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ABSTRACT

This study presents a comparative overview of tre¥gy diplomacy of the U.S and China towards Cénsa in the

context of interests versus ideology. The studyiges imperative clue of pros and cons and linotasi of preaching
dogmatic ideology alone to secure energy interabtead. The research also provides insights ineodpportunities and
challenges to the Central Asian republics to beatect their energy interests from the major pma@mpetition in the
region. The study adopted a well-structured anehftimethodology to analyze the tactics of “Qualitat Energy

Diplomacy” (QED) of the U.S and China for advancitigeir energy and strategic interests. The findingghe study
reflect that tactics employed by the U.S and Chinpreach the dogmatic values in the region vaiiyh the efforts of the
U.S relatively greater than the Chinese. The stidy finds that when the dogmatic explanation eséhqualitative tenets
conflicts the same energy interests, both of thegand ideologies subservient to their interestse Thsearch also
highlighted some of the impediments in the suagessplementation of dogmatic values of the U.S &héha to better

protect their energy interests in a qualitative way
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INTRODUCTION

Halford J. Mackinder, a British geographer, presdritis landmark thesis about the geostrategicfgignce of “Eurasian
Heartland” in 1904 that whoever controls the resesrof this ‘great pivot’ will become ‘the empiré the world’
(Mackinder 1962). Since the beginning of 21st centoompetition for power and influence among majowers of the
world over the vast world’s energy resources, paldily over Eurasia, has been intensified as as@gmence of rapid
growth of economy, uninterrupted industrializati@md increase in population worldwide. All of theslements with
geopolitical preferences have led the countriesémuring and diversifying energy resources. Reggnthis, Central Asia,
owing to its huge untapped energy wealth, has effan immense opportunity for the states of thddathat cannot easily
be ignored.

At the onset of 21st century, Central Asia has ge@ias one of the strategically important energyers of the
globe. In order to compete for accessing the energgrves of this region in a pragmatic way, adl ikey factors such as

the U.S, Russia and China found it imperative thonalize their aims qualitatively, if not inevitighideologically.
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2 Arfan Mahmood Zaheer Abbas

Therefore, the U.S, in order to advance and prodsr&nergy and strategic interests, adopted thmmaof “liberal
democracy and human rights above sovereignty”,eMRilissians advanced their own notions of “soverd@gmocracy”

and China designed the platform of non-intervensioiesponsible state” towards Central Asia.

This study reflects that the attempts and ways bsethese players for advancing such qualitiesenttal Asia
vary, with the efforts of the U.S. relatively gremaind least by Russia. More significantly, thdsaracteristics, even if full
of values, in general remain subordinate to thearests. For assessing the progress these pleeranade data obtained
from both primary and secondary sources have b&kred to re-map the term “qualitative energy diplacy” (QED).
This paper is segregated into three sections tieisydically approach this research inquiry. Thst fiection of this study
reviews the evolution of the QED from the actuallis-driven predecessor. The second section, rihgiad part of this
study, illustrates the approaches of QED employedthbse major players. Lastly, the two quite opfgoapproaches of

“combine-and-rule” and “divide-and-rule” are elahtad as an explanation of the current stalemate.
Evolution of Qualitative Energy Diplomacy (QED)

As different scholars have proposed from the donwirinternational politics, foreign policy which igualitative,

value-ridden or based on ideology, in combinatidiih wonventional interpretations of realists cotgés a new paradigm
called “constructivism” in international relatiotudies. However, this new great game’s rules atecompletely spelled
out yet. The following key rules help in strengtimgnthe theoretical framework of “constructivism™high can be

employed to analyze how the U.S and China mandaov@entral Asian region:

Most of the studies on politics of energy have agsumptions in common: first, contesters are ‘natfcand second,
they are “realist-oriented”. Energy interests haesv become increasingly significant as they areosd only to national

security’. So, states not pursuing energy intengstdd be naive. But, only this, for the 21st centis not enough either.

Since Soviet disintegration, realist notions hafterobeen questioned by the emergence of valuebaliefs that
demand qualitative justifications for behaviors eéhat maximizing interests. Encroaching on foreggources of energy
might be viewed as a breach of some of, if notralijel ideas like ‘peace’ and ‘conservation’. Stateuld face significant
challenges both nationally and internationallyhigy try to rationalize their acts from high mor&rslings without offering

values, norms, or ideologies (Yee 1996).

From states’ perspective, qualitative norms aretiyioi$ not always, subdued by interests becaustltow the
rules blindly could result into deviating away framtional interests. However, if the two comes iotmflict with each
other, values or norms in political context are tiyoless significant than interests in economicteah Simply speaking,

QED which involves carrot and stick phenomenoruigecdifferent from ideological diplomacy.

The efforts made by various players on QED varyndsally speaking, if a country is more pluralistic
domestically, there is more likeliness that itsmsmwill be taken more seriously on the front ofldipacy. Taking this
premise in consideration, it is anticipated frons ttudy that norms relatively play a greater inléhe U.S policy than the

Chinese towards Central Asian region.

The following section explores that how these pples of QED mentioned above have been opted bl bot
Washington and Beijing in Central Asia. Three digiens are reviewed for both the U.S and Chinat, fite officially-
sponsored qualitative norms adopted; second, hesetbharacteristics support conventional energpmigcy in Central

Asia; and finally, how interests trump norms.
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Tactics of QED Employed By the U.S and China

The U.S: Advocating Liberal Democracy

For a long period of time, the U.S has been higHifled in pushing forward its national interestg &dvocating
(national) values simultaneously. Contemporarytstyg of the U.S can be described by liberal redBsiramework
given by lkenberry and Kupchan. This framework ut#s three propositions: “first, a prerequisitet tihe U.S must
exercise its superior power in concert with othewprs to make sure that it prevents rather thaicestbalancing
behavior; second, the necessity to work for thaiseadiffusion of international power; and the msginificant for
QED, the dedication to retrieve its moral authootserseas, and making disaffected partners feeldtkkeholders in
global system” (Ikenberry and Kupchan, Liberal Real The Foundations of a Democratic Foreign Polép4).
John lkenberry, to be more precise and specificiedghat such a method embraced five principlesti@tegy and
vision including “democracy and peace; free tradepnomic openness and democracy; free trade, edonom
interdependence and peace; institutions and théasonent of conflict; and community and identityifkénberry
2000, cited in Shen 2011, p. 5).

From the perspective of the U.S, although theseega(i.e. liberal democracy and human rights) destnate the
general national ideology of the U.S, these vatagsalso be applied naturally for facilitatingiitgerests of energy in Central
Asia. Immediately, after Soviet disintegration,1i#92, “FREEDOM Support Act” was signed by the Casgrconditioning
the aid’s provision with suggested values. The idténtion behind advocating liberal democracy ® fibrmer Soviet states
particularly was further illustrated in the “SilkoRd Strategy Act” by the end of 20th century, wHiahthorized enhanced
policy and aid to support conflict amelioration,nnitarian needs, economic development, transpdricammunications,
border controls, democracy, and the creation af societies in the South Caucasus and Central’ Agidite House 1999).
Immediately after 9 / 11, the U.S regarded libdexhocracy’s promotion as its unique task in Cemtsd. As illustrated by
Lynn Pascoe, such values’ promotion in Central Asia major development to prove liberal democmayniversality
(Pascoe 2002). This aspect is advocated both byxéimutives and legislative body of the U.S.

This very concept of foreign policy echoes libereddist paradigm given by Ikenberry. This paradigumvived
the period of ‘neo-conservatism’ quite efficientyd also became as viewed by Joseph Nye, “the &iaomdof a
Democratic (Party) foreign policy” (Nye 2008). Albéhe Democratic Party seems far less unilatecsthgared to the
administration of Bush, the very notion of emplayigualified norms to support national interests atate fits quite well
with Hillary Clinton’s most recent “smart power” tion originally given by Suzanne Nossel in thedoling words: “U.S
interests are furthered by enlisting others on BetfaU.S goals, through alliances, internationastitutions, careful
diplomacy, and the power of ideals” (Nossel 20@4).important query here is to ask how exactly h&HQnfluenced, or

supported, energy interests of the U.S in Centsid A

How Values Facilitate Energy Interests?

There is much to attract the interests of the W.€éntral Asia. One of the key objectives of th& i to diversify its
channels of energy imports by having access tcCeéuatral Asian energy resources. Though the expdremnergy from
Central Asia to the U.S are not much, but the §iicamce of Central Asian region to the U.S doesrast primarily on the
consumption of its resources by the U.S but moobaily on other strategic fronts. For example,Wt® regards Central
Asia’s strategic location as a kind of fortressiaglaeasy access of energy for both Russia andaCinid a heaven-sent

region for monitoring the tug of war (rivalry) beden the two. So, energy sources’ acquisition frantl Asian region
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remains a major concern of the U.S in worldwide petition, not to mention that these regional eneegppurces can also
provide the regional allies of the U.S with a cheapply of energy, which equips the U.S with anitalthl bargaining
chip to deal with countries like India and Pakist8aeedi 2008).

While the U.S advances its agenda of energy, iti@ttp promises to offer help to both governmengald non-
governmental bodies that could possibly come tmsewith its goals for liberal democracy. Dating kdo President
Clinton’s era, Central Asian republics except Tigjikn joined NATO'’s “Partnership for Peace ProgrgRfP) in 1994. A
joint peacekeeping force known as “the Central Asf@acekeeping Battalion (CENTRASBAT)” was estélelts under
the auspices of PfP program. The U.S Departmebedénse established links with Kazakhstan, UzbeaRkisKyrgyzstan,
Azerbaijan, and Georgia, and equipped these cashtmilitaries with both military assistance andining. It may be
doubtful that Kyrgyzstan'’s famous (or infamous) ipuRevolution and various similar efforts in bottzli¢kistan and
Turkmenistan were induced directly by the U.S. Hesvethe proclamation of liberal democracy in Ceh&sia generally

had inescapably created the atmosphere for thdsiegdcshifts to have happened (S. H. Shen 2011).

At different times, “stick” had also been employleylthe U.S as a part of its QED. Going side-by-gim¢his
chain of events, the U.S also put substantial pressn the states of Central Asia to pledge codiper@n the deals of
energy resources. The national energy policy dootimader Bush administration, which was releasedlay 2001,
suggested that “greater oil production in the Caspiegion would not only benefit regional economimst would also
help mitigate possible world supply disruptions drahsmit liberal ideas” (National Energy Policy\R&®pment Group
2001). The War on Terrorism, which was launchedradt/ 11, provided another opportunity to the Sreasserting its
energy hunt in Central Asia. Maratha Brill Olcotitérpreted this opportunity as the “second charioe’the U.S and

Central Asian republics as well for engaging witte@nother (Olcott, Central Asia's Second Chan6&20

To the leaders of Central Asia, QED is not justarfot” but also a “stick” as demonstrated by thiéitg of the U.S to
refuse Kyrgyzstan regime (the “stick”), an energgrse country, on the one hand and the U.S invessnmeother states of the
region (the “carrot”) on the other. The U.S hasnbakle to penetrate the Kazakh’s energy sectorgteirthe combination of
both these elements. The belief that Washingtonenzadieliberate effort for encroaching on resoudfesnergy through
promoting various versions of liberal democracyCentral Asia is circulated over a broad range in-Western sources,
particularly among the scholars from China (Wan@720No matter whether the states of Central Asitemed the U.S owing

to this, it still can be partly sketched as a peoisiy promotion of values of the liberal democratthe U.S.
Interests versus Values: Confines to Advocate Dogriia Values Alone

As illustrated in section one of the study, statesstly if not always, give preference to interesisr values if the two
come into conflict with each other. After the leestép of Central Asia agreed to conclude the caémukt of cooperation
with the U.S on the front of energy, the aim of achting values of liberal democracy in the regiaswept aside by the
U.S, even though this very act of ignoring the phi#tag of liberal democracy by the U.S may not hagen observed by
the American nationals. The unrestricted promutgaif liberal democracy in the region of CentraliaAsmescapably
weakens the authority of authoritarian regimes ehttal Asia. However, the U.S seems to reflectrmenition to replace
the authoritarian rulers of Central Asian repubticse it secured the energy deals; the excepti@eirtral Asia is the case
of Tulip Revolution in Kyrgyzstan. Afterwards, tltiscomfort caused by the criticism of the U.S okieman rights’
violations in Andijon Massacre by President Karimesulted into closing of the U.S air base in Uzbtak in November

2005. What has taken place in Kyrgyzstan, yetnmadeen repeated again.
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The following QED rule becomes crystal clear afferdijon Massacre: while propagating liberal demogra
presents the U.S with legitimate groundwork to e@entral Asian region, these values end to bea igoitself while
coming into conflict with various other realist-ented interests (Shen 2011). Therefore, it couldroployed both ways:
to forestall friendly regimes, and to force unlikénded regimes for cooperating on the front of gpeHowever, it is not
an option to sacrifice energy interests by stickingdeology. As Olcott sadly sums up, “While a qartage of U.S
assistance is earmarked to promote the developofe@mocratic societies in this region, in realitfashington has been
content to do business with the existing rulingegelno matter how insecure or grasping it may laet & the problem is
that most U.S policy-makers give democracy aslithance of succeeding in the region as Centrad'#\sulers do
themselves” (Olcott 2005).

Consequently, Central Asian leadership gradualtyagare of this essential priority, i.e. “intereatsove values”,
within the U.S circles and major factors leadingheir sustained hegemony. After Tulip Revolutithe U.S did not cause
any significant change of regime in the region ehal Asia, although the ideals of the U.S mighwéh strong impact
among the highly educated public of the region.

China: The Non-Interventionist “Responsible State”

While both the U.S and Russia compete by preachtsogereign” and “liberal” democracy framework witdach
other, China stays somewhere in the middle. It risgbe duty of peacekeeping and arbitrator foelftéo resolve
regional conflicts. Although Chinese are equallyncerned with the issue of sovereignty, China’s iigmepolicy no
longer reflects sovereignty’s supremacy. The presievent when China showed concern over soverégnty
supremacy was in 1999 when Chinese embassy in &#gbombed by NATO. Since Hu Jintao came to power i
China, it instead has started demonstrating toglbbe and picturing China as a responsible powat it rising to
the international arena peacefully. Rosemary Fadritish scholar, and Qin Yaqing, a scholar froraiMand China,
both were among the first to proffer that Chinawddoassume the role of a globally “responsibleestaand carry on
with its historical activism regarding fulfillingts responsibilities (Root 2001). In 2003, the wayifa handled the
crisis of SARS can be viewed as a transformatidaaimark for Chinese to pledge its dedication tchsa
diplomatic aim (S. Shen, SARS Diplomacy of Chinal draiwan 2004). In addition, China’s efforts of betng a
‘responsible state’ can be visualized by its ralethe United Nations, where it abstained from cagiis vote on

contentious global matters.

In regard to its ideal world structure, China haemed “peaceful development” as it's both diploimatnd
ideological (to some extent) guiding tenet. New treanf “peaceful rise” (hepingjueqi) was adoptedha foreign policy
of China in Premier Wen Jiabao’s first officialptrio the U.S in 2003, according to which Chinesalld@emain engaged
actively in global matters in a manner that “enghgespected, and tolerated” other countries witldamaging their
“different social systems and cultural traditior{8fabao, Full Text of Speech by Premier Wen Jiadta® Dinner 2003).
This theory of “peaceful rise” was renamed as “péalcdevelopment” (hepingfazhan) in 2004, but therfer expression

still remains more famous in daily usage.

Soon the propaganda of Party came up with a corepede justification for Chinese not to challenge U.S,
proclaiming that “China is one of a group of risibigg powers, and any intervention by China alsdlehges the whole
group of rising big powers”(Jiabao 2004). Wen J@mbpresenting his argument to the U.S in 2003ss&@ China’s

“peace-loving” posture calling it politically acate and locally secure. Contrasting the intentiohthe U.S to preach
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“democratic” norms, this notion of “peacefulnessasvimmediately juxtaposed with the Chinese purtuibuild a
“harmonious society” (hexieshehui).

At the onset of 21st century, to China, presenang supporting “multilaterally or mutually-beneé€i trade
prospects in Central Asia would have accomplishesr tduty beforehand towards the region. Yet rdgenhe new
leadership of China understood that to be acknoydddas a “responsible state” by the world, Chinapieserving its
tradition of non-intervention, must reflect sevecammonly acceptable characteristics accepted bygthbal society,
especially in regard to non-conditionality and lmess in handling global roles, and transparencgashing decisions that
might affect the citizen’s well-being beyond itsveceign territorial boundaries. Good number of @B scholars from
Mainland China, contrary to the U.S ‘realist-origlit policies, China sticks to the following morabligations for
formulating its Central Asian policy:

* Respect the unique civilization of other nationd ant to interfere in their internal matters.
» Stay away from forging alliances with them or eviedyan exclusive area of influence.

»  Offer economic help without conditions.

» Reiterate equality in resolving border disputes.

» Give equal importance to region’s political and mmmic security (Zheng 2007).
How Values Facilitate Energy Interests?

The above developing qualified tenets in China hdeep influences on the realist stage of ties betw@hina and
Central Asia. As Andrew Kuchins points out, when #iates of Central Asia regard the U.S as “toerimntionists,”
the new way presented by China to them has becaghéyhattractive alternative (Kuchins 2010). Comgémith the
values (ideologies) offered by the U.S to Centralah one of the major fascinations of Chinese warsif values to
the region is its offering of “multilateral netwarkas substitute. Through the scheme of constrgaitiharmonious
society”, China advocates building multilateral nentions in the region which most of the time pregehina with
economic opportunities. As noted by Chien-peng @hdone of the hidden purposes of China in engagfiself in
regional organizations like the Shanghai Coopenafiirganization (SCO) is to safeguard its energgrgsgts in
Central Asia” (Chung 2004). Regarding the posdipitif energy alliance, some scholars anticipate thaould be
advanced between China, Iran, and the permanentberemstates of SCO. Different from the confrontasibn
principles suggested by both the U.S and Russidnsg@&ach other, China’s “sovereignty-centric” afrbn-
interventionists” ideological framework makes salestate-owned enterprises (SOEs) of Central Asiaemeady to

cooperate with Chinese state-owned energy companies

Most remarkably, China-Kazakhstan energy coopenatvas deepened after 1997, which was basically the
immediate outcome of SCO establishment. For exampMePC, Chinese energy giant, succeed in acquiéidg
percent shares in Aktobemunaigaz, a Kazakhstaat®-siwned enterprise, in 1997, and firmed its hmldr Petro
Kazakhstan, Canada-owned enterprise, in 2005. \tti¢hcollaboration of CNPC and KazMunayGaz, stateexv
company of Kazakhstan, China constructed 1000 kng lpipeline for connecting Atasu, western provinafe
Kazakhstan, to Alashankou in Xinjiang AutonomousyiRa. This pipeline project was completed in 2085new
project of gas pipeline was initiated in 2007 byirtzhand Kazakhstan with intended capacity of 30 amually
(Yenikeyeff 2008). Several other deals were sigoeer energy cooperation between China and CentsirAstates

to construct a “harmonious neighborhood”.
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Another attraction in which Chinese norms preseineitie leaders of Central Asia is the presumptiian it will
not seek any kind of interference or put any coonility on local issues when China strides to prt@welfare of global
society. Among the most remarkable energy achiem&snmade by China through QED recently is the agsich of a
contract between China and Turkmenistan. Underctrigract, Turkmenistan has promised to deliveci®f natural gas
to China per year for a period of 30 years in 2008 by a planned Central Asia-China gas pipelinbé constructed by
CNPC. In the face of 2008 economic crunch, Russiashed their natural gas imports from Turkmenistalating the
agreement between the two which ultimately enhantted significance of economic deals between Chind a
Turkmenistan. Turkmenistan had long been conceaimulit its over-reliability over Russia for its exfoof energy.

Chinese benevolent offers came to Turkmenistan Wheekmenistan badly needed that.
Interests versus Values: Confines of Advocating Dagatic Values Alone

Though China is still being regulated under an auithwrian system, various institutions of it havadyally evolved their
self-interest already to meet the requirements BDQCommerce Ministry, for example, will prioritize reach as many
deals of energy as possible with overseas countvibdie Foreign Office will prioritize an incremeait method for
preventing doubts. Though local governments argadssession of some fiscal autonomy to invest itesianed
enterprises (SOESs), but they also depend on trentes carried by SOEs to reinforce their politeffitiency in the eyes
of central government. However, China’s value adtiog is less probable to breach the interests@EsSas state’s

interests of SOEs of China are already, to greingxoverlapping.

Keeping in mind the above observation, though Sindemen engagement might deserve marginal credithfo
requirement of “harmonious ideal”, China’s role 8ino-Turkmen ties still deviates from its proposedty as a
“responsible player” in the global politics. Prdoféng its crucial role in efforts aimed at denucleation of Korean
Peninsula as a key success to assume such resfityngiihinese never tried to convince Turkmenistarget involved in
international arena the way it did with North Kar@airkmenistan showed disagreement with China twemproposal of
joining SCO “as a formal member” by disagreeinghwiihe notion of “concerted multilateral cooperatiavhich was
advanced from the platform of SCO. While the enarggperation between them is backed by the expamdi€hinese
clout in Central Asian region, Chinese have littiention, in spite of the co-prosperity tenethod brganization, of sharing

energy resources of Turkmenistan with other membe8CO-most remarkably Russia.

To many Chinese scholars from mainland with offidiaks, oil diplomacy of China is interpreted asct
threatening” to the globe, because it is a statechallenging the status quo (Lai 2007). Howevemnbst of the non-
Chinese analysts, China is utilizing its masks loArmonious world” and “responsible power” quitellantly to
enter the energy sector of Central Asia and endagk statesmen and businessmen of Central Asichatlemge
other major players involved in the New Great Gam€entral Asia. There are, indeed, local elemémas voices to
remind China that ideological values should, ofitenot always, go after national interest. UnlikenQraqing, a
Chinese scholar who back the idea of “responsitdées’ there are scholars in China such as Yan oqugivho see
the U.S intention as that of proclaiming the globeddership in regard to politics, and propose tbhina has left
with no option but to reply this U.S tactic withré® and strength (Huetong 2004). As we have observan’s
advice is considered quite well. The thing to besexbed here is the fact that not only Americans @mical
regarding the above mentioned energy deals betWd@ma and Turkmenistan, Russians are also skemialt the

advances made by China as such deals would jeqea@hsport’s interests.
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CONCLUSIONS

Concluding the discussion in the light of precedsegtion, both the U.S and China observe an iddrficmat of QED in
Central Asian region, but the degree of their ersjghéhey place on state-sponsored agenda vary. IBotb tried to
embrace a state-sponsored ideology for answeritly the national and international critics aboutirtlogiest for Central
Asian energy, and to varying extents have succeddepush forward their realist programs through cuorently
advocating their values in Central Asia. Howevehew the dogmatic explanation of these qualitatareets conflicts the
same energy interests, both of them regard idesdoglibservient to their interests. Consequentiyh the U.S and China
can maintain their respective areas of influenc€émtral Asia. In such circumstances, following sjiens arise: how do
the U.S and China behave with each other in thaté¢heof Central Asia? How do the republics of Caln&sia reply to
their interaction? Finally the “combine-and-rulefica“divide-and-rule” tactics are elaborated in fbbowing section to
explain the current stalemate.

Combine-and-Rule

In the interaction between great powers and thehigs of Central Asia, there are efforts by sonoevers aimed at
adopting “combine-and-rule” policy. By utilizing 8hghai Cooperation Organization (SCO) frameworkin&ias been
putting efforts to build a strategic partnershighnvRussia despite their differences over Russiste/éreign democracy”
and China’s “harmonious society”. The partnershipgsure is demonstrated by SCO'’s initial formatib®:organizational
objectives, framework and mechanism were issuaitmie not well institutionalized and often bilaterather than
multilateral respectively. The inward-looking fuimt of SCO is mostly stressed in administering vettmmon issues of
the member states such as water problem, bordsioten ethnic minorities, drugs trafficking, extistrideologies, intra-

regional trade etc. (Olcott 2005). The focus ofdhganization is clearly multifaceted.

When the export of the U.S values into Central Agiagion was on the peak, the SCO gradually became
association with enhancing value-driven posturet tBe values which were emphasized in SCO’s foundieclaration,
“security” and “stability” are remarkably similao the five ethical obligations of China mentiondibee. These values
which are commonly known as “Shanghai Spirit” nosdtagys were purposefully quite different from thdues of the U.S
from the very first day (Chung 2004).

To date, in theory at least, the SCO’s organizatiobjectives have changed from issue-orientedissiom-oriented,
emphasizing more on security of the region tharddrorconflicts. Its mechanism of negotiation is lmeic immensely
multilateral hoping to reach collective consendigsdeal with “Three Evil Forces” has become SC@datto norm officially
(Shen and Peng 2007). Under the guise of thesarslpthere is an assumption that the member sfatfes organization should
work more collaboratively for achieving co-prospelly using their collective resources of energgwiver, this “combine and

rule” agenda encounters remarkable limitations imeaf the lack of trust in Central Asian agaihent.
Divide-and-Rule

To a good number of observers, despite the advamtermade by major powers in the region, the régsubf Central Asia are
employing a “multi-vector foreign policy” for praténg their valuable resources of energy. Kazakistaresident Nazarbayev,
frankly remarked in 2005: “We are witnessing supemy rivalry for economic dominance in our regiore \Wave a choice
between remaining the supplier of raw materialshe global markets and waiting patiently for theeegence of the next

imperial master or to pursue genuine economic iat@gn of the Central Asian region. | chose theeta{Walker 2005).
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Sino—Us Energy Diplomacy Towards Central Asia: Inésts Versus Ideology 9

It has been found out that some half-hearted sftoetve been made by the republics of Central Asfarm their
own union or organization. For example, with themurt of the United Nations, Kazakhstan, in 199@rted a regional
economic agenda known as the “Special Program don&mics in Central Asia” (SPECA) for monitoringeegy-related
problems in Central Asia. All the five states ofn@al Asia including Azerbaijan were the membergto$ bloc, with
Afghanistan hoping to join. Not a single major powes included in this bloc. Farkhod Tolipov's coemts sum up the
wariness of Central Asian about the major powetha following words: “the strategic partnershipveeén the states of

the region is the best way to solve the strateiigerana in Central Asia” (Maynes 2003).

Collective behaviors, however, are difficult to dereven among the republics of Central Asia. Asechdiy
Chinese scholar, lacking supplementary economialiisgs among the republics of Central Asia forgegeak foundation
for their mutual collaboration, leading to “forntglioriented” and “inward-looking” security policyiCentral Asia. Now-
a-days developments in Central Asia still validaie account. The acceleration in QED of both th& dnd China is
indeed invoked by the diffusive nature in the Cainftsian region, meaning that basically for thaterests of energy, they

are likely to advocate their values or norms to ontwo, rather than all, nations in Central Asia.

The educated elite from the west in Central Asiagian should be the key targets for the U.S adwoadc
“liberal democracy”. Consequently, the seeds frolickv “color revolutions” in the future in the sotieof Central Asians
might sprout are sown in advance. On the other h@héha offers an apolitical and non-interferingrate to both the
business elite and leadership of Central Asia gp#fiat it has an obligation, as a responsible sialkler, to preserve peace,
security and order in Central Asia. Multilaterabldigues between Central Asian states and extetagéns are mostly

cited as a legacy of the efforts of China.

Keeping in view the above differences among theomapwers and the republics of Central Asia, thetiooious
existence of competing QED interests of both th8 Bind China is not surprising at all. The inclusdra qualitative
aspect has supported the major powers to seizadCédian resources of energy, although any adweicéurthering a
dogmatic ideological value which hinders the hurtdnergy is likely to fail. The power balance ier@ral Asian is still

intact but the scale seems tiling more towards &£hian the U.S in the years to come.
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