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Introduction

Shinichiro Tabata

In this book, while the USA, EU and Japan_ are regard'ed as ‘corle’ plazllers‘
that lead the contemporary world, China, India and Russia are demgngtf: as
‘regional powers’ which have emerged as challengers to the core t:(()lurml”lesi I(1)1"
the existing world order.! These regional powers may rep'resent ;‘{e li)pzh%
countries or provide a certain model for developing countries. We thin ?,
by focusing on these three countries, we can understand the _contempo;?:y
world more deeply and consider the future world more approprla.tely. 111)1 other
words, the present world is not represented. or controlled exclu_tswely y‘czolje
countries in the sphere of politics, economics and culture. Neither can i S
understood sufficiently in the context of a dichotomy betw'een cle;ve.loped1 an
developing countries. The three countries may be an intermediary layer
through which we can see the world completely differently. . i
The three countries have emerged as major regional powers since the §glr‘1nm§
of this century. Historically, these regional powers have formed emplreg ar}l1
civilizations in Eurasia. This is another reason that we focus on them and why
we believe that we are able to understand the contemporary world angi }:far-
ious international issues more deeply by doing so. It is safe to say that wit oﬁiut
properly placing these regional powers in the world system, we carll(rixot iim
ciently grasp the characteristics of the contempcrary and fut_{ure wor sys t’n;
Our first approach is to compare these regional powers in order to dis i
guish their commonalities and diﬁ”erences. so that we can analyze th:; sustaxr‘l-
ability of these states as regional powers in the future. In other ‘worf s, t;x:eraz
seeking any obstacles that may constrain them from developing furthe
3 IS, '
Su?glipso‘::fok includes the most distinguished accomplishmepts of our ’propc;
entitled *‘Comparative Research on Majqr Regional. Powers in Eurg@s . wgnz :
was adopted by the Ministry of Education and Science, Jgpan, at t ehertz .
2008 as a Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research on Innovative Are.a(si, t ett 135
special grant for the development of new Fe.seafch areas, apd carried ou 13}111 4
March 2013. This project, headed by Shinichiro T.abata, }nvolves more kaa
fifty Japanese specialists on China, In‘diaf a}ld Russia. We‘ mterfxdec% to meilozal
comprehensive, systematic, and multidisciplinary comparison of major reg
POWeTrS.
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This book is composed of four parts: economic development; political sys-
tems and diplomacy; history; and culture and society. Part I analyzes £he
emergence of regional powers in the world economy. Since the seventeenth
Centgry, when China, India and Russia governed Eurasia as empires, eco-
nomic development in these areas has been outstripped by Europe ar;d the
USA, and later by Japan as well. As one of the important commonalities of
Chlna, India and Russia, they had opened up and liberalized their economies
from the late 1970s till the beginning of the 1990s in order to fill the gap with
developed countries.

Akir‘a Uegaki compares the process of economic reforms in the three
countries in Chapter 1, interpreting the liberalization reforms of these coun-
tries as an attempt towards industrialization or modernization of industrial
power of the latecomers. He argues that Deng Xiaoping’s China has suc-
ceedgd in becoming a factory of the world by pursuing anti-Gerschenkron-
type industrialization, while the Soviet Union and Russia have intermittently
pursged and abandoned Gerschenkron-type industrialization and Russia
remains a monopoly economy. Uegaki explains the differences in indus-
tr1ah‘zat10n policies and their consequences among these countries by the
relz}tlonship between the domestic economy and the external economy. In
Chma, .the leading export sectors have been transferred from labor-inten'sive
?ndustrxes with weak power of ripple effect to moderately capital-intensive
1ndustr.ies with high power of ripple effect. In Russia there have been no such
Adynaml.c processes until today, while India has shown a unique type of
industrialization, which can be called post-modern-type industrialization.

In‘Chapter 2, Tomoo Marukawa and Yugo Konno compare the economic
opening policies implemented by China, India and Russia during the 1980s
and 1990s. The comparison suggests that the sequence of economic opening
l}as influenced their outcomes. China started from a partial opening, made
'tu]l use of the dual trade system to promote exports and protectn infant
mdu§tri<:s at the same time, and finally achieved a high level of openness
Russia started from a radical opening, and it failed to promote exports excepiz
for those of oil and gas, and also failed to protect its infant industries. Russia
ended up creating a rather closed economy, because of the inefficiency of its
customs procedures. In many respects, India stands in between these two
extreme cases.

C}_xapter 3, written by Shinichiro Tabata, shows that China, India and
Russia emerged as regional powers in the international financial system in the
2000s by accumulating huge foreign reserves. This is one of the consequences
of the opening-up policies of the three countries. The new Bretton Woods
sysFem was said to be set up, where emerging economies represented by
regional powers have re-established the United States as the center of the

world economy through their commitment to maintaining an undervalued
exchange rate. The global imbalance, which was anot! side of the revived
Bretton Woods system, led to the global financial crisis i 2008. The author
concludes that although the latter crisis has changed the mechanisms of
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foreign reserve accumulation in regional powers considerably, their presence
in the international financial system will remain large in the future as well.

Part 11 deals with the political aspects of the emergence of regional powers.
Together with the enhancement of their economic presence, their political
clout has increased as well. China, India and Russia, however, have common
problems due to the largeness of their countries. A serious problem is how to
integrate diversities of nationalities, religions, languages, and cultures while
maintaining statehood or nationhood. In this context, we reveal that the
political system, including election and party systems both at the national and
local levels, plays a crucial role.

In Chapter 4, Atsushi Ogushi and Yuko Adachi argue that one of the keys
to establishing a stable political order is the role of the dominant party, which
works as an integrating mechanism in such huge, developing, and changing
countries. While all dominant parties in China, India and Russia (the Chi-
nese Communist Party, Indian Congress, and United Russia) have contributed
to creating a political order, each party has a distinct mechanism. By
advancing conceptual ideal types of dominant parties that help to reveal the
peculiarities of the three parties, this chapter also demonstrates the limitations
of each party’s controlling power.

Chapter 5, authored by Fumiki Tahara, focuses on village leadership. In
particular, he examines the patronage networks of village leaders in three
regional power states in Eurasia. Employing two indices, the inclination
toward electoral patronage and selectivity of patrons, the author argues that
the characteristics of today’s village leaders can be conceptualized as the ‘com-
petitive client’ in India, the ‘faithful agent’ in Russia, and as either the ‘princi-
pal’ or the ‘bystander’ in China. These four village leadership types are
byproducts of different forms of patronage networks as determined by the
structure of party politics and competitiveness in the national and local elections
of each of the three countries.

In Chapters 6 and 7, Liang Tang and Yoshifumi Nakai compare China’s
political reform strategy with that of the former Soviet Union, respectively.
Tang analyzes the interaction between dominant political power and political
reform strategy in the two countries. He concludes that China has been able
to maintain a steady conservative approach to political reforms characterized
by slow-paced liberalization, while aiming at economic development as the
primary goal. In contrast, the former USSR started with moderate reform,
but ended up with radical democratization, marketization, and restructuring
of the sovereign state.

In Chapter 7, Nakai concentrates on the crucial period from 1988 through
1991. He argues that the abandonment of political reform during 1988-91
saved the Chinese Communist Party (CCP) from collapse. While the Soviet
Union and its Communist Party headed toward dissolution, China and the
CCP remained i1 jt. China’s retreat to its pre-reform position brought peace
and stability, whichi made economic development possible. The political con-
sequences of this peace, however, were grave. China turned into an economic
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giant without political modernization. He concludes that while today’s Russia
is a post-empire, today’s China looks increasingly like an empire, seeking
prosperity without political reform.

We analyze the emergence of regional powers in international politics as
well. We can say that, until the end of the Cold War, not only Russia, but also
China and India had prepared for their emergence as regional powers in
Eurasia. In Chapter 8, written by Toru Ito, relationships between regional
powers and relations between regional powers and core countries are dis-
cussed with special emphasis on India. He shows that India has established
strategic partnerships with almost all the major and emerging powers in the
world today. The author highlights the different types of India’s strategic
partnerships with the US, China and Russia. This chapter concludes that
India has no reliable and powerful cooperative partner and as a result, India
has adopted ‘omnidirectional strategic partnership’ as pragmatic diplomacy
in today’s world. The analysis here may symbolize today’s multipolar world.

Part III examines the regional powers from a much longer time horizon. If
we start with the world around the seventeenth century when China, India
and Russia ruled over Eurasia as respective empires, Eurasian history since
then may be well described as the history of the relationships of these three
empires and post-empires. In other words, comparison of these empires may
give a new and deep insight into Eurasian history. In this part, comparison of
various empires is made, which has contributed to the development of a new
discipline, i.e., comparative imperiology (see Kimitaka Matsuzato, ed., Com-
parative Imperiology, Sapporo: Slavic Research Center, Hokkaido University,
2010 (Slavic Eurasian Studies, 22)).

The First World War brought about the downfall of a series of empires. In
Chapter 9, Yoshiro Tkeda examines the ‘autonomous region’ system which
was a key institution that supported the integrity of these empires and
obtained a new significance afterward. In some places, they contributed to the
reintegration of the post-imperial sphere, while their existence may also serve
as a destabilizing factor in the borderlands. This chapter traces the develop-
ment of the autonomous regions in Europe and Eurasia from the early nine-
teenth century through World War I to the 1920s. Since the collapse of the
Soviet Union, its autonomous republics have been inherited by Russia and
other former states of the USSR. Furthermore, the Soviet nationalities policy
gave inspiration to China as well, though Beijing did not grant any kind of
statehood to its ethnic minorities. The author emphasizes that the practice
and idea of the autonomous republic is still essential today in understanding
the problem of stability in the Eurasian borderlands. The former Soviet
autonomous republics or regions and their counterparts on the Chinese periph-
ery, including Crimea, Abkhazia, and Xinjiang, are serving as a destabilizing
factor for international relations.

Chapter 10, written by Jun Akiba, sheds light on the issue of the shari‘a or
Islamic law in nineteenth-century empires. Confronted with a Muslim society,
these empires generally incorporated the existing Islamic legal system into
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their governmental institutions, which resulted in the imperial powers’ invol-
vement in defining what the ‘proper’ shari‘a was. The author takes examples
from British India, the Volga-Ural regions in Russia, Russian Turkestan, and
French-ruled Algeria to investigate the shari‘a politics in each region between
the late eighteenth and early twentieth centuries and examine their connec-
tions. The author also refers to the legal and judicial reforms in the Ottoman
Empire, and argues that colonial shari‘a politics after the late nineteenth

_century can be understood in the context of the encounter between ‘Ottoman
_ shari‘a’ and ‘colonial shari‘a’.

The final part, Part IV, is engaged in comparison of the cultures and
societies of the regional powers. We pay special attention to the fact that China,

 India and Russia represented respective civilizations in the past. Through a

comparison of the cultural aspects of the three countries that may challenge
the cultural dominance of the USA and Europe in the contemporary world,
‘we may obtain a deep insight into present and future world culture. In this part,
we make a comparative analysis of some cases of representation, perception

~ and self-consciousness illustrated in literature and cultural activities.

In Chapters 11 and 12, Indian and Chinese images in British and Russian

 literature are discussed, respectively. Chapter 11, written by Hisae Komatsu,

examines British Asian migrant literature. She argues that in the 2000s, espe-

- cially after September 11, 2001, British Asian literature garnered much

attention in British literary world as it ‘reveals the hidden worlds that shine in

~the darkness’. This chapter investigates the literary works of several authors

of Indian descent who are second generation migrants living in contemporary
Britain, and examines their sense of belonging, which is inherent in their
work, as well as how they position and represent their roots.

Chapter 12, authored by Go Koshino, sheds some light on Chinese images

- m Russia today, mainly analyzing contemporary fantasy novels in which a
~ remarkable role is allocated to the eastern neighbor. Vladimir Sorokin, Viktor

Pelevin, Kholm van Zaichik and other contemporary writers create a kind of
mirror image, intentionally reversing and grotesquely distorting traditional

 representations of the Celestial Empire. The author observes a sense of infer-

jority or superiority toward the West (or even toward the East), a ‘mega-

omaniac’ self-image of Eurasian power, a homophobic machismo mentality,

anxiety over an energy-dependent economy, and various other aspects of
Russian culture and society, reflected in the fantastic mirrors of China.

In the final chapter (Chapter 13), Sanami Takahashi, Noriko Maejima and
Hiroshi Kobayashi compare three World Cultural Heritage Sites in China,

~ India and Russia respectively, and discuss the problems arising from a dis-
~ crepancy in the understanding of cultural heritage between these regions and

the World Heritage Committee that recognizes the ‘universal value’ of the
sites. They argue that religious heritage, inscribed on the World Cultural
Heritage List, provides a prime example of fusion of traditional sacredness
and modern mass consumer culture. By exploring cultural issues of their
representation and management, they found several opposing and competing
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stakeholders, giving contradictory accounts of the significance of each site.
They conclude that UNESCO’s seemingly neutral evaluation makes it more
difficult to create a balance between preservation, economic stake and spiritual
significance.

As a whole, we show that it is essential for these regional powers, i.e.,
China, India and Russia, to maintain huge country status in terms of popu-
lation and territory, since they have regained their importance in the world
economically, politically and culturally, and enjoy substantial benefits due to
the expansiveness of their repective territories. If we look at per capita indi-
cators, these countries are not among the top countries in the world. In this
sense, they do not lead the world and they do not provide attractive models
for the world, including the developed countries.

China, India and Russia have invented specific means or institutions in
order to exploit the size of their countries and to integrate large territories
containing divergent nationalities, religions, languages and cultures. These
means and institutions include, for instance, a specific dominant party system,
a state-dominant economic system, the institution of autonomous regions,
and a specific ideology or nostalgia integrating the country. We have to admit
that some of these institutions have not been regarded as normal or desirable
by the current international standard created by the core countries. This may be
attributed to the costs involved in maintaining regional powers. It should
be noted that among developed countries, only the USA has maintained big
country status in the contemporary world. We should take these Chinese,
Indian and Russian institutions seriously, since they are playing an important
role in the increasing world presence of these countries, and some of them
may be regarded as models for other developing countries.

We believe that, as the importance of these regional powers increases, the
significance of our study, i.e. the comparison of these regional powers,
increases as well. And we are proud that our research is the very first attempt
of this kind in the world.

I'would like to express my deep appreciation for the su pport of the Ministry
of Education and Science, Japan by noting that this is one of the major
results of the Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research on Innovative Areas entitled
‘Comparative Research on Major Regional Powers in Eurasia’, carried out in
2008-13. I would also like to thank the Slavic-Eurasian Research Center,
Hokkaido University, for supporting the activities of this big research project.
Special thanks go to Masanori Goto of the Slavic-Eurasian Research Center
for helping me with the editorial work.

Note

I We do not argue that China is still a regional power and not a global power. We
just define regional powers as such countries as are « lengers to the existing
world order. ,

Part I
Economic development



