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THE BIDEN WHITE HOUSE AND
THE NEW FOREIGN POLICY IN CENTRAL ASIA

The world anxiously waited for the results of the US presidential election in 2020, expecting a new
direction by the new president and his White House’s policy towards its friends and foes alike. Now
President-elect Joe Biden and his administration will assume power on January 20, 2021, the White
House’s worldview and policy will most certainly either change or modify President Donald Trump’s
diplomatic, economic, and military engagements in the Central Asian countries. These and other issues
will become critical concerns for policymakers and scholars of international relations for years to come.

This article explores the background of the US foreign policy in these Asian countries and presents
an analysis and potential areas for engagement of the Biden administration in the Central Asian region.
The modern dynamics of international realities requires a constant analysis of the ongoing changes for
the operational calibration of internal and external management decisions for both regional and non-
regional actors. As an international actor the US will have to be responsible to keep the world and re-
gional balance in the region by trying to get its place in the region in the realities of Chinese — Russian
dominance.

Key words. Central Asia, US, Joe Biden, White House, policy, geopolitics.
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baiiaeH 6acLUbIAbIFbIHAAFbI AK YH YKoHe
AKLLU-TbiH, OpTaAbIK, A3UsiAa¥Fbl JKaHa CbIPTKbl casicaTbl

Bykin anem 2020 xbiarbl AMepuka Kypama LLITatTapbiHAaFbl MPE3MAEHTTIK CalAayAbl acblFa KYTTi,
cebebi xaHaaaH canAadraH [NpesnaeHT AKLL e3iHiH aAbsSIHCTapbl MEH KapcCblAacTapbiHa GafFbITTaAFaH
CbIPTKbl casicaTblH Ty6ereiAi e3repTeai aereH ymitT 6ap. Aaanaa, Ako baiaeHHiH oKiMLuiAiriHeH
AKLLI neH OpTanblk, A3u1SIHbIH KapbIM-KaTblHACTApPblHAQ HEHI KYTyre 60AaAbl KOHE >KaHa NMPe3uAEHT
aMakTarbl AoHaAbA TpamMnTbiH cagcaTbiH KaAal e3repTe aAaAbl AEr€H CypakTap CasicaTKepAep MeH
XaAblKapaAbIK, KaTbIHACTAP MaMaHAAPbIHbIH, apaCbiHAQ KbI3y TaAKbIFa TYCYAE.

byA makana Amepuka Kypama LLtaTtTapbiHbiH OpTanbiK, A3usiFa KaTbICTbl COHFbl OHXXbIAABIKTaFbI
CbIPTKbl CasicaTblH KapacCTbIPbIN, TaAAam >XXoHe OoAallak, 4 XbIAAbIK, AXKO banaeH npesmaeHTTIriHe
60AXKaM >KaCaAblHaAbl. XaAbIKapaAblK, KaTbIHACTaPAbIH 3aMaHayM AMHAMMKACbl alMMaKTbIK, >KoHe
XaAbIKapaAbIK, akTOPAApAA OOAbIM >KaTKaH ilLKi XXeHe CbIPTKbl SKIMLLIAIK CcasiCh LeLliMAEPiH TaAAar
oTbipyAbl Taaan eteAi. AKLLL aAeMAiIK OVMbIHLLbI peTiHAE aMMaKTbIK, XXOHEe BAEMAIK Terne-TeHAIAIKTI
cakTayfa >kayarnkeplliAik aAa OTbIpbIf, OCbl arMmakTa Kbitanm — Peceit yctemairiHe Teten 6Gepin
©3 OpHblH Tabyra Tbipbicaabl. LLIbIH MoHiHAe, Kasipri yakpiTta Amepuka Kypama LLItattapbiHbiH
Oprtanbik, A3usiaarbl Myasesepi AKLL nen KXP apacbiHAaFbl x)kahaHABIK, Kapama-KanLlbIAbIKMEH >KaHe
AyFaHCTaHAAFbl XKarAaiMeH 6aiAaHbICTbl GOAbIM OTbIPFAHAbIFbI AMKbIHAAAAAbI.
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Patrick Mendis, S. Uralbayev

K BAactu 20 gHBaps 2021 ropa, MMpPOBO33peHME M MOAMTMKA beAoro Aoma HaBepHSKa M3MeHIT
AMMAOMATMYECKYIO, SKOHOMMYECKYIO M BOEHHYIO TaKTUKY mnpe3maeHTa AoHaabaa Tpamna B cTpaHax
LleHTpaAbHOM A3MM. DTW M ApyrMe BOMPOCbI CTaHYT KPUTUUYECKU BaXKHbIMU AAS MOAMTUKOB M
MCCAEAOBATEAEN MEXKAYHAPOAHbBIX OTHOLLEHMI Ha AOATME TOADI.

B aT0M cTaTbe nccaeayeTcs npeabiCTopUs BHeLHen NoAnTukn CLLA B a3nmaTtckmnx cTpaHax, a Takxke
NPEACTaBAEH aHaAM3 M PACCMOTPEHbl MOTEHUMaAbHble 0BAACTM B3aUMOAEMCTBUS AAMMHUCTPALUM
banaeHa B pervoHe LleHTpaAbHoO A3mun. B kauectBe mexkayHapoaHoro urpoka CLUA AOAXKHbBI OyAyT
HEeCTU OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a MOAAEPXKAHME MMPOBOIO U PErMOHAaAbHOro HaraHca B pervoHe, nbitaschb
3aH4Tb CBOE MECTO B PervMoHe B YCAOBMSIX KMUTaMCKO-POCCUIACKOTO AOMMHMpOBaHMs. (dakTuyecku
nHtepecbl CLLIA B LieHTpaAbHOM A3MM HAa AQHHbI MOMEHT CBsI3aHbl C TAOOGAAbHbBIM MPOTUBOCTOSIHMEM

CLUA vt KHP u cutyaumeit B AcpranmncraHe.

KaroueBble caoBa. LieHTpaabHas Asng, CLLIA, Axxo bainaeH, beabiit AOM, MOAUTMKA, FEOMOAUTHKA.

Introduction

Central Asia has traditionally been considered
a place of confrontations and conflicts between
and among the great powers. At least it is how
Central Asian has been vviewed back in the
nineteenth century in the Russian-British “Great
Game” (Edward Ingram, 1982). In his seminal
article in 1904, “Geographical Pivot of History” in
The Geographical Journal, British geographer and
strategist Halford John Mackinder put forward the
Heartland Theory, which extended a geopolitical
analysis (Mackinder, 1904). Professor Mackinder
theorized as who governs the Eastern Europe he will
command the Heartland; who governs the Heartland
will command the World-Island; who governs the
World-Island will command the world” (Mackinder,
1942). This insightful observation has increasingly
become relevant, especially after the USSR
collapse, which has brought the CA republics into
the international stage as newly independent states.

Today, public opinion and economic diplomacy
continue to push the idea that Central Asia or Eurasia
is indeed a place for “flexing muscles” between the
Russian intiated Eurasian Economic Union and
China with its One Belt and One Road Initiative
(Gaziza Shakhanova, Jeremy Garlick, 2020). Thus,
Central Asia is now a contested zone in “flexing
muscles” for both world and regional powers (Wang
Dong, 2015).

The dynamics of geopolitics and geo-economics
are controversial for two easons. First, all world and
regional powers occupy certain niches in the region,
the result of which direct rivalry between and among
them is not openly confrontational. Second, the
Central Asian states are by no means passive actors;
thus, they in many aspects set the rules of the game
themselves. In addition, they are excellent at playing
on the contradictions between and among external
power-players.

The changing of american policies

In conducting US foreign policy, the Biden
administration is widely viewed as refreshing but
traditional in its American approach to great power
politics. To highlight this importance, President
Biden’s transition teams have started to assemble
robust and experienced groups of people in the new
Cabinet and the National Security Council positions.
The new policy initiatives that the Biden White
House would establish and its approaches to the
Central Asian region will be of great importance to
these countries in the coming four years and beyond.
Those countries include Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan,
Tajikistan, Turkmen Republic, and Uzbekistan. The
ways in which the Biden White House engage in
these countries will play a vital role in the region’s
ongoing economic and political growth as well as
how the new administration navigates the escalating
rivalry between great powers, especially Russia and
China.

Since the collapse of the USSR, US foreign
policy in CA 3 different stages can be distinguished
in this background analysis. To begin with, from the
collapse of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
(USSR) to the terrorist attacks of September 11,
2001, the US had three needs:

Firstly, to secure the weapons of mass destruction
acquired from the USSR;

Secondly, offer support the CA nations fortify
and defend their recently procured sovereignty,
freedom, and regional keenness within the occasion
of a resurgence of Russian colonialism;

Thirdly, break the Russian imposing business
model of pipeline frameworks and transit courses
for Central Asian oil and gas as a ensure of the
region’s freedom from Moscow.

The USA has unequivocally rejected a
geopolitical approach to Central Asia in favour of a
long-term approach of supporting the arrangement
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of a main rule framework within the locale, a free
market, and financial integration. In any case, in
spite of the talk, US authority did not prioritize
Central Asia in its outside arrangement plan (Rumer
E., Sokolsky R.,Stronski P. 2016). In reality, the
USA endeavors to advance steadiness, security,
financial thriving, and administration within the
locale have been direct. The depicted approach can
be called “US Policy in CA region 1.0”

Moment, after the terror attack of September
11, official Washington’s demeanor to CA region
and the nature of participation with the states of the
locale changed significantly: the arrangement of
“US Policy 2.0” started. Surely, intrigued in seeking
after a long-term strategy of political and financial
change proceeded, but military and security
contemplations came to the fore. The require for
calculated back for the US military operations in
Afghanistan, and subsequently reliance on getting
to the region’s military framework, won over the
craving to advance political and financial changes
and regard for human rights. Washington started
to connect more prominent significance to security
participation with nations where it had military
bases, and where it held favourable geopolitical
positions for the Joined together States within
the locale. The primary two stages of American
relations with the independent nation-states of
Central Asia are connected by a common subject:
the national security interface of the United States
that lay exterior its borders and Washington’s
activities were the results of approaches, needs,
and connections with the individual nations that
encompassed the locale. When the nearness of US
military units in Afghanistan started to scale down,
Washington required to rethink its interface, build
priorities, and connections within the locale when
Russia’s preparation and its capacity to meddled
within the inside undertakings of its neighbours
started to extend. Other than the long-term objective
of growing effect in Central Asia sought after by
both Moscow and Beijing might raise the weights
between them also, among the nations of CA region
itself. The rivalry between the two actors the United
States and Russia prompted the Central Asian states
to endeavor to guarantee that the interest of the West
within the issues of the locale is protected to contain
the desire of China. All of these events provide
the third stage and its context for US Central Asia
Policy 3.0.

The de facto rupture in the summer 2005 of the
alliance between Washington and Tashkent—the
largest city in Central Asia, which was the basis of
USA policy during 2001-2004, led to the expulsion
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of the American military base from Uzbekistan
and contributed to the strengthening of Russian
and Chinese positions in the region. Under these
conditions, the US administration took a number
of milding measures, which were followed by
a comprehensive reassessment of the goals and
priorities of regional policy (Socor, 2005). In July
2005, US Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld
visited Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan, after which
Kyrgyzstan leaders reported that their discuss base
in Manas would proceed to operate, and the Tajik
administration affirmed that it bolstered the US
activities in Afghanistan andretained the rights
to use the airspace for the anti-terrorist coalition
(Socor, 2005).

In the fall of 2005 and the spring of 2006,
Washington developed a new concept of policy
directives in Central Asia. Its main ideological source
was the works of Dr. Frederick Starr, an influential
American expert on Central Asian issues (Star,
2005). He summed up that there was a formation
of “Greater Central Asia,” a new region covering
Afghanistan with the CA states.The formulating of
this new opinion extended to the need for improving
a regional US policy towards these countries.

Declaring its intention to support the states of
CA “integrate with each other and with neighbors”,
the US administration preferred to “ignore” the
mechanisms of multilateral military-political and
economic cooperation already operating in the region
(Troitskiy, 2011). Thus, Washington and the NATO
leadership in Brussels pointedly ignored the attempts
of the Collective Security Treaty Organization
(CSTO)—a Russia-led military alliance of seven The
United States too denied backing the draft settlement
on the Free zone of Nuclear-Weapon in Central Asia
as the record including an arrangement protecting the
rights and commitments of the parties beneath the
Collective Security Treaty Organization. Except that,
official Washington tried to anticipate the nearness of
UN agents atthe marking ceremony of the arrangement
on a nuclear-free zone. The US organization has
too appeared skepticism almost the exercises and
prospects of the Shanghai Participation Association
(SCO)—a Eurasian political, financial and security
union reported in 2001 in China. The US declared
that it does not see “the concrete achievements” of
Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe
and does not completely get what this structure is
doing in common (Troitskiy, 2011). When talking
about almost financial improvement in Central
Asia, American authorities did not indeed specify
the existence6 of the Eurasian financial cooperation
(Troitskiy, 2011).
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American policy revisions

In the past years, the US government has
formulated many bold concepts Which were
beneficial to the US and Central Asia and relations
with these countries. During his visit to all five
Central Asian capitals in November 2015, US
Secretary of State John Kerryoutlined his vision of
“Partners for the 21st Century” (Karry, 2015).

There were in the plans:

Firstly, the thought of nonpartisanship from the
competition of superpowers;

Secondly, the thought of turning the region into
a source of energy power for the entire world;

Thirdly, the thought of a union within the
worldwide “war on terror;”

Fourthly, the thought of association for the
advancement of the region. All of these concepts
given experiences into the current American national
security interface that have changed habitually.
The USA does not have close financial, political,
and social ties with CA. In addition, 7 the White
House proceeds to decrease its military presence
in Afghanistan and is active with emergencies in
other regions. For these reasons, the United States
ought to put its engagement with the region on
a long-term, economical balance, reliable with
current objectives and accessible assets. The USA
does not have the same geographic focal points
and noteworthy interface in Central Asia as Russia
and China (Layne, 2002). Given these substances,
White House ought to receive one of the long-range
adjusting methodologies by utilizing its political,
financial, and, in the event that essential, security
devices to specifically act as an assistant to Central
Asia and counteracted the geopolitical weight of its
provoke neighbours. Altering from an inaccessible
put might be a way to decrease the United States
of the facilitated security burden by delegating to
other countries the errand of keeping up the alter of
control in unsteady regions.

In quintessence, this approach is comparable
to the position taken by Russia and China after
September 11, 2001, when Moscow and Beijing, in
truth, depended on White House, that accepted the
part of guarantor of security within the region. Any
balancing act must be carefully calibrated to meet
the needs of the CA republics, but not be overly
committed to the USA, notably the role of the fire
brigade in situations that do not require the White
House’s active assistance.

Biden’s policy approach

As the Democratic Presidential Candidate,
Joe Biden said ahead of the election that he

intends to “strengthen democracy” and “fight
authoritarianism” in the world. What does this
mean for the republics of Central Asian region?
The USA is in the middle of the most consequential
rethinking of its foreign policy since opening of the
iron curtain. Although Washington remains bitterly
divided on most issues, there is a growing consensus
that the era of engagement with China has come to
an unceremonious close. The debate now is over
what comes next (Kurt M. Campbell, Jake Sullivan,
2019).

Since 2015, the “C5 + 1” cooperation format
has been operating between the five Central Asian
countries—Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan,
Tajikistan, and Turkmenistan —and the USA. Since
that period, the foreign ministries of the five Central
Asian states and the US secretaries of state have met
frequently to discuss relations between Central Asia
and Washington. The C5 + 1 format was chosen
during the presidency of Barack Obama. It continued
with the Trump presidency, and in February 2020,
the State Department presented Washington’s new
strategy for Central Asia until 2025.

The US plan is aimed at strengthening the
independence of Central Asian countries, reducing
the threat of terrorism in the region, expanding
relations between Central Asian countries and
Afghanistan, and improving the humanrights
situation. In addition, Washington’s plan until
2025 provides for the equalization of the influence
of neighboring countries in the region. It has all
the reasons to believe that the new occupant of the
White House will not fundamentally change US
policy towards Central Asia.

According to some incoming Biden officials
and others, the C5 + 1 format with the USA and
Central Asian republics will remain under Biden as
Trump’s policy will continue (Kurt M. Campbell,
Jake Sullivan, 2019). In fact, the C5 + 1 format was
adopted during the Obama presidency, when Biden
was vice president, and before that as one of the most
active senators in foreign policy establishment, this
platform will most likely remain under the Biden
presidency.

The Biden administration will primarily fight
the coronavirus in the country and will return to a
number of international agreements from which
Trump has withdrawn, such as the Paris Climate
Change treaty. It is difficult to predict that the US
interests in CA will increase, decrease, or radically
change due to these prevailing circumstances.
During his presidential campaign, candidate Biden
said that he would work to stop the spread of the
coronavirus in the country and reunite a society torn
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apart by racism. As president, he plans to return to
the Paris agreement on climate change, from which
Trump withdrew, to strengthen democracy and
to fight authoritarianism in the world, including
in Central Asia. However, according to some
observers, Biden’s words about the fight against
authoritarianism will not greatly affect Central Asia
given Washington’s economic interests in the region
(Asautai, 2020).

Inconvenient truth and making exceptions

All Democratic presidents talk about the fight
against authoritarianism. This is a reoccurring
feature of American political philosophy; however,
one should not forget that Democrats are also quite
pragmatic and realistic in their approach to foreign
policy when it is convenient. When candidate Biden
talks about the fight against authoritarianism, he of
course means Russia and other countries that, from
a geopolitical point of view, pose a danger to the
USA. For instance, he does not really mean the same
for Belarus and China.

US interests in Central Asia were declining
even under President Obama. The only country in
Central Asia that has always more or less attracted
Washington’s attention is Kazakhstan, and for
one simple reason: large American oil and gas
companies are present here. Therefore, Kazakhstan
has traditionally been the number one economic
partner for the United States. For example, the size
of investments that came into Kazakhstan after the
collapse of USSR is almost $53 billion (Official
information resource of the Prime Minister of
Kazakhstan, 2020).

This is a large amount of money compared to the
investments that were directed to Uzbekistan and
Kyrgyzstan combined. [t was the oil and gas emphasis
that the United States placed on Kazakhstan that has
always been the key consideration. Regardless of
who occupied the White House, all presidents have
practically built more or less normal relations with
the authoritarian leadership of Kazakhstan. This is
the economic realism that Washington cannot resist
over its democratic idealism. If authoritarianism
ensures the stability of business contracts for an
American oil and gas company, US foreign policy is
a subset of corporate policy and political campaign
strategy.

Professor Dosym Satpayev, respected political
commentator in CA and the head of the Risk
Assessment Group, thinks “the United States
mostoften begins to rely on some kind of democratic
values when it comes to trying to neutralize a serious
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geopolitical adversary, and when it comes to states
that are not too large, not too large, which do not
pose serious threats to the United States, then in
this regard, the White House is beginning to look
at it with tolerance” (Asautai, 2020). For example,
Uzbekistan, Turkmenistan, and Tajikistan are states
with tougher authoritarian regimes and human rights
violations, but even with such records the United
States maintains bilateral relations.

Even in such environment, Uzbekistan will
soon compete with Kazakhstan to gain American
attention. For the USA, Uzbekistan is a profoundly
serious actor in CA region. In 2020, the Uzbekistan
foreign affairs minister visited the United Statesto
promote Uzbekistan and to attract American
investment. In that year, the Uzbek administration
hosted an important defense meeting of the leaders
of the armed forces ofUzbekistan, Kazakhstan,
Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, and Afghanistan with the
commanders of the US armed forces (Azattyq. 2020).
An Equally important point of interest is that the
envoy of President Trump got Uzbekistan involved
in a negotiated settlement with the Taliban of
Afghanistan. The United States later acknowledged
that Washington had entered into an agreement for
a truce with the Taliban and that Uzbekistan was
actively helping in this process. When the Taliban
representatives arrived in Tashkent, the American
negotiators worked very closely with the Uzbeks
on the Afghan issue. For the USA, the war in
Afghanistan—the longest conflict in American
history is still a paramount national security interest.

For Kazakhstan, it is not geographically close
to Afghanistan and it does not have a shared border.
Considering foreign investments for the United
States, Kazakhstan is a priority player in Central
Asia’s oil and gas endowments. In terms of military-
political situations, Uzbekistan comes to the fore.

Economic interests over democratic values

Among many considerations in all this, the first
focus of national interests of the Biden White House
was placed on the pre-election announcements of
“tough foreign policy” against China and Russia, for
which the latter will most likely turn out to be the
main enemy of the United States (Iskanderova, 2020).

At the same time, in relations to China, the Biden
administration may announce the easing of economic
sanctions. Even if this happens, it is unlikely to
translate into friendship between Washington and
Beijing. The dimensions of pressure will simply
change from economics to the politics of human
rights.



Patrick Mendis, S. Uralbayev

Moreover, US congressional leaders believe
that the threat is not Russia, but China. In terms of
military power, economic strength, and the general
Chinese presence in all regions of the world, a
large portion of Chinese investments goes to Latin
America, Africa, and Central Asia. Tajikistan and
Kyrgyzstan are China’s largest debtor-nations.

Trump’s policy was primarily aimed at
developing the economy and domestic interests of
the USA. President Biden, on the other hand, has
always been focused on processes taking place
outside the United States, which, in principle, is
characteristic of the politics of the Democrats.
Obviously, the focus of the new US president will
be on Central Asia. According to Kazakhstani
political scientists (like Professor Satpayev and
others), the stake will be made on the development
of interstate relations with the countries of CA
region on the basis of themultilateral platform C5+1,
and the negotiating agenda between the USA with
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan,
Uzbekistan will return to the categories traditional
for Democrats (Azattyq. 2020). In the field of
security, the Afghan direction of reduced US military
presence may be realized; however, the fight against
terrorism, radicalism, and drug and arms trafficking
will continue. In the humanitarian sphere, there
expects a turn towards a moralizing position and
special attention to regimes that respect human
rights and freedoms. This means that various NGOs
and non-profit organizations will again become the
mouthpiece of the “western truth” in Central Asia,
for which the Biden administration would support.

According to Proferssor Odd Arne Westad at
Yale University, the United States has two main
traditional rivalries in Central Asia: China and
Russia (Odd Arne Westad, 2020). China’s priority
is its economic rise so that the Chinese nation
becomes stronger domestically. The second is to
establish China as the predominant power within
much of Asia, including Central Asia. Its policies
elsewhere, so far, are largely strategic. Furthermore,
the renowned Yale professor writes in the Foreign
Affairs magazine that this process has been aided by
“the weakness of Russia, the long malaise of Japan,
and the waywardness of US foreign policy” (Odd
Arne Westad, 2020). However, these factors were
notresponsible alone; China’s behavior is driven
mainly by domestic factors.

Blaming Chinese expansionism on the American
mistakes, as the State Department’s report does, is
not just self-centered and therefore faulty but also
analytically dangerous, Professor Westad argues
(Odd Arne Westad, 2020).

Given these complicated issues, the second
important question is whether the relations between
Russian Federation and the United States has any
meaning for Central Asia. It may seem that such
questions are a legacy of the Cold War that slyly
ignores the new reality on the ground. Both the RF
and the USA see that theirinfluence in the world in
general and in the Central Asian region are steadily
declining. In this regard, another question arises: are
American and Russian relations still conclusive for
the CA region?

In the foreign politics of Russia and the
United States, Central Asia occupies a different
place. The United States assigns Central Asia a
secondary role. Regardless of what US officials
may state publicly, the region is of little relevance
to US national security interests. For Washington,
it is important only for its relations with other
countries: Russia, China, Afghanistan, Pakistan,
and Iran. A striking example of this low status is
the work of the Bureau of Central Asian Affairs
in the US Department of State, which is focused
more on Afghanistan, Pakistan, and India than
on Central Asia. During the period when it was
worsening of relations with the US in 2014
because of Ukraine, Russian President Vladimir
Putin said: “As for Ukraine. It is vitally important
for us, and in America, issues regarding Ukraine
were resolved at the technical level(Putin, 2014).
The same words can also be applied to Central
Asia: unlike the United States, Moscow’s interests
in the region are vital.

American role and interests in central asia

The USA was one of the primary states to
support the gaining of independence of five CA
countries, and has worked closely over the past three
decades tomaintain the security, development, and
prosperity of each of these countries. Central Asia
has always beena strategic and trade crossroads for
civilizations between Europe and Asia. The main
strategic interest of the United States in this region
is to create a more stable and prosperous Central
Asia, which can freely pursue political, economic,
and security interests with various partners on its
own terms:

a) linking to world markets and open to
international investment;

b) having strong democratic institutions;

¢) upholding the rule of law and respects human
rights. A stable and secure CA region contributes
directly to US efforts to combat terrorism, help
assistance to regional stability, enhance energy
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security, and enhance economic prosperity in the
region and beyond.

To this end, the United States has provided more
than $9billion in direct assistance to support peace
and security, democratic reform and economic
growth, and to meet humanitarian needs (Global
Public Affairs, 2020).

Equally important, under the leadership of the
USA, the World Bank, the IMF, the EBRD, and the
ADB have provided more than $50 billion in loans,
borrowings, and technical assistance to support the
region’s development (Global Public Affairs, 2020).
Meanwhile, the US private sector has invested more
than $31 billion in businesses in the region, creating
thousands of local jobs and building human potential
(Global Public Affairs, 2020).

Finally, the US had forged strong nation-to-
naiton ties with each of theCentral Asian countries,
including through direct funding of over 40,000
educational and professional exchanges. Many
Central Asians have immigrated to various American
cities and now form energetic and dynamic diasporas
that maintain deep ties to their home countries.

Make america great again?

Since the previous White House Strategy for
CA was approved in 2015, new presidents in the
region have created new opportunities for reform-
oriented improvement, inter-regional linkages
and cooperation, and greaterengagementwith the
United States (Borisov, 2020). In particular, new
governments in the region have pledged a deeper
commitment to political and economic reform,
including through bilateral cooperation with the
United States. In addition, improved interregional
linkages and a growing understanding of the value
of cooperation as a regional group have expanded
the potential for engaging with the US through the
C5 + 1 platform.

Efforts by Central Asian states to increase foreign
investment and attract American business are raising
the wish of Central Asian presidents to follow
rule of law reforms and comply with international
norms. TheUnited States has funded more than 70
projects across Central Asia (Global Public Affairs,
2020) that defend and preserve theCentral Asia’s
unique cultural and traditional artefacts, traditions,
and archaeological sites for the future.

The new US Strategy for Central Asia assumes
that some of the persistent factors from the previous
strategy regarding key developments in the region
will be maintained: domestic and cross-border
terrorism will remain a major security problem,
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and CA states will proceed to confront dangers
to steadiness such as radical extremism, drug
trafficking, and disinformation.

There are some basic principles underpinning this
new strategy. Central Asia could be a geostrategic
region imperative to the national security interface
of the United States, notwithstanding the level
of US action in Afghanistan. The United States
needs to pay particular attention to cooperation
in areas where it has a comparative advantage, in
particular by encouraging private sector activity
and transparency in public policies and regulatory
regimes that promote compliance with international
standards, including environmental safeguards and
labor rights protectionWhen reform advance is
uneven, the United States ought to, in coordination
with like-minded accomplices, offer concrete help
to overcome these obstacles, while explaining the
benefits of complying with international norms
and laws. After the victory of Joe Biden in the US
presidential elections, the entire world is beginning
to expect the inevitable change in American foreign
policy.

It is difficult to say just how positively it will
affect the situation in the world in common and
in Central Asia in partially. One is certain that
President Trump’s transactional diplomacy in the
genre of American military-industrial complex and
isolationism will be thoroughly redefined by the
new policy architects of the White House’s National
Security Council.

The future Washington dispositions would surely
make the think-tank and academic communities to
postulate the prospects of a new Biden foreign policy
doctrine. In this regard, how will the new foreign
policy play on global contradictions and set them in
the Central Asian context? What diplomatic contours
for Central Asia does the renewed administration in
Washington promise? Do the old Democrats, who can
be called excellent students of political continuity or
the alumni of President Obama, return to power in the
United States with new ideas? Or is it a coincidence
that Joe Biden, at the end of his “victory speech”
directly referred to the 12-year-old management
directive formulated by the previous Democratic
President Barack Obama? These questions are at the
forefront of the testing grounds for the Biden-Harris
foreign policy approaches to address and to restore
the pre-Trump benchmarks set in the 2015 National
Security Strategy (National Security Strategy, 2015).
When applied to Central Asia, the region was given
a modest place among the geographic priorities of
Washington’s foreign policy. In a 2015 document, the
CA region is on the agenda once in the context of the
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tasks of balancing American strategic partnerships in
Pacific and South Asia.

The current practice of the Central Asian context
of American foreign policy will also appeal to the
regional approaches that were developed during
the tenure of Secretary of State John Kerry under
President Obama. The stake on the improvement of
inter-state relationship with the states of CA region
on the basis of a multilateral platform between
the foreign ministers C5 + 1 and thenegotiating
agenda with the USA and Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan,
Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, and Uzbekistan will return
to the traditional categories for Democrats who are
now in-charge of the White House and both the

House and Senate of the US Congress. The expected
focus of Washington policies includes the areas of
economic, political, security, and environmental
concerns that target in attracting and supporting
Western investments in the most marginalized
sectors of Central Asia.

These include the development of green energy
with the construction of wind turbines or solar
energy platforms, and the fight against terrorism
and radicalism as well as illegal drug and arms
trafficking. Not limited to these but human rights
considerations are on the table for President Biden
to “Make America Great Again” in the true sense of
American Way.
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