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upgrading of bilateral state relations. The community has become the pivotal force in CIS economic
integration growing at the highest speed and with the most upgraded integration within the framework
of the CIS. The Russia— Belarus economic integration is internally based on interest stimulus and
mutual economic complementarity and interdependence. Hence, it will continue to develop and
deepen, maintaining the core status within the CIS economic integration. However, the non -
convergence of the two countries in economic institutions, concrete economic policies and rules and
regulations as well as their low general economic and trade development levels will restrict the
upgrading of their economic integration. The two sides must adopt practical and effective measures to
expand their investment and exports of goods and achieve coordination and consensus on the WTO

issue. Only in this way will their economic integration see a healthy and stable advancement.

Russia and International Economic Organizations Relations of a country with international
economic organizations determine its status in the international economic system and have an impact
on its international interests. Russia has had different relations with international economic
organizations in different historical periodss The article analyzes its relations with three major
international economic organizations since the 1990s and the new trend of development in their

development when Russia is pushing a new international economic strategy.

Can 2l1st Century US- Europe— Russia Relations Transcend Geopolitics’ The US— Europe-
Russia relations today have many new features distinctively different from those in the Cold War
period- As the only super power in the world of today, the United States has naturally become the
main aspect of the contradictions among the three parties. As such, it determines the nature of the
relations. The global strategy of the Bush administration is actually a world imperialist strategy
mostly affected by new conservative theory and aggressive realism theory. It is immensely different
from the EU and Russian strategies in terms of goal, focuses and means. During the Cold War period,
the interaction mode of the tripartite relations was mainly one of geopolitical balance in which the "
zero— sum" game rules played the main role. Presently, however, in the interactions among the three
parties, there have emerged three new modes, geo— economic, international mechanisms and win-
win. The increase and decrease of the practical strengths of the three parties, the economic
globalization trend and the regional economic integration trend will determine the interactive mode of
the tripartite relations. Each bilateral relationship will coexist with the multifarious modes of
interactions. A multi- mode co- existence will also feature the interactions in tripartite US— Europe
— Russia relations in many important fields. In a number of years to come, the US- Europe- Russia

relationship will find itself at a crossroads situation.

The Energy Factor in Ukraines Foreign Policy The article analyzes the impact of the special
energy factor on Ukraines foreign policy in the form of a case study and positivist approach.
Ukraine § energy shortage and its dependence on Russia for energy supplies in actual reality and fora
long period to come will restrict to a large extent the independence and effectiveness of its foreign
policy: Because it has to take into consideration the interests and stance of Russia for the sake of
energy security in implementing the "return to Europe" policy. It is precisely due to the existence of
many factors such as the energy factor that Ukraine has achieved little effect inits foreign policy of "
returning to Europe" and alienating from Russia after restoring independence. This has also compelled
Ukraine to pursue a diplomacy of balance between Russia and the West and safeguard its political

independence and economic interests to the maximum.



