Peanictiyna Tpaguiis MOXKe BUIIPABUTH YacTHHY L€l TEOPETUYHOI HE3PYUHOCTI, 3a-
MIPOIIOHYBABIIH JIBA IIUIIXH TCOPETU3YBAaHHA 3 «ICTOPi€IO»: Ha PiBHI OJUHUII, A€ iCTO-
pisl IKUTH B OCHOBI HasBHUX 3MIHHUX, a00 CHCTEMHO, KOJH ICTOpis BIUIMBAE Ha
MDKHApOJIHE CEPENIOBHIIE, B SKOMY JIfOTh AepkaBu. OOUIBa IUIIXH MOXYTh MPOTi-
KaTu depe3 0e3miu pi3HUX KOHIENTyalli3aliid icTopii, 3aCHOBaHO Ha MIUPIIHA (iso-
codii icTopii — K 00’€KTUBHOTO (aKTy, K IHIUBIIYaIBHOTO AOCBiMy abo0 sK iHTEp-
cy0’exTHBHOTO onoBigaHHA. Crpapni, 6araTo B 4OMy iCTOpis € HAHMXYUM CIiJb-
HUM 3HAMCHHUKOM TEOPETUYHUX MiIXOMAIB y AUCIHUILIIHI MIKHAPOJHHUX BiTHOCHH.
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IGNORING THE SIGNG: THE PROBLEM
WITH THE IRRESPONSIVE WEST

Anomauia. YV yiii cmammi cmeeposicyemocst, wjo 0yn0 mpu KpumuyHux mMomenmu, nicas skux Pocis
cmasana éce oinbu ambimmuoro. Lle pociticoko-epy3unceka 6ilina, pociiicbko-ykpaincoka eiiina (2014), pociii-
coka inmepsenyisa 6 Cupii. Hepiwyuicms 3axo0y y peaxyii Ha yi nodii 6yia 20106HUM (aKmopom, sKuil 3a-
nesnsg Pocilo, wo 6oHu He nonece JHcoOHUX HACTIOKIS, He3sadcarodu na ceolo azpecito. A nomim 6ys uemeep-
muil momenm, ece Ilymina npo Yxpainy 2021 p., sike 3axio nosuicmio npoicnopyeas. [Iymin yum ece oydice
4iMKO 8UCTIOBUE CBIll CEIMOTIA0.

Kniouogi cnosa: Pocis, Cupis, 6ionosios 3axody, Yrpaina.

Abstract. This paper argues that there were three critical moments after which Russia got more and
more ambitious. These are the Russo-Georgian war, the Russo-Ukrainian war (2014), and the Russian inter-
vention in Syria. The hesitance of the West to react to these events was the main factor that assured Russia
that they would not bear any consequences despite their aggressions. And then there was the fourth moment,
Putin’s essay on Ukraine in 2021, which the West totally ignored. Putin, with his essay, made his worldview
very clear.

Keywords: Russia, Syria, West's response, Ukraine.
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The recent war in Ukraine has fundamentally shifted the dynamics of the interna-
tional order. One can say we now live in a post-post-Cold War era. There are discus-
sions over why Russia was able to initiate a full-scale war on the border of Europe [1;
2;5; 8].

The purpose of the paper is to demonstrate the relation between the irresponsive
stance of the West since 2008 and the ever-increasing aggression of Russia, which
finally led to the invasion of Ukraine in 2022, as well as to analyze the irresponsive
West as a problem of the world order. This paper argues that there were three critical
moments after which Russia got more and more ambitious. These are the Russo-Geor-
gian war, the Russo-Ukrainian war (2014), and the Russian intervention in Syria [4].

The hesitance of the West to react to these events was the main factor that assured
Russia that they would not bear any consequences despite their aggressions. And then
there was the fourth moment, Putin’s essay on Ukraine in 2021, which the West total-
ly ignored. Putin, with his essay, made his worldview very clear. Yet, the West still
failed to see what was coming. From the findings, it is clear that the current world
order is in danger if the West continues on its old path. The research argues that the
problem of the current liberal international order is not just those that are constantly
trying to undermine it, but rather, the most capable, like the West, that hesitates to
take action against them [8; 9].

Dissatisfied actors have existed in any kind of order, yet the stability of that order
solely depends on those that should safeguard its components [10].

If the West continues on this path, it is good to say that the world order that the
West is trying to build is doomed.
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UKRAINE-GEORGIA BILATERAL RELATIONS SINCE THE
RESTORATION OF INDEPENDENCE

Anomauin. [[i 2eononimuuno yikasi ma 6Ucoxo yinosani 015 6e3nexu ma cmadinenocmi Yopnomopcoko-
20 peciony oepacasu — Ykpaina ma I pysis — matoms 06ocmoponni gionocunu 3 1992 poxy, nesgadicaiouu na
me, wjo CoyioKyIbMYpHI 36 SI3KU 3aKIAIU CE0I0 OCHOBY Wje 8 cepednbosiyyi. Hacmynnuil ananiz 3ocepedicy-
€EMbCS HA OCHOBHUX NPIOPUMEMAX YKPAIHCbKO-2PY3UHCOKO20 CIPAME2iNH020 NAPMHEPCmea. mopeieii, oes-
neyi, €6pOAMIAHMUYHIN iHMe2payii ma 080CMOPOHHIX BIOHOCUHAX.

Knrouosi cnosa: Ypaina, I pysis, 060CmopoHHi 6iOHOCUHU, E6POAMAAHMUYHA iHMeE2PAYisi.

Abstract. Geopolitically interesting and heavily valued two states for the security and stability of the
Black sea Region — Ukraine and Georgia enjoy bilateral relations since 1992 even though socio-cultural
links have laid their foundation in medieval centuries. Following analysis focuses on the prime priorities for
Ukraine-Georgian strategic partnership: Trade, Security, Euro-Atlantic integration and laps in bilateral
relations.

Keywords: Ukraine, Georgia, bilateral relations, Euro-atlantic integration.

Geopolitically interesting and heavily valued two states for the security and sta-
bility of the Black sea Region — Ukraine and Georgia enjoy bilateral relations since
1992 even though socio-cultural links have laid their foundation in medieval centu-
ries. Following analysis focuses on the prime priorities for Ukraine-Georgian strategic
partnership: Trade, Security, Euro-Atlantic integration and laps in bilateral relations.

Regarding having the common past — being a part of the Soviet Union and having
fought for an independence; being invaded by the Russian federation and launching
it’s occupation policy as well as spreading it’s soft-power tools — intensive disinfor-
mation and propaganda; being promised by the West and urged for paving the way
towards Euro-atlantic integration and being highly dependent on the United States’
support in terms of security; progressing the Ukraine-Georgian relations side by side
is crucially important, so the analysis will synthesize descriptive and analytical me-
thods in order to suggest a precise explanation of the certain relationship and evaluate
its importance for the common duty — counterbalancing Russian influence in the re-
gion [2].

First part of the work identifies major trade ties and areas between Georgia and
Ukraine as well as the value of Georgia for Ukraine as a transport corridor and value
of Ukraine for Georgia as a role model for the involvement in the Three Seas Initia-
tive [1]. Next paragraph is dedicated to cooperation through the Security sphere
demonstrating common military exercises in the Black Sea region, bilateral defense
agreement which enables bilateral military cooperation and exchange of lessons
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