Bulletin the National academy of sciences of the Republic of Kazakhstan

BULLETIN OF NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES
OF THE REPUBLIC OF KAZAKHSTAN

ISSN 1991-3494
Volume 6, Number 382 (2019), 264 - 271 https://doi.org/10.32014/2019.2518-1467.170

UDC 327.8/339.923(51+54)
IRSTI 23.59; 23.55; 11.25.42; 11.25.43; 06.51.77

Ye. I. Rudenko

R. B. Suleimenov Institute of Oriental Studies, Almaty, Kazakhstan.
E-mail: lenochka rud@mail.ru

AMERICAN, CHINESE AND RUSSIAN FACTORS
IN INTERACTION OF CENTRAL AND SOUTH ASIAN STATES

Abstract. The paper aims at brief analytical consideration of ‘external powers’ factor as either true or false
materialization of would-be scientific concept of the ‘New Great Game’ through the prism of South Asian states’
interests in view of their interaction with the republics of Central Asia. The research presented in the paper is per-
formed on the basis of analysis of works and oral statements on this issue by Indian and Pakistani scholars and
experts over the past quarter century. Taking into account a complex of historical-geographical and political-
economic reasons, the main attention is paid to the role and place of states such as the United States of America, the
People’s Republic of China and the Russian Federation. Through a brief sum-up of specific situations and examples,
it is shown that for each of these three powers the representatives of India and Pakistan have virtually a full range of
positive, neutral and negative theoretical calculations and practical experience that determine their final assessment
of actual significance of ‘external factor’ in relations between their countries and Central Asian republics. In con-
clusion, it is argued that despite true-to-life presence of a number of features of the “‘New Great Game’ in Central
Asian region, this phenomenon nevertheless did not receive its full materialization principally because of increa-
singly consolidated actual status of Central Asian states as subjects rather than objects of international relations.

Keywords: Central and South Asia, USA, China, Russia, ‘New Great Game’, geopolitics, security, integration
initiatives.

Introduction. Numerous representatives of academic, business and ruling circles of Central and
South Asian states conventionally specify the factor of external regional and global powers among the
reasons that exert certain either positive or negative impact upon the features of interaction between these
two regions.

At that, in the Central Asian republics as a rule it is merely ascertained that external powers (along
with other countries that do not enjoy a full-fledged status of powers though have proven themselves as
more or less reliable partners of these republics in any sphere, as well as ever-present international finan-
cial institutions and transnational corporations) in one way or another indeed influence or are able to
influence and even interfere into the cooperation of separate states or entire regions of Central and South
Asia. While representatives of South Asia — above all of India and Pakistan as its leading countries which
in comparison with other states of their region are most actively involved into diverse relations with the
republics of Central Asia — perceive the factor of external powers as playing crucial, sometimes critical
role both for these republics and for their partners and neighbours in general.

Such an opinion is generated by a number of reasons of mostly exclusively but sometimes of simul-
tancously objective and subjective nature. Among the former, one can point to the colonial past of both
regions, when their respective metropolises in one way or another were engaged into political and eco-
nomic contacts of respectively Central Asian state formations and subsequently Soviet republics and
British India; to the modern geopolitical alignment of forces over the global arena, within which there
exists a dilemma of either unipolar or multipolar world, the issues of (non-)legitimacy and (non-)expe-
diency of interfering into the internal affairs of sovereign states combined with the practice of military-
political and economic alliances, subversion of ‘undesirable” governments and implanting own values,
etcetera. Among the reasons of subjective character, one should mention the views of representatives of
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South Asia and the entire global community upon Central Asia as one of politically and economically —
primarily in terms of raw materials — strategically significant regions of the world, and at the same time
perception of states of this region as more objects rather than subjects of international geopolitical and
geo-cconomic relations [for more details on this question see 1]. And no matter how true or erroncous
these views and perceptions are, since the moment Central Asian republics gained their independence,
they and their region in whole are viewed as a field for the “New Great Game” (a term attributed to various
authors that has been coined by the well-known analogy of the XIX century ‘Great Game” in Central Asia
between the Russian and the British Empires). Despite all the artificiality, in many respects even the ab-
surdity of this term, it for numerous reasons is actively supported and logically developed by
representatives not only of India, Pakistan and other foreign states, but also of the Central Asian republics
themselves. And regardless of whether it is possible to talk about any particular Game or merely about a
situation typical for many other regions and countries of the world, in any case it seems reasonable to
reckon with the factor of external powers or at least not to ignore it.

At that, the list of powers directly or indirectly impacting the nature of interaction between India and
Pakistan on one hand and the Central Asian republics on another invariably includes Russia (for historical,
geographical, political and economic reasons), China (for the last three reasons, with the primacy of
economic one) and the United States of America (for the last two reasons, with the prevalence of political
ong). Hence, it seems highly relevant to consider the views of representatives of South Asian side upon
such an impact, taking into account their own experience of cooperation or rivalry with these three
powers, and on this basis to draw an indirect conclusion about the place and role of such an ‘external’
factor in relations between the states of Central and South Asia.

Methods. As one can infer from the above-mentioned propositions, theoretically the would-be
scientific hypothesis of the ‘New Great Game™ in Central Asia, as well as the concept of actual or formal
sovereignty (that is, an antithesis of ‘either subject or object” of international relations) with respect to all
the parties under concern underlie the study summarized in this paper. Methodologically, the work is
performed and its conclusions and results are obtained through the critical analysis (along with contrastive
comparison with naturally existing reality) of numerous research and expert writings by representatives of
two leading South Asian countries over the past quarter century.

Results and discussion. An analysis of numerous works and sayings by Indian and Pakistani authors
written and expressed since the early 1990°s up to the very present moment allows to conclude the
following.

A Factor of the US. An appraisal of US-Indian relations varies from extremely positive — a com-
prehensive rapprochement between the two states with India as a conductor of US interests in Central
Asia, to extremely negative — in reality, even the US-China military alliance is more likely than the US-
Indian one.

Regarding the first proposition, it should be noted that yet since the early 1990°s South Asian side is
aware of the fact that its attempts to open “courting the West, especially the U.S., which appears to be
replacing the former Soviet Union as its military and economic partner”, can alert Central Asian states
[2, p. 75], especially if one takes into account subsequent actual highly probable participation of the West
in creating situations of political instability in the countries of Central Asia (the ‘orange” revolution in
Kyrgyzstan, the Andijan events in Uzbekistan and the Zhanaozen events in Kazakhstan). With regard to
the second statement, the following inference can be cited: “Visits of American leaders to India should not
be considered as invectives against China, as some believe, but as no more than a kind of ‘seduction” bet-
ween the United States and India. In reality, India should not count on any significant benefits from
cooperation with the United States. It has no chance to expect anything good from the United States at all,
since they do not intend to provide anything to India. The United States has more than once betrayed India
and never did anything for it gratuitously (unlike the former USSR) and in the way it appeared beneficial
for India itself. India is already surrounded by the USA; this also threatens Russia. But, perhaps, the
United States will not succeed in realizing its plans, since some of the Central Asian republics which the
United States previously wished to rely upon, are again gradually drawn towards Russia. India and the
Central Asian states must jointly fight the expansion of the United States in Asia” [3]. It is noteworthy that
back in 2007, Indian expert A. Patnaik expressed a similar opinion on this issue: “Currently, the Central
Asian states, seeing that the US’s goals are not to promote democratization, but to establish control over
their natural resources, began to integrate against the US among themselves and with various regional

— 265 =——



Bulletin the National academy of sciences of the Republic of Kazakhstan

powers, including Russia and China; prospects for Kazakhstani-Indian political integration can be
considered in the same context... We should strengthen the CICA and the SCO in order to prevent the US
from penetrating the region and gain a foothold here. In historical terms, the United States came to the
region not so long ago, and still does not have solid foundations for its activities here — and we should not
provide them with such the foundations™ [4].

As is known, the US-Pakistani relations in recent times, especially after 2001 are also considered as
more and more ambiguous and causing more questions.

The purpose of this paper is not to select any point of view regarding the US relationship with the two
main states of South Asia. However, on the basis of studying the opinions of various Indian experts and
officials, including those not reflected in the printed works, one can conclude the following. India, as it
used to do throughout the history of its independent existence, is carefully studying and evaluating all the
proposals and projections of the United States concerning joint American-Indian penetration into Central
Asia. And if these proposals turn out to be really profitable, it is possible that India will support them.
Thus, India has indeed always supported activities of the United States in Central Asia aimed at preven-
ting the spread of radical Islamic elements; however, to the same extent India supported similar activities
of Russia and even China, since, first of all, it was interested in secure and secular nature of regimes in
Central Asian republics. However, to date the opinion of Indian analysts regarding positive role of the
United States in maintaining order and stability in Central Asia has somewhat changed. Thus, yet R.
Dwivedi noted that though “it has been claimed that United States presence in Central Asia has played a
positive role in neutralising extremist forces”, but at the same time Central Asian “Islamic figures and
opposition leaders are receiving warm welcome in Washington™ [5, pp. 417-418].

Moreover, knowing full well that the interests of the United States in Central Asia are closely related
to their goal of achieving international hegemony, most Indian specialists examining the issues of South
and Central Asian interaction are concemed about increasing US economic and political role in the
Central Asian region; they fear that from this region the United States will begin to put pressure upon
India itself. In this regard, Indian side’s dissatisfaction is caused, in particular, by position of the United
States in the oil fields of Kazakhstan, since, in its opinion, it is not Russian or Chinese, but American oil
companies that to the greatest extent prevent India from entering Kazakhstani hydrocarbon market.
Moreover, according to the opinion of M. Haydar expressed as early as 2006, “if US succeeds in using
energy resources as an instrument of its external policy it would be reducing India into vulnerable
position” [6, p. 28].

In this regard, yet after the Central Asian states provided the United States with various favourable
conditions for waging war against a hotbed of terrorism in Afghanistan in the early 2000’s, cautious
warnings about this circumstance began to appear in the researches by Indian authors. At the same time,
Indian experts had little doubt that “the withdrawal of the US troops from Afghanistan would result in
dilution of the US influence in Central Asia” [7]. And when the US position in the region actually began
to weaken, it was greeted by many in India with obvious relief and even enthusiasm. And although in
general Indians still support American participation in Afghan affairs, their disenchantment with the place
and role of the United States itself in the Central Asian mega-region is increasing: “the US has a bad hand
in this [Afghan — Ye¢.R.] game, a loser whether it stays or goes™ [8].

India’s dissatisfaction is also caused by the US attempts to involve Central Asian states in a standoff
with Iran. In addition, the Indian side is also displeased with the fact that the US strongly encourages the
integration of the Central Asian republics into international political and financial organizations under
control of Washington. As active member and partner of such organizations, India itself does not accept
any dominance and dictate of individual states and does not want this dictate to spread to the Central
Asian republics as its ‘extended neighbours’.

It is also important that at present, the United States is compelled to intensify on a long-term basis its
military-political presence in Southeast Asia due to the risk of giving up its positions in that region to
China. India also considers the region of Southeast Asia as one of the immediate spheres of its interests.
Some Indian researchers are concerned about the penetration of the United States ‘under the guise of
fighting terrorism” even in Nepal and Sri Lanka being within the natural sphere of India’s own influence.
And if in these regions Indian and American interests come into mutual contradiction, then India is
unlikely to agree to assist in advancing US interests in Central Asia. Taking into account that Indian side
offers its assistance in lobbying Central Asian interests in Southeast Asia, it has an additional incentive to
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firmly establish itself in that region at the junction of the Indian and Pacific Oceans and to minimize US
influence here. In addition, the establishment of close contacts between India and the states of Southeast
Asia can be viewed as its trump card in relations with Central Asia based on religious factor, since a
number of countries in Southeast Asia claim leadership in the Muslim world in opposition to the countries
of the Middle East, which Pakistan is traditionally focused on.

On the whole, it appears that possible penetration of the United States into Central Asia mediated by
India will take into consideration and meet the interests of Central Asian states to a much greater degree in
comparison with direct penetration of the United States. India is proud of its foreign policy that is not
dependent on anyone, and even for the sake of productive relations with the United States it will not give
up its image of politically independent state. Therefore, the US intention to use India as an assistant in
promoting American interests in Central Asia does not mean that India will wish to play the role of such
an assistant. As a result, all this in turn determines general (baring all described particular cases) not very
obvious anxiety of India about the US influence in the Central Asian region.

And attempts by the US to penetrate into Central Asia with the help of Pakistan will be too visible to
the latter, and certainly will unambiguously evoke negative response. This only circumstance makes them
unlikely; such a probability becomes even smaller if one considers that Pakistan is not coping with the
‘task” of the US regarding Afghanistan [see, for example, 9, p. 704], or wants to carry it out in a way that
benefits Pakistan itself. In this regard, one should note the position of Pakistan which has been formed
quite long ago and even more shaped after the events of September 11, 2001. As many Pakistani authors
point out, there is a serious danger that the full-fledged involvement of Pakistan into the US fight against
terrorism will jeopardize its strategic goals in Central Asia, and that Pakistan will thus lose much of what
it has achieved through joint initiatives with other regional powers. Moreover, Pakistani researchers are
increasingly noting that the United States has made serious efforts to use Turkey and India to divert the
Central Asian republics from Islamic fundamentalism spread by the so-called Iran-Pakistan axis; Pakistan,
therefore, accuses the US not only of playing Indian-Pakistani contradictions, but also of trying to split
Economic Cooperation Organisation (ECO) in its goals and weaken Pakistan’s positions in Central Asia.

In other words, although theoretically there indeed exists probability of South Asia playing a role of
vehicle of US interests in the Central Asian region, but it does not exceed the probability of the same role
played by any other vehicle state(s), and is generally one of the minimal threats of such nature. Thus, the
role of the US factor in relations between the countries of Central and South Asia is perceivable, but is in
no way decisively significant.

A Factor of China. As yet in 2004 Indian expert P. Stobdan neutrally noted, “if India’s policy
guidelines for relations with Uzbekistan, Tajikistan and Turkmenistan have relevance for its Afghan
policy, the guidelines for Tajikistan, Kyrgyzstan and Kazakhstan should also include its China policy”
[10, pp. 44-45]. After almost 15 years, Indian researcher M.S. Hussain explicitly pointed to the avoidance
of usage of Central Asian region by two India’s arch rivals — Pakistan and China — in the list of key Indian
interests [11, p. 118]. A. Bhattacharya also noted that “there is no real bonhomie between India and China,
and there can never be, because according to Confucian thought, there cannot be two tigers residing on a
single mountain™; on the contrary, India should strive turn to all possible advantages from China’s
problems and weaknesses [12]. However, in general regarding the Indo-Chinese relations in Central Asia,
it can be said that their existing political confrontation is combined here with a noticeable actual and
potential partnership.

The first one is likely to escalate, since the Central Asian republics themselves almost openly talk
about their intentions to use India as a counterbalance to China [see, e.g.; 13, p. 102; 14]. In India it is
believed that the growing influence of China in Central Asia worries the whole world and not just India,
especially since China is trying to apply to the Central Asian republics the same strategy that it applied to
Pakistan and Myanmar as India’s closest neighbours. And in general neutrally and in some ways even
positively assessing the Chinese Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), the Indian side expresses concems not
only in relation to its own interests, but also to the interests of Central Asian republics. “The BRI promises
the Central Asian region’s integration with a new and multifaceted transportation network, and, thus,
connecting it to distant countries and markets. It is also viewed as changing Central Asia from a land-
locked to a transit region and, thus, creating a new direction in its development”. However, this initiative
“is not free from China’s geostrategic and political interests... China is flexing its economic muscles with
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an aim to... expand its political clout as well” [15, pp. 141, 144]. This, of course, cannot but alarm India
(as cannot but gladden Pakistan which by many parameters is included by China into this initiative).
Though, it is quite remarkable that the Indian side sees no interest in supporting the US campaign against
the Belt and Road Initiative of China.

At the same time, India and China also have common political views upon many problems that in
one way or another affect the Central Asian region, including Islamic radicalism, terrorism, drug
trafficking, etc. And although the Indian-Chinese differences are well known within the frameworks of the
SCO (so that in this organization India prefers to rely on Russia), but on the other hand, India and China
are equally concerned about security issues associated with a certain degree of presence of NATO and
other Western forces in Central Asia.

In any case, it should be emphasized that India considers the presence of Chinese factor in the Central
Asian region mainly and sometimes exclusively from an economic point of view [see, for example, 7].
Indeed, China has in no way prevented expansion and deepening of political interaction of India with the
states of this region, and only in economic aspect objectively tried to prevent Indian big business from
penetration and consolidation here. However, in the geo-economic aspect, India can in one way or another
interest China in cooperation in Central Asia, giving it in exchange areas of its own economic influence in
other regions of the world. Moreover, work in this area has already begun. For example, in recent years,
China, albeit too inactively, has been considering India’s proposal for cooperation in Chinese-owned
Kazakhstani oil fields in exchange for similar cooperation in the Indian hydrocarbon fields in Sudan and
Colombia.

Apparently, the Indo-Chinese geopolitical and geo-economic interaction in Central Asia will take
place either in areas where same cooperation between them already exists in other regions of the world, or
where Indian and Chinese interests do not overlap. For example, if it would be more profitable for China
to offer low-level technologies to Central Asian states, then India will be able (and perhaps even forced) to
share with them higher level technologies, which in any case will be beneficial for the Central Asian
republics.

For Pakistan, the Chinese factor in Central Asia is clearly a positive thing, although it has long been
overshadowed by Chinese accusations to Pakistan of spiritual nourishment, preparation and financing of
activities of Muslim separatists in Eastern Turkestan [see, e.g., 9, p. 707]. What is more, it is China’s
dissatisfaction with Pakistan’s pro-Islamic policy that gives Indian authors the opportunity to argue that
India, the republics of Central Asia and China have the same views on many significant issues, in
particular, economic development, the expansion of social and cultural rights, the threats posed by drugs
and weapons trafficking, cross-border terrorism, religious extremism and ethno-religious separatism.
However, it should be noted that Pakistani authors themselves are sceptical of India’s hopes of playing on
the alleged Chinese-Pakistani contradictions, regarding these hopes as nothing more than “desired given
off as valid” [see, for instance, 16]. Though, certainly, cooperation of Pakistan and China through the
Central Asian region per se should not be viewed purely in a negative aspect.

A Factor of Russia. The role and place of Russia in the Central Asian region and the projection of
this role upon cooperation of Central and South Asia has always been of great importance for both India
and Pakistan, true, with their opposite attitude to this circumstance.

Despite occasional sporadic contradictions between India and Russia, these countries can without
exaggeration be viewed as representatives of one side on the world arena and at any regional level that, in
principle, eliminates any need for any analysis of their interactional options. According to the former
Prime Minister of India M. Singh, the Indo-Russian relations are an important factor in creating a safe and
stable multipolar world [17, p. 2] with all the ensuing consequences.

Hence, it is not surprising that many Indian researchers positively perceive the Eurasian Economic
Union (EEU) in which, as they do not doubt, Russia plays a leading role (although Kazakhstani president
is clearly acknowledged as its ideologist). Moreover, some representatives of India are quite easy about
Russian-Chinese alliance in the Central Asian region as more efficient and generally successful alternative
to the United States. “Leading powers such as the USA, the People’s Republic of China and the European
Union established their presence in Eurasia, while the Russian Federation was keen to restore its influence
in the region... In the second decade of the present century, Russia and China have firmly established their
strategic partnership and are the leading actors on the Eurasian scene... Russian experts have put forward
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the idea of ‘Greater Eurasia” [embodied in the EEU — Ye.R.]|, whereas China has put forward the idea of
‘Greater Eurasian Partnership’ [manifested in the New Silk Road concept — Ye.R.]... Incidentally, these
projects were initiated after President Barack Obama announced the withdrawal of Western Coalition
Forces by 2014. The long-drawn war on terror did not achieve much but left behind a resurgent insur-
gency. It was against this backdrop that President Vladimir Putin launched the EEU™ [19, pp. 30-31].

Many researchers from the Indian side welcome and even consider to some extent necessary the
Russian participation in the affairs of Central Asian republics and in the latter’s cooperation with the states
of South Asia. Moreover, there are even opinions that despite all the declared multi-vector nature of the
Central Asian states, they continue to go hand in hand with Russia in their foreign policy [see, for
example, 18]. Some Indian authors at all consider Russia to be the natural ‘responsible power” for events
in the former Soviet Central Asia and a ‘comprehensive guarantor® for the Central Asian region; in this
regard, it is often proposed for India to interact with this region, in particular, in the field of security, only
through interaction with Russia.

For Pakistan, according to statements by representatives of its ruling circles, at present Russia is a
country with which its relations are realistic, businesslike, constructive, comfortable and correct, though
not always sincerely warm. These official provisions, however, have virtually no effect on the position of
Pakistan in Central Asia, not strengthening and not weakening it. However, Russia itself, while generally
welcoming India’s potential and actual multisided presence in the Central Asian region, tries to possibly
distance Pakistan from participation in Central Asian affairs, at least in the political sphere, both by itself
and as a conductor of interests of the West and China.

At that, according to the Indian side, Central Asia may acquire a special ambiguous value for India in
the event of a sharp improvement in Russian-Pakistani relations. The trends towards such improvement
are currently visible, although mainly in the economic sphere. Moreover, some representatives of India are
of the opinion that “Russia presumably in deference to China or out to spite India for moving closer to the
United States is forging a strategic partnership with Pakistan. However, it is a Russian strategic gamble
and the longevity of this new-found Russian embrace of Pakistan is doubtful™ [20].

Pakistani authors themselves, paying tribute to Russia for economic assistance through indirect
implementation of projects within the China-Pakistan economic corridor, and like the Indians recognizing
Russia’s leading role in ensuring full-scale security in the Central Asian region [see, €.g., 21, p. 4], vet
objectively put China on the first place in the list of their own both political and economic partners,
including these in Central Asia [see, for example, 22]. It is clear that all this is very comfortable for India
from the point of view of its versatile alliance with Russia, including within the Central Asian space.

Concluding remarks. Thus, the role of external powers in interaction of states of Central and South
Asia has certain but not decisive significance. It seems that in this regard, India will be most interested in
that the Central Asian states as soon as possible acquire the status of real subjects rather than objects of
regional and world politics in order they could likely to India defend their own interests in the face of
world powers. In the interests of Pakistan, which failed to play either its historical-¢thnic, Islamic or the
ECO cards in relation to Central Asia, the main priority will be not so much to multiply but first of all, to
preserve everything already acquired in this region. At the same time, both for India and Pakistan, neither
the United States, nor the Russian Federation, nor even the People’s Republic of China are, at least
politically, a serious hindrance or a tangible advantage in developing their own relations with the states of
Central Asia — to a large extent because the latter have already entered the world arena as full-fledged
subjects of geopolitics and cannot be viewed in a serious ‘linkage’ to the interests of any world power. As
N. Joshi and K. Kumari have reasonably noted in this connection, “at present, the interplay among the
major powers has reached a levelling stage with their interests well balanced. While attempts by Russia
and China to give a thrust to their regional initiatives are going on, the uncertainty in Afghanistan has kept
the USA engaged. The success of these initiatives, however, depends on the response of the CARs and
their willingness to cooperate™ [19, p. 32].

In other words, the influence of the factor of powers upon the development of events in the Central
Asian region and its relations with South Asia requires constant due attention, but simultaneous periodic
variability, estimating inconsistency and in general insufficient elaboration, fixedness and meaningfulness
of this factor proves the presence of theory of the ‘New Great Game’ in Central Asia but the absence of its
actual practical manifestation. And this, in turn, is one of the positive moments in terms of external and
internal security of Central Asian states.
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E. HU. Pyaenxo
P. B. Cyneiimenos arsianars! LIbireicTany nHCTHTYTHL, AmMarsl, Kazakcran

OPTAJIBIK IEH OHTYCTIK A3UA MEMJIEKETTEPTHIH OPEKETTECYIHJE
AMEPHUKA, KbITAHU )KOHE PECEU ®AKTOPJIAPBI

Annotamus. Makama «CBIPTKBl KYIMITSPAIK (acTaM AepKaBamapasik)y» (akTtopsiH OpTanmbslk Asus peciyOmmm-
KATAPBIMCH 63apa dPEeKeTTeCy meHOepinae OHTYCTIK A3HI MEMIICKCTTCPIHIH MY AaeIepi TYPFBICHHAH «KaHa Y TkeH
OMBIH» JETCH MAPTTHI TYPAC FHUIBIMH TY>KBIPBIMIAMAHBIH NIBIHANBI HEMECE YKAJFAH JKY3ETe aChIPBUIYHI PETIHAE Taj-
JaMaibl KApacThIpyabl alIblHA MAKcaT CTill KoWraH. Makanaga KepiHiC TalKaH 3EPTTEY OChl MACEJICHE ApPHAFAH
COHFBI NIMPEK FACHIPAAFHI YHIUIK >KOHE MAKUCTAHBIK 3CPTTCYIILICPAIH MEH CapalIIbLIAPAbIH KYMbBICTAPBIH JKOHE
aNTKaH MiKIpIepiH HeriziHae >Kyprizinai. Tapuxu-reorpadusuibIK KOHE CAICH-IKOHOMHKAIBIK ceOenTepal Hazapra
ana oteipbmm, Opramslk koHC OHTYCTIK A3HS MCMIICKCTTCPIHIH ©3apa opekerrecyinae Amvepmka Kypama Illrar-
TapeiHbIH, KpTal Xaneik PecryOmmkaceissiH skone Pecelt ®enepausChIHbIH POIIIH MEH OPHBIH OAcThI 3€iiH Cajbl-
nagpl. HakTe! xargaiimapabl MEH MBICATAAPAbl KBICKAINA TAAAy apKbLIbI OCHI YII MEMICKETTEPre Kapal YHIICTaH
MeH [lokictaH eximaepi apacelHAQ OJAPABIH eiacpiHiH OpramblK A3HS PeCHyONMHKATAPBIMCH KATHIHACTAPBIHIA
«CBHIPTKBI (DaKTOPABIHY AKWKAT MAHBI3ABUIBIFBIH OaFalayFa bIKIAJ €TCTIH OH, OcHTapal >koHE KAFBIMChI3 TCOPHIBIK
YFBIMAAPIBIH MCH IPAKTHKANBIK TOKIPUOCHIH TOJBIK ayKbIMbI Oap men kepcerinreH. Tyxbippmmaa Opranbik Asmsa
aitmMarsiHAA «Y IKCH OMBIHHBIHY OipHeme OCaATiIepinin Jomenai 00IybIHA KapaMacTaH, 0y KyObutsic OpTanbiK A3usa
MCMJICKCTTCPIHIH XaTBIKAPANBIK KATBIHACTAPBIHAAFBI OOBCKTIACP eMeC, CYOBCKTICP peTiHAC OaphIHIIA OCKITS
TYCITIETiH HAKTHI MOpTEOeci ceOeOiHEeH OYTIHACH XKY3eTe achIPhLIMAIbI JCTCH KOPBITHIHIBI KACATAH/IbL.

Tyiiin ce3nep: Oprambik xoHe OHuTycTik A3ma, AKI, Kprrai, Pecelt, «JKaHa YnkeH ofibIH», reocascar, Kayir-
CI3mIK, HHTETPALIIBIK OacTamanap.

E. H. Pyaenxo
WnctutyT BocrokoseneHus uM. P. b. Cyneiimenosa, Anmarst, Kazaxcran

AMEPUKAHCKHWI, KATAUCKWI W POCCUICKHI ®AKTOPbI
BO B3AUMO/IEHCTBUU CTPAH HEHTPAJIbHOM W FOYKHOM A3HH

Annotamust. CTaThsg CTABHT CBOCH IIEJBI0 KPAaTKOC AHATIUTHYICCKOE PACCMOTPEHHE (DAKTOpA «BHEIMHUX JEp-
JKaB» KAK HCTHHHOM WJIH JIOKHOH peajM3alii OKOJOHAYYHOH KoHuemmu «HoBo# O0NbIION HTphry Yepe3 Mpu3My
HHTEPECOB IOKHOA3MATCKUX TOCYJAPCTB B PAMKaX HMX B3aUMOJCHCTBHS ¢ pecmyOnmkamu LleHTpansHOH Asuu.
OTpa’keHHOE B CTaThe MCCICIOBAHNE MPOBEACHO HA OCHOBE AHAIM3A IOCBSIICHHBIX JAHHOH MPoOIEME TPYAOB H
BBICKA3BIBAHUH WHAUHCKUX M MAKHCTAHCKUX MCCICAOBATCIICH M 3KCICPTOB 34 MOCICAHHUE YCTBEPTH Beka. C yueToM
KOMITJIEKCA HCTOPHKO-TEOTPAYHMUECKUX M ITOJMTHKO-IKOHOMHUCCKHX IIPHIMH, OCHOBHOC BHUMAHHUE YACICHO POJH U
MecTy BO B3ammoaciicteuu LlenTpanpHoi u FOxkHON Asum Takux rocyaapcts kak CoeamHenHble 1lTaTer AMepHkH,
Kuratickas Hapoxras PecyOmmika n Poccutickas @eaepamms. [TyTeM KpaTKoro aHANMH3a KOHKPSTHBIX CHTYAUHHA H
MPUMEPOB MOKA3AHO, YTO MPUMEHUTEIBHO K KAKAON U3 YKA3AHHBIX AcprKaB y mpeactasurenci Munuu u ITakucrana
HMEETCA MPAKTHYECKU MOIHBIA CHEKTP NOJI0KUTEIBHBIX, HEUTPATBHBIX H OTPHLIATEIBHBIX TEOPETHUCCKIX BBIKIAI0K
W MPAKTHYECKOTO OIIBITA, BIIONIMX HA OLCHKY MMH PEAIbHON 3HAYMMOCTH «BHEIIHETO (DAKTOPa» B OTHOIICHUIX
HX CTPaH C LEHTPAJTbHOA3MATCKUMH pecIyOnmkaMu. B 3aBeprucHwe menaeTcs BBIBOX O TOM, UTO, HECMOTPS HA
00BEKTUBHOC HAIMHHUE Psia MPU3HAKOB BOIBINOM HIPHI B ICHTPAILHOA3HATCKOM PETHOHE, ITOT (PEHOMEH BCE JKE HE
TIOJIY YHJT 37€Ch CBOCH MOJHOW peanm3aliy B MEPBYIO OUEPEIb B CHIY BCE OONEE 3aKPEIILTIOMIETOCs (PaKTHICCKOTO
craryca rocyaapcts LieHTpanbHO# A3HH Kak CKOPEE CyOBEKTOB HOMKETH 00BCKTOB MCKTY HAPOIHBIX OTHOIICHHH,

Kmouesnie ciosa: LenrpamsHas u FOxnuas Asua, CIIA, Kurait, Poccunsa, «Hosag Oompmag urpa», Teomom-
THKA, 0€301IACHOCTD, HHTCTPALIMOHHBIC HHUIIHATHUBBI.
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