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Abstract. From the first days of their independence, the Central Asian states were constantly searching for the
most optimal and beneficial ways to interact between each other and with other partners, both located in close
proximity to their borders and relatively remote, but no less significant.

The main goal and scientific novelty of this research is to analyze current approaches, taking into account the
foreign policy doctrines of global actors (Russia, China, the USA and the EU) in relations with the countries of
Central Asia. Particular attention is paid to the assessment and conclusions on the prospects for their
development, including through the prism of the interests of the states of the region.
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AHpaTtna. ©3 TayencisgiriHiH anfawkbl KyHaoepiHeH ©6actan Optanblk A3va memnekeTTepi Gip-bipimeH xaHe
LeKapanapblHa TiKenen >XakblH OpHanackaH, CoHAal-aK canbiCTbipMmanbl Typae anbic, GipaKk MaHbl3abl emMec
Dacka cepikTecTepMeH e3apa iC-KMMbINAbIH OHTalnMbl XXaHe TUIMAI TaciNaepiH TypakTbl Herisae isgeai.

Ocbl 3epTTeyaiH Heri3ri MakcaTbl MEH fbifibiIMU XaHanblfbl OpTanblk A3ns enpepiMeH KapbiM-KaTblHacTapaarbl
XahaHablk ovbiHWBINApAbH (Pecew, Kpitan, AKLL xeHe EO) CbipTkbl cascyn AOKTpMHAaNapbiH eckepe OoTbipbin,
kasipri 3amaHfbl Tocingepai Tangay Gonbin Tabeinagesl. Onapapl AambITy nepcnekTvBanapbl OOMbIHLLIA, OHbIH,
ilWiHOe eHip MeMmneKeTTepiHiH Myaaenepi nNpuamacbl apkbinbl GaFanay MeH KOpbITbHAbINapFa epeklle Hasap
aynapbingpi.

TywnHai cespep: OpTanbik A3us, Pecewn, Kbitan, AKLL, Eyponanseik Opak, e3apa 6ainaHbIcTbinblk, «bengey xaHe
»on 6actamacsi».

JEL kopTap: F42, F50, F68

AHHoTauma. C nepBbIX AHEN CBOEW He3aBUCMMOCTW rocyaapcTtBa LleHTpanbHon A3vm Ha NOCTOSIHHOW OCHOBE
uckanum Hanbornee onTumarnbHble W BbIrOAHbIE CMOCOOLI B3aMMOZEWCTBMA ApYr C APYroM W C  ApyruMmun
napTHepamu, Kak HaxoOAWWMMWCS B HENocpeAcTBEHHOW 6nvM3oCcTM OT WX rpaHuuy, Tak U OTHOCUTENbHO
yAaneHHbIMU, HO HEe MeHee 3HaYUTENbHBIMMU.

OCHOBHOW Lienbio ¥ Hay4YHOW HOBW3HOW OAHHOrO MCCrefoBaHWs SIBNSETCA aHanu3 COBPEeMEHHbIX NMOAXOAOB, C
y4eTOM BHELUHEeNONMMTUYECKUX AOKTPUH rnobanbHbix urpokos (Poccun, Kutas, CLUA n EC) B oTHOLEHUSIX CO
cTpaHamu LleHTpanbHoi Asun. Ocoboe BHMMaHWe yaeneHo OLeHKe W BbIBOAaM NO NepcrnekTMBam UX pas3BuTus
yepes NpyU3mMy MHTEPECOB rocyaapcTB peruoHa.

KnioueBble cnoBa: LleHTpanbHaa Asusa, Poccusa, Kutam, CLUA, Esponevickun CoH03, B3avMOCBSI3aHHOCTb,
WHuynatmea «lMosic n MNyTb».

JEL kopbl: F42, F50, F68

Introduction. During the seventy the most important strategic resources are
years of the existence of the Soviet Union, redistributed between them.
the Central Asian region was virtually Central Asian countries possess the
excluded from global political and richest reserves of minerals such as oll,
economic processes. Being a part of the gas, gold, uranium, zinc, aluminum, rare
USSR, the Central Asian states were not and rare earth metals, etc.,, and their
able to carry out relations with the outside location in the heart of the Eurasian
world independently, both in political and continent between Russia, China, India
in trade and economic aspects. and Iran adds not only a transport and

The collapse of the Union opened logistics, but also a geostrategic
Central Asia to the world community, component.
making it a new point of attraction for the With  the growing geopolitical
interests of global and regional actors. confrontation with the West, Central Asia
Just like centuries ago, the region again is becoming the most important area of
acquires the role of a kind of bridge Russian foreign policy. Moscow
between East and West, through which traditionally makes a bet on economic,
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military and military-technical cooperation.
At the same time, it considers its interests
in the region primarily through the prism of
security.

According to the authoritative
American researcher Francis Fukuyama,
Central Asia will soon become the centre
of the global economy. And China will
make to this process its huge contribution,
since it is increasingly focused on Eurasia
(Fukuyama, 2016).

The new US Strategy for Central
Asia, adopted in early 2020 (United States
Strategy for Central Asia 2019-2025,
2020), will appear in connection with
Washington’s diplomatic rapprochement
with the states of the region, and it will
focus on Afghanistan, as well as deterring
a growing China and revanchist Russia in
Central Asia, because Washington
considers these two countries their main
opponents on the world stage.

Due to geopolitical factors, the
European Union has not claimed, and now
does not claim to be a key player in
Central Asia. Nevertheless, the EU has
always sought to maintain its presence in
the region and promote its interests,
adapting to the ongoing local changes.

In 2019 the European Union
presented “The EU and Central Asia: New
Opportunities for a Stronger Partnership”
document, which has become de facto
new EU Strategy for Central Asia, in which
the main ideas remain unchanged -
interconnectedness, sustainable,
comprehensive and rule-based initiatives,
which is definitely beneficial.

The methodological basis of this
research includes a complex of historical
and sociological methods. The historical-
descriptive method allowed the author to
conduct a holistic analysis of the primary
factual information. The comparative-
historical method and systematic analysis
made it possible to identify the stages of
the formation of the policy of global actors
in Central Asia, as well as to determine
cause-and-effect links, emerging trends
and specifics of the development of
interaction with subsequent conclusions.
This method was also used to compare
the points of view of various researchers
and politicians on the issue under
consideration.
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Russia’s role in Central Asia. The
Russian Federation certainly considers the
Central Asian region to be the sphere of its
historical influence. Nevertheless, the
sequential strengthening of China, which
is becoming the dominant economic force,
is gradually changing regional processes,
introducing new dynamics into them and
forcing a review of existing approaches.
These are not the only needles in the
region. The United States, the European
Union, and such regional powers as India,
Turkey and Iran are also ready to defend
their interests here.

With the collapse of the Soviet
Union, Russia had to develop new
approaches to its own foreign policy,
which would be most consistent with the
modern realities of international life and its
new status as the successor state of the
rights and obligations of the USSR.

However, the Russian leadership of
that period did not have a clear vision of
the country’s foreign policy priorities, and
the process of forming the conceptual
foundations of the new foreign policy
doctrine  of Russia looked rather
contradictory and uncertain.

This was caused by exaggerated
expectations that a sharp turn of Russia
towards rapprochement with the West
would entaill a sharp improvement in
bilateral relations with former rivals and, as
a result, the attitude of Western countries
to “new” Russia will change, and political
and economic support will increase.

On the other hand, amid the
expansion of contacts between Russia
and Western states, its traditional ties with
Asian countries and post-Soviet states
were weakening. On the very periphery of
Russia’s interests among the CIS
countries were the republics of Central
Asia.

Thus, for almost fifteen vyears,
Moscow has paid undeservedly little
attention to Central Asia. And only in the
mid-2000s the official state bodies and
non-governmental institutions of Russia
began to revive their interest to the
countries of the region.

An important factor that influenced
the activation of Russian foreign policy in
the Central Asian region was the
strengthening of the position of Western
states and investors in the Caspian Sea
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and, in general, the increased interest of
Western countries in Central Asia.

Moreover, while deepening
cooperation with the countries of the
region within the framework of various
regional security systems, as well as in
promoting the development of democratic
institutions in the countries of the region,
the West at the same time purposefully
adhered to the policy of squeezing Russia
out of Central Asia.

All this subsequently led to the
expansion of the sphere of economic and
political cooperation between Russia and
the Central Asian countries, the
intensification of bilateral high-level
meetings, and increased understanding
among the expert community of the
Central Asian countries of the common
interests between the states of the region
and Russia on many issues of regional
security.

It should be noted that from the point
of view of national security, stability in
Central Asia is more important for Russia
than for any other state adjacent to this
region, not to mention non-regional
countries for which problems in the region
are not a potential challenge to their own
security, but simply a field for a diplomatic
game.

With the growing geopolitical
confrontation with the West, Central Asia
is becoming the most important area of
Russian foreign policy. Moscow
traditionally makes a bet on economic,
military and military-technical cooperation.
At the same time, it considers its interests
in the region primarily through the prism of
security.

Moscow is concerned about the high
risks of destabilizing the region and the
activation of the United States, China and
other external players in Central Asia.

In addition, amid growing protest
movements in Russia, the importance of
Central Asia is increasing as the front line
for the protection of “traditional values” in
the post-Soviet space.

At the same time, the geopolitical
success of Putin’s project of the “Greater
Eurasian Space” is impossible without the
expansion of the military-political union,
which would ensure the security of the
new “civilizational association” from
Kaliningrad to the Pacific Ocean. The
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viability of this project largely depends on
the political loyalty of the Central Asian
states.

Recently, the Kremlin has also
revised its ideas about Central Asia as a
collective construction.

The strategic plan focuses on
strengthening comprehensive cooperation
with Uzbekistan. In the context of the
aggravation of relations with the USA and
the EU, it is fundamentally important for
the Russian Federation to prevent the
strengthening of the pro-Western or pro-
Chinese vectors of Uzbekistan. In this
context, the Russian Federation seeks to
maintain the technological dependence of
Uzbekistan in the mining, fuel and energy
sectors, as well as in the petrochemical
and nuclear industries.

Kyrgyzstan is important for Moscow
in the light of its strategy to expand and
deepen Eurasian integration. At the same
time, Bishkek is very critical of the
preliminary results of its membership in
the EAEU. Despite the imminent
completion of the grace period of stay in
the organization, issues regarding the
access of Kyrgyz goods to the Union
market have not been resolved yet.

Kyrgyzstan is an important ally of
Russia in multilateral formats. Practice
shows that Bishkek almost completely
supports international and regional
initiatives of Moscow.

Russia seeks to maintain its
influence in Tajikistan, which occupies a
special place in the regional security
system, playing the role of an outpost on
the southern frontier of the CIS/CSTO.

At present, Russia seeks to maintain
its military-political dominance in Tajikistan
(201st military base, RT membership in
the CSTO, ensuring the security of the
Tajik-Afghan border, etc.).

Russian-Turkmen relations have
been significantly intensified, which,
following the results of Vladimir Putin’s
visit to Ashgabat (in 2017), have been
brought to the Ilevel of strategic
partnership. Russia's interest in
Turkmenistan is determined by several
factors such as the necessity of
cooperation in the field of regional security
in the context of preventing threats from
Afghanistan and the need to maintain
leverage when laying pipeline projects for
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the export of hydrocarbons from Central
Asia to Europe, bypassing Russia. The
East-West gas pipeline constructed in
Turkmenistan in 2015 allows exporting gas
in the northern, western, and eastern
directions.

Russia limits the supply of Turkmen
gas to Europe via alternative routes. In
particular, it blocks attempts to reorient
energy flows from the Caspian region
bypassing its territory.

As we can see, Russia shows the
desire and ability to adapt its foreign policy
and discussion to new conditions inside
and out. This adaptation should go without
significant disruptions, although there is
someone to provoke them. Thus, optimal
result is the gradual construction of a new
space of international cooperation in
Eurasia, not of the various “games” that
remained in the 19th and 20th centuries.

China’s interests in Central Asia.
Over the years, the leaders of the
countries of the Central Asian region have
taken control of the economic and political
potential that they are striving to develop,
discovering new external relations and
partnerships. They began to show
openness towards influential
representatives of their closest circle or,
more precisely, to the dominant subjects
who began to discover this region.

China, being no exception, today
has become a commercial partner of five
states, and at the same time, an important,
albeit vaguely worded, participant in the
regional security agenda.

The development of relations
between the Central Asian countries and
China with good reason can be called
multi-speed. If we group all types of
interaction into three spheres - military-
political, trade-investment and
humanitarian, it is noticeable that, for
example, Tajikistan has advanced far in
the first two, Kyrgyzstan and Turkmenistan
mainly in the second, and Kazakhstan is
striving for a balance with the priority of
investment cooperation.

Although Central Asia has been the
focus of its foreign policy for a relatively
short time, China has already shown
significant  progress. Having mainly
economic interests in the region, today it is
one of the most active partners in Central
Asia, whose presence is fully reflected in
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the “Belt and Road” initiative (BRI) or
within its broader format — “Silk Road”.
Beijing’s desire to secure a share of the
region’s rich natural resources and create
new markets for Chinese goods,
especially for such industries as steel and
cement that are struggling  with
overcapacity as the domestic Chinese
economy has slowed (Standish, 2019).

The Central Asian countries are
trying to benefit from the Chinese project.
Although cooperation between China and
Central Asia began to develop even before
2013, the official launch of the OBOR
initiative gave a certain focus to previously
unitary commercial activities and indirectly
gave it a political connotation.

Despite the fact that the BRI is
primarily recognized as a commercial
project, its various aspects may be
identified upon closer examination. The
implementation of China’s foreign policy
strategy, despite its official statements,
can be described as the behavior of a
world power, described as the goal of
becoming a neighbor in every corner of
the world.

Central Asia is also associated with
China’s security cooperation, and Beijing
sees a potential stronghold in the region
that will help it fight Islamic extremism in
its western Xinjiang Uygur Autonomous
Region.

Kazakhstan, which has the largest
economy among the countries of Central
Asia, fully supports partnership with China
and calls itself a “buckle” on the belt of the
Chinese initiative. It expects considerable
benefits from the new economic
opportunities that China provides.

Kazakhstan was in the center of
attention of China, having extended a gas
pipeline to the PRC, and signed a number
of trade and investment agreements with
Beijing for $ 30 billion. At the same time,
China is expanding its economic presence
throughout the entire Central Asian region.

Despite the mutual sympathy
between Beijing and Moscow, which
seems to be unfairly treated by world
order, the Kremlin is very suspicious of the
expansion of its Chinese presence in the
region, although it does not determine the
reasons for its suspicion.

At first, Moscow tried to compete
with China’s growing influence in the hope
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of preserving its mantle as the main
economic force in the region. Moscow
launched new energy projects, weakened
Chinese initiatives, and actively supports
an economic bloc called the Eurasian
Economic Union (EAEU).

But sanctions and a quarrel with the
West over the annexation of Crimea and
the outbreak of crisis in eastern Ukraine in
2014 create obstacles for the EAEU,
which is why Moscow needs new, more
pragmatic relations with Beijing.

Against  this  background, the
partnership between the two countries
continues to expand.

Despite  the  development  of
partnerships and cooperation, Moscow is
concerned about Chinese aspirations and
the fact that as bilateral ties deepen, it will
be assigned the position of a junior
partner.

The Russian Federation and China
rely on different systems of civilizational
values. The strategy of China to
strengthen its position in the international
arena has proved its viability and
effectiveness in comparison with Russia's
foreign policy.

Moreover, the constraint  in
establishing a  mutually  beneficial
partnership will remain the difference in
the economic potentials of the Russian
Federation and China. Under the
conditions of Western sanctions and the
chosen model of the “besieged fortress”

behavior for the Russian Federation,
structural reforms become difficult to
implement.

If we look more broadly, due to the
combination of the “Belt and Road”
initiative with development strategies of
different countries, significant progress
has been made in the construction of the
China-Mongolia-Russia economic corridor,
the  Asian-European  transcontinental
bridge, the Sino-Pakistan economic
corridor and the China-Indochina corridor.
The actual results of the Chinese initiative
also include the construction of a
friendship bridge in the Maldives, the
Addis Ababa-Djibouti and Mombasa-
Nairobi railways. By the way, the
implementation of the latest project made
it possible to create a total of 50 thousand
jobs for local residents, which increased
Kenya’'s economic growth by 1.5 percent.
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From 2013 to 2017, the volume of
trade between China and the countries of
BRI grew by 4.9 percent. In 2000, exports
to the OECD as a share of Chinese
exports were around 61% while, for the
BRI-participating economies, it was 19%.
Subsequently, the trend in the share of
BRI-participating economies has been
continually upwards, reaching 34% in
2016, while that for the OECD declined
gradually to around 49% (OECD Business
and Finance Outlook, 2018).

For the 70 BRI “corridor economies”
(excluding China), projects in all sectors
that are already executed, in
implementation, or planned are estimated
to amount to US$575 billion.

In 2018 alone, Chinese enterprises
invested US $ 15.64 billion in 56 BRI
countries, which were directed directly to
non-financial projects. In addition, the PRC
has established, together with the member
countries, more than 80 foreign zones of
trade and economic cooperation, which
opens up a new and wider space for
Chinese investment.

All these facts indicate a rather
dynamic development of the BRI project
and provide the basis for the most daring
forecasts. For example, World Bank
analysts estimated that, with the “Belt and
Road” initiative, 7.6 million people will be
lifted from absolute poverty in the
participating countries, 32 million will be
eliminated from poverty, and household
incomes will increase by 0.7- 2.9 percent.
Foreign trade turnover will grow by 2.8-9.7
percent, and global trade will rise by 1.7—
6.2 percent (The World Bank, 2018).

However, against the backdrop of
positive news, more and more doubts are
expressed about the true intentions of
Beijing. Opponents of the BRI, especially
Western analysts, are convinced that it
leads to “violation of sovereign rights” and
‘colonization” of some participating
countries. They explain this by the fact that
by injecting huge investments in the
development of partners, the PRC is
thereby trying to drive them into debt traps
with the subsequent deprivation of control
over projects and aims to strengthen its
global influence.

At the same time, according to some
researchers, for China, which is rapidly
turning into a global center of economic
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attraction, ties with Central Asia do not
have any serious macroeconomic
significance. Today, the countries of the
region are of interest to China, first of all,
as a resource base, and economic
interaction in other areas is somehow
connected with the subsequent receipt by
China of resources from the countries of
the region (Izimov, 2019).

United States’ policy in Central
Asia. Since the collapse of the Soviet
Union, Central Asian states have also
experienced strong American influence
and even pressure in almost all areas - in
the political, military-strategic, economic
and ideological spheres.

Central Asia is a significant, but not
the only element of American strategy.
However, given the critical importance of
the countries of the region for establishing
US hegemony over Eurasia, it can be
predicted that the role and importance of
the region will increase.

The interest and participation of the
United States in the affairs of Central Asia
after the collapse of the Soviet Union was
unstable and had its own ebbs and flows.
They intensified after the American
invasion of Afghanistan and the start of the
anti-terrorism military campaign.

The new United States Strategy for
Central Asia 2019-2025 correlates with
US’s progress towards rapprochement
with the states of the region, and it is
focused on Afghanistan, as well as
prevention a growing China and Russia in
Central Asia, because Washington
considers these two countries their main
opponents on the world order.

At the same time, it is important to
note that the US geostrategic interests
often clash and conflicts with the interests
of other world power centers, such as
Russia, China, the European Union and
the countries of the Arab world.

This strategy aims to maintain
Washington’s dominance in the global
economy and financial system, to
consolidate America’s military-strategic
superiority and expand its geopolitical
influence, to deter strategic opponents,
which, according to the US security
doctrine, include China and Russia, as
well as to combat the so-called
international terrorism, which in fact serves
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the purpose of exercising control over the
Islamic world.

Meanwhile, the us Central
Command report for 2019 expresses
concern about the limited military

capabilities in the Central Asian region and
the dominant role of Moscow here. And
the State Department must look for ways
to solve this problem.

After the withdrawal of the main
NATO contingents from Afghanistan, the
situation of US military bases in Bagram,
Kabul and Herat will become more
complicated. Even successful negotiations
with the Taliban do not guarantee the
protection of these facilities from the anti-
American population and armed groups.
Therefore, Washington needs safe air
supply routes through Central Asia and the
Caspian Sea or, in case of defeat in
Afghanistan, new air bases in the region.

Therefore, there is very little room for
the United States in this region, although
America today again draws attention to
Central Asia.

Washington is unable to compete
with China’s volume of investments, which
it is brandishing in the region, and is
unlikely to have the same determination to
strengthen ties with it that Russia has.
Instead, Washington can offer itself to
local governments as an alternative if they
face pressure from strong neighbors and
want to have a counterbalance,
developing their relations in the
international arena.

However, in the coming years,
America will be absorbed in the complex
process of internal restructuring and
transformation of understanding of its
place in the world. Therefore, it is unlikely
that someone else will want to actively
intervene in the affairs of such a remote
region as Central Asia, in addition to real
fans of the “game”, who are not so many
in the USA.

In addition, the US policy in Central
Asia is affected by difficult relations with
Russia and Iran, Turkish, Pakistani and
Indian factors, energy projects, as well as
the problem of radical Islam.

The conflict of interests, which
seemed inevitable, had already begun,
and the adoption in these conditions of the
United States of a new strategy for the
region looked quite logical.
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Thus, despite the rhetoric, the
continuity of US foreign policy in the region
remains, and it remains in the focus of
attention of the current American
administration. However, the invariability
of US policy towards the region is also
mentioned in the strategy itself, where
priority is given to the formula C5 + 1,
where “C” is the five republics of the
region and “+1” is the United States.

Based on this, the preservation of
almost all of the previous US strategic
priorities in the region seems logical. We
can say that the tasks outlined in the
strategy of the Obama administration, in a
slightly modified form, “migrated” to the
strategy of Trump.

The priority of American policy
towards Central Asia remains geopolitical
modeling. The blocks of the strategy
related to security, the economy,
democracy and human rights are
subordinate to this task.

The solution to the problem of
maintaining and expanding stability in
Afghanistan through the promotion of
economic ties between it and the countries
of Central Asia relates to geopolitical
issues. The idea is not new - the concept
of Greater Central Asia was developed
during the presidency of George W. Bush.
It involves the rapprochement of the
Central Asian states and Afghanistan
under US control and the further
transformation of this geopolitical entity
into a safe zone of sovereign states with a
market economy, secular and open
systems of government.

In turn, the Greater Central Asia
project is just one of the “puzzles” in the
US strategic game, the goal of which is to
transform the whole of Eurasia into a
large-scale  controlled  geo-economic
space, including the Caspian region,
Central Asia, the Middle East and South
Asia.

All other areas presented in the
strategy - reducing terrorist threats in the
region, expanding economic ties between
the region and the United States through
American investment, supporting and
strengthening the  sovereignty and
independence of Central Asian states, are
somehow aimed at solving this problem.

At first glance, the tasks of
promoting human rights and supporting
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the rule of law are a little out of this chain.
But this is not so. The advancement of
democratic rhetoric is not only a tribute to
tradition, but also an instrument of
American policy in the region. The tool is
somewhat outdated, but still effective.
However, it is noticeable that if earlier
democratization was a fundamental
principle of US foreign policy, it's kind of
“‘whip” now it goes in conjunction with the
“carrot” - investments.

The European Union’s Strategy
for Central Asia. The European Union, as
a single geopolitical actor, until the end of
the first decade of the 21st century
practically did not manifest itself in the
region. At the time of the collapse of the
USSR, the EU was focused on internal
reforms; it was becoming an independent
subject of international relations. Then, the
period of its expansion began due to the
entry into it of the countries of Eastern
Europe and the Baltic states.

Thus, Central Asia has long been on
the periphery of the foreign policy interests
of the European Union. Against the
background of a significant number of
domestic and foreign policy problems
requiring  concentrated  attention  of
Brussels, the Central Asian region was not
considered as a top priority.

EU cooperation with the countries of
the region was carried out in the
«background» on the basis of partnership
and cooperation agreements signed in the
mid-90s.

Due to geopolitical factors, the
European Union has not claimed, and now
does not claim to be a key player in
Central Asia. Nevertheless, the EU has
always sought to maintain its presence in
the region and promote its interests,
adapting to the ongoing local changes.

In May 2007, the European Union
Strategy for Central Asia was adopted,
which for 12 years served as the main
program document of the EU, regulating
the key directions of inter-regional
cooperation.

At the same time, ten years of the
Strategy’s implementation have shown
that it no longer fully reflects modern
reality and is no longer able to effectively
serve as a guideline for interaction
between the parties.
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In June 2017, the EU Council on
Foreign Affairs came up with a proposal to
prepare a completely new strategic
document that would reflect the modern
vision of cooperation between the two
regions, as well as take into account
current geopolitical realities, changing
needs and new opportunities of the
countries of the Central Asian region.

On May 15, 2019, after two years of
work, the European Commission and the
EU High Representative for Foreign Affairs
and Security Policy presented to the
European Parliament and the Council the
Joint Communication “The EU and Central
Asia: New Opportunities for a Stronger
Partnership”, which has become de facto
new EU Strategy for Central Asia. This
Communiqué entered into force on June
17, 2019 after the adoption of the relevant
conclusions of the EU Council.

Unlike the 2007 Strategy, in its new
program document the EU intentionally
refused to form any specific thematic
platforms. This is due to the desire to give
the new document maximum flexibility, as
well as to maintain its relevance for a long
time (Joint Communication “The EU and
Central Asia: New Opportunities for a
Stronger Partnership”, 2019).

At the same time, the 2019 EU
Strategy, in essence, is a reissue, albeit a
much more detailed one, of the previous
document, in which the main ideas remain
unchanged - interconnectedness,
sustainable, comprehensive and rule-
based initiatives, which is definitely
beneficial.

In conclusion, it is necessary to note
that the interaction of Central Asian
countries with Europe should not provoke
grumbling from the Chinese or Russian
side. Politically, Europe can no longer
have a significant impact on the
stabilization of the region and its
periphery, where Afghanistan is located,
which has turned the efforts of external
powers into an unhealed wound of
Eurasia. Here the opportunities of
Europeans to help and harm are minimal.
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