work?

There are many different kinds of sanctions we could impose (21)
Russia. We could revoke their favorable tariff rates, which would increase the
taxes Russian firms have to pay to sell their goods in the United States, or
Impose quotas so that those companies can only sell a certain amount of their
goods here. We could also implement a trade embargo. That embargo could
cover certain goods, certain state-run organizations, or be a blanket policy that
would prohibit U.S. individuals and companies (22)  doing any business
with Russia. Right now, the U.S. has a trade embargo (23)  Cuba that
covers consumer goods, money and arms. With North Korea, the U.S. embargo
covers only luxury goods and arms, the goal to inflict pain on North Korea’s
leaders, not its citizens. We could also prevent Russians (24)  accessing U.S.
financial markets, denying them a liquid source of funds.

How does the E.U. fit into all of this?

The E.U. can impose its own sanctions (25)  Russian individuals
and entities. They will carry much more force than anything the U.S. does,
because the E.U. does more than $400 billion of trade (26)  Russia each
year. This is a double-edged sword though. For instance, if the E.U. prohibits
Eurozone businesses from purchasing Russian natural gas and oil, it would
significantly impact the Kremlin’s finances. But it would also leave the
Eurozone nations (27)___ a vital energy supply, increasing the price (28)
gas and oil and potentially leading (29) _ shortages. That's made countries
like Germany hesitant to support sanctions.

By Danny Vinik @dannyvinik
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Ex. 13. Render the following article into English using your active
vocabulary and prompts given in brackets:

3axix Ta Pocist Be1yTh eKOHOMIUYHY BiiiHYy 32 YKpaiHy

VYKpalHCbKy KpHU3y MOKHA po3risgaTv sk 3maranHs €sponu, CIIA,
Pocii Ta YkpaiHu y 37aTHOCTI IEPEHOCUTH €KOHOMIYHI BTpatu. I[Ipo 1ie Ha
CTOpIHKax cBoro Osory "€Bpasilicbka reomnoyiiThkKa'" Muile BUKOHABYUHN
aupektop Ilporpamu €Bpa3ifiCbKUX Ta CXITHO-EBPOMEHCHKUX MOCIIIKEHb
yHiBepcuteTy bepkii Exsapa Boakep. BiH BBakae, 1mo kpusza B YKpaiHi
nepeinuia 13 BikcbkoBOT (a3u y a3y "ekoHOMIUHOi BiWHM'", y SKIH
rOJJOBHUMH YWHHUKAMU BHUCTYNAlOTh : '"GKOHOMIYHA IlIHA MOAAJbIIOIO
npoructosinust (further confrontation), cy0'ekTuBHa 3MaTHiICTH 3HOCHTH
oisp Bix ymapiB mo exonomimi (ability to endure economic sufferings) ta
MOIITYK BUHHUX Y MOTIPIIEHHI CUTYaIli'".

Ha 6o1i 3axony — ekoHOMIYHA Millb, HATOMICTh PoCisi Ma€ MOXKITUBICTD
3BOJIUTH HaHiBelb Oyb-siki crpoOu 3axoay cTabuI3yBaTU YKpPaiHCBKY
€KOHOMIKY, - nuiie Bonkep. "Crpareriuna npo6Osiema 3axody MOJArae y
TOMy, [I0 €KOHOMiuHe po3xuTyBanHsi (economic impairment) Kwuepa
obxoauthes Pocii pemesiie, Hixk €Bponi Ta CHIA — itoro miarpumka. Pocis
Ma€ BIMCHKOBI, TMOJITAYHI, €KOHOMIYHI Ta €HEPreTUYHI BaxKeJi BILIUBY
(leverage) na Ykpainy". Bonkep Biag3Havae, 1o HaHOJIMKIUI Yac TIOCTaBUTh
3axin, Ykpainy ta Pocito nepes cepiero BUKIMKIB.

s Ykpaiau rojoBHuM BukJaukoM (major challenge) crane kpuza B
E€KOHOMIIIl — ax 10 AedoNTy y HaHOIMKU1 MicAlll — Ha (OH1 MPOTUCTOSIHHSA 3
Pociero. "l[loniTHuHO, TOJIOBHE MUTAHHS Il YKpAiHU Y TOMY, Y BUPIIIATH
YKpaiHIll, 110 €KOHOMIYHUM CIajl 1€ MpUHHITHA I1iHa 3a Te, 00 3aXUCTUTH
KpaiHy BiJ cemapaTucTiB Ta Pocii. SIkiio ykpaiHii 3 UM He TOTOSThCS, TO
iM Tpeba OyJlie BUPILIUTH, KOTO BOHU BBa)KaIOThb BUHHHUM Yy OUIBIIIA Mipi:
[Topomienka, ypsia, yCio MOJITHUHY emiTy, ojirapxis, MB®, €C, CIIA, uyu
Pociro", — e aBTop.

€Bpomneiili - BBaXxkae aBTop — Mexi 00ab0Boro mopory (threshold of
pain limit) Bxe mocsarmu. "€pomna motepriae 3 2008-To0 poKy, €KOHOMIKH
NesIKUX KpaiH mpounun depe3 te, mo CIHIA mepexunu ming dac Benukoi
Jlenpecii, 1 HeMa€ KOAHOTO CYMHIBY, 1[0 TaM JOCSITHYJIM OOJIbOBOTO MOPOTY.
[lutaHHs y TOMY, KOro 3BHHYBATATh BHOOPIIl: HAllIOHATLHUM ypsii, Baau
BJIAacCHUX KpaiH, €Bpo, €C B3araini, uu caHkiii npotu Pocii".

CIIA — Ha nymky Bonkepa — MatoTh mepeBary, 00 yBiHIIUIM y Mepioj
€KOHOMIYHOTO 3pOCTaHHSA, HE 3ajexarh BiJ Pocii €eKOHOMIYHO Ta MaroTh
3HAYHUW BIUIMB HAa MDKHApOJHY (IHAHCOBY CHCTEeMY. BHKIWKOM s
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AMepukn — B YKpaiHChKi Kpu3l — € Tou (akt, mo BammHarTOH
nepenMaeThbesl BEMMYE3HOK KUTbKICTIO BUKJIMKIB HA MIXKHApOIHINM apeHi, 1 He
Moxe 03BoJIUTH co01 Butpat Ha HATO Ha piBHI yaciB X0JI0/IHOI BiiHH.

Ha 6ori ITyrina — nuiie ekcrept — migHecenns (raising of) pociiicekoro
CYCIIJIbCTBA, SKE€ cXoke Muputhes (tolerate) i3 BTparamu depe3 caHKIi i
MiATPUMYE arpecito npotu Ykpainu. Btim yac moxe rpatu npotu Kpems. "V
Pocii, 60150BHi1 TTOPOT CYCIMUJILCTBA MOYKE BHUSBUTHUCH BUCOKHM, ITI0 JI03BOJIUTH
[ytiny 1 pam moxwuHaTh mwioau (to reap the fruits of) anekcii Kpumy Ta
JEMOHCTPYBAaTH CBITY BaxiuBICTh Pocii. 3 iHIIOro OOKy, TpuBaje NamiHHS
MOXK€ MPUMYCHUTH BUOOPIIB, paHO YW Mi3HO, 3BUHYBauyBaTH I[lyTiHa Ta Horo
BaYKJIMBOTO CJIOB'SHCHKOTO CyCijia.

Bei i dakrtopu, CTBOPIOIOTH MEpPEIyMOBH JJisi TOIIYKY BapiaHTIB
NPUIMHEHHS TPOTUCTOSHHA — BBaXKa€ eKCHepT. "SIKIIO HaCWUIbCTBO HE
MOIIUPIOBATUMETHCS Ha HOBI TEPUTOPIi, PEATICTH B yCiX Tabopax 3 4acoMm —
MO>KJIMBO III€] 3UMH, MOXJIMBO HACTYIHOI'O POKY, UM 1€ MI3HIIIE — JINIYTh
BHUCHOBKY, III0 Kpalle TOBOPUTH HIX OWTHCh, 1 UIyKaTUMyTh BapiaHTIB
JOCATHYTA JIOMOBJICHICTh, SIKa 3pOOWUTH BINCHKOBE IIPOTUCTOSIHHS MEHII
HEOE3MEYHNM, a EKOHOMIYHY BIMHU — MEHIII BUTPATHOO", — MPOTHO3YE EKCIIEPT.

3a mamepianamu inmeprnem-euoanus «I onoc Amepuxuy

Ex. 14. Scan the text (Ex. 15) to find English equivalents for the Ukrainian
words and word combinations given in a box:

1. oxpecnrosamu npiopumemu 1 1. nocepeonux

2. nogHomacumaobHa y4acmeo 12. nenocmiunuii ynen

3. moeaposupooOHuUKU 13.6ucmynamu 3a

4.pozsusamu 63aemo8ucioni | 14. mupomeopuuii konmuneenm
CMOCYHKU

5. esponeticbKi npacHeHHs 15. niosuwysamu egpekmusHicmeo
6. simamu €8poneticoKull 8UOIpP 16. Henoxumme cnioysaHHus

[. opeanu euxonaswoi einku enaou | 17. 6opomucs 3 KcenHoghobielo ma
pacosoro Hemepnumicmio

8.cneyianvhi 3AB0AHHS ons | 18.nokpawyysamu 3acanvruii  Kuimam

MIHICmepcme 008ipu

9. Mupomeopui 3yCcuis 19. nocmynosuti pyx 0o esponeticokoi
iHmeepayii

10. BUPIULEHHA mynukosux | 20. dobusamucs nocmasienux yinet

KOHGDIIKMIi6
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Ex. 15. Translate the following text at sight. Make up a summary of the
text in English:

Ukraine's Foreign Policy

The principal provisions on the Ukrainian foreign policy are legalized
by both the Constitution of Ukraine and Laws in force. The Verkhovna Rada
has adopted a resolution, The Basic Directions of Ukraine's Foreign Policy,
which is a basic documents outlining priorities for the Ukrainian state in its
activities in the international arena, and the law of Ukraine, On Ukraine’s
International Agreements.

Ukraine takes active part in all the processes taking place in both
Europe and the world. Ukraine’s major task is to revive its European identity
that means in the first place the priority of its integration into European
structures, in particular, the European Union, in strengthening of European
and Atlantic partnership, and active participation in regional initiatives and
mechanisms of cooperation.

Ukraine’s full-scale participation in European integration processes
make it necessary for it to gain membership in the World Trade Organization
(WTO), which is also bound up with gaining broader access to world
markets and improving people’s lives. Ukrainian commodity producers have
much to offer to the world market.

Ukraine’s Europe-oriented foreign policy does not restrict development
of bilateral collaboration. Of great importance is the cooperation with
Ukraine's strategic partners: the USA, Russian Federation, Poland,
Azerbaijan, and Uzbekistan. Ukraine will continue to develop equal and
mutually beneficial bilateral relations with neighboring and other states, in
particular, with those of the Middle East, Central and South Asia, and the
Asian-Pacific region on the basis of partnership and openness.

Ukraine’s Integration into European Structures

The resolution, Basic Directions of Ukraine's Foreign Policy, clearly
makes Ukraine's membership in the European communities a priority goal of
its foreign policy.

Today, the basis for bilateral relations between Ukraine and the
European Union is laid in the Agreement on Partnership and Cooperation
and the Joint EU Ukrainian Strategy, in which the EU recognizes Ukraine's
Europe oriented aspirations and welcomes its European choice. The joint
strategy provides a powerful impulse of political support for Ukraine, favors
faster internal transformations within Ukraine and is an important tool
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which, alongside the partnership and other agreements, strengthens the
strategic partnership between Ukraine and the EU.

In turn, Ukraine has adopted internal conceptual documents aimed at
safeguarding its European choice. Among them is the Strategy of Ukraine's
Integration into EU, which outlines the major priorities for activities of the
Ukrainian executive branch bodies until the year 2007. The Program of
Ukraine’s EU Integration is a practical guide formulating specific
assignments for the Ukrainian ministries and departments so that the Strategy
IS implemented.

Economic cooperation is an important component in the relations
between Ukraine and EU. Nowadays, Ukraine has signed a Cooperation
Declaration with the countries, which are members of the European Free
Trade Association, opening to Ukraine access to the European economic
space.

Ukraine and its Significance in Maintaining Stability and Security on
the European Continent

Ukraine takes into account its European priority in constructing its
security policy. Ukraine is a participant in the process of erecting a new
architecture for the European security and actively supports the position that
the emergence of new division of Europe, be it iron or paper, cannot be
permitted.

Ukraine is taking active part in peacemaking efforts, especially in
settling stalemated conflicts. Being involved in regulating peace in the
Balkans (Croatia, Bosnia-Herzegovina, and Kosovo), functioning as an
intermediary in settling the situation in Transnistria (Moldova), or playing a
positive role in settling the conflict in Abkhazia (Georgia), Ukraine is
demonstrating that it can be a real contributor to security in Europe. In this
context, our nation's collaboration with UN, OSCE, Council of Europe,
NATO, and within GUUAM (Georgia-Ukraine-Uzbekistan-Azerbaijan-
Moldova) is of great importance.

Ukraine and the UN

Ukraine was among the UN’s founders and has contributed much to
giving birth to this world international organization. As a UN member,
Ukraine has been elected a non-permanent member of the UN Security
Council three times (1948-1949, 1984-1985, 2000-2001) and a member of
the UN Economic and Social Council four times (most recently in 1993-
1995). Ukraine's representatives have been repeatedly elected to executive
positions in the major committees of the General Assembly sessions,
particularly, to chair the UN General Assembly at the 52nd session in 1997,
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Today, Ukraine is active in reforming the UN. Our state stands for
making the Security Council's methods more transparent and has advanced
and supports an increased UN Security Council staff by introducing more
permanent and non-permanent members while focusing on the adequate
representation of the East European regional group within the UN.

Confirming its peace-loving policy by definite actions, Ukraine decided
to send peacemaking contingents as part of the UN missions to Lebanon and
Congo.

Ukraine and OSCE

Ukraine is taking an active part in discussing and settling all urgent
Issues of international security, and cooperation within the OSCE region, in
particular, in developing an architecture of general European security and the
strengthening stability, following a need to enhance the role and
effectiveness of the OSCE in safeguarding security within the region in
terms of political, military, human, economic, ecological, and other spheres,
and to enhance OSCE's preventive and peacemaking potential.

Today's cooperation of Ukraine with the OSCE is an example to be
followed by other countries. It is this cooperation in supporting the rights of
national minorities in terms of OSCE's efforts in Ukraine that became the
organization’s first success in implementing its mission’s goals and
completely carrying out its mandate.

Ukraine and the Council of Europe

Ukraine’s participation in the Council of Europe is evidence of its
steadfast adherence to its European choice and to the commonly recognized
principles of pluralistic democracy, the rule of law, and commitment to basic
human rights and liberties. As an organic part of the European cultural
originality, Ukraine promotes its development on its side. Ukraine is taking
active part in helping the Council of Europe address social problems, in
particular, in support of the rights of national minorities, combating
xenophobia and racial intolerance, environmental protection, the
maintenance of biological ethics, as well as controlling AIDS and drug
abuse.

Ukraine is a participant of a series of conventions by the Council of
Europe, in particular, the European Cultural Convention, European
Framework Convention on Cross-Border Cooperation among territorial
communities or authorities, European Convention on Information about
Foreign Legislation, six crime control conventions, and Framework
Convention on Protecting National Minorities.

Ukraine and NATO
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Collaboration with NATO, which has already been underway for six
years, is based on Ukraine’s national interests and is determined by the role
the alliance plays in maintaining international peace, stability, security,
bettering the overall climate of confidence in the European-Atlantic region,
and establishing a new regional security system in Europe. This cooperation
was legalized by the Charter of Special Partnership signed in 1997 and the
Individual Partnership Program within the Partnership for Peace Program.

Ukraine is closely involved in a great many actions taken in
combination with NATO member and partner countries to address political,
military, technical, scientific, economical, ecological, and civil emergency
Issues.

Today Ukraine actively cooperates with NATO within the 19+1 format
to further develop mutual relations, improve mutual understanding and
compatibility, implement joint efforts and collaboration for stronger peace
and stability in Europe, increase trust, and assert European democratic and
legal standards to the benefit of the new united European commonwealth.

Ukraine’s Participation in Regional Cooperation

An important component in Ukrainian foreign policy is arranging
regional forms of cooperation. The purposeful putting forward of Ukrainian
interests within the efforts of regional groupings makes possible step-by-step
movement toward European integration and helps draw Ukraine into broad
participation in the political and economical processes which take place in
East Central and Southeast Europe.

Ukrainian diplomacy ensures sound and effective participation in
regional instruments of cooperation, especially within the frameworks of the
Central-European Initiative, Black Sea Organization for Economic
Cooperation, and Council of Baltic Sea States. Participation in these
associations should promote the development of multilateral interactions
with the member states and positively influence the advance of Ukraine
along the road of market reforms.

A promising form of regional cooperation stems from the consultative
forum of five states -- Georgia, Ukraine, Uzbekistan, Azerbaijan, and
Moldova (GUUAM) -- which was created as a result of the active
development of the multilateral cooperation among these countries. The
harmony of their positions in most issues of international cooperation and a
strategy for further development makes possible a productive coordination of
efforts intended to attain stated goals by combined action.
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Ukraine actively participates in implementing the Pact on Stability in
Southeast Europe, thus favoring the post-conflict rehabilitation of the
countries, which suffered from the Kosovo crisis.

Ex. 16. Team work. Divide the following text into equal parts (four or five).
Each part is for one team consisting of 2 (3) students. The task is to render
the following article into English using active vocabulary. There should be
some time limit established (20-30 m) after expiring of which the group
with the best grammatical and stylistic translation will be determined:

Sk Ykpaina crajia IPUYMHOK PO3NAay MIXKHAPOJAHOI CHCTEMH

ITicns anekcii Kpumy Pocieto cBiToBa icTopis Ta cuUCTeMa
MIDXKHAPOJHUX BIJJHOCHMH YITKO MOJAUIMJIACH HA JIBA YaCOBI MPOMIXKKHU: JI0
oepesnss 2014 poky 1 miciai. HeobximHO HaragaTh, IMO CHCTEMa
MDKHApOJHUX BIJIHOCHH, B SIKIH MU kuiu 1o Oepesns 2014 poky Oyna
chopmoBana yl1945 pori, onpasy >k micis 3aBepiieHHs [[pyroi cBiTOBO1
BIifHM 1 BUSIBWIACh JOCUTHh Taku JieBoto. byma yrtBopena OOH, sika
MIITPUMYBaja CBITOBUH TMOPSANOK, KEPYIOUHMCh THMHM 3aKOHaMH, sKi W
CTBOPHWJIM 3aCHOBHUKHM Ili€1 opraHizaiii. Mu MoXeMo0 JOBro JAUCKYTYyBaTH,
HAaCKUIBKM 111 KOHBEHIIi 1 pillleHHs OyJM chpaBelIMBUMHU. TakoX MOKHa
Iy>Ke JIOBrO AUCKYTYBaTH Mpo Te, uu BunpasaoBye cede Pana besneku OOH
1 YOMY B HE€1 BXOJSThH Ti, @ HE 1HII Aep>KaBU. AJle MyCUMO MOTOAUTHUCH 3
tuMm, mo OOH cTBOpwia MEBHY CHCTEMY IMpaBUi [JIsl YCiX JEpKaB.
3BMYAHO  YacTO T1 YM IHIII KpaiHM HamMarajauch OOIWTH Il MpaBuWia, 1
4acoM Jy’K€ YCHIIIHO 1€ poOwiH, ane (GopmaibHO MpaBUiia HIXTO HE
MOpPyIIyBaB 1 1€ BJAIITOBYBaJIO (PaKTUYHO YCiX, OO0 Kpaille XO04 SKICh
mpaBuiia, Hixk aHapxis. CaMe TakuM HaM 3aram’ iTaeThes nepion 3 1945 poky
1o 6epesnsa 2014 poky.

VY OGepesni 2014 poky Pocig aHekcyBasia 4acTHMHY TEpPUTOpIi 1HIIOL
nepkaBu, 4oro Hixto He poouB 3 1930-1940-ux pokiB, 1 TaKUM YHUHOM
3pylHYyBaJla yCl0 MDKHapoaHy cucteMmy. Ciin 3ayBakutu, 1o Pocilicbka
®depepailisi BOOBaJla BECh Yac CBOTO ICHYBaHHs, aje 1€ *OJHOr0 pa3y He
aHeKCyBaJia 4yxy TeputTopito. MoxnoBnaam Kpemis npumymyBanu pi3Hi
ytBopeHHs tuny [Ipuanictpos’s, [liBgennoi Ocerii 1 A0xa3zii, K1 TogaBanu
CBITOBI SIK HE3aJIEXKHI JAepkaBU, Xoda Jae-(pakTo Il TEpUTOpii cTaBaiu
gacTuHOW Pocii 1 kepyBanu Humu 3 MockBu. [Ipote came e «e-hakTo»
yCiX 3aJI0BOJILHSIIO, a/KE JIJI1 MIXKHAPOJHOI CIUIBHOTH OyJI0 BaXJIMBO, 11100
(dopMabHO HIXTO HE MOPYIUIYBaB BCTAHOBJICHI mpaBwmiia. ChbOroAH1 yxKe He
BaXJIMBO IuiaHyBaB Bmagimip IlyTiH maBHO 3axonutd Kpum um 3poOuB 11e

55



CIIOHTaHHO, BaXJMBO, IO BIH 3pyHHYBaB YCIO MIXKHAPOJHY CHCTEMY,
BUMarar4u ouisioro s cede 1 Pocii. [Ipo6nema IlyTina nmonsirana y Tomy,
o0 BIH caM TOBIpMB CBOiM mOpomaraHai 1 Bupimu, mo Pocis €
HaJJIEP>KaBOIO.

CnpaBa y TOMy, IIO TIOHATTS HaJACP’KaBU BKIIOYAE B ce0€ HU3KY MEBHUX
kputepiiB. Jlo mpuknany, y XVI cTomiTTi HagaepkaBaMu MOXKHa OyJio
BBa)XaTH YCIX, XTO MaB MOTYXHHUW (pJIOT 1 MIT JIO3BOJIUTH COO1 3acensiTu
[liBaiuny 1 IliBgenny Awmepuku. Jlo mouatky Jlpyroi CBiTOBOi Takumu
naepkaBaMu Oyl Ti, XTO MaB KOJOHIi, a B XX CTONITTI HaaaepKaBaMu
BBaXkanucs sanepHi nepxasu. [Ipore y XXI cTonitri Mmano matu ¢uioT, BILUIMB
Ha 1HIN JepXKaBU 1 sAepHY 30por0 100 BBaXKaTHUCS HaIIEPKaBOIO,
HEOOX1THO MaTH 1€ ¥ HaI3BUYAHO TOTY)KHY EKOHOMIKY, sika Ou Oyra
MaKCUMajJbHO CTiika JO ©eKOHOMIYHMX Kpu3. YW MOXXKHa BBa)kaTH
HaJIJICPKaBOI0 KpaiHy, eKOHOMIKAa SKOi 3aJCKUTh BHKIIOYHO Bl IIHU HE
enepronocii? 3a mipkamu XX ctomitts Pocis € Hammep:kaBoio, ajie HE 3a
Mmipkamu ctomtTst XXI. [IpoTe yci pocisiHM 10C1 )KUBYTh BETUKUM MUHYJIUM,
KOJIU <«JIeIbl BOeBaIN», «AMepuka Hac Oosutack» 1 T.1. TakuM MUHYIIHUM,
cxoxe, uB 1 caMm IlyTiH, amke, 100 KUHYTH BUKIMK yCIM, 3asBUBIIIH, IO
Ternep MU OyIeMO KUTU MO HOBUX IpaBUjIaX, HEOOXIHO MaTH JOCTATHBO
cuiau 1 OyTU MakCHUMalbHO CIPOMOKHUM IMEPEKOHATH, a00 3MYCUTH YCIX
YKUTH 34 CBOIMU 3aKOHAMHU.

JlocTeMEeHHO HEBIIOMO, UM POCIHCHKUM MPE3UACHT CIPaBAi HACTUIBKH
MOBIpUB y cebe, 110 BUPIIIUB 3MIHUTH CBIT, Y MPOCTO HE 3PO3YyMIB, SIKUMU
OyayTh HACJIJIKU, ajie CBIT BIH TaKH 3MiHUB, X04a, MaOyTh, HE TaK, K oMY
Oou 1poro xoruioca. YBech nepioa 3 1945 no 2014 pp. 3HauHa OUIBILIICTD
JiepKaB XKuiia y 30H1 KOMGOPTY, YC1 3HAIHU, JIe 3aKIHUY€EThCS IXHS TEPUTOPIS 1
3HaQJIM, 110 HIXTO HE MOCSITHE Ha iXHIO TEPUTOpPiajbHY LUIICHICTh. A KOJHU
Pocisa anekcyBana Kpum 1 3pyitHyBana 110 30Hy KoMGOPTY AJIsl BCIX 1HIIHUX,
TO aBTOMATUYHO TEPETBOPWIIACH 3 MUCIMBIIA, Ha JKEpTBY. [HII nepxkaBu
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3aXOTUIA HE TIPOCTO MOBEPHYTHUCSA Y 1F0 30HY KOM(DOPTY, aje it BUPIIIUTH yCl
Ha0O0I1I1 TMTaHHSA, K1 Maym 10 Pociiicekoi denepartii.

3axij Ay’ke JIOBIoO BaraBcs Iepej] TUM SIK BBOJIUTH CaHKIIT mpoTu Pocii,
1 MUTAaHHA HE TUIbKU B €KOHOMIUHIM BUTO/1. 3 BBEJECHHAM CAHKIIM MOCTAJO
NMUTaHHS MPO ICHYBaHHsS HaMOUIbINIOI Jep>kaBu cBiTy. Pocis HacTymae Ha
rpa6ai CPCP, ¢gakTuuHO #ijile MOBTOPEHHS JAaBHO 3a0yToro cueHapiro. Toji
CPCP BBOIUB Bilicbka B KpaiHU MOCTCOLIIATICTUYHOTO Tabopy, a Tenep Pocis
— Yy KpaiHM TOCTPaAsHCHKOro, IM00 Hajgadl B3aJMIIATUCh Yy «KIyOl
HaWBIUIMBOBIIIUX JIEPIKaBY.

Exonomika Pocii, K 1 KOJIuCh, IOTEpIAE BIJ CAHKI[IA Ta BUTpAT Ha
BiiiHU 1 030poeHHs. [lyTiH 3a00poHs€e npoAaykTu 3 €BpOIH, K CBOIO 4acy
3a00pOHSIIM aMEPUKAHCHKI JKMHCH, 1 30MOy€ HaceJeHHs, PO3MOBIJIal0yH,
[0 IXHS JIepXaBa MpsIMy€ y IIACIMBE MailOyTHeE, a BCl 1HII iM 3a37psTh,
«AMepuka 3arHuBae» 1 TuUlbkM B Pocii xutu noOpe. Ilpore uuikom
HMOBIpHO, 110 KIHEIb Oy/I€ TAKUM >K€ HEBTIIIHUM 111 MockBH, gk 1 B 1991
pomi. Yke 3apa3 IlyTiH 3iTkHYBCs 3 Mapimamu 3a ¢enepanizamito Cubipy.
CenapaTtuctchbki HacTpoi pocTyTh B KamiHirpaai. 31 CIyCTONIEHHSIM Ka3HU
PO BiAOKPEMJICHHSI HE3a0apoM 3aroBOpUTh YeuHs Ta iHIII aAMiHICTPATUBHI
OJIHUIII.

VYike 3apa3 MU MOXKEMO CHOCTEPIraTH 3aB3STTS SIMOHLIB, K1 3pOOJATH
yce MOXJuBe, abu moBepHYTH c001 Kypuibcbki OCTpOBHU, 1 0XOUY€ BBOASATH
cankuii npotu Pocii. Kurail Haragye miToHa, SIKUH CTBEPIHO MOBYMT,
no3BoJisitour Pocii 3ami3Tu y mie ruoiry siMy, o0 3roJloM BiipBaTHU IIMat
Cubipy. Kopucryrouncs ocnabienusm Pocii, MongoBa odiliitHo BUMarae
Bin Kpemiss 3a0patu Biiickka 3 [IpuUIHICTPOB’S, K€ BBAXKAE CBOEIO
teputopiero. Takox B Pocii BigkpuBaeTbess KapaOXxchkuii  «ppoHTY.
MinictepctBo 000poHU A3epOaiipkaHy 3asBisge, 10 30poilHI cuin
AzepOalipkaHy TOTOBI BHKOHATHM HaKa3 — 3PIBHATH 3 3€MJICHO CTOJIMI[IO
Bipmenii €peBaH pakeTamu, CIpIMOBAHMMHU Ha 1€ MICTO», — TOBOPUTHCS B
3asBi1, SIKYy ONMPUIIOJHUB azepOaixaHchbkuil TenekaHaioM ANS. Curyartis
moao Haripaoro Kapabaxy, sky A3sepOaiipkaH BBaKa€e OKYIOBAaHOIO
BipMmeHiero TepuTopi€ro mouajga 3arocTprOBaTUCh Kiibka AHIB Tomy. Ciin
Harajgatd, mo BipMeHis € corsHukoMm Pocii 1 came 3a ii cnpusHHS
okynyBasna Kapabax. Takox BipmeHiss roTyerbcs a0 BCTynmy y MuTHuit
COI03.

OTxe, MH MOKEMO CITIOCTEpIraTv MOBUIbHUM Kpax Pocii. Amke caHKIlii,
AK1 Kpainu 3axoay BBenu npotu Pociiickkoi Denepaillii He Aal0Th MUTTEBOTO
pe3yJbTaTy, a po3paxoBaHl Ha MOBiIbHE OaHKpyTcTBO.besmepeuno IlyTin
3MIHUB CBIT — YyXe€ 3apa3 MOXKHa BIIEBHEHO TOBOPUTHU IIPO HEIOJYTICTh
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icHyBaHHs Pagu OGe3neku y Takomy ¢opmari, IK CbOTOAHI, ke el opraH
3apa3 HE MOXXE NMPUUHIATH XOAHOTO pIMICHHsS, a 3 mociadneHusm Pocii, 1i
yieHCTBO y Pani O6e3nexku B3araiii BTpaTUTh CEHC.
bepezens 2014 poky HazaBxkau 3MiHUB o0nu4uus cBiTy. Kpum craB
NPUYUHOIO TJI00ATBHUX TpaHchopMalliii Ha MIKHAPOIHINA apeHi. 3BHUYAMHO,
Mu He Moxemo 31 100%-10 BHeBHEHICTIO mependaunTu Kpax Pociiicbkoi
®depepartiii, ajge yXe ChOTOJIHI MOXKHA CTBEpIKyBaTH, 10 CWiIbHIA Pocii
HacTaB KiHelb. | MPUYMHOIO IUX MOJIA CTaB YKpaiHCHKHI HapoO, SIKOTO
[1yTiH SIBHO HEOOLIHUB.
Makcum J[emunuenxo

Ex. 17. Translate the following text in writing:

The Guardian view on subversion in Ukraine and its impact on the
international system

As the G20 meets in Australia, the collateral damage from the Ukraine crisis
affects both trade and nuclear weapons security

e - -

A Ukrainian volunteer
fighter stands guard in the village of Peski near Donetsk, eastern Ukraine, 11
November 2014.

The poison injected into international life by Russia’s intervention in
Ukraine spreads apace. When Russia joined the G8 and the G20 in the late
90s, the idea was to integrate Moscow into the collaborative systems linking
advanced states, an integration expected to be as political as it was economic.
Now these encounters are more likely to be the scene of confrontation than
of cooperation. This weekend’s G20 summit in Australia could well be
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dominated by Ukraine, with the less engaged powers standing by bemusedly
as the Europeans, the Americans and the Russians trade accusations and
counter-accusations.

They were already exchanging the opening shots before the meeting
began. David Cameron warned of increased sanctions in Brisbane on Friday,
while President Vladimir Putin, speaking in Moscow before leaving for the
summit, said the United States, by imposing sanctions on Russia, was
“crudely violating” the principles of the trade institutions it played a leading
part in creating. Russia, he added, could weather sanctions, which would hurt
those who imposed them as much as they did Russia.

The way Mr Putin discusses these matters is as if Russia were quietly
minding its own business when it was suddenly subject to unprovoked acts
of economic warfare. He and his foreign minister, Sergei Lavrov, are masters
of the art of feigned innocence. They intersperse bouts of the most brazen
lying with periods in which they appear open to reason. They send in the
troops, then pull them out. They endorse agreements, then renege on them.

That is why the war in Ukraine has not gone away. Sustained by
Russian troops on the ground and by Russian lies in the media, it follows
what is now a familiar and deadly script. First there are incursions by
Russian forces, going into Ukraine to reinforce the rebels there and assist
them in consolidating or extending the territories they control. Then there is
fighting. Sometimes the Ukrainians gain the upper hand, in which case the
Russians send in more troops to redress the balance. Then comes a sort of
diplomatic patching up, the latest version of which was the Minsk accord of
early September. The Ukrainians are so desperate for any respite and the
Europeans are so anxious to believe that there is, there could be, or at least
that there should be, a chance of a settlement that they go along with it.

Then the violations begin, and then they get worse, which, according to
the Ukrainians, the Organisation for Security and Co-operation in Europe,
and now Nato, is what has been happening in recent weeks as Russian
columns move once more into the country. The motive can be guessed at: the
rebel zones don’t make much economic or political sense, nor does a Crimea
reachable only by ferry. The idea may be to carve out something more
“logical”.

No doubt the Ukrainians also violated the ceasefire, as well as
responding to rebel moves. But an end to the fighting would have been so
overwhelmingly to Ukraine’s advantage, even if areas remained under rebel
control, that it is simply not believable that they were the main instigators.
The plain truth is that Russia will not let Ukraine go. It is waging a hybrid
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war, part conventional but deniable (at least by Russian standards), and one
camouflaged by a huge campaign of disinformation, in Russia itself, in
Ukraine, and in the rest of the world. Sanctions are the only available
response. They will have to be maintained and very possibly increased, and
the same goes for economic aid to Ukraine.

The Russians might withdraw the forces they have sent in. They have
done that before, but unfortunately this has never been the end of the story.
Indeed, that story could be a long and damaging one for both sides. The
latest collateral damage is to the programme to ensure the security of nuclear
materials in Russia, one on which the United States and Russia have
collaborated for 20 years. It was based on a common understanding that such
materials were too widely dispersed and therefore vulnerable to seizure by
terrorists. That remains true, but now the Russians have announced that they
foresee no new joint projects in Russia. As with so many other areas in
relations with Russia, the problem is not over, but the era of co-operation
unfortunately is.

The Guardian, Saturday 15 November 2014

Ex. 18. Read the following article and define whether the statements given
below are true (T) or false (F). Give your arguments:

1. The annexation of Crimea will lead to the consolidation of the Russian
Federation and relaxion of the internal political, social and economic
tensions.

2. Russia is trying to restore its spheres of influence in the terms of basic
foundation principle of the European order.

3. The International Law remains the predominant legal instrument on
the international scene for all states.

4. All the world countries share the unanimous position as to the events in
eastern Ukraine and Russia’s part in them.

5. The war crisis in Ukraine has contributed to the end of the sanctions
for Middle East adversaries.

6. European strateging to reduce energy dependence will trigger
European countries to search the alternative sources of energy.

7. Despite blatant violating acts some Asian countries keep backing V.
Putin’s regime and his policy.

8. Most Asian countries care for their own sacred sovereignty.
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Ten global consequences of the Ukraine crisis

Russian actions — and Western responses to them — will not lead to the
unwinding of the current international order, but they could accelerate the
process. For the last few decades, Western powers have benefited from an
international architecture they designed and policed. Although rising powers
such as Brazil, China, and India have not overturned these post-war
institutions, they are uncomfortable with the way the West has used global
institutions to pursue its own interests and are increasingly “routing around”
global institutions by creating bilateral arrangements while caucusing within
them to hollow out the liberal bias of their rules and regulations. If the West
now tries to use these institutions to act not just against Iran and North Korea
but against Russia — a permanent member of the United Nations Security
Council — it may find that it encourages revisionism rather than deterring it.

“The world will never be the same again”, said European Council
President Herman van Rompuy after Crimea, conjuring up a geopolitical
awakening at the heart of the EU. So far the crisis has been contained to
Ukraine rather than spilling over across the post-Soviet space or bringing the
global economy to its knees. What will the longer-term global consequences
of the Ukraine crisis be? That is the question that we have tried to answer by
drawing on the expertise of all ECFR’s programmes, compiling here 10 of
the striking effects.

Our findings are framed by a bigger story about global order that
predates the crisis in Ukraine. Since the end of the Cold War, the world has
benefited from two orders: an American-led security order that ensured a
balance of power in every region, and a European-led legal order that sought
to write rules for our interdependent world — in everything from free trade
and climate emissions to financial transactions and genocide. The backdrop
to the Ukraine crisis is the fraying of the American-led security order as non-
Western powers rise and the US recalibrates its foreign policy after a decade
of war. Increasingly, the West seems to be trying to compensate for its lack
of willingness to use military power by “weaponising” the international legal
order — that is, using financial sanctions, asset freezes, and international law
to shape the choices of revisionist powers.

Wider Europe

1 Raising the stakes in Russia. In the future, the annexation of
Crimea may look like a watershed moment for Russia itself. It has
dramatically intensified the internal political and economic strains that
Putin’s authoritarian regime was already facing and thus created a domestic
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pressure cooker, which may relatively quickly spawn either fully-fledged
authoritarianism or the collapse of the regime — the exact contours of the
outcome remain anyone's guess for now.

2 An open challenge to the European Order. By annexing Crimea
and intervening in Ukraine, Russia has raised fundamental questions about
the principles of the European order. Russia was always against the principle
that countries are free to choose their alliances and has consistently, though
often covertly, tried to derail NATO enlargement into its neighbourhood. But
Putin is now challenging these principles explicitly. Russia wants to both
restore and re-legitimise spheres of influence as an organising principle of
European order. This is a direct challenge to Europe and the West as a
whole: although some countries might be willing to accept implicitly
Russia's view of European order, none can afford to do so explicitly. But it
seems even less likely than before that Russia will accept the Western-led
order.

International law

3 Contest for international norms. We face a contested international
normative terrain. Russia's actions under Putin represent a two-pronged
attack on Western ideas of international order. First, Putin challenges the
principled basis of Western policy, asserting that the US and Europe only
pretend to respect international law but in fact are happy to act outside it
when their interests are at stake. He cites Kosovo, Irag, and Libya as
evidence. Secondly, he presents an essentially illiberal vision of world order
that he claims to be more realistic, based on spheres of influence, opposition
to popular empowerment and favouring one's own national or linguistic
group — in each respect a direct opposite of Western ideas of liberal order.

4 The West loses the Rest. Despite the fact that Russia’s use of force
to annex territory set a precedent that threatens widespread disorder, the
world has not taken the West's side. The large number of abstentions in the
UN General Assembly vote shows that many countries see this as a struggle
between power blocs rather than as a fundamental question of international
order and do not accept the West's self-identification as the guardian of
liberal order. The “Rest” — that is, non-Western countries — have found some
of the actions cited by Putin troubling and do not separate their views of
Western-backed liberal order from their conviction that the West enjoys an
unjustified position of privilege in the international system. We should reject
any equivalence between controversial Western actions and Russian action
in Ukraine, but we also need to revisit and strengthen the international
foundations of the liberal vision.
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Middle East & North Africa

5 The beginning of the end of sanctions. The West's Middle East
adversaries have been at the sharpest end of the impact of punitive US-led
economic sanctions — from Libya and Irag and more recently Iran, which
continue to this day. The Ukraine crisis could mark the beginning of the
denouement of economic sanctions as the preferred instrument of
contemporary US coercive power. Going after Russia, the world's 9™ largest
economy, may represent the kind of overreach in economic coercion that the
Iraq war demonstrated in the military arena. Expect some acceleration of
efforts by an "alliance of the threatened" to develop circumvention options
(bank and payment systems, reserve currencies) to insulate themselves from
the US Treasury’s Office of Foreign Assets Control. This will have
implications for the Middle East and far beyond. And Europe too might want
to question the desirability of being so exposed to the predilections of the US
treasury — as the current predicament of BNP Paribas indicates.

6 Looking to MENA for energy.Any European strategy to reduce
energy dependence on Russia will inevitably turn its attention to the Middle
East. Alongside existing sources in Algeria and the states of the Gulf
Cooperation Council, the Ukraine crisis could make the sanctioned Iranian
energy market look ever more attractive — encouraging Russia-Iranian
competition as opposed to cooperation. Or Europe might refocus attention on
Libya and to bringing its potential 1.6 million barrels per day back online, or
see new opportunities in the Kurdish or other regions of Irag especially given
new pipeline options via Turkey. The prospects for a serious Middle East
energy pivot may prove as elusive as they are tantalising, but they should be
on Europe’s radar.

Asia & China

7 Asian countries are competing to woo Putin. As tensions increase
in Asia, many countries in the region are trying to strengthen their strategic
relationships with external powers — and despite its actions in Ukraine, even
Western allies in Asia have continued to woo Putin’s Russia. For example,
Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo Abe has opened up to Russia because he is
seeking a territorial settlement over the four islands that both Tokyo and
Beijing claim, and wants to keep Russia from joining China’s side. Similarly,
South Korea is engaging to get Moscow’s cooperation with North Korea. By
comparison, Europeans do not have in Asia the leverage that would allow
them to enlist Asian countries’ full cooperation on issues such as Crimea and
Ukraine.

63



8 Asia hates western intervention even more than self-
determination.Given that many Asian countries worry about their own
secessionist regions, you would think that they would oppose Russia’s
annexation of Crimea. But the Ukraine crisis illustrates how they worry even
more about Western intervention. Given the choice between self-
determination and holding sovereignty sacred, Asia mostly chooses the
latter. Even India, which should worry about any referendum on secession
because of the Kashmir issue, and especially China, which sees a chance of
enlisting Russia in its own territorial gambits.

European Union

9 European unity in escalation.In the past, relations with Russia
were the most divisive issue in European foreign policy. But the EU has
maintained cohesion in responding to Putin’s aggression with limited
sanctions, political and economic support for the new Ukrainian leadership,
and the maintenance of diplomatic channels with Russia. Poland and the
Baltic states wanted a bolder response but compromised in the name of
European unity. The recent decision of the Bulgarian government to suspend
the construction of South Stream shows that the European Commission’s
pressure is working. And Europe still possesses its weapon of mass
destruction which gives it a leverage on Russia: access to its financial sector.
The EU has to work on how to fine tune this weapon and use it as a
deterrence.

10 The risk of disunity with de-escalation.However, the crisis has
also showed that this unity, as much as it is valuable, has been fragile and
lacking leadership. Most notably, neither the Weimar Triangle, nor the
Visegrad Group — two formats which could provide stronger impulses for
both crisis management and long term strategy towards EaP countries and
Russia — have been efficient. Sure, many countries previously most engaged
in the EU Eastern policy (Poland, Germany, Slovakia, Czech republic,
Hungary) have managed to agree on relatively low-common-denominator
reactions to the ongoing developments in Ukraine. But they remain divided
on the long term issues that will determine EU policy in the future: most
notably a possible energy union and the lessons learned from the failure of
the Vilnius summit. Competing readings of the mistakes made by the EU in
its policy towards Eastern partners (“bad communication of this policy to
Russia” versus “insufficient offer to Ukraine”) may make the current
consensus difficult to sustain.

Anthony Dworkin & Daniel Levy & Francois Godement & Kadri Liik & Mark Leonard & Piotr Buras
16th June, 2014
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News in Brief

Render the followmg short news into English:

[Topomienko B po3MoBI 3 Mepkenb BiA3HAUYUB BAKIUBICTh
po3mimieHHs B Ykpaini mupotBopuiB sk wmicii €C Ilpesunent
VYkpaiam Iletpo Ilopomenko B TenedoHHI pPO3MOBI 3
denepanparM  KaHImiepoM HimeuunHnu AmHrenorw Mepkensb
HaroJloCMB Ha B@XIUBOCTI KOOpAMHALIl  3yCWIb IS
PO3MIIICHHST MUPOTBOPIIB B YKpaiHi. [Ipe3uneHT Haroiaocus,
mo VYkpaiHa 3arikaBieHa, II00 TaKuHd KOHTHHITECHT OyB
chopmoBanmii sk micis €C. Ilopomenko Ta Mepkenb Takox
00roBOpHJIM CTaH BUKOHAHHA MIHCBHKHX JOMOBJIEHOCTEH.

MB® o0inse, mo HOBHH KpeauT MHpuHece YKpaiHi "CTpiMKY
crabinizariro"

"[Taker y 40 MigpspIiB IoJIapiB AOCTaTHIN muisi crabimizamii
cuTyartii. Aje, sIKIo Mu 0a)xaeMo pO3BUBATHUCS, BIIOYAOBYBaTH
Jonbac, koM MU MaTHMEMO 3MOTY NOTpaluTH Ha Hamli
TepuTOpii, HaAM TOTPIOHO WIOCH OUIbIIE 3a HUHIMIHIO
miaTpuMKy", - Kake MiHicTp ¢inaHciB Ykpainu Haramis
Specbko. BoHa 3a3Haumia, mo B mojaiblmioMy pedopMyroun
Kpainy, YkpaiHa Oyje mrykaTu OiIbIIol MiATPUMKHA B iIHO3EMHUX
IHBECTOPIB.

L

MiKnapiaMeHTChKU KOMITET acomiamii MiX YKpaiHOoo Ta
€pponeiicbkuM  Coro30M  3aKkivkaB €BpPONEICHKY KOMICiIO
HaJaTH YKpaiHi MepCrneKkTUBU 4ieHcTBa y €Bpocorosi. [Ipo 1e
HOeTbcsl Yy 3BEpHEHHS  KOMITETy, TMPO  Pe3ysIbTaTh
1HaBrypaliifHoro 3acijaHHs SKOrO0 TIOBIIOMIJIA  TOJIOBA
YKpaiHChKOI YaCTMHHU KoMiTeTy acomiamii "Ykpaina-€C" Ocran
Cemepak Ta ronoBa HepopMaabHOI Ipynu Apy3iB "YkpaiHa —
€C" Ipanna Kmumnym-lunamnanze.

CepreeB: nmUTaHHS MHUPOTBOPLIB MOXe OyTH BHpIIIEHO 4Yepes3
MiBPOKY

[TutanHs BBeaeHHS MupoTBopuyoro kKoHTuHrentry OOH Ha
Jlon6ac Moxke OyTH BUPILIEHO HE paHillle, HDK yepe3 IMiBPOKY.
[Ipo 1e 3asBUB mocTiiHUN npeacTaBHUK Ykpainu npu OOH
IOpiit CepreeB B edipi Tenekanany "Ykpaina". "Mu maemo
npaBo B paMkax Crarytry OOH, 1 konkpetHo ctarti 51 Cratyry
OOH, cami 3BepHyTHCS 10 OyAb-sKii KpaiHu abo Tpynu KpaiH 3
TUM, 11100 HAJaTH HaM J0TOMOTY", - po3noBiB Ceprees.

€BpormnapiaaMeHT Jornomoxe BP mocuiantu BiIKpHUTICTh mporecy
YXBaJIECHHS pilIeHb
['onoBa Bepxosnoi Pagu Bonogumup I'poiicman Ha 3ycTpiui 3
npe3usieHToM €Bpomapiaamenty Maprtinom [ymeriom 24
JFOTOTO MOTOJIUB OCHOBHI ITYHKTH JIBOCTOPOHHBOI CIiBIparii. 3a
HOro ClIOBaMH, OJHUM 13 TOJIOBHUX HANpsSMIB JisUTBHOCTI
HaOmKIUM qacoMm CTaHe CTBOpPEHHS porpaMu
IHCTUTYIIIOHAIPHOTO OY/TIBHUIITBA.
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"Kpum — e Ykpaina, sk He KpyTu': cTapryBajia iHdopmariiiina
KaMIaHist IPOTH oKymnartii MiBOCTpPOBA

Jo piunanni okymauii Kpumy Pociero crapTyBana kammaHis
"Kpum — e Ykpaina", sika TpuBatume 10 KiHig Oepesns. [Ipo
e mnoBiomMmuia rojoBa npaBiiHHA LleHTpy iH(OpManii mpo
npaBa moauHu TersHa Ileyonuuk. "Mu mpoBOAMMO IIHO
KaMIaHilo Juig TOro, mo0 HaOau3uTH TOM JeHb, Koau Kpum
MOBEPHETHCS A0 YKpaiHH 1 CTaHe YaCTUHOIO YKpaiHW HE JIMIIe
ne-tope, ane i ae-hakro", - ckazana [leqoHuunk.

VYkpaina  ykiiama ~ JOTOBIp  MpO  BIMCHKOBO-TEXHIYHE
CHIBpPOOITHUIITBO 3 OAE - [Topomenko

[Tpesunent Ykpaiau Ilerpo IlopomieHko Ha3WBa€ yCIIITHUM
cBii poOoumii Bi3uT 10 OAE Ta BiJ3HA4Ya€e BaXJIUBICTH
NPOBEICHUX IIEPETOBOPIB Ta KOHTPAKTIB, SAKi IiAMUCAITN
YKpaiHChKI ~ miAmpuemMcTBa. "MM  3HA4HO  PO3LIMPHIN
HOMEHKJIATYpY Hamoi cmiBmpami. Mu yKJIand Ta BH3HAYHIN
TEPMIHM TOCTayaHHS Ul  YKpaiHCbKMX 30pOMHHMX  CcHII
HEOOXiJHIX 000pOHHMX 3ac00iB", - ckazaB [lopomenko.

Die Welt. Ykpaina Hece Ha c0o0i 4acTUHY NPOBUHHU 32 CBOIO
CKpYTY

3a ocrtanHi 25 pokiB YKpaiHi Tak 1 He BIANOCsA 3IHCHUTH
JeMOKpaTu4Hi mneperBopeHHs. Crapl eniTH JOTpUMYBaJIUCS
crapoi Mmogneni. Temep mnpukpuBaroTbes BilHOW0 3 IlyTiHHM.
VYkpaiHa MycUTh SKOMOTA IIBU/IIE IOYAaTH POOUTH T'€Th yCe JIIs
TOTO, 1100 CTaTH MPABOBOIO JAEP)KABOIO 3 PO3IUIEHUMH T'JTIKAMU
BJIa/IM, 3a3HAYa€ KOMEHTATOp HIMEIbKOI Tra3eTd Yy CTarTl,
pUCBAYeHI piuHuIl Maiinany.

Komumniit rencek HATO Ha3BaB MOMHIIKOIO BIIMOBY YKpaiHU
BIX SIIEPHOT 30poi

Ines spepHOrO pO330pO€EHHS HE BUIIpaBaana cede, 110 0coOINBO
BUJIHO Ha npukiaal Ykpainu. Ilpo e y crarri, onyOnikoBaHiil B
razeri Herald Scotland, 3asBuMB KoNMIIHIA TreHepanbHUN
cekperap HATO nopa Jxopmx Po6eprcon. Jlopn PoGeprcon
nojemizye 3 mnpuxuwibHuKamMu IlloTinaHachkoi HarioHanIbHOT
napTii, 110 BHUCTYNAalOTh 3a BIAMOBY BiJl OpPUTAHCHKHX CHJI
SJIEPHOTO CTPUMYBaHHS, K1 0a3yl0ThbCsl Ha TEPUTOPIT KpaiHu.
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Topics for Discussion

Give the definition of the foreign policy of Ukraine and its principal

constituents.

. What are the main prerogatives of the Ukrainian foreign policy at
present? Will you compare them to those of two decades ago?

. What kind of relations with the neighbouring countries is Ukraine
involved into? What should be done to improve the situation?

. What International organizations is Ukraine member of? What sort of

support and benefits does our state get from them? Are they of great

use?

What are the main objectives of OSCE mission in Ukraine?

. What are the basic scenarios of conflict settlement in the eatern
regions o0 Ukraine? Give your reasons (pros and cons) for “peaceful”
and “military” solution.

. What is the administrative status of the Crimean Autonomous

Republic currently? How is it recognized on the international arena?
Ukraine has had tight ties with the Russian Federation in the

industrial sector for a long time. At present this collaboration has been

hindered in many ways. What are Ukraine’s “cooperation”
alternatives with other counries of the world?

. What impact have the recent events in Ukraine had on the world
order in general and power zones division in particular?

0. Compare the state regimes in Ukraine, the Russian Federation,

Belarus and Poland.

Individual Projects

1. Presenting Speech at the UN Security Council. In your 5-minute
report describe the current political situation in Ukraine and call other
member-states for certain actions aiming at its improvement. What
valid arguments can be given to make other states assist Ukraine?

2. As a Minister of Foreign Affairs speak on the prospects of Ukraine’s

joining the European Union and its effects for the country. Give

examples of other countries’ positive development.
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Individual Work
Articles for Comprehensive Reading

Tasks. Read the articles given. Make up a list of unknown words and expressions for
each article. Write down a detailed content plan conveying the main ideas of the article.
Be ready to give the translation of any suggested passage:

Putin’s D-Day date with the west

A lull in tensions in eastern Ukraine is deceptive. Exchanges of gunfire, artillery
barrages and even air strikes punctuate daily life in parts of eastern Ukraine as the
nation’s armed forces battle a pro-Russian, separatist insurrection. According to the
government in Kiev, 181 people, including 59 servicemen, have been killed since unrest
broke out in April; 293 have been wounded and 220 kidnapped. The rising casualty toll,
the uninterrupted violence and Russia’s refusal to rein in the insurgents, or to
acknowledge its role in stirring them up, should dispel any complacency in western
capitals that Ukraine’s successfully held May 25 presidential election has eased the
crisis.

True, the worst-case scenario of a Russian invasion and full-scale civil war has
not materialised. Vladimir Putin, Russia’s president, has pulled back some of the tens of
thousands of troops massed on Ukraine’s borders. The Kremlin has indicated it will
respect Petro Poroshenko’s election as Ukraine’s president. In talks brokered by the EU,
Russia is contemplating a temporary solution to the perennial problem of Ukraine’s
multibillion-dollar gas debts to Moscow.

All of this is useful, but it does not go anything like far enough — as Barack
Obama, Francois Hollande and David Cameron, the US, French and British leaders,
should make plain to Mr Putin when their paths cross in Paris on Thursday and in
Normandy on Friday, on the 70th anniversary of the D-Day landings. These will be the
first face-to-face meetings between western leaders and Mr Putin since his cold-blooded
annexation in March of Ukraine’s Crimea peninsula. Mr Obama and his European allies
must spell out to Mr Putin that, far from being grateful that Russia has not amputated
eastern Ukraine in a Crimea-style operation, they will judge him by the practical actions
required to defuse a crisis for which he was largely responsible in the first place.

If he were sincere about calming tensions, the obvious steps would be to halt the
flow of fighters and weapons into Ukraine from Russia and to dismantle the still
excessive Russian military presence on Ukraine’s frontiers. Mr Putin would then
authorise Russian officials to engage in constructive discussions with their US,
European and Ukrainian counterparts over how to maintain the peace in eastern
Ukraine. Finally, he would lend support to the Ukrainian government’s proposals to
grant more autonomy to the nation’s regions, especially the Russophone east, in a way
that does not paralyse the central authorities in Kiev. This would be in keeping with the
wishes of a majority of citizens in eastern Ukraine, who favour not annexation to Russia
but enhanced self-government and protection of their cultural and linguistic rights.

Washington and its allies are signalling that this week is not the time to extend
the limited sanctions imposed on Russia after the annexation of Crimea. This is the
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correct call. If the destabilisation of eastern Ukraine intensifies, tougher sanctions will
be necessary. In present circumstances, however, the west ought to turn its attention to
two other tasks. One is to promote the reform effort in Ukraine, starting with a clean-up
of the Augean stables of corruption in state administration, business and politics. The
second is to reassure those NATO members that share borders with Russia of the
alliance’s full commitment to its founding principle of collective defence.

Two months into the insurrection, it is increasingly clear that separatism in
eastern Ukraine is not carrying all before it. Even in Crimea, the tide of events may one
day turn — as is suggested by the way Russia has been unable to control recent popular
unrest in Abkhazia, the breakaway Georgian region it has funded since 2008. Patience,
backed by vigilance, will be the most effective instrument in the west’s dealings with
Moscow.

Financial Times

Why the Ukraine Crisis Is the West’s Fault

The Liberal Delusions That Provoked Putin
By John J. Mearsheimer

From our September/October 2014 Issue

According to the prevailing wisdom in the West, the Ukraine crisis can be blamed
almost entirely on Russian aggression. Russian President Vladimir Putin, the argument
goes, annexed Crimea out of a long-standing desire to resuscitate the Soviet empire, and
he may eventually go after the rest of Ukraine, as well as other countries in eastern
Europe. In this view, the ouster of Ukrainian President Viktor Yanukovych in February
2014 merely provided a pretext for Putin’s decision to order Russian forces to seize part
of Ukraine.

But this account is wrong: the United States and its European allies share most of
the responsibility for the crisis. The taproot of the trouble is NATO enlargement, the
central element of a larger strategy to move Ukraine out of Russia’s orbit and integrate
it into the West. At the same time, the EU’s expansion eastward and the West’s backing
of the pro-democracy movement in Ukraine -- beginning with the Orange Revolution in
2004 -- were critical elements, too. Since the mid-1990s, Russian leaders have
adamantly opposed NATO enlargement, and in recent years, they have made it clear
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that they would not stand by while their strategically important neighbor turned into a
Western bastion. For Putin, the illegal overthrow of Ukraine’s democratically elected
and pro-Russian president -- which he rightly labeled a “coup” -- was the final straw.
He responded by taking Crimea, a peninsula he feared would host a NATO naval base,
and working to destabilize Ukraine until it abandoned its efforts to join the West.

Putin’s pushback should have come as no surprise. After all, the West had been
moving into Russia’s backyard and threatening its core strategic interests, a point Putin
made emphatically and repeatedly. Elites in the United States and Europe have been
blindsided by events only because they subscribe to a flawed view of international
politics. They tend to believe that the logic of realism holds little relevance in the
twenty-first century and that Europe can be kept whole and free on the basis of such
liberal principles as the rule of law, economic interdependence, and democracy.

But this grand scheme went awry in Ukraine. The crisis there shows that
realpolitik remains relevant -- and states that ignore it do so at their own peril. U.S. and
European leaders blundered in attempting to turn Ukraine into a Western stronghold on
Russia’s border. Now that the consequences have been laid bare, it would be an even
greater mistake to continue this misbegotten policy.

U.S. and European leaders blundered in attempting to turn Ukraine into a Western
stronghold on Russia’s border.

THE WESTERN AFFRONT

As the Cold War came to a close, Soviet leaders preferred that U.S. forces remain
in Europe and NATO stay intact, an arrangement they thought would keep a reunified
Germany pacified. But they and their Russian successors did not want NATO to grow
any larger and assumed that Western diplomats understood their concerns. The Clinton
administration evidently thought otherwise, and in the mid-1990s, it began pushing for
NATO to expand.

The first round of enlargement took place in 1999 and brought in the Czech
Republic, Hungary, and Poland. The second occurred in 2004; it included Bulgaria,
Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Romania, Slovakia, and Slovenia. Moscow complained
bitterly from the start. During NATO’s 1995 bombing campaign against the Bosnian
Serbs, for example, Russian President Boris Yeltsin said, “This is the first sign of what
could happen when NATO comes right up to the Russian Federation’s borders. ... The
flame of war could burst out across the whole of Europe.” But the Russians were too
weak at the time to derail NATO’s eastward movement -- which, at any rate, did not
look so threatening, since none of the new members shared a border with Russia, save
for the tiny Baltic countries.

Then NATO began looking further east. At its April 2008 summit in Bucharest,
the alliance considered admitting Georgia and Ukraine. The George W. Bush
administration supported doing so, but France and Germany opposed the move for fear
that it would unduly antagonize Russia. In the end, NATO’s members reached a
compromise: the alliance did not begin the formal process leading to membership, but it
iIssued a statement endorsing the aspirations of Georgia and Ukraine and boldly
declaring, “These countries will become members of NATO.”

Moscow, however, did not see the outcome as much of a compromise. Alexander
Grushko, then Russia’s deputy foreign minister, said, “Georgia’s and Ukraine’s
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membership in the alliance is a huge strategic mistake which would have most serious
consequences for pan-European security.” Putin maintained that admitting those two
countries to NATO would represent a “direct threat” to Russia. One Russian newspaper
reported that Putin, while speaking with Bush, “very transparently hinted that if Ukraine
was accepted into NATO, it would cease to exist.”

Russia’s invasion of Georgia in August 2008 should have dispelled any
remaining doubts about Putin’s determination to prevent Georgia and Ukraine from
joining NATO. Georgian President Mikheil Saakashvili, who was deeply committed to
bringing his country into NATO, had decided in the summer of 2008 to reincorporate
two separatist regions, Abkhazia and South Ossetia. But Putin sought to keep Georgia
weak and divided -- and out of NATO. After fighting broke out between the Georgian
government and South Ossetian separatists, Russian forces took control of Abkhazia
and South Ossetia. Moscow had made its point. Yet despite this clear warning, NATO
never publicly abandoned its goal of bringing Georgia and Ukraine into the alliance.
And NATO expansion continued marching forward, with Albania and Croatia
becoming members in 2009.

The EU, too, has been marching eastward. In May 2008, it unveiled its Eastern
Partnership initiative, a program to foster prosperity in such countries as Ukraine and
integrate them into the EU economy. Not surprisingly, Russian leaders view the plan as
hostile to their country’s interests. This past February, before Yanukovych was forced
from office, Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov accused the EU of trying to create
a “sphere of influence” in eastern Europe. In the eyes of Russian leaders, EU expansion
Is a stalking horse for NATO expansion.

The West’s final tool for peeling Kiev away from Moscow has been its efforts to
spread Western values and promote democracy in Ukraine and other post-Soviet states,
a plan that often entails funding pro-Western individuals and organizations. Victoria
Nuland, the U.S. assistant secretary of state for European and Eurasian affairs, estimated
in December 2013 that the United States had invested more than $5 billion since 1991
to help Ukraine achieve “the future it deserves.” As part of that effort, the U.S.
government has bankrolled the National Endowment for Democracy. The nonprofit
foundation has funded more than 60 projects aimed at promoting civil society in
Ukraine, and the NED’s president, Carl Gershman, has called that country “the biggest
prize.” After Yanukovych won Ukraine’s presidential election in February 2010, the
NED decided he was undermining its goals, and so it stepped up its efforts to support
the opposition and strengthen the country’s democratic institutions.

When Russian leaders look at Western social engineering in Ukraine, they worry
that their country might be next. And such fears are hardly groundless. In September
2013, Gershman wrote in The Washington Post, “Ukraine’s choice to join Europe will
accelerate the demise of the ideology of Russian imperialism that Putin represents.” He
added: “Russians, too, face a choice, and Putin may find himself on the losing end not
just in the near abroad but within Russia itself.”

CREATING A CRISIS

Imagine the American outrage if China built an impressive military alliance and
tried to include Canada and Mexico.
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The West’s triple package of policies -- NATO enlargement, EU expansion, and
democracy promotion -- added fuel to a fire waiting to ignite. The spark came in
November 2013, when Yanukovych rejected a major economic deal he had been
negotiating with the EU and decided to accept a $15 billion Russian counteroffer
instead. That decision gave rise to antigovernment demonstrations that escalated over
the following three months and that by mid-February had led to the deaths of some one
hundred protesters. Western emissaries hurriedly flew to Kiev to resolve the crisis. On
February 21, the government and the opposition struck a deal that allowed Yanukovych
to stay in power until new elections were held. But it immediately fell apart, and
Yanukovych fled to Russia the next day. The new government in Kiev was pro-Western
and anti-Russian to the core, and it contained four high-ranking members who could
legitimately be labeled neofascists.

Although the full extent of U.S. involvement has not yet come to light, it is clear
that Washington backed the coup. Nuland and Republican Senator John McCain
participated in antigovernment demonstrations, and Geoffrey Pyatt, the U.S.
ambassador to Ukraine, proclaimed after Yanukovych’s toppling that it was “a day for
the history books.” As a leaked telephone recording revealed, Nuland had advocated
regime change and wanted the Ukrainian politician Arseniy Yatsenyuk to become prime
minister in the new government, which he did. No wonder Russians of all persuasions
think the West played a role in Yanukovych’s ouster.

For Putin, the time to act against Ukraine and the West had arrived. Shortly after
February 22, he ordered Russian forces to take Crimea from Ukraine, and soon after
that, he incorporated it into Russia. The task proved relatively easy, thanks to the
thousands of Russian troops already stationed at a naval base in the Crimean port of
Sevastopol. Crimea also made for an easy target since ethnic Russians compose roughly
60 percent of its population. Most of them wanted out of Ukraine.

Next, Putin put massive pressure on the new government in Kiev to discourage it
from siding with the West against Moscow, making it clear that he would wreck
Ukraine as a functioning state before he would allow it to become a Western stronghold
on Russia’s doorstep. Toward that end, he has provided advisers, arms, and diplomatic
support to the Russian separatists in eastern Ukraine, who are pushing the country
toward civil war. He has massed a large army on the Ukrainian border, threatening to
invade if the government cracks down on the rebels. And he has sharply raised the price
of the natural gas Russia sells to Ukraine and demanded payment for past exports. Putin
Is playing hardball.

THE DIAGNOSIS

Putin’s actions should be easy to comprehend. A huge expanse of flat land that
Napoleonic France, imperial Germany, and Nazi Germany all crossed to strike at Russia
itself, Ukraine serves as a buffer state of enormous strategic importance to Russia. No
Russian leader would tolerate a military alliance that was Moscow’s mortal enemy until
recently moving into Ukraine. Nor would any Russian leader stand idly by while the
West helped install a government there that was determined to integrate Ukraine into
the West.

Washington may not like Moscow’s position, but it should understand the logic
behind it. This is Geopolitics 101: great powers are always sensitive to potential threats
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near their home territory. After all, the United States does not tolerate distant great
powers deploying military forces anywhere in the Western Hemisphere, much less on
its borders. Imagine the outrage in Washington if China built an impressive military
alliance and tried to include Canada and Mexico in it. Logic aside, Russian leaders have
told their Western counterparts on many occasions that they consider NATO expansion
into Georgia and Ukraine unacceptable, along with any effort to turn those countries
against Russia -- a message that the 2008 Russian-Georgian war also made crystal clear.

Officials from the United States and its European allies contend that they tried
hard to assuage Russian fears and that Moscow should understand that NATO has no
designs on Russia. In addition to continually denying that its expansion was aimed at
containing Russia, the alliance has never permanently deployed military forces in its
new member states. In 2002, it even created a body called the NATO-Russia Council in
an effort to foster cooperation. To further mollify Russia, the United States announced
in 2009 that it would deploy its new missile defense system on warships in European
waters, at least initially, rather than on Czech or Polish territory. But none of these
measures worked; the Russians remained steadfastly opposed to NATO enlargement,
especially into Georgia and Ukraine. And it is the Russians, not the West, who
ultimately get to decide what counts as a threat to them.

To understand why the West, especially the United States, failed to understand
that its Ukraine policy was laying the groundwork for a major clash with Russia, one
must go back to the mid-1990s, when the Clinton administration began advocating
NATO expansion. Pundits advanced a variety of arguments for and against
enlargement, but there was no consensus on what to do. Most eastern European émigrés
in the United States and their relatives, for example, strongly supported expansion,
because they wanted NATO to protect such countries as Hungary and Poland. A few
realists also favored the policy because they thought Russia still needed to be
contained.

But most realists opposed expansion, in the belief that a declining great power
with an aging population and a one-dimensional economy did not in fact need to be
contained. And they feared that enlargement would only give Moscow an incentive to
cause trouble in eastern Europe. The U.S. diplomat George Kennan articulated this
perspective in a 1998 interview, shortly after the U.S. Senate approved the first round of
NATO expansion. “I think the Russians will gradually react quite adversely and it will
affect their policies,” he said. “I think it is a tragic mistake. There was no reason for this
whatsoever. No one was threatening anyone else.”

The United States and its allies should abandon their plan to westernize Ukraine
and instead aim to make it a neutral buffer.

Most liberals, on the other hand, favored enlargement, including many key
members of the Clinton administration. They believed that the end of the Cold War had
fundamentally transformed international politics and that a new, postnational order had
replaced the realist logic that used to govern Europe. The United States was not only the
“indispensable nation,” as Secretary of State Madeleine Albright put it; it was also a
benign hegemon and thus unlikely to be viewed as a threat in Moscow. The aim, in
essence, was to make the entire continent look like western Europe.
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And so the United States and its allies sought to promote democracy in the
countries of eastern Europe, increase economic interdependence among them, and
embed them in international institutions. Having won the debate in the United States,
liberals had little difficulty convincing their European allies to support NATO
enlargement. After all, given the EU’s past achievements, Europeans were even more
wedded than Americans to the idea that geopolitics no longer mattered and that an all-
inclusive liberal order could maintain peace in Europe.

So thoroughly did liberals come to dominate the discourse about European
security during the first decade of this century that even as the alliance adopted an open-
door policy of growth, NATO expansion faced little realist opposition. The liberal
worldview is now accepted dogma among U.S. officials. In March, for example,
President Barack Obama delivered a speech about Ukraine in which he talked
repeatedly about “the ideals™ that motivate Western policy and how those ideals “have
often been threatened by an older, more traditional view of power.” Secretary of State
John Kerry’s response to the Crimea crisis reflected this same perspective: “You just
don’t in the twenty-first century behave in nineteenth-century fashion by invading
another country on completely trumped-up pretext.”

In essence, the two sides have been operating with different playbooks: Putin and
his compatriots have been thinking and acting according to realist dictates, whereas
their Western counterparts have been adhering to liberal ideas about international
politics. The result is that the United States and its allies unknowingly provoked a major
crisis over Ukraine.

BLAME GAME

In that same 1998 interview, Kennan predicted that NATO expansion would
provoke a crisis, after which the proponents of expansion would “say that we always
told you that is how the Russians are.” As if on cue, most Western officials have
portrayed Putin as the real culprit in the Ukraine predicament. In March, according to
The New York Times, German Chancellor Angela Merkel implied that Putin was
irrational, telling Obama that he was “in another world.” Although Putin no doubt has
autocratic tendencies, no evidence supports the charge that he is mentally unbalanced.
On the contrary: he is a first-class strategist who should be feared and respected by
anyone challenging him on foreign policy.

Other analysts allege, more plausibly, that Putin regrets the demise of the Soviet
Union and is determined to reverse it by expanding Russia’s borders. According to this
interpretation, Putin, having taken Crimea, is now testing the waters to see if the time is
right to conquer Ukraine, or at least its eastern part, and he will eventually behave
aggressively toward other countries in Russia’s neighborhood. For some in this camp,
Putin represents a modern-day Adolf Hitler, and striking any kind of deal with him
would repeat the mistake of Munich. Thus, NATO must admit Georgia and Ukraine to
contain Russia before it dominates its neighbors and threatens western Europe.

This argument falls apart on close inspection. If Putin were committed to creating
a greater Russia, signs of his intentions would almost certainly have arisen before
February 22. But there is virtually no evidence that he was bent on taking Crimea, much
less any other territory in Ukraine, before that date. Even Western leaders who
supported NATO expansion were not doing so out of a fear that Russia was about to use
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military force. Putin’s actions in Crimea took them by complete surprise and appear to
have been a spontaneous reaction to Yanukovych’s ouster. Right afterward, even Putin
said he opposed Crimean secession, before quickly changing his mind.

Besides, even if it wanted to, Russia lacks the capability to easily conquer and
annex eastern Ukraine, much less the entire country. Roughly 15 million people -- one-
third of Ukraine’s population -- live between the Dnieper River, which bisects the
country, and the Russian border. An overwhelming majority of those people want to
remain part of Ukraine and would surely resist a Russian occupation. Furthermore,
Russia’s mediocre army, which shows few signs of turning into a modern Wehrmacht,
would have little chance of pacifying all of Ukraine. Moscow is also poorly positioned
to pay for a costly occupation; its weak economy would suffer even more in the face of
the resulting sanctions.

But even if Russia did boast a powerful military machine and an impressive
economy, it would still probably prove unable to successfully occupy Ukraine. One
need only consider the Soviet and U.S. experiences in Afghanistan, the U.S. experiences
in Vietnam and lIrag, and the Russian experience in Chechnya to be reminded that
military occupations usually end badly. Putin surely understands that trying to subdue
Ukraine would be like swallowing a porcupine. His response to events there has been
defensive, not offensive.

A WAY OUT

Given that most Western leaders continue to deny that Putin’s behavior might be
motivated by legitimate security concerns, it is unsurprising that they have tried to
modify it by doubling down on their existing policies and have punished Russia to deter
further aggression. Although Kerry has maintained that “all options are on the table,”
neither the United States nor its NATO allies are prepared to use force to defend
Ukraine. The West is relying instead on economic sanctions to coerce Russia into
ending its support for the insurrection in eastern Ukraine. In July, the United States and
the EU put in place their third round of limited sanctions, targeting mainly high-level
individuals closely tied to the Russian government and some high-profile banks, energy
companies, and defense firms. They also threatened to unleash another, tougher round
of sanctions, aimed at whole sectors of the Russian economy.

Such measures will have little effect. Harsh sanctions are likely off the table
anyway; western European countries, especially Germany, have resisted imposing them
for fear that Russia might retaliate and cause serious economic damage within the EU.
But even if the United States could convince its allies to enact tough measures, Putin
would probably not alter his decision-making. History shows that countries will absorb
enormous amounts of punishment in order to protect their core strategic interests. There
IS no reason to think Russia represents an exception to this rule.

Western leaders have also clung to the provocative policies that precipitated the
crisis in the first place. In April, U.S. Vice President Joseph Biden met with Ukrainian
legislators and told them, “This is a second opportunity to make good on the original
promise made by the Orange Revolution.” John Brennan, the director of the CIA, did
not help things when, that same month, he visited Kiev on a trip the White House said
was aimed at improving security cooperation with the Ukrainian government.
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The EU, meanwhile, has continued to push its Eastern Partnership. In March, Jose
Manuel Barroso, the president of the European Commission, summarized EU thinking
on Ukraine, saying, “We have a debt, a duty of solidarity with that country, and we will
work to have them as close as possible to us.” And sure enough, on June 27, the EU and
Ukraine signed the economic agreement that Yanukovych had fatefully rejected seven
months earlier. Also in June, at a meeting of NATO members’ foreign ministers, it was
agreed that the alliance would remain open to new members, although the foreign
ministers refrained from mentioning Ukraine by name. ‘“No third country has a veto
over NATO enlargement,” announced Anders Fogh Rasmussen, NATO’s secretary-
general. The foreign ministers also agreed to support various measures to improve
Ukraine’s military capabilities in such areas as command and control, logistics, and
cyberdefense. Russian leaders have naturally recoiled at these actions; the West’s
response to the crisis will only make a bad situation worse.

There is a solution to the crisis in Ukraine, however -- although it would require
the West to think about the country in a fundamentally new way. The United States and
its allies should abandon their plan to westernize Ukraine and instead aim to make it a
neutral buffer between NATO and Russia, akin to Austria’s position during the Cold
War. Western leaders should acknowledge that Ukraine matters so much to Putin that
they cannot support an anti-Russian regime there. This would not mean that a future
Ukrainian government would have to be pro-Russian or anti-NATO. On the contrary,
the goal should be a sovereign Ukraine that falls in neither the Russian nor the Western
camp.

To achieve this end, the United States and its allies should publicly rule out
NATO’s expansion into both Georgia and Ukraine. The West should also help fashion
an economic rescue plan for Ukraine funded jointly by the EU, the International
Monetary Fund, Russia, and the United States -- a proposal that Moscow should
welcome, given its interest in having a prosperous and stable Ukraine on its western
flank. And the West should considerably limit its social-engineering efforts inside
Ukraine. It is time to put an end to Western support for another Orange Revolution.
Nevertheless, U.S. and European leaders should encourage Ukraine to respect minority
rights, especially the language rights of its Russian speakers.

Some may argue that changing policy toward Ukraine at this late date would
seriously damage U.S. credibility around the world. There would undoubtedly be
certain costs, but the costs of continuing a misguided strategy would be much greater.
Furthermore, other countries are likely to respect a state that learns from its mistakes
and ultimately devises a policy that deals effectively with the problem at hand. That
option is clearly open to the United States.

One also hears the claim that Ukraine has the right to determine whom it wants to
ally with and the Russians have no right to prevent Kiev from joining the West. This is
a dangerous way for Ukraine to think about its foreign policy choices. The sad truth is
that might often makes right when great-power politics are at play. Abstract rights such
as self-determination are largely meaningless when powerful states get into brawls with
weaker states. Did Cuba have the right to form a military alliance with the Soviet Union
during the Cold War? The United States certainly did not think so, and the Russians
think the same way about Ukraine joining the West. It is in Ukraine’s interest to
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understand these facts of life and tread carefully when dealing with its more powerful
neighbor.

Even if one rejects this analysis, however, and believes that Ukraine has the right
to petition to join the EU and NATO, the fact remains that the United States and its
European allies have the right to reject these requests. There is no reason that the West
has to accommodate Ukraine if it is bent on pursuing a wrong-headed foreign policy,
especially if its defense is not a vital interest. Indulging the dreams of some Ukrainians
Is not worth the animosity and strife it will cause, especially for the Ukrainian people.

Of course, some analysts might concede that NATO handled relations with
Ukraine poorly and yet still maintain that Russia constitutes an enemy that will only
grow more formidable over time -- and that the West therefore has no choice but to
continue its present policy. But this viewpoint is badly mistaken. Russia is a declining
power, and it will only get weaker with time. Even if Russia were a rising power,
moreover, it would still make no sense to incorporate Ukraine into NATO. The reason
is simple: the United States and its European allies do not consider Ukraine to be a core
strategic interest, as their unwillingness to use military force to come to its aid has
proved. It would therefore be the height of folly to create a new NATO member that the
other members have no intention of defending. NATO has expanded in the past because
liberals assumed the alliance would never have to honor its new security guarantees, but
Russia’s recent power play shows that granting Ukraine NATO membership could put
Russia and the West on a collision course.

Sticking with the current policy would also complicate Western relations with
Moscow on other issues. The United States needs Russia’s assistance to withdraw U.S.
equipment from Afghanistan through Russian territory, reach a nuclear agreement with
Iran, and stabilize the situation in Syria. In fact, Moscow has helped Washington on all
three of these issues in the past; in the summer of 2013, it was Putin who pulled
Obama’s chestnuts out of the fire by forging the deal under which Syria agreed to
relinquish its chemical weapons, thereby avoiding the U.S. military strike that Obama
had threatened. The United States will also someday need Russia’s help containing a
rising China. Current U.S. policy, however, is only driving Moscow and Beijing closer
together.

The United States and its European allies now face a choice on Ukraine. They can
continue their current policy, which will exacerbate hostilities with Russia and devastate
Ukraine in the process -- a scenario in which everyone would come out a loser. Or they
can switch gears and work to create a prosperous but neutral Ukraine, one that does not
threaten Russia and allows the West to repair its relations with Moscow. With that
approach, all sides would win.
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Render the article into English:

3axigHi ekcnepTi: Ykpaina — popmnoct y riopuaHiii BiiHi Pocii
nporu €C

CyuacHa Pocist mepeTBopmiiacs Ha 3arpo3y HE TUTBKH I YKpaiHu, a ¥ s
yChOro CBITY. | OCHOBHOIO MPOOIEMOI0 IMB1JII30BAHOTO CBITOBOTO CYCHIIBCTBA € T€, IO
kepmannd Kpemist € aGcomoTHO HemependauyBaHuM y cBOiX niax. «Jleski kpainu €C
xoTinu 6, mo0 Pocis poOuia akTMBHI KPOKM HA MIATPUMKY BUKIIOYHO MOJITHYHUX
IUIAXIB BUPIMICHHS KpWU3M B MIBACHHO-CXiJHIA dYacTWHI YKpaiHW, ajne LbOro He
CTaHETbCA, - BBaXKa€ wieH aocniaHuipkoi rpynu Chatham House, xonuminiil riaBa
BeHuypHOTO Tiapo3ainy TNK-BP Jxon Jloyx. — Pocia He moka3ye >KOJHUX O3HaK
BIJIMOBH BiJ] cermapaTtucTiB abo Mmeperisay BUMOT 0 YKpaiHH, 3 THM, a0u MOCIaduTH
nparHeHHs YKpaiHu HaOmu3uthcs [0 €Bponu NIUIIAXOM peaiizauii Yroau mpo
acouiaLioy.

[TprunHorO Takmx aii 3 00Ky MOCKBH, Ha OTO IyMKY, € HeOOX1IHICTh Jj1s1 Pocii
CTBOpEHHsI Ha3zeMHOro kopuaopy 1o Kpumy. Excrnepr nepekoHanwii, mo Hapasi
31aeTbed, 10 MOCKBa HE WJe Ha Lel pU3HK, ajie TAKU PO3PAXyHOK MOKE 3MIHUTHCS.
«IIpe3uaent IlyTiH sBHO He BiIuyBae cebe OOMEKEHUM OJHUMH IpaBUIaMH YU
MPUHIUNAMU O€3MEKH YCTAJICHUMU 3 YaciB «XOJIOJHOT BiMiHW», - 3asBisie€ BiH. OJHaK,
3Ba)KalouM, M0 YKpaiHa Ha TaKuil KOPUIOp 3TOAU HE NacTh, I MPHU3BEAE A0 Pi3KOro
3arOCTPEHHSI CUTYyalli 1 MOXE€ MIJIITOBXHYTH A0 MOAAJIBIIMX CaHKUii mpoTtu Pocii 3
00Ky 3axigHux KpaiH. Kpim Toro, Ha nepekoHaHHs JIoyxa, 3aHEMOKOEHICTh 3aX0Ay Mae
BU3UBATU TOM (hakT, mo [lyTiH BBakae ycTajaeHi MI>KHAPOJIHI HOPMU HECIIPaBETMBUMU
Ta PpyWHIBHUMHU, TOOTO TUMH, IO 3aBAAIOTh 30UTKIB iHTepecam Pocii 1 HamaraeThcs
MEPEryiTHyTH iX TPOTArOM JEKUIbKOX OCTaHHIX pokiB. «llyTiH He 30upaeThCs
MOBEPTATHCS 10 YCTAICHUX MIXXHAPOIHUX MPUHIIUIIB Ta MpaBwil. Jly»e MajgoiMOBIpHO,
mo MockBa kuHe mnpsMuii BUKIMK Oesmemi kpaiHn HATO, ane BOHa IIJIKOM MOXeE
MIPOJIOBXKYBATH 3MYIITYBaTH HEpBYBaTH Kpainu [Ipubaituku 3 MpUBOAY CBOIX HaMIpIB,
Ta CIITUME CYMHIBU IIOJ0 Mipy MIATPUMKH 31 CTOPOHM iX coro3HMKIB o HATO mono
ix 3axuctry. Hemae xolHUX CyMHIBIB, 110 Pocis Moxe aecTaOuTi3yBaTH 1HII KpaiHU Ha
nepudepii, AKIIO MOOAYUTh HEOOXITHICTh Y ILOMY, ajie¢ BOHA MOBUHHA YCB1IOMJIIOBATH,
1o OyyTh HACHIIKWY, - 3acTepirae npeacrtaBHuk Chatham House.

Ha nymky ekcmnepra, Taka 3yXBajJiCTh MOBeAIHKM P® crnpuuynHeHa Tam, WIO,
Hapa3i, B Pocii B mpoueci mpuiiHATTA pimieHb B Kpemii JOMiHYye «mapTis BIAHWY.
«ITapris BiliHU» B Pocii, Ha JaHWW MOMEHT, IOMIHY€ B MpOIeci TPUIUHATTS pilIeHb B
Kpewmuti, anme Ti, XTO mpUMAarOTh PIIIEHHS OO0 €KOHOMIKH MOXXYTh TIOBEPHYTH COO1
BIUIUB 1 cipoOyBaTH BIAHOBUTH OajlaHC y MOJITHIL, - crioAiBaeTbest [[xon Jloyx.

3a #ioro crmoBamu, IlyTiH 3Hae, mo Pocis He MOXXe PU3MKYBATH BCTYNHUTH Y
pSMHAN BIHCBKOBHM KOHQUIKT 13 3aX0A0M, 1 BXXKE€ MOJKHAa ITOOQYHMTH, IO «HABIThH
CTpHMaHa peakiis 3axoay Ha Kpu3y B YKpaiHi BigoOpakaeThcs Ha 3MIIICHHI Ta
peanbHiii nedopmarii cucremu [lytina». Came uepes Bci 11 YMHHUKH, Y 3aX0y HEMAE
HISIKOTO CTUMYJIy CKacOBYBAaTH CaHKIil. biibi Toro, B Oararbox kpaiHax €C 3pocrtae
PO3YMIHHS, 1110 CAHKIIII MOCWIIOIOTh Ta 3arOCTPIOIOTh OCHOBHI MPOOJIEMHU B POCIHCHKIM
€KOHOMILII 1 110 MOTIpUIEHHsSI eKOHOMIYHOI cuTyauli B Pocii 3mycuts Kpemub 3pobutu
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BaXKHUW BUOIp MIOAO TOrO, «HACKUIBKH JAJIEKO MOXKE 3alTH TaKe MPOTUCTOSIHHS 13
3axonoM». «SIKIIO PIBEHb SKHUTTS MPOJOBKYBAaTUME TMaJaTH, 3 SBUTHCS COIllaIbHE
HEBJIOBOJICHHS, B pe3yhbrari 4yoro IlyTiH Oinbie He Oyae 3axuIeHUM BHCOKUM
pEUTUHTOM MOMyJIApHOCTI. L5 cuTyartisi Moke CTBOPUTHU CIIPABKHIO MOJITUYHY KPU3Y B
camiit Pocii», - BBaxae JIxon Jloyx.

B cBoro uepry, crapmuii HayKoBUW CHIBPOOITHUK BAIIMHTTOHCHKOTO [HCTUTYTY
bpykinrca, oauH 13 3aCHOBHHMKIB 1 CTapIIMii HayKOBHUH KOHCYJIBTAHT CITUIBHOTO
pociiickko-amepuKkancbkoro L{eHTpy 3 mociimkeHp B Taimy3i MikHapoAHOi (HiHAHCOBOI
ta eHeprernyHoi Oe3neku (CRIFES), mo 06a3yerbcs B YHiBepcuteri IleHcinmbBaHil
Knidbdopn I'enni BBakae, mo «Ha pasi «3aMopoxkeHHsS» KoHQuIKTYy Ha [lonOaci €
HANOUIBII NPUIUHATHUM BUXOJOM Juist nipe3uaeHta PO Bonogumupa Ilyrina». Ha itoro
IYMKY, POCIACBKMH Jifiep XOTIB OM moBepHyTHCA 10 Mojeni «business as usual» 13
3axonom. IIpote 1 30eperti MOKIJIMBICTh CTBOPEHHS BIIKPUTOIO CYXOITyTHOTO «MOCTY»
1o KpuMy Takox nuiaeTscsi B plopuTeTi ais npesuaenta PO. Beaxkaroun, 1mo «3axin
He 3Moke 3Mycutu IlyTiHa moBepHYTHCS 10 MIXKHApOJHUX HOPM MOBEAIHKN», [IyTiH
MIPOJIOBXXYBaTUME JISTH, SIK BIH BBaKaTUME 3a MOTPIOHE, HE3AJICKHO BiJl MIKHAPOTHUX
HOpM. «JloTu, TOoKM He Biguye 3arposy s Pocii 3 6oky 3axony», - Haronomrye ['enni,
JIOJIaBIIIM, 1II0 HEMOKJIMBO TMEpea0ayuTH, SIK came 1 SKe MICIIe BIH MOXKE€ BHOpATH ISt
BIMCHKOBUX [IH.

«Hanpukinasu, BilicbkOBE BTpyYaHHS B KpaiHax banTii He € IMOBIpHUM CIICHapieM,
3 MO€ET TOUKH 30pY, ajie He MOYKHA TaKO MOBHICTIO 1IbOT0 BUKIOYaTH. CripaBi, Maiike
’KOJIHOTO CLIEHAPII0 HE MOXHA MOBHICTIO BUKJIIOUUTH», - 3aCTEPIrae eKciepr.

«Baxko 3po3ymiTH, sSKUMU OynyTh HactynHl Al IlyTiHa, OCKUIBKA  BiH
HernepenOavyyBaHUM, - MOIATPUMYE 10 AYMKY BHKJIaJad Ha Kadeapl MOJITUKH 1
MDKHapOJIHUX BiHOCMH B YHiBepcurteri Jlectepa, BenukoOpuTaHis, 4ieH pPI3HUX
KOMITETIB MOJITUYHUX 1 aHAJTITUYHUX LIEHTPIB, K1 KOHCYJIBTYIOTh €Bponenicbkuii Coro3
mono posmmpenHs €C, CXiIHOTO MapTHEPCTBA, HAripHO-KapabaxChKOTO MHMPHOTO
npoiiecy, miBaeHHoro KaBkazy 1 HopHoMmopcbkoro perioHy aoktop Kepon Bisep, - i,
0e3CyMHIBHO, Npe3usieHT PD mae O6araTo 3amacHUX IUIaHIB PO BCSAK BHUIMAJIOK, SIKI BiH
MO>K€ BBECTH 200 HE BBECTH B JIIIO».

IIpo6aema st yeboro cBity

Brim, Ha nymky BiBep, araku Ha Ykpainy 3 6oky P® nmponoBxyBaTUMYThCs, IOKH HE
Oyne ykmaneHa yroja mpo cyxonyTHuit noctyn no0 Kpumy: «P® Baxkko oTpumaru
noctyn no Kpumy, ToMy IIJIKOM WMOBIpHO, IO Hamaad Ha YKpaiHy OyayTh
npoaosxyBatucs. [Ipesunent [lytin He BiaMoBuTHCs Bin Kpumy, ane Moke MokjIacTu
KiHeI[b BTpy4YaHHsIM y cutryauniro Ha [lonbaci, 3a yMOB, SIKIIO BiH 3MOXKe 30epertu
00JIMyYs, MalOUYd TUMYACOBY yroay 3 YkpaiHow aisa goctymy a0 Kpumy 1 yroay 3 €C
11010 Toprisii. Ile qomomoske pociiickbkiit eKOHOMIII 1, MOXKJIMBO, MTONEPEUTh HAOYTTS
P® craTycy 30aHKpYTIJI0OTO PEriOHY».

Excnepr Takoxx momae, mio, Hapasi, «moxe smarucs, mo €C Tta CIIA daktuano
BU3HAIOTh aHekcito Kpumy, nmpore CILLIA ab6o BenukoOputanisi He MOXYTb 3pOOUTH 11€
(BU3HATH aHEKCiI0) TOBHICTIO, y 3B'S3Ky 3 bynmamemTchkuM MeMOpaHIyMOM, SKIIIO,
3BUYAIHO, 1€ HE Oy/Ie OTOKEHO 3 YKPaiHOI0, 1[0 MAJIOMMOBIPHOY.

Kpim Ttoro, na i aymxy, €C Tta CIIA HaBpsag YM MOYHYTH pPANTOM JOBIPSTH
npesunenty [lyTtiny. Oco6mmBo, 3Bakar04n Ha TE, IO BiH 3pOOMB KpaiHaM-y4acHUIIM
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€C/HATO cepiiosni orpo3u. «IIpesuaent [lyTin Takox mokinagae 6arato 3ycuib, aOu
po3aumtu uieHiB €C 1, 32 yyTkamu, abU OTpUMATH MIATPUMKY HAIIOHATICTUYHMX 1
yJIbTpanpaBux naptii B ckiaii €Cy», - qoana ekcrepT.
BiBep nepexonana, «uio 0 He cranocs, [1yTiH npogoBXyBaTUME CTBOPIOBATU MPOOIEMU
st Ykpainu ta juist €C B HaOmmkduoMy MailoytHeoMy». Came ToMy, JIsl YXBaJCHHS
CKaCyBaHHsI 0OMEXXYBAJIbHUX 3aXO/[1B BIIHOCHO CEKTOPIB POCIMCHKOT €KOHOMIKH, 3axij
HAIOJIATAE, 1110 PEKUM MPUIIMHEHHS BOTHIO B JIoHOAci Ma€e He TUTbKY BCTAHOBUTHCS, a 1
notpumyBatucs. «Caskmii npotu P® OynyTe mnepersisiHyTi, SKIIO yrozma mpo
NPUITMHEHHS BOTHIO BUKOHYBATHMETHCS, MPOTE €C mpairoe TOBUIBHO 1 BCl 4ICHH
MOBUHHI OYTHM BIIEBHEHMMH Y TOMY, [0 TPUIIMHEHHS BOTHIO Oyae TpHUBaTH, 100
CKacyBaTH CaHKIII», - 3asIBUJIa BOHA.
Ha nymky BiBep, HaiiOuibmil maHcu 3ynuHUTH arpecito IlyTiHa B YkpaiHl MaroTh
pociiiceki TpomaasHu. «Kpammm 3acodoM KOHTpoto npesuaeHTta IlyTiHa € pociichbki
TPOMAJISHU, K1 IOYMHAIOTH JAi3HaBatucs npasay. [Ipote, abu BUCTYNIUTH MPOTH HHOTO,
noTpiOHO OyTH 1yxe cMmutMBuM. S aymaro, 1mo Oarato pocisiH BBaXKalwTh cebe
€BPOIEHUIISIMU 1 € MUPOIIOOHMMU. BoHM He X0uyTh OyTH BIApI3aHUMH BiJl PEIITH
€Bponu a0 BTpayaTd CBOIX CHHIB Yy OOpoThOlI MPOTH CBOIX CYCIZIB», - cKazaja
EKCIEepT.
Buxnamau Konymb6iiicekoro yHiBepcurtery FOpiit [lleBuyk, y cBoto 4epry, Biamiyae, o
noBezinka [lyTina mono Ykpainu 3anexaTume BiJ AeKITbKOX YMHHUKIB. [lo-niepie, Bin
peakiii 3axony Ha Horo BiMiHY mpoTH YKpaiHu. A came: MOCWUJICHHSI Yd, HaBIaKH,
nocialaeHHs 3aX1IHUX CaHKIII mpotu Pocii, moganbIoro crany pociiicbkoi €KOHOMIKH
1 pIBHS )KUTTS IPOCTUX POCISH.
[To-apyre, Bi cycniabHUX MpolieciB BcepeanHi camoi Pocii. 30epekeHHs 1 TOCUIEHHS
IIOBIHICTUYHUX HACTPOIB, MOAANbIIE CKOUYBAHHS POCIHCHKOTO CYCHUIBCTBA A0 BOEHHOT
icTepii, YW, HABMAKH, MOCUJIEHHS ONOPY «IYTIHCBHKIIW» BIWHI 3CEPEIMHU, 3POCTAHHS
MIPOTECTHUX HACTPOIB, MOTIPIICHHS €KOHOMIYHOI CUTYAIlli 1 Te, AK 1€ BIIUY€E PATOBUMN
nignanui [1yTtina.
[To-Tpere, Bim 3matHOCTI YKpaiHu yuHUTH omip arpecii Pocii Ha BiiickkoBOMY,
€KOHOMIYHOMY, MOJITUYHOMY, 1HGOpMAIITHOMY ¥ KyJIbTYpHOMY piBHI, MOJajbIla
KOHCOJILaIlist CyCHlJ’IBCTBa B YKpaiHi, OCHAIllEHHS 1 TOCWJIECHHS 30pOMHHUX CHII,
pebopMU E€KOHOMIKM W TIONITUKH, JIIOCTpallii, OYHINEHHS BCi€l TOPHU3OHTaNI
YKpaiHCHKOTO CYCIIJIBCTBA BiJ «MOCKOBCHKHX areHTIB BIUIMBY» HE JIMIIE B TOJITHIII,
30poitnux cunax, CbY, cynosiii cuctemi, ane il B iHpopmMaLiifHOMY TOJII, KYJIbTYpI,
OCBITI.
Takox I[lleBuyk BHUCIOBHB IyMKYy, IO «CBIT Ta €Bpomna HE MeEHIIE 3a YKpaiHy
3allikaBjeHl y JOTPUMaH1 3acajJ MIDKHApOJHOIO IpaBa, BiJHOBJEHHI €BPOINEUCHKOI
apXxITeKTypu Oe3rnekH, Ky 3pyiHyBaB [lyTiH arpecieto npoTu YKpaiHu.

Kocmsanmun 'onuapos
REUTERS

Heraneninie unraiire na YHIAH: http://www.unian.ua/politics/1005122-zahidni-eksperti-ukrajina-
forpost-u-gibridniy-viyni-rosiji-proti-es.html
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HaB‘laHBHO-MeTOI[I/I‘{He BUJAaHHSA

IMeuko Hina MukojiaisHa

AHIiicbKa MOBa I MI>KHAPOJAHUX BiTHOCUH

Memoouuni pexomenoayii

JpyKyeTbcsi B aBTOPCHKiN peaaxiiii
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