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Abstract

The paper explores the specifics of Russian discourse of globalization. The key features of the discourse of the Russian idea in the Russian intellectual space, features of the relations of the Russian and Western intellectual discourse are considered. The characteristics of the Russian discourse of globalization from within . and globalization from the outside are given, identified on the basis of an analysis of Russia's economic and political opportunities in its domestic and foreign policy. It was concluded that Russia in the modern world, where it is one of the key players in big politics and the world economy, thinks and acts globally. It is a globalized country in the fight against the dark side of globalization, but is at a certain distance from managing global security in the military sphere due to the actual lack of cooperation with NATO and Washington. It is argued that Russia offers an alternative globalization project to the West, with emphasis on the national sovereignty of countries and integration based on consent. Various analytical surveys, reports and official documents compiled by Russian official agencies and think-tanks in 2012-2019, support the author’s arguments. 
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Introduction
We have spoken a lot about globalization at our conference. This notion has been repeated thousands and thousands of times in Mass Media and as a consequence has become a truism. Loads of literature was written about the phenomenon of globalization. It has penetrated into every corner of contemporary education temple: starting with school and stretching out to the top of real science.
There are a certain number of key features of globalization considered as Weber's ideal type. As we have once again justified some other peculiar features refer to it: “Inclusiveness and complexity of changes (all parameters of social structures change); The juxtaposition of the universal and the local; Hybridization of culture, i.e. the process of constructing (often artificial) cultural phenomena from previously incompatible components; Recognition of civil society as the only form of social orderliness of a global community.” (Pokrovskiy, 2013)
No less debatable are the stages of globalization. Researchers start them from the ancient world, where globalization processes were implemented in the form of exchanges; from XV – XVI centuries: the emergence of a global capitalist market economy and the beginning of Western colonization; from the 17th century - a violation of the political, military, economic, and civilizational balance, expressed in the fact that if earlier “Europeans admired Chinese and, to a certain extent, Persian and Arab civilizations, now they are considered inferior”; (Iggers, Wang, Mukherjee, 2016; Osterhammel, Peterson, 2005;) from the end of World War II and “the emergence of financial capitalism with virtually no national borders, “magdonalization” of catering systems, Hollywood films, jeans and pop music”. (Rirzer, 2011)

As a result, globalization has become a normative-theoretical paradigm. So, the question of whether it is possible to try to avoid it, or it has no alternative, has become superfluous. No, it can not be avoided.
However, how to understand the key result of globalization?

From the point of view of some researchers, precisely because the main impulse of globalization was given in the West, with its emphasis on science, rationality, market economy, it leads to a high degree of universalization in the organization of the economy, science and technology, uncritical borrowing from western lifestyle. “One of the biggest disappointments of our time is that globalization did not lead to intellectual diversity, did not generate pluralism of opinions. On the contrary, we see that the whole world begins to behave as a centralized system: society is being clustered, a division into “us” and “them” arises. Instead of the proclaimed freedom of opinions, such a situation is created which resembles life in a totalitarian state: there are official opinions that you have to share, otherwise you will become an outcast”.

From the point of view of others, the impulses of globalization can appear from everywhere. It means that, despite the fact that globalization was mostly implemented as Westernization, it is characterized by significant disagreement with the Western world vision, Western practices and evident resistance to Western influences. In this case Ulrich Beck considered it as globalization from within. (Beck, 1999) This means undermining and transforming the political culture of society, its values, family, structures of everyday life, personal orientations to satisfy some universal standards, most often understood today as normative rational, liberal values. Giddens, theorizing about the society of risk, accentuated globalization from outside (Giddens, 1990), which means the conversion of states behavior in big politics and the global economy that corresponds to the dominant world macro trends.
All in all, this means that globalization is a special dialectics of the universal and the local, it closes humanity into a single system, but is mediated by the local culture, and, therefore, provokes its differentiation and the potential disintegration of this system. The success of globalization lies in the ability to reconcile the mutually exclusive aspirations of a part of the world community to systemic completion, where each element of the system is logically coordinated with each other and with the system as a whole, and also the determination of its other part to the system of principle inconsistency.

Achievement of such success is a challenge that is simultaneously faced by both the West and Non-West, among which there is Russia. Obviously, it interprets the features of the globalist tendencies in its own way.

So, all the above-mentioned raises the following key questions of the research:
1. To what extent is Russia inscribed in a certain meaning and logic of what is happening in modern society, or does it act irrationally, leading itself into the trap of rationality?

2. To what extent is modern Russia ready to take part in the formation of a new world system or, at a minimum, neutralize the unprofitable consequences of its emergence?

3. What are the peculiarities of Russia as a variant of the general state of the world community?

Methodology of the research
This article should be seen as a first step in initial research of the topic, and not as a product of definitive research. The aim of the research was to explore different ideological, spiritual, economic, etc. environments in order to answer the primary question of the work – what is the specificity of Russian support of globalization, and why (the motivations)? This was done through exploring different types Russian think tanks, State Federal Statistics Service, the Ministry of Economic Development, and of traditional media, including positions of consumers that inhabit the spaces in social media.
An important method of analyzing the problem was the methodology of archival research of M. Foucault. (Foucault, 1972). As a positivist in protocol sentences, the author reveals and describes what is being said in society. In historical perspective, it makes up some definite speech, in our case, speech of the Russians about their attitudes towards the West and globalization. On the basis of revealing the discursive facts of such speech produced by the society, the Russian discursive practice of the West has been reconstructed. 
Discourse is a language within a language, i.e. certain lexis, semantics, syntax. Discourse is always revealed in a communication, speech, text; it is impossible outside a live speech. Speech activity is a social activity. Speech reveals in-depth structures in people’s consciousness and determines their intentions 
Discourse as a model of language and communication, which forms the basis of knowledge of the world, is understood as the realization of social practice, and not a representation of a model of attitudes, beliefs and values of certain social or institutional groups. The power of discourse means that certain meanings are built into a particular public context as “conventional wisdom.” This dominant knowledge simultaneously marginalizes or excludes an alternative understanding of the world.

M.Foucault argued that speech discourses are tiered: there are discourses that we exchanged from day to day; discourses that disappear with the act within which they were expresses; discourses that are expressed eternally, have been expressed or must be expressed some time (Foucault, 1972, 1973). Foucault's ideas are supported by the methodology of Pedagogic Discourse of B. Bernstein, in particular, by the procedures of re-contextualization as a process in which mediated discourses are transformed into mediated, virtual or imaginary discourses. ( Bernstein, 1990;  Bernstein 1996; Bernstein, 2000) 

In some cases, the research methodology is supported by the qualitative and sociological researches made by leading Russian sociological services (VTSIOM, LEVADA CENTER, Public Opinion Foundation) in order to understand how Russian state and Russian citizens create and form relationships with foreign countries in the age of globalization.
The material was collected to start generating a tentative picture. So, the article is an exploratory pilot study that seeks to identify some of those Russian ideas and practices, which motivates Russian positive and negative views on globalization phenomenon.
The discourse of the Russian idea: from dialogue with the West to its rejection 
In Russia, there are a certain number of think tanks, as well as a vast community of Russian intellectuals who together create an intellectual space in which a continuum of meanings and senses is formed, which has its own way, traditions, and perspectives. It concentrates the most important, “precious” motifs and notes of the nation, era and country. The inhabitants of this space recognize certain individuals as their teachers, base their common tradition on their loyalty, while each of them develops its own line within its framework. This is how the internal political Russian discourse, woven into the internal Russian struggle of ideas, is being formed. It is based on Russian discursive practices, (Foucault, 1972) as a collection of all statements about the place of Russia in the global world system and world civilization, typical for a certain period, a certain social, economic, geographical region. Discursive structures form specific Russian linguistic terms (for example, “liberasters”, “crams”, for all the ambiguity of what these words actually mean.) And strict knowledge frameworks for evaluating neoliberalism. (Van Leeuwen 2008). Discursive structures simultaneously become sources of the legitimacy of globalization (for example, market discourses, freedom, security, sustainability of economic development, high tech, (Bonditti et al. 2017) and sources of attacks on it, for example, discourses of Russophobia, color revolutions, “their morals” , in an attempt to delegitimize the modern global / neoliberal world (Bandy and Smith 2005).

Naturally,  the current government   uses these discursive structures  and often lives by itself. 
 Almost all of these structures  are united by a common critical attitude toward the West though it varies by degrees of expression. That is why it has become one of the most painful questions of Russian history. Why does it happen?

Firstly, due to different western/European and Russian vision of the ways how to build a universal civilization. The West emphasized scientific and legal rationality as the only possible platform for the coexistence of mankind. The future of mankind, according to the conviction of the West, is the spread of itself in all parts of the world as the most successful civilizational project, because no one can afford to ignore science and reason. Therefore, the final stage of its development, exclusively integration, universalism is the only and inevitable destiny of both the West and all mankind. Starting from the 17th century, from the epoch of Peter the Great and the Catherine's century of the Russian Enlightenment, Russia was fascinated by the educational ideal of Europe. As a geographically localized image, Europe was understood by the Russian intellectual elite as the most desirable socio-cultural ideal. It was a period of Russia’s openness to Europe, a thirst for dialogue with it, in the course of which the truth should have opened for both sides. This generic trauma of Russian thought was even more deepened by the well-known controversy between Slavophils and Westerners. Slavophils would defend Russia's distinctive character while Westerners used to emphasize its backwardness from the West. The main idea of this conflict was about what Russia is like – an organic part of the West or something completely different from it, whether it could have been transparent to the intellectual discourse of the West, or not. This dispute showed that Europe for Russia was something absolutely necessary to strive for, and when achieved, immediately it should have been adapted for its own needs. In the course of this dispute, it turned out that Russia does not explain the world in terms of the purely Weber’s concept of rationality and in the notions of liberalism, especially in its Anglo-Saxon variant. Russia sees the world flooded with various civilizations being convinced that all regions of the world are civilized in their own way. Moreover, Russia understands that almost every country feels itself to be something substantially different from the rest. Russia considers itself Eastern European Orthodox civilization from the point of view of ethno culture and Eurasian civilization, from the point of view of geopolitics, Therefore, in the mass consciousness of Russians, Europe is most controversial – they want to cooperate with it and at the same time they call it an enemy. These two attitudes exist at the same time, and politicians manipulate them, sometimes appealing to the pro-Western feeling, and sometimes to the anti-Western feeling in order to achieve their own goals.
Secondly, in Russia there exists a particular opinion on the essence of a person, church and society, which is fundamentally different from the Western one. The Russians and the West have their own Europe. For example, Russian and German, answer the question of what it means to be European in various ways: to live by love (Russian), to live by mind (German). Europe failed to resolve the main dilemma of European civilization – what is more important: personal freedom (German beginning of the European world) or order (Roman beginning of the European world)? How to combine them only with a help of mind? (Mezhuyev, 2011). In his essay on violence and law, Walter Benjamin formulated this dilemma of the European world as a choice between life in general (specific people) and fair life (political and human foundation) (Benjamin, 2000). The inhabitants of the European world always have to sacrifice either order (law) or freedom (personal), rush between the power of the state and the revolution, unable to find a way out of the trap of rationality. For the inhabitants of the Russian world, both sides of the European ideal of personality are equally alien. There is a personality which is “disciplined by law and a stable law order, and a personality which possesses all possible rights and uses them freely” (Milestones, From Depth, M, 1991, Milestones, 1991: 123). The inhabitant of the Russian world can demonstrate both disregard for the right and disregard for freedom and act irrationally. Russia is characterized by the clash of patriarchal values, conservative gender and sexual norms, orthodox religious paradigm with liberal Western ones, as universal for human values, and therefore possessing global power. However, they are perceived as such not because they are true, but because they originated in the most economically powerful states of the planet. Meanwhile, individualism, as equality of interests of all agents of action involved, the idea of an independent person as a subject of law, Western activism of “human rights”, contractionism, based on the principles of utilitarianism and distracted mind, are alien to Russia. At the same time, for Russians, freedom is no less valuable than for the West, it is only interpreted differently. In the Russian idea, freedom is not rational, it does not depend on compulsive power, but vitally spiritual, creative freedom. Therefore, many Russian intellectuals believe that Russia is not only an integral part of European culture, but also surpasses it.
“Moral values have enormous power to influence people's behavior, while underestimation and, moreover, ignoring this fact can only indicate the immaturity of those political forces which manifest them”. (Pokrovsky, 2003) In Russia, people are the bearer of these values — the substance of history and state, and, in the modern history of Russia, according to Surkov — deep-rooted people as the basis of "Putinism."
 The transition from the dialogue with the West to its rejection began in Russia exactly when the political class of the West intensified the violent civil transformation of Russian society.

Thirdly, in Russia, however, as in many other countries, including the West itself, there is a situation with the absence of clear knowledge: the philosophy of liberalism mixes up in the minds of some intellectuals as well as the population with the economic liberalization of the 1990s, and the political doctrine of the neoliberalism of the 2000s and with a failure to understand that in normative political philosophy, liberalism has given up its position to neo-republicanism.

The three described reasons for a critical attitude toward the West determined the peculiarities of the Russian discourse of globalization.

Russian discourse of globalization from within or cellular globalization (cellular globalization)
In the conditions of interdependent and penetrable world, political, economic and other processes have a growing influence on the interior development of every country and every society. A great deal of problems associated with globalization, as well as much of the social anger about globalization, have internal root causes - and can only be resolved through tough compromises in domestic politics. “CEOs should take the lead on change rather than waiting for government to impose it”.

Vladimir Gelman in his book “From Fire to Fire: Russian Politics after the USSR” divided all Russian political intellectual communities into three classes: pessimist, optimist, and realist (Gelman, 2013). “Pessimists” tend to view the difficulties of the Russian political system as a kind of chronic hereditary disease of our country, the so-called self-supported path-dependency, unsurpassable protective reactions at the mass level, as a manifestation of the mysterious complexity of Russian civilization. “Optimists” view authoritarian trends in Russian politics as a variant of post-traumatic syndrome or as long-term “diseases of growth”. “Realists” study political transformations in Russia through the prism of private vested groups of interests in the country's political class” (Gelman, 2013).
As a result of the effect of globalization, the population of modern Russia has become a new community compared to the past social (Soviet) experience. It that can be modeled as follows:

- an advanced consumer who lives from one pleasure to another, building his house and raising his children. It is unlikely that such kind of a basic motivation can be immediately replaced by another one;
- “an iron warrior who says that we were born not for pleasure, not for traveling, but for seeking rapture in battle”.
 No ban on leaving the country for large categories of citizens, complication of all things related to crossing the border, the course of self-isolation, a television message on the dangers of pineapples and the benefits of sauerkraut cannot do this.
At the same time, of course, there are many internal problems, the main of which is poverty. 19 million people live below the poverty line. In April 2019, the Rosstat presented the results of federal statistical observations on socio-demographic problems. According to them, the proportion of poor people in the total population is slightly decreasing.
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Although one third of Russians in 2018 did not have enough money to buy new shoes for the season, compared to 2016, 63.8% of households (50.3% in 2016) had the opportunity to buy two pairs of shoes each year for each family member. Russians have become more likely to visit a friend. The number of those who “cannot make ends meet” in the last two years has decreased from 17.4% to 14.6%.
 “One way or another, all our work in the social sphere is directed towards overcoming poverty,” said Prime Minister D. Medvedev on April 17, 2019 at a meeting of the State Duma of the Russian Federation.

- the thief of Europe, almost free from the fascination of Europe and almost began to live with his mind. Almost means that mental dependence on Europe remains, the Russian accepts a basic set of European liberal ideas that make up the key mechanism of modern politics, namely, freedom of thought and action, the ability to combine their freedom with the freedom of others through meaningful norms, striving for the best, decent lifestyle, pluralism and social cooperation.
 But they interpret these values in their own way. The population of Russia perceives Europe as a modern museum or exhibition, which is worth visiting, it is worth being appreciated, but it is not worth living in. The majority of the population of Russia perceive themselves as Russians, but not Europeans, although among scientists and diplomats it is treated with a certain degree of irony, and even with a bitter smile. The average Russian as a defender of traditional values is an important shock absorber of the unacceptable influence of the West, such as, for example, queer culture.

On the 28-29 2018 of April The Public Opinion Foundation hold survey in 53 regions of Russia among 1,5 thousand respondents.
Question № 1 — "In your opinion how is Russia being treated in the world nowadays — in a positive or in a negative way?"
47% believe that the attitude is negative, 40% - positive, and 13% could not answer.
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Question № 2 "In your opinion, recently the attitude towards Russia in the world has become better, worse or remained the same?"
Worse attitude — 43%

Reasons for a worse attitude:

1. "an independent foreign policy, foreign policy disagreements" (9%);
2. "hostility towards Russia, sanctions, US influence on Western countries" (8%);
3. "strengthening of Russia" (19%);
4. "envy of Russia and of its rich natural resources";
5. "strengthening the military power of Russia, Russia is being afraid of";
6. "information war, propaganda against Russia";
7. "the attitude towards Vladimir Putin and his policy";
8. "Russia's military presence and support in Syria”;
9. "wrong foreign policy";
10. "Russian-Ukrainian relations";
11. "authorities’ bad work, their incompetence, corruption";
12. "Crimean annexation to Russia";
13. "economic problems in Russia".

Difficult to answer — 8%

Better attitude — 23%
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Difficult to answer — 11%
Reasons for a better attitude:

1. "Vladimir Putin’s political activity and his authority" (5%);
2. "right independent foreign policy";
3. "strengthening of the military power of Russia, we were not scared";
4. "Russia’s position is taken into consideration and respected";

5. "economic development of Russia";
6. "Russia's growing strength, Russia is a strong country";
7. "Russia's support in Syria, the fight against IGIL and terrorism" – only 14% of respondents share these ideas.
Difficult to answer 5%

Same attitude — 23%
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The poll "FOMnibus" held on January 13-14, 2019 showed slightly different results.

	Questions
	2018 г.
	2019 г.

	Russia is being respected in the world
	74%
	65%

	Russia is being scared of on the world arena
	9%
	81%

	Russia is being treated negatively
	50%
	52%

	The attitude is being worsened
	35%
	40%

	The attitude remains the same
	24%.
	25%

	The influence in the world is increasing, the growth of the military power of the state and strengthening of economics 
	71%
	55%

	Russia is a free country
	58%
	53%

	In the world Russia is considered a free country 
	58%
	53%

	Russia is considered a rich country
	64%
	64%

	Russia is a developed and advanced country
	63%
	58%

	Russia is a backward and undeveloped country
	27%
	32%

	In the world, Russia is considered a backward and undeveloped country
	26%
	27%


As a result, it can be argued that the Russian society, starting from 2011, “entered a state of equilibrium and long-term stability with unstated parameters of this stabilization. A kind of symbiosis of active globalistic tendencies with traditionalist tendencies has come true” (Pokrovsky, 2003). The economic, political, and ideological system of the country, its leaders, and the CEOs, for the country to survive, have to comply with this new model of the average Russian and maintain the usual standards of motivation to which he has become accustomed over the past 25 years. This is also evidenced by the data: Edelman Confidence Barometer Trust Index - the average value of market and population confidence in the institutions of government, business, the media and NGOs. The Trust Index is a market of trust in the institutions of government, business, media and NGOs. In 2017, Russia ranks the 34th, in 2018 — the 36th.
 In 2019, Russia in relation to the total population of the country ranked 29 out of 49 countries with a lack of confidence (36 in 2018); 35th (47 in 2018) among the middle class and the educated public, and 27th place in relation to mass society.

At the same time, among the countries where the greatest changes occurred in the climate of trust, Russia, according to this study, scored the most negative points — 12. 

Russian discourse of “globalization from  outside”
Foreign policy, as we know, is a continuation of domestic policy. Therefore, as well as in domestic politics, in Russia one can identify three approaches to foreign policy: liberal, realistic-state and nationalistic. (Zevelev, 2014). Liberals (optimists) want to turn Russia into an integral part of the West; realists — statists — in the influential center of the polycentric world; nationalists (pessimists) are ideologists of right antiglobalism, they want an alliance with traditional right-wing in Europe. (Worth, 2017). These three trends, which emerged at different times in the history of modern Russia, now have a completely understandable configuration: the realists — state officials determine the parameters of Russian foreign policy, they are partially based on some ideas of nationalists, while the liberals are practically marginalized. Why did it happen that way?

First, largely due to the course on containment of Russia. In the 1990s, this course was understood as the process of "westernization" of Russia and the imposition of an underpart mission on it. The most important part of this project was the further spreading of the western liberal norms of political and social life thereon. In May 2003, at the St. Petersburg summit the European Union launched the “concept of four common Russia-EU spaces” as strategic partners — economic, security and justice, external security, science and culture based on common values and interests. In May 2005, the Russia-EU summit adopted roadmaps for the four common spaces, and President Putin estimated them highly. However, the European Union actively expanded its areas of influence, penetrating into the traditional areas of Russia's presence, thereby causing its discontent and vigilance. Russia was viewed by the Western/European political class as a politically dependent actor who had lost in the Cold War and therefore had a status similar to the post-war Germany and Japan. By virtue of this circumstance and by virtue of the very idea of the liberal interpretation of globalization as the consecutive loss of national sovereignty by the states, the process of "westernization" of Russia was stopped. According to Russia’s strong belief, the sovereign equality of states remains one of the fundamental principles of international relations.
The issue was raised in 2007 — with the presentation of a well-known Putin’s speech at a conference on international security in Munich. Further event — the Georgia-Ossetia conflict of 2008 have consistently worsened relations between the EU and Russia.
But even at that moment there was still hope for success. In June 2008, during his visit to Berlin, President Medvedev mentioned in his speech: “As a result of the end of the Cold War, conditions arose for establishing genuinely equal cooperation between Russia, Europe and North America, as the three branches of European civilization. I am convinced that “atlantism” as the only principle has historically outlived itself. Now we should talk about the unity of the entire Euro-Atlantic space — from Vancouver to Vladivostok”.

It was about the fact that Russia sees itself as a significant part of Christian civilization. However, the West failed to find a compromise position. This aggravated the long-emerging anti-Western and anti-American position of the Russian elites and further, the Russian population. Since the beginning of the 2000s, “Instead of facilitating the early integration of Russia into the world community, the Americans took advantage of the temporary weakness of the main competitor to achieve their local geopolitical goals and made no attempt to smooth the enormous economic and reputational costs incurred by the Russian Federation in the course of the reforms. (Ponarin, Sokolov, 2014) American foreign policy has become a challenge to Russia's national interests.
Therefore, in the very same 2008, Foreign Minister S. Lavrov first used the term “big Russian civilization” — being different from the western one, he stressed that “competition becomes truly global, acquiring civilizational dimensions, that is, values and development models have become the subject of competition”. (Lavrov, 2008)

For some time in the Russian political discourse, these two approaches coexisted — towards Russia as one of the branches of Western civilization or towards Russia as a separate civilization. However, the gap between the West and Russia gradually expanded. The reunification of Crimea with Russia in 2014 forced Russia to make a choice between conflict and capitulation. As soon as the choice was made in favor of the conflict, the discussion about Russia's integration into the West became completely meaningless. There started senseless confrontation between the West and Moscow for the sake of the United States. The policy of deterring Russia from the form of its westernization has passed to the form of its isolation. It goes without saying that Russia will never agree with that.

The second reason for Russia's realistic approach to building its foreign policy in a globalized world the decline of the Western and liberal global hegemony itself. The global hegemony of the West has rested for decades upon the soft power of liberalism and the hard power of US military might. Both of these aspects have been weakened significantly following the end of the old Cold War to the point where more commentators are invoking the use of the concept of crisis.

The symptoms of the crisis:

1) A threat to values, which can involve a threat to human life, property, the economy, state integrity and many other examples. 2) The element of uncertainty is present, the shortage of reliable information and often rapid pace of events make the ability to predict what is going to happen next very difficult, which can raise the perceived levels of risk and threat being faced. 3) Time constraint: the longer a crisis event continues the more damage is done, which necessitates a rapid resolution in order to ensure a speedier and effective recovery process in the road back to ‘normality’. (Boin et al, 2005: 2-4) It is important to distinguish between the tangible (physical) elements of a crisis and the intangible elements (psychological, including perception and opinion).
This decline has enabled and encouraged other regional and global powers to emerge and begin to challenge the assumptions and premises of the ‘old’ post-Cold War international order. Russia in this situation has chosen the logic of a multifaceted foreign policy, the solution of global problems on a collective basis.

The third reason for Russia's realistic approach to building its foreign policy in a globalized world- The unity of the Western community is no longer an axiom, although it is unlikely to see the erosion of the community of the West and its institutions. Most likely, there will be a readjustment of relations within this community.
Under these conditions, the United States chose a special way, the essence of which lies in rejecting common approaches to solving global problems and emphasizing only their own ones. This emphasis is expressed in the consistent breakdown of the existing international legal framework, strategic stability, and the extraterritorial application of its legislation. A new term “rule-based order” has been introduced, where rules are understood as US innovations. 
For example, the amendment of the rules for the correction of international conventions (OPCW), the privatization of the MMS secretariat, and the pushing of one’s own decisions through the initiatives of the secretariat. In particular, the concept of countering violent extremism is “propaganda, participation, training, and other support” for any “ideologically motivated” violence. The struggle here means democratization “at any cost” and preferably in the forms dictated by the USA (regardless of the context and, as a rule, the weak viability of such artificial models). As well as control over biosafety, the seizure of diplomatic missions violating the Vienna Conventions, etc. Russia does not accept the country's integration into the global world, which refers to international institutions led by Western powers, primarily the United States. Integration on terms that are acceptable first and foremost for these institutions, and only secondarily — for Russia itself — is inappropriate and impossible. 
Finally, the US has adopted a new ideology of global polarization and division, presenting Russia and China in the most recent National Security Strategy and other influential documents as a kind of united authoritarian bloc of revisionist powers committed to undermining the existing international order and opposing the free world. This aims to unite allies and partners under the US leadership and win a global confrontation for the second time. (Karaganov & Suslov, 2018)

Russia sees how much the world community is tired from the US colonial logic, blackmail, power and economic pressure, while in Russia it only strengthens the sentiments of anti-Americanism that I have already mentioned. Russia understands that the globalization of world politics is fundamentally changing the entire system of coordinates in which the foreign policy of the most important countries of the world is being conducted. Therefore, Russia is involved into the alternative and competing institutions of hegemony, such as G20, BRICS, SCO, One Belt One Road and the Eurasian Economic Union that challenge the US and Western dominated institutions. 
Thus, Russia as a global player is building an alternative Western globalization platform based on a multidimensional partnership, strategic interaction (with China, for example), a belt of neighborliness around the perimeter of its borders, on a Eurasian partnership, on a balance of interests. . It is completely wrong to assume that Russia wants to build a world order centered on Moscow.  Russia, possessing the genome of global responsibility no less than the United States, accepts a complex challenge that determines the success of globalization: to reconcile the aspirations of a part of the world community to the unidimensionality of globalist concepts, systemic completion, and the determination of another part to the fundamental system of extra-systemacity. We need to avoid "the exaltation of specificity and the exaltation of globalism without borders as the main dangers to the positive, stable development of world politics" (Lukin, 2015: 23)
The fourth reason for Russia's realistic approach to building its foreign policy in a globalized world is economic reality. The basis for hegemony is economic strength that translates into a dominant influence in global trade and finance. What foreign policy is being conducted by Russia due to its economic realities?
By 2019, the characteristics of the Russian economics are the following:
“Developing” — Russia's share in world GDP, in 2017 growth was about 2%, in 2018 — 1.9%, in 2019 — 1.4-1.5%.
 At the same time, "GDP growth in January — February of the current (2019) year Russia's Ministry of Economic Development is estimated at 1.1% y/y, which is generally above initial expectations. Growth rates for the whole year are still estimated at 1.3%, but if current trends continue, they can be increased by revising the forecast in August. In 2020, economic growth is expected to accelerate to 2.0%, and starting from 2021, to a level above 3%”.

“Adaptational” — inflation of up to 3.4% in December 2018. In 2019 “up to 4.3% y/y in December after passing the peak value of 5.3% y/y in March. In 2020, inflation is expected to decrease to 3.8% y/y, while at the beginning (2020) it will be close to 3.5% y/y.”
 “The growth rate of industrial production is envisaged at 2018-2024 at the level of 1.8-3.3%”.

“Nationalized” — “Growth in the size of the general government sector in Russia in 2000-2017 was ahead of many countries not only with developed, but also with developing economies. The state maintains its key positions in such competitive areas as the oil and gas sector, banking, energy and transport, creating a situation of conflict of interest with the development of other sectors of the economy”. (Radygin, Entov, Abramov, Chernova, Malginov, 2019: 26, 29.) At the same time, “what is the exact size of the contribution of state-owned companies to the economy and how different is the level of productivity in the public sector from private companies — none of the economists know. Rosstat does not provide this data. Earlier, the FAS estimated the state sector's share in the economy at 70%”.

“Resourse-based” depends on the price of oil and gas (66.1% of the export of goods in January – February 2019),
 on the dollar/euro rate (the stronger it is, the lower the world prices for raw materials are), and on the key client, the European Union. The EU's share in the total turnover of Russia's foreign trade in 2018 grew in annual terms to 42.7% from 42.1%.
 But still this client would like to minimize dependence on us". At the same time, the fundamental factors determining the ruble exchange rate to foreign currencies (the state of the balance of payments, indicators of public finances, economic dynamics) remain favorable".

Risk areas
Russia has been traditionally considered as a high-risk economy. A large market and profits are on the one hand, and unpredictability is on the other.
The largest risk — sanctions, but not financial but bans on the supply of equipment.

Financial problems concern serious mismatch between investment climate and country’s investment image. Although in 2019, the "Rating of Russia to "investment level" was raised by all the three big international rating agencies, including the most conservative — Standard and Poor's".

For example, in accordance with the World Bank’s Doing Business 2017, Russia is the 40th, having lost four positions in 2016 and having fared worse than not only a range of developed countries (Germany — the 17th) but also than individual developing countries (Republic of Korea — 5th, etc.) and some of transition economies as well. (Kazakhstan — the 35th, plus 16 points).
 However, already in 2018, Russia took the 35th place, + 0,81.
 And in 2019, Russia was on the 31st place, + 0,61.

The level of military expenses. Defense expenses increased from 2011 (2.3 trillion rubles) to 2016 (3.9 trillion rubles), from 2017 they began to decline, for example, in 2018 — 46 billion, 2.8% of GDP, in 2019 Russia's defense budget is $46 billion, while 50% is investment in the military-industrial complex and 50% is payroll, money allowance, social benefits, and combat training.
 Therefore, to talk about the militarization of the Russian economy is wrong.

Economic volatility: sometimes it goes down, sometimes leaps up following the world prices for raw materials, the dynamics of mega expenses in Russia on national projects developed in 2019-2024 in three areas: "Human capital", "Comfortable living environment" and "Economic growth".

Political commitment in the political/economic evaluation, for example, the misinterpretation of actual Russian economic landscape threatens the country’s economic security.
Russia’s opportunities
1. In its relations with foreign countries, it is useful to adhere the existing direction towards geographic diversification. It is important to keep economic interactions at the bilateral, regional and international levels. Over the last decade, Russia has been able to prove globally that, while being a resource-based country, it could affect economic and political processes, overcoming the “Dutch disease”. However, further artificial restriction of its foreign economic interactions may result in weakening its economy.
2. In order to overcome the threats to national economic security, it is useful to keep the import substitution trend, increasing the economy’s investment attractiveness through its transparency and improvement of general economic management conditions. However, "We are creating an economy based on our own resources. Of course, we are open to foreign investment, but if the situation is affected in such a way, we have no other choice. We will create more favorable conditions, be it currency regulation, for example, we will seriously liberalize, we will cancel outdated regulations, we are creating new preferential regimes for those citizens who are self-employed, and our investors, of course, understand all these things”,
 said Russian Finance Minister A. Siluanov.

3. Optimal use of such resource potential as the size of the territory, allows to facilitate logistics and infrastructure not only inside the country but also, by turning it into the largest global transportation hub. "In addition, it is possible to connect the Northern Sea Route and the Chinese Sea Silk Road and create a global route linking northeast, east and southeast Asia with Europe". 

4. One more crucial suggestive resource is the defence industry complex with its advanced high technologies that can be quite easily converted into development and production of various cutting-edge electronic devices that are commercially competitive at the global market.
5. Development of human resources is currently the state’s main focus. Task of the strengthening the “global integration” of Russia as a key component behind the country’s connectivity with the rest of the world and its subsequent ability to wield influence.
. However, further artificial restriction (искусственное сдерживание) of its foreign economic and political interactions may result in weakening of its economy. The much-needed structural rebuilding of the national economy (smoothing disproportions, eliminating inefficient economic process management, unfair competition between the country’s residents, etc.). The economic and political pressure means double impact on the economy that Russia has never experienced before. Considerable difficulty here is unpredictable depth and duration of the recessionary processes.
Stability of the Russian economy (as any other economy) can grow only if its development and external economic relations are based on as many reliable partners as possible. Today, Russia is forced to look for partners in Asia and in other continents and it has achieved considerable success in this pursue (activities of the BRICS group, for example). Washington is taking efforts to limit the interaction of developing countries around the world with Russia and China.
Conclusion

Key questions of this research:

1. To what extent is Russia inscribed in a certain meaning and logic of what is happening in modern society, or does it act irrationally, leading itself into the trap of rationality?

2. To what extent is modern Russia ready to take part in the formation of a new world system or, at a minimum, neutralize the unprofitable consequences of its emergence?

3. What are the peculiarities of Russia as a variant of the general state of the world community?
World politics meanings and reasons have always been made and never discovered. Its changes happen both simultaneously and in various directions that makes the world political system unstable. This reflects that one must think with versatility in world politics, following the discourse of departure from the logical expectations.   
Following this idea we can say the following of the Russian discourse of globalization,:

Russia is a globalized country with a strong trade and moderate mental dependence on external (trade, financial, political, cultural) markets. Russia is fully aware that in small wars — with terrorists, drugs, illegal migration, money laundering, poverty, disease, that is, in the fight against the dark side of globalization — the West is its ally. In this case Russia and the West constitute one global unity, which acts rationally, following the same logic. It is neither lawlessness nor chance that dominate these connections, but mind and order, there is no drama and strain here. Here Russia is an objective element of the global system.
However, in the architecture of global governance and global security, Russia is a semi-isolated country. It is a member of many multilateral international structures (IMC), a member of the OSCE and the Council of Europe, Russia is trying to form a positive agenda in multilateral work on all pressing global issues, including climate, millennium development goals, cybersecurity, it’s good, but not enough for the modern world of global security. To do this, it is necessary to preserve the interaction between Russia and NATO, where Russia is the nuclear superpower and the largest territory in the world, and the alliance is the world's biggest supplier of global security. Meanwhile, the US froze bilateral military ties with Russia because of the situation in Ukraine, the teleconferencing regime has been maintained since autumn 2015 exclusively to discuss measures to prevent incidents between the two countries' military men in Syria. Contacts through the military line of the Russia-NATO Council have practically come to an end, they are maintained only at the level of diplomats, and this is not enough for a professional solution of a number of problems. For example, the STANDEX project of remote detection of explosives and suicide bombers, which began in 2009, the NATO-Russia Council launched a project for the Stand-Off Detection of Explosives (STANDEX) on suicide bombers in mass transport.

We can’t say that NATO does not understand this, the Commander-in-Chief of NATO forces in Europe, American General Curtis Scaparotti, who considers Russia to be the main threat to stability in Europe,
 stresses that "during the Cold War, we understood the signals given to each other. We talked." "I'm not sure that we understand them (Russians) so well today as we used to". For the whole period of being in charge, he only twice met with the Chief of the General Staff of the Russian Armed Forces, Valery Gerasimov, although from time to time he spoke with him on the phone, at the same time, communication is a very important part of deterrence".
 NATO still initiates meetings from time to time, but the discussion there consists of only an endless repetition of mantras about the annexation of Crimea, etc. NATO advocates a dialogue with Russia, but from a position of strength, which will lead to nowhere. “NATO itself has abandoned a positive agenda in relations with Russia. It does not exist. And so far, there are no indications that NATO knows how to get out of this deadlock,” said Alexander Grushko, Deputy foreign minister of the Russian Foreign Ministry, in an interview with RIA Novosti on April 15, 2019.
 Russia has been put in a situation where it is forced to seek partnership through confrontation. It proposes to conclude a treaty on Euro-Atlantic security, to develop a convention on combating acts of chemical and biological terrorism, together with China a convention on the prevention of the placement of any weapons in space. Because without Russia there can be no reliable, adequate architecture of regional, global and international security. The West should find opportunities to normalize communication and political dialogue with Moscow. (Kfir, 2016). However, for this you need to find a platform for combining political will and legal basis.

At the same time, Russia is a globalized country, in the world community it seeks to preserve and translate to the rest of the world the authenticity of its state and political identity, with all its discourse  intelligence and foolishness.
Russia is a leader country, confident in its remarkable strength, and all disputes are conducted a little bit about how to dispose of these forces, how to skillfully use globalization: in the conditions of the growing flow of ideas and economic liberalization, not to lose, but to increase its greatness. Not everything works out, the traditions of non-acceptance of external dictatorship that have been accumulated for centuries give rise to doubts about the fruitfulness of the guaranteed order, especially under conditions when the world is changing very quickly. Moscow, for example, has so far failed to find an economic model that would bring prosperity to its own citizens. Europe for Russia, too, hasn’t become according to E. Husserl, “a dream you no longer see at night”, although the rejection of Eurocentrism and the proclamation of “Greater Eurasia” have already given their results. Anti-globalization, "anti-Western slogans are needed here mainly to mobilize the electorate and justify domestic political mistakes." (Korostikov, 2019)

“Modern Russia has many weaknesses and vulnerabilities. The nominal volume of the Russian economy is lower than that of a dozen other countries. By population Russian Federation ranks ninth in the world. The scientific and technical potential of the country, recently one of the most powerful in the world, noticeably lags behind the modern leaders. Nevertheless, Russia is still able to think and act globally. If the internal contradictions that have accumulated in the country find a constructive solution, Russian Federation can play an important and positive role in the world starting from the second third of the 21st century”.

 Today, in a globalized world, Russia, as an actor of the world political process, sees its modus vivendi in the right to build its own line of destiny in it, to decide what resources it will use for this. Moreover, as an element of the system, it takes full responsibility for its actions, regardless of any circumstances.
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Application

Profile of Russia as a globalized country

In the overall ranking of globalized states for 2018. Russia is on the 54th place, adding + 3 points compared with 2017.

From 2015 to 2017, among the largest countries with a developing economy, India, Brazil and Russia maintained fairly stable levels of interdependence. Since 2015, Russia's global connectivity has increased slightly due to the growth in both depth and width, raising the country's rating from 57th to 54th.
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