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At first glance, the region called Central Asia seems to be something new for the rest of the
world.  However,  it  has  been  the  focus  of  a  number  of  regional  and  non-regional  powers  for  a
long time. Specifically, this traces back to the beginning of the 19th century, popularly known as
the “Great Game” when the interests of Great Britain and Russia clashed over controlling the
region. Today the Central Asian region is undergoing “The New Great Game” in which the
number of participants is bigger than previous one. For instance, the USA, Russia, China, Iran,
India and countries of the European Union (EU) are involved actively in the “competition” to
maintain influence in Central Asia. According to Strobe Talbott, Deputy Secretary of State
during the Clinton administration, expanding military-to-military cooperation would help reduce
regional instability and promote mutual security in an effort to avoid any replay of the 19th
Century Great Game with its zero-sum competition for influence among great powers (Talbott,
1997).

After the collapse of the Soviet Union, new independent states emerged from the territory
of the former USSR, which have their own path of building the future and different directions of
foreign  policy.  Later  on,  the  potential  of  Central  Asia  with  its  rich  natural  resources,  transport
corridors, geopolitical location and huge market engaged the attention of many countries, and
nowadays it is a strategically important region at the crossroads of Eurasia. The countries in this
region run the gamut on energy wealth. Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan and Turkmenistan
are endowed with oil and gas resources. These countries provide 2 million barrels of oil per day
to the global market and are expected to add 4 million barrels by 2010. Their gas production is
expected to increase by 60 percent in 2010 (Assessing energy and security issues in Central Asia,
2006). Therefore, bearing in mind geopolitical importance and resource potential of the region, a
number of states of the world like the USA, Russia, China, Iran, the EU, Turkey, and some
others are gradually playing an active role in the transformation processes of the region. One of
such states as stated before is the United States of America. The interests of the United States in
Central Asia can be explained by several reasons.

To  begin  with,  American  approaches  to  Central  Asia  are  based  on  the  strategy  of
resistance against any outside force, which can hinder the realization of the US foreign policy
priorities in the region. According to the National Security Strategy of the USA (2006), the
United States will not allow a hostile power to dominate any region of critical importance to its
interests (National Security Strategy, 2006).
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One of the states showing an active interest to the region is the People’s Republic of
China.  Especially, Caspian energy resources are considered to be one of the primary interests of
China in Central Asia, apart from its interests in maintaining stability and ensuring security in
the region, which borders on the Xinjiang Uyghur Autonomous Region (XUAR). China gives
particular interest to Kazakhstan, as a state richer in terms of mineral resources in the region.
Washington sees an increasing activity of China to control the energy resources of the region as
a threat to its national interests.

To  continue,  Central  Asia  is  important  for  the  United  States  in  terms  of  both  ensuring
security and creating military bases in the foresight of inevitable conflict with regional and non-
regional powers.

Finally, the USA makes it its aim to utilize the region for geopolitical maneuvers in the
Near and the Middle East, as well as in Southern Asia. A case point, the United States aspires to
have an access to the “regions with problems” in Russia (Chechnya) and China (Tibet, Xinjiang
Uyghurs’ Autonomous Province). This would allow Washington to utilize the possibilities of the
aforementioned unstable regions for geopolitical maneuvers in the East. In this context, to
strengthen the military and political relations with the countries of the region and maintain a
presence in the region are remaining more and more the significant aspects in realization of
indicated tasks.

 In a conclusion, nowadays Central Asia is of interest to both nearby and geographically
remote geopolitical players. In fact, the following are the focus of crucial priorities: political
influence, access to the considerable mineral resources, promotion of national priorities and
security in its diverse aspects. It’s fair to note that the U.S. interests in Central Asia derive first
from the proximity of this area to Russia, Iran, and China. According to the research professor of
National Security Affairs Dr. Blank (2007), the United States and the West in general find
themselves increasingly dependent on the continued stability and development of the Central
Eurasian region. He believes that  the future of this region has a considerable bearing on the
development of the Global War on Terrorism and in general on U.S. security interests in Eurasia;
the maintenance of access to airspace and territory in the heart of Asia; the development of
alternative sources of energy; and the furthering of freedom and democratic development.

That Central Asia is a landlocked and far from major maritime trading routes region is a
fact. However, after the creation of new links in the areas of transport communication, trade, and
energy,  it  eventually  will  become  a  crossroad  of  global  trade  as  it  was  in  the  past.  From  this
perspective,  the  importance  of  Central  Asia  is  not  limited  within  the  region.  It  has  also  a
profound  effect  on  the  life  other  nearby  and  remote  regions.   Apart  from  acting  as  one  of  the
active players in a global trade, Central Asia is clearly significant to diversify energy supplies of
such countries like the United States and countries of the European Union.

Political realities of the world show that for the United States, Central Asia is a region of
both growing importance and of increasing challenge. Its proximity to such countries like Russia,
China, Iran, India, and others, location as the center of the Global War on Terrorism and its large
energy resources make it a strategic region where the United States has vital interests.
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Friendly Enemies: Fundamental obstacles of the U.S.-Russian relations
.

, , 
Wittenborg University of Applied Sciences, the Netherlands

E–mail: Morozov@iubip.ru

In the meanwhile, there are no serious fundamental political relations between Russia
and the United States of America.

The situation is far worse and anxious, than it was at times of Soviet-American
relations. Cooperation infrastructure amid the USA and our country, which was created during
the Cold war years, is entirely wrecked now. And nothing had been created at all.

Evidently, Russo-American relations once again become cooling.  On the one hand, this
could be explained by the election campaigns in both countries, an experience shows the
tendency of foreign policy stiffening, used for relating to domestic policy rhetoric. On the other
hand, an attentive international observer couldn’t miss, that behind these relations deterioration
are long-term and profound tendencies. In recent years, Russia is more rarely mentioned in
annual US President’s message to Congress, which is to say, at least, the US Administration
vigilance growth concerning our country.

An American politicians and high-ranking officials are progressively expressing
bewilderment with relation to internal and foreign Russia’s policy, so that on diplomatic
parlance mean rather strong frown. In this year February, at hearings devoted to national
safety, Russia is officially declared as menace to the US’s security together with China, Iran
and Iraq, and even al-Qaeda (!!!)

Meanwhile,  relations  with  the  United  States  are  a  crucial  problem of  Russian  foreign
policy. Events proved, in the solution of any question in the slightest degree with any of the
countries or a group, whether they are China, Europe Union or the formers Soviet-Union, we
are inevitably faced with a necessity of its settlement, in the context of bipartite the U.S.-
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Russian  relations.  Ultimately,  at  the  slightest  pretexts  we  have  to  negotiate  with  Americans.
Without a normal collaboration and the U.S-Russia cooperation, therefore our foreign policy
would be weirded to inefficiency.

Moreover,  if  we  pretend  to  a  title  of  a  State  with  global  interests  and  would  like  to
participate in organization of a new global order, thereby the partnership with the United States
is unexpendable. Only in terms of partnerships with the U.S we are open to interpose in
formation of a new global order. We cannot flee thereon.
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