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The establishment of the countries of “American friends”
to the USSR and their current role in world politics

Abstract. The relevance of this study is that the foreign policy of countries in different regions of the world in the 21
century is a significant determinant that affects the overall international political process and world politics and is the
consequence of past international relations. One of the consequences of the development of Brazil and Argentina and
the rapid deterioration of Venezuela was international relations with the Soviet Union in the 20" century. The purpose
of this research is to identify and analyse the influence of the Soviet Union on the establishment and current role of
Brazil, Argentina and Venezuela in world politics, based on the literature search. The study used the bibliographic method,
analysis and synthesis, comparison and induction. It was established that the Soviet Union's international relations with
its “American friends” were designed to deplete resources, develop dependence and achieve hegemony in the region,
compared to the United States. It is determined that the USSR, in pursuit of leadership over the Latin American region,
tried to introduce the ideas of socialism to South America, using mainly commodity relations. Proof of this influence is the
establishment of Venezuela, which was influenced by the Soviet Union, followed its ideas and is now the worst-developed
country in the region, in contrast to Brazil and Argentina, which, due to alienation, were able to develop both their
economic and political position and role in the international arena. The practical significance of this study is manifested
in the fact that the results of this work allow an understanding of some aspects of political phenomena for the final use of
positive experience in modern political transformations
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Introduction

South America has undergone significant changes in re-
cent decades. The history of the region’s establishment
has left the countries of South America with many polit-
ical and economic problems that have resulted in their
current position and role in the current political and eco-
nomic system. Currently, South America, like in the 20%
century, is still an arena for contemporary events. Thus,
the relations between South American countries and the
Soviet Union in the 20 century and the consequences of
such relations for the countries examined in the 215 cen-
tury are of considerable interest.

South America - a region with great political and eco-
nomic potential, where the US and the USSR fought for

influence during the Cold War. Now that conditions have
changed and the Cold War, with its sense of mistrust and
secrecy, is history, a more realistic and critical look at So-
viet foreign policy, its motives, logic, and actions can be
taken. Thus, it is advisable to present and summarise 70
years of Soviet relations with Latin America and the sig-
nificant consequences of these relations in the current re-
alities for three countries, namely the Federative Republic
of Brazil, the Republic of Argentina, and the Bolivarian
Republic of Venezuela.

A considerable amount of research has been con-
ducted on the role of South American countries in world
politics, their establishment and development in the
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international arena, and the causes and consequences of
their current situation. For example, Ukrainian researcher
B. Kudelko (2022) emphasises the role of the United States
in the formation of Latin American countries, namely the
US hegemony in the region from the 18™ century to the
beginning of the 215 century, which was one of the reasons
for the current situation of the countries. The American
researcher C. Gaffey (2020) noted that Soviet influence
caused significant losses for South American countries
and emphasised other consequences and the current sit-
uation of countries in avoiding communism both in the
region and anywhere in the world.

Y. Yordanov (2021), in his study, highlighted the inter-
national relations between Cuba and the USSR, noting that
the countries have come a thorny way from the “warm” be-
ginning of sugar trade relations in 1960 to tense relations in
the 80s the 20 century, which the USSR authorities toler-
ated to preserve the Cuban revolution, which was the cen-
tre of socialism in the Western Hemisphere. The research-
er noted that after 1980, the structural reforms adopted by
the new leadership of the USSR concerning Cuba resulted
in the end of its cooperation with European countries and
the subsequent rapid decline of the country’s economy.

V. Saeki-Serna (2021) determined that the main pur-
pose of Soviet leaders towards Latin American countries
was to preserve and consolidate absolute power, expand it,
and destroy the governmental mechanism and structure of
society in non-Soviet countries. T. Harmer (2021) focused
his research on one of the countries of South America -
Chile. For example, the researcher established that with the
intervention of the USSR and the United States, the coun-
try achieved growth due to the successful abandonment of
communism and development in the opposite way to those
neighbouring countriesthatsupported theideasofthe USSR.

However, the subject has not yet been thoroughly
researched regarding the impact of the so-called “friend-
ship” between the USSR and the countries examined and
the consequences that such relations have caused, which
still exist today. The relevance of this research is primarily
conditioned upon the absence of similar research studies
specialising in this subject in the context of modern polit-
ical international relations.

To better understand the problem, this study was
designed to identify general trends in Soviet influence
for countries that followed their ideology and partially
cooperated with the USSR as “American friends”. Such
countries were, for example, Venezuela, Argentina, and
countries that, after their relations with the USSR, took a
different path of development, such as Brazil, etc.

The purpose of this study is to scrutinize the main as-
pects and stages of relations and to explore the current role
in world politics of South American countries, namely Bra-
zil, Argentina, and Venezuela, by analysing their economic
development and the political consequences of interna-
tional relations with the Soviet Union, which determine
the role and place of these countries in world politics today.

Materials and Methods

To achieve this purpose, the bibliographic method was ini-
tially used, in the form of a qualitative selection of some
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literary material, to determine the relevance of the study of
the issue in a particular region. In addition, previous stud-
ies by English, Ukrainian, American, Spanish, and Argen-
tine authors are studied. First of all, to perform the primary
tasks of the study, the method of analysis and synthesis of
information was used to identify the beginning and root
causes of relations between Venezuela, Argentina and Bra-
zil, and the Soviet Union. The study analyses the devel-
opment of the countries examined, starting from the first
20t century and ending with the second decade of the 21
century, to identify the consequences of international rela-
tions of the countries examined. To confirm the economic
processes in the countries examined, changes in statisti-
cal data were carefully analysed and explored. To achieve
this task, the following indicators were explored using the
method of statistical data analysis: gross domestic product
(hereinafter — GDP) of the region examined for the period
1960-1984 to analyse positive or adverse changes in the
development of South American countries. In addition,
using the method of comparison and analysis, the author
examines in more detail the GDP of Argentina for the peri-
od 1870-1914. Thus, before the commencement of interna-
tional relations with the Soviet Union, and in comparison,
with the same indicator of other countries of the world, the
level of development of Argentina in the period 1870-1914
was much better compared to other modern leading coun-
tries of the world. For this comparison, per capita income
levels among other countries were used. The study analy-
ses in detail Venezuela’s GDP for the period 1963-2022, i.e.,
from the beginning of international relations with the So-
viet Union to the present day, and the growth rate of Ven-
ezuela’s GDP for the period 1986-2022. To fully reflect the
economic situation of Venezuela in recent years, the coun-
try’s prospective development index was probed in com-
parison with its closest neighbours. In addition, notably, by
applying the method of analysis and synthesis of informa-
tion, the author identifies the periods of foreign relations
of the investigated countries and studies the levers of influ-
ence on Latin American countries by the USSR. Separately,
the comparison method was used to identify the problems
faced by the countries examined during and after coopera-
tion with the Soviet Union, both in the economic and polit-
ical aspects. The main choice in determining the research
plan was to focus on an inductive research approach, which
is appropriate for the work being done. The method of in-
duction and comparison was used for the analysed coun-
tries (Venezuela, Argentina, and Brazil) to establish the
economic and political consequences of international rela-
tions with the USSR. In addition, the method of induction
was used to explore the reasons for the current position
of Brazil, Argentina, and Venezuela in the international
market. The method of analysis and comparison of the ob-
tained results was used to depict the problems considered
in the study and to interpret them in the current realities
of international political relations, which allowed conclud-
ing on the practical significance of the conducted research.

Results

For many years, South America played the role of a fringe
of world politics until it became an object of interest for
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the United States and the Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
lics. There were no controversial issues between the USSR
and the Latin American states that would have hindered
the development of their ties (Kudelko, 2022). However,
in the second half of the 1940s, the Cold War, launched
by the then US and UK leadership, intervened in this pro-
cess, involving the Soviet Union and many Latin American
countries that continued to be highly economically and
politically dependent on the United States (Gaffey, 2020).

Notably, Latin-Soviet relations were designed gradu-
ally, passing through several stages of development. Pe-
rusing the course of the USSR’s foreign policy relations,
one can conclude that the main strategic and economic
interests of the Soviet Union were focused on Eurasia, but
after the end of World War II, starting in the 1960s, the
USSR began to pay considerable attention to Latin Amer-
ica, despite the long distance separating the two regions
and the limited common interests throughout their histo-
ry (Riikkamari, 2022). Official ties between the USSR and
the Latin American region flourished in the late 1950s and
1960s. Before that, the relationship was sporadic and in-
significant. The only exception was Argentina — the first
country on the South American continent with which the
USSR established diplomatic relations and with which
contacts later developed mainly through the Communist
International (Comintern), but for a short period, as the
country changed its development path oppositely from
the ideas of the USSR. Soviet-Latin American relations
acquired new aspects after the Cuban revolution, which
resulted in the establishment of diplomatic relations: be-
tween Brazil (1961) and Venezuela (1970). However, nota-
bly, by the early 1980s, the USSR had diplomatic relations
with 18 governments of the South American continent.

The answer to the question of what caused such a
change in foreign economic relations was partly provid-
ed by such a scholar as K. Blasier (2002) in his research,
who noted the most important reason. The ideas advocat-
ed by communist figures were quite relevant in the soci-
eties of the countries examined in the 20" century: pov-
erty, governmental rigidity, and a large number of social
problems. The global economic recession of 1929-1933
harmed South America, exacerbating the crisis trends that
had been developing within the countries and had come
to light in the post-war period. Attention should be devot-
ed to the statistical data indicating that the countries of
this region lost the dynamism of economic growth in the
20t century. Between 1960 and 1984, the total GDP of the
countries in the region decreased by 2.3% (from 6.2% in
1961 to 3.9% in 1984), and in some years, such as 1983,
it declined sharply and amounted to - 1.9% (The world
bank..., 2021). Namely, this trend was accompanied by hy-
perinflation, unemployment, progressive degradation of
the labour market, and an increase in the external debt of
countries (Cardoso, 1989).

Communist policies designed to eradicate such prob-
lems were frequently discussed in the leading countries of
South America at the time — Brazil, Argentina, and Ven-
ezuela - after the Soviet Union’s collapse. The Bolshevik
Revolution, which occurred on the territory of the coun-
tries that later became part of the Soviet Union, was a

symbol of social justice for the countries under analysis,
and, therewith, a utopia. Thus, the penetration of the So-
viet economy into South American countries increased
dramatically at a time when these countries were fighting
for their independence and the opportunity to develop and
improve, struggling with pressing social problems.

Each of the analysed countries was of some interest
to the USSR. First of all, notably, Argentina’s GDP in 1870-
1914, before the arrival of the Soviet Union, grew by 5.61%
on average, while in Canada this figure was 3.77%, in the
USA - 3.66%, and in Australia — 3.35% (Cachanosky, 2006).

Thus, all three countries examined are located in a
region of strategic geographical importance. However, Ar-
gentina and Chile shared a common border, which is an
important point, since, as T. Harmer (2021) notes, the USSR
tried to influence neighbouring countries. In the case of
Venezuela, the country shared borders with Brazil, respec-
tively, and Brazil with Argentina. Notably, the relations
between these states and the USSR were mostly econom-
ic. Weak support for communist ideology and indecision
about provoking a US response limited this aspect of their
relations, particularly with Argentina and Brazil. For the
most part, it can be concluded that Soviet relations with
the three countries mentioned above were largely moti-
vated by political and economic purposes to expand Soviet
influence in the region, which was strategically important
in achieving hegemony due to its significant resource de-
posits and favourable geographical location.

After reviewing a considerable amount of literature,
the author concludes that during the Soviet period, the
USSR expanded its contacts with Latin America with the
main purpose of transforming developing countries into
Marxist-Leninist states, thereby strengthening its status
both as the leader of the world communist movement and
as a “great power” capable of competing with and defend-
ing itself against the United States. Such actions were pri-
marily designed to establish hegemony in South America.
At the beginning of the Cold War, the Soviet Union consid-
ered Latin America as a region where the US government
had severely limited communist expansion opportunities.
A study of Soviet actions and purposes in Latin America
demonstrates that they were not to establish pro-Sovi-
et regimes or gain Soviet bases but rather to undermine
the US position. Soviet planners viewed Latin America as
the “strategic rear” of the United States and noted the US
dependence on Latin America for raw materials (Leiken,
1982). Thus, for example, in 1989, as a result of many stud-
ies by R. Schmidt (1989), it was established that the Soviet
motives for improving relations with South America were
economic and political but not strategic.

In particular, Argentina was an alternative source of
grain for the USSR, a potentially important source of oil
and minerals, and a successful commercial fishing area. In
addition, notably, the Soviet Union openly spoke of its de-
sire to dominate South America. A striking example of this
was publications in various Soviet journals, but the most
notorious was the 1978 publication “America Latina”,
which repeatedly mentioned the dream of “turning the
wet pampas (plains) of Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, and Par-
aguay, the central valley and area of German settlement,
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into a major world and grain market” (Saba, 1980). Inter-
national relations between the analysed countries began
based on trade and economic relations in the form of
“economic friendship”. The Soviet Union supplied South
America with machinery for production, cars, chemicals,
and parts and mechanisms for the construction of hydro-
electric power plants. In turn, the Soviet Union bought
conventional products from Latin America, such as coffee,
cocoa, bananas, rice, sunflower oil, meat, leather, and, in
some years, large quantities of wheat. Since the 1970s,
some types of finished goods have been purchased from
this region: footwear, woollen goods, and metal pipes. In
addition, the USSR was significantly involved in the mil-
itary affairs of the region, as it was a supplier of military
equipment, outselling even the United States in terms of
sales to Latin America. In this case, it can be concluded
that the USSR’s tactics were manifested through compre-
hensive influence on society (government, press, popular
movements) against US rule in the region.

Soviet priorities changed rapidly after 1985. Perestroi-
ka and internal problems meant that less attention could
be paid to low-priority areas such as Latin America, and
the USSR could not afford to continue its assistance at the
same high level. The crisis of the populist regimes’ policies
brought the South American country to a historical dead
end, the solution to which, due to specific socio-political
conditions, lay in the establishment of military dictator-
ships, in which the Soviet Union was closely involved.
Thus, Brazil was the first country to implement economic
reforms, but under the auspices of the USSR, this country
increased production and labour productivity by 56% in
1965-1974 by increasing capital (Cachanosky, 2006), but
the result was alienation from economic progress, which
worsened overall development.

The new powers established in Latin America were
groups that sought to move beyond Marxist-Leninist ef-
forts to achieve economic equality and democracy to
embark on social reforms and address problems unique
to Latin America. Therewith, the performance of left-ori-
ented governments in different Latin American countries
varied significantly.

Brazil and Argentina, having experienced a series of
internal shocks of various kinds, are now members of the
G20 and are among the world’s most powerful economies,
leaders in international politics, and influential subjects
in the region. However, notably, Argentina’s per capita in-
come was among the ten highest in the world a century ago,
when it was 92% of the average of the 16 richest economies.
According to the latest research data, per capita income is
now 43% of the 16 richest economies (OECD Review of...,
2018). Thus, Brazil, having abandoned the ideology and pa-
tronage of the Soviet Union, has achieved the greatest suc-
cess and managed to raise the level of economic develop-
ment, reduce poverty, and push back the threat of hunger
from millions of citizens and become one of the “twenty”
countries of the world. The situation was more compli-
cated in Argentina, where the country’s leadership, under
pressure from the Soviet Union, led the country to incur
significant social obligations and to a decline in both eco-
nomic and political importance in the international arena.
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The 1960s and early 1970s witnessed unstable growth
and inflationary processes, including the first hyperin-
flation in 1975. During the 1970s and 1980s, the country
struggled with the crisis and the lack of a competitive ex-
port sector. After decades of import-substituting industri-
alisation, Argentina as a country has undergone a signifi-
cant transformation and is very different from what it was
decades earlier. Subsequently, the influence of the USSR
on the country weakened, dictatorships disappeared, and
democratic regimes with fairly transparent electoral pro-
cesses were established (Brown, 2000). Despite periodic
crises, Argentina’s growing performance since 1990 has
allowed the country to begin the process of convergence
with the developed world (OECD Review of..., 2018).

However, the worst situation was observed during the
analysis in Venezuela. It was in the 70s of the 20% century
that political processes in the country examined under-
went transformations, which were based on the deteriora-
tion of relations with the United States. The country had
an anti-American foreign policy orientation (Pilash, 2020),
admiring the ideas of socialism under the aggressive influ-
ence of the USSR, and continued to develop in this area.
In the context of the country’s development, its economic
situation is of interest, as it influences the country’s po-
litical role in the international space. Thus, notably, Ven-
ezuela’s GDP in 2022, which is USD 82.15 billion, is close
to the 1963 value of USD 60.88 billion, with a GDP growth
rate of 34.94 % for the period 1986-2022 (Venezuela: Gross
domestic..., 2022).

The economic collapse is a significant economic cri-
sis in modern history. Thus, the country that was one of
the richest in Latin America and had the world’s largest
oil reserves after the Bolivarian Revolution under the aus-
pices of Hugo Chavez and Nicolas Maduro, whose policies
caused significant hyperinflation and economic decline.
Venezuela is currently the only underdeveloped country
in South America (Messner et al., 2020). The Venezuelan
people are suffering from food shortages, hyperinflation,
and a healthcare crisis caused by the Maduro regime’s cor-
ruption and mismanagement. As of July 2020, more than
5.2 million Venezuelans have fled the man-made disaster,
and more than 3.2 million remaining citizens face food
insecurity. At present, considering Venezuela in terms of
development dynamics, based on the prospective rating
index, notably, this country ranks 132 in the ranking.
Therewith, the dynamic processes in Venezuela are esti-
mated at 26 out of 100, while, for example, Mexico’s score
is 62/100 (Barabash, 2018).

Summarising, note that in the process of establishing
relations with South American countries, the USSR focused
only on its own national interests and urgent needs, which
influenced the further development of the countries.

Discussion

It is in South America that the process of finding the most
effective model of socio-political and economic develop-
ment is currently underway. Such processes have hap-
pened in the past and have had significant consequences
for South American countries, which they are still experi-
encing and observing today. Having begun long before the
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20" century, these processes have reached their peak in
this period (Lépez et al., 2021). In particular, relations with
the Soviet Union played an important role in the estab-
lishment of the countries examined, and the consequences
of these relations are still felt today. Based on the study,
notably, in a constantly changing world order, different
states are building and striving to achieve a specific for-
eign policy strategy based on national interests. A striking
example of this situation is the relationship between the
Soviet Union and the countries of South America.

Some researchers describe South America as a “lost
continent” (Moisés, 2006), but in this paper, the authors
are inclined to the opinion of researcher T. Field (2020):
although the region has a stable historical and geographi-
cal barrier, the region is unique compared to other regions
of the world, as all historical events, although occurring
indirectly, have global consequences in the framework of
international relations. The epicentre of geopolitical ri-
valry has been South America, not Europe or the Middle
East, for a long time now (Berg & Hal, 2022). Notably, in
the 215 century, this region of the world includes a large
number of countries, with a population of about 660 mil-
lion people (Number of inhabitants..., 2022), contains a
mixture of people from Asia, Africa, and Europe, and is
increasingly becoming a significant part of international
political relations.

Currently, Brazil and Argentina play an important role
in both regional and international political relations, as
they participate in most international organisations and
have a significant impact on the pace and efficiency of de-
veloping the global political system, contrary to Venezue-
la. In the 21*t century, Latin America is increasingly emerg-
ing as a permanent feature of the emerging polycentric
system of international relations. For example, Brazil and
Argentina are among the world’s top 20 countries. As of
2018, Brazil is the first largest economy in South America,
while Argentina is the second (OECD Review of..., 2018).
In addition, Brazil is seeking to become a member of the
Security Council. Despite the wave of progressive gov-
ernments, they are still the most unequal societies in the
world in terms of wealth distribution, and most countries,
according to the UN, still have underdeveloped economies,
which determines the political place of these countries in
the world. A striking example is Venezuela.

The study has established that the current situation
and level of development of the scrutinized countries is
a consequence of the constant struggle between the US
and the USSR for hegemony in the region. The US purpose
was to prevent local communists from gaining power by
peaceful or violent means and turning South America into
a springboard for the Soviet military and political regime
(Berg & Hal, 2022). The analysis of previous studies has
allowed for several conclusions about the current role of
Brazil, Argentina, and Venezuela in the political system
and the overall development of the region, in particular,
that the desire of the two superpowers to establish their
order over the region has provoked mostly adverse conse-
quences for its development. However, notably, the differ-
ences between this study and the previous ones are as most
researchers studied the situation from a different perspec-

tive than this study - they found the consequences of US
influence on the region or analysed the current political
and economic situation of each country separately, but
without comparing them with each other and without ex-
ploring the consequences of the Soviet Union’s influence.

Among contemporary researchers who directly or
indirectly study the issue, mention should be made of
B. Kudelko (2022). The Ukrainian researcher, having out-
lined the stages of development and relations between
Latin America and the United States, established that af-
ter the collapse of the USSR, the presence of the United
States in the region decreased, but it continues to actively
interfere in the internal politics of Latin American coun-
tries, although to a lesser extent than their predecessors.
The primary reason for the intervention was the active at-
tempts of the USSR to be present in the region, and the
consequences of establishing a logistical and financial
centre for the rebels could have been threatening for both
continents of the Americas (Berg & Hal, 2022).

However, the researcher A. Varas (2008) noted in his
study that Argentina’s relations with the USSR served as a
counterbalance to the country’s relations with the US eco-
nomic presence and pressure from the UK. Similarly, Bra-
zil’s relations with the USSR indicated a bilateral interest
in establishing a more independent position in the inter-
national arena. However, the researcher emphasised that
it was Latin America that benefited from the presence of
the Soviet Union. In this area, V. Jeifets, & L. Jeifets (2022)
conducted a study emphasising the dualism of Soviet di-
plomacy towards Latin American governments of those
countries that did not recognise the Bolshevik state but
sought to benefit economically from trade with the USSR,
which was not considered in the current study and is a lim-
itation of this research.

In his study, the Ukrainian scholar O. Romanyuk
(2021) focused only on the establishment and develop-
ment of Venezuela and highlighted several important as-
pects of this process. Firstly, Venezuela has been an im-
portant participant in international relations through the
oil factor, namely hydrocarbon resources and oil models.
Secondly, the beginning of Venezuela’s cooperation with
the USSR was supposed to increase the country’s role in
international politics, but it never happened, which is con-
sistent with the results of this research.

Thus, various researchers from many countries have
explored the issues discussed in this research. As a result
of this research, some aspects were not confirmed by the
results of previous studies, but the following aspects were
common: the South American region is quite significant
in the framework of international cooperation, economy,
and politics, and the superpowers of the USSR and the USA
tried to establish power over it in different eras during the
development of the South American subsystem of inter-
national relations, lagging behind Europe, East Asia, and
even the Middle East. Due to geographical proximity, and
political and economic influence, the United States was a
more natural partner for Latin American countries than
European countries located far across the ocean. The
USSR’s international relations with the Latin American
region had inevitable consequences that are still visible
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today. Having used the government and resources of
South American countries, the USSR soon ceased to exist,
leaving many adverse consequences and problems for the
countries. Brazil and Argentina, moved away from Soviet
influence faster and managed to achieve better develop-
ment and occupy their place in the global political system,
while Venezuela has not yet solved a significant number
of problems and does not have a significant voice in the
international economy and politics.

As noted by A. Bredykhin and M. Zelinska (2009) in
their study, although it is too early to make final predic-
tions, they believe that the example of the emerging Latin
American countries, namely Argentina, may become the
most likely prospect for the new democracies of Eastern
Europe and those states that emerged from the former So-
viet Union. The experience of the rather complicated de-
velopment of the political system of South America is of
considerable interest to Ukraine, as similar problems can
be traced in the economy and politics of Ukraine in the
20™ century. Notably, the paths are taken by Ukraine and
the analysed South American countries are quite different,
as the former suffered explicit consequences after leaving
the USSR (Ghorbal, 2006), while the latter were indirectly
affected by the adverse effects of the rivalries for power in
the region. Therefore, the concept of “living in the past”
and its consequences for the development of the post-So-
viet states are traced in the example of three Latin Ameri-
can countries (Czyz, 2021). What can now be analysed and
interpreted about the countries that became part of the
Soviet Union, including Ukraine.

Conclusions

The Soviet Union began to exert significant pressure on
South American countries in the late 1960s. In addition to
the economic situation, the USSR had a significant impact
on the political regime of the examined South American
countries. The main determinants of the Soviet Union’s
interest in the South American region were the idea of he-

influence of the USSR on the development of countries and
their current position in the world, both economically and
politically, is not a decisive factor, but it is quite significant.

Based on the study, notably, relations between the
USSR and South America were dynamically developing,
but their basic essence has never changed: The USSR tried
to establish hegemony in the region with the purpose of
subjugation. It is established that in the case of the studied
South American countries, namely Brazil, Argentina, and
Venezuela, the Soviet Union was not a friend, but only an-
other superpower, like the United States, from which they
should keep away. An example, in this case, is Brazil and
Argentina, which were biased against the Soviet Union’s
attempts to dictate new orders and establish their depen-
dence on it. However, the ideology of the USSR had already
penetrated the military, economic, and political systems
of the countries examined, which supported and imitated
it. In particular, this situation was observed in Venezuela.
Paying attention to the current role of each country anal-
ysed in this research, it can be determined that the conse-
quences of such relations with the Soviet government are
still visible and tangible today. Thus, the collapse in Vene-
zuela’s development now exceeds that of the former Soviet
Union, which suggests that socialism in the 21% century
may follow the path of its predecessor in the 20 century
since authoritarianism and a one-party system in the ab-
sence of healthy competition, lack of understanding of the
nature of new challenges and time-appropriate solutions
cannot be effective for the country’s development.

The relevance of this subject and issues prompts fur-
ther analyses. Therefore, the prospect for further work is
to conduct more detailed research on the experience of
current approaches to leadership in Brazil and Argentina
in the South American region and interpret the results to
Ukraine to activate the state and strengthen its role in the
European regional community and cooperation.
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CraHOBJIEHHS KpaiH «aMepUKAaHChKHUX Apy3iB» 10 CPCP
Ta IXHA CydacHa PoJib B CBITOBIiH IMOJIITHITI

AHoTauist. AKTya/IbHICTh JAHOTO JOCTiIKeHHSI TTOJISATA€ B TOMY, 1[0 30BHIIIIHSI ITOJTiTMKA KPaiH Pi3HMX peTioHiB cBiTy y XXI
CTOpPiuYi BUCTYIIa€ 3HAUHUM JAETePMiHAHTOM, SIKMI1 BIUIMBAE HA 3araJIbHUI MixKHAPOLHMI MO TUUHMIA TTPOIIeC Ta CBiTOBY
TOMITUKY, € HACTIIKaMM MUHYIUX MiDKHApOAHMUX BimHOCHMH. OOHUM i3 HaWIiAKIB po3BUTKY bpaswmiii Ta ApreHTMHMU Ta
CTPiMKOTO TOTripilieHHs cTaHy BeHecyenu € MmiskHapogHi BizHocuHM i3 PagsincbkuM Coto3om y XX cTopiuui. MeToto JaHoi
CTaTTi €, CIIMPAIOYMCh HA JIiTepaTypHUit MONIYK, BUOKPEMJIEHHS Ta aHai3 BIUIMBY PaasiHcbkoro Cor3y Ha CTAaHOBJIEHHS
Ta cyyacHy poib Bpaswumii, ApreHTuHu ta BeHecyenu y cBiTOBiit momituii. ITif yac MpoBemeHOro AOCTiIKeHHS GYI0
BUKOPUCTAHO 6i6miorpadiuHuii MeTO/, a TAKOX aHATi3y Ta CMHTE3Y, MOPiBHSHHS Ta iHAYKIii. ByJ0 BCTaHOB/IEHO, 1O
MikHaponHi BimHocuMHM PaasiHcbkoro Cowo3y i3 «aMepUMKaHChKUMM IPY3sIMU» BimOyBajaucsl i3 ILI/UTI0 BUCHAsKEHHS
pecypciB, po3BMBaHHS 3a/I€XKHOCTI Ta JOCSITHEHHS TereMOHii B perioHi, mopiBHsiHo i3 CIIIA. BusHaueHo, o CPCP y morosi
3a JIiIepCTBOM HaJ, JIaATMHOAMEPUKAHChbKMUM PEerioHOM, BUKOPUCTOBYIOUM 31e06i/IbIIIOTO TOBAPHI BiHOCHMHM, HAMarajmucs
BIIPOBaANTH ifei corfianismy mo ITiBmeHHoi AMepuKku. /Ioka30M TaKOTO BIUIMBY € CTAHOBJIeHHST BeHecyesnn, sika Oyia iz
BruinBOM PajstHckoro Coro3y, HacmimyBasia ioro ifei Ta HMHI € Haliripiie po3BMHEHOI KPaiHOW B PerioHi HaIIpoTUBary
Bpasunii Ta ApreHTHHi, sIKi 3aBISKM BiIUy>KeHHIO 3MOIJIM PO3BMHYTH SIK €KOHOMiUuHe, Tak i MOMiTMYHEe CTaHOBMUIIE Ta
poJsib HAa MiDKHApOAHi apeHi. [IpakTyYHA 3HAYYIIICTh JAHOTO JOC/TiIKEHHS IIPOSIBJISIETLCSI B TOMY, 1[0 Pe3y/IbTaTy JaHOL
PpO60THU TO3BOJISIIOTH 3PO3YMITH OKpeMi acreKTy MOMITUYHUX SIBUIL 381 MiICYMKOBOTO BUKOPUCTAHHS MMO3UTUBHOIO
IOCBIYy B CydyaCHMX MOTITUYHUX TpaHCHOPMaLIisiX
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