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Since the end of the Second World War, and with even more success since the end of the Cold War, 

the United States has embarked on a vast order building effort on matters as such international 

trade, arms control, alliances, and multilateral institutions for the reason of managing the competition 

amongst great powers and to draw countries into their own orbit. In this way, the United States has 

facilitates the reinforcement of rules and norms that weaken the legitimacy of many attempts for 

establishing regional domination and territorial grabs, in other words has delegitimized the old 

fashion system of spheres of influence. In addition, such a strategy granted to the United States the 

political principles to confront any great power revisionists. 

The United States world leadership is built on democracy, multilateralism, partnerships, and 

alliances. Such a leadership has won nowadays struggles over the world order. The concept of 

hegemony according to which whatever great power will be in charge of the Eurasia’s heartland 

would be in charge of the world itself is an old one. At the same time, the idea that from corner to 

corner of the Eurasian continent, the Russian Federation and the People’s Republic of China are 

gradually, but persistently, setting up their respective spheres of influence to confront U.S. interests 

and taking over the entire globe is deceiving. 

Such a scenario overlooks a deeper truth. When it comes to ideas, politics, technology, and 

demographics the United States still enjoy a critical lead over both the Russian Federation and the 

People’s Republic of China. Even though the United States will one day fall from the hegemonic 

position held just after the Cold War, its soft and hard power are still beyond compare. The United 

States prosperity and scientific advancement stays off reach of the Russian Federation and the 

People’s Republic of China.  Now strengthened by huge new gas resources, the U.S. economy 

allows for the amendment of trustworthy security obligations. 

As a result, the United States lies at the heart of a structure of alliances that, from one hand, supplies 

a worldwide platform for the projection of power, from the other allows for the sharing of the costs 

inherent the providing of international security. For today and for the foreseeable future, the military 

capacities combined under the leadership of the United States overshadow whatever thing the 

Russian Federation and the People’s Republic of China might create for generations to come. 

The nuclear weapons, which the United States, the Russian Federation and the People’s Republic 

of China all have, assist the United States world leadership in a couple of ways. To the merit of 

mutual assured destruction logic, nuclear weapons drastically lower the chances of a war between 

great powers. In the past, systemic wars have granted possibilities to raising powers to establish 

their own international leadership. The logic of mutual assured destruction has stolen the Russian 

Federation and the People’s Republic of China of this chance. In addition, the logic of mutual assured 

destruction weapons has made the Russian Federation and the People’s Republic of China safer, 

providing the guarantee that the United States will by no means enter in their territories by force. 

Nuclear weapons reducing the likelihood of frantic moves driven by insecurity, are sustaining the 

international order like nothing ever before. 

Given its proximity, many Asian countries perceive in the People’s Republic of China an increasing 

threat, much stronger than the threat posed to them by the Russian Federation or by the United 

States. The most important European countries believe manageable the difficulties in their relations 

with the Russian Federation, and they are worried less of its power and more of its weakness. 

Excluding for the United States, every major country is located in a region where swing in power 

regularly driven to some kind of counter balance process. The People’s Republic of China is now 

experiencing this process, as neighboring countries counter to its ascend by strengthen their 

international agreements and improving their military systems.  
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Nothing new, under this point of view, for a Russian Federation that is facing this process in Ukraine. 

In recent times, Ukraine has come closer to the European Union and has increased its defense 

budget. 

The liberal ideals pushed by the United States enjoy almost worldwide appeal, because they are 

fitting well with the forces social development and economic growth. The Russian Federation and 

the People’s Republic of China have nothing equivalent to the U.S. soft power. Even if the 

congruence between the modernity and the U.S. liberal principles has recently gone somewhat 

astray, it hardly means that the Russian Federation and the People’s Republic of China have took 

over the United States as the leader of Globalization. 

Social inequality, slow economic expansion, and political instability are affecting many liberal 

democracies. However, the broaden of liberal democracy all the way through the world has 

considerably made stronger the United States’ international stance and strengthen the encirclement 

of the Russian Federation and the People’s Republic of China. The spread of liberal democracies 

has put both these powers on the defensive. The political developments and the economic growth 

in Ukraine are inevitably going westward. The People’s Republic of China confronts a parallel 

quandary in the Republic of China. The Chinese authorities honestly believe that the Republic of 

China is a piece of their own nation, but the Taiwanese authorities do not share the same views.  

The People’s Republic of China, as well as the Russian Federation, desires some degree of control 

over its neighborhood. However, the spread of democracy has made of the old fashioned dominance 

the only technique to accomplish such desire, and has made that choice very pricey and ultimately 

self-defeating. The People’s Republic of China has engaged on an important arms buildup and has 

made belligerent declarations over maritime rights. The Russian Federation has a vision of regaining 

its supremacy in its near abroad. Both these two powers are far from enthusiastic about the U.S. 

leadership and, when possible, do what they can to stand against. But the People’s Republic of 

China and the Russian Federation are far from being true revisionists. 

The People’s Republic of China is an authentic rising economy, but is not doing much to bring down 

the present security system in the Western Pacific. The foreign assertiveness of the Russian 

Federation is more a symptom of his marginalization than the challenge of a rising hegemonic power. 

The Russian Federation and the People's Republic of China seem interested only in improving their 

position in the international system led by the United States, but do not seem interested in breaking 

down that system. As distrustful of the outside world as they are of each other, they have no interest, 

not to mention the ideas, the capacities, and the allies, to guide them to turn over the international 

institutions and rules. 

Even though they dislike the United States standing at the top of the world system, they cling on the 

core logic of that structure, because it grants them a solid access to investment, trade, and 

technology from other countries. The modern day international law system, give them instruments 

to defend their interests and their sovereignty. In other words, both Russian Federation and the 

People’s Republic of China have become deeply integrated into the international order founded and 

guided by the United States. 

From an historical perspective, all these three powers: the Russian Federation, the People’s 

Republic of China, and the United States, are in a way or in another some declining power with a 

greater past. What really matters is the speed of that declining. The United States declining is far 

from being relatively fast. The eventual descent into oblivion, though not necessarily physical, if it 

will happen, it will not happen before the end of the Century. In the meantime, historical analogues 

strongly suggest that all these three powers will avoid direct clashes, conflict in borderlands and 

other contested peripheral areas will be continuous, and that the relations between each one of them 

and their neighbors and allies will consume most of their efforts and attention. 


