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CENTRAL ASIA AS AREGION OF INTERNATIONAL POLITICS

Abstract

At the beginning of the third mmillennium, the region building process in Central Asia is more difficult
than ever before to assess the role of the region in the international relations’ system. In this regard, the issue
of regional subsystems of international relations is of considerable interest against the background of the
discussion on globalization. One of the most relevant examples in this regard is Central Asia. Today, the
countries of Central Asia are in the focus of attention of global and regional powers, international financial
and economic structures. In the 1990s, this region became a field of increasingly broad cooperation and at
the same time an arena of competition between various forces, due to its geostrategic significance,
potentially powerful oil and gas and other raw materials, and the prospects for building a powerful transport
infrastructure. All forms and types of foreign policy interaction in Central Asia are developing with the direct
and sovereign participation of the newly independent states of this region. It is in the hands of their
leadership that the levers of final decision-making are able to determine the strategic prospects for regional
development, and, consequently, to influence the overall course of history in such an interdependent world
today. There are several periods in the history of Central Asia that have had a strong impact on the
development of the region and its peoples. And, of course, each of these periods brought both positive and
negative elements to the historical processes of this vast part of the land.
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OPTAJIBIK A3US XAJIBIKAPAJIBIK CASAACAT CYBBEKTICI PETIHAE

Anoamna

Opranblk A3usfarbl KaHa TOyelCi3 MEMIIEKETTEPiHIH KalbITacy Ke3eHIHIH O3iHIIK epeKmIerikTepi
Oonmpl. Anaiima, opTanblK A3WSHBIH TeocascH alMakK peTiHIe XalblKapalblK KaThIHACTap >KYHeciHae
MaHBI3BIHBIH apTyhl >kahaHIBIK TPOIECTEpPMEH KaTap KeNil, OHIpAl aiMaKTBIK Kayilci3mik OONBIHIIA
aliMaKThIK YIBIMIAPIbIH KATBINTACYbIHA BIKNAN eTTi. «OpTanbIK A3Msh» FHUTBIMU KOHIICTITUSCHIHBIH FHITBIMH
omebmerTepie maiila OONFaHBIHA KOI OOJMaraHbIHA KapaMmacTaH, Ka3ipri TaHJa aiiMak enjiepiH 3epTTeyae
«troct kKeHecTik Oprtanslk Asus», «OpTa Asus» Hemece «YIKEeH A3MsS» TYCIHIKTEpiHIH OpHBIH Oacyna.
Aumaiina, Opranbik A3us enfiepin OpTak KOJIOHHAIB TAPUXH Ke3eHHEH Oacka He Oipikripesni? XambIKapaibIK
KaTblHACTap HEMece Ke3 KelreH oNeyMeTTIK FhUIbIMIa Kaumaih teopust OpTanblk A3us alMarbIHBIH
epeKIeNirin TyciHyne kemekreceni? Maxkamaga OpTanbiKk A3us aiiMaHBIHBIH KaJNbIITACYbIH HETI3ri yIIn
HETi3ri epeKmIeNiKTepiHe TOKTaNbIl oTemi. AWMAKTBIH ©3Te OHIpJIEepAEH epeKIIeNiriH eCKepe OTBIPHII,
aliMaKThIH HHTETPAIMSIHBIH IaMy TPACeKTOPUSCHIHA TAIIAy JKacallbiHaabl.PerpocnekTnuBTi aHamm3 «OpTabik
Azns» aliMarbIHBIH Toyenci3 alMakT peTiHae KalbITacy epeKIIeNiKTepiH aHBIKTay MaKCcaThIHIa
KongaHbeiaael. ExiamigeH, OpTamblk A3usi MEMIIEKETTEpiH OpTakK OipiKTipyIm KYHIBUTBIKTap MEH
OipereirikTep 1 aJIeyMETTIK KOHCTPYKTHBH3M TEOPHUSCH! asChIHIA Talay Kacaiapl. AMaKTarbl Kayilci3mik
Macesecl Kypleni reocascH, SKOHOMHUKAIIBIK JKOHE QJIEYMETTIK chmatka me. Kasipri TaHma Kayimnci3miKTiH
Kayim-Katepiepi keOelireni aikpid. bip *karbpiHan Kaparanga, OpTainblK A3Us MEMJICKETTEPIHE TiKeIeH Kayimn
JKOK, JISTGHMEH OJIEMHIH CasCH CaXHACHIHJAFbl OWBIHIIBUIAP/IBIH KYIITEp OaTaHCBIHBIH 63repiCKe YIIbIpayhl
OpTasiblk  A3Wsl MEMIIEKCTTEpIHIH JKarJaiblHa ocepiH THUTI30eH KoWMaiapl. OpTalblk A3WsS  ©3iHIH
TEOCTPATErHSUIBIK OpHAJIACYBl MEH eNoyip KOPJIBIK oJieyeTi apKachlHIa AJIEMJIIK JepXaBajap YIIiH
KBI3BIFYIIBUIBIK TYABIpanbl. BYyTiHT TaHIa oeMaiK Jiep:KaBaiapblH KbI3bIFYIIBUIBIFBI KAYIIlICI3IiK asChIHIA
Opranbik A3usi MEMJIEKETTEPIHIH SJIEMHIH JKETEKIIIi elJiepiMeH KOTKAKThI bIHTBIMAKTACTBIFBIH KEJEIIETYTe
OalimaHbBICThI TyBIHJAW B OCHl BIHTHIMAKTACTHIKTEIH HEri3r1 MaKcaThl KEHECTIK JOYIPACH KCHIHT1 KCHICTIKTE
XoHe OHbIH OpTanblK A3usi aiMarblHOa THIMZIl KayilCi3AiK >KYHEciH KalbIITAaCTBIPybl Oombim oThIp. OchI
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opaiiga «OpTanblK A3us» ellepiHiH XalbIKapalblK KaTbIHACTAp KYHECiHIeri pesi MeH BIKMANbl KYpAeIeHiIl,
MaHBbI3HI apTa TycTi. byrinae OpTansik A3us engepi oleMaiK KoHEe OHIPIIiK JepKaBalapblH, XalbIKapablK
Kap)KbI-DKOHOMHUKANBIK ~ KYpPBUIBIMIApABIH ~ Oactbl  HaszapbiHaa. 1990-mbr  xepUimapel  Oyn  eHip
TeOCTPATErusUIbIK MaHbBI3AbUIBIFBIHA, OJIEYeTTI KyaTThl MYHai-Tra3 jkoHe Oacka Ja INMKi3aT pecypcTapbiHa
0ailJIaHBICTBI OHIP HETI3T1 re0cascCu MYJICIICP TOFBICHIHA alfHAJIIBL.

Tyiiin ce3mep: Opranbik Asus, aiimMakraHy, aiiMakTBIK HHTErpalusi, CYBEPHHUTET, MEMIICKETTIiK
WHCTHTYT.
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HEHTPAJIBHAS A3USI KAK PETUOH MEXJTYHAPOJIHOM NMOJIMTUKA

Annomauyus

B nauane Tperbero THICSYENETHsS] MPOIECC PETHOHAIBLHOTO CTPOMTENbcTBa B lleHTpanpHOM Asuu
CTAaHOBUTCA KaK HHUKOrAa CJIOKHBIM IJIsI OLICHKU POJIM PErMOHAa B CUCTEMEC MEKAYHAPOAHBIX OTHOLIEHUN. B
3TOM CBSI3U BOIIPpOC O PCEruoHaJbHBIX MOACUCTEMAaX MEKIAYHAPOIHBIX OTHOIIIEHUN MpEACTaBIACT
3HAYUTENIbHBIM HHTEpEC Ha (DOHE AUCKYCCHH O riodanu3arui. OQHUM U3 Hanbosee 3HaYUMbIX IPUMEPOB B
aToM OTHOIIeHUH siBisiercs LlenrpanpHas Azus. Ceromas ctpasbl LIleHTpansHOM AWM HaXOMATCS B IICHTPE
BHUMAaHUS MHUPOBLIX U PETHOHAJIBHBIX ICPKaB, MEKIYHAPOIHBIX @HH&HCOBO-Z)KOHOMI/I‘IGCKI/IX CTPYKTYp. B
1990-e roapl ATOT perMoH cTall MojieM Bce OoJiee MIMPOKOro COTPYAHUYECTBA M OJHOBPEMEHHO apeHOH
COIIEpHUYCCTBA Pa3JIMYHBIX CHJI, YTO o6ycn013neHo €ro reoCTparerudcCKuM 3Ha4YCHUEM, NOTCHUOHWAJIBHO
MOIIHBIMA HE(TEra30BBIMA M JPYTHMMH CBHIPBEBBIMH DPECYypCaMH, IEPCIEeKTUBAMU CO3/IaHUS MOIIHOM
TpaHCIOPTHOW HHQPaAcCTpyKTyphl. Bce ¢opMbl W BHIBl BHEIIHEIOIMTHYSCKONO B3aUMOJCHCTBHS B
LenTpasbHONH A3WHM Pa3BUBAIOTCS IPH HEIIOCPEICTBEHHOM WM CYBEPEHHOM YYAaCTHHM HOBBIX HE3aBHCHMBIX
roCyJIapCTB 3TOr0 peruoHa. IMeHHO B pyKax UX PYKOBOJICTBA HAXOMSTCS pPblUard MPUHATUS OKOHYATEIbHBIX
peIeHu#, CIIOCOOHBIX ONPENeNATh CTPATETHYECKUE TIEPCIEKTHBBI PETHOHAIBLHOTO Pa3BUTHSA, a,
CJIC€O0BaTCIIbHO, BJIIMATH HA 06IJ_II/II‘/'I X0 UCTOPUHU B TAKOM B3aMMO3aBHCHUMOM COBPEMEHHOM MUPE. B HUCTOpUHU
IenTpasbHONH A3HMHM €CTh HECKOJBKO MEPHOIOB, OKA3aBIINX CHIIHLHOE BIWSHHAE HA PAa3BUTHE PErHMOHA U €ro
HapOIoB. I/I, KOHCYHO, Ka)K,ZIBII‘/'I N3 3THUX NEPUOAOB BHOCHII KaK ITOJIOXKHUTECIIBHBIC, TaK M OTPHULIATCIHLHBIC
3JIEMEHTHI B UCTOPUUYECKUE MPOIIECCHI 3TONH OTPOMHOM YacTH CTpaHBbI.

KuroueBnlie ciioBa: LleHTpanbHas A3us, perioHaau3alys, PETMOHAIBHBIE UHTEIPALUH, CYBEPEHUTET,
rocyaapCTBCHHOCTb.

Introduction.

The relationships between the five states (Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan,
Turkmenistan) in different areas has been studied as united in one region so-called Central Asia. Quite often,
the topic of integration and cooperation of the region has been discussed among analysts, scholars (Allison,
Roy. 2008; Bohr, Annette. 2004. etc) and at some level among political leaders. between political leaders [1].

The emergence of a new Central Asian region after the independence of five newly independent
republics has changed the geopolitical and geo-economic position of the entire Eurasia. Central Asia is not
only returned to its transit potential, connecting a series of vast regions of Eurasia (Asia-Pacific, Middle and
Near East, etc.), but also the led to form a new region in the centre of the vast Eurasian continent.

However, in the region since the 2017, discussion has received new impetus and developed in a new
shape. Cooperation has become an important political agenda of the region's leaders, but solution has not
been found yet. The common trend in all post-colonial nations is being reluctant to integration process. In
that regard, Central Asian nations are not exception, the concept of sovereignty is very important factor due
to the its Russian-Soviet dominated colonial past. According to the theory of regionalism, unions,
associations, at some level require the transfer of certain amount of sovereignty (absolute independence)
from national level into the institutional level.

From my point of view, this was one of the main reasons of partial failure of central Asian
regionalism/integration/region building at the early period of independence. Central Asian regionalism has
been the subject of debate around the region since the early 1990s [2]. Despite the absence of exclusively
Central Asian regional institutions, the idea of a regional cooperation framework for Central Asia (CA)
proved to be viable in the last 30 years. Surprisingly, there are numerous factors, which brings together the

36



Ab6aii amvindarul Ka3¥I1Y-Hiy XABAPIIBICHI, «daeymemmik dHcaHe casicu FolabiMdap» cepusicol, Ne4(72) 2020 .

five states CA nations as a single region. For instance, we can highlight historical arguments (common
colonial past), common ethnical, religious identity and geopolitical arguments.

The historical argument is Central Asia has been a thriving region along the silk road since ancient
times. The importance of CA comes from two main facts. First, Central Asia was home to several advanced
states and civilizations that made important contributions to the world's scientific, political, cultural, and
industrial processes. CA was a place where great nations’ interests met. Secondly, due to its geographical
location, Central Asia has always played the key role of a crossroads of trade, cultural and civilizational
exchanges on a global scale. However, Central Asia lost its central place in global exchanges due to the
emergence of sea and air transport in world trade, as well as due to the fall of the Central Asian region under
the political and military influence of external powers [3].

From the point of Central Asian view region-building process, the creation of CA regional structures will
allow to regain the region its importance in global trade and economic exchanges as an independent regional unit.
In this article, | will try to find the decent answers to my research questions covering up by three sections.

First and foremost, | will define the concept of Central Asia as a region. During the soviet dominancy
period CA hadn’t considered as an independent region in world politics. Instead, in that time CA had been
considered as a periphery of Moscow, consequently all the important decision had been made in Moscow on
behalf of region [4]. After collapse of USSR, all newly independent 15 states begun to create their own
identity in various ways. CA as a region started to create common identities, rules, norms artificially. In that
regard, | suppose theory of social constructivism helps us to understand what factors brought together CA
states as a single region during the early periods of independence.

Therefore, in this section | will apply theory of social constructivism to the Central Asian reality.
Second, | will shift to region-building process after the 2017. The reason is since the 2017 regional
integration process has been developed in new mode due to the unexpected change of leadership in
Uzbekistan and later planned power transition in Kazakhstan. In this section, | aim to define the probability
of new region building attempt under the new leadership in two main leading nations.Last, but not least, |
will analyse the uniqueness of Central Asian region-building process in general. In this section will try to
find proper response to questions, like what makes Central Asian regionalism unique? and etc.

Results and Discussion.
CA as a region and social constructivism, togetherness, common identity.

We have to draw lessons from the experience gained both in Central Asia and abroad in order to better
organize the discussion about Central Asian region building process. While studying CA, we shouldn’t not
limit ourselves analysing the geopolitical or security dynamics of Central Asian regionalism, or simply
describing the organizational and structural aspects of regional initiatives. Also, the debate about region-
building in Central Asia should not be limited by studying solely external actors or the views of the regime.
Rather, we should promote a theoretical approach to study Central Asia in the map of comparative
regionalism by examining the normative foundations of regional policy or by paying attention to how Central
Asia is or is not being created as a region under the influence of multiple actors, norms, and processes. Most
importantly, we should not consider Central Asian regionalism either as a linear implementation of the
"formula for economic integration" or as a finished product. We have to avoid subjective categories. Instead,
we believe that Central Asian regionalism can be best understood through a constructive approach that views
regionalism as a social construct.

Further development of the concept of Central Asia as a single region triggered the emergence of a
number of theoretical concepts of international relations which aimed to analyse various aspects of the
development of the region. For example, the theory of realism (as well as neo-realism) analysed region from
the prism of “revival of the great game”. In contrast, theory of liberalism sees region as an emerging region,
which lacks process of modernization, democratization and building civil society. Advocates of the theory of
social constructivism sees the region a forming region under the new post-soviet values and reviving pre-
colonial identity with elements of realism and liberalism. Alexander Wendt calls his theory structural
idealism, meaning a combination of two methodological approaches.He argues that structural factors are
more important for understanding social reality than agency factors [5].Since 2005, among the political
leaderships of the Central Asian countries has begun to re-think about the military and political presence of
external actors (Western countries) in the region, when the situation with their "humanitarian intervention™ in
Afghanistan has been worsened. So they turned their attention to non-Western values and concepts. They
began to act in accordance with the well — known statement of a prominent representative of the theoretical
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school of "constructivism™ Alexander Wendt, which is "anarchy is what states make of it".As a result, non-
western “central Asian common” values helped to fill idealogical vacuumto establish interstate relations
between themselves and with the outside world.

Further on | would like to common idea, identity which makes them together, still lack of idea about
how to link the common holiday with region building process. For example, national holiday “Nauryz”. This
is a holiday which celebrates across the region, including Iran at early spring season on 21,22 of March,
annually.

Central Asia under three new leaderships (Uzb, Kz, Kg)

In the last three decades the five Central Asian republics have been affected by several trends in the
region.

Central Asian countries in the period from the 1990s to 2005 demonstrated great attempts at regional
integration, which is clearly shown by the creation of such structures as the Central Asian Economic
Community (CAEC) and the Central Asian Cooperation Organization (CAC) and etc.

Two presidents, Islam Karimov and Nursultan Nazarbayev, launched integration by signing the
"Agreement on the common economic space” in Tashkent on January 10, 1994 [6].The presidents of
Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan and Turkmenistan joined this process a bit later. The leaders of Uzbekistan and
Kazakhstan also signed the "Alma-Ata Declaration™ in 1997 with the intention of establishing a nuclear-
weapon-free zone in Central Asia. In addition, some coordinating bodies were created and many other
documents were signed, for example, within the framework of the CAEP, more than 160 multilateral
cooperation documents were signed and more than 50 economic projects were adopted, but they ultimately
did not lead to the creation of a single deeply integrated space [7].Attempts by the Central Asian states were
not successful as supposed develop at intraregional cooperation from 1994 to 2005.

However, since 2017 the idea of "new integration” within the framework of the planned union of
Central Asian states has been gaining popularity in Central Asia. Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan claimed as
main two cores around which hypothetical regional integration can develop.In his speech on September 17,
2017 at the 72nd session of the UN General Assembly, President of Uzbekistan Shavkat Mirziyoyev
announced the creation of a new political atmosphere in the region and called for organizing regular
consultative meetings of the heads of Central Asian states [8]

Trends in after 2017 Central Asia indicates that the region is experiencing not only the revival of the "
failed integration process", but also deeper transformations of a global nature. In the context of radical global
transformations of the early XXI century for central Asia the question is for being objecte or subjecte in the
international system is obviously, crucial when choosing strategic perspectives and models for further
development.

Uniqueness and main features of CA region-building

The states of the region differ from each other not only in economic and social development, but also
with resources which they own. Thus, international relations in Central Asia have not yet acquired a stable
character, nor has a solid foundation been created for such internal unity that would allow us to
unconditionally consider the Central Asian region as a political and integration whole [9].

All the 1990s were spent in Central Asia under the sign of creating the foundations of newly
independent states. This was a very difficult time, as the new political institutions and leaders had no
experience in building independent systems of government. One of the critical tasks they had to solve was
the early establishment of a national ideology, which would become a kind of paradigm, the defining features
of state institutions and nation building process. That is one of the main reasons which delaying the process
of region building process in the region. The collapse of the Soviet Union led to the collapse of ccommunist
ideology and left nothing alternative to the states. Central Asian nations were in a state of "ideological
vacuum™ which radical Islam, nationalism, and various sects have tried to fill it. All this ideological
competition could turn into a threat of large-scale destabilization, which was clearly shown by the Osh
events of 1990 and the civil war in Tajikistan (1992-1997) [10]. Ensuring the effective functioning of newly
emerged state institutions required a "strong leadership”, otherwise it would not function properly, and the
country will be constantly in a fever. In Central Asia leaders could not create a new national identity within
the state and, in parallel, a new regional identity on regional level.
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The positive trends in relations between the Central Asian states observed after the change of power in
Uzbekistan at the end of 2017 and later in Kazakhstan. Those process does not seem quite similar to the
previous numerous "re- sets".

Probably, at this stage we can't talk about the beginning of regional integration in Central Asia, but the
normalization of interstate relations, the settlement of fundamental contradictions, understanding and
readiness for dialogue and cooperation between the countries of the region at this stage.

If a second attempt brings more luck than previous one, then the question of the economic prerequisites
will be critical aspects for further development. If the construction of supra- regional identity (identity above
the state) will be able to respond to tough questions like "What do we have in common in order to unite?",
then the economic aspect should provide an answer to the question"why should we unite?".
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CASICH MOJEHUETTIH JEMOKPATHUAJIBIK JKAHAPYbI

Anoamna

Casici MOJICHUETTIH OJIIIIeMi TapuX OTIH/IE KANBITACKAH MOJCHU-PYyXaHU OailaHbicTapMeH KaObICThIpa
3eprrenai. Ochl XOIga «IEMOKPATHs» TYCITiHIHIH MOHI allbUIBII, OHBIH KAH-KAKTHUIBIFBI KAPaCTHIPBUIIHL.
CoHBIH HETi3iHIe «IEeMOKPAaTHUSHBIH» MoHI OYTiHTi 3aMaHayW KYHIBUIBIKTAPMEH OalIaHBICHI 3epJIeieHill,
OHBIH KOFaMJarbl KbI3METI capajaHiuel. byn >xomma OWIIKTIH KepiHy (opMacel 1@ MoJIeHHETIIeH
OJILICHETIHAIN TapuX OTIHAErl cascu >KYHEeIepMeH CajbICTBIpMalbl 3epAefeHli. ©OJIeM XaJKbIHBIH
JYHUETAaHBIMBIHAAFBI CasiCH MOJICHUTETTIH aTKapfaH KbI3METi AEMOKPATHSUIBIK eJIIeMAECPMEH OaibIThUIAbL.
Byrinri Toyencizgikke KON KETKI3TeH eNJiH CasCH MOACHHETI JIEMOKPATHUSJIBIK JKOJIMEH >KaHFBIPYBI YIIiH
MEMJICKETTIH YITTHIK KYHABUIBIKTAD MEH IiHU KYHABUIBIKTap/bl ©3iHe >KMHAI, ObUTAHFbl QJIEMIIIK JaMyMeH
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