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ABSTRACT  

An aim of the author is to describe the strategic interpretation in the field of national security 

adopted by President Vladimir Putin. The third term of the Russian leader is a continuation of the 

guidelines of vision, which have been appointed in 2000-2008. The common denominator is emphasis 

the large world power of Russia. However, the strategic objective is aspiration to stimulate polycentral 

international order. This effort is carried out both in the declarative and doctrinal sphere. Numerous 

expressions are an illustration of this logic that defies the peaceful coexistence by allowing also the 

use of force in pursuing their own interests. In practice “the Putin’s system” reviews of post-cold war 

European order. The reach and effectiveness of achieving this objective are visible in expanding 

sphere of influence, accompanied by hybrid action and development of military capability. 
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1.  INTRODUCTION 

 

Along with breakdown of the imperial Soviet Union, the new State was born, Russian 

Federation (FR). It was constituted in a completely different geopolitical situation. A row of 

new States was formed, which Russia regarded as their own sphere of influence. In principle, 

the territory remaining under the influence of Russian has decreased by 15%. The importance 
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of Russia in Europe significantly diminished. The position on the international arena has been 

drastically reduced. The Russian State, although it was a nuclear power, was no longer an 

equal partner of the American winners of bipolar international confrontation. Meanwhile, in 

the country an economic crisis deepened. Once the large Russian army also now faced the 

major crisis. It struggled with many difficulties not only related to arming and training, but 

also with the military morale falls [1]. At the same time, the Russian Federation in accordance 

with disarmament agreements undertook to reduce its military strength. Scenarios for 

development of the Russian State were pessimistic. However, at the end of 1990s of the 20
th

 

century, Russia slowly, but gradually, started “to get up on their knees”. The new leader of the 

FR, Vladimir Putin, dreaming about restoring of “precious splendor” to the Russian Empire, 

and at the same time of “weight terror” of the Soviet Union, began a thorough modernization 

of the State. Rebuilding its international positions, Russia has become a modern country, 

seemingly organized on the model of West democracy. Although this ostensibility is 

criticized by many international entities, we can observe the growth in importance of the 

Russian elite on the international arena. A number of reforms, which have undergone the 

armed forces, are aimed to build a modern, strong army. The Russian Federation is the largest 

neighbor of Poland and we should not disregard changes taking place within the Member 

States, not only of the army, but also in the current expansionary policy of the Russian State 

[2]. 

 

2.  THE INFLUENCE OF POLITICAL SYSTEM OF THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION 

      AND STRATEGIC ASSUMPTIONS OF THE STATE 

 

Presidency of Vladimir Putin up to 2018 does not impose on him a constitutional 

inability to apply in future presidential elections for another re-election. Currently, the third 

term is the continuation of primal visions created in 2000-2008 by a group of ideologues of 

the President V. Putin. Supplement to the background, initiated and run by Vladimir Putin of 

the strategic interpretation being an indicator of power, reach and effectiveness of the 

influences of his system, is one of two main, next to the Security Conference in Munich in 

2007, significant manifests expressed with words, “breakdown of the Soviet Union was the 

greatest geopolitical disaster of the 20
th

 century” [3]. 

This interpretation has been permanently inscribed in the doctrinal assumptions formed 

by the Russian State. Neatly captures the fact of the amount of content and concepts, which in 

the strategy documents bear the hallmarks of aggressive rhetoric. Understanding the power 

and reach of influence of the “Putin’s system” requires explaining assumptions that were 

adopted during his presidency [4] 

 

2. 1. FOREIGN POLICY CONCEPT OF THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION OF 2000 

 

Anti-unilateral and polar transmission was strengthened by the outline of priorities of 

the Russian diplomacy from beginnings of “Putin’s era”, which in addition to category of 

human rights, international economic relations (necessary for Russian reinforcement), was 

above all arranging and calling the new international order. In accordance with assumptions, it 

was supposed to be focused around the primacy of the United Nations and Current Report, in 

which Russia being the largest Eurasian power (to which the document repeatedly refers) will 

take the responsibility on the global and regional level for contributing to stimulation and 
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increasing the state of global security
1
. Complement of the new Russian political project was 

enumeration of regional priorities, which will also become henceforth one of vectors of the 

world power rhetoric. The political platform of FR prestige will be then: cooperativeness as a 

part of CIS including economic nature of the Customs Union; military in a form of the 

Collective Security Treaty; distinguishing significance of the Union State, i.e. strengthening 

integration with Belarus; partnership with the EU; cooperation with the NATO (however 

depended on constructive interaction) and relations with “the Asian giants” [5]. 

 

2. 2. MILITARY DOCTRINE OF THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION OF 2000 

 

Military doctrine was adopted on April 21, 2000 with the signature of President 

Vladimir Putin. Amongst security threats of Russia were listed among others marginalization 

attempts of the role of UN and OSCE by other Member States, and especially taken by them 

military actions without authorization by the Security Council. Negatively they referred to 

actions undermining agreements in the field of restriction and arms control. Extending west 

alliances and military blocks was criticized. A rank of threats resulting from the international 

terrorism and separatist movements of ethnic and religious base was emphasized. The 

document drew attention to armed conflicts on Russia’s borders and its allies. According to 

the record of doctrine, the task of armed forces is to defend possible aggression against Russia 

or allied States. Military forces can be used in the internal conflicts in order to protect the 

constitutional order and territorial integrity of Member States. In doctrine it was emphasized 

that Russia has a common defense policy with Belarus as a part of the State Union, as well as 

aspires to create defensive common space with CIS states within the collective security 

system. In spite of the reduction in probability of outbreak of the global conflict, a large role 

has been devoted to the policy of nuclear deterrence [6]. It was stated that Russia does not 

exclude the possibility of using nuclear weapons not only as a part of retaliatory action, but 

also in response to “aggression with the use of conventional weapons, in situations critical to 

national security” [3, p. 104]. At the same time, FR is ready to limit the nuclear potential. 

 

2. 3. NATIONAL SECURITY CONCEPT OF THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION OF 2009 

  

Sending the document is a specific set of pilot undertakings of Russia in the second 

decade of the 21
st
 century, and its horizontal objective is supposed to be reviewed in 2020. An 

important is record excluding the armed race, which was described as costly. Amongst threats 

of external nature are distinguished: aspiration to reduce the role of existing mechanisms of 

ensuring the international safety; weakening of Russia’s influences in Europe, Middle East, 

Asia and Pacific Ocean; extension and strengthening political and military alliances, and 

especially NATO, which constitutes a direct threat to Russia. While threats of internal nature 

include: economic crisis, irregularities in the organization of authority of the State, as well as 

social and political polarizations of the Russian society, and criminalization of social 

relations. Moreover, among threats are listed: proliferations of the weapon of mass 

destruction, cyberterrorism, xenophobia, stereotypes, demographic problems, as well as 

organized crime and pandemics. The concept focused on “hard and soft security”. „Hard” 

                                                 
1
 As a matter of fact, Russia tried to interestingly play, calling in the document for reduction of the power factor 

(as well as to comply with the agreements) in the international coexistence. This period by the alleged content 

was at some point the mask of friendly power to international community. 
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refers to military issues, while “soft” economic and social problems. The national security is 

based on: national defense, public safety, increase in the quality of citizens life, economic 

boom, importance of science and technology, improving the health situation of Russian 

citizens, cultural development, solidity of the environmental management system, and what 

was pointed at the end – effectiveness of the strategic partnership. Adopted interpretation is an 

attempt to show Russia as a stable multilateral, not sensitive to an economic crisis of the 

world player. However, the time has verified that this was an inappropriate self-assessment to 

realities [7].  

 

2. 4. FOREIGN POLICY CONCEPT OF THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION OF 2013 

 

Along with revamped of “Putin’s era”, foreign policy paradigms have been updated, 

although the vectors were maintained from the previous strategic assumptions. The concept 

shows that global priorities carried out by the diplomacy take place in the environment 

characterized by turbulences and high dynamics. Hence, Russia describes itself as necessary 

and indispensable in the face of existing international situation. However, in the context of 

taking responsibility for the international security status, presents itself as one of the architects 

[8].  

Analysis of the document entitles to state that immanent space of carrying out 

revitalized world power statuses should be area of “Eurasian heartland”. It is concluded that 

Russia differently implements ambitious demands of multi-vector polycentricity of the globe. 

For that purpose membership in BRICS or also in Shanghai Group is useful. Moreover, the 

concept clearly shows that Russia credit oneself with the mediator in existential allied 

platform, which is the Commonwealth of Independent States. It confirms the importance of 

this platform by Ukraine. This is also expressed in guarantee towards the special status of 

Transnistria and support building the statehood of the Republic of Abkhazia and the Republic 

of South Ossetia. Complement of the strategic horizon is a list of friendly relations with other 

polycentric world points, which are China and India. An important consideration also has “far 

abroad” with references to the remaining parts of the world, such as: North Africa along with 

the Middle East, area of Latin America (titularly Cuba, Mexico, Argentina, Venezuela) and 

Caribs (Nicaragua). American-Russian relations have always been formulated dichotomously. 

In spite of similarity in many needs and assumptions, carried out in recent years “reset” in the 

process of drawing this document had marginal meaning [9].  

 

2. 5. MILITARY DOCTRINE 2014 

 

Relating to new trends of the development of relations between countries-members of 

the North Atlantic Treaty Organization and Russian Federation, December 25, 2014, Russian 

President Vladimir Putin signed a document № Pr-2976, titled “Military doctrine of the 

Russian Federation”. The document was adopted during the hybrid war in the East of Ukraine 

[10].  

A characteristic feature of the fourth version of Russian military doctrine is a lack of 

mentions of the continuation of previously formulated policy, as it was previously. At the 

same time, the actual use of similar rhetoric shows only a small change in the management of 

military activity of the Russian State. Doctrine focuses on the concept of “extended defense”, 

denoting protection of strategic interests of the State, in the light of new conditions 
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functioning in the international space, as well as promoting interests of Russia through the 

help to allied States [8].  

The doctrine proclaims new approach in the Russian policy, concerning the priority of 

peaceful settlement of defense issues of the public interest and partner countries. This policy 

was not only directly expressed, but also specified in terms of refinement of the alternative 

measures: this way force operations should take place after using political, diplomatic, legal, 

economic, information possibilities, as well as using other instruments, deprived of military 

nature. Doctrine also attempts to classify and hierarchy states of using military force. The 

main concept is war conflict, which combines all forms of armed struggle, including armed 

conflict with the smallest territorial reach, as well as local, regional and global wars. It 

outlines also the importance of annual speech of the president of Russian Federation, directed 

to the Federal Assembly, on the base of which specified objectives in military doctrine can be 

clarified [10].  

In comparing to the previous doctrine version, in current also two new concepts were 

implemented: “mobilization readiness of Russia” – i.e. readiness of all authorities of all rungs, 

administration and enterprises to carry out mobilization plans, as well as “system of 

nonnuclear suspension” (система неядерного сдерживания) was defined, by which is 

understood the external and political complex, and military-technical measures to prevent 

aggression against the Russian Federation, without the use of nuclear power. From a 

theoretical point of view, it should be understood as any of other measures, not included in so-

called “nuclear triad” [8,10].  

In the current doctrine, the approach to hazards and risks clearly changes. The doctrine 

of 2010 had underlined decline in ideological confrontation and reduced level of impact on 

the part of current states and increasing this impact on the part of other, on the background of 

globalization process and multipolar division of the world. However, the current strategic 

interpretation includes among problematic issues the growth and increase of global 

competition, “tension” in different spheres of international and interregional interaction, 

competition between systems of values and models of development, instability of the 

processes of economic and political development on the global and regional level, on the 

background of general “impediment” in international relations. In addition, the doctrine 

carries on the political line, indicated in the previous edition, where underlines the decline in 

importance of some States and increase of the influence on the part of other political and 

economic centers. This can be clearly read out as the observation of certain actual state of the 

Russian, which lost its leading positions on the international arena after the fall of the Soviet 

Union [8,10]. 

The doctrine stresses the existence of both unregulated conflict, in particular appearance 

of new epicenters near Russia’s borders, as well as behavior of the trend to their armed 

settling. The official point of view of the Russian authorities on the cause of this state of 

affairs is not-clarified system of the architecture of international security, as a result of which 

individual Member States are protected in different degree [8, p. 36].  

Although the doctrine considers the minimum probability of conducting a global war 

against Russia, it means that Russian analysts speculate local aggression on the State. Unlike 

the previous version of doctrine, the current distinguishes information and internal sphere of 

the country as one of such directions. A key threat remains widening to North American 

Alliance, carried out relative to Russia, with violating the international law. In particular, 

when the previous doctrine notes about the attempt to give this phenomenon of global 
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functions, in the current edition it is recognised as a fait accompli, parallel with an increase in 

military capability of NATO forces [8, p. 37].  

Indisputably an important issue of military doctrine of the State, carrying the nuclear 

weapon, is government’s attitude to the possibility of using this form of armaments. The 

Russian doctrine assumes that nuclear weapon constitutes a guarantee of preventing wars with 

the use of similar ammunition, as well as global and regional wars. However, the most 

important statement, included in the doctrine, is to retain the law for using nuclear weapon in 

response to the attack on Russia or allied States with a use of mass destruction weapons, or in 

response to aggression, carried out using regular ammunition, if such action threatens the very 

existence of the State. At the same time, prevention of nuclear conflict, as well as any other 

conflict remains the basis of the military policy of Russia [10].  

The doctrine also designates the following vectors of political cooperation in military 

issues. The Russian Federation can see as its partners the UN, BRICS countries, Collective 

Security Treaty Organization, the CIS, the OSCE, countries of Shanghai Cooperation 

Organization, Republic of Abkhazia and Republic of South Ossetia, as well as plans to 

cooperate with the EU and NATO, and create in Asian-Pacific region a new organization of 

collective security. The priority remains the Republic of Belarus, around which the 

coordination takes place within military doctrine of the State of Russia and Belarus [11], as 

well as for Abkhazia and South Ossetia. 

 

3.  CONCLUSIONS 

 

The sudden entropy of superpower esteem deprived Russia of the existing attributes, 

and extorted defined actions. The main implications after 1989, which forced the defeat in the 

cold war confrontation, were: suppression of the possibility of further global ideological 

agitation (as compromised), associated curbing ideological-military flirts in different parts of 

the globe, toning down nuclear rhetoric (including nuclear blackmail) and the need to 

transform into reconciliation attitude – towards the recent enemy and cold war winner – the 

West. This transformation of strategic assumptions had a few turning points in the 1990s and 

several new views in presidencies of Putin, also with this break on Dmitry Medvedev. This 

period was cyclical amplitude of maneuvering from pro-Western to pragmatism and hostility 

[3, p. 108].  

The evolution of strategic documentation written by Kremlin policymakers shows the 

difference in self-determining the position of Russia right after the final result of cold war 

rivalry and right on the threshold of highly probable new cold war. The current world power 

subjectivity of Russia, determined with various criteria of its world power potential, 

authorized it (for now) to doctrinal challenging (NATO and other primal leading international 

entities), to send signals of the readiness of Russia to recover its due and fair world position, 

with all world power privileges. 
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