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Introduction
The outbreak of the Ukrainian War on February 2022 has exposed to the global community that the concept of territorial inviolability and integrity in Russian “Near Abroad” for the Russian authority substantially differs from that of most of the Western countries. Russia, deviating from a diplomatic procedure with host-countries which are facing political instability, recognized the independence of Abkhazia and South Ossetia from Georgia in 2008, and annexed Crimea in 2014, Donetsk and Luhansk in 2022 as federal units of Russia.  Overviewing that such political intimidation toward neighboring former Soviet states was accompanied by armed confrontations, it clearly shows that the issue of unrecognized states and areas has never been “frozen” since the generation, unlike common view. 
As expanding and prolonging of the Ukrainian War, Pridnestovie (Pridnestrovian Moldavian Republic, Transnistria[footnoteRef:1]: hereafter PMR) as a “pro-Moscow” political byproduct has seized the headlines of mass media. Due to unintentional leak of the Russian Army operational map by A. Lukashenko, media coverage impeached that PMR might be ready to become Russian front-line zone to march in Odesa Oblast. In verity, PMR that proclaimed state sovereignty and separation from Moldova in September 1990 includes over 220,000 Russian citizenship holders and the Operational Group of Russian Forces aimed at protecting his brethren. The Russian army, utilizing this desirable surrounding, might consider and launch a pincer maneuver between Kherson Oblast and Pridnestrovie to destabilize the Odesa Oblast where Russia historically desires to gain. In fact, Rustam Minnekayev, a top Russian army general, expressed “control over the south of Ukraine is another way out to Pridnestrovie, where there are also cases of oppression of the Russian-speaking population[footnoteRef:2]” and disclosed intention and possibility to interfere these areas. From the Pridnestrovian side, however, does the PMR government veritably allow the Russian army to use its own territory as the southwest operational army base in the Ukrainian War? Is PMR allegiant pro-Moscow power to follow demands from the Russian government, including the involvement of bloody battles? [1:    In English, based on Romanian geographical name, an area along Nistru river is commonly called “Transnistria.” Moldova, which officially controls the area, fixed the territorial name as Trasnistria, too. This article, which deals with the political-educational issues from Russian speakers’ side, uses the territorial name as “Pridnestrovie” (Inshore area of Nistru, in Russian) which the self-proclaimed government “officially” names. However, it does not mean that the author (I) recognizes the self-proclaimed government as the official one and promote this territorial name to the international academic community.]  [2:  Laurence Peter, Transnistria and Ukraine conflict: Is war spreading? BBC News, 27.04.2022 (https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-61233095)] 

Since the establishment of PMR, for 32 years, PMR has not always received stable and constant aegis of Russia against Moldovan pressure. Pridnestrovie, which has only 470,000 populations in 4,700 square kilometers and relatively developed industrial areas in the small, is not quite attractive to Russia in terms of human, mineral and high-tech resources. Having recognized the strategic, military, and geopolitical importance, the Russian authority had placed PMR on just a case of the unrecognized states in the Russian Near Abroad. On the contrary, From the Pridnestrovian side, Russia is highly expected to be “mentor” which is unstinting in the military and economic endorsement for protecting Russian compatriots from Moldovan threat and defending the statehood of PMR. In terms of Patron-client relationships, we cannot expect to take a fair give-and-take balance between the two parties. In such conditions, what profits do both parties, Russia and PMR, have identified from 32 years of diplomatic relationships? This paper discusses the transition of Russo-Pridnestrovian relationships influenced by the shifting of the Russian strategy toward the Near Abroad and try to identify survival policy of the PMR government as an independent statehood.


1. Patron-client relationships?
     Among research products that regard the Russo-Pridnestrovian relationship as Parton-client one, A. Devyatkov demonstrates two opposing aspects: PMR is nothing more than the Moscow puppet, or PMR maintains independence from Moscow.[footnoteRef:3] M Kosienkowski classifies the profits of each side which are expected to derive from the Patron-client relationships.[footnoteRef:4] These research products reach the same conclusion that the Patron-client relationship is a key factor that PMR is capable to keep statehood despite international recognition. [3:  Andrey Devyatkov, “RUSSIA AND TRANSNISTRIA IN A PATRON-CLIENT RELATIONSHIP,” Anuarul Laboratorului Pentru Analiza Conflictului Transnistrean, Issue Year: 1/2017Issue No: 1Page Range: 17-22, Published by: Editura Universitatii LUCIAN BLAGA din Sibiu.]  [4:  Marcin Kosienkowski] 

Unlike ordinary international relations among UN member states, the relations between Russia and unrecognized states in Russia Near Abroad contain domestic as well as international elements, then the Russian authority has differently used both elements depending on times, places, and circumstances. In the case of international negotiations such as 5+2 format or Peacekeeping operations in the PMR border, Russia respects the PMR government as an independent subject and recognizes it from external aspect. Simultaneously, in the case of legal, financial, and economic disputes, Russia, the largest donor in the fields, does not see it as an independent entity and sometimes interferes with the PMR policymaking from internal aspect. From the Pridnestrovian side, Russia could be an external patron or an internal patron depending on demands and strategys of the Russian government. This double relationship makes it more complicated to organize international negotiations and resolve problems in the international arena.
The patron-client relationship propounds that a patron with rich resources and influential power offers and promises protection and benefits to a client, while the client pledges loyalty to the patron and responds to his requests.[footnoteRef:5] Applying this fundamental composition to the Russo-Pridnestrovian relationship, Russia offers physical support such as military and financial assistance, and PMR pledges allegiance to Russia. In fact, for many years Russia has supplied physical support: to allocate and maintain an army base, to invest in public and agricultural sectors, to compensate pensions and extra allowance to retired veterans of the Soviet army, and to deliver Russian passports to local inhabitants. At the same instance, Russia has emotionally rendered assistance: to deliver public messages about ceaseless support to own compatriots, and to promote to give a voice in the international arena such as youth conferences, sports games, and other places. On the other side, PMR provides physical resources such as labor force and same legal standard with Russia for the comfortable investment climate, and psychological support such as implementation of Russian patriotic policy and external appeal of mobilization of PMR inhabitants to overseas voting for the United Russia and Putin. It is obvious that this mutual support system does not achieve a fair balance because Russia is giving much more receiving. In the current state, Russia sees little return because labor force from central Asia and Caucasus is more expected than ethnic Russian due to the low-cost,[footnoteRef:6] and it is less attractive to correct maximum 22,000 ballots of Russian citizens in Pridnestrovie than any other former Soviet republics. M. Kosienkowski concluded that the expected role of PMR for the patron is strategic wedge: to warn against EU-US policy in the former Soviet countries, to control Ukrainian-Moldovan politics, to prevent from the expansion of NATO-EU to Near Abroad.[footnoteRef:7]  [5:  Scott 1972: 93-94]  [6:  D. Rogozin actively promotereturn-to-the homeland movements for ethnic Russian in foreign countries. In the intital phase of involverment of Rogozin, labor forces and immigrants of ethnic Russian was expected to be a worthfull rbarganing tools for him. ]  [7:  Kosienkowski, p.188.] 

This asymmetric Patron-client relationship cannot be explained by the strategic importance. Each material to maintain and strengthen the relationship has been varying depending on the time and circumstances of Russia, Moldova, Ukraine, and Pridnestrovie. Next sections focus on related actors to the relationships and their activities and describes how the Russo-Pridnestrovian relations has flexibly been changed as a result of collision against EU-US in the sphere of Russian interest.


2. Transition of Russo-Pridnestrovian relationship
Analytical periodization is followed by the length of a reign of each PMR president. The first is the term of I. Smirnov from 1990 to 2012: the presence of the Russian 14th army and the absence of an apparent patron are characteristic in this period. The second is the term of E. Shevchuk from 2012 to 2016: in the first part of Shevchuk presidency, D. Rogozin was designated as a Special Presidential Representative on Pridnestrovian Issues and Russo-Pridnestrovian was flourished as a “honeymoon period” by Shevchuk-Rogozin tandem regime. The last is the term of V. Krasnoselsky from 2016 to now: since his reign, responding to the Russian demand, it is implemented Russian patriotic educational policy,[footnoteRef:8] reform of education to adjust to the Russian standard,[footnoteRef:9] and other legal and economic infrastructure for common CIS market.  [8:  Refer to my research result concerning patriotism]  [9:  Refer to my research result concerning educational policy] 



(1) 1990-2012: I. Smirnov and the presence of Russian army
a. Reconstruction of Russian army to defend brethren.
The establishment of PMR was swiftly proceed by collective workers and entrepreneurs in industrial zone while Chisinau had been struggling to consolidate statehood as Moldova or unify with Romania. The PMR government was against dissolvement of USSR and state sovereignty of Moldova upon the Pridnestrovian territory and seek the protection from Moscow. After the demise of USSR, the government emphasized the ethnic line with Russian Federation and requested to defend compatriot left behind in the former Soviet states. For PMR, one of the big advantages to receive the protection was the presence of the Soviet army which had stationed in the Pridnestrovie.
In 1992, the Russian government, as a successor state of USSR, began to deal with the issue of protection of “Russians” in the other Soviet countries. A. Kozyrev, minister of Foreign Affairs of Russian Federation, reported public announcement of new diplomatic policy to protect Russian compatriots living abroad,[footnoteRef:10] then PMR government highly expected that the newly established Russian government would interfere the conflict with Chisinau by the effective deterrent. Immediately prior to the outbreak of Pridnestrovian war (Pridnestrovian conflict) A. Lutskoi, the vice-president of Russian Federation, visited PMR in April 1992 and expressed the support of independence of PMR and delivered the speech to protect of Russian compatriots in Russian Near Abroad.[footnoteRef:11] Simultaneously, he proclaimed the transfer of authority from the Soviet to Russia on the military forces which had stationed in Pridnestrovie.[footnoteRef:12] [10:  Jef Chinn and S.D.Roper, Ethnic Mobilization and Reactivve Nationalism: The case of Moldova, Nationalities papers, vol.23, n.2m, 1995, p. 308.]  [11:  Hedd Chinn and Steven D. Roper, “Nation-building and ethnic monilization in the Soviet successor states: the case of Moldova,”P. 24; Dov Lynch, Russian Peacekeeping Strategies in the CIS (Royal Institute of International Affairs, 2000), p. 115.]  [12:  Charles King, The Moldocvans: Romania, Russia, and the Politics of Culture, P.192.] 

This troops were renamed as the Russian 14th Army on May 1992, and indirectly and directly interfered to the Pridnestrovian war on PMR’s side. At the time of establishment, there were still over 25,000 military personnel in the territory with 540,000 populations.[footnoteRef:13] The Russian 14th Army rendered assistance to create national armed forces of PMR and provided armed equipment and military trainings.[footnoteRef:14]  A. Lebed who was designated as a commander the 14th Army stressed the geopolitical importance for controlling Balkan peninsular, and availability as a part of military-industrial complex and vehemently asserted not to withdraw the stationed army from Pridnestrovie.[footnoteRef:15] At the same time, A. Lebed had criticized nationalistic policy by Chisinau and insisted that the left bank of Dniester river and Bender (Tigina, the 4th largest city of Moldova in the right bank) was a part of Russia.[footnoteRef:16] By the arbitration by B. Yeltsin on July 1992, the armed conflict turned to be calm down; however, A. Lebed run for the election of PMR supreme Soviet and continued to get involve in the conflict despite keeping a position of the Commander. Obviously, his deeds were excessive beyond commission as an army commander and became huge obstacle to reestablish more favorable relationship with Moldova. Involvement of the 14 Army to Pridnestrovian war was not conducted by the decision of whole Russian army, but by Lebed’s personal decision,[footnoteRef:17] A. Kozyrev denounced A. Lebed for a reason of his obstructive attitudes and activities in terms of peace negotiations with Moldova.[footnoteRef:18] [13:  Dov, Peace keeping, p. 48.]  [14:  Marcin Kosiewski, p. 192.]  [15:  Dov, Peace keeping, p.119.]  [16:  Jef Chin and S.D.Roper, Ethnic Mobilization, p. 308.]  [17:  Dov, Peace Keeping, p.48.]  [18:  Dov, Peace keeping, p.114.] 

Mutual dependence and close relationships between the PMR government and A. Lebed against Moldova was ended when it was revealed dishonesty thoughts of PMR politicians. Lebed in his commentaries expressed hesitation to revel every secret of Pridnestrovian issues but castigated top officials of PMR as “inner charlatans” who deceived good will nations just for own political calculations.[footnoteRef:19] Worsening the relation, under the strong demand from the PMR side, A. Grachev, who is the Minister of National Defense and had come into collision with Lebed, relieved him of the post of the Russian 14th Army in June 1995. [19:  Lebed『憂国』p. 414.] 

Lebed performance had achieved in popularity among inhabitants in PMR and bolstered their patriotism which was aware of connection with Russia. However, it also gave the negative effect on the promotion of peace negotiations with Moldovan government. E. Evnevich, a successor of A. Lebed, abstained from any aggressive oratorical tone such as “Moldovan fascist[footnoteRef:20]” and observed role and moral as an army commander; in consequence, it was drawn a clear boundary line between military affairs and political affairs. [20:  King, p. 202. ] 

Regardless of Lebed’s statements and deeds, most of political actors in Moscow has recognized the importance of military post of the Russian army in Pridnestrovie in terms of security and defense policy of Russian Federation. In the middle of 1995, A. Grachev expressed high evaluation on the 14th army due to the providing regional stability and taking effective role under the European security regime.[footnoteRef:21] His evaluation is inherited to D. Kozak, the current representative of Russian presidency concerning Pridnestrovian issues. [21:  Dov, peace keeping, pp.121-122; (Intefax, 26 June 1995, SU/2341, S1/1).] 


b. Absence of fixed patron and wide-speared of black market in PMR
After keeping A. Lebed distance from PMR’s policy, there was no significant change in terms of specific Moscow patron until the appearance of D. Rogozin. Even the existence of observer or supporter might be obstacles to promote black market business. The PMR officials, led by I. Smirnov, took advantage of their unauthorized position (this was a main cause of conflict with Lebed), and benefited enormously from smuggling of tobacco, alcohol, and oil and gas because of the uncontrolled the Ukrainian border.[footnoteRef:22] Therefore, the official recognition of PMR as an independent state meant that it was necessary to comply with international rules and formal payment methods, which greatly undermined the national (private) interests of PMR. However, since around 2001, Moldova has renewed its border customs stamps, making it difficult to export through internationally illegal routes, economic conflicts between Moldova and PMR turned to be serious around 2004.[footnoteRef:23] In addition, the non-recognition status had been hindrances to international investments, including from Russia, and it has become indispensable to obtain some public status for promoting smooth trading.[footnoteRef:24]  [22:  Dov Lynch, Engaging Eurasia’s Separatist States: Unresolved Conflicts and De Facto States (United States Institute of Peace Press: Washington, D.C., 2004), p.96, 98.]  [23:  Восточно-европейское пограничье: потенциал конфликтов и партнерства, Приднестровская Молдавская Республика, C.80.]  [24:  Интервью Председателя правительства Приднестровской Молдавской республики Татьяны Туранской , Приднестровская Молдавская Республика, C190.] 

At the same time, it was necessary for the PMR government to remove the image of deep involvement in the black economy from the international community and to demonstrate that sound mercantile transactions were being carried out in order to attract further investment for the flourishment of PMR economy. [footnoteRef:25] Owing to reevaluate of the strategic value of PMR from Moscow side, the establishment of a controllable and favorable Russo-Pridnestrovian relationships became indispensable, and Smirnov and then senior government officials of PMR turned to be obstacles to the implement of new foreign policy in the Near Abroad. I. Smirnov, who had received overwhelming votes in the past three elections, lost in the December 2011 presidential election. It is expected that I. Smirnov was given a pressure from Moscow not to be run anymore for the reason of misuse of financial aid from Moscow.[footnoteRef:26] In order to gain right profits from PMR, it was strongly desirable for Russian government to identify key politicians who had a high affinity with new Russian foreign policy. E. Shevchuk won the election against Smirnov who had been latterly accused of corruption and tax evasion by his family. [25:  Алексей Мартынов, Приднестровье-государство в центральной Европе, Приднестровская Молдавская Республика, C7, 14.]  [26:  Marcin Kisoenkowski, p. 198.] 

 

(2) 2012-2016: E. Shevchuk and increasing influence of Russian presidential administration
a. Collision of the concept of Eurasian Economic Union and EU policy toward East
From 2012 to 2016, Russian presidential administration had got more involved into the Pridnestrovian matters. Russian government began to use PMR to prevent Moldova from strengthening economic relations with the EU and bring back to the Eurasian Economic Union. President Putin regarded the Eurasian Union as an international organization against the EU and maximum best renewed structure from the Soviet Union.[footnoteRef:27] The original members were expected to be Kazakhstan, Belarus, and Armenia, which were members of the former Soviet Union. In the beginning, non-recognized states were not taken into the consideration. On October 3, 2011, the Committee of CIS, Eurasian Integration and Compatriots issues (hereinafter the CIS/Eurasian Integration Committee)” was established to promote this integration process.[footnoteRef:28] At the beginning of the foundation, the main targets were the former Soviet republics; however, since the annexation of Crimea in 2014, the geopolitical value of the unrecognized states in Near Abroad had dramatically changed, and the CIS/Eurasian Integration Committee has become actively involved in the issues of non-recognized states including East Ukrainian, Georgian, and Moldovan problems. [27:  Russia today, 10 October  2014 (https://www.rt.com/business/194920-armenia-joins-eurasian-economic-union/).]  [28:  Website of the CIS/Eurasian committee（https://komitet.info/eurasian-integration/eurasia-project-history/338/）] 

In response to this concept of Eurasian Integration policy by Russian presidency, President Timothy of the Republic of Moldova announced his stance on European integration, [footnoteRef:29] and in middle of 2013, he actively cooperated with then Ukrainian government on the strengthening of economic cooperation with the EU and signed the Deepened Comprehensive Free Trade Agreement (DCFTA), with the Government of Ukraine. To counter this, President Putin named D. Rogozin, the deputy prime minister of the Russian Federation who served as NATO's ambassador of all Russia's rights, as a Special representative of Russian President concerning Pridnestrovian issues (спецпредставителя Президента России по Приднестровью). The post became the first one in the Kremlin’s political history, which was named Pridnestrovie, and received enthusiastic welcome from the local media.[footnoteRef:30]   [29:  RFE/RL, 2012年3月16日(https://www.rferl.org/a/who_is_moldovas_new_president/24518350.html)]  [30:  Pridnestr Novosti, 178 October 2016.] 

D. Rogozin concerned the EU trade negotiations of Moldova and cautioned that the Vilnius Agreement, the first stage of the negotiations, would eventually lead to the future accession of the military alliance to NATO for Moldova and Ukraine, [footnoteRef:31] and insisted that the Moldova government should not sign the Agreement without official recognition with the PMR government. [footnoteRef:32] Despite his repeated warnings, the Trade Union Agreement was signed; however,  D. Rogozin continued to express his thought to interfere Moldovan affairs through Pridnestrovie like "200,000 compatriots (of PMR) are blockaded in Moldova and Ukraine," "Russia will never leave Pridnestrovie, where our compatriots live," and "we will not repeat the same scenario of Ukraine (the tragedy of the eastern part of Ukraine) at the Pridnestrovian border."[footnoteRef:33] [31:  Pridnestr Novosti, 3 September 2013.]  [32:  Pridnestr Novosti, 13 November 2013.]  [33:  Pridnestr Novosti, 1 October 2014.] 

The priority for D. Rogozin as a presidential representative was the reconstruction of the Russian Consulate General in Tiraspol, which served as an outpost for protecting Russian nationals. He mentioned, "there are 25 million Russians outside the border of the Russian statehood had founded in 1991, and they have been divided. This is a tragedy that no other country has ever experienced. Besides, Russians and “Russians,” who share brothers, blood, souls, and cultures, people identify themselves as Russian, and we must protect them all. This is a noble patriotic duty."[footnoteRef:34] In 2012, the Russian consulate-general was established under the active support of E. Shevchuk and then PMR Foreign Minister N. Shitanski and the passport, which had previously been applied only in Chisinau, the capital city of the Republic of Moldova, became available to be made in Tiraspol. This establishment accelerated the acquisition of Russian nationality passports by Russian nationals who was born in the Soviet era[footnoteRef:35] and played a key role in the implementation of the Passport Strategy in foreign countries. [footnoteRef:36] As a result of it, it drastically increased the number of Russian nationalities in PMR. D. Rogozin also encouraged the establishment of a military training school for children (later established as the Suvorov Military School) as an educational place for realizing Russian patriotism in PMR.[footnoteRef:37] The patriotic policy was implemented in line with the intentions of D. Rogozin and V. Putin and was enforced during the third generation of President V. Krasnoselsky as part of the external appeal of his loyalty to Moscow. [34:  Pridnestr Novosti, 27 November 2012.]  [35:  Выездной консульский пункт в г. Тирасполь расширяет возможности обслуживания граждан　10/07/13　http://mfa-pmr.org/ru/CRf]  [36:  Pridnestr Novosti, 3 January 2021. ]  [37:  Pridnestr Novosti, 15 August 2013.] 


b. Shevchuk-Rogozin Protocol and NPO “Eurasian Integration”
At the time of his inauguration, President Shevchuk, the second PMR president, had been seeking a independent policy from Moscow, but in mid-2013, he inventively had to shift a pro-Moscow stance.[footnoteRef:38] Shevchuk and Rogozin signed the Shevchuk-Rogozin Protocol, a cooperative document between Russia and PMR that promotes social, economic and humanitarian cooperation. Similar protocol was signed in 2006 between Smirnov and A. Zykov, Deputy Prime Minister of the Russian Federation, but the promotion of full-scale cooperative projects was implemented by the Shevchuk-Rogozin protocol.[footnoteRef:39] The protocol describes that "both sides aim to provide the right to free external economic activities of the economic organization and entrepreneurs of Pridnestrovie and to create optimal economic supply networks for PMR products to the markets of the Russian Federation and CIS countries, and to utilize the potential of PMR as an economic entity in the context of Eurasian integration."[footnoteRef:40] In the aftermath of the signing of the protocol, the non-profit organization "Eurasian Integration (headquarters in Moscow, and representative office in Tiraspol" was established in November 2012. A. Argunov as the representative and D. Rogozin as the curator (supervisor) observed and managed the progress of the cooperative projects between Russia and PMR.[footnoteRef:41] Rogozin described NPO "Eurasian Integration" as "a Russian representative body to enable regular contact with PMR government officials," and highly evaluated its achievements.[footnoteRef:42] From 2013 to early 2016, cooperative projects included the provision of transport facilities such as trolley buses, educational facilities such as kindergartens, Moldova language schools, and the Tiraspol State University School of Medicine, production facilities such as concrete plants, tuberculosis clinics, chemotherapy rooms, ambulances, ambulances, and medical equipment.[footnoteRef:43] In particular, this project emphasized increasing of local employment quotas, the renovation and new construction of colorful educational facilities, which were visually appealed to its contributions and adopted a "showplace" strategy to demonstrate externally the benefits by the cooperation with Russia.[footnoteRef:44] This is expected to have been countered by the EU's aid programs  to improve infrastructure and urban landscapes in the Baltic countries following EU integration. [38:  Reference from some article??]  [39:  Протокол по итогам рабочей встречи Заместителя Председателя Правительства Российской Федерации, специального председателя Президента Российской Федерации по Приднестровью Д.О. Рогозина и Президента Приднестровья Е.В. Шевчука, Приднестровская Молдавская РеспубликаC.158.]  [40:  PMR Ministry of Foreign Affairs HP（http://mfa-pmr.org/ru/RgC）]  [41:  NPO “Eurasian Integration ”Vkontakte・Homepage（https://vk.com/public69738862?w=wall-69738862_113）]  [42:  Pridnestr Novosti, 3 September 2013.]  [43:  Pridnestr Novosti, 23 August 2013, 29 April 2014, 12 January 2015, 1 September 2015, 8 October 2015, 21 December 2015, 5 July 2016, 3 April 2017.]  [44:  Kosienkowski, p. 187.] 

The cooperation project of Eurasian integration, which featured the honeymoon era of Shevchuk and Rogozin, was toned down in 2016 due to series of scandals by the PMR side. In the construction of educational building of the medical school, a legal problem occurred in which the delay in delivery caused a penalty to be imposed on a Pridnestrovian contractor did not pay for penalty charges due to the delay in construction schedule.[footnoteRef:45] The scandals were revealed: most buildings such as schools and cement plants were damaged by low-cost construction ways[footnoteRef:46] and some construction orders by NPO were falsity.[footnoteRef:47] Furthermore, the fall of the ruble value after the annexation of Crimea made it more difficult to realize projects in de facto foreign country, and most public projects were frozen.[footnoteRef:48] This series of incidents brought disgrace on the Putin-backed "show place" aid policy and the patron D. Rogozin, and it is expected the direct cause of expel of Shevchuk from PMR presidency. After Shevchuk, V. Krasnoselsky, a former executive member of the Ministry of Internal Affairs of PMR, strongly requests to resume humanitarian cooperation for the "Eurasian integration" immediately right after his inauguration. [footnoteRef:49] However, D. Kozak, who succeeded Rogozin, has expressed his disapproval over resuming investment activities. [45:  Pridnestr Novosti, 30 May 2016, 23 June 2016, 22 November 2016.]  [46:  Pridnestr Novosti, 25 July 2019, 26 July 2019.]  [47:  Pridnestr Novosti, 1 June 2018.]  [48:  Pridnestr Novosti, 22 May 2016.]  [49:  Pridnestr Novosti, 24 December 2016.] 

The Government of Moldova has been vigilant since 2012 of the logos, which are highly nationalistic and patriotic, [footnoteRef:50] and in December 2015, the Government of Ukraine designated Persona Nong Grata[footnoteRef:51]  and in August 2017 Moldova followed its decision.[footnoteRef:52] Until the designation of the president of the Ros cosmos in July 2018, Rogozin had maintained as the Special Presidential Representative, but at an official meetings with PMR government officials, he just exchanged views on the Russian Peacekeeping Forces and the resumption of the "5+2 Format." [footnoteRef:53] As a result, there was little discussion on the economic, trade, and humanitarian cooperation that PMR had hoped for. This resulted in the de facto abandonment of the Shevchuk-Rogozin Protocol, a symbol of the friendly cooperation between PMR and Russia, even during his term of office. [50:  Reference from some article??]  [51:  Pridnestr Novosti, 31 December 2015.]  [52:  Pridnestr Novosti, 2 August 2017.]  [53:  Pridnestr Novosti, 20 December 2016, 21 March 2017, 2 August 2017, 20 January 2018.] 



(3) 2016-now: V. Krasnoselsky and lack of visible patron
a. Inauguration of Krasnoselsky and possible interfere of PMR presidential election
It is not clear how V. Krasnoselsky succeed to win the presidential election and why I. Smirnov and E. Shevcuhk failed.  V. Krasnoselsky, who worked in business from 2012 to 2015, was elected to the chairman of PMR Supreme Soviet in 2015, regardless of his past political experience. The election of the president from the chairman of Supreme Soviet was similar step with others. As mentioned earlier, Moscow's maneuvering for the defeat of President Smirnov was pointed out, and the appointment of Krasnoselsky is highly expected to reflect Moscow's intention and decision as a same manner. In September 2016, prior to the presidential election, he held an official meeting with S. Naryshkin, who was then chairman of the CIS/Eurasian integration commission.[footnoteRef:54] It is quite unusual that chairman of Supreme Soviet in an unrecognized state had a chance to meet with a core executive member of Russian government. At the meeting, they discussed the expansion of inter-governmental and inter-parliamentary exchanges and the realization of a large-scale project of the "Homeland History (История Отечества)" of the Russian Foundation, which S. Naryshkin was a representative. There is no clear proof that V. Krasnoselsky got a permission a candidate for the presidency of PMR from Naryshkin: however, it is presumed that during this September visit, ahead of the December election, Moscow recognized it. [54:  Web page of Supreme Soviet of PMR, 15 September 2016 (http://www.vspmr.org/news/supreme-council/moskovskie-dialogi.html) ; Web page of Russian State Duma, 15 September 2016 (http://duma.gov.ru/news/12534/), Web page of CIS/Eurasian committee, 16 September 2016(https://komitet.info/press/cisnews/12995/).] 


b. Activities of CIS-Eurasian Integration Commission: Involvement of the State Duma
Unlike the Presidential Administration and president, which were involved in the degree of engagement, the Russian State Duma has traditionally been involved in the Pridnestrovian issues. In 1997, the State Duma recognized PMR as an international state entity and urged the Russian President and the Government to conclude a treaty.[footnoteRef:55] Furthermore, at the 2006 referendum on the independence of PMR, the State Duma had continuously expressed its support for PMR, appealing to respect the will of the people of PMR.[footnoteRef:56]  [55: Речь председателя ВС ПМР Евгения Шевчука в Институте экономики Российской академии наук в ходе заседания «круглого стола» «Постсоветское пространство: реалии и перспективы»Приднестровская Молдавская РеспубликаC.22.]  [56:  Политика России в процессе нормализации молдавско-приднестровских отношений: анализ экспертных оценок,Приднестровская Молдавская РеспубликаC.98, 99.] 

The CIS-Eurasia Integration Commission, established in 2011, has implemented practical negotiations on social issues on behalf of replaced D. Rogozin. While D. Kozak, Deputy Prime Minister of the Russian Federation was widely expected to succeed Rogozin’s activities, he just confirmed the importance of the Russian peace keeping operation and did not show a will to reconstruct social, economic, and security cooperations. Therefore, PMR mass media mentioned that Moscow might have diminished its interest in PMR.[footnoteRef:57] However, Kozak's official status is the Special Representative of Russian President for the Development of Economic and Trade Relations with Moldova Спецпредставитель Президента России по развитию торгово-экономических отношений с Молдовой]), and the development of trade relations with the Government of Moldova and the integration of Eurasia are the top goals. Therefore, it would be better to assume a new role, not just a successor of D. Rogozin. [57:  Web page of CIS/Eurasia committee, 3 February 2020.] 

The CIS-Eurasian Integration Commission actively supported the pro-Russian President of the Republic of Moldova, I. Dodon.[footnoteRef:58] At the same time, considering Krasnoselsky's strong pro-Moscow attitude, the committee also had to pay the greatest attention to PMR. From 2012 to 2016, the committee dispatched an election observation mission to Moldova and PMR and has annually attended the independence anniversary on September 2. [footnoteRef:59] On January 31, 2017, at a meeting between the chairman of the committee L. Karasinikov and V. Krasnoselsky L. Karasinikov named PMR as a government of brotherhood (государство соотечественников) and indicated its willingness to be actively involved in Pridnestrovian issues.[footnoteRef:60] Despite the Dondon's pro-Moscow stance, Moldova and Ukraine have been cooperating together to control the PMR border. On July 7, 2017, the State Duma issued a statement criticizing Moldova and Ukraine on the unreasonable pressure on Pridnestrovie.[footnoteRef:61] K. Zatulin, who has served as vice chairman of the committee since its inception, became "successor" to nationalist related to the PMR issue, saying "Russia is always with you"[footnoteRef:62] and "Pridnestrovie is a real Russian land."[footnoteRef:63] [58:  Refer to photos of I. Dodon on the webpage of CIS/Eurasian Committee]  [59:  Web page of CIS/Eurasian committee, 17 September 2015, 5 September 2016, 10 October 2016, 15 November 2016, 14 December 2016.]  [60:  Web page of CIS/Eurasian committee, 31 January 2017.]  [61:  Web page of CIS/Eurasia committee, 7 July 2017.]  [62:  Pridnestr Novosti, 2 September 2020.]  [63:  Pridnestr Novosti, 8 December 2021.] 

Some political issues in PMR, especially social issues, were taken over by the CIS-Eurasian Integration Committee. The committee addressed a wide range of issues, including the official recognition of PMR diploma in Russia, [footnoteRef:64] the simplification of administrative procedure of Russian nationality, the application of the Russian insurance system for PMR residents, the allocation of pensions and retirement benefits from Russia, [footnoteRef:65] removing trading obstacles in the border area, [footnoteRef:66] the supply of Sputnik V vaccines[footnoteRef:67] and so on. Originally, requests concerning pensions are unacceptable without becoming a part of Russia. Pension payments from the Russian National Foundation to the holders of Russian nationality are the most important matters negotiated by delegations of PMR Supreme Soviet annually. According to V. Pacshentheva, it is impossible to maintain the budget of the unrecognized state for 27 years (at the time of the publication of the paper) without any external funding from Russia, mainly from pension sources.[footnoteRef:68] During losing influential power of D. Rogozin, a representative of Presidential Administration, the role of the State Duma was more expected in terms of not only psychological support but also physical support. [64:  Pridnestr Novosti, 3 September 2017.　]  [65:  Pridnestr Novosti, 4 September 2018.]  [66:  Pridnestr Novosti, 4 September 2021.]  [67:  Pridnestr Novosti, 18 March 2021.]  [68:  Victoria Pashentseva, “Tough lessons in Transnistria,” Open Democracy, 2018. 01. 08. (https://www.opendemocracy.net/en/odr/tough-lessons-in-transnistria/)] 


C. Establishment of the Representative of PMR: Partial Involvement of the Russian Ministry of Foreign Affairs
Russia's Ministry of Foreign Affairs is an important actor in the decision-making process of the Russian government. However, until now, after the war in Ukraine, Russia has basically respected the territorial integrity of the Republic of Moldova. Consequently, compared to other political bodies, it is less visible to protect Russian citizens in PMR by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs. For practical reasons, it formed an organization similar to the embassy and consulate-general and began to participate in activities for the protection of Russian speakers in PMR.
The Russian representative in Tiraspol had been in operation since 2012, but the PMR representative in Moscow did not work. The Friendship Center for PMR, de facto PMR consulate, functioned from 2005 to early 2012.[footnoteRef:69]　 The Friendship Centre was mainly active as a space for mediating and resolving job-related problems, such as unpaid wages, for PMR labor immigrants, but it was finally closed as because of changing ratio of labor immigration in Russia. In response to the proposal by D. Rogozin and N. Shitanski, the CIS-Eurasian Integration Commission cooperated in the reconstruction of the PMR representative, a de facto consulate general of PMR, resumed as the foundation of Social and cultural development "Pridoniestrovie"(Фонда развития социальных и культурных связей "Приднестровье).[footnoteRef:70] The CIS/Eurasian committee described that Pridniestrovie would not change Russia's standard position in the diplomatic negotiations with Moldova. However, the establishment of a de facto consulate-general, which would enable the immediate implementation of the passport strategy, further increased the mistrust of the Moldovan government.  [69:  http://russia.gospmr.org/2019/01/22/otkryto-ofitsialnoe-predstavitelstvo-pridnestrovskoj-moldavskoj-respubliki-v-stolitse-rossijskoj-federatsii-gorode-moskva/]  [70:  Web page of CIS/Eurasian committee, 24 January 2019.] 



Conclusion
The relationship between Russia and PMR cannot be explained by simple Patron-client relationship. In the Smirnov time, the Russian military gained strong influence on the PMR policy but lost its patronage after the collision between PMR government officials and Lebed. In Shevchuk time, PMR economic situation needed a strong patron from Moscow, but finally trapped into black hole in PMR. In the time of Krasnoselsky strongly desired the Rogozin’s type patron but was not realized in an ideal manner. While the client positions are almost fixed in the PMR president and the PMR Supreme Soviet, Russia's patron are diverse, such as Presidential Administration (President), the CIS Eurasian Commission (State Suma), the non-profit organization Eurasian Integration (NGO), the Russian Ministry of Foreign Affairs, think tanks, patriotic organizations, political parties like CPRF and LDP, and orthodox church and so on. In addition, there are a wide range of exchanging products under the Patron-client relationship. As mentioned above, the Russo-Pridnestrovian relationship was not fixed, but rather a very flexible patron-client relationship.
My future task is to oversee the direction of development of declining of Russo-Pridnestrovian relations. D. Kozak, the Special Representative of the President, has been refraining visits to PMR, unlike Rogozin. Whether this is influenced by the spread of COVID-19, or whether it is unwilling to respond to the enthusiastic requests from Krasnoselsky is not yet clear at present. Moreover, due to the expansion of the Ukrainian war, the channels between PMR and Russia turn to be unusable. Moldova has clearly shifted its focus to pro-Western relations, and M. Sandu, the president of the Republic of Moldova, has strongly demanded the early withdrawal of Russian troops in order to interfere the patron-client relationship. In order to restrain Sandu regime and to change the situation in Ukraine, PMR is becoming increasingly valuable to Russia. After the COVID-19 issue has subsided or the situation in Ukraine has intensified, it is worth noting how Kozak attempts to exert its influence on the Moldova and client PMRs by taking a patrol attitude.
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