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President Trump and the USA’s position in the new world geopolitical order 
  

Corneliu PIVARIU 

  This middle of July, president Donald Trump paid an important visit to Europe star-
ting with the NATO summit in Brussels,the meetings with Queen Elisabeth II and pri-
me minister Theresa May, then in Helsinki with the Russian president  Vladimir Pu-
tin. 

  A few valuable comments and analyses were published until these lines were sent 
to press, especially in what concern the summit between the American and Russian 

leaders as receiving some signals from behind the closed doors  are  more probably further expec-
ted. 

   The NATO summit in Brussels had, indeed, a special importance and the Brussels Summit Declara-
tion is worth studying attentively yet the space of this article is not sufficient for such an endeavour. 
We took note of the resolve for continuing the improvement and the adaptation of the alliance with 
regard to the threats it is confronted with as well as for accepting new members when they are mee-
ting the conditions pertaining to the accession. Georgia, Macedonia, Bosnia-Herzegovina, Ukraine 
(in a distinct partnership with NATO) are among the countries that are taken into consideration. 
Concerns for developing the cooperation between NATO and the EU and the energy security are 
mentioned. The problem of complying with the threshold of 2% of the GDP for military expenditure 
was defused by president Trump who proposed   a new level of 4%. It is certain that Washington is 
disgruntled, for good reason we would say, by the fact that many member states do not observe the-
ir own committments assumed on the occasion of previous summits  with regard to these expendi-
tures.  

  From president Trump’s stances it is clear he has little trust in the efectiveness of alliances yet he 
has a different position in what concern NATO and considers it an important vector of strength. This 
assessment is covered by the decisions the USA made during the last year with regard to its deploy-
ment in Europe. 

  The USA relations with Great Britain will further unfold within the known parameters with the sa-
tisfaction of Trump Administration about London’s decision of leaving the European Union (for the 
matter, kidding...or not, France was urged to follow the same path).  Certainly, we read these positi-
ons as being adopted through the prism of the paragmatic American businessman who sees in the 
EU more of a strong economic competitor  than a partner with whom he should find a way of coope-
rating beneficial for both sides. 

  The summit in Helsinki between the presidents Donald Trump and Vladimir Putin generated a fu-
sillade of criticism from the opponents of the American president on the other side of the Atlantic, 
unprecedented for such a meeting and positive judgements for president Putin from Moscow media. 

  Certainly, the discussions behind closed doors are known by  limited circles of both sides and its 
results will come out in time and will be most likely amended during other meetings at the same 
level. The fact that the summit did take place is a positive one and naturally president Putin benefit-
ted most from it especially that in spite of all difficulties the Russian Federation is confronted with, 
Vladimir Putin by his personal performance succeeded in positioning it at the level of a 
”competitor” of the USA. 

  The issue of Russia’s meddling in the presidential elections in the USA was dealt with too much to 
no avail for both sides and, as it was expected, the issue of bilateral economic cooperation will be 
the subject of a ”bilateral working group to be set up at the highest level”. It goes without saying that 
the great ones get along on the expense of the small ones. 

  The Trump-Putin meeting in Helsinki that ended without any document being signed does not re-
present a significant element in the evolution of the world geopolitical situation. A president Putin’s 
smile during the first summit with Barack Obama in Moscow comes to my memory.  

EDITORIAL 

Motto: “Opinions are free, but not mandatory”—I.L.Caragiale 
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Vasile PUŞCAŞ   

A columnist for the biggest dai-
ly in the US capital has recently 
(11 May 2018) wrote that only 
God can save the world. Im-
portant concerns are also be-

ing expressed by the political, economic, finan-
cial organizations and institutions on the planet. 
The main reason is the fact that the expectations 
of the post-Cold War period in terms of the 
transformation of the international system in 
order to reach a rational outcome and for the 
relations between all the global players to enter 
the stage of stable and predictable design have 
no longer been fulfilled for almost three decades 
after the proclamation of the end of the era of 
conflict bipolarity. Now it is said that the seri-
ousness of the issues on the international agen-
da, as well as from the domestic agenda of many 
countries would originate in the conduct of the 
leader at the White House, but also in the rise of 
liberalism, populism, nationalism etc. Personally, 
I think it is a huge hypocrisy of the contempo-
rary political leaders to show only reasons that 
are in fact consequences of some attitudes and 
actions. This is because we remember that Ian 
Bremmer has warned since the beginning of this 
decade that the international relations have al-
ready reached the stage of “each nation for it-
self”, the aspects of interstate cooperation and 
decision being subsumed only based on short-
term interest, the electoral interest and beyond, 
as marked by the top leaders of the major world 
powers. In the United States even President 
Obama has initiated a withdrawal of the country 
from the world affairs, so before the Trump Ad-
ministration when it is being done downright in 
a merchant manner, as said by the politicians in 
Washington D.C. In Europe, President Sarkozy 
wanted to exceed the classic French pride re-
garding his personal merits in international poli-
tics, while Prime Minister David Cameron has 
tried to give a tight (individual and party) elec-

toral content to the European affairs and to his 
country’s positioning on the international scene. 
We also mention here President Barroso of the 
European Commission who visibly subsumed 
the European interest to the corporate and per-
sonal interests.  

It is easy to empirically find that we are still in a 
stage of transition to a new arrangement formu-
la of the international system. And perhaps the 
duration of this period of transformation will be 
longer than a decade. The same Ian Bremmer 
referred to such a transitional period with the 
phrase “G-Zero” which means that the changes 
will occur without the input or leadership of any 
great power or any group of powers. In other 
words, we are exposed to a context which is still 
expected to create a structural change, but with-
out knowing the direction, which is unclear even 
to the main decision-actors of the international 
system involved in this transformation. When 
writing about these views, Bremmer was still 
optimistic, hoping that a G+ would quickly re-
place the G-Zero, but today I think he would 
warn that we have entered a phase of a G-Sub-
Zero. With leaders wanting opportunity, which 
have been calling themselves “pragmatic lead-
ers”, but which are merely utilitarian in reality, a 
confusion was created between leadership and 
management, the preference for short-term ac-
tion, overheating individual abilities of decision 
makers, taking to irrational idiosyncrasies, all 
wrapped in a sensational and emotional commu-
nication facilitated by social media, creating mo-
mentary attitudes. So the question is: Is there no 
longer need for strategic thinking? 

My answer is that a country, a serious compa-
ny, even creative individuals are in great need 
for the development and implementation of ap-
propriate strategies. We can be sure that when 
the international system will be reset, the ones 
to firstly cross the finish line will be those who 
are deliberately building their course, while the 

The Current Geostrategic World-wide Outlook 
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losers will abandon or will be diverted from the 
road or they will incidentally and tiredly find 
open doors to the new world. Those who prefer 
passiveness and expectation, aspiring to survival 
on the short term instead of taking collaborative 
and constructive actions, separate from the sys-
tem, for a medium and long term, can be con-
vinced that they are part of the group of losers. 
Therefore, in order to meet the challenges of the 
current phase of development of the world and 
get on the podium of renewals, the need for 
change is to be understood and accepted. But 
not only that – states, companies, all the political, 
social and economic players will have to join this 
race, not by maintaining privileges, but by pur-
suing innovative institutional, organizational 
projects, better rules and competitive standards. 
Remember that Fukuyama has argued, since 
2003-2004, that there was need for a recon-
struction of nation-states, for the strengthening 
of their role in the international system.  

Neither anarchy, nor the chaos in the interna-
tional system should inhibit or censor the strate-
gic thinking of states and companies. We can al-
ready see that Washington’s decisions, which are 
pursuing exclusively American purposes, have 
boosted the appetite for internationalization and 
taking the initiative in the globalization process 
of some states aspiring to become global powers. 
Some leaders of the EU countries have under-
stood that the organization must become more 
cohesive, coherent and effective, so as to be able 
to cope with the growing aspirations of their citi-
zens and with the changes in the world. But, an-
choring in the management of multiple interde-
pendencies, interconnectivity, technology and an 
increased speed of change requires a constant 
strategy of the international market players and 
especially of the states pursuing these goals. Ad-
vocating for such a strategic approach to the 
portrayed realities, including for the existence of 
a country’s strategy, we want to push participa-
tion in the above mentioned process of change, 
calling for a reasonable attitude, constructive, 
collaborative and peaceful instead of a chaotic, 
random attitude, possibly generating conflicts. 

The dynamics of the current socio-economic 
processes along with the complex global interde-

pendence and unpredictable international sys-
tem induce a permanent sense of crisis to states 
and market operators. Which is why public and 
private managers are mainly focused on the cur-
rent situation, they are absorbed by analyses 
and cost-benefit strategies. In most cases, politi-
cal leaders or government policy makers do the 
same. It is particularly the case of those who do 
not perceive the crisis as an opportunity, but on-
ly as a threat, so that they are dominated by de-
fensiveness and overlook prospective analyses. 
In such situations, it is recommended to pursue 
both adaptive strategies and strategies of rea-
lignment to some possible paths of evolution. 
This presupposes the existence of a functional 
perspective on the content and process of 
change. The history of the instability stages indi-
cates that fear and uncertainty to the possible 
foreign impulses of change can occur, as well as 
concern that short-term operations could lead to 
unintended effects or even consequences that 
would affect positive development on the medi-
um and long term. Therefore, it is necessary to 
have a strategy of change that would be continu-
ously monitored and improved along the devel-
opment of events, according to the methodology 
of the “alive strategy”. The effort to realign cre-
ates strategic implications that the leaders and 
managers must take into account. 

Both adaptation and realignment involve an 
effort to enhance and strengthen the potential to 
act on the market or, in the case of countries, to 
provide internal support and mobilization to 
face regional and international challenges. Such 
actions are often accompanied by the search and 
development of alliances and partnerships. 
There may frequently occur the need to enter ad
-hoc coalitions. Or, in such circumstances, the 
“alive strategy” proves to be very successful, 
standing at the basis of the entire process of rea-
lignment. In short, this kind of strategic ap-
proach involves the construction or existence of 
a concept on the positioning and action in an al-
liance/partnership, which would mean that the 
future can be imagined. At the same time, lead-
ers and/or managers must have a realistic un-
derstanding of the differences in capabilities and 
distances that separate players. Based on the 
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present potential and on the predicted one, as 
well as on the perception of opportunities to net-
work with other players/partners, a map of the 
changes that are going to happen in the organi-
zation and system/subsystem can be imagined, 
which allows leaders and/or managers to estab-
lish the necessary resources and commitments 
to be included in the process of change. And, of 
course, it makes it possible to draw up the cata-
log of actions that must be taken for an efficient 
achievement of objectives. Because such strate-
gy processes do not follow some mechanical 
schemes, it is understandable that their origina-
tors and makers will have to consider the socio-
human aspects involved. This means that those 
responsible for these strategies must redefine 
the role and responsibilities of departments and 
employees, prepare them to assume changes, 
create new criteria and standards to be assessed 
and, eventually, even implement changes at the 
organizational/institutional/state level etc. 

David E. Apter claimed that being modern 
means seeing see life as alternatives, preferences 
and choices. For some people, however, moder-

nity means only keeping up with the current 
trends or even simply imitating the style that 
appears to be the most strident. As far as we are 
concerned, we believe modernization means 
both improving the selected conditions and care-
fully selecting the best mechanisms leading to 
the most beneficial choice. Including in times 
dominated by turmoil and uncertainty, a true 
leader does not give up looking for his country’s 
or company’s optimal development course on 
the medium and long term, as he is responsible 
for its fate in front of the citizens or sharehold-
ers. Therefore, I think the losers of the G-Zero 
phase will be only those who refuse to see the 
reality of the complex process of changing the 
world or those who will not have a viable strate-
gy to restructure or even rebuild new institu-
tions, rules and standards to promote develop-
ment and societal modernization. 

The article was published in “Piaţa Financiară”, 
May 2018, p. 34-35 and Europunkt 13 June, being 
republished with the kind acceptance of the au-
thor.  
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Exclusive interview for Geostrategic Pulse  
With  dr. Jonathan Eyal – International Direc-

tor  RUSI 
The prevailing current international context 

   The events that took place on the American 
stage and internationally since the current US 
president took office were characterised directly 
and indirectly by a quite different mindset and 
political action as compared to what we were ac-
customed before with regard to the behaviour of 
the great political leaders of the democratic 
world. I am taking into account the controversial 
issues Donald Trump generated and had to man-
age within his White House staff as well as those 
with significant impact on the American society 
on the whole and on the American actual interna-
tional foreign and security policy. Even if the ana-
lysts interpreted all that on the background of the 
unpredictable nature of his 
personality and of his reflex-
es typical to business envi-
ronment, we find out in spite 
of this  that such type of policymaking is already 
beginning to produce effects. Practically, it is easy 
to identify a wide and diversified range of conse-
quences both in the USA and internationally so 
that we can say now that on the panoply of the 
American presidents a ”Trump phenomenon” of 
global amplitude starts to take the lead. 

  On this introductory background, we would like 
to have, for the Geostrategic Pulse’s readers, your 
opinions on the following questions:    

 Geostrategic Pulse (GP): It is possible that Don-
ald Trump, by his still entirely unrevealed abili-
ties, succeeds in winning his second term. Ques-
tion: in such a case, could we really speak of a 
”Trump era” that, as of now, imposes major 
unpredictable shifts in what concern the es-
sence and layout of a new architecture of the 
international geopolitics? What would be the 
main supporting pillars of that architecture 
which might be identified in his strategic pro-

jects ?  
Dr. Jonathan Eyal (J.E.):  As long as Donald 

Trump has only a four
-year mandate one 
may speak of Mr 
Trump as being a sort 
of a totally distinct 
phenomenon and not 
a part of a tendency or 
of a political trend in 
the United States. Yet 
if we reach a situation 
whereby Mr Trump 
wins the elections for 
another mandate, 

namely he is the President of the United State for 
a eight-year period, then I really think the shifts 
in the United States’ world position will be mas-
sive. And they will be massive from certain 
points of view: 

- first of all, a total 
abandon of the idea of 
coalitions and alliances 
as the United States’ 

base system for the world security. Mr Trump is 
the first president of the United States, probably 
since 1920s, since  Calvin Coolidge who simply 
does not believe in alliances. He sees the allianc-
es as a burden for the United States’ security and 
not a force multiplyer as it is called,  not a multi-
plication of the United States’ strategic options. 
It is a radical different position from the Ameri-
can political class, at least after the WWII. And, 
from this point of view, if  Mr Trump wins the 
second electoral campaign, then we have to 
acknowledge that the United States changed 
probably irrevocably. We will be witnesing not a 
country vanishing from the world stage, I think 
people are wrong, namely those who say that Mr 
Trump cancels in a way the United States’ posi-
tion on the world stage, not at all. On the contra-
ry, Mr Trump will be more aggresive interna-
tionally, he will be much more clearer  in impos-
ing the United States’ position on the issues of 
the international security. Nevertheless, he will 

Mr Trump simply does not believe 
in allainces 
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be very selective, namely the idea that the Unit-
ed States is a main pillar of a security and inter-
national law order as it was conceived in 1945 
will vanish. In this respect it seems to me that 
the next presidential elections in the United 
States will be of major importance. 

G.P.: How do you see the developments on a 
medium and long run of the current European 
and Euro-Atlantic alliances (EU and NATO) in the 
light of the ever increased adversity between Ger-
many and the USA? We bear in mind the policy 
steadily promoted by Ms Angela Merkel of dis-
missing the USA’s political influence in Europe, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, the open econom-
ic war of the USA vs. the EU. At the same time, the 
amplitude of Russia’s destabilizing actions today 
are no longer an unknown for the developments 
of the two alliances.    

J.E.: Immediately after Great Britain voted to 
leave  the European Union, there was a relief 
feeling at the level of the European Union, as the 
idea was that Great Britain was a hurdle for the 
European security structures and once Great 
Britain exits we can now proceed with edifying 
the necessary structures. Truth is that nothing 
happened and nothing will happen. There are 
certain very important questions to be an-
swered to before one can seriously discuss of a 
purely European defense structure. Clearly, the 
number one problem is obvious (for me it is not 
obvious) that the governments which were not 
ready to contibute more to the common NATO 
will be all of a sudden extremely ready to spend 
more on a purely European structure. A second 
problem is that for a purely European structure 
to work it is clear that a differentiation among 
the small and big states be made. It is impossible 
for a 28-state structure to make unanimous de-
cisions during a major crisis. If we look at the 
undercover struggle on the security structures 
in Europe, it is essential that 
one of the disputes is exactly 
over the share the big states 
will have in comparison with 
the small states in this Europe-
an structure. And, the third issue is how will the 
vacuum existing in the defense structures will be 
filled if the United States vanishes as supreme 

guarantor of the European security. This is so 
big and so difficult to compensate that we can 
probably speak of decades until we will succeed 
in filling it. For me, the danger in the coming 
years is not that an European structure will 
overshadow NATO, I don’t think this is im-
portant, the main danger is that we could fall in 
a very dangerous zone a period of several years 
whereby the guarantee of Art, 5 of the Wash-
ington Treaty of the North-Atlantic alliance is 
not considered any longer as being applicable  
due to the doubts raised by the president of the 
United States while, at the same time, the Euro-
pean structures cannot match the necessities of 
the continent. And, if we think well, that would 
be the president Putin’s greatest triumph as he 
would reach the discreditation of the North-
Atlantic Alliance without having in front of him 
any serious structure of European security. So, 
my fear is not that NATO will collapse, but if 
NATO continues to exist without substance 
while at the same time an European security 
structure without substance will emerge on the 
stage. This seems to me the most dangerous and 
probably the most realistic scenario for the com-
ing years. 

G.P.: How can the defense of the European mem-
ber states’ independence and sovereignty  be 
achieved against a potential and declared threat 
of the current political leadership in the Kremlin ?   

J.E.: I think we should be: 

- first of all, aware that the main problem we 
have is not the so-called Northern flank of the 
Allinace but the southern flank. We hear all the 
time discussions of the danger threatening the 
Baltic countries. I do understand very well that, 
the Baltic countries are small and vulnerable. So, 
I do not deny the fact they need defense struc-
tures and much more serious defense yet at the 
same time I have to mention that all the chal-

lenges to the European security 
that have taken place during the 
last years were on the Southern 
flank and not on the Northern 

flank of the alliance. Here we have the 2008 at-
tack against Georgia, the 2014 invasion of 
Ukraine, the 2015 Russian military intervention 
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in Syria and all took place on the Southern struc-
tures of the North-Atlantic Allinace without 
mentioning even an open war or an overt con-
frontation between Turkey and Russia which 
took place also on the Southern flank of the alli-
ance. So, first of all, if we want to create a struc-
ture to deter Russia,  we have to keep in mind 
the geographical position. Russia is looking more 
towards the South currently 
than to the North; 

- secondly, we should not be 
afraid of our shadow. The 
danger is not a massive invasion of Russian 
tanks and troops into the heart of the European 
continent as the scenario went during the Cold 
War. The main issue is a Moscow’s very concen-
trated and well organized policy of discreditting 
the Nort-Atlantic Allince and the European Un-
ion. The conclusion drawn from the crisis in 
Ukraine is that the European Union is consid-
ered by Moscow as being the same type of ene-
my as NATO. Therefore, the main point is to 
maintain the joint security guarantee we have 
within the North-Atlantic Allince that means that 
although we will have more disputes with 
Trumps’ Washington, more disputes with the 
United States, we have to do everything possible 
to avoid any response to this challenge and of 
continuing of having full confidence in  the North
-Atlantic Alliance. I do repeat, I can’t see a purely  
European structure that may compensate in any 
way the military capacities the United States can 
offer and more than that, I think the transfer, if 
we reach this point, from a NATO defense struc-
ture to a purely European structure, will be the 
invitation for Moscow to try a new initiative for 
adventurism and to try   to see how much he can 
get.  

G.P.: Can the European Project and the alli-
ance with the United States be still saved from 
Russia’s anti-Western media propaganda? 

J.E.: Yes, and I am much more optimistic here 
from several points of view. Firstly because in 
the end the structures or what Moscow offers as 
vision does not tempt our youth and if we think 
well and ask any youngster in Europe, in any 
country in Europe, where he would like to live, 

where he would prefer to go, where he would 
prefer to study, very few of them would say they 
would go to Russia. Therefore we are not in the 
1920s – 19303 when certain persons were 
wrongly believing that Moscow represents hu-
manity’s future. From this point of view, I do not 
think that what Mr Putin can offer is so attrac-
tive propagandistically. What they do, what they 

did since more than 100 
years, what the Bolsheviks 
did from the very first day 
they took over power  in 
Russia in 1917, namely 

slanders, lies and propaganda with the main 
purpose of destroying the credibility of the Eu-
ropean credibility. I think France in the electoral 
campaign of president Macron showed very 
clearly that there is the possibility of responding 
very energetically to these initiatives of under-
mining the electoral systems for instance and of 
having a very clear in media terms. I think that 
what is happening in Moldova, such as terminat-
ing the possibilities of some TV channels in Rus-
sian of continuing their propaganda on Mol-
dova’s territory does not seem to me extremely  
democratic yet it seems to me very justifiable 
having in mind the circumstances of this state. 
So I think in general we should fear less the so-
called censorship, we have to have a clear posi-
tion and yes, we have to invest, too, in the propa-
ganda effort. I think that after the Cold War we 
are all running away from any propaganda ef-
fort, the radio and TV stations remained totally 
in the hands of the market forces and there is no 
political structure to think of these subjects. I 
think we should reanalyze this situation. Many 
of the gratest gains Russia and the Russian prop-
aganda obtained were exactly because we let 
them seize the media system believing that eve-
rything can be left at the market hand. And I re-
peat there are many possibilities of responding 
and I think if we reach the stage of an ideas war 
we win as we won the Cold War because in the 
end what Mr Putin has to offer is not attractive 
to the majority of the Europeans. 

P.G.: If the American voters’ reaction rejects the 
”Trump era” (a second term), could that trigger 
major shifts in in what concern the USA’s political 

What Mr Putin can offer is not 
attractive propagandistically 
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future on a medium and long run?  

J.E.: I think it is possible, all depends as al-
ways on what the conclusions will be in the Unit-
ed States, why Mr Trump lost an attempt to win 
a new mandate. Namely if he loses because he 
was opposed by a leader who articulated a new 
United States’ idea, who returns to a system of 
international alliances and to rigorously defend 
the international law, then it is possible that his-
tory remembers Mr Trump as being a four-year 
occurrence rather than being a new tendency in 
the United States. Yet if the result is that Mr 
Trump simply looses in front of an American 
president who more or less continues with the 
same ideas, then it is possible that the personali-
ties change has not too much of a significance. 
Let us not forget that certain tendencies existed 
during the period of president Obama, the so-
called great internationalist, so much admired 
by the center and the left circles in the world. It 
remains the reality that Mr Obama did not do 
anything for the conflict in Syria, and more than 
that he threatened to do something and then 
abandoned his threats, something few American 
presidents did before and then, when the con-
flict in Ukraine occurred, Mr Obama began by 
declaring what he will not do rather than saying 
what he will do in that conflict. For instance say-
ing that he will not intervene militarily in any 
case, but what he will do positively. Therefore, 
there are certain isolationist tendencies in the 
United States for a longer period. Everything de-
pends on who will replace president Trump. So, 
for the time being, the issue remains open, 
whether Trump’s policy is a tendency for a long-
er period or it is merely an electoral nonsense. 

G.P.: The idea according to which the current in-
ternational geopolitical kaleidoscope made that 
what the West won at the end of the Cold War it is 
losing now as a result of the inter-
nal discord and the rise of illiberal 
platforms is already taking hold 
among many analysts in the West-
ern world. Moreover, the obvious rising to power 
in Eastern and Central Europe and the enhance-
ment of more and more aggressive, illiberal and 
defiant groups/parties that reject the observance 
of European and Euro-Atlantic democratic norms, 

values and principles  once considered non-
negotiable may create even the premises of quit-
ting the coordinates of the democratic system and 
the rule of law. Question: Could these aspects 
mark the permanent end of liberalism? 

J.E.: I think that the liberal idea, as idea, is 
presently under siege not because the liberal 
traditions or the liberal opinions were discredit-
ed but more because we witness once more a 
seriously enough dispute on the system of values 
of our society, the fairplay feeling and the exist-
ing access to the common resources. More than 
25 years passed since the fall of communism, a 
period of important economic growth which 
nevertheless raised new questions about the so-
cial order, about the existing social justice. And 
from this point of view, I think we are witnessing 
a general European crisis which is not linked on-
ly to certain parts. There is, at the same time, a 
beginning of a new Europe’s division, with cer-
tain countries of Central and Eastern Europe 
showing a new attitude, maybe more authoritar-
ian  of the governance system, namely a general 
idea that a strong hand is important for govern-
ing a state. That is seen at Warsaw in Poland, 
and is seen in Hungary and there are certain ele-
ments in Romania, too, with certain xenophobic 
nuances and maybe anti-semite which appear 
such as for instance the Soros campaign, as So-
ros became a sort of boo-boo for all this area. I 
think, nevertheless, that these are not tenden-
cies that will become permanent, I think there 
are big differences among the positions of the 
right wing parties in Poland and the positions of 
the right wing parties in Hungary due to histori-
cal reasons. Poland’s history is very different 
from Hungary’s. I am worried of what it is going 
on in Hungary because the things that happen in 
Hungary are not happening in other states, a 

kind of total seizing of the elec-
toral system by a party, a sort of 
total writing off of an active op-
position, as the only serious op-

position to Mr Orban is an extreme right  party, a  
more extremist one than his party. The tradi-
tional subjects which see the Hungarian nation 
as an eternal victim of history, the state which is 
continuously victimized, non-understood, and 

Hungary is presently 
too small a country  
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unjustly treated by the neighbours are perpetu-
ated. I do not think the history repeats itself ex-
actly the same way for the simple reason that 
Hungary is presently too small a nation, alt-
hough Mr Orban tries to rec-
reate the old alliances with 
Austria or with Germany, yet 
we are not going back to the 
1920s – 1930s and I think  that the revisionism 
of the traditional style as it was conceived dur-
ing the inter-war period cannot come back 
again. Yet there is a serious problem, namely the 
problem whether the governance system in the 
former communist countries will become one 
exactly similar to the governments of the West-
ern countries or we assist here to the creation of 
a new political system totally different in the re-
spective area. I think it is too early to draw con-
clusions, we see tendencies in both directions. 
Paradoxically, I am optimistic in Romania’s case. 
I think there is a problem with all these states, 
which is a purely electoral problem: a massive 
migration towards the western countries took 
place in all these states, mainly young people 
and people of  certain professions. The majority 
of these people does not have a real  right to vote 
in their original country, for instance the Roma-
nian citizens outside Romania can elect 5-6 dep-
uties in the Chamber of Deputies only, a pittance 
for 3-4 or maybe even 5 million of Romanians in 
dispora. Something manifest and very clear from 
the very beginning that banned a group of Ro-
manians from the electoral system. The remain-
ing people in Romania are destitute, older peo-
ple, people with less financial possibilities repre-
senting now the majority of the electorate. The 
result is the creation of a dependent political 
system through which the ones who are elected 
are those who promise higher pensions or better 
social improvements than those who promise a 
more developed society, a society for the XXI 
century, a society with new economic initiatives. 
This outcome is visible in Hungary, in Poland 
and in Romania, therefore an electorate some-
what older and with less material possibilities 
than the traditional national average would be. 
And that has consequences, it is very good for 
center left parties or populist center right par-
ties but it is not good for a healthy democracy in 

the future.  

P.G.: We kindly ask you to comment the Is-
lamic radicalism by relating the radical move-

ments to the state of prove-
nance and to the relations 
with the political power and 
seen as a current of a national, 

regional or global ideological horizon. 

J.E.: I think there is a certain restraint espe-
cially in the western countries or an attempt of 
being politically correct of not mentioning the 
factor of Islamic radicalism for not creating a 
permanent danger. Yet the truth remains that 
the problems we have in Europe with the Islamic 
radicalism are at the end of the day problems of 
the failure of the multinational model. We never 
had in Europe a multinational structure, we had 
nations that developed separately. That is we 
had 3, 4, 5 representatives of nations in Great 
Britain that evolved separately, with very little 
in common. Therefore the multinational struc-
tures which were so well rated in the 1970s-
1980s, the years with high immigration, created 
in fact the closed ghettos  in France and various 
slams at the outskirts of the towns in England 
where minorities and emigrants only live alt-
hough everybody speaks all the time about how 
multicultural the British society is. Nevertheless 
we must remember that the number of those 
who are adepts of violence is small, if we spek of 
percentage is less than 0.1% of all Muslims in 
Europe. What seems more problematic to me is 
the fact that many of them have social tenden-
cies which are still far away fromthose of the 
general society. In a way Mr Orban in Hungary 
was right in a sense, namely that in a serious dis-
cussion about the European values and if these 
values are applicable to all citizens living on this 
continent, such a discussion is very necessary 
and it must be an open one and without taboos, 
a discussion whereby we have to be very clear 
and say that 100 years passed since struggling  
for the equality of women and should we accept 
in the XXIst century that women walk on the 
street wrapped like mummies and their eyes 
hidden, is that what we have struggled for? We 
struggled 100 years for an open educational sys-
tem and oriented towars scientific progress and 

Paradoxically, I am optimis-
tic in Romania’s case 
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ended up sending our children to religious 
schools wher boys and girls are kept in separate 
seats? I think the French have a clearer explana-
tion ans Mr Macron speaks of obscurantism 
which seems to me a very clear explanation 
since obscurantism could be in all religions. And 
yes, obscurantism as idea should be countered in 
my opinion in all European countries. 

How big the terrorism problem is it is difficult to 
say. It is obviously a problem and I am sorry to 
say that more people die in road accidents than 
in terrorist attacks so we have to keep a certain 
proportion when analyzing what is going on. It is 
not true that Europe is completely ablaze and 
that every street you go may be blown up, it is 
true there is danger , it is true our life has been 
changed. All searchings taking place at every 
public place you go remind you how much out 
life changed. All these are true. But it is also true 
that the chances a person in Europe be killed in a 
terrorist attack are much smaller than dieing in 
a car accident. What seems to me a much bigger 
problem is is the problem of immigration in the 
future and the possibility of keeping the Europe-
an borders and here we are in a 
dangerous situation as nobody, no 
European leader was courageous 
enough to approach the problems of 
immigration as they bare. It is a problem that 
probably will linger on for another 100 years 
and it is a problem that in the end we will have 
to close the borders of the continent not because 
we are racists but precisely because to remain at 
the point whereby we can assimilate the ethnical 
groups we have on our territory. 

P.G.: How do you see the possible evolution 
and the perspectives of the evolution of the situa-
tion in Ukraine? 

J.E.: Personally I think that for the moment 
Mr Putin continues to believe he won, in the 
sense he controls the initiative, he may escalate 
this conflict and if his initiative fails he me de-
escalate rapidly without paying a price. That is 
we did not reach the situation whereby we con-
vince the Russian president  that if he makes an-
other manoeuvre in Ukraine he will have to pay 
an irreversible price. From this point of view, the 

initiative of escalation in Ukraine remains in the 
Russians’ hands in a way and, although every-
body denies that resolutely, a new frozen con-
flict emerged, a frozen conflict including an im-
portant part of Eastern Ukraine which paralyzes 
Ukraine exactly as Putin wanted from the begin-
ning. Putin’s idea is that on a long run the West 
will simply get tired of a Ukraine unable to re-
form itself,unable to advance economically and 
will abandon this state and leave it to the Rus-
sian sphere of influence. Surely this is Putin’s 
calculation on a long run. I think he is wrong as 
Crimea’s annexation eliminated more than 2 mil-
lions Russian speaking voters of Ukraine. So, I 
don’t see how from a purely mathematical point 
of view a chance of a pro-Russian president be 
elected in Kiev because two million citizens who 
would have voted a pro-Russian president are 
no longer there. In a way, Russia’s aggression 
guaranteed a Ukraine that will be Rusia’s enemy 
for all eternity and that will not accept to stay in 
Russia’s sphere og influence. The question is if 
this Ukraine will remain permanently a kind of 
buffer state between the West and Russia, a kind 

of no man’s land or if we will suc-
ceed, after a period of time,  in 
incorporating it into the Europe-
an security structures and eco-

nomic prosperity. For the time being I do not 
have great hopes looking at the way the political 
class in Kiev acts and seeing that many times 
they are unable to to accept to escape their his-
torical patterns, for instance the relation with 
Moldova, the security cooperation with Moldova 
is almost completely missing and that allows 
Moscow to play a game in Transnistria and an-
other game in Donbass for instance and to har-
ass both states at the same time. While for in-
stance the Transnistrian problem could have 
been easily solved through a close cooperation 
between Moldova and Ukraine during the past 
25 years. It did not happen and did not happen 
as a result of the lack of vision of the men who 
ruled in Kiev and it is not happening now either. 
The problem of the serious injury in Ukraine’s 
body is the annexation of Crimea and the occu-
pation of Donbass, I do understand it, yet if they 
remain obssessed with this issue, if the parlia-
ment in Kiev spend all their time only discussing 

A new frozen conflict 
emerged 
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how to recover these lost territories and   do not 
think at all of economic reforms and all the other 
things that should be done, they do not do any-
thing but playing into Russia’s game. I am very 
pessimistic about future evolutions in Ukraine 
yet I am very optimistic about one thing, that no 
pro-Russian government will ever be in Kiev, but 
I am not optimistic at all about what the out-
come of Ukraine’s problem will be. 

P.G.: Speaking of the Middle East, we find out a dy-
namic concern of both the Arab community and 
the State of Israel for rethinking the security alli-
ances and the political evaluations to the effect of 
a coming closer and normalization of the rela-
tions. The Arab monarchies in the Gulf and Israel 
are evoking, for backing this regional status-quo, 
the threat the offensive and expansionist policy 
the Iranian theocratic regime is promoting. What 
are, in your opinion, the chances and how close 
are they that, after 70 years of hostility and war 
in the Middle East a real, just and durable  peace 
be instated, including between the Palestinians 
and the Israelis?  

 

J.E.: The Middle East 
changed during the last 
years especially since the 
so-called 2011 ”Arab spring” – the so-called 
spring because it turned into a winter – yet new 
situations were created in the sense that there is 
a new alliance in the area. In a way, the Palestini-
an-Israeli conflict is not the most important con-
flict at the moment, there are other more im-
portant conflicts, in principal the conflict be-
tween Iran and the Arab countries but also a 
conflict between the traditional countries, tradi-
tional monarchies and countries that are more 
radical from this point of view in the area. Men-
tion should be made of two things: the first one 
is that the main quetion will be if we have a 
change of government in Iran allowing Iran to 
become a normal state in the area, a state that 
can cooperate with the neighbours, as it was 
during the Shah’s time. We forget the fact that 
the Shah was not a friend of the Arab countries, 
there were rivalries and confrontations all the 
time during the respective period yet the rival-

ries were kept in a certain frame and the Shah 
knew very well when he should not cross the 
line, something we do not see now. The question 
for me is whether we will have a change of gov-
ernment, which is in my opinion possible in Iran. 
The domestic contradictions, the social disputes, 
the economic disputes taking place there, the 
economic crissis have a factor. I know people tell 
me all the time such a thing will never happen 
yet they are sometimes the same people who 
said communism will never fall in Europe and 
that lasted as long as the regime of ayatolahs in 
Iran if we analyze it from a time perspective. So, 
nothing is impossible from this point of view, it 
is possible a change of government happens. If 
not, the question is whether there will be a mili-
tary direct conflict between the United States or 
a coalition of states led by the United States and 
Iran. I think that the chances are even, of 50%, 
there is a very real likelihood for a military con-
flict.  

Saying these things I think it is a mistake on the 
part of the Israeli leaders to believe that a kind 
of de facto alliance between them and the Arab 

monarchies means that the 
Palestinian problem is 
solved and should be fur-
ther ignored for a unlim-

ited period. I think they make a big mistake if 
they imagine they will reach such a situation. 
What happened is the fact that Israel is more 
and more defended by fences, by anti-missiles 
shield and is threatened from everywhere. So it 
is probaby safer as a state than it ever was. Yet 
paradoxically the people, the population is less 
safe today from a personal point of view than it 
was much time before. I do not think one can 
live on a long term with neigbours attacking you 
with missiles and with troubles at the frontiers 
from all points of view, all the time, permanent-
ly. Israel makes a big mistake of not using the 
current situation for progressing in the issue of 
an arrangement with the Palestinians; there are 
nevertheless chances of having such an arrange-
ment now. But I repeat, for the moment the main 
problem will be Iran and maybe the Russian po-
sition in the area. Mention should be made that 
Russia’s reentering in the area is not a repetition 

The Middle East changed during 
the last years  
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of the USSR position in the 
1970s. Mr Putin was very 
skillful this time by not 
making an alliance of anti-
western countries, he has 
good relations with Iran 
and Saudi Arabia, with 
Turkey and Israel. There-
fore, with all the countries; 
it is a completely different 
position than the position 
the Soviet Union had in the 
1960s-1970s and Mr Putin 
was very smart in playing 
these cards since more 
time and obtained a much 
more important position 
for Russia in the Middle East. Proof is that in 
case of Syria, Russia is paradoxically a better in-
terlocutor for Israel than the United States – 
presently, something very strange at first sight. 
So we see a much different Middle East, very dif-
ferent of what it was during the last 10 years, 
practically not as we did expect when the young 
people   emerged on the streets in 2011 and we 
believed it is a kind of repetition of the 1989 
miracle year in Europe. 

P.G.: During July 1 1 th-12th, a new NATO summit 
will take place in Brussels where the president 
Donald Trump will attend. What will be in your 
opinion the results of this summit on the back-
ground of the White House’s discontent concern-
ing the non-allotment of 2% of GDP for defense by 
an important number of NATO states?  In the 
same context, how do you see Great Britain’s fur-
ther contribution to the European defense after 
Brexit?   

J.E.: We should do everything for avoiding a 
dispute such as the one we had in Canada among 
the allied countries. That is it does not depend 
on us  only, it depends on the president Trump, 
too. Yet I think it is indisputable that rich coun-
tries such as Norway for instance or Germany, 
with massive yearly fiscal surpluses do not pay 
their dues for the common European security. It 
is not about lack of money, it is about lack of will. 
So I am still optimistic in the sense that the pres-
ident of the United States was let say rather 

tough, let us say less conven-
tional in the way he expressed 
his opinion yet the truth re-
mains in the sense that coun-
tries such as Romania were 
awaken  from their sleep by 
the American criticism and 
performed their duty. It is real 
that when president Trump 
took office there were four 
countries only in the alliance 
allotting 2% of GDP for de-
fense and now 8 states, maybe 
9 will reach that level, so dou-
ble afte one year in office of 
president Trump, something 
that seems to me worth of con-

sideration. Nevertheless, at the same time we 
should remember that in spite of  all the criti-
cism expressed by Mr Trump, up to now the 
American Pentagon has more troops in Europe 
today than it had during the Obama mandate, 
the amounts the United States spents in Europe 
increased, so the American Congress voted larg-
er funds for the European Union. In practical 
terms, the United States’ investments in the Eu-
ropean defense increase during Trump period. 
Maybe Mr Trump is not aware of that yet it is a 
good thing and this is the truth. I do not remem-
ber a period of the history of the alliance where-
by the alliance decided during a summit to repo-
sition troops and which, after a year, was ful-
filled exactly. Multinational forces were de-
ployed in the Baltic countries a year after the re-
spective decision, that thing happened and con-
tinues to happen. So we have now troops de-
ployed in three countries plus Poland, plus Ro-
mania, we have military drills, military manoeu-
vres taking place now, we have researches on 
the logistical problems for deploying new 
troops. So NATO is doing now things it did not 
do since many years on and that happens daily. 
Therefore, I would say let’s be optimistic a bit, I 
do acknowledge the issue of military budgets is 
an acute problem, I do acknowledge the United 
States president’s criticism should be taken ex-
treemely seriously, I acknowledge there is a 
small danger the NATO summit becomes anoth-
er dispute point among the members of the alli-



 

17 

Geostrategic Pulse, No 263,264, Friday 20 July 2018                                                                                          www.ingepo.ro 

ance yet, at the same time, I want to say that 
never in the history NATO   moved so cleverly 
and so rapidly as it did in the last few years and 
responded to threats, to the Russian danger 
much more skillfully, much more flexible than as 
it ever did in the past.  I would therefore say the 
glass is half full, not half empty.  

P.G.: What about Great Britain? 

J.E.: As far as Great Britain is concerned, 
there should be no change in theory. As the Brit-
tons use to say all the time, we leave the Europe-
an Union but do not leave Europe. Nobody 
speaks of an isolation policy, and those who vot-
ed for an exit from the European Union  did not 
suggest for a moment an issue of isolation. More 
that that, there is a national consensul that Great 
Britain will continue and try to be a power inter-
nationally and to maintain its initiatives. Let us 
not forget as well that our state, as permanent 
member of the Security Council of the United Na-
tions depends nevertheless on the possibility of 
having an international presence in military is-
sues. I think the question will be how the coop-
eration structures in Europe will be created after 
we leave the European Union. What we have to 
find is a system in which Great Britain will obvi-
ously not be at the negotiations table of the Eu-
ropean Union yet is should remain in permanent 
consultations with the European Union because 
if the European Union thinks it will decide how 
to respond to a crisis in the future without con-
sulting Great Britain and after that goes to Lon-
don and ask for Great Britain’s support for a po-
sition decided within the European Union with-
out consulting Great Britain, this won’t  work. So, 
we have to be very clear. I do acknowledge, the 
initiative of leaving the European Union is ours, 
a personally recognize that as being a mistake 
but once the decision was made, I think it is in 
the common interest of all Europeans to mini-
malize as much as possible the strategic impact 
of this unfortunate decision and I think it is not 
difficult to devise a security system whereby this 
reality is present. What it would be very tragic is 
to witness once more the coming back to the 
conflict, to the competition between the Europe-
an Union and NATO on which is the more beauti-
ful structure in Europe. That was mere nonsense 

and a waste of time. I hope we succeed in avoid-
ing such a situation. 

For compliance, interview taken by Corneliu Pi-
variu, in London, on 10th of July,10 2018. Title 
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Exclusive interview for Geostrategic Pulse  

With  dr. Niclolas Redman – IISS  - Londra 

 

The prevailing current international context 

The events that took place on the American sta-
ge and internationally since the current US pre-
sident took office were characterised directly 
and indirectly by a quite different mindset and 
political action as compared to what we were 
accustomed before with regard to the behaviour 
of the great political leaders of the democratic 
world. The American president seems so far to 
undermine the rules-based international order. 
We see a split with the Europeans, the prospects 
of a ”deal” on the Israeli-Palestinian issue is pure 
fantasy and Iran is more likely to restart urani-
um enrichment than embrace democracy. The 
rules-based international order turned into one 
of trade wars, nuclear proliferation, fractured 
alliances and regional conflicts. America’s 
truthwortyness was damaged by the ”master ne-
gotiator”. His trade policy is a relentless assault 
on multileteralism as the trade system will be 
unable to enforce new rules or forge new ones.  

Question: The term ”America first” applied 
on the letterhead of the Trump Administration’s 
foreign policy vision generated already primari-
ly conflicted effects and reactions from part of 
the international community and mainly from 
America’s European allies such as the European 
Union, G7 or the Arab world community. And the 
sparks that ignited this state of affairs are to be 
found mostly in Donald Trump’s decisions of re-
cognizing Jerusalem as Israel’s sole and indivisi-
ble capital, of unilaterally terminating the 5+1 
Treaty signed with Iran in 2015 or imposing 
protectionist tarrif barriers to foreign partners, 
especially from Europe. In what horizon – pessi-
mistic, uncertainty or hope can be the future of 
these relations be placed? Will we witness a 
commercial and political “casus belli”? And what 
are the leverages the European community has 

for maintaining its unity and for asserting at the 
same time the identitarian solidity? What are the 
chances that ”America first” turns into ”America 
alone”?  

Answer: It took more than a year for the 
president to assemble a team properly in his 
image. The first one in particular took a year or 
more to find its feet. We have had signals from 
the very first day, namely the Trans Pacific Trea-
ty, then a very early move of  imposing a travel 
ban for some nationalities, the notification con-
cerning Paris Climate Agreement, Jerusalem, tra-
de wars. A pessimistic horizon? It depends on 
what happens in a couple of years, whether it is 

a one-term presidency or 
a two-term presidency. 
We are not there. We can-
not say yet. In what con-
cern the trade war,  the 
European approach this 
time around is different 
from the position the Eu-
ropeans and Japan took in 

the early 1970s  when Richard Nixon imposed 
import tariffs. It is possible the Europeans have 
less appetite to negotiate most standing on prin-
ciples than it was the case in the 1970s, although 
it would be easiest for everyone if the president 
did not do anything. I think the European calcu-
lations of negotiations abiding by the rules in a 
set way as we see them acting now in the EU27 
approach to the negotiations with the UK and 
they are strong enough to get precisely the deal 
they want. In terms of negotiating with the US on 
trade I wonder if a slightly more accommodating 
from part of the Europeans might save us trou-
ble down the line. But we won’t know that for a 
while. We will witness a commercial and politi-
cal casus belli going down but we are not at the 
point we can’t say for a while this is the time a 
trade war happened but we are looking at tariffs 
being traded now than rather  simply goods and 
I’m not sure  where that ends. I suspect that  the 
consequences of that would be that at the mar-
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gins  there will be less trade, sometimes some 
goods will not be traded much cross-borders  
and more production will be used domestically 
in the United States and possibly some trading 
partners will take out the United States which 
will be trading less while Europe and China  will 
still trade quite a lot with each other for instan-
ce.  

I think the EU will be united not only in the tra-
de relations with the United States and I really 
don’t see any significant eruptions within the EU 
27 mainly on question of the trans-Atlantic tra-
de, maybe indicative Poland, maybe,  but I sus-
pect not,  and the  weak link is the UK but it must 
decide first  what kind of trading relations it 
wants  with the European Union and then it can 
determine how much freedom it has to strike a 
deal with the rest of the world and as you have 
been in the country during the last 24 hours you 
have seen that everything is up in the air. 

America is just more than the principal decision
-maker in the world  and it is quite interesting to 
look at  the Paris Climate Agreement and you see 
that in spite of the president’s decision, America 
is one of the few countries that is actually on co-
urse of hitting the 2025 target and a lot of trade 
is going to take place between the United States 
and the rest  world and a lot of Western countri-
es in particular hope it will be a one-term presi-
dency and thereafter there could be some sort of 
a way back  to normal relations as we have seen 
prior to  2016. The United States is still very, ve-
ry deeply implanted to the alliance systems aro-
und the world and it is not easy for anyone to  
overturn now, so I don’t think America Alone but 
America First is going to persuade a number of 
countries. We have seen it already in Europe, 
we’ve seen in Asia to think more about what a 
world in which one cannot rely on the United 
States looks like. And that’s I think the downside 
for American power, for American primacy what 
Donald Trump is doing.  There is something that 
interferes that some of his predecessors overex-
tended the country and weakened it and we can 
debate versions but it is also important to pros-
pect how a country  standing can be weakened 
by inaction or by disarray or by  prevarication or 
by sending out signals that your commitment to 

allies is less complete than previously was sup-
posed to be. 

Question: The ”master negotiator” seeks 
trade terms that will force supply chains to mo-
ve to America. What will be the consequences of 
such a move?  

Answer: I think there will be some  conse-
quences, some things will move, some activities 
on the margin might move  but there is a lot of 
these value chains actions that simply do not 
make economic sense in the United States. And 
the overall effect will be total level of global tra-
de and the volume I think is likely to fall. In some 
way is right to say that if you’re running a large 
trade deficit you cannot lose a trade war. But 
that is if you think in terms of your trade balance 
rather than of overall volume of freight and the 
gains of your consumers make at the expense of 
your producers.   

Question: Last year,  when Vladimir Putin 
was speaking before a  significant group of Ger-
man businessmen, he said: ”Despite all existing 
challenges in the political field, the economic rela-
tions with Germany are very good“.  The commer-
cial exchanges between Russia and Germany in 
2017 increased indeed by 25% as compared to 
the previous year although, we would add, not 
only the USA but also Europe issued a significant 
package of economic sanctions against Russia as 
a result of the aggression against Ukraine and 
the illegal annexation of Crimea. That could be as 
well, more or less accepted, a tolerable ”political 
logic” of the executives in the field of internatio-
nal relations. Question: Nevertheless, how do 
you explain the fact that this ”political logic” is 
enforced by an opinion poll carried out in De-
cember 2017 by the Koerber Foundation and  
cited by Reuters according to which the Ger-
mans consider Donald Trump a more serious 
problem than the leaders of Russia, North 
Korea or Turkey? This opinion is second on 
top of threats after the inflow of the asylum se-
ekers and exceeds the ”political logic of the go-
vernance” in Berlin as it derived from ”the per-
ception of an important segment of the German 
people”, something that may induce a great con-
cern.  
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Answer: There is a dichotomy between close 
commercial relations between Europe and Rus-
sia and the political disjunction. I think the first 
thing to say is that expectations in the United 
States in Germany are different than towards the 
other countries so why is Donald Trump’s pros-
pective visit to London potentially more of a pu-
blic order issue than that of say the king of Saudi 
Arabia, given the respective level of human fre-
edoms in the two countries. It comes down to 
the fact that the United States was a standard 
bearer  for so long and so a higher standard is 
always expected and always needed and that is a 
recognition that Donald Trump can cause per-
haps more damage globally than the other lea-
ders can. For Europeans, North Korea is a long 
way away and if you ask Japan you will get a dif-
ferent answer to the question. I think in Europe 
is a sense which is beginning to gather and ironi-
cally you see it in places like Italy rather than in 
places like Poland or Estonia,  which have closer 
economic ties with Russia and there is somet-
hing disproportionate in the fact that the United 
States and Europe altogether sanctioning  Russia 
because the Europeans pay a much higher eco-
nomic price for this. Well, the astonishing thing 
when you look at the relationship between the 
United States and Russia, given the size of their 
economies, both  in top ten economies in the 
world by PPP, is actually how little trade and in-
vestment there is between them even if Russia 
has some properties, something very small, as 
result of which there is little stop for politicians 
for reaching for quite tough measures in dealing 
with the other and there is not much of an Ame-
rican lobby in Moscow or of a Russian lobby in 
Washington and there is the residual Russo-
phobia in the US Congress which is a long run-
ning feature if you look how long the Jackson-
Vanik amendment was applied to Russia after all 
restrictions on Jewish emigration disappeared. 
So there is something about that relationship 
that is quite a difficult  one. The Europeans find 
themselves much more affected by the sanctions 
than the United States are. I think there is a flip 
side of it and in some European countries  there 
is a feeling that because of energy supply depen-
dency on Moscow they can’t take a tough policy 
towards Russia. That is probably in the psycho-

logy and it’s intresting that it’s not most necessa-
rily in percentage terms of supply dependent 
countries that feel the most vulnerable. In Ger-
many’s case there is also an element that is a bit 
of reconciliation which obliges them to adopt a 
slightly more understanding approach to Russia 
– allies in fact – but they have also very powerful 
business lobies which are verry effective for the 
relations with Russia.   

Question: How can the defense of the Euro-
pean member states’ independence and sove-
reignty  be achieved against a potential and 
declared threat of the current political leader-
ship in the Kremlin ?   

Answer: This is really a good question. So, 
what are the threats to independence and sove-
reignty? I would put it down what is going to be 
in the information sphere where Russia has pro-
ved to be quite adaptive using social media, all 
sort of media media and entities it has in the co-
untry that are touching Western states to sow 
discord and confusion. Then we have a more di-
rect impact on the political process through Rus-
sia’s funding of some European political  parties, 
French National Front  being an excellent 
example  and it is now very well established that 
there is a direct interference of elections as well 
that started with the Dutch referendum on Ukra-
ine’s EU Accession Agreement  and since then. It 
is this domestic aspect that is probably the most 
troubling and there is for some there is the ques-
tion of a Russia feeling of being under threat  
and therefore it is defending itself and trying to 
deter others in ways which are in   turn threate-
ning for Eastern member states in particular. 
How we deal with that? Now NATO has and I 
don’t know how NATO summit goes  and will 
deal with that but I think NATO has responded 
in a measured but sensible way it is indicative 
resolve but it is not sort of match anything like 
match Russia man for man on either side of the 
Eastern frontier but this year we’re are due  to 
see a huge increase in US funding for European 
presence, for NATO European operations. So 
we’ll see if that survives the summit. Militarily  I 
am not quite so worried but there is also the risk 
of miscalculation and that is I think militarily si-
de of the things is very well done but the border 
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point is we have a Russian leadership that feels 
under assault, believes that the European states 
and the United States in particular wish to effect 
regime change in Russia, will not abide by any of 
the standards they publicly proclaim. Moscow’s 
foreign policy first goal is the creation and ma-
intenance  of  external conditions which are con-
ducive to the perpetuation of the current go-
vernment in Russia and to extend the field threa-
tened that make Russia a difficult actor to play 
with. If we want to have a new relationship with 
Russia we have to define the questions in a diffe-
rent way. My feeling is that a change in sanctions 
regime I think that personal sanctions against 
people  actually has nothing to do with the Ukra-
ine’s decision but nevertheless are close to Pu-
tin. I think that sanctions can affect people, send 
a signal that the West is wishing for a regime 
change  in Russia. I would say, without advising,  
remove those santions, remove the sanctions on 
Russian politicians, so no impediments from our 
side  to dialogue, I think talking is important and 
talking isn’t a concession, you should make clear 
what exactly you want, but I would keep the es-
sential sanctions in place. Let’s make a compari-
son with China for a moment. After Tienanmen 
Square, the United States imposed an arms em-
bargo on China  and sat on the Europeans to ma-
intain that ever since. China’s record as a disrup-
tive power in the last 10 years is actually very 
limited.   It has been an island building in the So-
uth China Sea and declared an air identification 
zone that is thought to impede at various points 
freedom of movement of some foreign military 
vessels, naval vessels, and there was a dispute 
with Japan over the East China Sea and Sakaku 
Diaiwan in South China Sea. Nevertheless it’s qu-
ite a limited chart sheet. Russia’s by contrast, is 
significantly bigger, its partition of two of its ne-
igbours, Georgia and  Ukraine,  it is engageded in 
nuclear threats of the type we didn’t even hear  
from Khruschev, we see interferences in Wes-
tern elections and if the British government is 
correct, it is also a question of assassinating fo-
reign nationals on our own territory. So, in that 
sense Russia has demonstrated a greater inclina-
tion to cause trouble and therefore the justifica-
tion for keeping sanctions on Russia’s financial 
sector which is one of few sectors which is still 

the bedrock of its economy, and not only Julius 
technology, is actually a  prudent measure by 
European states to curb Russia’s ability  in that 
regard. Now, I expect it is difficult because the 
main essence of these sanctions increases in 
Moscow’s sense  the Western states are out to 
get Russia. But I think the problem at the mo-
ment is if those sanctions are eased, without any 
sign that the things they were supposed to be 
linked to which is basically the Minsk Agreement 
in Ukraine, without any sign of progress in Ukra-
ine, it would be interpreted in Moscow not as an 
act of goodwill and an act to reset relations, but 
as a sign of European weakness that would invi-
te further behaviour the kind the Europeans 
don’t  want.    

Question: Can the European Project and the 
alliance with the United States be still saved 
from Russia’s anti-Western media propagan-
da?   

I think it can in that the EU looks reasonably in 
a way that Brexit forced them closer together 
and the European-US alliance, yes, I  think so and 
I look, my confidence is beyond the White House, 
because if you look at the US Congress, which I 
have to mention is a very Russophobic instituti-
on,  they are very  strong still on NATO, very 
strong on Russia’s threats to the US national se-
curity, Russia’s challenging US preeminence, 
Russia’s interfereing in the elections, so when 
you look beyond this White House you don’t see 
much appetite for  demaning NATO and given 
the institutional quality around NATO, the fact 
that its structures have been built up over many 
years, they have a whole decision-making struc-
ture, it would be actually very difficult for one 
administration  to pull it apart . My concern is 
not so much that Russia might pull the Euro-
peans and Americans apart, it is more over time 
it could be a difference of opinion over China. 
For the United States, China looks like the only 
credible peer and  competitor. China has made it 
very clearly that it sees, even if it takes 30 to 40 
years to achieve it, that what it wishes to do is  to 
push the United States out of the Western Paci-
fic. For Europeans that is not as much of an is-
sue. For Europeans, Russia is more of a question. 
I think it is interesting to look 30 years down the 
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line if we can look ahead that far if within the 
United States will people start to question wet-
her is prudent of giving in that China is the big 
challenge, or perhaps the hostile relations with 

Russia. I think for the Europeans, ironically, Rus-
sia is a nearer term problem that ultimately they 
cannot turn away from even if they would like 
to. But there is a core of US strategists who will 



 

24 

www.ingepo.ro                                                                                          Geostrategic Pulse, No 263,264, Friday 20 July 2018 

argue on that just as Nixon went to Chi-
na and brought Mao on side in order to 
contain and ultimately defeat the Soviet 
Union. So, the smart strategic move is a 
deal with Russia that allows the United 
States to isolate China and concentrate 
on dealing with China. And I just don’t 
see the Europeans sharing that ap-
proach, for the Europeans,  China is a 
more benign force than Russia, that’s 
my worry for the trans-Atlantic alli-
ance. But actually interests, perceptions 
and priorities are going to move.  

Question: On July 16th, in Helsinki, a new 
USA – Russia summit will take place. How do you 
estimate this summit will unfold and mainly its 
consequences on the future development of the 
relationship between the two countries and the 
possible influence on the world geopolitical situ-
ation in different regions of major interest: Euro-
pe, the Middle East (Syria), Asia. How do you 
think the relations between Donald Trump will 
unfold in the coming years? 

Answer: I think is verry difficult to predict. 
Particularly for this will follow the NATO sum-
mit and might in some way reverse whatever 
has been  said about NATO summit. I think that 
the Siris’s problem is now  less easy for them to 
agree. It was much more easy when ISIS was a 
large, viable and immediate force, but now ISIS 
in Syria is not much of a player. If we set back 
two years when we thought what kind of a US-
Russia deal would be it was mainly around Syria 
and I think Trump would actually give up US po-
sition on Ukraine because it wasn’t worth the 
trouble. But there was always a problem on the 
Iran nuclear deal, there was always a problem of 
the North Korea where Trump sticks completely 
opposite of Putin  so I thought that it was possi-
ble they could have a couple of things they may 
agree on and then they would bump up against 
issues that they wouldn’t agree on where they 
are fundamentally opposed. And in fact actually 
we have pretty much skipped over those first 
two wings which go directly into problems they 
simply can’t  agree. So, I don’t see much of a sub-
stance happening. And if you look at the presi-
dent’s National Security team, Bolton, Pompeo, 

there is also the spokesman and the spe-
cialists on Russia, we may have some 
more words  that for Putin  is good to 
keep the option open of talking, he tends  
to surprise us,  there are times when he 
is specific, then he is going to do somet-
hing quite firm, sometimes when he is 
on the row he will take a moderating 
action. He would like to see sanctions 
some way  eased, lifted really it is im-
possible. He has to see what he can tra-
de with Trump now. I don’t know, I 

think it is really difficult to see any kind of pro-
gress on Ukraine for it needs so much from the  
Russians and what they feel is that they have to 
do is wait.   No Syria because it is difficult.  What 
they’ll do? To emphasize that terrorism is bad, 
they would probably agree that it is wonderful  
for North Korea and the United States to talking. 
That would be the smart thing to do to flatter 
Trump’s ego and then you can see if there is 
maybe one thing you can get out of him but it is 
difficult for me to predict what that would be.       
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 Andrei SOLDATOV 

In April, a series of pro-
tests hit the Moscow region. They were ne-
ither overtly political -citizens were protesting 
toxic landfills in their neighborhoods - nor very 
numerous, comprising, at most, a few thousand 
people in a region of over seven million. At their 
peak, people took to the streets in nine towns 
surrounding the city.  

The protests, however, seemed well coordina-
ted, and in some towns, the city authorities sup-
ported people and granted them permission to 
protest. Even for officials, it was difficult to igno-
re the awful smells emanating from the landfills, 
or the furious mothers and fathers of poisoned 
children. One of these cities was Serpukhov, so-
me 60 miles south of Moscow. 

One week after the protests started, an official 
from the Serpukhov district, Alexander Shestun, 
was invited to the Kremlin. There, he met with 
Ivan Tkachev, a general from the Federal Securi-
ty Service (FSB), Russia’s powerful intelligence 
agency and the successor to the Soviet-era secret 
police, the KGB. Apprehensive about the mee-
ting, Shestun decided to secretly record the con-
versation, which he later posted on YouTube.  

In the recording, Tkachev threatens Shestun. 
“You will be steamrolled if you don’t resign,” he 
says. “You will be in prison. Like many before 
you, you don’t understand, it’s a big [purge].” In-
timating that he was receiving orders from the 
Kremlin, Tkachev then lists several top-level of-
ficials who had already been jailed, including a 
general from the interior ministry and two go-
vernors. Tkachev even suggests that Andrey Vo-
robyov, governor of the Moscow region and for-
mer chair of the ruling party United Russia, co-
uld be the next target. 

The FSB’s clumsy attempt to silence Shestun 

was not an isolated incident. Rather, in its inti-
midation and selective repression - directed by 
the Kremlin and carried out by the FSB - the epi-
sode was a revealing example of the new gover-
ning model developed by Russian President Vla-
dimir Putin over the last three years, and the ro-
le of the intelligence services within it. 

 

THE NEW NOBILITY 

From Putin's ascent to power in 2000 until qui-
te recently, the FSB enjoyed the status of a “new 
nobility,” in the words of its former director Ni-
kolai Patrushev. The agency was generously fun-
ded, immune from oversight, and free to act aga-
inst the real and perceived enemies of the Krem-
lin. It also provided human resources - generals 
and colonels - for filling important positions wit-
hin the state and state-owned corporations. For 
a period of time, the FSB became, as Irina Boro-
gan and I described in 2010, the true elite of the 
country.  

During his early years in office, Putin, himself a 
former KGB officer, had worked to reverse the 
decentralization of Russia’s intelligence services 
that had occurred in the 1990s - a task that lar-
gely involved concentrating power within the 
FSB and allowing its personnel to amass wealth 
and political influence. This, Putin hoped, would 
make the intelligence services into something 
like a new class - one loyal to the Kremlin, with a 
stake in the stability of the regime and able to 
serve as a check on the ambitions of Russia’s po-
werful oligarchs. 

For many of Russia's newly empowered no-
bles, the temptations of power were too strong 
to resist. 

Yet for many of these newly empowered no-
bles, the temptations of power and lack of over-
sight were too strong to resist. By the mid-
2000s, Putin’s secret services - including the 

https://www.foreignaffairs.com/authors/andrei-soldatov
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FSB, the Federal Drug Con-
trol Service (FSKN), and the 
Presidential Security Servi-
ce - were at each other’s 
throats, fighting, spying on, 
and jailing one another in 
competition for spoils. Ma-
ny, in fact, had turned into 
mercenaries of the oligarchs 
they were supposed to 
oversee. In 2007, Viktor 
Cherkesov, the chief of the FSKN and a close fri-
end of Putin, complained that “the warriors” of 
the intelligence services had “turned into tra-
ders” after his deputy, General Alexander Bul-
bov, was jailed by the FSB for illegal eavesdrop-
ping. Because Cherkesov had complained in pu-
blic, he lost his job.  

Putin’s trust in the FSB, moreover, proved to be 
misplaced. The agency failed to predict 
the massive protests that struck Moscow in 
2011, and once the protests started, it was po-
werless to respond to the demonstrators’ use of 
social media to mobilize and organize. When the 
FSB sent a request to Russia’s most popular soci-
al network, Vkontakte, to take down pages used 
by the protestors, it did so by fax. During the ini-
tial stages of the 2013 – 2014 crisis in Ukraine, 
Moscow sent an FSB team to help its ally, Presi-
dent Viktor Yanukovych. For the Kremlin, Ukrai-
ne was the most important country among the 
former Soviet republics, and keeping it within 
Russia’s sphere of influence was paramount. But 
not only did the FSB officers fail to help Yanu-
kovych hold on to power, they failed to even see 
him losing his nerve, and were taken by surprise 
when he fled from the capital in February 2014. 

 

LABOR DISCIPLINE 

Following these mounting failures, Putin began, 
around 2015, to change the scheme. He got rid of 
old friends who were proponents and beneficia-
ries of the enlarged role of the secret services. In 
August 2015, Putin ousted his former ally Vladi-
mir Yakunin, an ex-KGB officer, from his position 
as head of Russia’s state-owned-railroad mono-
poly. Then in 2016, he dealt with the two Iva-

novs, dismissing Viktor and 
dissolving his agency, the 
FSKN, in May, and downgra-
ding Sergei, his chief of staff, 
in August. Around this time, 
Putin also ceased using the 
FSB as a recruitment base for 
important positions in the 
government and economy. 

The goal of these changes 
was not to make the intelligence services less 
important; it was to reduce their autonomy. Pu-
tin was abandoning the search for a stable post-
Soviet system of governance, in which the new 
nobility was supposed to play a crucial part. In-
stead, he was making it clear that what he nee-
ded was an instrument, pure and simple, for pro-
tecting his regime. 

The new model is familiar from the late Soviet 
Union, when the Politburo called the shots and 
kept the intelligence services on a short leash, 
with minimal room for independent action. The 
KGB, in turn, kept elites off balance (and intimi-
dated the population) through selective repres-
sion - a strategy that Putin’s most cheris-
hed Soviet leader, Yuri Andropov, had called 
“improving labor discipline.” And improving dis-
cipline is exactly what Putin has started doing. 
Governors and officials found themselves in pri-
son for corruption; film directors, scientists, 
and ordinary people were thrown in jail, accused 
of helping Ukraine. The FSB played a major role 
in these crackdowns, but never on its own initia-
tive. Now Putin, ruling through the Presidential 
Administration, calls the shots, filling the Po-
litburo’s shoes.  

A crucial part of this new model is to keep eve-
rybody off balance, including law enforcement 
and secret services. Last year, the FSB was 
struck by purges in its Moscow directorate and 
its cyber unit, the Information Security Center, 
whose head, Andrei Gerasimov, was forced into 
retirement. Two deputy heads were prosecuted - 
Sergei Mikhailov wound up jail, while Dmitry 
Pravikov got a case last year against Major-
General Vladimir Podolsky, a former commander 
of the FSB’s legendary special forces unit, 

https://www.foreignaffairs.com/articles/russian-federation/2012-02-09/what-russian-protests-can-and-cant-do
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Vympel, who was charged with fraud 
and sentenced to four years in prison.  

Some understood pretty quickly that the coun-
try was returning to a Soviet model. In a Decem-
ber 2017 interview on the 100th anniversary of 
the founding of the Cheka, the notorious prede-
cessor of the KGB, FSB Director Alexander 
Bortnikov found some warm words for Lavrenty 
Beria, Stalin’s chief hangman, and prai-
sed aspects of Stalin’s Great Purges. Others have 
kept a low profile. Russia’s military intelligence 
agency, the GRU, is reducing its public presence, 
and the recently formed National Guard has 
abandoned its ambition to obtain surveillance 
powers.  

 

FLYING BLIND  

Putin’s new model suggests little room for inte-
ragency rivalry and feuds. All of Russia’s bu-
reaucrats, from ministers to FSB generals to re-
gional officials, now face the same uncertain fu-
ture. This should keep the elites of the country 
well under control, as everyone is afraid of 
making an unauthorized move. To achieve 

this security, Putin is even ready to sacrifice the 
capacity for long-term planning— nobody ex-
pects fearful bureaucrats, or even spies, to plan 
for the future.  

Yet this new model has another fatal flaw. Putin 
saw the late Soviet model from his position as a 
low-ranking KGB officer in a regional depar-
tment in Leningrad, and, later on, in East Germa-
ny. He was too far from the center of power in 
Moscow to see for himself the failures of that 
system, which was able neither to predict nor 
to  prevent the Soviet collapse.  

The key problem for the late-Soviet model was 
that the information services, including the KGB, 
eventually ceased supplying critical information 
to the top for fear of telling their bosses what 
they didn’t want to hear. It is, ironically, a pro-
blem that Putin never understands. He already 
saw his secret services failing him in moments of 
crisis, as during the Moscow protests. But with 
his method of fixing them, Putin is opening him-
self up to even more disastrous consequences.  

First published by Foreign Affairs, May 31, 2018. 
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 Adriean PÂRLOG 

"A ruler that has but an army has one hand, 
but he who has a navy has both"     

Peter the Great 

 

A question: Why is Crimea important for Russia? 

Among other things, because it minimizes naval 
the geo-climatological limitations and ensures 
permanent operability for some Russian ports; 
thus implicitly for The Black Sea Fleet. The Crime-
an Peninsula is also important because it is placed 
in an intersection area of commercial flows and of 
some antagonistic politico-military options. The 
use of the Crimean naval bases by The Russian 
Federation also allows the monitoring of the US 
and NATO military presence in the Black Sea as 
well as of Turkey, Ukraine, Moldova, Caucasus, the 
transit through the Turkish Straits, to and from 
the Mediterranean Sea, Danube mouths and the 
Constanta - Vienna - Rotterdam waterway. Last 
but not least, by controlling this Peninsula, Mos-
cow can have a strategic position for the projec-
tion of the Russian Armed Forces in the Eastern 
Mediterranean basin. At the same time, 
it can also help to streamline the ef-
forts for the exploration, exploitation 
and transport of identified hydrocar-
bon resources in the area. 

After the annexation of Crimea in the 
spring of 2014, many international 
relations analysts have expressed 
their skepticism about Moscow's real 
potential of "absorbing" the complex 
situation that comes with its new ter-
ritorial entity with a population of 
about 2 million inhabitants and with 
an area of over 26,000 sq. km. 

Immediately after the referendum in 
March 2014, Russian Economic Devel-
opment Minister Alexey Ulyukaev said 

that Moscow will allocate about $ 4.5 billion a 
year to the Crimean development. Most of the 
funds were to be redirected from the cancella-
tion of Taman port development projects in the 
Krasnodar region, which were of minor rele-
vance compared with what Sevastopol would 
represent. The Kremlin wanted to highlight 
Ukraine's lack of preoccupation for the moderni-
zation of the Peninsula's infrastructure. In fact, 
the complex issue of Crimea and the post-
annexation sanctions issued by the West against 
the Russian Federation, were the main coordi-
nates of Moscow's internal and external propa-
ganda to support Vladimir Putin's re-election as 
president. However, the subject of reunification, 
despite the mobilization and determination of 
Russian political leadership, creates serious 
problems for the federal economy, sometimes 
being used as justification for some investment 
syncope in Russia. 

The main Russian projects, announced to be 
carried out in the area of the Peninsula infra-
structure to raise the economic and social level 
and its strategic relevance, are found in the Fed-

Marea Neagră – porturi la ape care nu îngheață  
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eral Target Program “Social and Economic De-
velopment of the Republic of Crimea and Sevasto-
pol till 2020", and are related to the construction 
of two thermoelectric power plants in Sevasto-
pol and Simferopol, a new international airport 
in the capital Simferopol, the "Tavrida" highway 
to link the major cities of Crimea - Sevastopol, 
Simferopol, Kerch - to the bridge over the Kerch 
Strait, which dispart the Black Sea from the Azov 
Sea, and the bridge - which represents Russia's 
desire of over 100 years - links the Russian Fed-
eration to the annexed Peninsula. To these you 
should add, according to projects announced by 
Moscow, the investments in food and water sup-
ply - a severely deficient resource in the Crimea - 
but also projects in the field of strategic minerals 
- especially titanium. 

It is estimated that all major investment pro-
jects in the Crimea will have an important im-
pact in the political, economic and social fields, 
especially in the military, plus a propagandistic 
dimension that prefigures the new status that 
the Peninsula will enjoy. 

The Sevastopol power plant, which will be con-
nected to the electric power system, probably in 
June 2018, will have an installed capacity of 470 
MW, and will ensure not only the domestic 
needs of the population but also the civilian and 
military ports of the city, thus contributing to the 
elimination of social tensions between civilians 
and soldiers, who often both have had to accept 
energy distributions below 
their everyday needs. The 
second power plant, Simfero-
pol, of the same capacity, will 
come into operation later. 
Both plants benefit from two 
turbines supplied by Siemens. 
Initially, the four units were 
destined for another power 
plant in the Taman area in the 
Krasnodar region but were 
relocated to the Crimea, and 
generated a strong interna-
tional scandal as a result of 
the fact that it was considered 
on the one hand to be in 
breach of the international sanc-

tions imposed upon Russia, and on the other 
hand in breach of the sovereign rights of 
Ukraine, which is obliged to accept investments 
on its own territory without its acceptance. The 
construction of the two energy objectives, the 
cumulative cost of which amounts to $ 1.2 bil-
lion, was meant to be the Moscow current repli-
ca after the Crimean Peninsula had serious elec-
tricity-related problems, especially after Ukraine 
gained its independence, which wasn't able to 
find solutions after abandoning in 1989 the con-
struction of the nuclear power plant in 
Shcholkine, a town located near Kerch. 

In the near future, Crimea is expected to receive 
about 4 billion cubic meters of natural gas per 
year in the Kuban area. The cost of the pipeline 
system is estimated at over $ 340 million. Con-
struction of the two power plants and the Kuban
-Crimea pipeline will be carried out by firms 
owned by Putin's close associates, Sergey 
Chemezov, respectively, Arkady Rotenberg. 

However, problems will continue, at least for a 
while, in both the electricity supply, and the sup-
ply of domestic and industrial water. Sea water 
desalination is expensive and solutions are 
sought which include even the possibility of re-
connecting to the traditional Ukrainian sources. 

The Taurida highway, which is likely to become 
operational by the end of 2018, has a length of 
about 280 km and is estimated at about $ 2.2 bil-
lion, but also of strategic military importance, 

Traiectul autostrăzii Tavrida  
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linking Russia to the Peninsula. 

The Simferopol International Airport, designed 
by a South Korean company, Samoo Architects & 
Engineers, was built in nearly two years. The air-
port cost more than $ 520 million and can secure 

the transit of 10 million passengers annually. At 
this time, it is considered one of the most mod-
ern in the world, and the Russian propagandists 
consider it a real cosmic airport that can assist 
flies to Venus and Mars, but until then this sum-
mer it will link Simferopol to 41 domestic and 
foreign airports. The airport has a 3,701 m run-
way and allows large aircrafts to operate. 

The Crimean Bridge (also known as The Kerch 
Bridge or Putin Bridge) is the longest bridge in 
Europe, overlooking the famous Vasco da Gama 
Bridge - Portugal – by 2 km. The project was an 
effective argument for Russian propaganda to 

present the decision of Moscow to turn the take-
over of Crimean political and administrative 
control into a success. 

The bridge, with two lanes each direction and a 
double railway, has a length of about 19 km, and 
a projected capacity of 40,000 cars and 65 pairs 

of trains /day. It was technically inaugurated 
(only for cars) in May this year, in the presence 
of Vladimir Putin, who personally drove a heavy-
duty truck in a machine column that tested the 
mechanical strength of the new objective. The 
railway will be partially operational in 2019, and 
in 2020 the first trains are expected to link the 
Simferopol to Krasnodar. 

The new bridge, from a historical point of view, 
represents the completion of a real Russian ob-
session, which began in 1870, immediately after 
the first telegraph line linking England to India. 
The imperial leaders of those times made public 
their intention of linking London to Calcutta 
with a railway line, too. One of the greatest chal-
lenges of the project was represented precisely 
by the crossing of the Kerch Strait. Its increased 
difficulty led to the abandonment of the idea. A 
second attempt was initiated by Tsar Nicholas II 
in 1903, who gave up the idea due to financial 
reasons, generated by the preparations for the 
Russian-Japanese war. In 1943, Hitler ordered 
the construction of a bridge with a transit capac-
ity of 1,000 tons / day to connect the Crimea 
with the North Caucasus for operational and lo-

Aeroportul Internațional Simferopol 

Aeroportul Internațional Simferopol -  
vedere aeriană 

Strâmtoarea Kerci – schema simplificată 
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gistic needs of the German army. The bridge, 
made of wood, was especially useful in the case 
of the withdrawal of the Nazi Army Group from 
the Don River Bend area, and was subsequently 
blown up due to operational reasons. In order to 
ensure the Red Army's mobility in the region, 
the bridge was repaired by the Russian engi-
neers over a length of 4 km, immediately after 
the release of Crimea in 1944. The built military 
bridge could not resist the winter and the floes, 
which destroyed it. 

Between 1960 and 1990, Kremlin Communist 
leaders repeatedly postponed the start of con-
struction for financial reasons, too. In 2010, Rus-
sian and Ukrainian leaders, Dmitry Medvedev 
and Victor Yanukovych, signed a bilateral agree-
ment on the construction of the bridge, but this 
document was denounced in 2014 after the ref-
erendum that led to the break-up of Crimea. 

Immediately after the Russian Parliament ap-
proved the annexation of the Peninsula, Vladimir 
Putin urged Prime Minister Dmitry Medvedev to 
identify the financial resources needed to build 
the bridge. In an effort justified by the need to 
design a propaganda image, the Prime Minister 
immediately announced that the government 
allocated the equivalent of $ 3.4 billion to bridge 

construction, and in January 2015 the bridge 
construction contract was awarded to the 
Arkady Rotenberg, a childhood friend of Presi-
dent Putin, both of them being part of the same 
judo team in Leningrad. The real estimated 
bridge costs are actually around $ 5 billion, be-
ing suspected of illegal spending. 

The bridge and highway are expected to con-

tribute to lower transport costs to and from the 
Crimea, which are now mostly secured by ferry-
boat lines, strongly dependent on the weather. 
In this regard, the Moscow government appreci-
ates significant increases in the number of tour-
ists in the Peninsula resorts, which are estimat-
ed at around 6 million per year, and the Crimean 
Gross Domestic Product has registered nominal 
increases of about 10%. As a result of these in-
vestments, the value of the properties in the 
Peninsula, especially around Yalta, increased sig-
nificantly, mainly due to the relocation of many 
civil servants and military personnel to the Pen-
insula. The Kremlin has announced that for the 
housing program for civil servants have been 
allocated over $ 380 million, respectively over $ 
100 million for military personnel in the new 
operating units. The program started in 2017, 
and is scheduled to be completed by 2020. 

Although the Russian projects in the Crimean 
Peninsula's overall infrastructure are considered 
to be significant, the most relevant initiatives are 
those in the military infrastructure domain, de-
signed to represent a true strategic bridgehead, 
designed to control the wider Black Sea basin. 

Jokingly or seriously, the connoisseurs of the 
area appreciate it is outlining the change in the 

profile of the Peninsula from the predominantly 
touristic region, with important contributions to 
the federal budget, in a large, resource-intensive, 
operative military base. The former Belbek civil 
airport has already been turned into a military 
air base. So are things with Novofedorivka air-
port, respectively Dzhankoy, too. 

Podul Crimeea -  zona de traversare vapoare  Podul Crimeea, zona auto finalizată  și zona CF -  
în construcție 
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If by March 2014 tourists could visit the Crime-
an Soviet Fortified Coastal Defense System for $ 
50 per person, nowadays this is no longer possi-

ble because the Russian Army has gone to de-
conserve it for re-operationalization. 

The famous touristic objectives Object 100 – 
Simferopol, and Balaklava - Sevastopol, during 
the Ukrainian administration, have become for-
bidden and protected military areas. 

In November 2017, General Valery Gerasimov, 
Chief of the General Staff of the Russian Armed 
Forces, appreciated that the Russian military 

presence in the areas of 
major strategic im-
portance for the Federa-
tion attained at least the 
levels during the USSR. 

Among them, along with 
the Kaliningrad region, 
there is also Crimea, 
where Moscow has 
made a significant redis-
tribution of forces and 
means, which are found 
in 18 military bases, 
which employs about 
33,000 soldiers. In the 
Crimea, an Air interdic-
tion system A2/AD (Anti
-Access/Area-Denial) 
has been made opera-
tional, similar to what 
has already been done in 
Kaliningrad and Syria 
(Lattakia - Alep). The Cri-

mean A2 / AD system features two S-400 Tri-
umph missile divisions deployed in the Feodosia 
and Simferopol areas, to which are added missile 
and anti-aircraft artillery units, equipped with 
TOR M-2 and Pantsir-S1 systems. 

Also in the Peninsula a naval base, an army 
corps, a mixed aviation and antiaircraft defense 
division were modernized and operationalized. 

The Black Sea Fleet, based in Sevastopol, has 

Baze  militare  în  Crimeea 

Crimeea:  Object 100 – Simferopol / lansare rachetă 

Balaklava - Sevastopol -  
intrare în baza navală fortificată 
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undergone a major modernization process, cur-
rently having 6 submarines, 2 frigates equipped 
with Kalibr cruise missiles and 3 divisions 
equipped with Bal and Bastion coastal defense 
missile systems. 

Another military system of high complexity that 
the Russian Federation has redeployed to the 
Peninsula after 2014 is the Murmansk-BN elec-
tronic warfare system designed to carry out 
cyber security missions. It can forbid radio and 
other communications on a circular area with a 
radius of 3,000 km, and is also effective against 
HFGCS - High Frequency Global Communications 
Systems. It adds to a Voronezh-SM early-
warning radar system, capable of monitoring 
two directions simultaneously (south and west) 
and a "151 meter" type radio antenna dedicated 
to radio-TV broadcasts across the Peninsula, but 
in southern Ukraine, too. 

Also in Crimea, a mixed aviation division with 
three naval aviation regiments and two air force 
regiments are fully operational, all five having 
the best combat aircraft in the Russian Federa-
tion's Air Force. 

The Crimean air defense is complemented by 
anti-aircraft missile and artillery divisions 
equipped with S-300, Pantsir-S1, Buk, Tor-M2 
missiles. Although there are no records at the 
moment to prove their presence, Iskander-M 
missiles may also have been deployed to be in-
cluded in a more extensive A2 / AD system. 

Analyzing the whole of the Russian investments 
described above and the military potential Mos-
cow has in Crimea, it can be concluded that the 
Russian Federation has integrated capabilities 
that can develop informational, cyber, psycho-
logical, propaganda, electronic warfare, and also 
ground, air, antiaircraft or naval classic military 

operations, which can give substance to the ob-
vious strategic capabilities of the Peninsula.  

 

Giles MERRITT is Founder 
and Chairman of Friends of 

Europe 

With this summer's European 
Council just a month away, 
now seems a good time to ask 

"what's the summit for?" At first glance, the EU 
leaders' agenda suggests that's a stupid question 
because it's dominated by the unending nonsen-
se of Brexit, the North-South deadlock over eu-
rozone reform and how the EU should respond 
to the Trump Administration's trampling of the 
bonds that hold our unruly world together.   

But these are not the issues that heads of go-
vernment ought to be addressing; they are mat-
ters their ministers should thrash out. Wolfgang 
Schu ssel, who as Austria's chancellor from 2000-
2007 was a European Council stalwart, no doubt 
speaks for other national leaders when explai-
ning why the focus of EU summits is so often 
wrong. 

The diminished role of foreign affairs ministers, 
he reckons, means that when they fail to resolve 
problems they kick them upwards. The Euro-
pean Council, Schu ssel commented to me a few 
years ago, thus becomes "a forum of late deci-
ders", exacerbating the EU's slowness and ineffi-
ciency. 

EU summits lack the strategic vision they were 
originally intended to 
provide. Their focus is on 
tactical responses rather 
than the far greater chal-
lenges that confront Eu-
rope.  

The ageing of European 
society and the pros and 
cons of an EU-wide 
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immigration policy to compensate for shrinking 
workforces raise huge questions that only natio-
nal leaders can answer, yet they are relegated to 
ministers far down the pecking order. 

Perhaps the implications of Europe's demo-
graphic decline are too awful to contemplate for 
the prime ministers gathered at a European Co-
uncil. Unless EU countries start to plan ahead, its 
effects could be catastrophic. Looming labour 
shortages and the ineluctable pressures of 
ageing on pensions and healthcare will increase 
Europe's need for immigrant workers, with po-
pulist backlashes threatening the political inte-
grity of the EU, and possibly its survival.  

There's nothing new about alarming demograp-
hic projections. Ageing coupled with low birth 
rates ‒- the EU average is now about 1.5 chil-
dren per couple  ‒- have led to countless war-
nings by the European Commission and interna-
tional agencies like the IMF and OECD. All were 
greeted by "a deafening silence", comments a 
recent report entitled "‘Demographic Suicide" ’ 
by the Fondation Robert Schuman. This Paris-
based think tank  warns that 2050 will see the 
EU's present 240m-strong active workforce re-
duced by 49 million people. 

No one can yet tell whether AI and robotics will 
somehow make up for shrinking workforces 

The combination of infertility and longevity is a 
time bomb that will start exploding in 2030. By 
then, Europe's over-65s will constitute four-
tenths of the population, while the numbers of 
younger people coming onto the labour market 
will be down by a third. The pensions outlook is 
a nightmare because by mid-century the propor-
tion of working age people to pensioners will 
have shrunk from today's ratio of 4:1 to just 2:1. 

This adds up to a re-landscaping of Europe's 
political economy. No one can yet tell whether AI 
and robotics will somehow make up for shrin-
king workforces, but it's hard to see how they 
can compensate for lost taxes and greatly redu-
ced consumption.  

Above all, there's the immigration issue. So far, 
the migrant crisis of 2015/16 has divided EU co-
untries against each other and within themsel-

ves. And that concerned just a million-plus Syri-
an and other refugees, whereas a report almost a 
decade ago by former EU foreign policy chief Ja-
vier Solana suggested 100 million newcomers 
will be needed by mid-century to bridge Euro-
pe's demographic deficit. 

These are the big questions the European Coun-
cil should be discussing. Solutions may not come 
readily to hand, but at least the focus of an EU 
summit could trigger the constructive debate 
that Europe's policymakers have been avoiding.  

 

Dinu COSTESCU 

Coming to an end of almost fifty years of Cold 
War that followed the second most heated world 
conflagration which ended with the collapse of 
the former Soviet Union and the crumbling of 
the Marxist ideological system, from the depth of 
the waters returning to the creek of peace the 
first signs of conflicted sediments between the 
two shores of the Atlantic begun to resurface, 
namely between the former American and Wes-
tern European allies on the fronts of of the war 
against Nazism and Fascism. Signs which did not 
cease to get clearer and more consistent and wit-
nesses a short period of lull under the impulse of 
human compassion and solidarity brought again 
to an ephemeral life by the terrorist attacks of 
September 11th and which were received only 
as a dramatic defiance to America but also as an 
existential threat to its civilization and its sys-
tem of fundamental values and principles. 

In a context dominated temporarily by the mo-
nopolar supremacy of the United States and the 
crossroads between it, on the one hand,  and the 
prefiguration of a new multipolar world order, 
on the other hand and under the circumstances 
in which the states of ”old Europe” were more 
and more evident moving towards the achieve-
ment of the continental unity, theories and phi-
losophical currents built on the base of the com-
petitional apprehension towards an European 
construction looked at as an active competitor 
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ready to question the American individualizati-
on as sole world power after the Cold War or, at 
least a undesired aspirer to share the power on 
the new map of the balances and centers of po-
wer and influence from the perspective of ente-
ring the new millenium   did not delay to appear 
at the level of American political and ideological 
thought. The compassion and afectivity of the 
11th of September faded away and left room to 
competitive and divergent approaches of the po-
litical, security, strategic and economic  future of 
the world. The European-American rifts related 
to the American military intervention in Iraq in 
the spring of 2003 were, in their profound es-
sence,  the expression of a race of taking an as 
adavanced as possible place in the hierarchy of 
power and influence on the new world geostra-
tegic and geopolitical chessboard as well as the 
disagreement more or less expressed of the ma-
in European powers towards America’s  unitale-
ralist individualism and with the authoritanian 
manner in which the Administration in Washin-
gton understood to ignore both the spirit and 
the letter of the bilateral American-European 
conventions as well as other principles and mo-
ral or juridical committments in the general plan 
of global policies. 

Consequently, it was natural that the thought 
schools and analyses, research and reflection 
circles  remained cold in front of these conflicted 
relities and even diametrically opposed and two 
main orientations or theoretical and speculative 
”schools” imposed themselves. A first such 
school grouped the supporters of the idea the 
western community is more and more marked 

by a conflicted fracture between the European 
political thought and the one beyond the Atlantic 
– a gap that expressed an inconsistency between 
the philosophical thought and the cultural iden-
tity that has the potential of making permanent 
and an acute up to the conflicted state of the 
existing structural and functional contradictions. 
On the other hand, the second orientation has as 
defining coordinate the preoccupation of iden-
tifying and highlighting the elements of comple-
mentarity existing in both ”camps” and which 
have the potential of supporting the common 
interests and the solitary cooperation in counte-
racting the defiances and threats aimed at both 
sides to an equal extent. And this community po-
tential was clearly highlighted by 9/11 when the 
Europeans proclaimed , each of them, ”I am 
American, too!”, when the European leaders 
were the hosts of the White House as bearers of 
the solidarity feelings and when, for the first ti-
me, NATO activated Article 5 of the constitutive 
chart that says that any aggression against a 
member state will be treated as an aggression 
against all member states. Not many weeks pas-
sed until the discontents and dissensions retur-
ned to tha daily discourse. Critical books have 
been written about the ”American hegemony” 
and the European leaders and politicians conti-
nued to criticize the American policy of 
”simplification” and ”trivilizing” the internatio-
nal problems and some analysts – both Euro-
peans and Americans – went so far as to procla-
im the ”death of the Atlantic Alliance” and the 
prophecies of Francis Fukuyama about the end 
of history and the victory of the value paradigms 

of the West were contra-
dicted by other prophets 
who preached exactly 
the end of this system of 
values. 

Fukuyama was askimg 
himself disillusioned 
whether one may further 
speak of values on which 
base the concept of 
”West” was built and if 
this very West was still 
existing in reality.  In 
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”Policy  Review” magazine, the American neo-
conservative analyst Robert Kagan published in 
2002 an ample article titled ”Power and 
Weakness” which was later amplified in the book 
”Paradise and Power. America and Europe in the  
new world order”  whereby the author unequivo-
cally stressed that ”time has come when  the rhe-
torics according to which the Europeans and the 
Americans have in common the same vision on 
the world or even live in the same wolrd should 
be ended!... The American and European points 
of views, Robert Kagan said,  that are further 
away  for while the Europeans are heading to-
wards an illusory world of peace, with its own 
priciples and laws, the United States plunges in 
Hobbes’s world where the international laws 
and principles are no longer credible and where 
military strength and its use represent the only 
credible argument. The Americans seem to come 
from Mars while the Europeans look at Venus. 
The Americans and Europeans agree on very few 
things and get along less and less”. 

This year, when the European community cele-
brates six decades since the signature of the first 
unionist treaties, the European Union passes 
through what Jean-Claude Junker himself called 
a multiform  ”existential crisis” both domestical-
ly and in the field of foreign relations: the moral 
crisis, the crisis of the system of values, the rise 
of the most oportunist populisms, the crisis of 
the migration phenomenon, the crisis of the uni-
fied currency, the crisis of the internal unity and 
cohesion, the crisis of the nationalistic nostalgi-
as, the crisis caused by the more and more coro-
sive incongruity between Donald Trump’s  
”America first”   of whom the British daily The 
Guardian said is in full swing of establishing an 
”American caliphate” and the need of European 
unity at any cost proclaimed by chancellor Ange-
la Merkel. The aggravating circumstances caused 
by ”Brexit syndrome” that adds new frissons 
concerning the perspectives of the evolution of 
the ”poli-crisis” the European community goes 
through should be added to the above list.  

”Our future depends on Europe’s cohesion”, 
”Europe cannot count on the United States any 
longer for its protection, the time of confidence 
in the USA is over” declared, not once, Frau Mer-

kel seconded by Jean-Claude Junker’s diatribes 
who believes that ”the European Union should 
replace America on the international stage” and 
that ”America gives up multiculturalism with a 
ferocity that surprises us. At this stage, we have 
to replace America which, as international pla-
yer, lost some of its vigor and influence on a long 
run with something  else”. 

Rhetorics is not enough for generating soluti-
ons. And that ”something else” the president of 
the European Commission spoke of cannot be 
found either on Venus or on Mars but on a very 
close planet simply named Europe.  

 

Ambassador prof. Dumitru 
CHICAN 

”Those who still believe we 
have forgotten the lands 
from which we withdew one 
hundred years ago in tears 
are wrong. We have repea-
ted and repeat that Syria, 

Iraq and other places on the geographic map of 
our hearts are not different at all from our mot-
herland. We are fighting so that no foreign flag 
waves over places, no matter where they are, 
where the muezzins call for prayer”. These are 
the Turkish president Recep Teyyip Erdogan’s 
words, reiterated in various forms and styles in 
the doctrinary phraseology of the Justice and De-
velopment Party which, more and more focused 
on the European continent, can be synthesized 
in a single sentence as controversial as it is 
lightly treated: ”Europe will be Muslim, by Al-
lah’s will  (Insha’Allah), sooner or later”. 

In terms of the profound significance this idea 
disseminates, one may ascertain – apparently 
pessimistically – that the 2018 Europe is not any 
longer, at least from a sociological perspective, 
the one that existed at the middle of the last cen-
tury and it is characterized rather by a very 
dynamic religious and sectarian pluralism domi-
nated more and more obviously by an offensive 
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Islam in a western and Christian environment 
which secularity and identity go through a crisis 
that cannot be either denied or ignored any lon-
ger. 

At the same time, Islam is, in its turn, fragmen-
ted into a multitude of currents and dogmatic 
and jurisprudence schools and most of them ha-
ve mutual adversity and competition relations 
for imposing, each of them, as ”the sole and true 
Islam” entitled to be recognized as such and to 
rule the state, the society, the private universe of 
the individual, a fact that obliges the community 
to rationalise and to position itself as against so-
me questions (and answers) as provocative as 
possible. 

First of all, the following important question 
should be considered: how many Muslims are 
now in Europe and what is the possible trajecto-
ry the statistical reality evolves on? 

If in 2016, on the whole of the European conti-
nent (the European regions of Turkey and the 
Russian Federation included) there were 53 mil-
lion Muslims of whom 16 million people of the 
Islamic community in the states of the European 
Union, namely 4% of the population, some de-
mographic prognosis foresee that this percenta-
ge of Muslims will increase to 8% in 2030 and 
between 11% and 14% in 2050. The figures and 
estimations contains a dose of relativism having 
in mind that in some states of the European Uni-
on legalised the interdiction of registering, in the 
identity documents, the confessional apurtenan-
ce of the individual and that on behalf of secula-
rity and the respect of the religious privacy. 

A second relevant question is the following: 
what is the origin of the Muslim nationals living 
today on the territory of the European Union? 
The answer is as follows in a numerical de-
creasing order. 

- The Maghreb and the Mashreq of the Arab 
world; 

- Turkey,  Russia, the Caucasian area; 

- Cenral Asia and the Far East, namely Iran, 
Afghanistan, Pakistan, India, Indonesia; 

- Black Africa ; 

- The Balkans, respectively the Europeans Is-
lamised during the Ottoman rule; 

- The native Europeans converted to Islam 
during the modern and contemporary history. 

Thirdly, it is about the fact that, in principle, Is-
lam as religion is unique and unitary and the 
manner it is accepted, interpreted and understo-
od has important variations from an area to 
another one of the political and spiritual geo-
graphy of origin of the ”European Muslims” such 
as: 

- Societies and regimes which inherited the 
secular system of governance applied during the 
colonial period – Africa and, partially the Levant; 

-  Societies in which Islam impregnated totally 
the society, the institutions, the family and the 
person (the Arab world, Central Asia); 

- The Sunni Turks oscillating between the reli-
giosity impregnated by the feeling of national 
identitarian belonging as ”Turks”, on the one 
hand, and the secularity inherited from Mustafa 
Kemal Ataturk, on the other hand; 

- The Iranians who left their country after the 
1979 Islamic revolution, visibly secularised and, 
those more reduced as numbers who came more 
recently to Europe  and who are attached to the 
twelers Shiism and less marked by the spirit of 
the Khomeynist revolution. 

What attract attention when we speak of the 
Muslims in Europe is the reality that, beyond the 
mosaic of currents, perceptions or attitudes of 
the Muslim communities, liing in a ”foreign” so-
ciety generates, for the Muslim man, the need of 
certain identitarian references, of re-creating in 
miniature of the original environment and that 
translates usually in returning to the ”origins” 
which, in this case materialises in the two funda-
mental sources of religion – the Quran and Sun-
na    (the prophetic tradition) – and that means 
either a ”rediscovery” of the religious factor or 
an exacerbation of the living and by that the per-
ception accepted as justified of the anti-social, 
violent, anti-institutional upheavals. 

The Islamologues who studied and inestigated 
this aspect make a non-productive error when 
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they try to reduce everything to sociology by ig-
noring or treating superficially the very specific 
of the Muslim identity which makes man in  ge-
neral and not only homo islamicus – be treated 
above all as a product of culture where the reli-
gion and faith are inseparable components. But 
the analytical preeminence of sociology means, 
from the very beginning, a secularising as-
sumption of research which does not allow the 
correct coverage and understanding of the Isla-
mic reality which is built on Islam’s absolute 
character - religious, spiritual, cultural, political 
and social – as it was codifyed in the founding 
scriptures. 

The rather difficult question was raised often of 
finding a reasonable answer  to whether there 
may exist an ”European Islam” a question which, 
in other words, refers to the no less controversi-
al issue of integrating the Muslims into the host 
societies and cultures. Being fully European 
means – at least in the definitions formulated so 
far by western researchers – the acceptance by 
the Muslim individual and his adherence to a 
system of values alien to the Islamic doctrine, 
law and moral. Pragmatically, he should mani-
fest himself by at least three attitudes which are 
at least prohibitive for a Muslim, no matter his 
particularities in what concern the confession, 
philosophy and identity: 

1. The fundamental change of the respective 
individual’s relating with divinity incorporated 
in the Quran and Sunna. But the representation 
the man has about transcendence and the close 
link between the creative divinity and the crea-
ted man was and continues to be one of the main 
anthropological conditionalities of the individu-
al’s life and social community he belongs to. 
From this point of view, Islam has dispositions, 
criteria and norms incompatible with with the 
values which foreshadowed the European tradi-
tions and identity. And renouncing to all these 
implyes a volitive decision which would decon-
struct the very motive of the Muslim man of 
being the bearer of this identity. 

2. Limitting up to the elimination of the tute-
lar dependency on the states and societies of ori-
gin. The supporters of the conditions for the ac-

cess to the quality of ”European Muslim” under-
stand by that the achievement of a social, materi-
al and cultural independence  making futile the 
financial and religious assistance (building mos-
ques, providing the religious staff – imams and 
preachers – who, most of the time ignore the 
realities,  the customs, the laws and even the lan-
guage of the destination country etc.) 

3. Accepting secularity – a demand and a con-
cept unheard of in Islam for which there is no 
separating line between the political power and 
the religious one and which, for many Muslims, 
is a flagrant synonim with atheism. Moreover, 
the very source of the Muslim political sphere 
lies in Shari’a  canonic law. 

One may easily find out that all mentioned pre-
conditionalities reminds, in last analysis, of what 
the Christian or the colonial mission work achie-
ved, namely an astute process of proselytizing 
which led to a total deculturalization of the tar-
getted societies, particularly in Africa and the 
”Latin” America, and, in the end, the identitarian, 
national and ethnic disappearance of the societi-
es subjected to such a brutal and not a few times 
violent  proselytism. And the maximalist, popu-
list and out of touch with reality imagination 
continues today. A petition signed and published 
last April by around 300 personalities – intellec-
tuals, politicians, artists with extreme right or 
extreme left orientations of the French political 
and ideological range asking no more and no less 
than the eliminations of several versets and even 
original chapters of Qur’an stirred up heated 
reactions of condemnation from state and Isla-
mic religious istitutions. There were well-known 
names among the signatories such as the former 
presinent Nicolas Sarkozy, the two former prime 
ministers Emmanuel Valls and Jean Pierre Raffa-
rin, the singer Chlarles Aznavour, the academic 
and philosopher Bernard Henry Le vi, the actor 
Ge rard Depardieu a.s.o. In his reply, the rector of 
the Great University Al-Azhar in Cairo, Ahmad El
-Khatib, underlined that such extremisms do 
nothing but undermine the inter-confessional 
dialogue – which is already shaky and shy – and 
encourage in the Islamic world the radicalism 
and, ultimately, the brutal terrorism. 
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The history of the relations between the Chris-
tian West and the Islamic East is a conflicted one 
and remanent as such in the collective memory. 
And Islamophoby, the mercantile populism and 
the false prudery in approaching the contempo-
rary problems do not offer solutions. And one of 
the errors the European political elites continue 
to make is a communitarist approach of this sub-
ject and not as it would have been more natural 
to treat the issue on individual and personified 
principles. The Muslim, be he a last wave immi-
grant or be he naturalized in the host countries, 
should be considered as such from the perspec-
tive of the individual and his human rights, and 
not as member of a community which traditions 
and community identities are incompatible with 
the values of the European civilization. Giving in 
to community claims on behalf of tolerance and 
for the sake of a props multiculturalism means 
accepting an abstract and conflicts generating 
generosity. The assimilation argued through bi-
blical citations and through paternalistic attitu-
des has no constructive value when a Muslim of  
size such as the Turkish president Recep Teyyip 
Erdogan could declare from the very tribune of 
the parliament in Berlin that ”assimilation is a 
crime against humanity”. 

It is, at the same time, a duty of European global 
dimensions that of paying more attention and 
consideration, through the educational and 
school system, too,   to the history of the conti-
nent and to each nation which is part of Europe. 
When the former French president Jacques Chi-
rac said with a high tone that Europe ”has both 
Christian and Muslim roots” he was forgeting 
that, except for the cultural values of the ancient 
Greece which from Spain to the Muslim Sicily 
were made available to Europe  by Islam, the Eu-
ropean consciousness was created to a great ex-
tent by its confrontation with Islam.  

And when Recep Teyyip Erdogan declared that 
”Europe will be Muslim by Allah’s will”, he knew 
that, as a rule, in the Islamic counsciousness this 
”Insha’Allah” does not express as much a hope as 
it expresses a certainty of an accomplished fact. 
A truth the Europeanism should not ignore.   

 

 

Amel OUCHENANE 

The collapse of the Soviet Un-
ion and the fall of Berlin Wall 
in 1989 indicated the end of 
the Cold War. The surprising 

end of the Cold War shifted not only the world 
order but also debates in international relations 
theories. It was unexpected by current interna-
tional relations theories. Without any large con-
flict and war exploded furthermore without any 
transformation in the world system (anarchical), 
for instance, neorealists predicted that the 
world’s bipolar order would persist. Neorealists 
also claimed that international institutions did 
not have any effect to make war away because 
International institutions is a matter of material 
power challenge between states which are not 
only worried about the unlimited gain, but also 
relative gain in cooperation and integration. 

After the Cold War, international relations dis-
course provided more diverse approaches to un-
derstand and analyze world politics. Construc-
tivism theory is one of the models of the pro-
gressing emergence of international relations 
theory. Rather than diminishing other major the-
ories, according to its holders and proponents, 
constructivism theory provides wider illumina-
tion a larger explanation for determining the dy-
namic and the function of world politics. 

While realism and liberalism concentrate on 
material factors like power or corporation, con-
structivist theory tends to focus on the influence 
of ideas. Rather than considering the state for 
granted and claiming that it totally aims to sur-
vive, constructivists consider the identity and 
interests of states as an extremely flexible out-
put of special historical processes. Moreover, the 
constructivists focus is on the predominant dis-
course in society. This is because discourse 
shows and changes interests and beliefs, and 
sets accepted values, norms of behavior. Thus, 
constructivism is mainly interested in the main 
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sources and roots of alteration and this ap-
proach has broadly substituted Marxism. 

Constructivism, especially state identity theory 
explained by Alexander Wendt and Peter Kat-
zenstein, has become far from the almost partic-
ularly rationalist mainstream of international 
relations theory. The constructivist theory, 
mainly seen as the most significant challenge to 
rationalist dominance, argues that the theoreti-
cal framework focusing on the concept of state 
identity, can provide an important alternative 
and option to rational choice theory. State iden-
tity is mainly about the non-material factors 
such as values, culture, norms, ideas etc, studied 
by the constructivist scholars. It provides very 
important causal links to support the basic argu-
ments of constructivist theoretical framework. 

The term Constructivism was adopted by Nich-
olas Onuf in 1989 and introduced as "people and 
societies construct or constitute each other". The 
main assumption of constructivists is that the 
fundamental structures of international politics 
are social and these structures shape actors' 
identities and interests. Therefore, the world is 
structured by both knowledge and material fac-
tors, according to constructivists the main im-
portant relation is between agents and struc-
tures. Moreover, constructivists adopt a com-
mon concern when understanding and explain-
ing how international structures are defined by 
ideas and how identities and interests of the 
states and non-state players are influenced by 
the structures. 

The post-Cold War era played a significant role 
in legitimating constructivist approach because 
both liberalism and realism were unsuccessful in 
predicting this event and had difficulties explain-
ing it. On the contrary, constructivists had an ex-
planation based on ideas and norms; for exam-
ple, the idea of “common security,” adopted by 
Gorbachev.Furthermore, constructivism theory 
argues that we live in a period where ancient 
values and norms are being challenged, limits 
and boundaries are fading and matters of identi-
ty and culture are becoming more prominent 
and outstanding. Unexpectedly, researchers 
have been drawn to theories that put these is-

sues front and center.In the post-Cold War era 
constructivism emerged into the stage of de-
bates in international relations theories. Howev-
er, some researchers and scholars criticize that 
constructivism “remains a method than anything 
else, according to them constructivism does not 
offer an essential theory of world politics. More-
over, it provides a research approach that can be 
employed to understand and explain interna-
tional political economy. Therefore, Constructiv-
ism should operate with other theories from dif-
ferent disciplines and branches like comparative 
politics, social psychology..etc. 

On the other hand, constructivism has demon-
strating itself as an effective theory in under-
standing and explaining world politics, especial-
ly after Alexander Wendt published his article, 
Anarchy is What States Make of It, which devel-
oped the basis of constructivism approach. It fo-
cuses more on the nonmaterial world and con-
siders that material world changes are changed 
by the social world. Thus, the distribution of 
power and State’s military power do not auto-
matically construct an international social struc-
ture. Even without any central governance 
which has authority over all states in the world, 
the international system does certainly become 
a “competitive security system”. 

From a constructivist approach, the main prob-
lem in the post-Cold War world is how various 
groups visualize their interests and identities. 
However, power is not unrelated.  Constructiv-
ism focuses on how ideas, norms, values, and 
identities are created and constructed, how they 
develop, and how they change the way states 
comprehend and react to their situation. Thus, it 
matters whether the US adopts or denies its 
identity as "global policeman and whether Euro-
peans realize themselves mostly in national or 
continental terms. Constructivist approaches are 
highly varied and do not provide a unified group 
of expectations on any of these matters. 

Constructivism varies itself from neoliberalism 
and neorealism by emphasizing and highlighting 
the ontological reality of intersubjective 
knowledge. It does not mean that constructivism 
neglected the material world because intersub-
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jective knowledge and material world interact 
affect and influence each other. Furthermore, 
both the material world and intersubjective 
knowledge are not independent and not separat-
ed. They have relative autonomy. 

According to Constructivism theory, the materi-
al world does not completely define how people, 
or states, behave. It only limits the chance of in-
terpretation and the intersubjective world that 
people can build. Moreover, material body en-
forcing is restricted to social structure. Thus, 
constructivists do not mean the unlimited possi-
bilities of social structure. However, people have 
the capability to interpret, as they cannot easily 
interpret the social world and their own materi-
al world. There is restriction of interpretation of 
the social world, that the  material world chang-
es and is changed by the social world. 

Constructivism theory discusses the issue of 
anarchy in the international system, at a simple 
conceptual level, Alexander Wendt claimed that 
the realist conception of anarchy does not ex-
plain why conflict occurs between states enough. 
The main thing is how anarchy is understood, 
and Wendt argues that  "Anarchy is what states 
make of it.” He also argues that transnational 
communication and shared civic values are 
weakening traditional national obeisance and 
make an extremely new genre of political alli-
ances. Furthermore, Constructivist theory focus-
es more on the role of norms, claiming that in-
ternational law and other normative principles 
have decreased mainly the notions of sovereign-
ty and changed the legitimate purposes for 
which state power may be used. 

Constructivism theory recognizes the signifi-
cance of nonmaterial power (culture, ideas, lan-
guage, knowledge, and ideology) as well as ma-
terial power because the two powers connect 
and interact to build the world order. For in-
stance, nonmaterial power works through creat-
ing and recreating intersubjective meaning. It 
clarifies how the material structure, states’ iden-
tity, interactions and relations between states, 
and any other social facts should be realized and 
comprehended. 

The end of the Cold War came as a surprise to 

the classical dominant theories, who failed to 
predict or explain the changes in global politics. 
However, it provided the opportunity for more 
evolution of critical thoughts, which started 
since the mid-1980s. The Realist approach in in-
ternational relations was criticized largely for 
their materialistic approaches by constructiv-
ism, which speedily boomed and was known as a 
theory that focuses on the social dimension of 
international politics. This improvement to-
wards the chance of change helped the theory to 
catch significant elements of the world's rela-
tions: the many factors of mainstream presump-
tions and norms in world politics, which were 
threatened and challenged by constructivism. 

Constructivism defied the theory of power poli-
tics, especially dominant perception of the threat 
and conflict in global politics and picked a fully 
different approach in studying the construction 
of the threat through  their fundamental focus on 
the social dimensions of international politics, 
therefore,  it recognizes them as socially con-
structed elements in the process of identity for-
mation under the influence of the norms and 
shared values of society. 

Discussing the Euro-Med theatre in his 
‘Geopolitics–Energy–Technolgy’ book, for exam-
ple, prof. Anis H. Bajrektarevic states: “The 
MENA theatre is situated in one of the most fas-
cinating locations of the world. It actually repre-
sents the only existing land corridor that con-
nects 3 continents. Contributing some 6% to the 
total world population, its demographic weight 
is almost equal to that of the US (4,5%) and Rus-
sia (1,5%) combined. While the US and Russia 
are single countries, the MENA composite is a 
puzzle of several dozens of fragile pieces where 
religious, political, ideological, history-cultural, 
economic, social and territorial cleavages are 
entrenched, deep, wide and long. However, the 
MENA territory covers only 3% of the Earth’s 
land surface (in contrast to the US’ 6,5%, cover-
age and Russia’s 11,5%). Thus, with its high pop-
ulation density and strong demographic growth, 
this very young median population (on average 
23–27 years old) dominated by juvenile, mainly 
unemployed or underemployed, but socially mo-
bilized and often politically radicalized (angry) 
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males, competes over finite and scarce re-
sources, be they arable or settlers land, water 
and other essentials.  

Competition in this theatre, that has a lasting 
history of external domination or interference, is 
severe, multiple, unpredictable, and therefore it 
is fluid and unsettled on the existing or alterna-
tive socio-economic, ideological, cultural and po-
litico-military models, access, directions and 
participatory base.” 

As we see, the work of constructivists was es-
tablished around their aim in explaining the 
changes in world politics in the period towards 
the end, and after the Cold War especially when 
dominant international relations approaches 
and theories failed to predict the sudden change 
in the global politics. Moreover, this transfor-
mation raised the question about social con-
struction and the methodology of international 
relations theories and their involvement and ef-
fects in the production of international power. 

The main dominant international theories were 
unable to explain the collapse of Soviet Union, 
especially the theories which focus on material 
power, and nuclear weapons. This is because, 
despite being a nuclear power, the Soviet Union 
collapsed. Neorealists tried to provide a simple 
explanation by telling the decline of Soviet pow-
er. But, the explanation focused more on domes-
tic politics and economy than on the material 
structure of world’s distribution of power. 
Thus  it could not explain enough why the Soviet 
Union  and Gorbachev adopted decisions which 
could endanger its national security and survival 
and stop it from increasing its hegemony and 
power, However, neorealists were still certain 
about the significance of neorealism. 

Another explanation was given by Democratic 
liberalists who tried to stress the people’s aims 
for freedom and objections to communism. Ne-
oliberalism and the market economy favorably 
forced their hegemonies to the world and in-
creased the validity of tyranny and command 
economy. However, while this evidence could 
explain the decline of communist ideology in the 
Soviet Union, it could not explain why such 
transformation and change happens in the 

1980s. However, Neoliberals provided another 
explanation. Liberalism and communism inter-
acted across political borders, especially the new 
way of thinking among top political leaders de-
creased the hegemony of communism and made 
the Soviet Union collapse. Therefore, the col-
lapse of the Soviet Union and the end of the Cold 
War presented a significant challenge for con-
structivists to understand. Wendt said that 
“material structure can have special impacts. 

The distribution of power, anarchy in interna-
tional relations and military power do not fix 
states’ identities and relations. State military 
power can be understood as a threatening pow-
er as well as protecting power for other states. 

In addition, a nuclear weapon is a matter of 
perception. For instance, nuclear weapons in the 
hands of United States has a different meaning 
for Taiwan than a nuclear weapon in the hands 
of China. Therefore, considering states “like bil-
liard balls of varying size” is not enough to ex-
plain and understand reality. Military capabili-
ties of any state and the distribution of power in 
the international system are interfering ele-
ments but they are not able to understand rela-
tions between states. For example, two enemy or 
allied states can be divided by defining the mate-
rial military structure. However, the states iden-
tification and social structure are important ele-
ments which define relations between states. 
Constructivism theory (actually rather an ontol-
ogy) argues that common identities and a long 
history of alliance and cooperation between two 
states can be a strong ground of cooperative se-
curity system. On the other hand, other identi-
ties and a long history of conflict and struggle 
can build a competitive security system based on 
conflict and wars.  

Amel Ouchenane is a member of the organiza-
tion of Security and Strategic studies in Algeria. 
She is also Research Assistant at the Idrak Re-
search Center for Studies and Consultations.      
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Giles MERRITT Founder 
and Chairman of Friends 

of Europe 

If ever an EU summit se-
emed doomed, it's this we-
ek's immigration 
showdown. Three mee-
tings of EU interior minis-

ters have deadlocked this year on refugees and 
migration, there was the week-end's inconclusi-
ve mini-summit and now the full-fledged Euro-
pean Council looks set to make a fifth. 

Tempers are frayed over beggar-my-neighbour 
national immigration controls, and the burning 
question is how to avoid a bust-up. Immigration 
has become so toxic that it risks poisoning intra-
EU relationships for years to come.  

What is sure about this summit is that EU lea-
ders won't come up with a miracle solution; the-
re's no silver bullet for such a complex problem 
in such a fraught atmosphere. 

The "get out of jail" solution is to launch an in-
dependent study by high-level politicians and 
experts to review the myriad aspects of the pro-
blem.  Their brief should go far beyond placing 
limits on immigration and include all the demo-
graphic and social factors.  

 

If ever an EU summit seemed doomed, it's this 
week's immigration showdown 

Europe needs a strategy to 
stretch to mid-century. The 
more immediate aim should be 
to re-set public opinion and 
soften hardline attitudes. The 
study should show that there is 
much more to the immigration 
question than has so far met 
the public eye.  

Many EU governments ‒- that 
of Germany, too, now that An-

gela Merkel's coalition is so wracked by the issue 
‒- have been aggravating tensions by bowing to 
anti-migrant pressures. They have done so for 
largely electoral reasons, yet have made them-
selves more vulnerable than ever to the popu-
lists.  

Until mainstream political parties can point to 
common policies that reassure voters, populist 
politicians are able to use fears of mass immigra-
tion to wrest power away from them. They will 
pick responsible EU governments off one by one 
whenever elections come around. 

Much more than domestic politics is at stake. 
The nationalism preached by anti-migrant popu-
lists spells the end of EU solidarity. "Immigration 
remains the Number One concern of Europeans," 
warned the EU Commission when it reported 
recently that only a fifth of the people surveyed 
still see immigration positively, while almost 
two-fifths say it's a serious problem.  

The number of people now living in an EU co-
untry where they weren't born has increased 
sharply from 34m in 2000 to 57m today, repre-
senting more than 11 per cent%  of the 512m 
population. A third areis 'free movement' EU ci-
tizens, and two-thirds are non-European. At the 
same time, argument rages over the extent to 
which Europe's ageing means it needs more 
workers.    

The nationalism preached by anti-migrant po-
pulists spells the end of EU solidarity 

In both 2015 and 2016, some 
1.2m refugees and economic 
migrants arrived in Europe. 
That influx slowed to 650,000 
people in 2017, but was never-
theless three times as many as 
in 2007. 

Governments like to imply 
that the 'migrant crisis' is at an 
end. In truth, it's just starting. 
Legal immigrants ‒- as distinct 
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from refugees and irregular economic migrants 
‒- have been arriving since 2010 at the rate of 
1.75m a year, and family reunifications, students 
and the recruitment of qualified workers suggest 
that's sure to rise. On top of that, climate change 
and conflicts are sure to push many others to 
seek a new life in Europe. 

Without a common EU-wide approach there 
will continue to be much illegal immigration that 
creates criminalised communities and untaxable 
black economies.  

The mishandling of refugees' asylum applicati-
ons has been making matters worse. The core 
problem is the Dublin Regulation of 2003, which 
stipulates that refugees fleeing persecution must 
seek asylum from the EU country they first arri-
ved in. Southern EU countries say this is an un-
fair burden, but it's one others refuse to share. 

A substantial majority of refugees are deemed 
really to be economic migrants, and are refused 
political asylum. Many evade repatriation ho-
mes, and become trapped in limbo to swell the 
ranks of Europe's undocumented 'illegals'. 

The deepening migration controversy is paraly-

sing EU-level attempts to create a common 
asylum system as well as a long-term approach 
to migration.  

 

What is sure about this summit is that EU lea-
ders won't come up with a miracle solution 

With no obvious solution to hand, the European 
Council should sidestep the various rows invol-
ving Italy, Germany, the four Visegrad countries 
and others by mandating an independent top-
level body chaired by a respected figure to revi-
ew the many complex aspects of immigration.  

Its wide-ranging brief would span economic 
and social issues within Europe as well as exter-
nal development policies, and it should submit 
its recommendations to EU leaders before next 
year's European Parliament elections. 

Immigration is re-landscaping the EU's political 
terrain, and threatens eventually to tear it apart. 
A broadly-based and objective analysis of the 
complex geopolitical shifts taking place is essen-
tial, for without it there can be no durable policy 
solutions.  



 

45 

Geostrategic Pulse, No 263,264, Friday 20 July 2018                                                                                          www.ingepo.ro 



 

46 

www.ingepo.ro                                                                                          Geostrategic Pulse, No 263,264, Friday 20 July 2018 

   

The Middle East - quo vadis? 
  

Corneliu PIVARIU 

   The so-called “Arab spring”  has thrown the Middle East and North Africa in a mess which evolu-
tions in perspecive are difficult to anticipate, especially as a result of the global geopolitical situa-
tion  that  does not allow yet to contemplate what the coming world order will be. 

  Today’s  main conflicted situation in the Middle East is the one between Iran and Israel.  Whet-
her since the emergence of the State of Israel it succeeded in winning all the wars with its Arab 
neighbours and to sign peace treaties, too, towards the end of the last century with Egypt and 
then with the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan, the relations with Iran did not evolve at all towards 
normalization but, on the contrary, new tense and dangerous elements emerged for Israel and 
for the the peace in the Middle East. The breaking out  in 2011 of the protests against Bashar al-
Assad’s regime in Syria seemed to solve the last threat from the close vicinity of Israel by elimi-
nating one of the last dictatorship regimes in the Middle East, the one in Damascus. Turning those 
protests into a civil war led to escalations and contrary evolutions of which the most important 
were the Russian intervention in Syria and Tehran’s regime  direct military involvement for bac-
king Bashar al-Assad, the Tehran’s ally ever since the ten-year war between Iran and Iraq.  

  The situation in Syria got complicated, too,  as a result of the mistaken foreign policy pursued by 
the Obama Administration, of the increased differends between Saudi Arabia  and countries in 
the Gulf (first of all Qatar), of the weakness of the regime in Cairo, the situation in Iraq and the 
developments in Turkey. 

  The ayatollahs’ regime in Tehran exploited these situations to its own interests  for expanding 
and strenghtening their influence towards the east on the Baghdad-Damascus-Beirut line but al-
so in the Gulf by developing the relations with Qatar and the involvement in the conflict in Ye-
men. The support they granted to the Palestinian movement Hamas especially in Gaza represents 
another element through which Tehran achieves its foreign policy in the Middle East. 

  President’s Trump withdrawal from the nuclear accord with Tehran and his hardening the sanc-
tions against Iran, the military strikes carried out by Israel against some Iranian military objecti-
ves in Syria as well as Tehran’s maintaining its unyelding position in what concern Israel are the 
main evolutions that made the likelihood  of a new military conflict in the Middle East breaking 
out increase. We consider now that there is an important likelihood, close to 50%, that the USA 
gets involved in a conflict for overthrowing the regime in Tehran alongside its main allies, Israel 
and Saudi Arabia. A direct military conflict with the involvement of the American military forces 
is less probable but not impossible and it depends not only on  the Iranian position but also on 
the relations among Washington, Moscow and  Ankara as well as on the domestic position of pre-
sident Donald Trump. An assessment such as that the ayatollahs’ regime in Tehran is unshakable 
represents an exageration and history proved several times the weaknesses of the regimes that 
considered themselves immutable and then vanished as a result of not being able to adapt them-
selves to the geopolitical shifts and to the evolutions of the human society. Or, the weakness of 
the regime in Tehran comes exactly from inside, from the lack of will for reforming. 

  The developments in the Middle East will be influenced by the situation in Turkey, too, where 
two years exactly passed since the so-called failed coup attempt (more than 70,000 people arres-
ted and over 110,000 people dismissed from the state administration) and after president Erdo-
gan won a new presidential mandate with increased constitutional powers. 

  So, the Palestinian issue remains on the background of the concerns in the Middle East and a 
new peace, vaguely durable in this area, will mean that globally, too, things move towards a new 
world order which architecture is still difficult to anticipate.  

CONSIDERATION 
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Dinu COSTESCU 

Since the end of WWII, the African continent 
did not witness such a concentration of foreign 
military presences which is, today, from the 
standpoint of the dimension and of the number 
of state-actors is higher than the one recorded 
during the peak periods of the Cold War. 

Almost 40 foreign military bases, support po-
ints, facilities and permanent or temporary ac-
cess facilities were inventoried in Africa during 
the last years and their presence was justified in 
most of the cases by the imperatives of fighting 
the terrorism phenomenon, of fighting the mari-
time piracy,  of groups of orga-
nized crime and, more re-
cently, in the Horn of Africa, by 
the tensions created by the 
civil war in Yemen, by the 
splits that emerged within the 
sub-regional organisation of 
the Gulf Cooperation Council 
and by the tense climate in the 
relationship between the Arab 
Sunni monarchies of this part 
of the Middle East and the the-
ocratic Shiite regime in 
Tehran, on the one hand, and 
between the latter and the 
United States plus Israel, on 
the other hand. Yet this ascen-
dant dynamics of the interest 
for the ”black continent” is, at 
the same time, the effect of an 
acerbic competition for econo-
mic and strategic influence 
and expansion among the 
great global and emerging po-
wers, a context in which the 
role and the opinion of the 
African states matter less and 
more, or first of all,  the pro-
grams and the interests of the 

powers involved in this strategic game on the 
chessboard of the African continent. 

Not the least, on the list of the causal reasons of 
this phenomenon of geographic expansion of the 
non-African military presence is the emergence 
and the dissemination of the jihadist-Islamist 
phenomenon institutionalized through groups 
such as Islamic State or its indigenous franchi-
ses, the organisations Al-Qaida in the Islamic 
Maghreb (AQIM) or Boko Haram in the Sahel 
(Niger, Nigeria, Tchad and of Western Africa). 
The anarchy, the institutional state dissolution 
and the serious economic crises most of the sta-

The Main Factors of the Middle East Situation 

Africa. Political and administrative map  
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 tes and the governments on the con-
tinent are confronted with impose 
another approach of the foreign inte-
rest for this region of the map of the 
world in the sense that the security 
and economic problems are making 
up an acute thereat to the economic 
interests of the industrialised co-
untries seen through the prism of 
the huge natural resources the Afri-
can states dispose of among which 
primarily the energy and mineral 
resources such as crude oil and na-
tural gas, gold, uranium, diamond, 
phosphates, bauxite, plutonium, 
manganese, cobalt and the list may 
continue. A reality which attracts yet 
at the same time leads to powerful 
competitive rivalries as those exis-
ting between the United States and 
France. From this point of view, the 
need of setting permanent bases is of 
securing the access of the respective countries to 
the energy and of other nature resources provi-
sion. 

On the other hand, one should not ignore anot-
her reality not alien at all to the attention the 
great players pay to the African continent and 
materialized in the maritime piracy which beca-
me a maligmant phenomenon in the internatio-
nal waters around the Horn of Africa (Somalia, 
Djibouti, Eritreea), of the middle eastern part of 
the continent, disrupting most dangerously  and 
harmfully the navigation on one of the most im-
portant maritime routes linking the Indian 
Ocean to the Red Sea through Bab El-Mandeb 
Straight, to the Suez Cannal  and through the Me-
diterranean to Europe. Bab El-Mandeb Straight, 
with a width of 29 km only, allows the daily tran-
sit of at least 60 large commercial ships, of which 
the crude oil accounts for 5mill barrels daily. Yet, 
at the same time, the passage from the Indian 
Ocean to the Red Sea is surrounded by a extre-
mely volatile and conflicted vicinity, be it the de-
vastating war a mini-coallition led by Saudi Ara-
bia wages in Yemen against the Houthis separa-
tist rebels backed financially and militarily by 
Iran, or the insecurity and the instability on the 

left shore where Somalia and Eritreea are prima-
rily the suppliers of Islamist terrorism or mariti-
me piracy. Nevertheless, during the last period 
only military bases of Saudi Arabia, the Unied 
Arab Emirates, Turkey, China and Israel were set 
up alongside the existing western ones, which 
we will  be mentioned in some other  part of this 
article. 

It is obvious that speaking of the ”race for Bab 
El-Mandeb” we do not have in mind the abo-
vementioned competition between Washington 
and Paris. At the beginning of this year, the for-
mer Secretary of State Rex Tillerson declared 
literally that ”the Chinese penetration in Africa 
threatens not only the natural resources of the 
continent but also its political and economic sta-
bility on a long run”. America’s worry and also of 
the Western European community is understan-
dable when since 2009 China becameAfrica’s 
first commercial partner as  the commercial ex-
changes between Beijing and the African 
markets amounted in 2016 to $149.2 billion  and 
China was, at the same time, one of the top in-
vestors in different fields of the economic struc-
ture and African infrastructure. Therefore it is 
not surprising that in 2017 China inaugurated 

The Horn of Africa and Bab El-Mandeb Straight. Source IISS  
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the first military base in Djibouti, not gar from 
the base of the American expeditionary corps 
”Camp Lemonnier” and the new Chinese location  
will ne ready to receive, by 2026 around 10,000 
troops. 

India is not absent either from the competition 
for Africa as it has important  commercial ex-
changes which, from $1 billion in 1995, raised to 
$65 billion in 2015 and also by securing now a 
military presence through a telecommunication  
interception station placed north of Madagascar 
and a naval military base in Seychelles Archipe-
lago with the double purpose of fighting the ma-
ritime piracy and of surveillance of  China’s mili-
tary activity and presence in the Indian Oceans 
waters. 

In its turn, the Russian Federation listed among 
its priorities of foreign affairs policy dynamizing 
the relations and its military, economic and com-
mercial  presence relations on the African conti-
nent  -  an objective the head of the Russian di-
plomacy Serghei Lavrov emphasized recently 
during a tour of African contacts thad included 
Angola, Namibia, Mozambic, Zimbabwe, Ethiopia 
and Central Africa  with which Moscow conclu-
ded an agreement for endowing and equiping 
two battalions of the Central-African army and 
for deploying 200 instructors of the Russian elite 
forces for training the profile units in Bangui. 

* 

As it is now, the foreign military presence in 
Africa offers the following morphology, whereby 
the forces and the facilities acting under the 
UNO’s flag or of other multi-state structures  
made up in their great majority of African units 
and of non-African preparation teams or of logis-
tical support. 

I. France 

1. Djibouti: The French forces deployed in 
Djibouti (FFDJ): the most important contingent 
of the French forces stationed in Africa, with 
1,450 militaries, an arming  regimen, a light avia-
tion unit, the 188 Aerial Base with 2000 Mirage 
planes, C160, Transall and Puma helicopters, a 
navel base, a training center for waging war in 
desert conditions.    

2. The French forces  in Ivory Coast – a batal-
lion of marines with missions of operationally 
securing  the areas of strategic interest. 900 mili-
tary are deploye din 4 centers situated in Abid-
jan and Toumudi 

3. The French forces in Gabon: 350 military 
deployed in two campuses, namely Camp de Ga-
ulle with marines and Guy Pidou Aerial Base for 
attack helicopters and logistics as well as an in-
struction center for fights in difficult geo physi-
cal and climatic conditions. 

4. The French troops in Senegal, with main 
missions of French interests and nationals, logis-
tical support for operations carried out in the 
region. They have 350 military in the small town 
of Ouakarm and in the military port of Dakar. 

5. The ”Epervier” (Falcon) French Forces in 
Tchad: 950 military deployed in four locati-
ons. They dispose of a military base in N’Dja-
menna international airport and coordinate the 
operations carried out on a larger area including 
Tchad, Niger,  Burkina-Faso, Mauritania and 
Mali. 

The French Army has similar permanent bases 
in Burkina Faso, Niger, Mauritania, Mali, Central 
African Republic,  Guineea Bissau. 

II. The United States 

It has 21 military bases in Burkina Faso 
(informative surveillance in Sahel region), Came-
run (base for Predator drones, around 300 
military), Djibouti (around 4000 troops), it hosts 
the American military cammandment for the in-
ternational forces AFRICOM), Gabon, Ghana, Ke-
nya (base for the drones used in Somalia and 
Yemen), Seychelles, Niger, the Central African 
Republic, Congo Democratic Republic 
(temporary base), Senegal (temporary), Somalia, 
South Sudan, Tchad (operational base for 
Predator and Reaper drones), Algeria, Egypt, 
Eritreea and Tunisia.  

III. China  

As of 2017, China disposes of a military base in 
Obock port in Djiblouti, on the Red Sea which, in 
2026, will receive 10,000 military and will turn 
this emplacement into a China’s military outpost 
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on the African continent. 

IV. Great Britain 

Great Britain has in Kenya, a permanent sup-
port base in Nanzuki, 200 km north of Nairobi 
and it has to deploy in Mali an echelon  of special 
forces and a Chinook helicopters squad for anti-
terrorist operations in Sahel region. 

V. India 

A first listening station was installed by India in 
the northern part of Madagascar in 2007 for the 
surveillance of the maritime routes in the Indian 
Ocean. In the Assumption island in the Seychel-
les Archpelago, India is under way of setting 
up a navy base at the Indian Ocean under the ap-
parent reason of fighting the piracy yet with a 

real mission of supervising China’s  maritime 
regional activities. 

VI. Germany 

 It has in Niger a military  base for air tran-
sports to Niamey international airport and uses 
a detachment deployed in Gao area in Mali with 
aerial recognaissance missions, intelligence gat-
hering and logistical support. 

VII. Turkey 

It has a military base in Somalia used initially 
for military training and preparation of the So-
mali army. 

VIII. Japan 

It has a contingent of around 200 troups in Dji-

American permanent and  temporary bases, USA’s facilities in Africa  
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 bouti. 

IX. Italy 

A military base (400 soldiers) at Missurata, in 
central Libya and a naval base in Tripoli. Italy 
has got the right of military access to Libya’s ae-
rial space and maritime territorial waters. At the 
beginning of this year, an Italian military mission 
was dispatched to Niger (470 military) for sup-
porting the indigenous authorities in their con-
troll of the illegal migrationist flow towards Eu-
rope. 

X. The Russian Federation 

As of the beginning of 2018, 200 instructors of 
the Russian special forces were detached to Ban-
gui, in the Central African Republic, for training 
and military instruction of the Central African 
army.  

XI. Saudi Arabia  

Negotiations are going on for the creation of a 
Saudi military base in Djibouti, especially for su-
pervising the Iranian navies while Ryiadh and 
Tehran are engaged in a war on the Yemeni ter-
ritory. 

XII. The United Arab Emirates (UAE) 

After a failed attempt of setting up a permanent 
military presence on the Yemeni Soqotra island 
in the Indian Ocean, the authorities in Abu Dhabi 
are exerting efforts for building a military base 
in Somalia (in the Somaliland independentist 
area) where a mixed aerial and naval base is to 
be set up at Berbera. The UAE has also a limited 
military presence in Eritrea and in Libya. The 
Yemeni ports of Mokha and Hodeida are consi-

dered as well as possible destinations of new 
Emirati presences or a stable Emirati-Saudi pre-
sence.  

 

Dinu COSTESCU 

The modern history of the Middle East means, 
in the historical context of the XXth century, a 
history of the conflict between the Arab world 
and Israel. Since the Emergence of the State of 
Israel on the map, on May 14th, 1948 to the first 
act of peace in this region 30 years had to pass – 
a period of time blood tainted by four major 
wars which left behind more than 52,000 dead – 
Jews and Arabs -, hundreds of thousands injured, 
orphans, refuges, huge material destructions, 
painful reconfigurations of the political geograp-
hy and especially the feeling that this ”Arab-
Israeli conflict” or ”the Middle East conflict” is 
not just an acerbic confrontation for survival for 
one side, and for liberation and dignity for the 
other side, there is the feeling that beyond the 
politicianist and populist rhetorics, the great 
Arab-Israeli conflict is more than a military con-
flagration and manifests itself as a war between 
two histories, two cultures and two civilizations.      

Since the first armed confrontation in 1948, se-
ven decades passed this spring and 30 years had 
to pass until the achievement, in 1978-1979, of 
the first act of Arab-Israeli conciliation following 
the historical visit paid to Israel by the former 
Egyptian president Anwar El-Sadat and the con-
clusion, on March 26th, 1979  of the  Peace Trea-
ty between Israel and Egypt. For this ”treason of 
Arab unity and solidarity”, Egypt was excluded 
from the Arab League which headwuarters was 
moved from Cairo to Tunis and Anwar El-Sadar 
was killed on October 6th, 1981 by the bullets of 
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  the Islamist fanaticism. 

14 more years passed until September, 1993 
when on the lawn of the White House the chair-
man of the Palestine Liberation Organisation, 
Yasser Arafat and the Israeli prime minister 
Yitzhak Rabin signed ”The Declaration of Princi-
ples on interim arrangements of Self-
Governance”, currently known as ”The Oslo 
Agreements” meant to open the way to a gradual 
transition to a Palestinian autonomy and to fi-
nally setting up a Palestinian state. The signato-
ries were awarded the Nobel Prize and paid with 
their lives too,  – Yizthak Rabin was shot by an 
Israeli fanaticist on November 4th, 1995 and the 
Palestinian leader died on November 11th, 2004 
under suspected circumstances which were not 
elucidated until this day. 

Another year passed until the peace between 
Israel and the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan was 
sanctioned by ”Wadi Araba Treaty” (Arava in he-
brew) signed on October 26th, 1994. 

All these three documents of bilateral relations 
were the results of armed conflicts the signatory 
states were engaged in. 

The only political demarche towards peace 
from and on behalf of the Arab community 
which was not the immediate consequence of a 
military conflict is to be found in the so-called 
”Arab Peace Initiative” which was drawn up by 
Saudi Arabia and  presented at the Beirut Sum-
mit of the Arab League in 2002. The initiative, 
backed and assumed by the Arab League prope-
sed, for the first time, a global solution to the 
Arab-Israeli and Israeli-Palestinian conflicts, the 
recognition of the State of Israel right to existen-
ce and the normalization of the relations with 
the Arab world based on Israeli withdrawal from 
all Arab occupied territories and the creation of 
an independent  Palestinian state  having Jerusa-
lem as its capital. The Arab initiative had no 
practical results whatsoever. 

Today, we witness in the Middle East an impor-
tant shift of paradigm concerning the very con-
ception of the Arab-Israeli relating, a process in 
which some analysts identify a genuine sudden 
change of the interest of gradually giving up, 
even if slow, the traditional hostility between 

these two belligerent camps in favour of a pluri-
morphic and peaceful coming closer. From the 
famous syntagms of ”throwing the Jews into the 
sea” and of ”wiping out the Zionist enemy from 
the geography” other forms of unequivocal, dis-
cursive and practical of expression  of the will 
both the Israeli side and the Arab community 
(or, for the time being, part of it) manifest and 
the place of the old rhetorical patterns was taken 
by circulating new possible paradigms among 
which ”conciliation”, ”coming closer”, 
”normalization” or ”the common existential and 
security interests” are to be found.  

The attempts and demarches of extending brid-
ges between the Israelis and the Arabs are not 
new and modern and contemporary history of 
the region witnessed not a few of them: com-
mercial relations, various forms of Israeli repre-
sentation especially in the Arab Maghreb states, 
semi-official dialogues at government level a.s.o. 
yet lacking an appropiate environment having at 
the base the idea of global peace between the 
Arab world and the Jewish state thay had rather 
the characted of good offices more or less tem-
porary and kept away from public opinion and 
media information.  

The political and military developments the re-
gion witnessed during the last years generated 
profound conceptual, strategic and security revi-
sions starting with the interventionists wars in 
Afghanistan and Iraq, the dramatic overturnings 
caused by the ”Arab spring” up to the political 
and military coalition of the global international 
community against the institutionalized jiha-
dism in the destructive form of  the ”new Islamic 
caliphate” and the emergence and development 
of new security equations, of new competitions 
for influence and expansion among the new po-
les of the regional equation, the deterioration to 
the extreme limits of the sectarian and hegemo-
nistic tensions as it is the case of Iran and Saudi 
Arabia, the perpetuation of the Syrian civil war 
and the direct meddlings of the great global pla-
yers in the regional conflicted developments – 
all these generating inevitably the insecurity fee-
ling and, implicitly, the need of new alliances, of 
new security approaches  under the sign of de-
fending the national security interest etc. 
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 Today, the Arab standard bearers of the idea of 
coming closer and normalizing of their relations 
with Israel are preferentially Saudi Arabia, and 
the United Arab Emirates seconded more discre-
tely by the other hereditary monarchies in the 
Gulf area. 

The relating between these Arab states and Is-
rael  witnessed during the last ten years a unpre-
cended head start that determined the Israeli 
prime minister Benjamin Netanyahu to declare 
that ”the Arab states in the region are not any 
longer looking at Israel as an enemy but rather 
and more and more as an ally”, while the sovere-
ign of the tiny Kingdom of Bahrain broke a taboo 
and proclaimed ”the right of the State of Israel of 
defending itself” against the Iranian security 
threats. When the monarch Hamad Bin Issa Al-
Khalifa pronounced these words, he sent a dou-
ble message: that one of the fundamental rea-
sons of the new Arab orientations is to be found 
in what the monarchies in the Gulf consider to 
be an ”existential threat” Iran represents for the-
ir security interests,on the one hand, and that 
the Iranian theocratic regime is the common 
enemy of both the Arab countries and Israel so-
mething that, logically implies a common Arab-
Israeli alliance for counteracting these threats.  

In 2015, the United Arab Emirates authorized 
the opening in Abu Dhabi of an Israeli represen-
tation in the field of renewable energy and parti-
cipates to joint military exercise with the Israeli 
army. Signs from the Saudi side are also visible 
for opening and coming closer materialized in 
unpublicised contacts of the foreign affairs mi-
nistries and of the intelligence services  and in 
consultations on issues such as advanced tec-
hnologies, in authorizing  the civilian Israeli air 
company El Al to fly over the Saudi territory to-
wards destinations in the Far East and the Indi-
an sub-continent etc. 

For its part, the Israeli government succeeded 
in making president Donald Trump an active 
spokesman of the Jewish state besides the Arab 
chabcheries and particularly besides the shores 
of the Arabic-Persian Gulf. 

In the framework of this triangular relation Tel-
Aviv – Ryiadh -Washington, a question arises: 

who needs more whom? And the answer refers 
undoubtedly to Israel whose prime minister 
pursues since many years a priority objective, 
namely normalizing the relations with the Arab 
”moderate Sunni” countries and achieving, un-
der very advantageous circumstances, an Israeli-
Arab conciliation without that being preconditi-
oned of an Israeli-Palestinian peace. Or, in the 
new context, solving the Palestinian file is bro-
ught back to timeliness by Saudi Arabia as bar-
gaining chip and transaction for normalizing the 
relations with Israel. In fact, for Ryiadh it is not 
the solving the Palestinian issue or implemen-
ting the ”2002 Arab Peace Initiative” a ”priority 
of priorities” but the extent to which this file ser-
ves its national interests in the ”existential” con-
flict between the Saudi Sunni leadership and the 
Iranian Shiite expansionism. 

The adventure of conciliation does not lack 
traps. The Israeli flag brandished on an Israeli 
embassy in the heart of ”the House of Is-
lam” (Dar Al-Islam) would bring back to the col-
lective memory the ideological reason for which 
Ossama Bin Laden set up his terrorist ”Base” (an 
accusation brought to the Saudi monarchy of al-
lowing that the holly soil of Islam be desecrated 
by the boots and the caterpillars of the 
”unfaithful Crussaders” while a green flag enscri-
bed with the fundamental text of the confession 
of faith brandishing over a Saudi embassy in Je-
rusalem might have dramatic outcome in the 
Arab and Islamic world for the Wahhabite regi-
me self-titled ”custodian, depository and ser-
vant” of Islam’s sacred places.  

Any beginning is difficult. It is important it is 
not obliged, by the very collocutors,to be hea-
ding towards a lamentable end.           
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Ambassador prof. Dumitru CHICAN 

Summary 

The conflicted status characterizing the Middle 
East region witnesses now an ascending rivalry 
between two important camps engaged in an 
acerbic competition for domination and for 
strengthening their own security within the regi-
onal security system. It is, on the one hand, 
about the coalition which, alongside the Islamic 
Republic, as state actor, there are  state and non 
state entities aligned around the regime in 
Tehran. On the other hand, it is about an adverse 
camp made up of traditional regional allies of 
the Western community led by the United States 
of America, as Israel, Saudi Arabia and the as-
sembly of  the hereditary Arab monarchies in the 
Arabic-Persian Gulf and having as a functioning 
vector not exactly the structure of a strict sense  
alliance or coalition but a consensual approach 
of a conflict considered mutually, by both camps, 
as an existential and security threat. The trajec-
tory advanced by the confrontation between 
these two belligerent groups is the one tracing 
today the red line which violation, by one or the 
other of camps, threatens to throw the Middle 
East region in a heated conflict with major geo-
political consequences.  

The hostility among the mentioned players is 
not new and the dynamics of conflicted type od 
the relations between Saudi Araba and Tehran 
represented, mainly during the last ten years, 
one of the defining elements for the political and 
military climate of the Middle East and of the sub
-regional area of the Gulf and the diversity of the 
fronts, of the alliances and extra-regional in-
volvements made that the rivalry between the 
Sunni Wahhabism and the Iranian sectarianism  
increased lately up to a level whereby any local 
accidental spark would have the energy of ignit-
ing a regional conflagration much more danger-
ous as it may attract the main global players 
equally hostile to each other – the United States 
and the Russian Federation. The recent decision 

of Donald Trump’s Administration of unilaterally 
withdrawing fron the 5+1 agreement reached 
with Iran in 2015 for settling the disputes linked 
to Iran’s nuclear concerns and programs has to 
be added to the already existing risks and that 
had consequences not only in increasing the mu-
tual tensions between the main players but also 
bringing the nuclear armament race back to the 
forefront. 

Iran and the “Refusal Front” 

The Khomeynist doctrine of “revolution export” 
to the regional environment materialized, for the 
Iranian theocratic regime in setting up the so-
called “Resistance and Refusal Front” based on 
the political use of sectarianism, on promoting a 
regional expansion policy and creating an alli-
ances system with state actors (Iraq after the 
removal, in 2003, of Saddam Hussein’s  Baathist 
regime,    even during the period when it was 
ruled by the secular regime of general Hafez Al-
Assad) or non state actors (the Palestine Libera-
tion Organisation, the political and military 
movements “Amal” and “Hezbollah” in Lebanon, 
Hamas movement as a Palestinian branch of the 
the ”Muslim Brotherhood”, the Islamic Jihad in 
Lebanon and the Palestinian territories or, for a 
time, even the radical Islamist network Al-
Qaida). From the initial declared objective – the 
rejection of the Israeli occupation of the Arab 
territories and of recognizing the existence of 
the State of Israel as well as rejecting any defeat-
ist solutions or negotiations imposed by America 
and by its Israeli ally, the Islamic Republic redi-
rected itself towards the expansion of its own 
influence into the Levant and the Mediterranean 
Sea and raising Iran to the statute of regional 
power and keeping and increasing at the same 
time the hostility towards Israel and the United 
States, on the one hand, and undermining Saudi 
Arabia’s same aspirations  of regional influence 
and power of the Sunni Kingdom. On this back-
ground, the theocratic Iranian regime’s doctrine 
starts from the idea that the military superiority 
of any other actor of the ”adverse camp” is cir-
cumscribed to some plans aimed at overthrow-
ing the regime and the order instated by the 
1979 revolution, a fact that imposed the idea 
that obtaining at least a deterrence  equilibrium 
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 if not a military superiority against its enemies is 
achievable by developing programs that bring 
Iran to the situation of disposing of a nuclear ar-
senal. On the other hand, the Iranian deterrence 
doctrine and of strengthening its own presence 
and influence in its geographical proximity re-
jects de plano  the very idea of instituting in the 
region of an order and system of forces exclud-
ing Iran one way or another. And, from this 
standpoint, the military strength as leverage of 
achieving political interests may constitute an 
essential factor in the overall geopolitical and 
geopolitical approaches of Tehran’s decision-
makers. On this basis, the Islamic Republic ex-
ploits any strategic opening and opportunities 
that may appear and which, combined with an 
indisputable ability of using the non-state actors 
in preventing or using to its own interests con-
flicted situations secure to the regime a remark-
able capacity of resilience even in spite of dys-
functionlities and troubles existing at a certain 
time on the domestic chessboard. The war in 
Yemen – relatively less costly for Tehran as com-
pared with the ”Arab alliance” initiated and led 
by Saudi Arabia offers, from this point of view, 
an as telling as possible example. In the same 
line, no less significant is the way in which Teh-
ran explored the fault line produced between the 
State of Qatar and the other Saudi Arabia’s satel-
lite monarchies for weakening both the credibil-
ity of the monarchy in Riyadh and the cohesion 
of the sub-regional organization of the Gulf Co-
operation Council and, on the other hand, the 
rapid adaptation to the situation created within 
the European Union in the relations between 
Brussels and Washington after Trump Admin-
istration’s unilateral withdrawal from the 5+1 
treaty.  

The anti-Iranin front 

Despite some common interests backed by 
Trump Administration, setting up a new viable 
and active front against Iran remains yet a deba-
table objective. It is true that the United States, 
Saudi Arabia, the Uited Arab Emirates and Israel 
share a  common aversion towards the Iranian 
regime, these states are far from constituting 
together a pragmatic anti-Iranian coalition. Whi-
le the Jewish state and the Arab monarchies in 

the Gulf are sending mutually encouraging sig-
nals for a coming together or even for a normali-
zation of relations among them, there is a series 
of obstacles confronting this aspiration which, 
no one of the interlocutors has either the  availa-
bility  or the capacity of transcending and, 
among these, before anything, they haave  the 
Gordian knot of the  Palestinian file and, in this 
context, the impossibility of thinking of the pre-
sence of a Saudi diplomatic mission for instance 
in Israel when th prime minister Benjamin Neta-
nyahu himself let it known that, after Donald 
Tump’s step, any new embassy opened in the 
State of Israel should be in Jerusalem. 

The abovementioned regional players have in 
common as well the convinction that, under the 
current circumstances, the only way of obtaining 
and maintaining the superiority over Iran is the 
recourse to force, as the diplomatic kit was, from 
this point of view,  as inefficient as it was dange-
rous to the extent that, on the one hand, no di-
plomatic effort will determine the Iranian regi-
me to make a minimal concession in front of the 
listed adversaries and, on the other hand, for the 
recourse to the diplomatic leverages would be 
seen in Tehran as a sign of weakness and, more-
over, in case of a failure of the diplomatic ad-
vances, the arrogance and the inflexibility of the 
theocratic regime would increase. With regard 
to the vision of the current Administration in 
Washington that strength  is the only way of ap-
proaching the Iranian file is due to Donald 
Trump’s conviction that, once the danger Islamic 
State represented was eliminated, Iran will re-
main the only disturbing and threatening factor 
of the order in the Middle East. Or, from the 
standpoint of the Sunni Arab states in the Gulf, 
this American manner of seing things offers a 
good opportunity of ”containing” the Iranian 
strategy and of pressures which, during Barack 
Obama’s mandate would have not been possible. 
Donald Trump Administration itself starts from 
the idea that achieving a strong anti-Iranian 
front in the region would allow the preconditi-
ons of creating, in the future, of a new security 
architecture serving the security interests of Is-
rael and of the Arab regional allies, would facili-
tate the efforts aimed at normalizing the relating 



 

56 

www.ingepo.ro                                                                                          Geostrategic Pulse, No 263,264, Friday 20 July 2018 

between Israel and the Arab states in the Gulf 
and, in the end, would encourage the efforts 
aimed at finding a solution for the Palestinian 
problem. From this perspective, the Saudi Crown 
Prince Mohammed Bin Salman is considered an 
appropriate partner for edifying a a bridge of 
relations between the Arab Gulf and the Jewish 
state going through the Hashemite Kingdom of 
Jordan. 

Israel – perceptions, analyses, projects  

For the Israeli decision-makers, Iran repre-
sents, at least at the time being, the greatest se-
curity threat if not even existential, and such a 
perception is shared without reserves at the 
planning and decision level of the military insti-
tution and intelligence services. From the Israeli 
analysts’ and politologists’ point of view,  the Ira-
nian threatening sources are in the possible de-
velopment of the nuclear arsenal, in supporting 
terrorism, undermining the regional regimes 
and policies,the intense manufacturing of ballis-
tic missiles and the ideological and sectarian in-
fluence. The assessment of the Israeli decision-
making according to which the Russian interven-
tion in the Syrian civil war, coupled with the in-
volvement on the front of the Lebanese Hezbol-
lah formation in support of Bashar Al-Assad’s 
regime contributed to the increase of the threats 
aimed at the security of the Jewish state. By li-
mitting its involvement in Syria to occasional 
raids in the Syrian air space, to missions of hu-
manitarian assistance and to  backing - yet not 
officialy confirmed – certain groups of the Syrian 
active armed opposition in the Golan Heights, 
Israel was not engaged as part to the diplomatic 
negotiations on Syria’s future. Under such cir-
cumstances and in the light of Donald Trump Ad-
ministration’s regional policy, the Arab Sunni 
states and particularly Saudi Arabia, the United 
Arab Emirates and Egypt intensifyied discretely 
the security cooperation  with Israel, the intelli-
gence service included. Such a security coopera-
tion with Israel of the main Sunni states in the 
region combined with the anti-Iranian policy of 
Donald Trump Administration could dynamize 
and speed up the process of coming closer  and, 
finally, normalizing the Israeli_arab relations ba-
sed as well on the common assessment of the 

threats the Iranian policy generates. Confronted 
with the Iranian project of acieving a ”Shiite 
arch” on the Iraq-Syria-Lebanon  - the Mediter-
ranean Sea axis, Israel is vitally interested in the 
creation of an alliance with the Sunni monarchi-
es in the Gulf for counteracting Tehran’s  expan-
sionist ambitions and to compensate the relative 
distance the United States took as far as the Mid-
dle East problems were concerned and which 
was fundamented and promoted by the former 
Barack Obama Administration and to create a 
propitious climate for approaching a favourable 
solution of the Palestinian file. 

Implementing the Israeli strategic vision is not 
lacking impediments and hurdles especially in 
what concern the objective of eliminating Iran 
and any of its military presence on the 
chessboard of the Syrian war. First of all because 
this presence means around 60,000 fighters Iran 
commands in Syria. Lately, the exchange of beli-
cose threats between Tehran and Tel-Aviv inten-
sified yet given the existing situation, it is diffi-
cult to make a net separation between rhetorics 
and real intentions to say nothing of the fact that 
without a clear backing of Donald Trump of the 
Israeli regional aims, Benjamin Netanyahu can 
not push things beyond a limit whereby a unpre-
dictable reaction of Vladimir Putin may come. 
Under such circumstances, it is not precluded 
that the Israeli government take into considera-
tiona re-gauging of its objectives, scope and pri-
orities in what concern Iran and the war in Syria 
and make recourse to an alternative use of the 
open and confidential military capacities with a 
”cordial” diplomacy with the regional and inter-
national players. It is premature for the time 
being to speak of a conflict of a dimendion of  
least the 1973 one be it for the reason that Israel 
would be in an open conflict with the Russian 
Federation – a non-Arab power -, without com-
mon borders with the Jewish state and without 
the possibility of controlling the reactions of the 
pro-Iranian, non-state players such as the Leba-
nese Hezbollah or the Islamic Jihad in Ghaza. 
And the consequences would be, certainly diffi-
cult to assess.  
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Dr. Dan DUNGACIU –  

There are two deafening 
silences in Bucharest’s foreign policy. One rela-
tes to Chis ina u (we turn a blind eye to an episo-
de which would equate to Putin’s invalidating  
Navalnî i’s victory  in the contest for Moscow’s 
mayorship) – in fact a higher court in the Repu-
blic of Moldova invalidated last month the electi-
on of the opposition and pro-European candida-
te although the international observers reported 
officially that there were no irregularities in the 
process - , the other one relating to Budapest. 
The latter silence has a theory also: if we speak 
publicly of what Budapest does/says we play 
according to Budapest’s rules. 

It is exactly what the Hungarians are waiting 
for, namely this mistake of reacting for thus they 
would reach the aims of their provocations  and 
would undoubtedly win.  

The theory is staggering. Because if you take 
two steps back, you realize immediately its ab-
surdity: what else could Budapest win if it won 
everything so far? It humiliates Romania by its 
refusal of attending the National Day, prime mi-
nister Orban does not meet the officials in Bu-
charest, the Democratic Union of the Hungarians 
in Romania – DUHR - (an ethnic political(?) par-
ty) became a ”subsidiary” of FIDESZ in Romania,   
it already set aside the Black Sea gas, the Danube 
is blocked out in Budapest, Romania’s trade defi-
cit with Hungary is almost equal to Romania’s 
deficit with China.  

The Hungarian minister of Foreign Affairs po-
ses in Washington as Europe’s defender, Buda-
pest is gradually becoming a regional hub for 
Romania, Bucharest is sitting on the OECD sideli-
ne due to the very neighbour whom we claim we 
have ”a perfect friendship”. And many more. 

What else could it win if Romania would react? 

Actually, this thesis is the extent of our today’s 
helplessness: the relationship with Budapest is 
not a matter of adjectives, it is a matter of pro-
jects. A project that Hungary has and Romania 
has not.  

Frozen in their own misunderstanding, the Ro-
manian politicials leave the feeling that 1918 or 
the Treaty of Trianon did not take place yet in 
their minds. Nothing of the potential of those mi-
lestones (i.e. the Centennial) does not vibrate in 
their consciences. Romania is defensive, silent 
and irrelevant. And the official declarations are 
strictly the result of public pressures and of the 
apprehensive questions. They are reactive, wit-
hout vision, without  stake, without consequen-
ces.  

We are on the way of recording the profound 
and irrepresible failure of a decision-making 
class that will go down in history as the political 
generation who missed the Centennial. Let’s take 
it in turns. Hungary under the sign of trauma. 
”The greatest unjustice in the world’s histo-
ry”.  

Hungary has already chosen a country trade 
mark for the Centennial of Romanians’ union 
and in the 2020 perspective. And that is trauma. 
We are a nation traumatized by WWI, by (the 
Treaty of) Trianon and you all have to under-
stand that. And the trauma is ours, ours only, it 
is unique and unrepeatable. Budapest declared 
itself the winner by far of the contest of suffering 
in Central and Eastern Europe.  

We are the champions of suffering. Look at our 
wounds! They are still open, purulent, obvious. 
And, if they are not, we will do whatever needed 
to become so! Such ”wounds” are abundantly 
displayed in Budapest and in Brussels, on streets 
and boulevards, in exhibitions and museums. It 
is a showed off, ostentatious and uncensored 
suffering. Wounds should not be healed but dis-
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played, exhibited. Sympathy is requested, not 
assistance. We do not want to solve or overcome 
the trauma, we want to highlight it. We are in 
the region the image of ”the suffering righteous”. 
We are an Eastern Europe’s Job... 

There is no natural step towards resolution. 
Any suggestion would be an insult; a genuine 
attempt to the Hungarians’ national identity as 
seen by today’s political leaders. They do not 
want to cure themselves because trauma is too 
precious. If the trauma is solved by a miracle, 
what is left thereafter? A question no one wants 
to ask seriously...  

Trauma or the feeling of trauma is claimed, too.  
And on behalf of trauma we claim the right to 
react, to commiseration, to assistance. Janos La-
zar, the prime minister Viktor Orban’s director 
of cabinet and second in power in Hungary told 
that frankly to the Europeans in a speech delive-
red on the occasion of the Day of National Cohe-
sion which was celebrated – how else? – the ve-
ry day they commemorated the signing of the 
Treaty of Trianon in 1920: ”It is high time that 
our neighbours and Europe’s leaders admit and 
adjust their policies accordingly: the Hungarian 
nation is the victim of the Treaty of Trianon and 
not its initiator or  offender. It is unacceptable 
that the only thing the leaders of the neighbou-
ring countries can say is that it is time the Hun-
garians override their old claims. The Hungarian 
nation should receive if not material reparations 
at least  moral reparations for the greatest injus-
tice of the world’s history". Did you read? ”The 
greatest injustice of the world’s history”. 

Vladimir Putin is a modest fellow, he limited 
himself to a century. For him, the collapse of the 
USSR was ”the greatest catastrophy of the XXth 
century”. For the Hungarians, Trianon is no mo-
re and no less ”the greatest injustice of the 
world’s history”.   

This is actually the background noise or the 
scenery on which the bilateral relations are un-
folding. Hungary still wants a rematch after Tri-
anon. As there is no possibility for an actual war, 
Budapest wants nevertheless to fight once more 
in the WWI.   

And to win it.  

The relations between Romania and Hunga-
ry in terms of the ethnical and identitarian 

aspect  

Budapest’s ethnical and identitarian gesticula-
tion was abundant and it is difficulat from whe-
re to start. Institutions of commemoration and 
of managing the memory have been set up by 
government decree such as the Research Institu-
te VERITAS which has three objectives of which 
the most important is Trianon and its conse-
quences. A good part of the Hungarian irreden-
tists abroad are present there and are warming-
up for 2020. 

 We recorded in 2017 the obstinate and defiant 
refusal, without precedent at the European le-
vel, of the Hungarian diplomats to attend the Na-
tional Day of Romania.  Even after that no confir-
mation came that things may change to the bet-
ter in spite of the humiliating gestures made by 
the officials in Bucharest. Moreover, the prime 
minister Viktor Orban ignores totally the Roma-
nian officials whom he does not meet.  

Insistent visits of the Hungarian historians to 
Romania start almost concomitantly in order to 
reopen a dialogue on matters pertaining to 
WWI, consequences and retrospective evaluati-
ons and the first aimed at institution was the 
Academy of Romania. 

An essential institution belonging to the Roma-
nian arsenal of foreign policy had an even more 
bizarre idea: a reunion of several European his-
torians boarding on a boat  in Budapest who 
were  to keep discussing the consequences of 
WWI up to Sulina (the easternmost  port of the 
European Union on the Black Sea). In the end, 
they would have disembarked with fresh con-
clusions to be presented on the eve of the Cen-
tennial.  

To its credit, the Academy of Romania was pru-
dent. For very good reason. What has Romania 
to debate/clarify about the consequences of 
WWI? What it is unclear? What is ”debatable”? 
Mere calling into question the consequences has 
obviously a political, not a historical objective.  

In the first place, Hungary as a national state is 
not the Austro-Hungarian empire and not even 
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its successor, the entity which, after the war did 
not pass, alongside other empires, the judge-
ment of history which proclaimed ever since as 
supreme political principle the ”principle of nati-
onalities” based on national majorities, not on 
imperial minorities. This is how the national sta-
te of Hungary was born.  

The Hungarian officials or semi-officials do not 
realize today in what schizofrenia some of them 
are in: on the one hand, they abhor  president 
Woodrow Wilson’s ”pax americana” and the 
Treaty of Trianon and, on the other hand, Hun-
gary has a leader who is the perfect embodiment 
of the spirit of Trianon (he even exceeds it so-
metimes), namely the idea of a national state ba-
sed on ethno-national majorities!  

Yet if there was something debatable, it would 
have been the manner the Hungarian delegation 
led by Count Appony who tried as much as pos-
sible, in Paris, in 1920, to adjourn the signing of 
the peace treaty that was to lead to Transylva-
nia’s Union with Romania. The Hungarian dele-
gation’s justification is astounding and it would 
be interesting whether the Hungarian historians 
in Budapest, bent today on retrospective conver-
sations, debate that issue.  

There is no surprise that the documentation 
presented by Count Appony denied the Dacian-
Roman continuity, that the Romanians’ history 
in Transylvania was strictly distorted in accor-
dance with Roesler’s theory  (the Romanians ca-
me from  the Balkans during XIV – XV centuries) 
or that they were a ”disturbing factor” of the 
Hungarian order and efforts were needed to civi-
lize the ”semi-nomadic sheperds”.   

What is really shocking is the entrenched en-
deavour to prove to Europe and to America, i.e. 
to the ”civilized world”, the ”inferiority of the 
Romanian race”. No more, no less. We pick al-
most at random: ”Intellectually and economical-
ly, Transylvania is one hundred years more ad-
vanced than Romania so that annexing it to Ro-
mania would have a baleful influence on its de-
velopment and might cause as serious as possi-
ble troubles”... Or: ”The superiority of the Hunga-
rians and the Saxons of Transylvania is neither 
due to the protection of the Hungarian state, nor 

to a system of oppression based on violence. 
This is a supposition denied by statistical data 
that prove that the inferiority of the Romanian 
race is manifest in a striking manner whenever 
they have room for private initiative”.... ”The 
backwardness of Romanians’ civilization and 
economic development should not surprise any-
one, it is a certainty that the Romanians, living in 
a state alongside other peoples, do nor succeed 
and did not succeed in becoming equals to these 
peoples (…)“  

It is a clear argumentation of an empire which 
considers its subjects inferior racially. Yet the 
Hungarian academic circles, nostalgic about pre-
Trianon situation, do not want any longer to dis-
cuss about it today when visiting Bucharest.  

 

The relations between Romania and Hungary 
in geopolitical terms   

It is not any more the case to rerun the argu-
ments about the consistent and dangerous coo-
peration between Budapest and Moscow. The 
irony is in some other place. The recent episode 
with the declarations in unison of the Hungarian 
officials about the Black Sea gas and the 
”Romanian sabotage” reached, beyond the irre-
verent tone, unimaginable aspects.  

The position Romania is placed in is staggering. 
In the first place, the main message was con-
veyed from Washington (synchronized with the 
message from Bucharest), on the occasion of a 
world conference dedicated to energy where Ro-
mania had no representative.  

Secondly, it is about a representative of a state 
notorious in the region for three things:  

a). Hungary sabotaged the European project 
Nabucco which was to bring natural gas through 
Turkey from the Caspian Area and Central Asia 
to Europe in order to avoid the dependency on 
Russian gas;  

b). Viktor Orban builds Paks nuclear plant with 
Russian technology and loans amounting to $10 
bil. which is, according to some voices, one of the 
biggest corruption scandal;  

c). Budapest discontinued unilaterally the Eu-
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ropean project of BRUA (Bulgaria, Romania, 
Hungary, Austria) pipeline which was to bring 
gas to Austris. BRUA does nor exist any longer 
due to Budapest, not to Bucharest. 

Nevertheless, we arrive today to a genuine and 
ridiculous reversal of roles. Things are clear. 
Hungary’s project is to become regional leader/
hub and by that to minimalize and remove  Ro-
mania from the map. 

Stopping the gas at Budapest is the consequen-
ce of this project as well as the future connecti-
on with Turkish  Stream or prolonging the con-
tracts with the Russians. Budapest plays today 
the Euro-Atlantic card – as it did yesterday with 
the Russian card – for its own ends for maximi-
zing its position in the region and marginalising 
Romania. 

 At the last minute, Bucharest has to under-
stand that if Romania has had towards Hungary 
an assumed and explicit policy of appeasement, 
Budapest has had towards Romania a genuine 
policy of containment.  

 

The relations between Romania and Hunga-
ry in political terms  

Politically, Bucharest has towards Budapest a 
concessive attitude and avoids to confront  Bu-
dapest with the consequences of its acts consi-
dering that if it let Viktor Orban to take one 
thing too far, he will calm down and that will qu-
ench his thirst of provocations. 

There is an English word with profound impli-
cations on the international arena – appease-
ment.   

The classical example is the policy of the Bri-
tish government led by Neville Chamberlain, il-
lustrated by the 1938 Treaty of Munich. The ap-
peasement policy did not prevent in any case 
the war, although this objective was the justifi-
cation of the assumed concessions. On the con-
trary. Encouraged by this ceding that was perce-
ived as a weakeness,  Hitler went on the offensi-
ve and invaded Poland. As the cynic fox Winston 
Churchill said: ”An appeaser is someone who 
feeds a crocodile hoping he will be the last one 

to be eaten”. 

 That was and still is Bucharest’s policy. Roma-
nia accepted and swallowed everything, further 
feeding the crocodile. Today’s Hungary is based 
on  70% extremist vote (illiberal vote plus extre-
me right vote) with a single untainted spot, na-
mely the liberal one, around Budapest. Hungary 
is today an illiberal regime, a construction based 
on a sophisticated legislative/constitutional 
evolution that modified fundamentally the soci-
etal and political cornerstones of the neighbou-
ring state and affected, as some voices say, the 
anti-totalitarian resistance pillars of the Hunga-
rians. 

In spite of this reality, the moral superiority is 
claimed. And the paralyzed Romania made un-
conceivable cedings. Politically, DUHR became 
FIDESZ’s ”subsidiary” in Romania, and the blac-
kmail of this party has not only a domestic poli-
tical component, but also a geopolitical one. The 
concessions made to DUHR are requested by Bu-
dapest, including for ”taming” its position with 
OECD. Romania has the hands tied. Budapest 
grasp the impossible situation and cannot help 
itself to banter it. 

In a show broadcasted on June, 4th by the Hun-
garian TV ECHO, the Hungarian vice- prime mi-
nister Zsolt Semje n made a series of amazing 
statements: ”We have to wear the black ar-
mbrand for Trianon, we have to be proud of sur-
viving and we have to present the historical jus-
tice. It is important to underline that no suc-
cessor state has too many reasons to celebrate. 
Considering that the 1918 Alba Iulia National 
Assembly (when  Transylvania declared its uni-
on with Romania) was not legitimate juridically 
(as it was still under Austro-Hungarian rule at 
the time), the ”toughest” issue  is represented by 
Romania as these days Transylvania is not the 
main issue in Romanians’ conscience, but the 
fact that the Romanians living in the Republic of 
Moldova, in Bessarabia, on the territory betwe-
en the rivers Prut and Dniestr and the Danube 
Delta do not want to unite with Romania. Due to 
tha fact that Romania did not annex the Republic 
of Moldova, it suffered its first great defeat in its 
history, something the Romanians cannot accept 
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anymore. The second issue is the possible sepa-
ration of the Romanian Moldova region from 
Muntenia (the southern part of Romania) and 
that represents a permanent fear in the Romani-
ans’ and Romanian politicians’ national consci-
ence”. These are the words of a vice-prime mi-
nister of a state Romania has ”a perfect fri-
endship”.   

 

The relations between Romania and Hungary 
in economic terms  

Romania’s trade deficit with Hungary was 2.7 
bil. euro in 2017 (the deficit with China was al-
most 3 bil. euro!).  

Hungary proclaims itself Romania’s regional 
hub, it is interlinking with the West, pursues a 
regional policy (the Western Balkans) and a glo-
bal one (see MOL’s recent investments in Pakis-
tan), far beyond its dimensions. Budapest plays 
the ”Three Seas Initiative” and pursues its eco-
nomic interests when no Romania’s convincing 
economic projects in this format have emerged 
yet.  

Romania is blackmailed and is kept in check at 
the OECD, where Hungary is working hard to set 
political criteria as prerequistes for accession 
(countries such as Russia or Colombia that recei-
ved the ”road map” were not confronted with 
political criteria).  

Hungary’s objective with OECD is in fact geopo-
litical and geoeconomic as is the case with the 
Danube’s blockage, strangled in Budapest, so 
that its enormous transport potential cannot be 
capitalized on and implicitly minimalizing Con-
stanta Port’s potential. Budapest does not want a 
strong Romania, therefore it does not want a Ro-
mania as OCDE member state. And if it will ac-
cept, the price will be enormous. 

 Moreover, another tendency worth mentioning 
here emerged recently. Economically, Hungary 
”sells itself” abroad as a 12 million consumers 
market, not 10 million as Hungary’s population 
is supposed to be. The extra millions come from 
the so-called ”The Szekler Land” Budapest pre-
sents as part of its economic zone, namely the 
market controlled by Hungarian companies 

(hence the DUHR’s transformation into a 
”subsidiary” of FIDESZ). 

The story of Black Sea gas is just an episode in 
this ample picture. The Romanian gas (leased) is 
on its way of arriving to Budapest and until the 
Romanian diplomacy succeeds (how?) to turn 
BRU into BRUA, the gas will be distributed, ma-
naged and allocated by Hungary. At the time the 
Romanian gas in the Black Sea will be exploited, 
Romania’s stake is to keep an as big as possible 
quantity for its own development.  

Experts are pointing to three directions: 

a). Connecting households to gas (35% in Ro-
mania compared to 95% in Hungary), that may 
be achieved including based on European grants 
or state aid;  

b). Gas-fired power plants (not coal-fired or 
predominantly coal-fired power plants);  

c). Relaunching the petrochemical industry 
which has a favourable restarting basis, the ol-
der platforms with the necessary facilities of Ol-
tchim, Borzes ti Ones ti, Pites ti (electricity, tran-
sport infrastructure, work licences etc.).  

Yet in the mean time, Hungary is digging its 
own and others’ tombs. Because the collateral 
victims of the Hungarian officials’ contemptible 
and irresponsible behaviour might be... Exxon-
Mobil and OMV, the corporations with operating 
licences of the Black Sea gas and which are 
hurrying up, for good reason from their point of 
view, to sell it. 

They are not interested to whom to sell, yet 
when Romania has no plan to absorb the gas, it 
will go to the one who booked it already, namely 
to the Hungarian companies. Here the political 
defection may occur. In its contempt to the Ro-
manians, the official Budapest opens a public de-
bate in Romania about the Black Sea gas which 
was avoided so far. Namely, it further politicizes 
the issue.  

And the following issue is raised: why must Ro-
mania extract now untimely its Black Sea gas 
when it cannot posibly exploit it, sell it to a Hun-
gary – a Trojan Horse of Putin’s Russia – which 
humiliates, banters and blackmails Bucharestc? 
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Isn’t it better to wait until it can capitalise itself 
on?.... 

 The proverbial Hungarian haughtiness risks to 
play tricks this time, too,  to Budapest, as it did 
many times in history.  

The concensus of silence. Who’s afraid of 
Viktor Orban?  

There are no conclusions, just questions witho-
ut answer. The silence hanging over the Hunga-
rian issue is today, unfortunately, unanimous in 
Romania, no matter of the parties’ colour or po-
sition (be them in power or in opposition). Bu-
dapest’s projects is known to us. The Romanian 
one is unknown to us.  

Hence a question summarizing all of them: 
When will we have a Romanian politicians’ and 
state’s  coherent position on this issue whereby 
the subjects be calmly and efficiently put on Bu-
charest’s national, European and Euro-Atlantic 
agenda?  

Not clarified in due time, the Hungarian issue is 
a time bomb.  

Article published initially by the daily Adevărul, 
www.adevarul.ro and republished with the kind 
acceptance of the author.  

Geopolitical Futures  

Summary 

Electric vehicles may be the future, but oil is 
the present, and so long as the world runs on its 
production and sale, it’s a commodity that we’ll 
monitor. We’ve laid out our thesis on oil before: 
In a nutshell, shale oil, with its ever-decreasing 
break-even costs, has established a long-term 
ceiling on prices. That’s bad news for countries 
that depend on oil reserve for government reve-
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nue, especially Saudi Arabia and Russia. 

But oil prices are now at highs not seen since 
2014. Iran and Israel have exchanged blows in 
Syria, spooking the 
market in the pro-
cess. And two of the 
world’s major oil 
producers, Venezue-
la and Iran, are fac-
ing domestic unrest 
(Venezuela) or do-
mestic unrest and 
foreign threats (Iran) 
that put their ability 
to produce and ex-
port in doubt. 

We’re still not in the 
business of forecast-
ing commodity pric-
es, but given these 
developments, it’s 
time for us to revisit 
our thesis. In this 
Deep Dive, we’ll ex-
pand upon two ways 

to analyze oil prices: 
fundamentals, as deter-
mined by supply and 
demand, and premiums 
generated by sometimes 
ambiguously defined 
uncertainty in oil-
producing parts of the 
world. This should help 
us answer a fundamen-
tal question: If prices 
stay high enough, long 
enough, what would it 
mean for Russia and 
Saudi Arabia, two major 
countries that need the 
capital to transform 
their economies and 
militaries? 

 

Supply and Demand 

Global oil consumption has outpaced produc-
tion since the beginning of 2017, a result of low-
er supply due to OPEC cuts and a dip in U.S. pro-
duction. (The low oil prices of 2015-16 drove 
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many U.S. shale drillers out of business and 
forced others to forgo drilling at wells with high-
er breakeven points.) In the first quarter of 
2018, global consumption stood at 99.52 million 
barrels per day, and production was 98.71 mil-
lion bpd. The U.S. Energy Information Admin-
istration does not expect this trend to last, how-
ever. This is in part because U.S. shale oil pro-
duction is on the rise again, a topic that will be 
discussed in greater detail below. 

Consumption has also grown, primarily be-
cause of greater demand in North America and 
Asia – especially China and India. The net effect 
has been a decline in global inventories, which 
have fallen to 20 million barrels below the five-
year average, a figure that OPEC uses to gauge 
its level of supply. 

The trends are established and clear, but two 
situations could upset the balance: the effective 

termination of the Iran nuclear deal, and the 
quasi-anarchy in Venezuela. We’ll look at both in 
turn, but ultimately the amount of oil production 
at stake is not enough to radically decrease the 
global supply long enough to create a serious 
shortage. 

Iran produces some 3.65 million bpd of crude 
oil and exports 2.4 million bpd. Some sources 
estimate that the reimplementation of sanctions 
could cut its exports by 1 million bpd. This time, 
however, the sanctions lack a united front, and 
some countries are looking for creative ways 
around them. One of Iran’s biggest customers, 
India, has effectively said it does not plan to stop 
buying Iranian oil, sanctions or not. Almost half 
of all Iranian oil exports go to China and India, 
so for the sake of establishing a baseline esti-
mate, let’s assume that Iran’s production de-
clines by 50 percent, from 2.4 million to 1.2 mil-
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lion bpd. 

Venezuela produced 
approximately 1.4 
million bpd of oil in 
April 2018. This rep-
resents a 32 percent 
drop from last April, 
and some reports an-
ticipate that, with its 
domestic unrest and 
its decrepit machin-
ery and production 
facilities, Venezuela’s 
production could fall 
by another 500,000 
bpd. Together with 
Iran, that means a 
roughly 1.7 million 
bpd decline in global 
oil production is pos-
sible within the next 
year. 

Now that we have 
an estimate of the 
potential losses, to 
truly gauge the effect 
on prices we need an 
estimate of potential 
production increases. 
And one of the re-
gions that is poised 
to increase oil pro-
duction most rapidly 
is the United States. 

The U.S. produces 
approximately 10.7 
million bpd of crude 
oil, about 84 percent 
of which comes from 
shale. (The remaining 
1.65 million bpd 
comes from offshore 
drilling in the Gulf of 
Mexico. This is the 
most the Gulf has ev-
er been recorded 
producing, and that 
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figure is expected 
to increase through 
2019.) Global pro-
duction of liquid 
fuels (all liquid pe-
troleum products, 
which include 
crude oil and re-
fined products) is 
expected to rise by 
4.67 million bpd 
between April 
2018 and Decem-
ber 2019, accord-
ing to the EIA. In-
creases in U.S. pro-
duction will ac-
count for about 
two-thirds 
(roughly 3.11 mil-
lion bpd) of this 
growth, followed 
by Canada 
(650,000 bpd) and 
OPEC (330,000 bpd). Total OPEC crude oil pro-
duction is actually expected to decrease by 
80,000 bpd over this time, but liquid fuels pro-
duction is projected to climb by 410,000 bpd. 

Because of the rise in oil prices, more rigs are 
being deployed in the U.S. to drill new wells. His-
torically, it has not taken long for U.S. shale pro-
ducers to drill more wells when prices increase. 
And once new rigs are in motion, it doesn’t take 
long for oil production to climb. 

That said, the U.S. faces short-term obstacles 
that will limit how quickly it can increase pro-
duction, the most substantial of which is that 
U.S. pipelines are almost at capacity and are ex-
pected to max out by mid-2018. In lieu of pipe-
line transport, producers of Permian and Mid-
land crude have had to use rail or road 
transport. (Road is more expensive than rail, 
which is more expensive than pipelines.) Deliv-
ery delays and the increased transport cost 
force producers to offer their crude at a dis-
count, reducing the price of Permian crude by 
nearly $11 per barrel and of Midland by up to 
$16 per barrel. 

These constraints won’t last. A substantial 
amount of investment capital has been pouring 
into oil transport infrastructure in the United 
States. Petrochemical Update, a publication that 
covers the downstream industry, estimates that 
nearly $11 billion will be invested in pipeline 
infrastructure construction between May 2018 
and May 2019 alone. The result will be a major 
increase in pipeline capacity by the end of 2019. 
Three of the largest pipelines under construc-
tion – Cactus II, Gray Oak and Epic – will add an-
other 1.9 million bpd in transport capacity in the 
U.S. by the end of next year. Other estimates ex-
pect even more capacity – up to 2.5 million bpd 
– to be added over the same period. Meanwhile, 
the EIA projects U.S. crude oil production to 
grow from 10.7 million bpd to 12 million bpd by 
the end of 2019. In other words, based on the 
new pipeline capacity estimates, transport con-
straints should effectively be eliminated for new 
production by then. 

It is worth noting that the EIA has often under-
estimated how much U.S. shale oil production 
will increase. Since 2010, historical growth in 
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U.S. oil production has regularly been above 10 
percent annually (and up to nearly 20 percent in 
a couple of years). The only time U.S. production 
experienced a sustained decline on an annual 
basis was during a period lasting a little over a 
year from late 2015 to early 2017. Past perfor-
mance does not guarantee future results, but 10 
percent annual growth for another two years 
would put U.S. production at closer to 13 million 
bpd by mid-2020. 

What this means is that the growth in U.S. pro-
duction alone should be enough to compensate 
for the potential lost production from Venezuela 
and Iran by the end of 2019. And this does not 
even account for increases elsewhere. Inventory 
levels in Organization for Economic Cooperation 
and Development countries have fallen below 
their five-year historical averages – a figure that 
OPEC often uses to gauge whether to cut or in-

crease supplies – which means OPEC may also 
increase its supply of oil to the market in 2019. 

Besides transportation issues, the other notable 
constraint on the growth of U.S. production is 
break-even prices. All this new oil pouring into 
the market should push prices down, and at a 
certain point it is more expensive for producers 
to extract the oil than it is for consumers to buy 
it, leading producers to stop extracting. But for 
U.S. shale oil, break-even prices continue to de-
cline, due in part to technological advances that 
have increased the oil yield per new well drilled. 
Though break-evens vary widely depending on 
the region and company, several U.S. 

For Saudi Arabia and Russia, the world’s other 
top producers of crude oil, the calculus is much 
more complicated than break-even prices. Saudi 
Arabia can produce a profitable barrel of oil for 
around $10-15, but its political needs go far be-
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yond profit. To be able to continue supporting 
its social programs and subsidies, Saudi Arabia 
must generate enough profit to balance its fiscal 
budget, and its fiscal break-even price per barrel 
is far higher – around $84 in 2017, according to 
the International Monetary Fund. Russia claims 
that its fiscal plans are based on a price of $40 
per barrel, but our own estimates place its fiscal 
break-even higher, closer to $70 in 2016. The 
key difference between Russia and Saudi Arabia 
compared to the United States, however, is that 
when oil prices fall below the break-even point 
of production in the U.S., the oil industry be-
comes less profitable; when oil falls below the 
fiscal break-even price in Russia and Saudi Ara-
bia, the fates of the countries’ regimes are at 
risk. 

Geopolitical Risk and Uncertainty  

Though it is possible to make coherent predic-
tions about the balance of supply and demand 
for oil, it is far harder to guess how markets will 
react to a particular development. Uncertainty 
worries markets, and when events in oil-
producing regions increase uncertainty, the 
price of oil goes up irrespective of supply and 
demand. This is often vaguely described as 
“geopolitical risk.” The reinstitution of sanctions 

against Iran and the chaos in Venezuela are geo-
political risks, but the impending increase in 
production from the U.S. can match those coun-
tries’ contributions to the global supply. The 
place where it could go awry – the true geopolit-
ical risk – is Saudi Arabia. 

Saudi Arabia is the largest oil producer in the 
Middle East. Any situation that disrupts the pro-
duction or export of Saudi oil – whether due to 
unrest inside the country or conflict outside of it 
– would increase oil prices. The likeliest of these 
highly unlikely scenarios is a military coup. 

Since Mohammed bin Salman was named 
crown prince last June, a rift has been widening 
between his reformers and religious conserva-
tives. When heavy gunfire was reported outside 
the Saudi royal palace in late April, news outlets 
were quick to call it a coup attempt. (The gov-
ernment said the disturbance was caused by the 
downing of an unauthorized drone, but doubts 
remain.) In the event of a coup, oil exports may 
decline or be shut off for a time but would re-
turn quickly after the military regime came to 
power because it, too, would depend on oil reve-
nues for its survival. 

Another potential type of unrest would be the 
complete degradation of the Saudi monarchy. 
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This is very unlikely in the next five years, but if 
reforms fail and the country’s foreign exchange 
reserves run dry, it could create a ground swell 
of disenfranchised young men who are angry at 
the regime. This would provide an opportunity 
for the Islamic State or another version of Islam-
ist fundamentalist insurrection to take hold. Af-
ter all, Saudi Arabia was formed by a religious 
uprising. If such an uprising toppled the regime 
or kicked off a civil war, Saudi oil exports would 
be in doubt. A civil war in particular could hurt 
oil production for a long time. Were an Islamic 
regime to come to power, it would no doubt also 
want oil revenue, but it’s unclear whom the re-
gime would be willing to sell to and which coun-
tries would be willing to buy. 

Then there is the risk of interstate conflict, 
whether between Saudi Arabia and Iran or just 
generally in the region, most likely between Iran 
and Turkey. No one seems ready for war just yet. 
Saudi Arabia and Iran do not share any borders, 
although they could always confront one anoth-
er in Iraq or the Persian Gulf. Iran’s recent back-
ing down from escalations against Israel is one 
indication that it does not feel prepared to take 
on another nation-state directly at the moment. 
Turkey, meanwhile, has enough problems at 
home with its mounting debt and falling lira. 

Any confrontation with Iran also risks dragging 
in the United States. Iran has threatened in the 
past to mine the Strait of Hormuz if it’s attacked 

– a move that would hurt Middle East 
oil exports. This is a deterrent against 
a U.S. strike, but it is not a particularly 
convincing one. The U.S. Navy would 
not tolerate a blockade of the strait 
and would respond with de-mining op-
erations. 

Either way, the strait is not the only 
path through which Saudi Arabia ex-
ports oil – it can also export from the 
Red Sea through the Bab el-Mandeb 
strait to the south or the Suez Canal to 
the north. What really matters, though, 
is that Iran’s mining of the Strait of 
Hormuz would invariably spook mar-
kets and raise the price of oil, probably 

substantially. 

The other threat posed by hostilities with Iran 
is that Tehran would retaliate by activating Shi-
ites in the region. For example, Iran retains a po-
tent fighting force in neighboring Iraq via its Shi-
ite militias. If Iran were to order its militias to 
march on Basra or other oil-producing regions of 
Iraq, it would reignite hostilities in Iraq and de-
crease the available supply of oil, risking a spike 
in prices. Iran could also attempt to stir trouble 
in oil-producing Shiite areas within Saudi Ara-
bia. 

Fallout 

Each of these events is unlikely, but if one were 
to occur it would have global implications. For 
one, if the U.S. were dragged into any sort of con-
frontation with Iran that forced it to redeploy 
forces and again get bogged down in the Middle 
East, Russia would benefit financially from the 
inevitable bump in oil prices and geopolitically 
from U.S. overextension. In the event of a Saudi 
civil war or military coup, the whole of Russian 
economics would change. Oil prices would stay 
high for at least as long as the fighting lasted, 
and possibly longer, allowing Russia to accumu-
late greater wealth, which it could invest in its 
own reforms or to upgrade its military. Our fore-
cast on Russia’s decline is based on deep struc-
tural weaknesses that go beyond simply the 
price of oil, but if one of the largest oil-producing 
countries in the world was taken offline, it 
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would seriously challenge 
that forecast. 

Moreover, countries that try 
to avoid intervening in the 
Middle East but that depend 
on Iran or  Saudi Arabia for 
their supply of oil would be 
forced to make some difficult 
choices. China, India and Ja-
pan are all major consumers 
of Iranian, Saudi and Iraqi oil. 
A regional conflict that risked 
shutting down their supply 
could paralyze their econo-
mies. This could be the mo-
ment Asia gets involved in the 
Middle East. 

Oil prices have reached 
highs not seen since 2014, but there has not 
been a fundamental shift in the dynamics of the 
global oil market. As expected, shale oil drilling 
and production have already begun ramping up 
in response to higher prices – so much so that 
existing distribution infrastructure in the U.S. is 

nearly tapped out. This has 
forced U.S. producers in some 
regions to heavily discount 
their oil while they ship via 
road or rail until new pipelines 
come online in 2019. Once that 
happens, if Iran and Venezuela 
are unable to export as much 
oil as they have been, U.S. pro-
duction will make up the dif-
ference. 

But pricing oil is more compli-
cated than just looking at mar-
ket fundamentals. It’s not 
enough to say that 
“geopolitical risk” is responsi-
ble for higher prices. We’ve 
mapped out some of the likeli-
er geopolitically risky scenari-

os, but ultimately, Saudi Arabia should be stable 
enough not to affect production in the short 
term, and a prolonged war in the Middle East 
that severely disrupts exports appears unlikely 
for now. The markets’ biggest fear is fear itself. 
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Paul SĂNDULESCU  

For any human activity, communications are 
the most vulnerable link and therefore very 
hunted by those interested, be it governmental 
security services, intelligence, counter-
intelligence, police, media, private companies, 
industrial espionage, jealous partners, simple 
curios, whoever else you may wonder, and of 
course the criminal organizations. Yes, criminal 
organizations also intercept police communica-
tions (which is why they use coded language), 
and all of those of interest for them.  

The same or even worse is done by the media. 
Notorious is the 2011 scandal, in which it be-
came public that employees of News Interna-
tional, a subsidiary of News Corporation, the 
world's fourth-largest media group, created and 
controlled by Rupert Murdoch, hacked phone 
calls of politicians (among them former Prime 
Minister Gordon Brown and former Prime Min-
ister Tony Blair), British Royal Family members, 
celebrities, British victims of 11 September 
2001 terror attacks, family members of victims 
of the "7/7" bombings on London's transit sys-
tem, family members of British troops killed 
overseas, Milly Dowler, a 13-year-old missing 
British girl who was later found dead, actor 
Hugh Grant and a lawyer representing the fami-
ly of Princess Diana's lover at the inquest into 
her death, and many others. All with Rupert 
Murdoch full knowledge. 

Interesting is the Wikileaks case. Although it is 
said that the secret documents released to the 
public were not hacked by the organization, they 
were nevertheless stolen from their legal owner 
and passed to it. But, due to the way they work 
and the anonymity of their sources, it is not ex-
cluded that part of the information has been ob-
tained by hacking. 

Due to the opportunities made available by the 
electronic communications, every person who 

has access to the net is hunted. There is a vast 
array of entities interested in ordinary people. 
Companies, political parties, religions, the me-
dia, all want to know what their preferences are 
and they all want to influence their decisions to 
get something. 

Being extremely aware of the importance and 
vulnerability of communications, the criminal 
networks, particularly terrorist networks, pay 
close attention to their concealment and securi-
ty. In constant search for new ways, methods, 
applications, they are always one step ahead of 
those who hunt them, because the hunters can 
only act reactively. Firstly, they have to see by 
what means the terrorists communicate, find 
out that they have communicated, which com-
munication and application services they have 
used, and only then can search for means of in-
tercepting, obtaining and decrypting the infor-
mation being circulated. True is that once they 
get into the criminal networks communication 
system, the "good guys" make notable successes, 
but until then the terrorists enjoy full conspira-
cy. By often changing the ways and means of 
communication, the latter can earn enough time 
to carry out their actions. 

Dzhokhar Dudayev was killed in 1996 when his 
phone conversation with Konstantin Borovoy 
was intercepted, and hence his location was de-
tected. Osama bin-Laden was known not to use 
phones after 1998, when the U.S. had launched 
missile strikes against his bases in Afghanistan 
by tracking an associate's satellite phone, using 
courier communications instead. But couriers 
can be tailed (in the case of bin Laden it was 
about Ibrahim Saeed Ahmed, aka al-Kuwaiti, 
who died together with the Al Qaeda leader), 
which led to his localization and liquidation in 
2011. 

Beyond the strength of its message, ISIS's suc-
cess was largely due to the fact that its members 
could - and are still able to - communicate un-
hindered, and in secret when it was needed. The 
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Western liberal environment (which places a 
very high emphasis on human rights - but which 
are totally not taken into account in the Islamic 
countries, where sharia is ruling), the Internet, 
the social media, the IT applications, the mobile 
telephony look like they are pre-eminently de-
signed to support the criminal activities, espe-
cially terrorism. For a terrorist who desperately 
wants to commit suicide to inflict the greatest 
losses on the infidels, the freedom of movement, 
his liberal (but also Western) human rights, the 
means of social communication, which all enable 
him to accomplish his purpose, are heavenly 
manna. They are also used with great success for 
large-scale jihadist operations, not just for punc-
tual ones. An example: it seems that by Twitter 
and Facebook, 30,000 Iraqi soldiers were deter-
mined to lay down their weapons and abandon 
Mosul in 2014, to only 1,500 jihadists. Through 
YouTube and Facebook, and through sharing 
services such as archive.org and justapaste.it, 
ISIS also successful broadcasted propaganda 
such as the Jihadist song "Salil as-sawarim", and 
mobilizing images, including of the fight on the 
battlefield and the horrific executions of the infi-
dels. 

The efficacy of the online social networks incit-
ing is extremely clear from the hysteria created 
in India by the spread of the WhatsApp applica-
tion of a fake video showing the kidnapping of a 
child that resulted in the lynching of at least 14 
men and women, from April till now, only on the 
suspicion created by their mere presence. But 
when we talk about the spreading of a radical 
belief and the calling for jihad, the efficiency of 
the social networks increases exponentially. Ac-
cording to Reuters, 10% in Iraq and 70% in Syr-
ia of the Caliphate fighters were foreigners. In 
September 2015, CIA estimated that 30,000 for-
eign fighters had joined the Caliphate troops, but 
there were estimates that their number could be 
up to 100,000. The Islamists have always active-
ly responded to the calls to jihad. They immedi-
ately joined the fighting against the Soviet troops 
in Afghanistan, the Kosovo conflict, Dudayev's 
call in Chechnya, and so many other Islamic con-
flicts. They just have to be called and the mes-
sage to reach to them! 

In early 2015, ISIS had developed a 34-page 
manual on securing communications, based on a 
Kuwaiti firm's manual on cybersecurity. The 
most suitable applications, considered safe to 
use, were Mappr (which allows changing the lo-
cation of a person in photographs) and Avast Se-
cureLine (facilitates the achievement of simi-
lar goals, but masks the user's real IP address in 
other fake locations in totally different coun-
tries). They also advised using non-US compa-
nies such as Hushmail and ProtonMail for email 
correspondence. 

However, Hushmail CEO Ben Cutler acknowl-
edged the company is fully cooperating with the 
authorities via valid legal channels. Proton Tech-
nologies AG CEO Andy Yen said that besides Pro-
tonMail, terrorists likewise made use of Twitter, 
mobile phones, and rental cars. 

For phone calls, the ISIS manual recommends 
the use of the German CryptoPhone and Black-
Phone services, which guarantee secure mes-
sage and voice communications. FireChat, Tin 
Cat and The Serval Project provide communi-
cation even without access to the Internet, by 
using Bluetooth. 

For encrypting files, VeraCrypt and TrueCrypt 
are recommended. 

In order to send messages, the terrorist recom-
mended Telegram, a cloud-based instant mes-
saging and voice over IP service developed in 
2013 by Pavel Durov. However, due to the pres-
sures exerted, it blocked 78 channels used by 
terrorists, which made them to seek a replace-
ment for this messaging service. 

Telegram representatives claimed that their 
messaging service is the safest in the world in 
terms of communication security due to the use 
of end-to-end encryption. However, Telegram 
has some weaknesses, in particular due to the 
vulnerability of the SS7 network through the au-
thorization via SMS, which makes it possible to 
access chats. Secret chats cannot be hacked by 
unauthorized users, but you can initiate any chat 
on behalf of the victim. Another deficiency is that 
Telegram developers violated one of the main 
principles of cryptography - not to invent new 
protocols independently if protocols with 
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proved resistance assessments that solve the 
same tasks already exist. Thirdly, the use of the 
usual Diffie-Hellman numerical protocol and the 
lack of metadata security, so that you can track 
message transfer on the server, add any number 
from the  messaging service's client to the Ad-
dress Book, and find out the time a person came 
online. 

WhatsApp looks more reliable because it 
uses end-to-end encryption for all chats and 
generates a shared secret key using the Diffie-
Hellman protocol on elliptical curves. Because of 
this, the service is used by many terrorists, alt-
hough the jihadists are still skeptical about it. In 
January 2016, an IT security expert who sup-
ports the jihad, Al-Habir al-Takni, published a 
survey of 33 applications for smartphones, sepa-
rating them into "safe", "moderately safe" and 
"unreliable". WhatsApp was ranked last, mainly 
because it was purchased by the Israeli Compa-
ny Facebook. 

Terrorists have created their own application, 
Alrawi, uncovered online in January 2016 by 
the Ghost Group (which specializes in the fight 
against terrorism). Alrawi is available only on 
the Dark Web and took the place of Amaq, which 
is providing access to news and propaganda vid-
eos, including videos of executions and of the 
battlefields. Unlike Amaq, Alrawi possesses 
complete encryption. 

Ghost Group noted that after the prominent 
cybersecurity specialist Junaid Hussain was 
killed in the summer of 2015, the cyber Cali-
phate's effectiveness declined dramatically. 

As I was saying in the beginning, like hackers, 
jihadists are often a step ahead of the authori-
ties, who are almost always acting reactive. Ter-
rorists tend to be the first users of new online 
platforms and services, earning time ahead of 
those who want to combat their actions. They 
are becoming more and more experienced in 
modifying their own communication strategies. 
If once took them years to adapt to a new plat-
form or a new media, now they do it within 
months. 

Jihadists use dozens of other services besides 
WhatsApp or Telegram. The authors of the arti-

cle "Hacking ISIS: How to Destroy the Cyber Ji-
had" list dozens of them. For example, Signal, the 
favorite app even for Edward Snowden, has 
open source code, reliably encrypts information, 
and allows you to exchange messages and calls 
with subscribers from your phone book. Accord-
ing to the Indian authorities, Abu Anas, member 
of ISIS, also used Signal. Another messaging ser-
vice, set up in 2014 by a group of cyber security 
specialists, is Wickr. It destroys messages not 
only on smartphones, telephones, and comput-
ers, but also on the servers through which corre-
spondence passes. The program has a function 
to erase the entire history, and after it has been 
used the messages can no longer be restored by 
any means. 

Other messaging services are Surespot, Viber, 
Skype, Kik and Threema. The last one re-
ceived 6 out of possible 7 points for security 
from the Electronic Frontier Foundation. Silent 
Circle also appears on the list of jihadists' 
preferred apps, but after learning this, the crea-
tors of the application collaborate with govern-
ment and intelligence agencies. 

For laptops and PCs, other applications are 
used. Such as Tor or T.A.I.L.S. (The Amnesic In-
cognito Live System), a Debian-based Linux dis-
tribution, created specifically to provide privacy 
and anonymity on the net. All outgoing T.A.I.L.S. 
connections are wrapped in the Tor network, 
and all non-anonymous ones are blocked. The 
system leaves no trace on the device on which it 
was used. It was also used by Edward Snowden 
to exposing PRISM, the US State Program which 
purpose was the mass collection of information 
sent over telecommunication networks. 

The story doesn't go down with that. It does 
not start or end with the use of the net by ter-
rorists. The damage is much broader and it af-
fects us all, it affects the entire human society. 

There is a duality, which I consider criminal, in 
the policies of large social media and social net-
working service companies regarding to user 
data. Firstly, driven by profit, they compete and 
are making a title of glory in ensuring absolute 
security for their user communications, and re-
fuse to cooperate with authorities, even in the 
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case of the terrorists, and even when there are 
final court decisions, binding them in this re-
spect. Edifying is the case of Apple, which re-
fused to help unlock an iPhone used by Syed 
Farook, one of the two shooters in the San Ber-
nardino attack in December 2015, killing 14 peo-
ple and injuring others 22. Is that justified? Is it 
preferable not to help the authorities in disman-
tling criminal networks - which may result in 
other attacks and other casualties - just to show 
that data security for people is more important 
than their lives? How horrible dual this hypocri-
sy is! 

Not only the IT giants do refuse to assist gov-
ernment agencies in documenting the terrorists 
and organized crime activities, they even do 
their job knowingly! Mark Zuckerberg, Face-
book's president and CEO, declined in 2016 
to take action to prevent terrorists from using 
Facebook to do propaganda, and do their job, 
which resulted in loss of life. In an internal 
memo (which eventually was leaked to the pub-
lic), Andrew Bosworth, one of Facebook vice-
presidents said at the time that death and terror-
ism are justified for Facebook's growth, and that 
what matters is communication, not life! 

As a small intermission - but that is showing 
how important the social communication giants 
are to the human exist-
ence - Mark Zucker-
berg admitted that 
"The world feels anx-
ious and divided" and 
Facebook may be con-
tributing to this. But he 
does not seem dis-
turbed at all about it. 
About how baleful 
Zuckerberg is maybe I 
will write a separate 
article. 

Private companies 
collect and sell person-
al data, locations, pref-
erences, dislikes, de-
sires, anxieties, inter-
ests of their clients, 

without them being able to oppose it. They know 
where we live, where we work, and permanently 
where we are, although they didn't get our grant 
for it. As an example, in the summer of 2014, 
Jean Yang, on holiday in Europe, made many 
photos. On her return, she was surprised to find 
that in her Google+ she had an album of carefully 
selected photos, organized on the title "Trip" 
created by Google's Store and Auto Awesome 
apps. The photos were neatly collated, summa-
rized, annotated according to her route, with lo-
cations, dates, hours. In November 2017, it was 
found that the Strava fitness application auto-
matically gathered and then leaked information 
(more than 3 trillion individual GPS data points) 
that revealed the location and staffing of military 
bases and spy outposts around the world. 

The Facebook and Google algorithms, for exam-
ple, know our program, know where we are, 
what we like, what we do not like, what our pro-
gram is, with whom we communicate, how often, 
how do we look, what our education is, how we 
are speaking, who are our friends, what are our 
political options, our sexual preferences, the reli-
gious ones, what habits we have, what causes us 
anxiety, what passions do we have, what we 
hate. Based on these, they make our complete 
profile and based on it, they can predict almost 
all our actions, who we are going to vote for, 
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what we will buy, how we will do it, what we 
want to see, what we do not want, and know ex-
actly how to proceed to trigger our anxieties, 
desires, preferences. In a word, they know how 
to determine our future actions! Already are no-
torious the revelations about Cambridge Analyt-
ica's influence on the US presidential elec-
tion in 2016 by using personally identifiable in-
formation of up to 87 million Facebook users, as 
well as influencing the vote in the 2016 Brexit 
and other elections. 

Are all these things in the peoples interest? 
Slowly, politicians are waking up to reality, but 
that doesn't help. It's already too late. They have 
no chance against the communication giants, 
first of all because they hardly understand what 
is all about, what are the consequences of the 
developments and that they are always acting 
reactively. Mark Zuckerberg was summoned to 
the US Congress and the EU Parliament. But, 
what are the consequences? Zilch! The EU 
adopted in 2016 the EU's General Data Protec-
tion Regulation 2016/679, which entered into 
force on May 25, 2018. But it does not seem to 
have any consequence, because after a small 
kerfuffle among the companies that aggressively 
use the Internet, they returned to the old prac-
tices.   

 

Vasile DÂNCU 

Young people 
today probably 
cannot imagine 
their lives with-
out the internet. 
An article writ-

ten 17 years ago launched the digital native 
phrase and was quickly associated with a 
movie that appeared at that time, Natural 

Born Killers, directed by Oliver Stone and 
written by Quentin Tarantino. Natural Born 
Killers which appeared in 1994, considered a 
highly violent movie, was a film that stigma-
tized television, but it could also be a label 
for an entire generation. “Digital Natives” or 
Net generation becomes a concept that 
makes the mind skate to the end of the 
world. It is as if we are entering into post-
humane or, worse, as if it’s the end of human-
ity. How will we educate the new generation? 
An era of mutants is approaching.  

 

Apocalyptic speeches 

Many of the researchers studying today’s gen-
eration of young people say an interesting thing: 
beyond the slow, normal evolution, there was a 
rupture, a moment of discontinuity that Pren-
sky1 (2001) calls “singularity”, an event that rad-
ically changes things. Prensky characterized this 
generation with out-of-the-box technological 
skills, claiming the need for a different education 
than the traditional one, since the exponents of 
this generation would have the ability to process 
the information in a multitasking manner, prefer 
the image of the text, for them emotion being 
more important than information. This charac-
terization had a limited theoretical base and few 
systematic, scientific observations, but has also 
spread very rapidly in the field of social scienc-
es. What we see, however, in recent years, fol-
lowing research that seeks to verify this dogma 
is that many of these “truths” are not verified 
because this generation is not homogeneous, 
most of its members do not have such a deep 
knowledge of technology, even if they are more 
or less frequent users. Studies conducted on 
youth cohorts2 show that this technological skill 
is not equally distributed, but it is dependent on 
family status, income, residence, or education. 
These intragenerational fractures can also turn 
into inequality of access. As Sonia Livingstone 
wrote in 20103, exaggerations led to the postula-
tion of a new “race” of young people, seen al-

1. Prensky M., 2001, Digital Natives, Digital Immigrants, On the Horizon, MCB University Press, Vol. 9 No. 5, October 2001  
2.  Balleys C., 2017, Socialisation adolescente et usages du nume rique. Revue de litte rature, Rapport d’e tude de l’INJEP, Paris 
3. Livingstone S., 2010, Digital learning and participation among youth: critical reflections on future research priorities, Interna-
tional Journal of Learning and Media, no2, vol. 2-3, p. 1-13. 
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most as an alien generation. In fact, it was about 
one thing and I think the following observation 
is still valid: a serious lack of research on youth 
culture has led to these exaggerations. Then the 
mass media has always delivered spectacular 
things, most of them negative, and all of them 
have fired the fears of parents who have exag-
gerated, extrapolating adolescent identity crises 
or generational conflict, and putting everything 
into the forefront of a new style of consumption 
and the use of technology. More than two dec-
ades later, even the inventor of the “born digital” 
formula recognizes that he was not based on da-
ta but rather on inspiration, so appreciation over 
an entire generation is exaggerated.  

 

Virtual socialization 

Adolescent socialization is a complex process 
that does not reduce to technical influence. Ado-
lescents seek to distance themselves from child-
hood, but also from references from this period: 
parents. Also now, and when they did not have 
access to advanced technologies, adolescents 
always look for ways of presenting themselves 
in everyday life, looking for models and means of 
expression to respond to social constraints, 
through adaptation or revolt. The most im-
portant psychosocial process is the construction 
of social identity, so the way social media is used 
derives from a relational need, that of obtaining 
confirmations, social feedback, and technology is 
just a mediator, a technical support for meeting 
some identities. Always, with or without smart 
technology, identity construction is a meeting, 
interaction process. In essence, we have a con-
tinuous process of self-enunciation and opening 
up to another (Amri et Vacaflor, 2010, p. 2), we 
have in this case a kind of expressive individual-
ism, a process of presentation and continuous 
reconstruction of the self, a digital personaliza-
tion and many research shows that the response 

that young people expect from others is weak 
and incomplete456. 

Subjects of sociological research complain that 
their social value is seldom recognized in virtual 
environments, with some studies showing that 
network interactions fail to create strong, stable 
and autonomous identities. Young people always 
seek approvals and likes, a popularity among 
peers that must always be confirmed, and the 
syncope creates despair or dissatisfaction. As 
Giddens says7, a great importance for young peo-
ple in terms of socializing is sharing privacy, as 
an essential dimension of social bonding. This is 
done very well by means of texts and images, of 
passworded contents or the social networks dis-
cussion groups. These types of exchanges and 
appreciations are easier to achieve today, as in 
the past were intimate journals shared as inti-
mate messages or the so-called “oracles” or dia-
ries in the adolescence from other generations. 
There are many authors who link the issues of 
depression or obesity to the misuse of the mo-
bile phone, just as there are recent studies show-
ing that family life gains consistency through the 
use of new technologies. The smartphone and 
the tablet help to create common memories, 
supporting family blogs, remote communication 
on skype between parents, grandparents and 
grandchildren, in general, exchanges are acceler-
ating, and the dynamics of family relationships 
grows. 

 

Inequality of chances and digital citizenship 

When we talk about “net generation”, we invar-
iably observe the fact that it is not a homogene-
ous generation, that also in this generation, eco-
nomic and social fractures also generate inequal-
ity in access to technology, so a digital fracture. 
Even if the spread of the smartphone is growing, 
when we talk about understanding or using in-
formation resources, the level of education and 
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of parents’ education is definitive. Contrary to a 
fairly widespread idea, new technologies are not 
a pretty powerful element to leap over the cul-
tural condition of the family. In addition, many 
studies on negative stereotypes show that virtu-
al social networks reproduce content generated 
by real social networks. 

The picture of young people’s use of technology 
and new ways of socializing by parents, journal-
ists, or educators is overly perceived as a moral 
panic8, regarded as a serious social threat, as a 
social risk, basically exaggerations, by associa-
tion, the effects of fears of risks that they cannot 
master amplified by the “dramatizations” in the 
media. All the time, however, these images 
merely hide the potential positive influence on 
young people and adolescents. Even if we live in 
a society of risk, or, as Ulrich Beck says, in an 
internet galaxy where the reference to risk is 
omnipresent, and hyperbolic anxieties lead to 
true collective depression, it is necessary to look 
at the full side of the glass, at least as a potential-
ity. 

 

Addiction? 

Apart from some pathological cases, as an 
American sociologist says, adolescents are not 
addictive to these technological means and they 
are addictive to each other, and we are wrong 
when we relate especially to the time spent us-
ing these means and we are less giving attention 
to the type of activities that they do during this 
time: chat with friends, play, communicate on 
networks, inform themselves, otherwise normal, 
socializing activities. There is still a scientific 
debate about accepting compulsive addiction 
when it comes to these technologies. Many stud-
ies show that after the age of 16 the frequency of 
compulsive consumption is decreasing, and 
what we call cyber-addiction is, in fact, meeting 
some interaction needs that are no longer easy 
to achieve today in real life, including due to 
dangers related to urban delinquency. Further-

more, these technical means help young people 
to be more involved civical and political. If tradi-
tional forms of participation are no longer suc-
cessful, due to the traditional institutional play 
of representative democracy that insists on indi-
rect representation, on participation in social 
media debates, or on a greater concern for the 
future, they are increasingly seen in young peo-
ple’s behaviour and attitudes. A researcher9 re-
cently speaks of the new types of political en-
gagement through the term “solosphere”, mean-
ing participation in homogeneous fields of be-
liefs, values, and attitudes, given the fact the dif-
ference is the answer. Even though the Twitter 
network is increasingly populated by politicians, 
some authors find that this network is not creat-
ing popularity but is just a visibility enhancer for 
notoriety in other environments, in other words, 
the democratic potential is very low. However, 
new forms of civic participation are seen in the 
emergence of a participatory culture10 that can 
gain consistency in electoral mobilization or 
new political practices. 

We must not separate the digital activities from 
the other social and interactive activities they 
are connected to. Even if they connect at first 
glance with individualistic tendencies, infor-
mation technologies allow for better connectivi-
ty to social realities and a faster and more in-
tense individual or social expression of the indi-
vidual at a time when individualism and isola-
tion of the individual or consumerism did not 
occur along with the digital, but long before. 

 

Hyperconnectivity is not a danger 

It’s true that hyperconnectivity brings another 
speed and a “culture of immediate”, a confronta-
tion with situations or messages like a bomb at-
tack, in which there is not much reflection time 
but more reflective acts. Influence is direct, fast, 
but this does not mean that manipulation is eas-
ier and resistance to manipulation impossible. 
Digital natives are not naive or easy to manipu-

8. Cohen, S.,1972, Folk Devils and Moral Panics. The creation of the Mods and Rockers, MacGibbon and Kee Ltd, London and New 
York 
9. Boyd, D., 2014, It’s Complicated. The Social Life of Networked Teens, Yale University Press, New Haven/Londres 
10. Jenkins, H., 2009, Confronting the Challenges of Participatory Culture: Media Education for the 21st Century, MacArthur Foun-
dation, Chicago 
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late because it is pretty hard to attract their at-
tention, to get them out of the flow to which they 
are connected or to their communication habits. 
What happens to their brains? Some believe ra-
dio waves and electromagnetic fields fry their 
fragile brains. Studies show that this is not the 
case; instead, through different cognitive adapta-
tions, adolescents are faster coupled to reason-
ing, are more responsive, and can make faster 
decisions. Perhaps they no longer have the abil-
ity to write long texts or speeches, but they can 
do more tasks at the same time, because the new 
type of activity increases the brain’s plasticity, so 
there are not many arguments to panic. My ex-
perience with students and PhD students shows 
a number of gains and qualities: a conviviality 
that better blends study groups, research and 
work teams; a high potential for teamwork and 
joint tasks; greater sensitivity to solidarity ges-
tures; greater participation in prosocial actions. 
Their brains are not different but they are differ-
ently wired and perform different tasks differ-
ently. Neural architecture is the same for both 
adults and children born in the Facebook era. 
Many authors have theorized after 1990 the ad-
diction for video games, but today the impact 
among young people and adolescents is no long-
er so important. 

 

Romania – from the mioritic land to the digi-
tal land 

A survey by IRES on a sample of over 4.000 
people, of which 2,895 adult internet users and 
327 juvenile users between 12 and 18 years of 
age11, in May 2017, helped us make an eloquent 
picture of how the Romanians integrated into 
the new digital trend. Interest in the internet has 
varying intensity depending on generations, 
ranging from 59% across the entire population, 
to 57% for the adult sub-sample, reaching 84% 
for the children’s sub-sample. Internet use is re-
ported by 67% of the population, which is a per-
centage close to Western European countries, 
with a peak of 97% of the sub-sample of chil-

dren. The most common explanations of those 
who do not use the internet are: old age, lack of 
time, lack of knowledge, lack of interest or need. 
A significant percentage also mentions the lack 
of finance or services or equipment. 75% of 
adults say they use the internet daily, while chil-
dren use it in proportion of 90%. 

As concerns the children, 18% say they stay on 
the internet over 5 hours a day, 15% between 3 
and 5 hours, 41% between 1 and 3 hours on a 
regular day. In adults, navigation time is narrow-
er, but rather high: 12% over 5 hours, 11% be-
tween 3-5 hours, 28% between 1-3 hours, 30% 
between 30 minutes and one hour, 18% under 
30 minutes. The prime time for the internet is 
between 18.00-22.00 when between 43 - 50% of 
the Romanians are present at the keyboard. Re-
garding the place where they use the internet, 
70% of children do this at home, as do 50% of 
adults. In equal proportion, 25% use the internet 
on the phone. 

In adults, 91% of the motivation for their be-
havior is the desire to stay informed, followed by 
socializing and talking with friends (79%), fol-
lowed by music (71%) and email (65%). In chil-
dren, music (98%) fills the first place, followed 
by socializing and talking with friends (97), in-
forming (94%), watching movies (73%), and 
reading (72% (53%) 

Somewhere around 20% declare to be addicted 
to the internet, in which case they would not last 
for more than a day without internet. 

 

Romanians who cannot imagine their lives 
without the internet 

 Even though it is not a clinical indicator of ad-
diction, 29% of Romanian internet users say 
they cannot imagine life without internet, with 
children the percentange being 36%. At the 
same time, 83% of children and 76% of adult 
Romanians think the internet is addictive, and 
most adults and children believe that parents 
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11. Studiul „Roma nii şi internetul: atitudini, comportament şi obiceiuri de utilizare”, realizat de IRES, î n perioada 4 - 16 mai 2017, 
pe un eşantion de 4.328 de persoane cu va rsta de peste 12 ani, din Roma nia. Eşantion copii 12 – 18 ani – 327 subiecţi, eşantion utili-
zatori de internet: 2.895 subiecţi. Eroarea maxima  tolerata : eşantion total: ±1,5 %, subeşantion utilizatori internet: ±1,9 %, Copii: 
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should reduce children’s access to a maximum 
of one hour a day. But we are best aware that 
the Internet has a strong integrative function of 
facilitating communication in a world where 
people are increasingly separated and isolated 
from adherence to the statement “If I did not so-
cialize on the internet, I would be more sad”- 
32% of adults and 38% of children. It’s similar 
when it comes to their perception on the others, 
it is believed that “People who socialize on the 
internet are happier than others”, 31% of chil-
dren and 32% of Romanian adults. 

Although only 9% of Romanian users say they 
have a personal blog, 44% of respondents know 
other people who have a personal blog, 80% of 
Romanian users being fascinated by YouTube. In 
this regard, 37% of Romanians have accounts on 
You Tube, and 27% of them have uploaded on 
the platform at least one movie made by them. 

 

Does technology influence cognition? 

Greenfield (2009)12, based on the fact that over 
the last 100 years intelligence tests results have 
continuously increased as a consequence of the 
rise in general education, urbanization or tech-
nology, wonders to what extent new technolo-
gies will keep the same trend. The research 
question is interesting because in the last years 
of the 20th century there has been and still is a 
decrease in the use of abstract language and a 
quantitative reduction of the basic language as 
well as a decrease in the general reading behav-
ior under the massive impact of television. The 
basic finding is that other components of cogni-
tion have improved: understanding the iconic, 
spatial visualizing, or spatial orientation. To-
day’s video game players have a greater capacity 
to perform multitasking activities. However, lit-
tle has been done to compare the achievement 
of simultaneous tasks and the same tasks per-
formed in a consecutive manner, so we don’t 
have a full theory and high accuracy results at 
this moment. 

 

Children of convergence. A hope? 

A 2006 work by Henry Jenkins13 launched an 
interesting paradigm, but which, although 
known in the science of communication, failed 
to impose itself in mainstream culture environ-
ments or in social sciences, it is the paradigm of 
the culture of convergence. The American au-
thor starts from the observation that today we 
are living a stage where we have reached a cul-
ture based on interactivity, on a territory of 
transmedia, where the media contents erase 
their borders, consumers are no longer captive, 
but participate in the improvement of content, 
moving from one medium to the other, or simul-
taneously receiving multiple messages, but 
which is conveyed simultaneously from differ-
ent channels. By convergence, the author under-
stands media streams that go through several 
media platforms, cooperation between many 
media industries, and public migration behavior. 
The environments coexist, do not break apart, 
and rather resonate. For example, by means of 
smartphones we watch TV, listen to the radio, 
watch movies, transmit product content to con-
sumers, and interact directly with live shows. 
But convergence is not only technically deter-
mined, it is more than that, having to be seen 
from the cultural perspective of the birth of par-
ticipatory communities. By distributing media 
contents, commenting on them or evaluating 
them with likes, you can see how consumers and 
broadcasters can change their places. 

In these new communication environments, 
adaptive individuals move naturally and be-
come, inadvertently, creators and participants in 
communities that create special, sometimes 
original, identities. If we analyze today’s increas-
ingly serious sociological studies on Internet us-
ers, we can see that Jenkins’ five logic innova-
tions, anticipated more than a decade ago, have 
been confirmed: the logic of entertainment, the 
logic of social connection, the logic of the expert, 
the logic of immersion and the logic of identifi-
cation. All this lead, in Jenkins’ view, to the 
emergence of a new domain - Transmedia Story-

12. Greenfield, P. M. (2009). Technology and Informal Education: What Is Taught, What Is Learned. Science, Vol. 323 n 5910 p. 69-
71 
13. Jenkins, H., (2006), Convergence culture: where old and new media collide, New-York, NY University Press 
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telling - at the intersection of three important 
social phenomena: media convergence, culture 
of participation and the emergence of a surpris-
ing collective intelligence. 

Today, if we don’t look with enough lucidity, we 
are in a position not to understand this collective 
intelligence and by individually evaluating our 
young research subjects, hyperconnected to the 
screens, we may not see the outlines of these 
new forms of intelligence, socially born, a kind of 
not seeing the forest because of the trees. Be-
cause convergence is not happening at the level 
of disorienting technologies, but at the level of 
brains of individual consumers in social interac-
tions with others, building up chains of virals 
that give sense to everyday life. This way of cre-
ating collective sense may in future be able to 
influence major phenomena such as education, 
the economy, but perhaps it could change sub-
stantially also politics. 

The biggest issue is not young people, whether 
born digitally or not, net generation or emogen-
eration, but the power mechanisms and influ-
ence behind the state, politics or big corpora-
tions. This media covergence, which becomes a 
great social convergence, confuses the forms of 
hegemony with which power centers have be-
come accustomed from centuries in every socie-
ty. Political formations, the state or the informal 
power structures will hardly accept that these 
coagulations of collective sense born out of the 
free media users’ participation develop without 
any control. The recent scandal called generical-
ly Cambridge Analytica aims to control the infor-
mational context that creates opinions, prefer-
ences, or beliefs in the audience connected to 
social media. As long as it was only about public-
ity and economic persuasion, the institutions 
and bodies dealing with national security (a pro-
cess that should be defined more precisely, be-
ing widened more and more in recent years in 
the world under the pressure of real threats) did 
not seemed too disturbed because the economy 
was part of the large industrial-electoral com-
plex. Now social networks are anathematized 
because they use profiling techniques, targeting 
groups, although the process is not new at all, 
and no study has so far been able to convince 

that political options can be massively changed 
by this personalized informational bombing 
technique. In a chaotic politics like the Romanian 
one, the research we have done over the last few 
years has highlighted that over 60% of Romani-
ans have changed their favorite party or candi-
date in a decade, not because they were bombed 
by institutions like Cambridge Analytica, but be-
cause they found that their favorites did not fol-
low the government’s program and the electoral 
promises. 

What we see today is that only outside the po-
litical families or the structures of the state insti-
tutions, forces can be coagulated, social or politi-
cal projects can be made, a part of the collective 
sense can be born. 

 

Digital born killer?  

Of course, we cannot underestimate the dan-
gers that come from networks used for war pur-
poses, but let’s also look at the good side: de-
mocracy is making a new attempt to get above 
ground, like the grass that runs through the as-
phalt. Digital generation force its way to regain 
individual liberties, and state or corporate abso-
lutism will oppose it because things seem to get 
out of control. 

We don’t know if political directions can coagu-
late through this convergence, but surely a new 
culture is born, and its actors are not digital born 
killers, except if we are talking about killing a 
past and an old way of life. 

Beyond the way the debate is going on today, it 

www.ingepo.ro                                                                                           Geostrategic Pulse, No 263,264, Friday 20 July 2018 



 

83 

Geostrategic Pulse, No 263,264, Friday 20 July 2018                                                                                          www.ingepo.ro 

is hard to believe that the American elections 
have been diverted by the messages of the trolls 
in Macedonia or Ra mnicu-Va lcea and that the 
fake-news has determined the Brexit. Facebook 
is not a manipulable or manipulated agora com-
peting with the accredited public sphere, no 
such thing. It is a mirror of fragmentation, im-
pulsiveness and egocentrism that characterize 
today’s sense of crisis. It does not have the pow-
er to change society, as you can see, its presiden-
tial candidates, champions on the network, do 
not even pass the electoral threshold in many 
situations14. The image of the Facebook society 
should worry the decision-makers in education, 
politics or culture. Facebook or Twitter has 
brought the speed of communication and the 
feeling, for some, that they are participating in 
the emergence of major trends born from likes, 
but the number of hearts and angry puppies is 
overwhelmingly greater than that of the con-
cepts conveyed. 

To stigmatize a generation that is obliged to 
adapt to the new world, learning life without a 
teacher, is not right and not profitable for the 
future. They are neither victims nor execution-

ers, they are not the 
fifth column for non-
state entities that could 
control states and soci-
eties. It is true that the 
establishment always 
finds rationalizations 
for failures of govern-
ance or for its own 
abuses when proven, 
but we have to go be-
yond stereotypes and 
build analytical centers 
in universities and oth-
er civic areas to study 
the evolution of society 
and the emergence of a 
new generation that we 
hurried to label it as 
different, extraterres-
trial, alien to our way of 
life.  

Digital generation can save a tired civilization 
or it can deepen the chaos to speed up collapse. 
The others, the non-digitals, the human, the in-
telligent, the supreme, what do we do?  

14. Cazul Monica Macovei la alegerile prezidenţiale din Roma nia, 2014  
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Uran-6 is a multi-functional, mine-clearing ro-
botic system manufactured by JSC 766 UPTK for 
the Armed Forces of the Russian Federation. 

The demining robot can be deployed in mine 
reconnaissance and area clearance operations to 
detect and remove explosive ordnance and anti-
personnel / anti-tank mines. It also minimises 
risks caused by unexploded ordnance and other 
dangerous objects. 

Uran-14 multi-purpose unmanned ground ve-
hicle (UGV), developed by JSC 766 UPTK, is cur-
rently operational with the Armed Forces of the 
Russian Federation. 

The robot is designed primarily to extinguish 
fires in explosive atmospheres and / or difficult 
to reach areas such as burning military ware-
houses, ammunition dumps, and petrochemical 
plants. It is also suitable for missions such as 
breaching and clearing minefields, surveillance 
and engineering reconnaissance. 

The Russian advanced robotic system Nerekhta 
will be able to destroy heavy armor and fortifi-
cations all by itself by driving up close and per-

sonal and detonating itself. The mini-robot fea-
tures high maneuverability and low observabil-
ity - it can sneak up on the enemy utterly silent-
ly. 

 The Nerekhta has been put 
on the list of promising ro-
botic systems earmarked 
for entering service with 
the Russian Armed Forces. 
The Nerekhta is based on a 
light chassis with rubber 
tracks. It looks like a mini-
tank, with the turret re-
placed by a container 
stuffed with high explo-
sives. The robot is clad in 
armor protecting it and the 
high explosives against 
small-arms fire and frag-
ments. 

 Weighing 300 kg and meas-
uring just above 1 m long, 

the robot can noiselessly haul several hundred 
kilograms of high explosives at a speed of 11 
km/h, propelled by its electric motor. 

 The operating principle of the robot’s guidance 
system is simple enough. Prior to a battle, the 
battlefield map and the grids of the targets sub-
ject to elimination are downloaded in its 
memory. In battle, commandos only need to 
push a button on their control console to select a 
pre-set target. After receiving the radio com-
mand, the Nerekhta will move to the target on 
its own and destroy it. 

The Nerekhta is a combat robotic system 
whose platform is fit for reconnaissance, fire, 
fire adjustment and cargo carriage. The robot 
mounts 7.62-mm and 12.7-mm machineguns 
and, according to the source, may well be 
equipped with a new machinegun to be devel-
oped specifically for it. In addition, the Nerekhta 
has recently received the organic TB-29B un-
manned helicopter and SAU-9.0 vehicle and 
weapon automatic control system. 

Presented by Cornel VAIDA  
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Fly-on-the-wall’ surveillance would take on a 
whole new meaning if suspects could be fol-
lowed unobserved through any landscape by 
lifelike robot insects capable of infiltrating build-
ings and navigating their own way around in-
side.  

It may sound like the stuff of science fiction, but 
it has been the goal of real-life military research 
for decades, arguably beginning in earnest in the 
1970s with the CIA’s attempt to perfect a gas-
driven robot dragonfly – the ‘insectothopter’ – to 
help its covert intelligence gathering operations. 
Although that project ultimately came to noth-
ing, forty years on new developments in microe-
lectromechanical systems (MEMS) and DARPA’s 
recently announced Fast Lightweight Autonomy 
(FLA) programme mean that robotic spy-flies 
are now closer than ever to becoming a reality. 
Nevertheless, there are still some challenges 
ahead. 

While the strides taken in solving the mechan-
ics of micro-robot flight are undeniably impres-
sive, there is more than this to producing a truly 
deployable spy-fly. One concern, at least for the 
moment, is the question of an onboard power 

source; even the relatively advanced RoboBee 
currently remains firmly tethered to the ground 
by a wire. Looking beyond that, there remains a 
more recalcitrant conundrum to solve: How do 

you provide the necessary sens-
ing and computing capabilities 
to enable robot wings to be used 
autonomously, when the pay-
load of insect-sized aerial vehi-
cles will always be tiny? 

DARPA hopes its FLA pro-
gramme, launched with a call for 
proposals just before Christmas 
last year, will go some way to-
wards answering that question. 
The programme aims to create a 
new class of algorithms that will 
allow small UAVs to navigate 
independently around rooms, 
corridors and stairways and 
through obstacle-filled environ-
ments, quickly and efficiently – 

at up to 20m/s – without the need for remote 
pilots, GPS data or information from external 
sensors. 

The DARPA brief specifies a UAV small enough 
to fit through an open window – not something 
insect-sized, or indeed insect-shaped – and the 
difficulties of achieving even bug-like levels of 
situational awareness, never mind the cognitive 
abilities of a bird, in a drone that small are al-
ready well documented. 

Even if it takes as long as 50 years to produce 
functional robotic insects, it would still be just 
the blink of an eye in terms of the time it took 
nature to develop the original models. According 
to the findings of an international study pub-
lished in a recent issue of Science, although real 
insects appeared a lot earlier than was first be-
lieved – about 479 million years ago – it still 
took them a further 73 million years to develop 
their remarkable powers of flight. 

The evolution of robo-insects is looking posi-
tively speedy by comparison. 

Presented by Cornel VAIDA   
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 On Tyranny: Twenty Lessons of the Twenti-
eth Century   

Author: Timothy SNYDER 

Publisher: Trei, 2018 

 

Timothy Snyder is Professor of History at Yale 
University, where he teaches at the Bird White 
Housum department. He is the author of several 
important works dedicated to the history of 
Eastern Europe, nationalism, totalitarianism and 
the Holocaust, which include “Bloodlands: Eu-
rope Between Hitler and Stalin” and “Black 
Earth: The Holocaust as History and Warning”. 
Snyder is a member of the Committee on Con-
science of the US Holocaust Memorial Museum 
in the United States and a permanent member of 
the Institute of Human Sciences in Vienna.   

Timothy Snyder writes in his book: “America's 
Founding Fathers have tried to protect us from 
the threat they knew, the tyranny that has de-
feated ancient democracy.  

Today, our political order 
is facing new threats, no 
different from the twenti-
eth century totalitarianism. 
We are not wiser than the 
Europeans who saw de-
mocracy fell prey to fas-
cism, nazism or com-
munism. 

 Our only advantage is 
that we can learn from 
their experience. It is now 
the right time to do that”. 

 In an overall analysis, this 
book wants to convince us 
that history gives us les-
sons on time so that things 
related to the establish-
ment of tyranny do not 
worsen, considering that 
there are still countries, in 
particular non-Western 

democracies, or states close to democracies, 
which tend to authoritarianism under various 
forms. 

The book includes a Prologue: History and Tyr-
anny and 20 Lessons of the Twentieth Century, 
on how to prevent a tyrannical regime: Do Not 
Obey in Advance; Defend Institutions; Stay 
Away from One-party State; Take Responsibility 
for how the World Looks Like; Respect Profes-
sional Ethics; Fear Paramilitary Troops; Balance 
Things if You Need to Carry Weapons; Stand 
Out; Be Nice to our Language; Believe in the 
Truth; Investigate; Look People in the Eye and 
Talk to Them; Be Present in Politics; Have a Pri-
vate Life; Bring Your Contribution to Good Caus-
es; Learn from Your Colleagues from Other 
Countries; Recognize Dangerous Words; Keep 
Calm when Unimaginable Things Occur; Be a Pa-
triot; Be as Brave as You Can; Epilogue: History 
and Freedom.  

I quote from Lesson 19: “Be a patriot, especially 
since this feeling is believed (to us) to be histo-
ry: A patriot (...) wants the nation to live up to its 

ideals, and therefore asks 
us to be the best version of 
us. A patriot must be con-
cerned about the real 
world, the only place in 
which his country can be 
loved and supported. A pa-
triot has universal values, 
standards by which he 
judges the nation, for 
which he always wants the 
best. A patriot wants his 
nation to progress”.  

“Snyder is a rising intellec-
tual, a voice in the public 
life, fearless and daring to 
make connections between 
the past and the present”. - 
New York Times. 
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The Management of Risk in the Context of Se-
curity Crises  

Coordinators: Mircea BOŞCOIANU and Dorel 
BADEA 

Publisher: “Nicolae Balcescu” Land Forces 
Academy Publishing House  

Sibiu – 2017 

 

The book is a collection of analyses for a better 
understanding of the concept of risk or extreme 
risk, of unconventional risks, whose nature has 
become more and more terrorist, transnational 
and has been requiring multinational, multidi-
rectional reactions based on consistency, mobili-
ty and opportunity.  

The work is also a coordinated selection of nine 
materials produced by eleven authors: Concep-
tual Connections Between Security and Risk, au-
thor: Olga Maria Cristina Bucoveţchi; Devel-
opment Trends in the Architecture of the 
International Security Environment - 
Threats and Challenges to Global Security, 
author Gabriel Raducanu; The Role of OSINT 
in the Management of Terrorist Crises, au-
thor: Catalin Cioaca  and Mihail Loghin; The 
Psychological Profile of Cyberwarfare and of 
the Non-state Hacker Based on the Poliheu-
ristic Decision Matrix, authors: Florin Ogî ga u
-Neamţu, Hotaţiu Moga and Elena-Corina 
Boşcoianu; Interstate Cyberthreat Modeling 
Using Poliheuristic Decision Assessment,  
authors Florin Ogî ga u-Neamţu. Hotaţiu Mo-
ga and Elena-Corina Boşcoianu; Communi-
cation Strategies in Crisis Management – 
The Impact of Online Platforms, author: Di-
ana-Alexandra Dumitrescu; Highlights of the 
Comprehensive Approach of the Emergency 
Situations’ Management, authors: Dorel 
Badea and Gabriel Ra ducanu; The Role of 
Resilience in the Protection of Critical Infra-
structure, author: Alin Cî rdei; Space Vulner-
abilities and Risks - Critical Infrastructure in 
the Era of Globalization, author: Marian Co-
man. 

Professor, Ph.D. Traian Anastasia, referred 
in the Preface to this book as a whole and 

said: “The work, while not wishing to be exhaus-
tive, is an overview of the two types of cyber-
attacks, but also an assessment of them in terms 
of economic costs (...) and of the radio-electronic 
and information strategies used in warfare to-
day. Thus, depending on the economic costs (...), 
we can deduce what kind of attack the player 
will develop, what kind of electronic-
information warfare strategies or what kind of 
learning strategies the player will implement in 
the arena of international relations”. 

In case of emergencies, the theoretical ap-
proach is followed by solutions and by a brief 
analysis of what became urban security and in 
the case of critical infrastructure, a study on 
space infrastructure - these are elements not on-
ly to be taken into account, but also used to fur-
ther the horizon of knowledge. 
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