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Summary
The trend in contemporary global geopolitics is to shift the political centre
of gravity to the Asia-Pacific region, where the United States is making every
effort to contain Russia and China, its main strategic competitors. America’s strategy
is to strengthen its military-technical cooperation with individual countries in
the Asia-Pacific Region within the framework of trilateral formats and create
new international structures under the auspices of the United States, as well as
by intensifying its presence in existing structures. Under such circumstances, Russia
intends to intensify its political, economic and military-technical cooperation
with its regional neighbours.
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The US strategy of "rebalancing"
in Asia Pacific and Russia’s national
security interests

Asia Pacific region is the most
rapidly and dynamically developing
region of the world. It also attracts
and concentrates the interests of the
leading global powers. One of the
most notable features of the region
at present is the intensification of
integration processes which leads to
emergence of numerous international
formats and organizations. As a result, the impact of the regional processes in Asia Pacific on the global
agenda is also intensifying, and in future, as most observers believe, this
may turn the region into the global center of economics and politics.
Quite naturally, this cannot but affect Russia’s geopolitical interests,
since a considerable part of Russia
(i.e. Siberia and the Far East) is located in the region. That is why Asia
Pacific is one of the most important
vectors not only of Russia’s economic
development, but also of its political

dialogue with partners. This has been
reflected in numerous official documents including the Concept of the
Foreign Policy of the Russian Federation approved by President Vladimir
Putin in 20131.
The implementation of Russia’s
strategic interests in Asia Pacific is
complicated by the fact that the US
is strengthening its political and military presence in the region, which is
basically aimed at containing China
and Russia. The policy of "return",
or "pivot to Asia" was first declared
by the then US Secretary of State
Hillary Clinton in October 20112.
During the first months of President Barack Obama’s first term,
some political circles close to the administration toyed with the idea of
widening cooperation with China.
This was articulated in the concept
of a G2, in other words – of a system
of privileged US – Chinese partnership on the key issues of the global
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agenda3. Anyway, when in November
2009 President Obama voiced this
idea during his visit to Beijing, the
Chinese part reacted negatively.
As a result of China’s rejection
of the idea of commonly solving the
existing international problems on
the "G2" basis, starting from spring
2010, a new period of confrontation
in US – China relations emerged
again. The US adopted a much more
rigid policy in regard to a number of
issues sensitive for the bilateral relations. Today, the US – China interaction, as most Russian and foreign
experts believe, can be characterized
as a combination of contradictory
tendencies of competition and cooperation, while Washington’s policy in Asia Pacific is basically aimed
at containing China’s ambitions and
limiting its capabilities.

Enhancement of US military
presence in Asia Pacific

6

In January 2012, the US President Barack Obama declared that
the Pentagon’s military strategy for
the next 10 years, "Sustaining US
Global Leadership: Priorities For 21st
Century Defense", presupposes reorientation of US military’s actions at
containing and curbing the threats to
international security in Asia Pacific,
and specifically in East Asia4.
Lately, Obama’s administration
has introduced a new term into the
political discourse to characterize the
present stage of implementation of
the US strategy in Asia Pacific – rebalance. It has replaced the "pivot to
Asia" and is aimed at producing the
impression that the US is not going
to abandon its obligation in other
parts of the world, despite the fact
that Asia’s importance for welfare
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and security of the US is constantly
rising (at present, up to one third of
global trade is held in Asia)5.
Washington’s political line in Asia
Pacific is implemented with the help
of some traditional military and political tools in a number of domains.
First, by maintaining firm alliances with a number of regional countries (primarily, Japan, the Republic
of Korea, Australia, the Philippines),
Obama’s administration has decided
to relay the burden of basic military
expenditures and responsibility for
regional security upon its allies and
to resort to the tactics of "proxy-confrontation". Thus, the maintenance
of the US military presence in the
region while expenditures in the
US military budget are being cut is
thought to be ensured by means of
creating numerous formats of cooperation in the region rather than by
means of setting up numerous (and
costly) military bases.
Second, the current US strategy in
Asia Pacific is carried out by means
of enhancing its military presence in
Southeast Asia and intensifying political dialogue with the countries of
the sub-region. Washington’s interest to Southeast Asia is determined
by the need to find new partners and
the desire to attract even those states
which previously had no military relationship with the US, but presently
are concerned with China’s rigid policy regarding the disputed territories
in the South China Sea. As a result of
the new US policy, the level of bilateral cooperation has been elevated up to signing the agreements on
comprehensive partnership with a
number of states (Indonesia in 2010,
Vietnam in 2013, Malaysia in 2014).
Third, the US is widening trade
and economic cooperation within the
framework of a new free trade zone –
the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP),
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which never presupposed the participation of China or Russia. Besides
the promotion of the TPP idea, the
US intensifies its ties with ASEAN –
basically, not with the organization
as a whole, but rather with every individual member state.
By implementing this strategy, the
US is determined to isolate China and
encompass China with US-friendly
states to a maximum possible extent.
Quadrennial Defense Review published by the US Department of Defense in March 2014 once again states
that the US is primarily a Pacific
country; therefore the region is of vital importance for the nation. China’s
fast growth in terms of its military
capabilities and lack of transparency
in bilateral relation was defined as
the main threat to the US security6.
As one of the means of conflict prevention the Pentagon considers the
formation of a multilateral security
architecture based on ASEAN mechanisms with invitations to Australia,
Japan, the Republic of Korea, Indonesia and India.
The US cooperation with the Pacific states is to be exercised in such
spheres as anti-missile defense, cyber-security, space exploration, maritime security, management of natural
and technological disasters7. In case
the US allies face threats to their
security, military aid is promised to
them. In particular, this was stated
by Barack Obama on May 28, 2014,
in his address to the graduates of the
West Point Military Academy8.
Within the framework of cooperation in the field of maritime security,
the US is to render assistance to its
allies and partners in strengthening
their naval potential. Back in 2013,
the US was planning to allocate more
than $156 million for the countries of
Southeast Asia for the period of two

years. That money was supposed to
be spent on the equipment of coastal
patrol units in Vietnam, on anti-piracy activity close to the Strait of Malacca, as well as on building counterterrorist potential at the junction of
maritime borders of the Philippines,
Indonesia and Malaysia in the Sulu
Sea9. Within this context lie the US
efforts aimed at intensifying and widening the scale of joint military exercises with its partners – primarily
CARAT, which is the annual naval
exercise with the participation of the
US and Southeast Asian countries
(Singapore, Malaysia, Indonesia, the
Philippines, Thailand, Bangladesh,
Brunei, Cambodia and East Timor).
The basic task of such exercises is
to strengthen partnership and to increase the operational readiness of
the navies of the participating countries10.
Within the framework of "rebalancing" in Asia Pacific, the US is
trying to increase its military presence in the region. In particular, it is
notable that the US declares the need
to increase the share of its Navy and
Air Force in Asia Pacific to 60 per
cent of its total force by 202011. At
present, there are 51 US warships in
Asia Pacific, by the end of 2015 the
number is to grow up to 58, and up
to 67 by 202012.
US military bases on the territory of sovereign states – US partners
in military and political cooperation
and participants of a number of security treaties – have always been an
important element of the US military
presence in the region. In this regard,
it is worth paying attention to the
structure of bases (Pict. 1), and the
dynamics of quantitative changes
undergoing in the US Armed Forces
based on the territory of Asia Pacific
countries.
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Pict. 1. The US military deployment in Asia Pacific (as of 2013)
(Макаров А. Азиатский фокус / Андрей Макаров // Коммерсант.ru : интернет-сайт.
2013. 4 января. URL: http://www.kommersant.ru/Doc/2101505 (accessed: 12.02.2015))
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Lately, it has not been so much
the total number of American armed
forces deployed in Asia Pacific that
has grown considerably, but rather
the percentage of the troops deployed
in comparison with other regions of
the world (Pict. 2).
The data of 2009–2012 shows that
the percentage of American armed
forces deployed in Asia Pacific grew
up from 15 per cent to 25 per cent13.
But it’s important to mention that
the US Department of Defense rarely
publishes data of the American active
duty military personnel deployed in
the Republic of Korea (RK), while
the country hosts the third largest
American overseas military contingent (29,564 active duty military
personnel as of September 2013)14.
As a result, the United States
will maintain military and strategic
dominance in Asia Pacific. The current task for the US armed forces in
this region is the transformation of
deployment and operation patterns
according to the changing geopolitical situation. Particularly, the South
China Sea and the East China Sea are

in the focus of the current American
strategy in Asia. The reason for this
is the growing Chinese activity there.
Thus far, the area of the key interest
for the US was the Northeast Asia
(Japan and South Korea). The main
goal was that of preventing conflicts
on the Korean Peninsula and across
the Taiwan Strait.
The other task within the current
US strategy is to include the Indian
Ocean as an element of "rebalance to
Asia" considering the strategic importance of its maritime routes (70 per
cent of the world’s oil shipping and
50 per cent of the world’s container
shipping)15.
The strategy characterized by the
then US Secretary of State Hillary
Clinton as the "consolidation of efforts to form the new order in the
region and in the world" began with
the strengthening of bilateral security
alliances in Asia. The core alliances
for the US here are those with Japan,
the Republic of Korea and the Philippines – all based on bilateral security treaties, as well as those with
Australia, New Zealand and Thailand
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Pict. 2. American active duty military personnel strength in Asia Pacific in 2012–2014 (in thousands
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(within multilateral formats). These
alliances remain the cornerstone of
the US strategic positioning in Asia
Pacific, and in recent years the US
military cooperation with its Asian
allies has intensified.
According to some American analysts, the key task for Washington
now is the formation of new military
alliances in Asia Pacific in order to
prevent China from establishing itself as the regional leader. Special
attention in this respect is paid to
India, one of the leading economic
and military powers in Asia Pacific,
having territorial disputes with China and possessing its own regional
ambitions16.
Further deterioration in Japan –
China relations alongside with the
speculations on China opting to use
"Russian experience in the Crimea"
in its territorial disputes with Japan
could prompt India to establish quasialliances with the United States
and Japan. The tendency of the three
countries coming closer to each other
was manifested back in 2006, when
the Japanese Prime Minister Shinzo
Abe called for a US – Japan – Australia – India Quadrilateral Security
Dialogue (Quad). Nevertheless, this
idea got a cool reception17. At the
same time, military Malabar exercises which initially began as bilateral
US – Indian naval exercises, present
an example of far more successful
cooperation, especially after Japan
joined them. The trilateral contacts
intensified after Narendra Modi won
the elections in spring 2014 and his
party formed the government of
India. Between September 2014 and
September 2015, Modi and Obama
met for four times, one of the meeting being on January 26, 2015, when
Obama was the guest of honor at
India’s annual Republic Day parade.
According to Japanese experts,
"India, Japan and the United States
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have mutual strategic interests"18.
Therefore it’s highly possible that
the idea of strategic partnership between the United States, Japan and
India, which will not only cover the
Pacific Ocean region, but also the
Indian Ocean area, will be implemented19. Japanese Foreign Minister
Fumio Kishida also emphasized the
mutual interaction of the two regions
during his visit to New Delhi on January 17–18, 2015.
Washington is trying to revitalize the ANZUS Treaty between Australia, New Zealand and the United
States which played a significant role
at cold war times. After New Zealand
declared its territory and adjacent
waters a nuclear-free zone in 1984,
the US – New Zealand cooperation
stalled for 30 years, so the Treaty ceased to be active. At present,
when China is expanding its "security perimeter", it may become necessary for the United States to use
New Zealand sea ports, the way it
did at the times of World War II20.
In November 2010, the two countries signed the Wellington Declaration on strategic partnership, and in
2012 – the Washington Declaration
which further widened their military
cooperation21.
The US has special interest in
forming a new trilateral partnership
format with Japan and the Republic of Korea. South Korea, as well
as Japan, has a bilateral security
treaty with the Unites States. Still,
Japan – South Korean relations presently are at all-time low since the
normalization of diplomatic ties in
1965 due to some disputes, primarily the territorial one22. Recently, the
United States has intensified its activity aimed at inducing Tokyo and
Seoul to overcome divisions and to
enhance bilateral defense cooperation23. According to some experts,
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"Trilateral Information Sharing Arrangement Concerning the Nuclear
and Missile Threats Posed by North
Korea" that was signed by the US,
Japan and the Republic of Korea on
December 29, 2014, has become an
important element of this process24.
Therefore, it is not coincidental
that during the Fourth Conference
on Interaction and Confidence Building Measures in Asia (CICA) summit in May 2014, Chinese President
Xi Jinping appeared to warn some
Asian nations against strengthening
military alliances to counter China,
saying this would not benefit regional security. Though President Xi
did not overtly mention the United
States in his speech, it’s obvious that
his statement meant the intention of
some Asian countries to enhance their
defense ties with the US25.
One of those countries is Japan.
Both sides see the enhancement of
the US – Japan alliance as the cornerstone of regional stability. According to the US President National Security Advisor Tom Donilon,
"there is scarcely a regional or global challenge on the President’s agenda where the United States does not
look to Japan to play an important
role"26.
On April 27, 2014, the United
States and Japan released the new
Guidelines for US – Japan Defense
Cooperation. The document, which
is fundamental for the alliance, had
been last revised in 1997, and the recent revision was the second one in
the history of the alliance. The two
countries justified the revision of the
Guidelines citing the changing political situation in the world and around
Japan, particularly the intensified
Chinese maritime activity. The new
Guidelines announced "the global
nature of the Japan – US Alliance",

which includes lifting geographical
constraints on the alliance activities
and defining the situations when the
countries will cooperate to respond
to an armed attack against the US
or a third country27.
However, lifting geographical
constraints on the alliance area of
activity and widening Japan’s responsibilities primarily corresponds
with the American tactical objectives
in Asia Pacific and globally28. Japanese political elite is highly divided
on the issue of the national defense
legislation, which has been revised
recently. Still, the revision of the
Guidelines reflects the changes in the
Japanese defense policy, specifically
the widening of Japanese Self-Defense
Forces (JSDF) responsibilities overseas.
It’s also notable that during the
drafting of the new Guidelines some
Japanese experts suggested that the
document should include references to the need of joint defense of so
called "Northern Territories" in case
they are handed over under Japanese
jurisdiction29.
Significant element of the new
Guidelines is the strengthening of
US – Japan cooperation in the field
of Ballistic Missile Defense (BMD).
The cooperation had started in 2003,
when Japanese authorities announced
the participation of the country in
co-development and deployment of
the US air defense and BMD facilities on its territory under the pretext of defending their country from
North Korean ballistic missile threat.
The problem of the American Marine Corps Air Station "Futenma" in
Okinawa prefecture still complicates
the Japan – US relations. The original agreement on its relocation and
the realignment of the 9,000 Marines to Guam, Hawaii and Australia signed in 2006 has been revised
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several times. The agreement on
the relocation of "Futenma" to the
sparsely populated area of Okinawa
reached in 2013 positively affected
the Japan – US relations. But still,
the latest parliamentary elections in
Japan (December 2014) demonstrated the local opposition to the
Shinzo Abe Cabinet’s plans. Politicians opposing "Futenma" relocation
won elections for governor of Okinawa, mayor of Nago City, and in all
four Okinawa electoral districts to
the Lower House of the Parliament30.
The realignment of some of the US
armed forces from Japan and the Republic of Korea to Australia should
strengthen the American military
presence in the Indian Ocean region,
particularly for the naval control of
shipping in the strategically important Malacca, Sunda and Lombok
straits connecting the Indian and the
Pacific Oceans.
The realignment of the American
troops to Australia is carried out under the US – Australia agreement
signed in November 2011. In August
2014, Australian Ministers for Foreign Affairs and for Defense and the
US Secretaries of State and Defense
signed a 25-year agreement that
would more than double the number
of US troops rotating through Darwin (North Australia) from the current 1,200 to around 2,500 by 201731.
The US forces deployment to Robertson Barracks military base located in
Darwin, Northern Territory, ensures
the control over the whole Southeast
Asia region and thus constitutes an
essential element of the "rebalancing"
strategy. The joint US – Australia
exercises are expected to be held under the US Pacific Command supervision. The US Air Force would be
granted greater access to the Northern Territory air bases, and the Australian Navy will contribute to the
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American ballistic missile defense in
the region32.
The US and Australia discussed
the establishment of a jointly-run
military air base on the Cocos Islands,
an Australian territory in the Indian Ocean. The islands are currently
used by the Australian Air Force as
a refueling station for its Orion surveillance aircraft. The upgrading of
the facilities as a joint air base will
enable the US Air Force to monitor
key shipping lanes in the region.
The United States will render
assistance in developing Australian
special Amphibious Ready Group
(ARG) based on the 3d Royal Australian Regiment. This group, which
is planned to be established by 2016,
will be comparable with the US Marine Corps in its force composition
and mission area.
The ARG has to be able to conduct
high-intensity assault naval capture
operations using advanced amphibious warfare ships and landing craft
with support of combat helicopters
and heavy armored vehicles 33.
The Australia – US agreement
has given way to the first long-term
expansion of the American military
deployment in Asia Pacific since the
end of the Vietnam War. President
Barack Obama called the new troop
deployment to Australia "necessary to
maintain the security architecture of
the region". Further, he added, "this
will allow us to be able to respond in
a more timely fashion" and "to meet
the demands of a lot of partners in
the region"34.
The US has military bases in
South Korea with the purpose of
fulfillment of their obligations fixed
by the bilateral treaty on mutual defense. About 30,000 troops are allocated there upon the pretext of the
threat coming from Pyongyang.
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In early January 2014, the deployment of another US army battalion
counting 800 servicemen, about 80
tanks and armored vehicles to South
Korea was announced within the
framework of Pentagon’s efforts to
rebalance forces in Asia and in the
Pacific. The same year, the US and
South Korea decided to widen the
range of joint military exercises35.
The Republic of Korea Defense
Ministry announced its plans to form
a new large unit in 2015. It will be
a combined division consisting of the
2nd US Army infantry division (based
in the Korean city of Uijeongbu) and
a South Korean army brigade36. The
division will be managed by a joint
staff and will be under command of
an American general. The formation
of a new joint division is aimed at
strengthening cooperation between
the two states and also increasing
their ability to deter North Korea. It
is expected that in case of a full-scale
military conflict, the new division
will be allotted special tasks. In particular, it may receive the order to
exterminate North Korea’s weapons
of mass destruction.
The Treaty on cooperation in space
signed in September 2014 between
the US and South Korea implies the
exchange of information about objects on the Earth’s orbit. The treaty
is beneficial for both sides. Korean
Army will receive updated and more
qualitative data about the moving of
different space vehicles. In exchange,
the US STRATCOM will obtain information on exact location of their
satellites and radio frequencies used.
For several years, Washington
has been insisting that South Korea
should join the American global ballistic missile defense (BMD) system
by deploying mobile ground based
BMD systems for a high-altitude extraterrestrial interception of intermediate range missiles – the so-called

THAAD (Terminal High Altitude
Area Defense) on its territory37.
South Korean government has repeatedly refused to deploy American
weapons on its territory arguing that
it already has its national KAMD
(Korea Air & Missile Defense System)38. Seoul may also be concerned
about a possibility to worsen its relations with China and Russia as
a result of the US BMD elements’
deployment on the Korean peninsula. Nevertheless, in July 2014 South
Korean Minister of National Defense
Han Min-Koo practically gave the
green light to the US BMD and stated that "deployment of THAAD on
the Korean peninsula will contribute
to balancing the North Korean nuclear and missile threat and increase security on the peninsula"39.
Therefore South Korea could be
involved in the US plans for building
BMD oriented rather at middle-range
missiles than towards short-range
ones. This raises the level of objects
BMD system must intercept. Besides,
the THAAD systems could be used
for supervision and building up antimissile structure and also against
other states, primarily China and
Russia40.
Seoul is continuing to follow in
the wake of Washington’s policy being guided by cooperation with US.
However, in spite of strong pressure
on the South Korean government,
Americans have failed to make it join
the anti-Russian sanctions. Despite
allied relationship with Washington,
the implementation of the Eurasian
Initiative put forward by the President of Republic of Korea is impossible without Russia. Besides, Moscow
plays an important role as an intermediary in relations with North
Korea.
Starting from early 2012, President Obama’s administration was
holding talks with the Philippines
on widening military cooperation.
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The talks successfully ended in April
2014. The agreement is aimed at
strengthening the Philippine military
forces in the field of external defense,
naval security, humanitarian aid and
disaster control41.
The agreement defined frameworks of cooperation but specific details are to follow. In particular, it
includes construction and equipment
of new facilities for American personnel in the Philippine bases to which
Philippine military forces will get
access. American servicemen will be
present there "on temporary and rotational basis". The US is allowed to
construct facilities, deploy weapons
and ammunition, military and civil
personnel in the Philippine bases42.
Apparently, Subic Bay which used
to be the main US Pacific Fleet base
until 1991 will be one of these bases.
American ships are permitted to
use the ports and American troops are
allowed to hold joint military exercises in the Philippines including
joint exercises in the Pacific. At the
moment, the Philippines is considering the US proposal concerning temporary deployment of American surveillance aircraft on the Philippine
territory on rotational basis, allocation of fighter jets to the archipelago and the increase of the number
of American troops (since 2002, a
counterterrorist unit of 320 servicemen has been deployed on the island
of Mindanao to fight against guerillas). The term of the agreement is 10
years with an option of prolongation
if needed. President Benigno Aquino has called the new agreement the
most significant development in the
bilateral relations in the past decade.
Moreover, back in 2013 the US
Missile Defense Agency considered
the possibility of deploying the third
BMD radar station in Southeast Asia
to form a sort of anti-missile arc
which would allow a more precise
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monitoring of missile launches from
North Korea and some regions of China. It is possible that the BMD will
be deployed in the Philippines.
Since 2002, the US has provided
military aid to the Philippines which
amounts to $312 million. Meanwhile, only in 2014 fiscal year the
US planned to allocate another $50
million that are partly considered to
boost the country’s ability to patrol
its territorial waters43.
The Philippine leaders believe
that the increase of the US military
presence is in their country’s interest.
This is a part of Manila’s comprehensive strategy directed at strengthening the national defensive capacity
in view of the aggravating territorial disputes with China in the South
China Sea.
Singapore has also found itself
involved in the process of American
military deployment in the region.
In accordance with bilateral agreements, since 2012 up to four American Coast Guard combat vessels used
for operating in the coast waters have
been deployed in the state port on
rotational basis. The two states have
upgraded the level of "Commando
Sling" air combat training exercises
in order to increase coherence and
achieve closer cooperation. Until
now, the USA had just a little logistic point in Singapore which was used
during exercises in Southeast Asia. In
Pentagon’s opinion, the deployment
of vessels in Singapore is a sign of the
US adherence to the task of ensuring
security in the region which provides
for improved opportunities for cooperation with regional partners44.
The supplies of military equipment and weapons are carried out.
In spring 2013, the US Defense Security Cooperation Agency approved
Singapore’s request for the supply of
120 air-to-air guided aircraft missiles
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(100 AIM-120C7 AMRAAM and 20
AIM-9X-2 Sidewinder Block II missiles including concomitant equipment) at total cost of $246 million45.
Vietnam has also found itself involved in military and technical cooperation (MTC) with the US. The
signing on August 1, 2011, of an
agreement on cooperation in the field
of military medicine (for the first
time since the end of the war in Vietnam in 1975), being a routine one as
such, has opened the way for official
military relationship between the
two countries. Later in 2011, the first
American – Vietnamese joint military exercises took place. Nowadays,
the US proposes to carry out joint
exercises in the South China Sea on a
regular basis. However Vietnam isn’t
satisfied with the fact that, for instance, on January 12, 2015, the US
and China conducted exercises near
the disputed territories.
Completely lifting embargo on
military supplies to Vietnam could
become an important milestone in relations between the two states. On
October 2, 2014, the State Department announced partial removal of a
ban on lethal weapons’ sales to Vietnam46. In 2014, within the frameworks of intergovernmental agreement the US announced the delivery
to Vietnam of the Oliver Hazard
Perry class guided missile frigates
which means the emergence of a new
competitor to Russia on Vietnamese
weapon market. Recently the US has
proposed to Vietnam to strengthen its
Navy Air Force with P-3 Orion patrol
aircraft. Thus the US tends to provide aid to Vietnam in reinforcement
of defensive abilities in such fields as
maritime security, search and rescue
operations, disaster management and
peace keeping operations47.
Thailand is the longest-standing
US partner in Southeast Asia; their
bilateral relations were established

back in 1832. Modern cooperation
between the two states is based on
rescue and peace keeping operations,
providing humanitarian aid in regions which have suffered from natural disasters, holding joint naval
exercises and effective preparation to
multilateral operations for the purpose of strengthening cooperation
and relations at all levels48. Since
the beginning of the 1980s, the parties have been holding bilateral war
games "Cobra Gold" which were later
upgraded to international level.
Nevertheless, after the military
coup in May 2014, the US has repeatedly declared a freeze on military ties
with Thailand, suspending military
aid and cancelling the "Cobra Gold"
games (in particular, this was stated
by Pentagon spokesman Colonel Stephen Warren on May 22, 201449). As
it turned out later, after the coup the
US continued supplying the country
with war equipment including spare
parts for aircraft and three UH-60
"Blackhawk" helicopters (the total
amount of supplies exceeded $40 million)50. Moreover, the US Army representatives have stated that they are
considering all requests for aid from
friendly governments, although according to the Foreign Assistance Act
it is prohibited to provide undemocratic countries with weapons using
state funds.
In early 2015, "Cobra Gold" multinational military exercises were held
as scheduled with the participation
of states that were traditionally involved in them51.
Relations between USA and
Malaysia for a long time were quite
strained including the times of
Prime Minister Mahathir Mohamad
(1981–2003) whose attitude towards American foreign policy
was negative. A thaw in relations
is connected with the election in
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2009 of the new Prime Minister
Najib Razak and the start of the
US "pivot to Asia".
In 2010, Malaysia took part in
the largest international naval exercises RIMPAC for the first time.
In 2011, it also joined to the "Cobra
Gold" maneuvers, and intensified
its participation during the following years. The frequency of the US
Navy ships’ visits to Malaysian
ports has grown drastically (from
several ships per year in the beginning of 2000s to more than 30 in
2011 alone)52.
The US resumed military ties
with Indonesia in 2005 mainly in
the field of maritime security in the
straits. Nevertheless, behind the antipiracy campaign there is a wider
program of military and technical cooperation which allowed the US to
start providing larger support to
Indonesia’s efforts in reforming national military forces. In 2010, the two
sides singed a framework agreement
on further development of bilateral
defense interaction and the US began gradually lifting restrictions
which had been imposed earlier on
the defense, military and technical
cooperation with Indonesia. As a result the supplies of weapons and military equipment have increased up to
$1.5 billion. Indonesia has recently
allocated $700 million on modernization of 24 F-16 C/D fighter jets, purchased 8 AH-64 "Apache" helicopters
worth $700 million and 45 missiles
for "Javelin" MANPAD. In January
2015, Indonesia and the US signed
a plan of actions aimed at widening
military cooperation and improving Indonesia’s defense alertness.
The US Pacific Fleet Commander
Vice Admiral Scott Swift expressed
confidence that the Indonesian Navy would play a greater role in the
region53.
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The two sides have huge experience of interaction at the international level. They hold up to 200
low-scale exercises and maneuvers
annually, more than 500 Indonesian
officers have been sent to study in
the US54.
Jakarta’s interest in the US Navy presence in Southeast Asia seems
to be connected with the "nine-dotted line" map published by Beijing.
According to it, part of Indonesia’s
exclusive economic zone is located in
the area under Chinese control. This
includes Natuna Islands where rich
gas fields have been found.
Cambodia has become one of
the new participants in the military
exercises the widening of which and
inclusion of new members is a key
point of the US strategy. Thus in
the summer 2010, Cambodia presented its territory for the international
"Angkor Sentinel 10" exercises which
have been held since 2006 within the
framework of the American Global
Peace Operations Initiative (GPOI).
Since then, bilateral "Angkor Sentinel" exercises have been held annually. The National Center for Peacekeeping Forces was established in
Cambodia, with the cost of $1.8 million being covered by the Pentagon.
In 2010, Cambodia for the first time
took part in the CARAT Navy exercises55.
Cooperation in the defense field
between the two states is carried out
in the following directions: the US
aid in combating terrorism; peacekeepers’ training and an opportunity
to get professional military education. Since 2006, the US has spent
more than $4.5 million on military
equipment and training of Cambodian servicemen56.
The widening of the US presence
in Asia Pacific presents a dangerous
tendency for regional security and
economic development of Russia.
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Strengthening of military cooperation between the US and countries
of the region is taking place against
the backdrop of territorial disputes
in the South China Sea. However,
the US, despite its declarations of
support tends not to bind itself with
any formal obligations to its allies,
i.e. it does not guarantee support to
any of these states in case of escalation. Moreover, one cannot exclude
a possibility of a US-induced situation when Russia will have no choice
other than overtly support one or the
other side of a conflict.
The above list of scheduled
events and current steps intended
to strengthen the American military
presence in Asia Pacific is far from
being complete and indicates Washington’s intention to preserve its
global leadership role of the mightiest military power in the world. The
Trans-Pacific Partnership, although
initiated mainly for economic purposes, also serves as a tool of widening
cooperation in the field of security,
and fits into the overall American
strategy.

Trans-Pacific Partnership
By establishing a new international trade and economic organization, the Trans-Pacific Partnership
(TPP), the US attempts to build a
platform for economic integration
beneficial for it and capable of substituting APEC as the main mechanism of regional trade and investment cooperation. Some Chinese
experts have estimated that APEC
failed to be a very efficient structure
in terms of promotion of American
interests in Asia57.
The main goal of the TPP is to create a free-trade zone in Asia Pacific.

Former Prime Minister of Malaysia
Mahathir Mohamad considers TPP
to be "just a trick on the US part,
aimed to counter the threat of further economic growth of China, putting in one pocket all the countries of
Asia Pacific"58. In fact, this project
is a continuation of the US policy
of keeping control over the Pacific
zone and creation of an economic
bloc to oppose the growing influence
of China and Russia. According to
some estimates, the TPP states’ share
of GDP can reach 38 to 40 per cent,
while the commodity turnover can
reach a quarter of the global value59.
The idea of the TPP was first put
forward in 2005 by a group of four
countries: Brunei, Singapore, New
Zealand and Chile. In 2008, the US
decided to exploit the organization’s
concept and to expand it with new
content by broadening the number of
participants inviting Canada, Australia, Peru, Vietnam, Malaysia, Mexico and Japan. Now these countries
discuss the conditions of participation in the TPP and the rules of the
new trade bloc. Taiwan and South
Korea expressed the wish to join the
Trans-Pacific Partnership in autumn
2013. A number of new countries expressed their interest in participation
during its institutionalization, among
them the Philippines, Laos, Cambodia, Indonesia, Bangladesh, Columbia, India.
The agreement regulates a wide
range of issues dealing with intellectual property, agriculture, telecommunications, financial services,
customs rules and tariffs, mutual investments, etc. The parties are likely
to eliminate all obstacles for trade. In
this connection, some international
experts express concerns that among
such "obstacles" can be the laws regulating food safety, agriculture protection and security of personal data.
Malaysia’s MP Nurul Anwar thinks
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that the TPP agreement "lets the international corporations to circumvent laws and regulations adopted by
the country’s government in public
interests, among them are provisions
on natural resources, environment
protection, healthcare, etc."60 As a
result, people living in the TPP member states fall under unlimited power
of the biggest multinational corporations. Moreover, conforming matters
of healthcare and environmental protection to the interests of the multinational corporations is presented as
serving the needs of economic development of Asia Pacific countries61.
There are provisions for establishment of a special court where companies will be able to pursue claims
against governments. Fundamental
rights of citizens of the participating
countries will be threatened. According to Lori Wallach, Director of the
"Global Trade Watch", the TPP can
be very perilous. For example, the
North American Free Trade Treaty
has been signed by the USA, Canada
and Mexico, but only the US companies constantly air discontent over
the treaty and appeal against it62.
In future, the partnership is to
unite countries of three regional
zones (Asia Pacific, North and South
Americas) and it will include parties
that largely vary in terms of the size
of their economies, industrialization
level, management practices, share
of global trade, etc.
It is too early to speak about integration capabilities of the TPP,
but such a trade bloc promises big
advantages for the US. First, it is
"competition liberalization" – the
standards of competition openness
to be adopted by the participants.
Practically, it means that the US
will stimulate the production of
goods and services in which it is
primarily interested. So, systematic
competitive advantages will be made

2/2015

for the US. Second, it is a tool designed to support the role of the US
as a key player in Asia Pacific and
gradually oust China from the leading position in the region.
According to analysts’ opinion,
current participants of the TPP to
a large extent are becoming hostages tо the US – China confrontation.
They are forced to accept American
conditions as a preventive measure
aimed against economic and military
activities of China in the region.
Quite possibly, the negotiating
countries, such as Brunei, Malaysia,
Vietnam and Singapore can use this
factor as a bargaining tool in negotiations with China to reach an agreement on their own interpretation of
the TPP – Free Trade Area of Asia
Pacific (FTAAP).
According to the US Trade Representative Michael Froman, it was
expected that the 12 countries would
complete the negotiations on participation in TPP by mid-2015. It would
allow the US Congress to ratify the
agreement by the end of the year.
Establishing of the TPP is considered critical for Washington as it
will increase American exports and
help create jobs. The main thing is it
will show that reorientation towards
Asia foresees cooperation not only on
security questions, but in economic
sphere as well and mainly "will remove obstacles to market access of
goods and services and solve new
trade problems of the 21st century"63
The agreement was finally signed on
October 5, 2015, but still is to be
ratified by the 12 countries.
Some experts think that the aim
of the TPP is to destroy the existing
system of consultations within the
framework of ASEAN which lets the
participating countries work out a
unified approach on the international
arena64.
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US-ASEAN Cooperation
"Rebalance" of American strategy
in Asia Pacific is aimed at developing cooperation with the leading regional association – the Association
of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN)
as a priority objective. Such US tactics are quite logical, since its main
goal is to control China. China has
reached an unprecedentedly high
level of relations with ASEAN, and
this fact is reflected in the signing
of the Declaration on the ASEAN –
China Strategic Partnership for
Peace and Prosperity in 2003, in
establishing China – ASEAN Free
Trade Area (2010), in China’s leadership among the Association’s trade
partners since 2009, in a multimillion China – ASEAN Investment
Cooperation Fund, in several dozens
of big and small economic projects
implemented by China in ASEAN
member countries.
It is worth noting that ASEAN
occupies a unique position among
other forms of cooperation in Asia
Pacific. It should be mentioned that
the Association is able to "work out
and maintain a coordinated attitude
on the most important aspects of interaction with outside states"65. The
term "ASEAN centrality" is widely
used by experts to describe the role
and place of this phenomenon in political and economic structures of
Asia Pacific. The term underlines the
system-building role of ASEAN in
the region66.
ASEAN member countries have
created a unique model of international political behavior that allows
them to oppose ambitions of non-regional states successfully avoiding
open confrontation. It means that
regional diplomacy of the ASEAN
countries is aimed to neutralize leadership ambitions of the US, China,

Japan primarily by means of "passive
opposition", so called "the ASEAN
Way". The ASEAN member countries
have learned to act in close cooperation as a consolidated team, not giving an opportunity to greater powers
for serious talks with each of the
small countries separately. Of course,
joint efforts of small and middle-sized
countries are not enough to impose
their will upon stronger players. But
such tactics of ASEAN are effective
as an instrument to resist the pressure
of great powers. "ASEAN member
countries cannot oppose the leaders
by bunching in a clod but they can
hinder their ambitions by quenching
or stimulating impulses emanating
from more powerful states"67.
All main trans-regional dialogue
formats are centered on ASEAN:
ASEAN Regional Forum (ARF),
Asia-Europe Foundation (ASEF),
Asia Pacific Economic Cooperation
(APEC), East Asia Summit (EAS)
and many unofficial structures. Basically, ASEAN has outstepped the
geographical boundaries as the leading regional player connecting all
elements of Asia Pacific institutional
structure.
Though US – ASEAN relations
began in 1977, Washington’s insubstantial involvement in regional developments has let China become the
regional leader.
Sharp intensification in US –
ASEAN cooperation began when
the United States adopted a new
strategy in Asia Pacific. It was expressed by reorientation of the US
foreign policy priorities. First steps
in this direction were made in July
2009 by the US Secretary of State
Hillary Clinton, who signed one of
the most important documents of the
Association – Treaty of Amity and
Cooperation in Southeast Asia (the
Bali Treaty of 1976). The US had
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not been signing the treaty for many
years, but China signed it in 2003.
In November 2009, for the first time
in the history of bilateral relations,
Joint Declaration on Enhanced Partnership for Enduring Peace and Prosperity was signed during the First
ASEAN – US Leaders’ Meeting. In
June 2010, the US opened a Mission
to ASEAN. The US became the first
non-member state to have such a mission. (It is worth mentioning that in
October 2012, China appointed its
Ambassador to ASEAN). Later, the
US Pacific Command appointed a
communication officer to the Mission
to ensure the information exchange
between the military bodies taking
part in international security programs in Southeast Asia and to interact at ASEAN defense and security
forums. Facing new tasks, in 2011 the
US Department of State undertook
reorganization. Deputy Assistant
Secretary for East Asian and Pacific
Affairs was appointed. A new office
for multilateral affairs was formed at
the Bureau of East Asian and Pacific
Affairs.
Recently, there has been an active process of institution building in
Asia Pacific. The Multilateral Affairs
Staff Unit is to promote US interests in the region by developing and
implementing the strategy of multilateral regional institutions. The
main attention in the work of the office is paid to such organizations as
ASEAN, East Asia Summit and
ASEAN Regional Forum on Security,
as well as the sub-regional Lower
Mekong Initiative.
At the same time, the work to
fill the bilateral cooperation with
new meaning is continued. A vast
draft program has been worked out
to provide advancement of relations in three directions accepted in
ASEAN – in the field of politics and
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security, economy and social culture.
The goal of the program is to form
a strategic partnership among the
parties. In 2012, decision was taken
to upgrade the US – ASEAN relations to a strategic level. Taking into
consideration the importance of the
annual ASEAN – US meetings, they
were reformatted to summits. Two
summits have already been held.
The foundation for the US –
ASEAN cooperation is laid by the
ASEAN – US Partnership for Good
Governance, Equitable and Sustainable Development and Security (PROGRESS). Members of the
Partnership strengthen cooperation
to combat transnational crime, protect human rights, manage natural disasters, develop ties in science
and technology, as well as in other
spheres68.
Implementation began of the Expanded Economic Engagement (E3)
Initiative, which was put forward in
2012 by the US to expand multidimensional cooperation. The Initiative
encourages international investment
through common policy regarding
broadening market access, increased
transparency and responsible business conduct69. Currently member
states have reached significant results
in developing shared principles of international investment. It seems that
one of the main strategic goals is to
stimulate the six of the ASEAN members which are not part of the TPP to
join the agreement.
Socio-cultural cooperation with
countries of Southeast Asia is expanding due to exchange programs
for scholars, students, young specialists and others.
The US strategy to develop relations with ASEAN has allowed
adjusting it to a new level not only
in the sphere of politics and security, but in trade as well in relatively short time. Trade volume of the
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parties has increased during the decade (2004-2013) from $127 million
to $206 billion. ASEAN is among the
four largest US trade partners. The
US has become a significant investor
for ASEAN member states in industry, finance and insurance, non-bank
holding companies. Direct investments of the US amounted to $189
billion in 2012 (19 per cent growth
as compared with 2011). As a result,
the US invested in ASEAN 3 times
more than in China and 10 times
more than in India70. In 2013, the
growth continued and investments
exceeded $204 billion.
The new strategy of relations with
ASEAN shows – and not only to
ASEAN member states, but to Asia
as a whole – that the US acknowledges the Association’s central role
in the new regional architecture of
trade and security, revealing (mainly to China) Washington’s serious
intentions to built long-term connections with ASEAN. In its turn,
ASEAN tends to consider the US as
its key partner.

Boosting US cooperation
with China’s traditional
partners in Asia
The US has since long ago expressed concern about the increasing volume of cooperation between
China and some states of Asia Pacific.
In the context of ongoing rebalancing
of forces in Asia, the US has not only been strengthening links with its
strategic military-political allies, but
has been searching for partners that
can support Washington in its standoff with Beijing. Myanmar was
one of the first to be focused on. And
not incidentally.

In late 1980s, the US imposed
trade sanctions against Myanmar.
The European Union imposed arms
embargo on Myanmar that covers
arms, non-humanitarian aid, visa
sanctions in relation to the regime’s
military leaders and restrictions
in investment. The reason was the
violation of human rights in that
country. During recent two decades,
Myanmar was literally in isolation,
being criticized for lack of democracy and large scale drug production.
Under such circumstances, China
continued to render all the necessary
aid to the country. China became the
leading trade partner of Myanmar
(its share is 40 per cent in import and
24.5 per cent in export)71, the largest investor and the main supplier
of arms: fighter jets, armored vehicles and warships. Also, aid in military training was provided. In May
2011, China and Myanmar signed an
agreement on comprehensive strategic economic partnership72.
For Beijing, Myanmar presents interest not only as a state reach in natural resources (oil, gas, copper, tin,
timber), but also as a strategically
important state in the Bay of Bengal.
The shortest way connecting China
with the Indian Ocean goes through
the territory of Myanmar. Myanmar
borders important countries of the
region, such as India and Thailand.
Myanmar is a close neighbor of
Vietnam which is of big importance
for China, as India, Thailand and
Vietnam are gaining cooperation
momentum with Washington.
A 900 kilometer-long gas pipeline was put into operation in 2014,
connecting the Shwe gas field with
Yunnan province of China. Pipelines under construction by China
will not only shorten the way of
transportation, but allow avoiding
risks when tankers go through the
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Strait of Malacca which is located
on the route where up to 70 per cent
of imported oil is presently being
shipped to China from Africa and
the Middle East. China is also constructing deep-sea port Kyaukphyu
on the Ramree Island to make it
possible to transport oil products
through the territory of Myanmar73.
As a result, Myanmar can become
a "bridge" connecting China with
oil-producing countries, regardless
of any possible move of Washington
even though it controls the Strait of
Malacca. In other words, the variant
when the United States Navy blocks
the way of oil transportation to China through the Strait of Malacca in
case of a protracted conflict makes
no sense.
The US rapprochement with
Myanmar is taking place under the
flag of establishing humanitarian dialogue with the country’s semi-civil
government. In autumn 2009, the
White House expressed its intention
to start a direct dialogue with the
authorities of Myanmar who asked
to suspend the economic sanctions.
In late 2011, during the first visit of
a US high-level executive to Myanmar in 50 years, the US State Secretary Hillary Clinton announced a
new phase in relations of the two
countries. The main result of the visit was a promise of Myanmar’s top
political leadership to diminish its
dependence on other countries such
as China.
In 2012–2013, exchange of visits
by presidents of the USA and Myanmar took place. In 2014, Barack
Obama visited Myanmar to take
part in the East Asia Summit. In
2013, the US and some other lenders
to Myanmar agreed to write off 50
per cent of its external debt, sanctions against some Myanmar banks
were eased74. Within this period, the
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country received assistance exceeding $200 million for cooperation
programs to improve democracy,
human rights, rule of law, transparency, etc. Cooperation in combatting drug trafficking was resumed75.
Still, military-technical cooperation of the two countries is not
maintained because of the sanctions.
Military relations are limited to participation of Myanmar Armed Forces in various military exercises,
such as "Cobra Gold" in Thailand,
only in observer status.
Nowadays Myanmar is undergoing changes regarding reorientation
towards the US in foreign policy.
Washington encourages the country
to do so, promising assistance in economic reforms.
Recently, the US has activated relations with Laos, and the tendency
is increasing. The process especially
speeded up in 2009, when the Lower Mekong Initiative was launched.
The initiative serves as a problem
solving platform for the Lower Mekong sub-region. In particular, the
US puts pressure on Laos to make
it withdraw from the ambitious program of constructing a hydro power
station on the Mekong River that is
being implemented with Chinese political and financial assistance. According to Washington’s plan, Laos’
withdrawal from the program will
ease economic influence of China on
that country.

Protection of national
security interests of Russia
in Asia Pacific
The currently observed escalation
of the US expansion in Asia Pacific
contradicts Russia’s interests in the
region.
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Historically, the security of the Far
Eastern frontiers of our country was
ensured by military means. Under the
current circumstances in Asia Pacific,
a purely coercive response to the existing challenges is of little promise.
One of Russia’s political goals is minimization and leveling of American
influence in the region through the
development of economic relations
with countries of the region. It is not
only designed to give economic benefit but also is to strengthen Russia’s
political stance in the region.
Russia can effectively provide security on its Far Eastern borders only through attracting the neighbors
by advantages of a longtime and
full-scale economic partnership that
would ensure economic and political
security in the region on the multipolar basis. Much has been done already. The main strategic partners of
Russia are China, India, and Vietnam. Relations with South Korea
and dialogue with ASEAN are developing dynamically. Russia has strong
stance in multilateral regional associations. It is important to say that
despite the evident US pressure only
one Asia Pacific state, Japan, went
as far as imposing sanctions against
Russia.
Even under the current political
circumstances of tension and economic sanctions, Russia can exploit opportunities effluent from its unique
geographical and natural resource
benefits, to strengthen partnership
with growing economies of the region. For example, the extensive
chain of railways and gas pipelines
that connects South Korea and Japan
with their Western neighbors can
guarantee large economic profit and
enhance Russia’s role.
Since early 21st century, Russian
leadership has initiated several large
projects to promote social and economic development of the Far East,

based on budgetary funds and on
private (including foreign) investments. Apart from improvement of
infrastructure and creation of industrial capacities, the aim of these initiatives is the amplification of geopolitical position in the Pacific Ocean,
which is on the whole positively met
by countries on the region. According to experts, "Russia’s pragmatic
neo-mercantilism will bring no damage to countries of Asia Pacific as
well as it will not hinder growing
regionalism. In case this line is realized in a proper scale, it will make
substantial support to bilateral and
multilateral regimes of cooperation
in Northeast Asia"76.
Foundation has been laid already
to implement this strategy. In 2010,
"Russia – China" oil pipeline was
put into operation within the frameworks of the "Eastern Siberia – Pacific Ocean" (ESPO) project. Its
projected capacity is 15 million tons
per year with a possibility to increase
the transportation volume up to
30 million tons77. Profits from the
pipeline’s work have compensated
the decrease in income from selling
Russian resources to Europe. The
"Eastern Siberia – Pacific Ocean"
pipeline commissioned in 2013 is to
make Russian Far East one of the
leading oil suppliers to Japan, China,
South Korea, Taiwan and the Philippines.
A new agreement between Russia and China on the construction of
"The Power of Siberia" gas pipeline
got a wide international response
(total contract amount for gas supply within 30 years is about $400
billion). Gas is to be supplied from
Yakutia to Primorsky Krai and the
countries of Asia Pacific. According
to this agreement, from year 2018 to
year 2048, Gazprom is to supply up
to 38 billion cubic meters of gas per
year to China National Petroleum
Corporation78.
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Japan also expresses its interest in partnership of this kind with
Gazprom. Being the world’s largest importer of natural gas, Tokyo
aims at diversification of sources of
supply. Before the Crimea events,
Russia and Japan were discussing a construction project of gas
pipeline from the island of Sakhalin to Japanese city of Wakkanai
on Hokkaido Island79. It would be
the first foreign pipeline to Japan.
Russia provides the logistical support to the project that costs $6 billion. In case the project is a success,
it will allow exporting more than 20
billion cubic meters of gas per year80.
Despite the policy of sanctions, the
matter is constantly being touched
upon at bilateral meetings by the
Japanese side.
Russia aims to prolong the
Trans-Siberian railway till North and
South Korea. In long-term outlook
high-speed traffic is to be provided
to make a direct and convenient way
from South Korea to West European
markets. The plan can be realized
in combination with agreements on
pipelines that cross both Koreas.
There are plans to conduct a major
reconstruction of the Baikal-Amur
Mainline and the Trans-Siberian
Railway for transportation of Russian resources to the East in appropriate amount. The problem has
since long ago been on the agenda, but right now there is dire need
for real action. The government announced that investment amounting
up to 562 billion rubles is required
(150 billion of it to be borrowed
from the National Welfare Fund, the
rest – of the Russian Railways own
funds plus private investments)81.
Implementation of the contract
signed by Russia and China in October 2014 on the construction of a
high-speed railway to connect the
two capital cities is of huge political
importance.
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In December 2014, negotiations
between Vietnam and the Eurasian
Economic Union (EEU) on a free
trade zone were completed. The
agreement was signed on May 29,
201582. The formation of a free trade
zone with Vietnam will allow both
sides to increase trade turnover and
to strengthen economic relations. It
is expected that the cost of the first
investment projects to be about $20
billion83. Signing of the agreement
between the EEU and Vietnam will
stimulate work on similar agreements
with other ASEAN member-states.
Thailand has also expressed its interest in a free trade zone with EEU.
Development of partnership with
ASEAN member states is seen to be
of exceptional value, as they look upon Russia as a destination for their
hi-tech exports. In this context, it is
possible to continue dialogue within
the framework of EAS and gradually
create a multipolar security system
in East Asia with Russia’s help.
It is reasonable to use Russia’s
experience of participation in the
ASEAN Regional Forum and ASEAN
Defense Ministers’ Meetings-Plus
(ADMM-Plus) to consider key problems in various formats with participation of the Russian Federation.
Specialized organizations of cooperation in Asia Pacific should be used
to articulate our position on sectoral
matters, and as an opportunity to
make decisions for subsequent presentation in larger formats.
Current initiatives of the Russian
leadership to develop international
relations with the countries of Asia
Pacific can be presented as a concept of regional openness based on
the federal resources and diversified
export84. "Co-development strategy"85
has not resulted in the leveling of the
pace of development in Russia’s border regions with that in the provinces
of the People’s Republic of China,
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as well as in prefectures and provinces of Japan and South Korea. Therefore, the stake on foreign investment
in the development of Russian territories would seem premature.
The countries of Asia Pacific have
always been Russia’s important partners in the sphere of military cooperation, and presently, with the
escalation of territorial disputes in
the region, they have started to pay
special attention to modernization of
their armed forces and development
of defense industry. As a result, Russia’s opportunities have increased
drastically. Modern tendency for diversification of military equipment
suppliers contributes to it, since
several countries have been targeted
by American sanctions (e.g. Vietnam,
Indonesia, Myanmar). Modern
Western sanctions against Russia, in
particular the restrictions on civilian
weapons’86 sales imposed in the US,
have caused the Kalashnikov Concern, which used to supply about 90
per cent of its products to the US,
to re-orient towards countries of Asia
Pacific and Africa87.
According to weekly magazine
"Aviation Week & Space Technology", it is expected that in 2013–2018
aggregate military expenditures of
Australia, India, Indonesia, Japan,
Malaysia, Pakistan, Singapore,
Republic of Korea, Taiwan and
Thailand can reach $1.4 trillion, that
exceeds the data for the previous
5 years (2008–2012) by more than
50 per cent88. The main expenditure
is to be connected with naval forces’
modernization and purchase of appropriate equipment. Up to year
2018, the countries of Asia Pacific
are planning to buy 18 marine helicopters, 31 submarines, 13 aircraft
and 263 ships of various designs89.
At present, two groups of Asia
Pacific countries can be identified in
regard to military cooperation with

Russia. The first group consists of, so
to say, regional leaders like Malaysia,
Indonesia, Vietnam. The second
group includes countries cooperation
with which is on the initial stage, but
which are potentially rather attractive – Bangladesh, Myanmar, Brunei, Thailand. There is also a group
of countries cooperation with which
is almost nonexistent (Australia, New
Zealand, the Philippines, Maldives,
Nepal, Fiji, Papua New Guinea).
This is caused by objective reasons
(e.g. lack of resources allotted by respective governments on buying arms
and military equipment), as well as
by orientation of these countries towards Western suppliers of products
for military purposes. That is why, in
order to further develop military cooperation with the countries of Asia
Pacific in mid-term perspective, Russian suppliers of military products
are to concentrate on strengthening
their stance in traditional markets
and on promotion of their products
to countries conventionally defined
as belonging to the third group.
According to management of the
Federal Service for Military-Technical Cooperation (MTC) of Russia,
it is expedient to work on forming
new relations with foreign partners,
which basically presume:
– transition from the "seller-buyer" scheme to joint development
of high-tech weapons and military
equipment;
– introduction of new, better
forms of military-economic cooperation that fully take into account
interests of foreign partners in developing their own military-technical
production that not only implies selling armaments, but also supplying
technologies;
– development and participation
in licensed manufacturing of hightech armaments in foreign countries;
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– opening of joint post-sale service technical centers;
– conduct of joint and ordered research and development;
– transfer of armaments on conditions of leasing and other promising
forms of cooperation90.
Such format of relations with
countries of Asia Pacific in military-technical sphere is determined
by global tendencies. Russia has to
keep it to maintain its status on the
global arms market despite the fact
such conditions may seem unfavorable for the supplier.
Relations of Russia with the majority of the Asia Pacific countries
are not burdened with past historical
grievances. The relationship is held
in a traditionally friendly way. Our
countries have no territorial disputes
and share opinions on majority of
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important international problems.
Russia’s "pivot to Asia Pacific" in
the long-term perspective is to contribute to overcoming the recession
and to further development of Russian economy. A pledge for it is the
demand for natural resources in most
of the dynamically developing countries (China, ASEAN member states,
South Asia), strengthening of their
military potential, as well as views
on the incipient multipolar world
coinciding with those of Russia and
antagonism to monopolar principles
of security.
Keywords: Asia-Pacific region – "pivot
to Asia" – ASEAN – Trans-Pacific
Partnership – USA – China – Japan –
South Korea – Australia – Thailand –
Malaysia – Singapore – Vietnam –
Myanmar – Cambodia – Laos.
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