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Nowadays Asia undergoes a intensive geopolitical processes generat-
ing around China's ascendancy. Its rise influences fundamental change
of the geopolitical land shaft in Eurasia and development of new security
patterns. There is need to form and understand new security and strategic
realities in the contemporary global security issues. " " Strategic Asia" " is
a new phenomenon explaining and making a political picture of the new
international political process around China"s periphery. This process has
a complex nature and includes many elements of diplomatic, military, eco-
nomic and another transnational patters. «Strategic Asia» is a central ele-
ment in the distribution of power within Asia in all geographical directions.
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Kasip Asna KpiTalablH ©Cy KapkblHbiHA 6aiAaHbICTbl reocasicu
yaepictepiHeH eoTin >katblp. KbITalAblH ©cy KapKbiHbl Eypa3usHbiH,
reocasiC KepiHiCiH ipreai Typae e3repTin >oeHe >aHa Kayincisaik
MOAEAbAEPIH AaMbITy yCTiHAe. Kasipri TaHAaFbl KayincizAik GOAMbBICbIH
JKOHE CTpaTernsicbliH TYCiHy KaxkeT. «Crpaternsgaablk, Asms» KblTalnAbIH,
WeTKi  arMMaKTapblHAAFbl  >KAHA  XaAblKapaAblK, — YAEpICTepiH  >KeHe
Casicu KOPIiHICIH TYCIHAIPETIH >XaHa KyObIAbIC GOAbIN TabbiAaabl. bya
YAEPIC KYPAEAI cvmaTKa Me >KoHe KemnTereH AMMAOMATUSIAbIK, 9CKepu,
3KOHOMMKAABIK, SAEMEHTTEPAI, COHAAM-aK TPAHCYATTbIK, MOAEAbAEPAI
KaMTuAbl. «CrpaTermsabik, A3us» GapAblk, reorpadmsAbiK, ayAaHAAPAAFbI
Asunsiparbl  OMAIK  OOAYAIH OpPTaAbIK, 3AEMEHTi OOAbIM  TabblAAAbI.
[eocasicn AaHawadThiH, KbiTar Kayincidaik casicatbl MeH OHbIH, ©cCin-
epkeHaeyi «CrpaTternsaabik Asmsi» aiMakTbIK, LWEeHOepPiHAE MaHbI3AbIAbIFbI
aHbIKTAAAAbI.

Ty#iH ce3aep: reocascaT, «Crpaternsaabik, A3us», Kayincisaik, Kpitan,
TeHrepy.

Certuac  A3ns  nepexuBaeT  MHTEHCMBHble  eOorNnoAUTUYECKUe
npoLecchl, reHepupyemble Bokpyr pocta Kutas. Ero noabem BAMSHMS
(PYHAAMEHTAABHO MEHSEeT TeonoAMTMYeCKMin AaHAWwadpT B EBpasuu
M pasBMTME HOBbIX MoAeAeit 6Ge3onacHoCTU. HyXHO MoHMMAaTb
HOBble peaAnM 6e30MacHOCTM M CTpaTermm COBPEMEHHbIX BOMPOCOB
6e3onacHocTu. «Crparernyeckast A3us» — HOBbIN (DEHOMEH, 0O bACHSIOLLMIA
U  peaAmsyliolWmii  MOAMTUYECKYIO KApPTMHY HOBbIX MEXAYHAPOAHbIX
npoueccoB BOKpyr nepudepun Kutag. ITOT npouecc MMeeT CAOXKHYIO
NPUPOAY M BKAKOYAET MHOIO 3AEMEHTOB AMMAOMATMYECKMX, BOEHHbIX,
SKOHOMMYECKMX W APYrMX TpaHCHAUMOHAAbHbIX MoaeAen. AaHHas
CTaTbg MOCBALLEHA paccMoTpeHuto deHomeHa «CrpaTermyeckast A3ns»
KaK LeHTPAAbHOIO 3AEMeHTa B pacrpeseAeHuMn CUAbl B A3MM BO BCex
reorpadpmyeckmx HanpaBAeHusix. BaxkHocTb «Crpatermyeckoit Asmm»
OMPEAEASIETCS TEM, YTO BOMPOCHI MOAMTUKM Be3onacHocTn KuTtas u poct
€ro BAUSHUS OMPeAEASIOTCS MMEHHO B paMkax pernoHa «Crpaternyeckon
A31mr» M 06Pa3YIOT FreONOANTUYECKMIA AaHALIADT A3MATCKOro KOHTUHEHTA.

KaoueBble caoBa: reonoamtuka, «CrpaTermyeckas Asus», 06e30-
nacHocTb, Kutan, pebaraHcnpoBaHme.
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Introduction

After the collapse of the Soviet Union, there are arising of new
political, economic, social and another trends composing the nature
of the international system and defining its features. China, as a geo-
political entity during Deng Xiaoping's reforms had accepted by the
midst of 90s new power projection capabilities based on its eco-
nomic mighty. Another new geopolitical patterns which tape post
cold war international order was a power shifting from Europe to
Asian continent: the Middle East and Asia-Pacific. China affects
both foreign policy dimensions: its periphery as a geopolitics and
international affairs on various set of issues. Development of new
geopolitical and security patterns triggered strategic thinkers to
found and accept a new term which would be capable to explain oc-
curring contemporary processes related to China's rise and themes
adjusting to it.

Term «Strategic Asia»” and its sense

Concept of «Strategic Asia» originates from the US NBR (Na-
tional Bureau of Research). In general, this conceptual political term
has two features describing its nature. First, academic and second
is a common political. Inherently the term «Strategic Asia»’ it is
a mark of the program initiated by the National Bureau of Asian
Research in the beginning of 2000s. As it mentioned by founder
authors of this program — Ashley J. Tellis and Aaron L. Friedberg,
the program of the “"Strategic Asia’" is dedicated to studies of the
contemporary global power shift from West or Atlantic to Asia-
Pacific in the post cold war system, with the strategic implications
for further US policy [1]. Program itself is composed of three basic
aims: first, provide sufficient knowledge on occurring trends within
the region; second, forecasting of process and development of the
events; third, recording of main events which shape contemporary
picture of the region [2].

Giving a centrality to China’s rise and its strategic impact on
Asian landmass (editor's note — under Asia in terms of political ge-
ography is perceived area of Western Pacific, Asian Far East and
South-East Asia littoral areas), NBR in the light of its research activ-
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ity, publishes series of books dedicated to the study
of vast spectrum tendencies related to the «Strategic
Asiay.

The first volume, Strategic Asia 2001-2002:
Power and Purpose,

— second volume Strategic Asia 2002-2003:
Asia Aftershocks,

— third volume Strategic Asia 2003-2004: Fra-
gility and Crisis,

— fourth volume Strategic Asia 2004-2005:
Confronting Terrorism in the Pursuit of Power,

— fifth volume Strategic Asia 2005-2006: Mili-
tary Modernization in an Era of Uncertainty,

— sixth volume Strategic Asia 2006-2007:
Trade, Interdependence, and Security,

— seventh volume Strategic Asia 2007-2008:
Domestic Political Change and Grand Strategy,

— eighth volume Strategic Asia 2008-2009:
Challenges and Choices,

— ninth volume, Strategic Asia 2009-2010:
Economic Meltdown and Geopolitical Stability,

— tens volume Strategic Asia 2010-2011: Asia’s
Rising Power and America's Continued Purpose

— and so on Strategic Asia 2012-2013 China's
Military Challenge and so on.

The second major sense of the «Strategic
Asia» concept is political. In some extent we can
find out some similarities with William Churchill’s
famous quote on «iron curtainy and «cold war».
Here, the basic similarities led not within the
perception of war like a permanent situation and
etc. William Churchill’s quote on «cold war» is
the most suitable general strategic explanation for
that time geopolitical situation: both belligerent
Superpowers did not attack each other, but
were in high readiness to do it in any time,
especially in crisis periods where nuclear missiles
technologies were vast developed and deployed.
In general political sense, the term of «Strategic
Asia» describes a geographical dimension of the
contemporary strategic situation around China’s
geographical periphery.
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Source: Strategic Asia 2010-11 Asia’s Rising Power and America's Continued Purpose p.xiii

In academicals terms, phenomenon of «Strategic
Asia» could be explained through two IR theoretical
concepts: constructivist concept of securitization
and geopolitical «The Clash of Civilizations». These
both political concepts have suitable approaches in
discovering and explanation of the generation and
development of «Strategic Asia».

Equally important sense in the formation of
Asia- Pacific security architecture in theoretical

terms is belong to the concept of securitization. The
concept of securitization belongs to Copenhagen
School founder of which are Barry Buzan and Ole
Waever. The sense of securitization within Asia-
Pacific is based on constructivist perceptions of
threats and challenges which make a vision and goal
of foreign and security policy of the states. Another
main component of the concept it is that major actors
in the IR system are states. Foreign policy processes
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occurring within the Asia- Pacific fully correspond
to these standards.

China’s rise generated by economic growth,
unresolved regional issues on maritime disputes
and accelerated military modernization, all of it
drive shaping of security patterns within the Asia-
Pacific. In terms of geopolitics, China's rise make
it a major focus of its neighbors and other regional
players. Perceptions of China's policy on maritime
disputes and ongoing military modernization have
taken a high attention of China's neighbors, from
such countries like Japan and Taiwan which have
direct relation to security issues in the region, as
well as Russia and Kazakhstan which do not have
such contested issues, but in attention on China’'s
deep aspirations.

Another famous political concept was proposed
by Samuel P. Huntington in his famous work «The
Clash of Civilizations and the Remaking of World
Order». By the author was noted idea, that both
geopolitical entities in the post cold war system
would pose challenge to West — political Islam
and China. In terms of geopolitics, it was a power
shift from Europe to Asia, to say precisely, to the
Middle East and Asia. Demography and economy,
two generating factors within political processes,
respectively. Here, the Asia- Pacific becomes one
of the generators of global political processes and
trends [3].

Term of the «Strategic Asia» in its explanation
and reviling of occurring processes around China's
ascendancy, has in general geographical dimension.
Two factors which make this: China's central
geographic position in Asian landmass [4] and
China’s accumulated power in its economic might
which in turn enables Beijing's active foreign
economic policy expansion around the world.
In order to understand a full picture of Chinese
strategic situation, it is need to differentiate between
China's peripheral diplomacy which is foundation
of the «Strategic Asia» and overall Chinese foreign
policy. The basic distinction which led among them
that China’s peripheral diplomacy in general terms
are defined by security patterns, meanwhile foreign
policy in non-peripheral areas around the globe are
based basically on economic cooperation.

«Strategic Asia» in geographical dimension is
divided into two strategic areas: Eurasian littoral
or Western Pacific, more broadly Indo-Pacific area,
where main actors presented by China, South Korea,
Japan and Taiwan, ASEAN, India and the USA.
Security patterns are generated by two primary
trends: first, territorial disputes over islands chain
in the Japanese Sea and in the South China Sea,
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calibration by parties Exclusive Economic Zones
and Continental Shelves.

Second, by PLA military modernization and
non-transparent spending according to China's
ASEAN neighbors and the US. Another geographic
dimension of «Strategic Asia» generated security
patterns within Eurasian hinterland neighboring with
China: Mongolia, Russian Far East, Eastern Siberia
and Central Asian republics neighboring with China.
In this geographic area, security patterns related
with China are defined by the transnational trends
and perceptions of China in some extent is obscure.
Here, if China's policy in the Asia-Pacific sub
regions is defined by confrontational actions such as
introduction of aerial identification zones, maritime
disputes and probable military confrontation spurred
by the region disputed areas and security dilemma,
in Central Asia and Russia it has a different manner.

Chinese policy is characterized by economic
cooperation in terms of investments flow, search over
energy supplies in order to secure volumes of energy
supplies from unstable Persian Gulf. Main factor
which makes these countries at first sight politically
distant from China, but the part of the «Strategic
Asiay it is a widespread suspicious expectations of
the local populations on «Chinese expansion» or in
other words «quiet expansion» which means that
Chinese domination over the region will be achieved
by non military means, but throughout low political
patters: economic cooperation where China has
disparate positions and migration of Chinese labor
force. Some percentage of locals within Asian part
of the post- Soviet space neighboring with China,
are suspicious about true Chinese foreign policy
aspirations toward the region.

It would be as well as important to note, in
terms of global geopolitical rivalry, that copying of
the previous US — Soviet contest would be wrong
on the contemporary Sino — US interaction. In spite
of the United States, China's security patterns are
presented only in its periphery and not presented
globally like the US. China's influence in Africa,
Middle East and Latin America are restricted by
economic- trade relations and energy cooperation.
If Beijing has a real aspiration to became a global
power, it should respectively correspond to all
elements of the «structural power» [5]. China's
power is spread disproportionately: China is the
second world economy in the world, but it is
component in security issues are restricted by
adjusting geographical regions.

Nowadays, in the post cold war international
system, ''Strategic Asia’" it is a place where are
generated various regional security processes with
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global impact. China's geopolitical ascendancy
and its geopolitical spillover to Asian landmass in
different directions, makes an Asia-Pacific an engine
of contemporary security and geopolitical trends.

Asia- Pacific security patterns

Asia-Pacific security patterns in the context
of ''Strategic Asia’’ has a broad sense in the
multidimensional complex of regional security
issues. Security patters are distinguished in the
following patterns, which make up the regional
security architecture:

— maritime-territorial disputes;

— military buildup;

— institutional building.

First major security pattern is the role of the
maritime-territorial disputes within regional secu-
rity parameters. Disputes over the western edge of
PRC borders were settled peacefully and in normal
dynamic of diplomatic relations with disputed con-
tenders, meanwhile eastern edge, precisely within
Eastern China and South China Sea in which much
of issues are still not settled. There are two main
points in Western Pacific: Senkaku/Diaoyu islands
(China- Japan), Socotra rock (Japan-Korea) and
issue Taiwan's independence. Another area of dis-
pute: South- China Sea, where the main issue is the
clarification of Exclusive Economic Zones and Con-
tinental Shelves.

In dispute over the South China Sea are involved
major regional countries like: Vietnam, Malaysia,
Philippines, PRC, Taiwan, Brunei. Maritime-terri-
torial disputes, in its turn define what kind of the
military balance or in other broader terms — security
dilemma would be in the region. Second security
pattern it is a military buildup. Many experts believe
that regional military buildup is a proceeding from
PLA military modernization that has taken incre-
mental pates since the end of bipolar world. China’s
growing military budget for its army new capabili-
ties modernization, has a strong political effect on
its neighbors, from small in military capacity like
the Philippines and Kazakhstan to states like Russia
or Japan which military spending are significant in
the global level.

Meanwhile Chinese high financial budget allo-
cations trigger regional suspicions on Beijing's true
aspirations. Another, significant geopolitical factor,
it is a China's central geographic position which
makes it a important player in the shaping of Asian
security patterns [6].

Especially, military-strategic situation raised
since the collapse of the Soviet Union regarding PRC

military strategy direction and potential, places PLA
modernization of forces in general to the South East
Asia particularly and Western Pacific as a whole [7].
In the contemporary period, within PLA moderniza-
tion process major attention is paid for the develop-
ment of Air Forces, Navy and Second Artillery and
Missile Forces which must play a decisive role in
the «local wars under condition of informationiza-
tion» [8]. And the third main security patter, it is the
institutional building within Asia-Pacific.

In the region, in spite of China's high capabili-
ties, however, primacy of the institutional build-
ing belongs to the United States. Announced by
Obama administration in 2012, issued in DoD re-
port: «Sustaining US Global Leadership: Priorities
for 21st Century Defense». «Rebalancingy strategy
toward Asia-Pacific has a complex character. It is
composed of three main branches: security-mil-
itary, diplomatic which almost is identical or the
part of the security-military and economic. Secu-
rity-military sphere is composed of the network of
US bases across Indo-Pacific region in accordance
with newly announced US military forces dedicat-
ed to sustaining of the «rebalancing». Fact which
confirms this position it's former US Defense Sec-
retary alleged that 60% of US Navy stays in the
Indo-Pacific region [9]. Another economic filed,
is presented within the region by Trans Pacific
Partnership. Economic institutional building here,
plays a geopolitical role and basically dedicated to
the engagement strategy where Beijing would have
to consider to join and accept offered rules with
outgoing implications.

Conclusion

The major geopolitical processes nowadays oc-
cur in Asia Pacific with the concentration in China.
Two Great power which shape regional and global
construction is presented by the United States and
China and other countries who are in ally relations
with these great powers. Major geopolitical trends
and security patterns developing within Asia Pa-
cific region are generated by two Super powers in
the shaping of this region’s political, economic and
military construction. China as a initiator of the se-
curitization of regional issues and the United States
as a main offer to build a set of regional links with
China’s engagement or containment. Security is-
sue embodied in the face of geopolitical construc-
tion, would be look as a concentration of power
center in China as a indigenous and leading Asian
power or US Pacific power with the concentration
in Pacific.

66 Ka3¥V xabapubichl. XalblKapaablK KaTbIHACTAP YKOHE XaJIbIKapablK KYKbIK cepusichl. Ne3 (75). 2016



Baizakova K.I., Yermekov A.B.

Jluteparypa

1 Strategic Asia 2010-11 Asia's rising power and America's continued purpose/ edited by Ashley J. Tellis, Andrew Marble
and Travis Tanner; with contribution from Richard A. Bitzinger. — Washington, 2010. — P. 4.

2 Ibid. P. XII

3 Xanrurron C. CronkHoBenue nuBunu3aiuii/ Camrodns Xanturton; nep. ¢ anri. T. Benumeesa. — M., 2007. — C. — 149

4 Strategic Asia 2012-13 China's military challenge/ edited by Ashley J. Tellis and Travis Tanner. — Washington, 2012. —
P. 10.

5 Christopher May: Strange fruit: Susan Strange's theory of structural power in the international political economy // https://
www.academia.edu/2582968/Strange fruit Susan_Stranges theory of structural power in_the international political economy.
15.09.2016

6 Ibid P.10
7 Ibid P. 33
8 1Ibid P. 64

9 Remarks by Secretary Panetta at the Shangri-La Dialogue in Singapore. June 02 2012 // http://archive.defense.gov/tran-
scripts/transcript.aspx ?transcriptid=5049. 12.09.2016

References

1 Strategic Asia 2010-11 Asia’s rising power and America's continued purpose/ edited by Ashley J. Tellis, Andrew Marble and
Travis Tanner; with contribution from Richard A. Bitzinger. — Washington, 2010. — P. 4.

2 TIbid. P. XII

3 Hantigton S. Stolknovenie civilizacij/ Samjujel’ Hantigton; per. s angl. T. Velimeeva. — M., 2007. — C. — 149

4 Strategic Asia 2012-13 China's military challenge/ edited by Ashley J. Tellis and Travis Tanner. — Washington, 2012. — P. 10.

5 Christopher May: Strange fruit: Susan Strange's theory of structural power in the international political economy // https://
www.academia.edu/2582968/ Strange fruit Susan_Stranges theory of structural power in the international political economy.
15.09.2016

6 Ibid P.10
7 Ibid P. 33
8 1Ibid P. 64

9 Remarks by Secretary Panetta at the Shangri-La Dialogue in Singapore. June 02 2012 // http://archive.defense.gov/tran-
scripts/transcript.aspx ?transcriptid=5049. 12.09.2016

ISSN 1563-0285 KazNU Bulletin. International relations and international law series. Ne3 (75). 2016 67



