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Abstract

This article analyzes the influence of status-aspiration in Russias military
involvement in Syria. By leveraging the literature on status and empirical
evidence, I posit that Russias ambition for prestigious power recognition,
rooted in its search for ontological security, has played a significant role
in shaping its involvement in Syria. The existing scholarly discourse has
considered the status impact on Russia’s foreign policies; however, this article
differentiates itself by scrutinizing Russia’s strategic objectives, rhetoric, and
maneuvers throughout its Syrian intervention, while investigating the degree
to which status-aspiration motivations coalesce with other elements to mold
its participation in the conflict. By spotlighting the historical continuum,
I further propose that military interventions have functioned as a vebicle
for Russia to affirm its prestigious power status following the failure of non-
mi/z'mry strategies to secure recognition of a great power status in the 1990s.
Aside from its contribution to the literature, this study also carries pragmatic
implications for policymakers in _forecasting and reacting to Russia’s moves,
thereby enriching the nuanced comprehension of its foreign policy conduct
and its consequential effects on regional and global stability.
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Introduction

In recent years, Russia has pursued an aggressive foreign policy strategy,
marked by several military interventions that illustrate its quest for
global influence and prestige. Russia’s intervention in Syria is one of
its most important military interventions given the regional and global
significance of the Syrian civil war and the fact that Syria is situated
well beyond Russia’s territorial borders. What is the overarching goal
motivating Russia’s adoption of an aggressive strategy? I argue that the
quest for status is a crucial factor driving Russia’s foreign policy choices.
Drawing on empirical data this study argues that Russia perceives its
status in relation to other nations and Russia’s military intervention in
Syria serves as a means of asserting its great power status. Furthermore,
this research underscores the fact that Russia’s conduct in Syria is
consistent with its pattern of behavior in previous interventions,
reflecting a broader approach to foreign policy that seeks to enhance
Russia’s status in the international system.

This paper aims to contribute to a more comprehensive understanding
of Russia’s foreign policy behavior, particularly its military intervention
in Syria, by examining the role of status-seeking motivations. By
providing insights into the influence of status-seeking behavior on
Russia’s foreign policy decisions, the paper aims to contribute to the
development of more effective policies that address the challenges posed
by Russia’s pursuit of great power status. Such enhanced understanding
will have practical implications for policymakers, equipping them with
the necessary knowledge to anticipate and respond more effectively to
Russia’s actions and helping to foster regional and international stability
in an increasingly complex global landscape.

The paper is organized into the following sections: First, a literature
review will provide an overview of existing research on the relationship
between status-seeking behavior and Russia’s foreign policy. Second, the
theoretical framework and methodology section outlines the empirical
data and comparative case studies used to analyze Russia’s foreign policy
choices and its quest for status in the international system. Then, I
present a background discussion of Russian foreign policy and the
Syrian civil war. This section aims to provide the necessary context
for understanding the geopolitical landscape within which Russia’s
quest for status in Syria has unfolded. Subsequently, the main section
of the paper offers an in-depth analysis of Russia’s strategic objectives,
rhetoric, and actions during its intervention in Syria, highlighting the
extent to which status-seeking motivations interact with other factors
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in shaping Russia’s involvement in the conflict. By investigating Russia’s
behavior through this multifaceted lens, the research seeks to provide a
more nuanced understanding of the factors that drive Russia’s pursuit
of great power status, and its implications for regional and international

stability.

Review of the Literature

While several scholars assert that Russian domestic factors significantly
contribute to Russias intervention in Syria, a closer examination
of these claims reveals inherent limitations. Proponents of this view
contend that Putin capitalizes on Russian nationalism to bolster his
foreign policy decisions, such as the annexation of Crimea and other
assertive geopolitical moves.! They argue that the Russian media and
public discourse corroborate Putin’s narrative, reinforcing his grip on
power.” Additionally, it is posited that Putin uses the Syrian intervention
to shore up the popularity of the regime by appealing to nationalistic
sentiments.’ Trenin argues that domestic concerns also include issues
related to the connection with the

extremist groups inside Russia and \y/hile
extremist groups in Syria.* The
argument, however, is marred by the

several scholars

dearth of empirical evidence. While signiﬁcantly contribute

assert

that Russian domestic factors

to

Russian nationalism and domestic Ryssia’s intervention in Syria, a

concerns might indeed influence
Putin’s foreign  policy choices,

determining his precise motives with reveals inherent limitations.

certainty proves elusive. In other

words, whether these concerns constitute Russia’s primary motivation
remains highly debatable. Nevertheless, this line of reasoning provokes
inquiries that are pertinent to the essence of the Russian social contract
and the extent of Putin’s control over the state apparatus.

Several scholars posit that economic factors and related energy
considerations canbe thekey driversbehind Russia’sintervention in Syria,
emphasizing proposed gas pipelines and access to the Syrian market.
Numerous sources emphasize the significance of natural resources and
infrastructure in their attempt to analyze foreign involvement in Syria.’
Central to this narrative is Iran-Iraq-Syria Pipeline, a $10 billion project
stretching from Iran to Syria, which presents Russia with an opportunity
to control European gas exports. Posing an alternative to the Qatari-
proposed pipeline, which would cross Syria towards Tiirkiye, Russia,
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as Europe’s main supplier of solid fuels, crude oil, and gas, favored the
Iran-Iraq-Syria pipeline due to stronger ties with Iran, thereby securing
lucrative EU market dominance.® Other possible economic motivations
include Russia’s economic diversification efforts, spurred by a domestic
crisis caused by plummeting oil prices and international sanctions post-
Crimea, aimed at gaining access to the Syrian market, an important
buyer of Russian arms. Moreover, with a trade focus pivoting towards
the Middle East, Syria emerges as a vital partner in securing Russian gas
exports to Europe. According to Borschevskaya, the fall of the Libyan
regime, which led to substantial losses in weapon contracts for Russia,
might have heightened concerns about similar losses in Syria.” While
existing literature often emphasizes political and security factors, the
role of natural resources and infrastructure should not be discounted
as potential motives behind Russia’s military intervention in Syria.
Overall, however, the discourse often lacks rigorous empirical analysis
and it remains unclear whether Russia’s economic motivation is an end
in itself or serves a broader purpose.

The official justification for Russia’s direct military intervention in
Syria was to support the Syrian regime in its fight against terrorism.
According to the 2014 military doctrine of the Russian Federation,
“Russia had the legitimate right to employ the Armed Forces, other
troops and bodies to repel aggression against itself and/or its allies

. in accordance with generally recognized principles and norms of
international law and international treaties of the Russian Federation.”®
One strand of the literature noted that the security factor may have
played a crucial role in Russia’s intervention as it aimed to preserve Syria’s
unity and contain the threat of terrorist groups to safeguard Russia’s
regional and national security interests. For instance, Zvyagelskaya
shows that besides emphasizing its geopolitical status Russia intervened
in Syria to fight terrorism.” Manoylo argues that Russia intervened to
protect its national security by containing the threats posed by terrorist
groups, such as ISIS." Similarly, Khudyakov posits that stabilizing the
region to achieve regional security in the Levant remains Russia’s chief
objective in Syria."" There is also a body of literature that argues just
the opposite. For instance, Molodykh argues that Russia’s stated goal of
fighting international terrorism is used to mask its strategic objectives
at the regional and global levels,'” and that Russia’s prioritization of
targeting the moderate opposition indicates that its core motivation is
not to target terrorists.'? Therefore, despite Kremlin’s official motivation,
it is hard to suggest that “fighting international terrorism” is its real
objective in Syria.
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Another strand in the literature, which this article leans towards,
points to the importance of Russia’s status pursuit in its intervention
in Syria. According to Larson and Shevchenko, for example, following
the Crimean takeover, Putin sought to re-establish Russias global
status and challenge the image of a declining regional power promoted
especially by the Obama administration.” Putin aimed to compel
the United States to view Russia as an equal, highlighting Russia’s
power and influence on the global stage. Similarly, Kreutz argues that
Russia’s quest for maintaining its influence in the Middle East through
its support to Syria stems from its pursuit of preserving its status in
the international arena as an independent actor that achieves results
through dialogue with all regional actors.” Pieper argues that Russia’s
intervention in Syria is a manifestation of its efforts to resist the West’s
internationalization of certain norms such as the Responsibility to
Protect (R2P) and its promotion of alternative norms such as the
illegalization of intervention in domestic affairs of other states under any
condition.'® Regarding the way Russia protects its status through Syria,
Freire and Heller argue that the reason why Russia uses military power
despite its faltering economy is because Russia is a status overachiever."”
Geukjian argues that overachievers typically evade conflict and strive
to preserve the status quo, providing them with a greater degree of
international influence and recognition from other major powers than
their resources alone would justify.'® To alter this status quo would
necessitate significant resource allocation and could result in the loss of
the overachiever’s status. When faced with challenges to their regional
leadership, status overachievers may exhibit aggression within their
immediate vicinity. Therefore, it is possible to argue that Russia is a
status-inconsistent power that uses military power to make up for its
status deficit."” Moulikova and Kanet demonstrate that such pursuits
stem from Russia’s need for ontological security.?® Tsygankov argues
that a similar process played out in Russia’s military intervention in
Ukraine.”! In conclusion, this strand of literature underlines the fact
that Russia’s involvement in Syria is primarily motivated by its ambition
to sustain and advance its global status, which Russia advances in order
to challenge Western norms and assert its autonomy as a powerful
actor. This endeavor has entailed the use of military force as a means of
compensating for its status deficit and reinforcing its identity as a status
overachiever.

This article also argues that Russia’s quest to regain its lost status after
the Soviet Union’s collapse best explains its intervention in Syria. In the
early 1990s, Russia sought collaboration with the West, intending to
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In the early 1990s, Russia sought
the West,
intending to promote democracy
and Western
systems. the West’s
disregard for Russia’s interests

collaboration with
integrate  into
However,

prompted a shift to a more
assertive foreign policy, aiming
to reclaim status, prestige, and
influence.

promote democracy and integrate
into Western systems. However,
the West’s disregard for Russia’s
interests prompted a shift to a
more assertive foreign policy,
aiming to reclaim status, prestige,
and influence.” The significance
of status concerns can be observed
in official documents and leaders’
statements. For example, the
1997 National Security Concept
emphasized Russia’s interests in
the post-Soviet region and its role
in a multipolar world order.” In

the 2009 Russian National Security Strategy, Russia contested Western
civilization’s monopoly on cultural and political values, and opposed
the United States’ hegemonic global role.** Russia’s responses to U.S.
missile defense systems in Poland and the Czech Republic, and potential
NATO membership for Ukraine and Georgia exemplified its opposition
to Western dominance. The Syrian intervention was another link in this
chain of Russian attempts to regain its global status. The intervention
showcased Russia’s military prowess and projected power in a region
traditionally dominated by the U.S. and its allies. By challenging the
regional dominance of the U.S., Russia could position itself as an
indispensable actor, establishing new partnerships and strengthening
existing ties with key regional players.

To summarize, a panoply of plausible explanations for Russia’s military
intervention in Syria surfaces in the literature: domestic considerations,
economic factors, the professed fight against terrorism, and the pursuit
of international status. Domestic politics and economic and security
concerns offer invaluable insights, but fall short of encapsulating the full
complexity of Russia’s motivations. I contend that the quest for great
power status and recognition provides a more compelling framework
to comprehend Russia’s motivations. As such, this article advocates for
a nuanced approach that foregrounds Russia’s status-seeking behavior
while acknowledging the interplay with other factors. This perspective
underscores Russia’s pursuit of ontological security and the implications
of its status-overachiever identity. Russia’s pursuit of status, I argue, was
its primary motivator, and provides a novel pathway to understanding
Russia’s foreign policy behavior in Syria and its broader implications for

regional and global stability.

142



Deciphering Russia’s Geopolitical Playbook: Status-Seeking Motivations Through Intervention to Syria

Theoretical Framework

In the realm of international politics, status forms a core element that
impacts the decisions and actions of states as they maneuver through
the intricacies of the global arena. Rooted in human nature, the quest
for status reflects an almost hardwired instinct towards betterment,”
a mechanism that is also mirrored in the conduct of states. A
country’s status maintenance or enhancement is a prime objective for
policymakers, bestowing upon nations decision-making autonomy
and deference from other states. Since status is inherently relational, it
cannot be achieved in isolation, but must occur through interactions
with other states.?

States engage in diverse strategies to attain a higher status in the
international arena. Recognition of such a status provides ontological
security, facilitating states to form coherent interests and act upon them.
A state’s insecurity about its status may arise from misrecognition,
namely a discrepancy between self-perception and others’ perceptions.”
When misrecognition takes place, states may seek recognition from
a constructed status community, acting peacefully and adhering to
international norms and rules if successful. However, failure to secure
recognition may prompt states to root their identity in material
practices, such as a great power voice, military power, and spheres of
influence. In the case of Russia, its self-perception as a great power
forms a pivotal part of its identity and ontological security, intertwining
its historical need for physical security with a narrative of its great power
status.”® This narrative has become an integral part of Russia’s identity,
constructed over time to address its physical security needs.”

The existence of a social hierarchy is widely acknowledged in
international relations, with great powers and superpowers holding

the highest status. States endeavor to elevate their position in this
hierarchy via various strategies aimed at achieving higher status.’® The
literature delineates four primary

approaches to understanding In the case of Russia, its self-

status, encompassing the social- erception as a ereat power forms
psychological approach of Larson percep 8 P

and Shevchenko,?! the rationalist @ PIVOtal part of its 1dent1ty and

approach of Renshon,” the ontological security, intertwining
constructivist  approach  of s historical need for physical
Murray,®  and  the status
immobility approach of Ward.**
This article utilizes Larson and great power status.

security with a narrative of its
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Shevchenko’s classification of status-seeking strategies, comprising
social mobility, social competition, and social creativity. Social mobility
involves a lower-status state adopting norms of the elite group to
gain recognition.” Social competition entails states using hard power
strategies to achieve higher status,*® and social creativity involves states
seeking prestige through distinctive policy or issue areas.?’”

Examining Russia’s conduct since the late 2000s through this lens, this
article posits that after unsuccessful attempts to secure status recognition
through social mobility in the early 1990s, Russia has increasingly
adopted social competition as a status-seeking strategy. Characterized
by geopolitical competition, this strategy could lead to more conflicts
and less cooperation between states. This shift is evident in Russia’s
2008 invasion of Georgia and its attempts to create a multipolar world,
challenging U.S. overlay in multiple regions. An analysis of Russia’s
actions within the context of these status-seeking strategies offers a
deeper understanding of the intricate motivations behind its foreign
policy decisions, such as its military intervention in Syria.

Russia’s Quest for Status in Syria as Observed in Objectives,
Rhetoric, and Actions

Russias strategic aims include preserving the Assad regime and
challenging U.S. regional dominance, reflecting a deeper aspiration
to reshape the existing geopolitical order. The rhetoric of Russian
leadership advocates for a multipolar world while maintaining an image
of Russia as a responsible global actor. Russia’s military and diplomatic
actions in Syria further testify to its competitive capacity to address
significant regional crises. By examining these aspects, the article strives
to offer a nuanced understanding of how Russia’s status pursuit in Syria
impacts broader geopolitical scenarios.

Objectives

Moscow’s actions in the region are part of a strategy to assert its
influence, challenge the global order, and establish itself as a major
player in international affairs. Russia’s intervention in Syria is driven
by several objectives, each of which contributes to the country’s
pursuit of great power status. These objectives can be divided into
three main categories: hampering U.S. hegemonic power, showcasing
military power, and increasing its regional influence by protecting its
allies. First, by actively engaging in the Syrian conflict, Russia aims to
promote global multipolarity thereby challenging the dominance of
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the United States in the region and undermining its ability to dictate
the course of events.”® This serves to counterbalance U.S. influence
and create a more multipolar world order, in which Russia can assert
its own interests more effectively. Second, the conflict has given the
country a platform to demonstrate its advanced military capabilities,
such as the use of sophisticated weaponry and technology, sending a
strong signal to the international community about its strength and
resolve.”” This serves to reinforce Russia’s image as a formidable global
actor and bolsters its status among great powers. Lastly, Russia’s alliance
with the Syrian regime contributes to Moscow’s strategic interests
in the region and reinforces its position as a key global actor.”” By
steadfastly supporting its allies, Russia can maintain a foothold in
the Middle East and ensure the continued relevance of its strategic
partnerships. Additionally, protecting its allies serves to demonstrate
Russia’s loyalty and commitment, further enhancing its international
standing. In summary, by challenging U.S. hegemony, showcasing its
military prowess, and protecting its allies, Moscow asserts its role as a
key regional and global player in contemporary international politics.

The objectives of Russias intervention in Syria serve to advance its
status as a great power. By hampering U.S. hegemonic power, Russia
highlights the limitations of U.S. influence in the region and presents
itself as a key player in the global arena. By demonstrating its advanced
military capabilities and technological prowess, Russia attempts to
capture international attention to
bolster its image as a formidable
great power. Despite its economic

By hampering U.S. hegemonic

weaknesses, such display of military ~POWEer, Russia highlights the
strength reinforces the perception of  |imitations of U.S. influence in

Russia as a resurgent military power
and a force to be reckoned with.”!

the region and presents itself as a

Lastly, protecting its allies, such as key player in the global arena.

the Assad regime, emphasizes Russia’s

commitment to upholding its strategic interests and maintaining its
influence in the Middle East. By standing by its allies even in the
face of international pressure, Russia signals its resolve to defend
its interests and showcases its ability to act as a power broker in the
region.* Furthermore, increasing Russian influence in the Middle East
strengthens Moscow’s position as a significant player in regional affairs.
This enhanced influence allows Russia to shape political outcomes, build
alliances, and expand its diplomatic reach, thereby contributing to its
perceived status in the international community. This, in turn, further
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strengthens Russia’s position in the global landscape and advances its
status as a great power.

Rbetoric

Russias discourse in the Syrian conflict revolves around several key
narratives that help to contextualize its involvement and justify its
actions. First, through its rhetoric, Moscow emphasizes the importance
of state sovereignty and non-intervention in the affairs of other
countries. By positioning itself as a defender of these principles, Russia
seeks to contrast its role in Syria with that of Western powers, which
it accuses of meddling in the region and exacerbating the conflict.
For instance, Putin has criticized the Western strategy of supporting
various opposition groups in Syria, arguing that such efforts have
led to a protracted and bloody conflict with negative consequences
for regional stability. Moscow has attempted to position itself as a
more reliable and effective partner in resolving complex international
problems, thereby enhancing its status relative to other global powers.
This rhetorical strategy highlights Russia’s desire to challenge the
existing world order and assert its place as an indispensable player in
international politics. Another aspect of Russia’s discourse focuses on
the fight against terrorism, with Moscow claiming that its intervention
in Syria is primarily aimed at combating extremist groups such
as ISIS.* On a number of occasions, Putin has stated that Western
involvement in the Middle East is to blame for the rising extremism
in the region.® This narrative allows Russia to present its actions as
being in line with the broader goals of international security and
stability, thereby garnering support and legitimacy for its involvement.
Russian state officials also raise the issue of the West’s need to accept
the unfolding multipolar world order. Both Lavrov®® and Putin?
underline that the West attempts, in vain, to prevent and contain the
formation of a multipolar world order by interfering in the domestic
affairs of sovereign states fomenting disorder. It can be argued that
compared to an alternative scenario where Russia would have limited
influence under U.S. hegemony, a multipolar order potentially offers
Russia more influence as a respected great power. Being a great power
means that a state is consulted in every question of major importance,
whether or not it has individual interests, while other powers are only
consulted when they are directly affected by a decision.”® By utilizing its
military capabilities in cases like Syria, Russia increases its influence and
cultivate a multipolar order where its increased influence contributes
to a geopolitical landscape where Russia holds a superior position in
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terms of both status and influence. It is noteworthy that such a strategy
is promoted word-for-word by Bashar al-Assad who suggests, “The firm
and principled stance that Russia has towards the United States and the
West is one of the main contributing factors to the birth of a multipolar
world order, sought by all countries and peoples who adhere to the
international law and defend their sovereignty and national interests.”*
Opverall, Russia’s discourse in the Syrian conflict is designed to frame its
involvement in a manner that bolsters its image as a key player in the
region, while also emphasizing its commitment to international norms

and principles.

At the same time Russia’s discourse
in the Syrian conflict serves as a
strategic tool for advancing its status-
seeking objectives on the global stage.
By emphasizing the importance of
international norms, and its fight
against terrorism, Moscow positions
itself as a responsible international
actor that upholds global norms and
values. This image bolsters Russia’s
claim to great power status and helps

Overall, Russias discourse in
the Syrian conflict is designed
to frame its involvement in a
manner that bolsters its image as
a key player in the region, while
also emphasizing its commitment
and

to international norms

principles.

differentiate it from Western powers, which Russia often accuses of
partaking in destabilizing actions in the Middle East.>® Russian officials
have often highlighted their military’s success in turning the tide of
the conflict in favor of the Assad regime, and their role in facilitating
peace negotiations, such as the Astana Process.”’ By emphasizing these
achievements, Moscow secks to demonstrate its indispensability in
addressing international security challenges and further its claim to

great power status.

In conclusion, Russia’s discourse in the Syrian conflict is a critical
component of its status-seeking strategy. By emphasizing the importance
of international norms, state sovereignty, and the fight against terrorism,
Moscow positions itself as a responsible and indispensable international
actor. Moreover, the showcasing of Russia’s military and diplomatic
capabilities in the Syrian context serves to bolster its claim to great
power status. Ultimately, the strategic use of discourse allows Russia to
assert its position in the region and challenge the existing world order,
contributing to its broader foreign policy ambitions and pursuit of

great power status.
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Actions

Russia’s military, diplomatic, and economicinvolvementserve to advance
Moscow’s interests and project its influence in the region. Russia’s
military actions include deploying its air force for airstrikes against
opposition forces, providing logistical support and military equipment
to the Syrian Arab Army, and deploying its own ground forces in
advisory and special operations roles.” These efforts have been crucial
in bolstering the regime and shifting the balance of power in its favor,
showcasing Russia’s ability to impact the conflict’s outcome decisively.”
Second, Moscow has played a significant role in the diplomatic arena,
engaging in peace talks and ceasefire negotiations. Initiatives such as the
Astana Process and the Sochi talks have been driven by Russia, working
alongside regional partners like Iran and Turkiye to shape the conflict’s
political outcome. These diplomatic efforts have positioned Russia as
an indispensable player in the Syrian peace process, further asserting its
influence in the region and on the international stage.’ Lastly, Russia
has also been involved in economic action, such as providing financial
assistance and investing in Syrias reconstruction efforts. Moscow has
extended credit lines, facilitated trade, and supplied essential goods like
oil and food to the Assad regime.’> These economic actions have helped
the Syrian government maintain its capacity to function and reinforced
Russia’s position as a key ally in the region. These three dimensions
of Russia’s actions—military, diplomatic, and economic—illustrate the
diverse ways in which Moscow has sought to assert its presence and
further its objectives in Syria.

The various actions undertaken by Russia during its intervention
in Syria reveal the underlying status-seeking motivations driving
Moscow’s foreign policy in the region. Russia’s successful shift of the
conflict’s course in favor of the Assad regime has showcased its military
prowess and cemented its position as a key power broker in the Middle
East.’® This demonstration of military and diplomatic capabilities has
enhanced Russia’s status on the global stage, signaling its determination
to play an influential role in resolving international conflicts. Russia’s
military intervention in Syria has allowed it to counterbalance Western
influence in the region and promote a multipolar world order.”” By
directly intervening in a conflict where the United States and its allies
had struggled to achieve their objectives, Russia has not only challenged
their dominance but also asserted its claim to great power status. By
contesting the existing global hierarchy and projecting its capabilities,
Moscow has reinforced its status-seeking objectives. Russia’s economic
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actionsin Syria have further demonstrated its commitment to supporting

the Assad regime, bolstering its influence in the region. By providing
financial assistance, facilitating trade, and investing in reconstruction

efforts, Moscow has strengthened its ties with Damascus and secured

a long-term presence in the region. This economic engagement has

allowed Russia to position itself as a key actor in the Middle East,
contributing to its pursuit of greater status on the international stage.

Opverall, Russia’s status-seeking motivations have manifested through

its military, diplomatic, and economic actions in Syria, reflecting its

broader aspirations to be recognized as a global power.

The decisive impact of its military

involvement  combined  with its  The decisive impact of its military
influential role in  diplomatic
negotiations have enhanced Russias ) ] ) )
global status, while challenging influential role in dlplomatlc
Western  hegemony.  Economic negotiations  have  enhanced
endanors, %ncluc‘lmg prov1d1ng.ald Russia’s  global
and investing in reconstruction,
have consolidated Russian regional
presence and ties with Damascus.
These actions collectively reflect Russia’s broader aspiration for global
recognition as a significant power, reinforcing the key argument of this
analysis.

involvement combined with its

status, while
challenging Western hegemony.

Conclusion

This research paper has explored the role of status-seeking motivations
in shaping Russias military intervention in Syria. Through a
comprehensive analysis of its strategic objectives, rhetoric, and actions,
I have shown that Russia’s quest for great power status significantly
influences its foreign policy choices. The findings of this article suggest
that military interventions, such as the one in Syria, serve as a means
for Russia to assert its great power status when non-military means have
failed to secure recognition from the West.

Russias pursuit of status in Syria is evident across its strategic
objectives, rhetoric, and actions. Moscow’s intervention in the conflict
has showcased its military and diplomatic capabilities, challenging the
prevailing geopolitical order and positioning itself as a key player in the
region. The strategic narratives employed by Russian officials highlight
Moscow’s commitment to upholding international law and advocating
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for a multipolar world, further enhancing its international standing.
Through a combination of military, diplomatic, and economic actions,
Russia has effectively asserted its influence in the Middle East and
enhanced its status on the global stage. By examining these multiple
dimensions, we gain a deeper understanding of the intricate interplay
between Russia’s pursuit of status in Syria and the broader geopolitical
ramifications that emanate from its endeavors.

Looking forward, we can expect Russia to persist in its endeavor to assert
its influence and actively seek opportunities to consolidate its presence
in the Middle East. The recalibration of the strategic focus of the U.S.
toward China, coupled with a diminishment of its commitments in
the region, has engendered a palpable geopolitical void that Russia may
be poised to exploit judiciously. As the U.S. presence recedes, Russia

By positioning itself as a
dependable and

mediator in regional disputes,

collaborator

Russia can cultivate more robust
afhiliations with Middle Eastern
states, thereby solidifying its
the

geopolitical landscape.

prominence in regional

is likely to increasingly engage in
initiatives aimed at bolstering its
military, economic, and diplomatic
entanglements with Middle Eastern
nations. This calculated approach
not only affords Russia the means to
extend its sphere of influence, butalso
furnishes it with invaluable leverage
to propagate its vision of a multipolar
global order. By positioning itself
as a dependable collaborator and
mediator in regional disputes, Russia
can cultivate more robust affiliations

with Middle Eastern states, thereby solidifying its prominence in the

regional geopolitical landscape.

Furthermore, as Russia continues its assertive role in the Middle East,
it is probable that it will encounter intricate diplomatic entanglements
and give rise to discord with other prominent stakeholders in the
region. This process may entail navigating multifaceted relationships
with traditional U.S. allies, like Jordan, as well as regional heavyweights
like Iran and Tiirkiye. The intricate interplay between Russia’s status-
seeking aspirations and its interactions with these actors will represent
a pivotal determinant of its forthcoming actions. It is likely that
Russia will be compelled to harmonize its interests and objectives,
considering both its pursuit of great power status and the regional
stability imperatives. Consequently, the forthcoming years may witness
a meticulous choreography of diplomacy, military deployments, and
economic engagements as Russia endeavors to seize the evolving
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dynamics in the Middle East and mold them to serve its overarching
foreign policy imperatives.

The practical implications of this research extend to informing
policymakers on what to anticipate and how to respond to Russia’s
actions in international conflicts. A more nuanced understanding of
Russia’s status-seeking motivations can contribute to the development
of effective strategies for managing regional and international stability
in the face of resurgent great power competition. Future research may
build upon the findings of this paper by examining the role of status-
seeking motivations in other cases of Russian foreign policy or by
investigating how the interplay between status-seeking objectives and
other factors shapes Russia’s decision-making processes. Additionally, it
would be valuable to explore how the perception of Russia’s great power
status influences the responses of other international actors and impacts
the dynamics of global politics.
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