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Key data 

• Name: Republic of Abkhazia (self-
proclaimed) 

• Status: separatist territory from Georgia, 
not recognized by the overwhelming majority 
of the international community (considered an 
integral part of Georgia by the UN and most 
states). 

• Capital: Sukhumi (Sukhumi) 

• Population: ~240,000 (April 2025 
estimate)1 

• Urbanization: ~50.2% urban / 49.8% rural (2024 est.)2 

• Currency: Russian ruble (very strong economic integration with Russia). 

• International recognition: recognized as a "state" by 5 states (Russia, Nicaragua, 
Venezuela, Nauru, Syria). 

• Security architecture: structuring Russian military presence 
o 7th Russian military base (Gudauta), ≈ 4,500 personnel (order of magnitude). 

• Public finances: significant dependence on Russian transfers/financing 
o Example cited: Russian contribution ≈ $54 million on a budget ≈ $166 million 

(2024)3  

• Electricity / energy vulnerability: recent episodes of energy crisis, aggravated by 
hydraulic weakness and intensive use (including crypto mining). 

• Russian passports: reported order of magnitude: ~70% of the population would hold a 
Russian passport. 

 

Strategic historical landmarks 
• 1992–1993: Abkhazian-Georgian war, which is the basis of secessionist (de facto 

territorial control by the Abkhazian authorities, massive displacement of populations, 
lasting rift with Tbilisi). 

• 2008: After the Russo-Georgian War, Russia officially recognizes the independence 
of Abkhazia, tipping the territory into increased political and security dependence on 
Moscow. 

• 2009–present: consolidation of the Russian presence via the 7th military base and 
the gradual integration of economic, administrative and mobility circuits (passports, 
energy, trade). 

• 2014–2025: recurrent political instability on the Abkhaz side (changes of leadership 
under pressure from mobilizations), revealing a fragile internal balance and a strong 
sensitivity to the issue of Russian influence. 

 
Abkhazia is a typical example of a "territory of leverage" : a territory whose control has 
been imposed on the ground and stabilized with the support of a protecting power, allowing 
for lasting pressure to be exerted on Georgia's sovereignty and Euro-Atlantic orientations. 
 
 

Current political structure 

 
1 Perspective Monde (Université de Sherbrooke), Université de Sherbrooke. (n.d.). Abkhazia: Analysis of the 
country. World Perspective. https://perspective.usherbrooke.ca/bilan/servlet/BMAnalyse/3759 
2 Kemp, S. (2024). Digital 2024: Abkhazia. DataReportal. https://datareportal.com/reports/digital-2024-abkhazia 
3 Caspian Post Caspian Post. (2024). How does Russian money influence Abkhazia's internal politics? 
https://caspianpost.com/politics/how-does-russian-money-influence-abkhazias-internal-politics 
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• Regime: de facto institutions (presidency, administrative and security structures) 
operating outside of international majority recognition. 

• Stability: political life appears volatile, with alternations and leadership crises 
sometimes triggered by internal mobilizations (particularly around projects perceived 
as increasing Russian tutelage). 

• Real sovereignty vs. declared sovereignty: 
o Declared sovereignty: speech of independence. 
o Real sovereignty: security, energy, monetary and political dependence on 

Russia, which limits autonomous strategic room for manoeuvre. 
 
Point of attention: Abkhazia must constantly arbitrate between (a) the security guarantee 
offered by Moscow and (b) the fear of a gradual economic/political absorption. This tension is 
a structural source of domestic instability. 
 

Economic structure 
• Dominant characteristic: small economy, highly dependent on Russia (ruble, trade, 

tourism, transfers, budgets). 

• Budget / transfers: Russian aid represents a significant part of public finances (e.g. 
$54 million out of $166 million in 2024 according to one estimate cited), which places 
the state apparatus under external constraints. 

• Sectors (general logic): 
o Tourism (Black Sea) as a potential resource, but hampered by status and 

political risks. 
o Services and the informal economy. 
o Infrastructure dependent on investment and imported energy. 

 
Economic vulnerabilities: 

• Annuity risk (transfers): little incentive to diversify. 

• Low access to international financing (status). 

• Energy dependence: supply crises and political arbitrations on electricity. 
 

International positioning 
• Recognition: very limited (5 states). 

• Diplomatic ecosystem: relations mainly anchored in Moscow; limited diplomatic 
margin with the West and multilateral institutions, which favour Georgian territorial 
integrity. 

• Geopolitical function: 
o For Russia: a foothold in the Black Sea and the Caucasus, a pressure card on 

Tbilisi, and a lock against Georgia's full Euro-Atlantic integration. 
o For Georgia: an existential dispute (sovereignty + displaced persons) and a 

brake on regional security normalization. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Major strategic issues 



 

 

1. Black Sea and Russian strategic depth: Abkhazia offers a maritime 

façade and infrastructure useful to Russia's posture in the Black Sea, in a context of 
increased competition on roads, cables, ports and naval presence. 

2. Political pressure on Georgia: The continuation of the dispute makes 

Georgia structurally vulnerable to political coercion and crises, and complicates its 
Western trajectory. 

3. Internal stability and legitimacy:  
Part of the internal political conflict seems to be linked to the balance between 
"independence" and "dependence", especially when a project is perceived as strengthening 
Russian control. 

4. Energy and critical infrastructure: Tensions over electricity and 

dependence on external flows can become a lever for political negotiation and a 
factor in social crisis.   

5. Demography and mobility: The weight of Russian passports (order of 

magnitude ~70%) illustrates a deep socio-administrative integration, and raises the 
question of "effective citizenship" versus proclaimed sovereignty.   

 

Vulnerabilities 
• International legal vulnerability: contested status → isolation, limited funding, reduced 

economic attractiveness.   

• Dependency vulnerability: 
o Currency (ruble), energy, budgets, security → structural asymmetry with 

Moscow.   

• Political vulnerability: cycles of contestation and leadership crisis; risk of internal 
fragmentation if the issue of Russian influence becomes more polarising. 

• Energy vulnerability: hydrological shocks + increased consumption (including mining) 
→ recurrent tensions, dependence on Russian support.   

• Strategic vulnerability: in the event of regional escalation (Black Sea/Caucasus), 
Abkhazia can become an area of increased militarization or pressure, with low 
damping capabilities. 

 

Prospective reading at 3 – 5 years.  
Scenario 1 — Continuity under "manageable" trusteeship (most likely) 

• Maintaining the status quo: assumed Russian dependence, occasional tensions, but 
minimal stabilization through funding/energy and military presence. 

• Triggers: continued Russian transfers, control of protests, absence of major 
escalation around Georgia. 

 
Scenario 2 — Internal political crisis + renegotiation of the relationship with Moscow 

• Mobilizations against investment projects/agreements perceived as too intrusive; 
work-study program; hardening of the "sovereignty vs. dependence" debate. 

• Risk: institutional paralysis, economic fragility (if funding or energy become 
conditional). 

 
Scenario 3 — Regional hardening (Black Sea/Caucasus) and increased militarization 

• In the event of rising Russian-Western tensions or Georgian instability, Abkhazia can 
be more integrated into a coercive posture (presence, exercises, constraints). 

• Effect: increase in security risks, reduction of internal political space, hardening of 
diplomatic closure. 


