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G8 — SUSPENSION OR FALL? FROM COLD WAR
TO COLD WAR.
A SHORT HISTORY OF RUSSIAN PARTICIPATION
IN MAJOR INDUSTRIAL DEMOCRACIES

As the result of Russian policy in Ukraine and amtiex of the Crimea the G7 leaders agreed
at the nuclear summit in the Hague on 25 March 201 instead of the G8 summit in Sochi
in June 2014 there would be a meeting of G7 leaddBsussels. These historic events con-
cerning activities of the Group form the backgrodadthe specific research goals of this
paper: to shortly present the reasons for estabgjsthe G7 and G8; to briefly describe the
various issues which have been discussed at asnmahits; to introduce the multi-dimen-
sional relations between the G7/G8 and other iat@nal organizations; and to assess the
effectiveness of particular members of the Groujmplementing the decisions taken at the
summits. At the end of the paper an attempt is nladmswer the question whether, in this
new political situation, this specific internatidivastitution can continue to work actively for
global security. One of the goals of this researah also to evaluate the activity of the G7/G8
from the perspective of more than 30 years. Agetigbof this paper | try to answer the question
whether such a specific intergovernmental instituis still able to act effectively and influ-
ence the different dimensions of international siécinherent in the new political situations,
especially with respect to Russia’s war-orienta@iffn policy in 2014—-2016.
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INTRODUCTION
On 12 March 12 2014 the leaders of Canada, Fr&menany, Italy, Japan, the UK and

the USA, as well as the Presidents of the Eurofigamcil and European Commission,
condemned the Russian Federation for its destadgjlecctions, which resulted in a violation
of Ukraine’s sovereignty and territorial integritp.a common statement they underscored
that Russia violated the rules and values whicl@fk58 followed that time. As a result of
Russia’s policy, the leaders stopped preparatioG&®summit in Sochi in June 2014, post-
poning it until the correct conditions could appéar meaningful discussion in the same
group. This firm statement resulted in cancellation cfummit the first time in the G8’s
history. A week later German Chancellor Angela Médaid that the current tensions with
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Russia meant that the G8 no longer eXiSthe suspension of the G8 summit did not mean,
however, that meetings within the G7 format wowddiscontinued. At the nuclear summit
in the Hague on 25 March 2014, the G7 leaders ddtes instead of the G8 summit in
Sochi in June 2014 there would be a meeting ofdadérs in Brussels.

These historic events concerning activities of @eup form the background for the
specific research goals of this paper: to shontgsent the reasons for establishing the G7
and G8; to briefly describe the various issues tvhiave been discussed at annual summits;
to introduce the multi-dimensional relations betwége G7/G8 and other international or-
ganizations; and to assess the effectiveness ti€yplar members of the Group in imple-
menting the decisions taken at the summits. Atetiek of the paper an attempt is made to
answer the question whether, in this new politsilation, this specific international insti-
tution* can continue to work actively for global security.

2. THE REASONS FOR ESTABLISHING THE G7 AND G8

The reasons underlying the creation of an orgaioizaif the most industrialized world
states consisted of a combination of economic afitqal factors. The debates at the high-
est level were intensified by the difficulties imetworld economy and energy problems.
However, in order to counteract the economic diffies it was also necessary to overcome
political barriers, distrust among the leaders, tnadsatlantic discrepancies. This explains
why the G7 summits constituted such great foruntetmate the global situation and rela-
tions between world leaders, of both a political @aconomic scope.

Simultaneously with the diplomatic activities, inse discussions took place in the con-
text of work in specialized groups and between stii@s (especially finance ministers),
both bilaterally and multilaterally. In the face mfessing monetary problems the finance
ministers of the US, GFR, France, and the UK mabgdeally. The first meeting took place
in the White House library in Washington in Apr@723. The summits of finance ministers
became known as the “Library Group”. Later joingdJapan, the group met for a number
of years and also came to be known as the Groupvef The governors of the Central
Banks of the G5 were also invited to these meetings

The final decision to organize the first meetingted most industrialized powers was
taken in Helsinki on 31 July 1975 during the Coafere on Security and Cooperation in
Europe. It was the initiative of President of FrarcValery Giscard d’Estaing, who invited
Chancellor Helmut Schmidt, US President Gerald Ford the British and Japanese Prime
Ministers. The ltalian governmental representatiies added at the last minute. The very
first summit, with six states participating, wadchan Rambouillet, France in 1975. The

3 On March 20, 2014, Chancellor Merkel said in Bamdestag: “As long as there is no political
environment for such an important political formaatthe G8, the G8 doesn’t exist anymore — nei-
ther the summit nor the format” (PAP, http://wiadusui.gazeta.pl (14.06.2016).

4 Depending on the sphere of activity, such forasthe G7, G8 or G20 can be classified as multi-
lateral political and economic institutions, haviheg features of operational institutions (i.eosh
that affect the entire international environmestivell as normative institutions, which perpetuate
the patterns of activity through the use of exgttandards as well as the imposition of new ones
(R. Matera, G8 jako instytucja gospodaikiatowej, Loz 2009, s. 90-94).

5 P. Hajnal, Th&-7 Summit and Its Document&overnment Information in Canada” [Electronic
Journal], 1995, No. 3.3.
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name G7 became official in 1976 when Canadianqpatnts joined the representatives of
France, Germany, Great Britain, Italy, Japan aedUB. Since the third meeting in 1977

(in London), the representatives of the CommissioBuropean Communities became par-
ticipants in the summit, albeit only as observeisnce the name G7 stayed in place. How-
ever, the advantage of Europe over other membetiseofvorld was better seen after the
addition of Russia to the G7.

Until the end of the Cold War there was no disaussibout enlargement of the forum.
However, beginning in 1989 the leaders of the Gyahdo communicate with representa-
tives of the Soviet Union (since 1992, Russia). fitg visible contact took place in 1989
when president of the USSR Mikhail Gorbachev sdettar to that year's summit host, the
French President. At a press conference summirtQeigpummit, Mitterrand said that the
Soviet Union is a big country and plays an impdrtafe in the world, but stressed that the
G7 countries adhere to democracy and have demodanatitutions. He added: “If any of
the countries would unfortunately depart from deraoyg, it would lose the opportunity to
participate in the summit. But we see the evolutiothe Soviet Union, although we are
still not at the same level. Of course one dawit be possible. (...) At the beginning there
were five of us, now seven. Too many countries ¢dihder the exchange of views, but
this is not an obstacle to the prospect of exteri&iMitterrand’s words can be regarded as
prophetic, as Russia was already a member of theG&eat the time of its annexation of
the Crimea and attempts to destabilize Ukraineditd2

In 1990 (the Houston Summit) the G7 supported hlpaimepresentative of the USSR
in political and economic reforms and called uptteiinational organizations (IMF, IBRD)
to compile a study of Eastern European economiesisBreltsin, the first President of
Russia, was periodically invited to the summitg, d&tithe beginning he did not participate
in all the meetings. Although he arrived at the suin Tokyo in 1993, his meeting with
the leaders of the G7 took part after the offiglsing of the summit. The meeting in
Naples in July 1994 was a breakthrough in relatimitis Russia. For the first time the Pres-
ident of Russia was invited to participate in ttaditizal part of the meeting. And in in
Naples for the first time one of the documents @htipal declaration) was signed by the
governments of eight countries. The Congress in/Beim June 1997 was called the ‘Sum-
mit of the Eight’, but not yet officially a G8. Regsentatives of the Moscow authorities
participated on an equal footing in the politicaleeconomic discussions. However, the
President of Russia did not sign a document coimogthe G7’'s economic affairs.

The transformation into the G8 was formally madssilgle in 1998 during the Birming-
ham summit, after a few years of negotiations ammdroon work in the forum along with
Russia in the so-called ‘G7 + Russia'. In the ydallewing 1998, in particular when Russia
was added to the political apparatus of the nowaedpd institution, it devoted its efforts
mainly to winning debt reductidnA historic decision was taken at the 2002 Kankisas
Summit, which closed the fourth cycle of the leadeneetings, when Russia’s full mem-
bership was adopted spontaneously (the issue wasmthe agenda). This was largely

6 Press Conference of Mr. Francois Mitterrand, idege of the French Republic, on the Conclusion
of the Fifteenth Summit of Industrialized Countrielyly 16, 1989, www.g7.utoronto.ca
(10.09.2010).

7 M. Lin, A. Morson, J. Muravska, D. VerRussia and the G8. An Overview of Russia,s Integrati
into the G8 G8 Research Group, Toronto 2006, http://www.g7arttn.ca (12.11.2016).
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thanks to Chancellor Gerhard Schréder, who agregive way to Russia before the sum-
mit in Germany. The first congress of the G8 witlsRa as host took place in St. Petersburg
(Strelna) in 2006. The second summit organizedhleykremlin was the one supposed to
take place in Sochi.

It should be noted that various economic and palitfactors were intertwined during
the creation of the G8. The event that brought aibmscow’s dialogue with the G7 was
the collapse of the communist system and the baygrof systemic transformation. Russia
was hoping for direct economic assistance. The Vifesiirn, wished to have an impact on
the transformation process, as the predictabifityhanges would have a stabilizing effect
on the capital market. An important role in theescof Russia to the G7 was played by
the issue of disarmament, especially the reductfonuclear forces. It was hard to imagine
the improvement of global security without Moscowisolvement.

3. ABRIEF LOOK AT THE G7/G8 SYSTEM

Due to the lack of an international agreement distahg the principles of the G7/G8'’s
operation, they have undergone significant charges time (especially in terms of
expanded activities). Thus, one can speak of theldpment of a ‘G7/G8 system’. It was
initially based on leaders’ summits, but over tearng was supplemented by new forms of
cooperation and the emergence of various new im&nits which were used by the forum
participants.

Throughout its operation the G7/G8 has intensifiedperation with international or-
ganizationg affecting the programs and decisions taken byJtReSecurity Council, IMF,
WB, WTO, OECD and many others responsible for dlquditical, economic, military,
humanitarian, and ecological security. It is wdstaring in mind that the decisions taken
by the leaders are a result of immense and intengdrk by diplomats and experts (called
Sherpas), who work year-round before and after santmit. In order to increase the effi-
ciency of the implementation of new solutions,didigion to the leaders’ summits, meetings
at the ministerial level were organiZ&dAs another element of the G7/G8 one should con-
sider activities of special teams, appointed toautadke special tasks. These working groups
generally focus on a detailed examination of certapics and measure the effectiveness
of the implementation of specific decisions or peogs. Expert groups determine the pos-
sibilities for financing projects and help shapgidtative initiatives taken by individual
countries in order to coordinate pohty

8 R. Matera, Droga Rosji do petnego uczestnictwa stesyie G8. Perspektywy rozszerzenia ugru-
powania [w:] Rosja, Unia Europejska, Stany Zjedmoez— wspétpraca czy konfrontacja?, red.
M. Pietrasiak, M. Rczkiewicz, Piotrkéw Trybunalski 2009, s. 137-151.

9 The leaders of the G7 back in 1977 emphasizedhieaglobal economy should be viewed more
broadly than just from the perspective of cooperatietween governments, and should also take
into account the strengthening of internationabaigations Declaration: Downing Street Summit
ConferenceMay 8, 1977, www.g7.utoronto.ca [12.11.2016]).

10 C. Budd, G8 Summits and Their Preparation [w:] Nyrga S. Woolcock, The New Economic
Diplomacy. Decision-Making and Negotiation in Imtational Economic Relations, London 2005,
s. 140.

11 A. Dybczyski, Grupa Siedmiu (G-7/G-8) [w:] Organizacje wstokach midzynarodowych.
Istota, mechanizmy dziatania, zggired. T. L8-Nowak, Wroctaw 2004, s. 372.
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The main document of each summit used to be anoegiendeclaration (also called
a declaration or final/summit communiqué). Sepacamuniqués on behalf of the G7
and G8 (the latter known as the ‘Group of Eighginaing in 1997) were issued during the
period 1997-2002. The Summit in Evian, France iA®Was the first in which all docu-
ments were signed by the eight leaders. Econonttaddions, communiqués, and joint
plans/programs of action included recommendationsrfembers of the group, and they
contained proposals directed to international omgdions. The declarations encouraged
the building of new bodies inside the G7/G8 systBuat.the output of the summits has also
included many other documents: political declarsjospecial declarations on particular
aspects of the world economy or the internatioitahtion, chairman’s summaries, reports,
and even press releases. The summit documentha@m@din source of the analysis of
G7/G8 initiatives and the challenges undertaketha fields of global economics and
politics.

All these various documents cover a wide rangaibfexts: macroeconomic policy (in-
flation, employment, economic growth); trade andhetary system issues; new financial
architectures; energy problems; North-South (iniclgddebt initiatives) and East-West
relations; environmental themes; transnational tijes, global political problems (e.g.
terrorism); and many other regional issues (intional conflicts and civil wars).

The G8 summit (now once again the G7 summit) agstitution is a place where
a wide range of issues are taken up in debatesefsmes prepared by experts). However,
it is difficult to make such a formula effective @fl sectors or areas. A lot depends on the
state which hosts a summit. This country and psesentatives and experts (sherpas) pre-
pare the schedule and agenda. Of course thereecam tompromises on issues untouched
by the summit, but concentrating on effectivendssompromises reached and producing
as many commitments as possible is the goal, andumber of problems to be solved is
considered to be increasing in a positive directiadhe total number of realized commit-
ments are higher in each summit than in the previneetings and consultations.

In examining the G7/G8 summits it is also worthwtib investigate the role of partic-
ular countries in the process. There are wide iiffees in terms of their engagement in the
execution of commitments. The highest ranking couintthis regard is Canada, and Great
Britain has also produced good results in this sphevhile the US, EC and Germany
perform above average. The country with the lowasking in terms of execution of G8
recommendation is Russia. On one hand Russia esléng spectrum of interests of the G8
(especially with respect to international security)t in many other spheres it postpones
important initiatives. At the same time it shouklkept in mind that even the G7 was never
a fully coherent group. Each of the states workatits own position during the summits,
which depended on each country’s opportunitiesctaraspecific spheres of international
relations.

It is also crucial to answer the question whether@7/G8 is an economic forum (as the
founders planned), or rather a political forumislimportant to determine if the G7/G8 is
a global forum aspiring to global governance, dhea an institution mainly focused on
internal issues touching its members. In ordengwer this question, the main stress in this
paper is put on the numerous issues surroundiagiiational security, and different dimen-
sions of this are emphasized based on an anafygie commitments made by the leaders,
during the yearly summits, to resolve problemsia &rea. At the end of this paper | try to
answer the question whether such a specific intengomental institution is still able to act
effectively and influence the different dimensiafdnternational security inherent in the
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new political situations, especially with respexiRussia’s war-oriented foreign policy in
2014-2016.

One of the goals of this research is to evaluaeattivity of the G7/G8 from the per-
spective of more than 30 years. According to JolntoK — the Director of G8 Research
Group at University of Toronto — G8 summits carabalyzed in terms of performing the
most important governance functions. He listedmsgjor roles of the summits: domestic
political; deliberative; directional; decisionaklivery; and development of global gover-
nancé?.

The ‘domestic political’ role reflects the prestigieparticipating states. The leaders are
voicing national concerns and attempting to sesupport for their country’s policies. The
‘deliberative’ role underlines the meaning and im@nce of direct communication, which
helps to foster trust and transparency. The ‘diveal’ role affirms and adjusts standards,
norms, and principles. Summits create new issugsegitimize old ones. The ‘decisional’
role of the summit is easy to see, thanks to tkiegeof specific commitments and recom-
mendations during the debate. The decisional fanstcover a wide-range of both political
and economic issues, and include “money mandatesttee institutional framework. The
‘delivery’ role refers to the process of implemeiaa of the commitments. And last but not
least, the role of ‘developing global governanse’dflected in the summits’ recommenda-
tions with respect to developing a permanent céypazimplement its own commitments,
and to prepare and develop new ones in selected.afbese recommendations often in-
clude instructions for international organizatiomsinly those which its members can con-
trol (e.g. IMF and IBRD). These instructions camtzin far-reaching reforms, and they
also can initiate the system’s own G8 institutidnis this sense the G8 can act as a global
manager.

Figure 1 presents a scheme of the links betweeG#&8 and international organiza-
tions. This forum has had great influence on thiicigs, programs and decisions of UN
bodies (from the Security Council to many partica@gencies). as well as the IMF, IBRD,
WTO, OECD and many other institutions. The simptifischeme shows how broad are the
links between the G8 summit and other institutidimth economically and politically.

In looking at the period of G8 summits it is alsortiawhile investigating the roles of
the particular countries in that process. The déffiee in engagement in the execution of
commitments is wide. The highest rank is held bpadka (66%), while Great Britain also
attained good results (65%). The US, EC and Germamabove average, and the lowest
level of the execution of G8 commitments is heldRyssia. However, the process of ad-
justment takes place very slowly, which is quiteziohs when we look into the political
and economic differences between the former GRarsdia. The leaders realize that every
subsequent enlargement can reduce the effectivehéss forum, which is why they have
remained sceptical towards expansion, i.e. acogptaw members. On one hand Russia
enlarges the spectrum of interests of G8 (espgaiath respect to international security),
but in many other areas it has postponed impont#iatives. At the same time, as has been
pointed out even the G7 was not a fully coherentugr Each of the states elaborated its
own position at the summits, which depended indgrgrt on its opportunities to act effec-
tively in international relations. Differences eveetween the EU members of the G7/G8

12 3. Kirton, Explaining G8 Effectiveness: A Concert of Vulnerdbtpials in a Globalizing World,
March 2004,G8 Research Group, Toronto 208&p://www.g7.utoronto.ca (12.11.2016).
13 |bidem.
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G7/G8 G7/G8 summit:
[meetings of the Canada, Italy, Japan, France, G5, G7, G10, G20
ministers of foreign<« Germany, Russia, P! [finance ministers &
affairs and other United Kingdom, United States, central bank governors]
minsters] European Union (as an observer)
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Security Council, <
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UNFPA
UNICEF

Figure 1. The G7/G8 System. Connection with inteomall organizations
Source: R. Matera, G8 jako instytucja gospodaskatowej, £6d: 2009, s. 78.

can be seen, even though the representatives op&an Communities try to develop
a common position in many aspects. It is also worttherscoring that in the last six meet-
ings the each of the states which hosted the swsiivag better executed their commitments.
If we use this measure, the effectiveness of th&s87in terms of executing its commit-
ments should grow to an average of 77%. Such dt mesuld constitute a real global suc-
cess. This means that the mobilization effortsamfhehost are considered as both a great
challenge and motivation for the subsequent surorgianizers. The hosts also feel indi-
rectly responsible for the global situation, anadldition are pushed by world opinién

4. INTEGRATION, DISINTEGRATION, AND THE POSSIBLE
REINTEGRATION OF RUSSIA WITHIN THE G8

One of the issues about which the G7 countries hadedifferent views was “integra-
tion” with Russia. Nevertheless, even though Russid huge economic problems and
failed to comply with Western democratic standaitdsjll became a member of the forum.
Russia’s accession had mainly a political dimensdighat mattered was the overall balance
of profits for the West. There were many arguménfawvour of Russia’s membership: its
natural resources, generally high (albeit outdadledyee of industrialization, and its imple-
mentation of systemic transformation. In internadilrelations, the rapid accession of Rus-
sia to the Group of Seven was considered a magaktinrough, since for more than 70
years the Eastern Empire had been a totalitaristesy and during the cold war competed

14 R. MateraG8 jako instytucja.,.s. 346-350.
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for over 40 years with the Western block. Yet itkdess than a decade following the fall
of the communist system for it to find its way irttee group of leading industrialized de-
mocracies. It should be noted that the G7 had dineict impact on the transformation of
the largest communist juggernaut into a state wétain characteristics of democracy.
However, it turned out that having the same dentchastitutions did not translate into

compliance with the democratic rule of law, neitheRussia internally nor in its interna-

tional relations.

After more than 15 years of joint summits (countfngm 1998), it was the political
factor that turned out to be decisive in termsesévaluating Russia’s membership in the
elite group. Russian’s violation of internationgr@ements in 2014, together with the end
of dialogue with its Western partners, led to thepension of Russia from the G8 project.
In such a situation the question arises: Shouldeheéers return to the proven G7 system?
Since the effectiveness of the old group was highenany areas of cooperation than that
of the G8, and the differences of opinion on a nemdf key issues were smaller, a return
to the G7 format seems to be natural. One shoulBumy an institution which, by creating
a proven framework for informal dialogue, maintairgood relations between democratic
leaders of the world economy for forty years.

At the G7 meeting on 24 March 2014 in Brussels ¢Wwhivas scheduled to be held in
Sochi in June 2014), Russia’s membership in thermél institution was suspendédin
addition, at the G20 summit in Brisbane in Novemb@t4 Russian President Vladimir
Putin left the meeting early after a series ofwidlial confrontations with Western leaders,
who publicly condemned him for destabilizing thiation in Ukrainé®.

Particularly significant in this regard is the pgasi of the EU powers — Great Britain,
Germany, and France. At the G7 meeting which tdakeoon 6-7 June 2015 in Elmau in
Germany, the leaders all declared that they woudihtain sanctions and even escalate
them if necessary. Angela Merkel made it clear ttia conflict in Ukraine can be solved
only by political means, on the basis of the pempreements signed in February in Mingk”

a statement which is consistent with the positakeh by the US administration. The lead-
ers said that the return of Vladimir Putin to thgrioup is currently impossible.

Also, at the Japanese summit in Shimei (Ise-Shona26-27 May 2016, the G7 leaders
reaffirmed their sanctions against Russia. As #wilt of the annexation of Crimea and
Russian support for the pro-Russian rebels in gattkraine, Russia is not only excluded
from the G8, but also certain financial operatibase been blocked and loans to Russian
banks suspended, as well as introducing a baneosale of some advanced technologies
to Russian companies. The G7 leaders declaret\Mrateaffirm that the duration of sanc-
tions is clearly linked to Russia’s complete impétation of the Minsk agreements and
respect for Ukraine’s sovereignty. Sanctions camdied back when Russia meets these
commitments®®, Putin’s policy and the behaviour of Russian relgbtl not convince any

15 G7 Leaders' Communiqué on Foreign Policy Brussklag 4, 2014http://www.g8.utoronto.ca/
summit/2014brussels/foreign-policy.html (21.04.2015

16 Vladimir Putin leaves G20 after leaders line upbmwbeat him over Ukrainehttps://www.
theguardian.com/world/2014/nov/16/vladimir-putimes-g20 (14.06.2015).

17 paistwa G7 grég Rosji dalszymi sankcjamihttp://wyborcza.pl/1,75477,18080320,Pan-
stwa_G7_groza_Rosji_dalszymi_sankcjami.html#ixzz38B¥Xo (14.06.2016).

18 G7 Ise-Shima Leaders’ Declaration, G7 Ise-Shima 8itm26-27 May 2016https://www.
whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2016/05/27/97-liea-leaders-declaration (12.11.2016).
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of the leaders. The sanctions were supported bildlcountries, the USA, Canada and
Japar®.

Jean Monnet wrote that “nothing can be achievetawit people, but nothing becomes
permanent without institution®. He saw a close correlation between people ariduins
tions. People create institutions; they changecande them. Human activity, however, is
short-lived, while an institution may last longerdaits long-term impact on society, the
state, and the international environment is gehesélonger. At the same time, it is people
who take responsibility for the functioning of iitgtions. In the case of the G7/G8 summits,
the influence of leaders on their form and resigltgreater than in the case of traditional,
formalized organizations. With so few participantds more difficult for them to blame
each other for any failure. These are the headswérnments, who accept compromise on
key world issues and cannot evade responsibilitytie fate of the world. They can also set
higher standards for the other participants inrim@@onal relations. Thus it was not Russia
that did not fit the G8, but its leader VladimirtPuwho, by his decisions of March 2014,
paved the way for Russia’s exclusion from the Grétghe same time however, while the
G8 in its current composition has become useleas asstitution working for world secu-
rity, this does not stop the further involvementtad G7.
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G8 — ZMIERZCH CZY UPADEK? OD ZIMNEJ WOJNY DO ZIMNEJ WOJNY.
KROTKA HISTORIA ROSYJSKIEGO UCZESTNICTWA
W GRUPIE GLOWNYCH DEMOKRACJI PRZEMYSLOWYCH

W wyniku rosyjskiej polityki na Ukrainie i po angkKrymu przywddcy G7 zdecydowali 25
marca 2014 r. na szczycie nuklearnym w Hadeezamiast spotkania G8 planowanego
w Soczi w czerwcu 2014 r. ogliiwie sé szczyt przywoédcoéw G7 w Brukseli. Te wydarzenia
dotyczce dziatania Grupy gtéwnych demokracji przemystolwgostaty m.in. uwzgbinione

w prezentowanym artykule. Do podstawowych jego wab@lezaty: krétkie przedstawienie
przyczyn ustanowienia G7 i G8; syntetyczne wskazaai rénorodne problemy omawiane
na dorocznych szczytach; poddemie specyfiki stosunkéw G7/G8 z organizacjamiday-
narodowymi oraz ocena efektywéodo poszczegolnych patw Grupy w realizacji decyzji po-
dejmowanych na szczytach. Nanka artykutu podjta zostata préba odpowiedzi na pytanie,
czy w nowej politycznej sytuacji, ta instytucjagaizynarodowa (funkcjonaga aktualnie bez
Rosji) maze nadal dziakaaktywnie na rzecz globalnego bezpigtstera, zwtaszczéledzc
dziatania rosyjskiej polityki zagranicznej w lata2614—2016. Wanym celem badania byta
réwniez ocena aktywnéei catej G7 i G8 z perspektywy ponad 30 lat.
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