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Po3yMiHHS TOrO, 110 BOHHM BOIOIOTH NPOTH CBOIX Oparis,
MIOXUTHYIIO O cepex coijariB — ykpaiHmiB i OutopyciB —
BipHICTh BilficbkOBOMY 000B’s3Ky. BomHouac, mMopanbHUiA
CTaH 1X y pasi BiitHu 3 HiMeuurnHOO OyB OM Habararo BUIIUI
[10, c. 24].

3BiCHO, 1TOOOIOBAHHS I0JILCLKOIO BHIOIO BiCHKOBOIO
KEpiBHUITBA MIONO OO0€3MaTHOCTI CONIATIB HEMOIbCHKOL
HawioHangbpHOCTI He Oynu OesmigcraBuumu. Tax 3. Kuuimn
NpHUTajye, siKi HACTPOI MaHyBald Cepel BOSKIB—YKpaiHIIB
y mepuri i Jpyroi cBitoBoi BiliHH: «3 omHOrO GOKYy MH,
YKpaiHIi B OJILCBKOMY BIifiCBKY, PaJilliH, 1[0 MPOIaIae HaIll
BOPOT, a 3 JPYroro He 3HaJM, WO JAiATH 1 K cede BecTH.
Bororaru 3a [lonblny HiKOMY HE XOTLlOCS, ajie i J0 HIMIIS
MEPEXOIUTH HIXTO He 30HpaBcst TOOPOBITBHO, TTaM’ SITAJIH, K
HimIl mporanoBanu Kapnarceky Ykpainy i He Oyio 110
HUX cuMImariin» [9, €. 26].

[lizcymoByrouM, BapTO BI3HAYUTH, MO MUTAHHS
YHCEIBHOCTI 1 PO3IOALTY BOSIKIB IPECTABHUKIB HAIIOHAIb-
HUX MCHIIMH 32 pOJaMH BIiiiCbK IPOTAIOM yChOTO
MDKBOEHHOTO Tiepiogy Oyao OfHHM i3 TPIOPHTETHHX
UL TIOJNBCBKOTO  BIHCHKOBO—TIONMITUYHOTO KEPiBHHUIITBA.
OCKiJIbKH TAHIBHUM Y HOJILCBKOMY CYCHIJTBCTBI 3aJTHIIAIOCS
HEJOBIPJIMBE Ta YNEPEIKCHE CTaBJCHHS /O HALMCHILHH,
BIaJa 3MylleHa Oyna TPOBOAMTH MIOAO Iii€i Kareropii
HaCEJICHHS JKOPCTKY MOJIITHKY 1 B apMii. Tak, 10 IpU30BHUKIB
HETMOJbChKOT  HAI[IOHAJIBHOCTI  3aCTOCOBYBAajiacs HHU3Ka
0oOMeKeHb MijT ac X Po3MOIULY 10 IEBHUX POJIB BIHCBK, 10
TOTO K YUCENbHICTh MPECTaBHUKIB HalliOHATbHUX MEHIITNH
PETEIbHO KOHTPOJIOBanacs, o0 3amo0irtH 301IbIICHHIO
BIJICOTKa iX MPHUCYTHOCTI SK B LIIOMY B apMii, Tak i B
OKpPEeMUX MiAPO3/iIax 30Kpema.
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Conditions for passing representatives of national minorities
to military service in the armed forces of Poland during
the interwar period

The article is an attempt to comprehensively cover the question of the
attendance of representatives of national minorities in the military service of the
Polish Army in the interwar period, as well as the determination of the role of
national minorities in the structure of the Polish armed forces. The article analyzes
data on the distribution of recruits between military units and troop numbers in
the context of nationalities, as well as features of military policy concerning
representatives of national minorities in the Polish Army.

Based on the elaborated materials, conclusions were drawn on key aspects that
influenced the conditions for military service in the Polish Army by representatives
of the nationalities in the interwar period.
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GEOPOLITICAL INTEREST, MECHANISMS AND ITS
IMPLEMENTATION IN THE CASPIAN REGION

The article examines the geopolitical and geostrategic policy of the EU, the
US and China in the Caucasus. It says that the foreign policy of these countries in
the Caucasus is different. This article includes events that occurred in the previous
century. The research paper also illustrates the changing priorities of foreign
policy towards the CIS countries and the Caucasus. It covers the exploration and
transportation of energy resources from this region along with the national security
of the CIS countries.

The article also refers to quotations of world—renowned scientists, politicians
and analysts who emphasize the similarities and differences in political decision—
making in the region.

Keywords: Geopolitical space, Geostrategy, resource distribution, national security.

(cmamms OpyKyEMbCsi MOBOIO OPUSIHATY)

Over the past 20 years, the issue of exploiting the energy
potential of the Caspian region was an inevitable matter in
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the political agenda of the world’s largest countries. Access
to the Caspian energy sources and influence in this region
is one of the priorities of the foreign policy of the US, the
EU, China and Russia. Given the complex internal political
situation, the Caspian Sea zone remains one of the most
volatile regions in Eurasia, a field of collision between the
geopolitical interests of the world’s largest players.

The Caspian region as a geopolitical space

The widely used term «Caspian region», which entered
into scientific circulation after the collapse of the USSR in
1991, requires scientific clarification. Since 1991, several
interpretations of this term have been accumulated reflecting
the rapid development of the geopolitical processes in the
region. At the same time, the parties involved applied their
own interpretation defining the term «Caspian region», while
bearing various geopolitical interests.

In terms of geography, the Caspian region includes the
Caspian Sea and the adjacent states bordering the Caspian Sea
— Russia, Kazakhstan, Turkmenistan, Iran and Azerbaijan.
The term Caspian was used by Russian geographers since
the 18" century. The Northern Caspian region includes the
Atyrau region of Kazakhstan and the two regions of the
Russian Federation (the Astrakhan region and Kalmykia),
the Eastern Caspian region includes the Mangistau region
of Kazakhstan and the west of Turkmenistan, the Southern
Caspian region — the northern regions of Iran, the Western
Caspian — Dagestan (Russia) and Azerbaijan. Regardless of
its Soviet origin, its root traces back to Russian scientific
community [1].

As it is located at the junction of Europe and Central Asia,
both Russian and foreign researchers emphasize the unique
geographical location of the Caspian region, which allows
developing transport projects through this region. It is also seen
as a «border regiony at the junction of the Caucasus, the Middle
East, Russia and Central Asia. Some Russian and foreign
researchers consider the Caspian region as bordering five
states or as connecting states (Georgia, Armenia, Uzbekistan,
Tajikistan, Kyrgyzstan) both geographically and political.

There is also an approach including nine countries as
Caspian basin: five Caspian states (Russia, Iran, Azerbaijan,
Turkmenistan and Kazakhstan), as well as Georgia,
Armenia, Turkey, Uzbekistan. Thus, by expanding the scope
the Caspian region includes Russia, Iran and the countries
of Central Asia (Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Turkmenistan,
Tajikistan, Uzbekistan), the countries of the South Caucasus
(Azerbaijan, Georgia, Armenia), or Russia, Iran, Turkey,
part of the Central Asian states (Kazakhstan, Turkmenistan,
Uzbekistan) and the states of the South Caucasus
(Azerbaijan, Georgia, Armenia). To denote a narrower
understanding of the Caspian region, the term Small Caspian
is used to refer to the expanded understanding of the Caspian
region — the Great Caspian, implying to the inclusion of the
Caspian region of the South Caucasus and Central Asia. The
region has promising conditions and transportation routes
for the Caspian energy resources to the world market. The
understanding of the Caspian region as the Great Caspian
reflects the increased geopolitical significance of the region
after the collapse of the USSR. It is primarily due to the
growing interest of extra—regional players (the US, the
EU, China) to exploit the energy potential of the region. As
M. Olcott notes: The US political interest is concentrated in
the area that is called the Caspian basin and which covers
the territory of Central Asia and the Caucasus. However, the
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inclusion of the countries of Central Asia and the Caucasus
in the Caspian region leaves behind to study the political
and economic role of Iran, which borders them on the
Caspian Sea with large political and economic weight both
in the Caspian region and in the Middle East. At the same
time, Central Asia and the South Caucasus are independent
regions that require a separate comprehensive study due of
its complex and dynamic geopolitical processes.

Geopolitical interests

To begin with, geopolitical interest is defined as a science
studying the policy pursued by the actors of international
relations where the behavior of participants at global level
is always goal-oriented and is motivated by interests
which can be defined as perceived needs of the actors of
international relations, the satisfaction which is necessary
for their sustainable development [2].

In fact, to denote the interests of states as the main
subjects of international relations, the category of «national
interest» is used in the framework of political analysis. The
basis of national interests is the provision of the national
security of the state — the preservation of its territorial
integrity, while ensuring security and welfare of citizens.
The concept of national interests has become widely used in
the political lexicon since the formation of national states in
Europe in the 16" —17" centuries.

Firstly, to refer to the interests of the European Union, it
is legitimate to underline the term «supranational interest»,
which is formed based on harmonizing the national interests
of the EU member states and creating supranational
institutions for their implementation [3, p. 241]. The
American professor H. Morgenthau (1904—1980) developed
the concept of national interest [4, p. 256]. He raised national
interests in the basis of foreign policy of the state and
believed that the achievement of regional or world hegemony
is the highest criterion of any major power. H. Morgenthau
classified national interests as permanent, (fundamental) and
transient (intermediate). Constant interests are the protection
from external threats, the development of foreign trade
and investment, the protection of private capital abroad,
the relations with allies and the choice of foreign policy.
Among the transient interests, he singled out the interests
of survival, vital interests (preventing the possibility of
serious threat to the security and well-being of the nation),
important interests (preventing potentially serious damage
to the country), peripheral or minor interests (interests of a
local nature) [4, p. 256].

H. Morgenthau considered the national interests of power
as the main distinctive feature of the state. Strength as an
expression of national power including: geographic location,
natural resources, industrial potential, military preparedness,
population size, «national character» (population’s attitude
to war), «national morality» (attitude of the population
towards government policies), and quality diplomacy [5].

Correspondingly, J. Blanchard notes that the result of the
whole aggregate of state (national) interests is the purposeful
strengthening of the geopolitical power of the country. In this
connection, to denote national interest, «related to the goals
of domination, hegemony, expansion, as well as protection
from them and strengthening security, the use of geopolitical
interests is legitimate. Satisfaction of geopolitical interests
is aimed at ensuring national security, political stability
while preserving the desire of individual countries to control
territories and resources of strategic importance» [6].
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In modern international relations, ensuring energy
security has acquired a special role in protecting the
geopolitical interests as the main subjects of international
relations. D. Yergin stated that under energy security, one
should understand the conditions for the proper functioning
of the energy sphere, maintaining the country’s defense
capability at a proper level. At present, pipeline transport is
one of the main ways to gain access to energy resources and
pipeline transport, especially the transportation of products
such as oil and gas is of strategic importance not only for the
economy, but also for ensuring national security. This can
be a reason for a state’s intervention and control over the
functioning of the main pipelines [7, p. 69-82].

The author also emphasizes that competition is rapidly
growing for the access to energy sources among the power
centers of the world (the US, the EU, Japan) and those who
have taken the highest bid to win superior ranks in the world
recently (China and India).

These aforementioned countries are interested in
controlling the regional geopolitical environment. The energy
reserves of the Caspian state is a key resource where control
is sought to consolidate both external and regional players.
The states are well aware of their national and geopolitical
interests, while realizing foreign policy. Interests, resources,
goals and ways of actions are considered as an integral part
of foreign policy programs.

Interests and distribution of resources

Satisfaction of national interests requires the use of
certain resources. In detail, the main categories are material,
information, time, space (geospatial) and organizational
resources. Firstly, material resources include natural, human
(demographic), military and economic, whereas information
encompass means of political, ideological, scientific and
cultural influences. Secondly, organizational resources
engulf the ability of the state to formulate its interests and
rationally use the available resources. Moreover, military
strength, scientific and technical potential, production and
economic capacities, organizational resources, aggregated
creative assets have been allocated as components of a
state’s resource potential.

Furthermore, resources can also be divided into real
and potential categories. The real resources of the state can
be utilized immediately, while potential resources can be
applied after a certain period of time with varying degrees
of probability.

In reality, E. Nuriyev notes that in the current system
of international relations, despite the obvious successes of
globalization and the development of international cooperation,
the significance of military power is very minor. Being as one
of the potential resource, the military force remains pertinent
of regional and external players in the Caspian region which
affects the uncertain status of the sea. When national interests
are reinforced with appropriate resources, they are transformed
into foreign policy goals that can be represented in the space—
time hierarchy. Based on the criterion of space, the goals can
be divided into local, regional, subcontinental, continental and
global ones. Based on the timing of the implementation of
objectives, they can be divided into short-term (up to one year),
medium—term (up to five years), long—term (up to ten years) and
promising — without a definite period of implementation [8].

At present, only the United States pursues goal—setting at
the global level. The Caspian region occupies an important
place in the realization of the US global foreign policy goals.
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The principles, strategies and tactics used in the foreign
policy of the state constitute the image of the state’s actions.
Strategy and tactics are carried out in the form of shares and
operations. Shares are defined as particular actions where
operations are their totality. Shares can be classified as
political, diplomatic, propaganda, economic and military,
as well as initiative or response. Depending on the nature
of the interests and resource base, the following actions are
expansion (conflict, war), rivalry, cooperation and partnership.

Geostrategy of Caspian region

An important place in geopolitical analysis is the
category of geopolitical strategy (geostrategy). Geostrategy
includes «assessing the military potential of states — their
land, sea, air, space forces to create a strategic advantage
and put pressure on a potential adversary in the international
arena in the struggle for resources and control over the
territory. The military aspects of geopolitical analysis is
referred to assess the contemporary security problems in the
Caspian region with active penetration of external players
into the region [9].

The paper examines the regional geopolitical interests of
the US, the EU and the PRC in the military—political aspect
through the study of their military and political interests. The
term «military—political interest» can be defined as «a need
realized by the political elite for ensuring military security,
protecting the sovereignty and integrity of the country with
the use of military force».

The issues of military—strategic stability in the Caspian
region has been considered. The concept of «military—
strategic stability» is viewed as a stable state of international
relations at regional and global levels, in which the coalition
states desist from resolving disputes by military means.

In political science analysis, soft and hard power
can determine the resource fulfillment of national and
geopolitical interests and foreign policy goals.

The term «hard power» was developed by American
scientists Kurt Campbell and Michael O’Hanlon as the use of
military force to meet national interests. To ensure vital national
goals, states must work out the deployment of ground and
naval forces. Currently, hard power cannot be seen in military
concept, it may also carry financial and economic impact. To put
it in another way, embargos and sanctions may directly affect
the target country’s economy. It has been observed that earlier
power possessed a determining and leading role, whereas now
power has shifted to strong economies. Germany and Japan can
be the best examples as post-war countries with great power,
but limited military capabilities.

The concept of «soft power» was developed by the
Harvard University professor Joseph S. Nye [10]. It implies
the achievement of foreign policy goals based on attraction,
persuasion and voluntary participation of subjects of
international relations, in contrast to the usage of coercive
measures. For the attainment of foreign policy goals, the US
and the EU apply the so—called democratic values of human
rights and freedom as soft power. As a matter of fact, soft
power used by China can be detected as low—price goods
flooding the world market and cheap labor force, as well.
Such strategy allows active influence on the world economy,
as well as the provision of competitive educational system
and intellectual potential. An essential feature of Chinese
foreign policy is the constant search for partially weak,
economically effective solutions. The concept of soft and
hard power for the analysis of specific means enable the US,
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the EU and China to realize their geopolitical interests in the
Caspian region.

The protection of national interests as the basis for
the interaction of actors in international relations has
been consolidated in the tradition of political realism
which interpret international relationships. Within the
framework of this tradition, theoretical notions related to
the comprehension of spatial and geographical factors in
international politics were developed.

The term political realism has been developed by
N. Machiavelli, T. Hobbes, E. Carr, H. Morgenthau and
by several other scholars throughout the history. The
representatives of political realism put the principle of power
in the protection of national interests as the basis for the
interaction of states in the world [11, p. 385].

The main objective of the state in international politics
is to ensure its own security. The reason is that international
relations are anarchic in nature where states seek to build up
their resources and establish power in the international arena
using force, mainly military strategy and diplomacy. The
power of a state is operated through the control of conduct
of other subjects of international relations. Referring to the
assumptions of G. Morgenthau, whatever the material goals
of foreign policy is, some factors such as the acquisition of
sources, raw materials, control of sea routes or territorial
changes will always imply control over the behavior of other
states while influencing their will [12].

H. Morgenthau believes that the state’s attitude to
international politics is a dynamic quality. It changes
along with the shift in the strength of the state. The clash
of interests of states leads to interstate conflicts and even to
extreme form of manifestation. International cooperation is
manifested mainly through the creation of military—political
alliances and for joint defense [13].

The patterns of international relations, revealed by the
theorists of political realism, continue to appear in modern
international relations. At present, the United States, China,
Great Britain, France and Russia are permanent members of
the UN Security Council.

These above mentioned countries are formulating and
defining the vector of development of the key international
processes. China, with its impressive economic results has
submitted its application for the role of the world’s leading
power. After the collapse of the USSR, several states
emerged. In this context, countries were divided into several
poles»: One superpower (USA), several strong powers
(Germany, Japan, Russia, China, etc.), three economic poles
(USA, Europe, Japan), five political poles (the USA, Russia,
China, England, France — five permanent members of the
UN Security Council) [14]. The clash of external states in
Caspian region affects its geopolitical situation.

Conclusion. After the collapse of the Soviet Union and
the active penetration of external players — the US, the EU,
China into the Caspian region, these actors are interested in
using the Caspian’s energy potential and consolidating its
geopolitical influence in the region. There is a competitive
struggle between the United States, the EU, and on the other
hand, the Russian Federation. The gradual strengthening
of China’s position in the Caspian region and the growing
competition between the US and China lie at the heart of the
regional geopolitical situation. The EU is using soft power to
anchor itself in the Caspian and relies on US resources and
capabilities in the region.
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Kniouosi cnosa: zeononimuunuil npocmip, 2eocmpamezis, po3nooin pecypcis,
HayionanbHa Hesnexa.

YK 02.061; 331.52
Hasapanues 3. A.,
AancceptaHT, HcTnTyT PyKonncen nm. Myxammepga
®u3ynu HauroHanbHom Akagemun Hayk AsepbaigkaHa
(AzepbaiigkaH), nazaraliyev_elnur@mail.ru

BUBNNOTEKM B CUCTEME OBPA3OBAHUA
B YCNIOBUAX MOBAJIU3ALIUA

Oyenusaemcsi  601buIOe enobanuzayuu  Ha - MeHCOYHAPOOHOe
obpasosanue u Gubnuomexu. Om; cywyec pors cogp X
oubnuomex 6 0dpazosanull u cO30aNUU INEKMPONHLIX OubIUomex. Ananusuposana
PONb  COBPEMEHHO20 MEXHUUECKo20 000PYOOBAHUA 6 CO30AHUU COBPEMEHHBIX
2N1EKMPOHHBIX OUOTUOMEK.

Kniouegwie cnoea: oopasosanue, bubnuomexu, 2nobanusayus, MKT 6 budnuomexax.

6ausHUue

(cmamms OpyKyEmuvcsa MOBOIO OPULIHATLY)
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