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Abstract. The article examines the evolution of Uzbek-American relations, focusing on their
collaborative efforts to enhance regional security and stability. The study explores the critical role
of Uzbekistan in the security dynamics of Central Asia, emphasizing its strategic pivot towards
Western standards in military professionalism and education. Through a blend of content analysis,
historical review, and case studies, the article illustrates the multifaceted challenges confronting
Central Asian nations, including terrorism, regional conflicts, and international diplomacy. The
research highlights the significant impact of Uzbek-American cooperation in addressing these
challenges, showcasing the bilateral relationship as a model of strategic collaboration that
contributes to the stability and security of the region. This partnership is portrayed as a testament
to the shifting paradigms in global politics, where open, constructive international relations and
strategic alliances are pivotal in maintaining global peace and stability. By analyzing the shifts in
politics, the historical engagements, and the current geopolitical environment, the article provides
valuable insights into the importance of Uzbekistan's strategic orientation and its implications for
regional and international security frameworks. This comprehensive study underscores the
necessity of continued cooperation and strategic partnerships in navigating the complexities of
contemporary international relations, especially in strategically sensitive regions like Central Asia.
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Main provisions

In the post-Cold War era, the geopolitical landscape of Central Asia has
undergone significant transformations, with the region emerging as a pivotal arena
for international politics and security dynamics. Amongthe Central Asian republics,
Uzbekistan has played a crucial role in shaping the regional security agenda,
particularly in its interactions with global powers such as the United States. This
article aims to dissect the multifaceted nature of regional security challenges within
Central Asia, emphasizing the strategic partnership between Uzbekistan and the
United States as a focal point of analysis.

The problem statement of this research revolves around the complex interplay
of geopolitical interests, security concerns, and the pursuit of stability in Central
Asia, which have collectively influenced the strategic calculations of both regional
states and external powers. The purpose of this article is twofold: to provide a
comprehensive understanding of the regional security challenges faced by Central
Asian states, and to critically assess the impact of Uzbek-American cooperation in
addressing these challenges.


https://doi.org/10.48371/ISMO.2024.56.2.021
mailto:z.kakenova@gmail.com

Introduction

Historically, Central Asia has been a battleground for influence among world
powers, a legacy that has persisted into the 21 century. T he dissolution of the Soviet
Union marked a turning point, as newly independent states, including Uzbekistan,
navigated the intricacies of sovereignty, security, and international diplomacy. The
history of Uzbekistan’s foreign policy reflects a strategic balancing act between
engaging with major powers and safeguarding its national interests, particularly in
the realms of security and economic development.

The evolution of Uzbek-American relations has been emblematic of the broader
shifts in Central Asia’s geopolitical environment. Initially, the partnership was
heavily influenced by the United States’ strategic objectives in the region, including
counterterrorism efforts and the promotion of stability in the wake of the September
11 attacks. However, over time, the dynamics of this cooperation have evolved,
reflecting a more nuanced engagement that considers the complex spectrum of
security, economic, and political factors at play.

This article delves into the historical context of Uzbekistan’s foreign policy and
its implications for regional security, highlighting key moments and decisions that
have defined the trajectory of Uzbek-American relations. By examining the strategic
motivations, challenges, and outcomes of this bilateral cooperation, the research
sheds light on the broader implications for regional security and the role of
international partnerships in fostering stability in Central Asia.

In summary, the exploration of regional security challenges in Central Asia,
with a particular focus on the case of Uzbekistan, offers valuable insights into the
interplay between national interests, regional dynamics, and global strategies.
Through a detailed analysis of the historical and contemporary aspects of Uzbek-
American cooperation, this article contributes to a deeper understanding of the
complexities involved in ensuring security and stability in a region that continues to
hold significant strategic importance on the global stage.

Descroptionof materials and methods

The research methods employed in this article encompass a rigorous and
multifaceted approach, incorporating content analysis, case studies, comparative
analysis, and historical methods. This diverse methodology is designed to provide a
comprehensive understanding of the dynamic and evolving political-military
relations between Uzbekistan and the United States, drawing on official documents,
pivotal moments, strategic engagements, and historical evolution to offer deep
Insights into their bilateral interactions within the complex geopolitical landscape of
Central Asia.

Content analysis was utilized to discern trends in policy and rhetoric, enabling
a deep dive into the official narratives and priorities as articulated by both nations.
This method helps in identifying shifts in diplomatic tone, priorities, and responses
to geopolitical events, offering insights into the evolving nature of Uzbek-American
relations.



Case study allowed for an in-depth exploration of pivotal moments or phases
within the bilateral relationship. By focusing on specific instances of cooperation or
conflict, this method offers a granular view of how both countries navigate their
partnership amidst the broader geopolitical landscape, shedding light on the
mechanics of international diplomacy.

Comparative analysis provided a framework to distinguish Uzbekistan’s
diplomatic engagement with the US from its interactions with other global powers.
This approach reveals the strategic considerations driving Uzbekistan’s foreign
policy, highlighting how its relationships are tailored to meet its national interests
and how its alliance with the US stands out in the context of its broader international
relations.

Historical method was crucial for contextualizing the bilateral relations within
a broader temporal framework. Tracing the evolution of these ties from their
inception offers a historical perspective on the changing dynamics, challenges, and
milestones, facilitating a comprehensive understanding of the current state of affairs
and potential future directions.

Results

From diplomatic beginnings to strategic partnership

The evolution of political-military relations between Uzbekistan and the United
States has been marked by distinct characteristics. In contrast to other Central Asian
nations, Uzbekistan has not limited its efforts to maintaining close ties with specific
centers of power but has instead sought to broaden the scope of its foreign policy
objectives. The uniqueness of Uzbekistan’s foreign policy direction is underscored
by its deliberate shift away from Russian influence towards a closer alignment with
Western interests. Tashkent's foreign policy ambitions are underpinned by several
key factors: its significant population size, the existence of large Uzbek diasporas in
neighboring countries or the dense settlements of Uzbeks across the region, and the
country’s strategic central geographical location.

The evolution of the diplomatic and cooperative relationship between the
United States and Uzbekistan, particularly in the realm of security, underscores the
strategic significance of their partnership since Uzbekistan’s independence from the
Soviet Union. The trajectory of their relations has been significantly influenced by
a series of global and regional security challenges, reflecting the complex dynamics
of international security politics. This partnership has evolved through various
stages, each marked by distinct security concerns and cooperation efforts that have
shaped the bilateral ties and the broader Central Asian security landscape.

The periods of relations between the United States and Uzbekistan can be
conditionally divided into the following distinct phases:

- establishment of diplomatic relations and early cooperation (1992-2000),

- post-9/11 security cooperation (2001-2005),

- rapprochement and enhanced strategic partnership (post-2005), and

- contemporary relations and ongoing cooperation (2016-present), each
highlighting different facets of the bilateral ties and shifting focuses over time.



The first stage marked the foundation of diplomatic ties with Uzbekistan
emerging as a power in Central Asia after Soviet Union dissolution. The period is
characterized by the development of security and military-political relations with
Western countries, notably the United States, which sought to strengthen its
influence in the region. Despite initial U.S. attempts to impose its democracy model,
strategic considerations led to a gradual sidelining of human rights issues as
Uzbekistan’s strategic importance was recognized.

As to the second period that was triggered by the September 11 attacks, this era
saw enhanced security cooperation, with Uzbekistan providing critical support for
U.S. operations in Afghanistan. The cooperation included significant financial aid
from the U.S. to bolster Uzbekistan’s military capabilities, underscoring country’s
pivotal role in the region’s security landscape. However, the relationship faced
strains due to concerns over human rights and the Uzbek government’s reaction to
the “color revolutions™ in post-Soviet states.

The third stage that followed the Andijan events in 2005 and subsequent
cooling of relations with the West, Uzbekistan sought closer ties with Russia and
China. Nevertheless, the latter years of this period witnessed a gradual improvement
in relations with the West, highlighted by agreements on non-military transit to
Afghanistan and military-technical cooperation, showcasing Uzbekistan’s strategic
maneuvering amid changing geopolitical dynamics.

The current phase is characterized by deepening strategic partnerships,
focusing on defense education reforms and military professionalism with Westem
standards. High-level diplomatic engagements and initiatives such as the
Development Strategy for 2017-2021 and military cooperation plans have solidified
Uzbekistan’s position as a key player in regional stability and security, balancing
major power influences while advancing national and regional interests.

Discussion

Establishment of diplomatic relations and early cooperation (1992-2000)

In 1992, the Karimov government took over the command structure, arms, and
equipment of the Soviet Union’s Turkestan Military District, transforming
Uzbekistan into the most heavily armed state in Central Asia in terms of military
might. By the mid-1990s, Uzbek leadership began to intensively develop security
and military-political relations with Western countries. The United States showed a
keen interest in deepening relations with Uzbekistan, as this engagement served to
strengthen American influence in Central Asia.

In the initial phase of Uzbek-American relations, up until the mid-1990s, the
U.S. sought to impose its model of democracy on Uzbekistan, adopting a stringent
policy stance and raising issues related to human rights violations. However, as
Uzbekistan’s strategic status in the region began to rise, these issues were relegated
to secondary importance. This shift was highlighted by the U.S. Secretary of Defense
during his visit to Tashkent in April 1995. A meeting between I. Karimov and Bill
Clinton in Washington in June 1996 saw Clinton acknowledging Uzbekistan’s
pivotal role in Central Asia [1, p. 253].



The changing geopolitical landscape in Central Asia, particularly the expansion
of American influence, directly challenges Russian interests. Experts argue that the
post-Soviet states of Central Asia are of vital importance to Russia. Uzbekistan, in
accordance with I. Karimov’s “special direction,” has distanced itself from Moscow,
seeking closer ties with the West. Experts believe that Uzbekistan was primarily
interested in approaching the United States. T his was reflected in the reduction of
bilateral interactions in certain areas between Uzbekistan and Russia. For
Uzbekistan, reliance on the U.S. could position it as a strategic counter to other post-
Soviet states that maintain a closer orientation towards Russia. For instance, in
Tajikistan, Russian influence is linked to the presence of Russian troops along the
Tajik-Afghan border [1, p. 256].

In 1997, a joint commission between Uzbekistan and the U.S. was established
under the chairmanship of the U.S. Secretary of State and Uzbekistan’s Minister of
Foreign Affairs. Within its framework, four committees were formed: political,
military, trade and investments, energy, and committees for economic reforms and
assistance. In 1998, a bilateral cooperation plan in the defense sector was ratified [2,
p. 70].

The intricate evolution of Uzbekistan’s foreign policy and military strategy,
particularly its pivot towards Western alliances and specifically the United States,
underscores a deliberate strategic recalibration in the post-Soviet landscape. This
shift not only reflects Uzbekistan’s ambition to assert its sovereignty and regional
leadership but also highlights the fluid nature of geopolitical alliances in Central
Asia. The establishment of the joint commission and the subsequent bilateral
agreements in defense and other sectors between Uzbekistan and the U.S. reveal a
nuanced approach to diplomacy, where Uzbekistan skillfully balances its historical
ties with Russia against its aspirations for enhanced security and economic
development through Western partnerships. This strategic maneuvering by
Uzbekistan, amidst the overarching American and Russian interests in Central Asia,
exemplifies the country’s proactive engagement in shaping its external relations to
bolster its national interests and security imperatives in a rapidly changing global
order.

Post-9/11 security cooperation (2001-2005)

In the mid-2000s, Uzbekistan’s foreign policy direction began to shift. The
primary catalyst for this change in the foreign policy stance of Uzbekistan’s
leadership was the series of “color revolutions” that occurred in several post-Soviet
states. These events raised doubts in Tashkent about the United States' commitment
to ensuring Uzbekistan’s security and stability. The Uzbek leadership restricted the
activities of several American non-governmental organizations within the country,
and in December 2003, Uzbekistan proposed a new agreement for the paid use of
the military base in Khanabad to the US. In April 2005, Tashkent announced its
withdrawal from the GUAM organization [3, p. 204].

The events of September 11, 2001, further invigorated American-Uzbek
relations. As an initial step, Uzbekistan offered its assistance for operations in
Afghanistan. In October 2001, an American-Uzbek agreement was signed, granting



the right to use the Khanabad air base and the country’s airspace. The air base
accommodated 1-1.5 thousand American soldiers [4, p. 107]. The establishment of
the air base, according to the agreement signed with Uzbekistan on October 7, 2001,
included 10 “Black Hawk™ helicopters, 30 F-16s, a KC-135 Stratotanker, a C-130
military transport aircraft, and about one and a half thousand soldiers [5, p. 73].

The US also provided financial assistance to Uzbekistan for counterterrorism
efforts. With the aim of delivering an immediate blow to terrorism, the US Congress
allocated $25 million in 2001 to enhance Uzbekistan’s military capabilities. Later,
in January 2002, the US allocated an additional $100 million to Uzbekistan for
counterterrorism efforts and committed to providing $160 million by the end of 2002
[6]. Such financial aid facilitated significant improvements in the capabilities of
Uzbekistan’s armed forces.

These steps by both the Uzbek and American sides further strengthened
Uzbekistan’s status as a key partner of the US in Central Asia. Uzbekistan’s status
as a priority state for the US was formalized during President Islam Karimov’s visit
to the US in March 2002, through the signing of a declaration on strategic
partnership and cooperation.

Following the events of September 11, the US adjusted its geostrategy, which
also affected its stance towards the post-Soviet Central Asian countries. The
relationship between the US and Uzbekistan acquired a special character, with
Uzbekistan subsequently assuming a primary partnership role in the region for the
US.

A critical task in preparing operations in Afghanistan was to ensure support
from the post-Soviet Central Asian countries for the anti-terrorist coalition’s actions.
Different levels of activity were demonstrated by the countries in the region, with
Uzbekistan initially providing substantial support. This was explained by the Uzbek
leaders’ interest in the conflict’s outcome, as both the Taliban and Al-Qaeda had
provided comprehensive support to the Islamic Movement of Uzbekistan (IMU), an
adversary of the Karimov regime. Addressing the most severe manifestations of
religious extremism became a foundation for cooperation between Tashkent and
Washington. The IMU, unable to defeat Tashkent in combat, faced a much stronger
opponentas a result of the formation of the anti-terrorist coalition [3, p. 253].

American researcher Peter K. Forster draws parallels between the US policy in
Uzbekistan and its policy in Iran during the 1950s. He suggests that Americans
prioritized their interests in Uzbekistan mainly in connection with Afghanistan and
terrorism issues, while turning a blind eye to values propagated by the US, such as
democratization and liberalization. Before the events of September 11, the US had
raised issues of human rights within the state. According to the US State
Department’s report on human rights in February 2001, the situation concerning
human rights in Uzbekistan continued to deteriorate. This report in October 2001
designated Uzbekistan as a country of concern in the field of human rights. In spring
2002, during his visit to Central Asia, Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld highly
praised the region’s countries’ cooperation with NATO’s “Partnership for Peace”
program and did not mention the situation of human rights in these states [6].



The period under review illustrates a strategic pivot in Uzbekistan’s foreign
policy, influenced significantly by the post-9/11 global security environment and the
color revolutions in the post-Soviet space. This period was marked by a complex
interplay of geopolitical interests, with Uzbekistan navigating its position between
traditional ties and new strategic partnerships. The cooperation between Uzbekistan
and the United States during this time not only underscores the pragmatic
dimensions of Uzbekistan’s foreign policy but also highlights the broader strategic
recalibrations in the region.

Rapprochement and enhanced strategic partnership (post-2005)

In 2004, Uzbek leadership pivoted towards fostering closer ties with Russia and
China. Astrategic partnership agreement between Russia and Uzbekistan was signed
In June 2004, addressing mutual utilization of military infrastructure. This shift in
Uzbekistan’s foreign policy direction was precipitated by the 2005 Andijan events
and the reactions from the U.S. and the EU, which did not recognize the Uzbek
government’s narrative of the incidents. Conversely, Russia and China extended
their support to Uzbekistan. On June 29, 2005, the Uzbek government demanded the
closure of the American military base within 180 days, leading to the shutdown of
American NGOs and companies, as well as the withdrawal of U.S. troops from
Khanabad [3, p. 205].

During these years, Uzbekistan and Russia began to re-engage, marking a
noticeable change in Uzbek-Russian relations. In September 2005, joint Uzbek-
Russian military exercises were conducted in Uzbekistan, and in November of the
same year, Russia and Uzbekistan signed an Alliance Relations Agreement.
According to this document, an act of aggression against one party is considered an
act of aggression against both. Russia also had an interest in fostering positive
relations with Uzbekistan for several reasons. Firstly, despite low economic
development levels, Central Asia has significant social potential. Secondly,
Uzbekistan has conducted its foreign policy more independently compared to other
Central Asian states. Thirdly, it represents a strategic geostrategic entity for Russia.
Fourthly, there was a clear emerging need for effective economic investment in
Uzbekistan.

In January 2006, Uzbekistan joined the Eurasian Economic Community, and in
June 2006, it re-entered the Collective Security Treaty Organization, signaling a
strategic balancing act in the region, prompting the U.S. to shift its focus towards
Kazakhstan, declaringit a “regional leader” and a “strategic partner” in security and
energy projects.

Between the fall of 2005 and spring of 2006, Washington developed the Central
Asia strategy, aimed at establishing a new region, termed “Greater Central Asia,” by
leveraging Afghanistan as a pivotal link between Central and South Asia, and
building on American-Indian and American-Pakistani relations. This strategy sought
to counter Russian and Chinese projects in the region and enhance the socio-
economic development of Central Asia. The intensification of Russian activities in
Central Asia (initiatives to establish a Central Asian CSTO Anti-Terrorism Center,
financial aid to Bishkek, and military base establishment in southern Kyrgyzstan)



led to an increase in Uzbekistan’s engagement with Western countries. The primary
reason for the pro-Western orientation of Uzbek policy was Tashkent’shope in the
West as the only geopolitical actor capable of counterbalancing Russia’s influence
in Central Asia.

The period between the end of 2007 and the first half of 2008 witnessed an
improvement in American-Uzbek relations. Tashkent entered into an agreement
with NATO to facilitate the transit of non-military cargo directed towards
Afghanistan, granting American forces the right to use Termez. President I. Karimov
participated in the NATO summit in April 2008. Meanwhile, American
policymakers began to less frequently demand an international investigation into the
Andijan events [4, p. 108]. The political-military and economic rapprochement
between the West and Tashkent, along with an intensification of contacts, was
evident in the increased frequency of official visits to Uzbekistan by high-ranking
officials fromthe US and the EU.

The Western states’ closer engagement with Uzbekistan was motivated by the
search for additional regional resources to support military operations in
Afghanistan. This context has recently warmed relations between Tashkent and
Western countries, especially as Tashkent’s relations with Moscow cooled. A
testament to this warming relationship is the military-technical cooperation
agreement signed between Uzbekistan and the US on August 18, 2009. For European
states and the US, Uzbekistan’s strategic geographical position and its border
infrastructure with Afghanistan are crucial in addressing the situation in Afghanistan
[3, p. 211].

Overall, for Western nations, Uzbekistan represents a significant player within
the Central Asian region. Given its tensions with Russia and neighboring states,
Uzbekistan is likely to continue strengthening its role in the region through further
engagement with Western countries. Events in 2009 suggest both parties are seeking
avenues to rectify their relations.

In Washington, Uzbekistan is considered a pivotal and influential actor in
Central Asia, possessing regional hegemonic ambitions and the ability to
counterbalance Moscow more than other states in the region. The presence of large
Uzbek diasporas in neighboring countries provides Tashkent with an opportunity to
influence the policies of those states. Additionally, Uzbekistan, like Kazakhstan, can
sustain itself with food and energy resources. While Kazakhstan borders Russia,
Uzbekistan’s border with Afghanistan is regarded as a critical factor.

Practically, Uzbekistan was considered a potential key partner for the US. Its
territory is connected by road and rail networks accessible to Afghanistan, including
a military base previously utilized by Americans. The transportation of numerous
NATO and American cargoes through Uzbek territory offers the shortest and most
reliable route. However, there remains concern among Americans regarding the
unpredictability of the Uzbek leadership’s actions. Despite the Russian-Georgian
war, Uzbekistan proved it does not fear Russian aggression. This fact draws
significant attention from American analysts [3, p. 191].



The Americans have decided to rely on the northern corridor for their Afghan
transit (which passes through Russia, Kazakhstan, and Uzbekistan), making
Uzbekistan a crucial link in NAT O operations.

The warming of relations between Uzbekistan and the United States, which
became evident in 2009, continued into 2010. The United States proposed
Uzbekistan’s participation in programs to support American troops in Afghanistan.
Tashkent granted Washington permission to use the Navoi airport for the purpose of
supplying its military forces. Tashkent’s policy shift towards the West and the
United States could potentially reshape the structure of relations in Central Asia,
possibly weakening Russian influence and propelling Uzbekistan to a new phase in
its quest for regional leadership. However, experts caution against interpreting these
developments as a definitive shift in Tashkent’s geopolitical direction. At present,
such a situation can be considered a strategic move by I. Karimov, as establishing
close relations with the EU and the United States currently appears to be highly
beneficial.

At the end of January 2010, Uzbek President I. Karimov signed a Cooperation
Plan with the United States. The document was based on the results of the first phase
of Uzbek-American political consultations. Washington places high hopes on its
engagement with Uzbekistan in political, social, economic, and security areas. The
initiative to conduct political consultations between the US and Uzbekistan was led
by Assistant Secretary of State R. Blake. The security cooperation aspect includes
training and retraining Uzbekistan’s officer corps in leading U.S. military
educational institutions, including within the framework of the International Military
Education and Training program.

The parties collaborate on border security and non-proliferation, counter-
terrorism efforts, as well as within the frameworks of CWD (Conventional Weapons
Destruction) and “Excess Weapons Surrender” programs. In the context of ensuring
peace in Afghanistan, Uzbekistan and the US exchange information on non-military
cargo transit through the Northern Distribution Network, including the
Implementation of the Hairatan-Mazar-i-Sharif railway construction project. Uzbek
companies built 11 bridges along the Mazar-i-Sharif — Kabul route and are
completing the construction of a 275-mile high-voltage line designed to transmit 150
MW of electricity from Termez to Kabul [3, p. 193].

By realizing the Trans-Afghan corridor, Uzbekistan gains access to the ports of
the Indian Ocean, laying the foundation for closer ties between I. Karimov’s
government and the B. Obamaadministration. Additionally, Uzbekistan underscores
its role in the peaceful resolution of the situation in Afghanistan. By developing such
connections and engaging American representatives in cooperation, Uzbekistan
maintains a measured distance in its relations with them.

The period following 2005 witnessed a strategic evolution in Uzbek-American
relations, defined by Uzbekistan’s shift towards engaging more closely with the
West, particularly the United States, amidst changing geopolitical landscapes. The
aftermath of the Andijan events catalyzed a reevaluation of Uzbekistan’s
international alliances, leading to a nuanced foreign policy that sought to balance its
relationships between major global powers. The renewal of cooperation with the



West, underscored by agreements on non-military transit to Afghanistan and
military-technical collaboration, highlighted Uzbekistan’s strategic maneuvering to
maximize its geopolitical leverage in Central Asia. This era underscores
Uzbekistan’s adept navigation of complex international dynamics, positioning it as
a crucial player in regional security and a key partner for the United States in
addressing Central Asian challenges.

Contemporary relations and ongoing cooperation (2016-present)

Since 2012, with NATO’s assistance through the Defense Education
Enhancement Program (DEEP), Uzbekistan has embarked on reforming its PME to
align with Western standards. T his initiative reflects a shift from traditional Soviet
pedagogical methods towards interactive learning, critical thinking, and the
inclusion of modern military strategy and civil-military relations in its curriculum.
The transformation, significantly propelled under President Sh. Mirziyoyev’s
administration, includes the establishment of the Armed Forces Academy of
Uzbekistan as a central institution for PME, showcasing a modern approach to
military education in Central Asia. The engagement with NAT O and the U.S. in this
reform process marks a pivotal phase in U.S.-Uzbekistan military cooperation,
highlighting a mutual interest in enhancing Uzbekistan’s defense capabilities and
professionalizing its military forces. This period denotes a broader collaboration
scope, underlining the deepening strategic partnership between the two nations [7].

In 2017, Uzbekistan adopted the Development Strategy for 2017-2021, which
prioritized implementing a balanced, mutually beneficial, and constructive foreign
policy to strengthen the nation’s independence, sovereignty, and create a security,
stability, and good-neighborliness belt around Uzbekistan. President Shavkat
Mirziyoyev emphasized a commitment to peaceful, open, and pragmatic politics,
intending to continue effective cooperation globally [8]. As noted by the Uzbek
scholar M. Rakhimov, Uzbekistan deepened relations with key global players,
including Russia, China, the US, EU, Japan, South Korea, and India, acknowledging
its central geostrategic position in Central Asia — a region of significant interest to
leading world powers[9, p. 111].

Despite a complex history with the US, Uzbekistan rejuvenated military
cooperation, highlighted by a five-year military cooperation plan signed during
Mirziyoyev’s 2018 visit to Washington. During this visit President Mirziyoyev
visited the Pentagon for discussions with the U.S. defense department delegation.
The discussions, led by Defense Secretary James Mattis, focused on the prospects
of military-technical cooperation following Uzbekistan’s adoption of its Defense
Doctrine. Mirziyoyev expressed interest in expanding military-technical cooperation
and exchanging defense and security expertise with the United States. Mattis
underscored Uzbekistan's geostrategic importance in the region and commended its
constructive foreign policy, especially towards neighboring countries. This led to an
increase in joint exercises between the two countries in 2019 and 2020, including
special forces and pilot training [10]. Uzbekistan’s participation in NATO’s
Partnership for Peace program since 1994 and annual cooperation programs since



1996 reflect a strategic alignment towards American systems and equipment for
military procurement, movingaway from Russian sources.

Secretary of State M. Pompeo’s visit to Tashkent in February 2020, and
participation in the C5+1 meeting, reinforced the US support for Central Asian
countries’ independence and territorial integrity, promoting regional cooperation.
Pompeo also announced a new US Central Asia strategy for 2019-2025, focusingon
supporting sovereignty, reducing terrorism, stabilizing Afghanistan, promoting rule
of law, human rights, and US investment in Central Asia [11].

These initiatives signify a strategic pivot in Uzbekistan’s international
relations, seeking to balance major power influences while advancing its national
interests and regional stability.

Conclusion

The partnership between Uzbekistan and the United States has significantly
evolved, marking a pivotal chapter in the security dynamics of Central Asia. This
relationship, characterized by strategic cooperation and mutual interests, has
emerged as a cornerstone of stability and security in Central Asia. Through
initiatives like the Defense Education Enhancement Program (DEEP) and high-level
diplomatic engagements, Uzbekistan has demonstrated a commitment to
modernizing its military and aligning with Western standards of professional
military education, reflecting a broader shift towards open and constructive
international relations.

Under President Shavkat Mirziyoyev’s leadership, Uzbekistan has embarked
on a path of reform and openness, seeking to balance its traditional ties with new
strategic partnerships. This approach has not only enhanced its sovereignty and
regional influence but also positioned Uzbekistan as a key player in the geopolitical
landscape of Central Asia. T he strategic recalibration of Uzbekistan’s foreign policy,
particularly its engagement with the United States, highlights a pragmatic and
forward-looking vision aimed at securing national interests and promoting regional
stability.

Looking forward, the trajectory of Uzbek-American relations is set to influence
the broader regional dynamics significantly. As Uzbekistan continues to navigate its
complex geopolitical environment, its strategic partnership with the United States
will likely play a pivotal role in shaping the future of Central Asian security and
cooperation. T his partnership, built on shared interests and mutual respect, stands as
a testament to Uzbekistan’s evolving foreign policy and its growing significance on
the international stage.
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BbI30OBbI PETHOHAJILHOM BE3OIMMACHOCTH B KOHTEKCTE
COTPYJIHUUYECTBA TOCYJIAPCTB IIEHTPAJIbHOM A3BUU U CIIIA:
HA ITPUMEPE Y3BEKUCTAHA
“KakenoBa3.A.!

“1PhD, u.0. nouenra, EBpasuiickuii HalMOHAILHBINA YHHBEPCHTET
um. JI.H. I'ymunera, Actana, Kazaxcran
e-mail: z.kakenova@gmail.com

AnHoTanus. CraThsi TMOCBSIIEHA WM3YUYCHHIO OBOMIOIMH  y30€KCKO-aMepHKaHC KUX
OTHOIICHWH, (POKYCHPYSICh HAa UX COBMECTHBIX YCWIMSIX IO YKPEIUICHHIO pEeTHOHATbHO I
0e30MmacHOCTH W CTAaOWILHOCTH. B pabore paccMaTpuBaeTcs KioueBas poib Y30€KHUCTaHAa B
IUHAMUKe Oe3omacHocTH lleHTpanbHONW A3uM, MOAYEPKUBAs €ro CTPATETHYECKHH TIOBOPOT K
3amaJIHbIM CTaHIapTaM BOCHHOTO oOpa3oBaHms. B paboTe MCMonb30BaHBI METOIBI COYETaHHE
METOJ[0B KOHTEHT-aHAJIM3a, MCTOPHYIECKOro 0030pa M KeHC-CTaaH, YTO MO3BOIWIO PAcCMOTPEThH
MHOIOIPAaHHOCTh  BBI30BOB, C KOTOpPBIMH CTaJKHBarOTCS rocynapctBa lleHrpanbHoil A3zum,
BKJIFOYAs TEPpOpPH3M, peTHOHAIbHble KOH(PIUKTBHL. VccnemoBaHue BBIIENSET 3HAYHUTEIHHOE
BIMsIHKE coTpyaHndecTBa Y30ekuctana u CIHIA B pemeHmd STHUX MpoOJjieM, paccMaTpuBas
JIBYCTOPOHHHE OTHOIICHUS KaK MOJIEJIb CTPATeTHIE€CKOr0 COTPYIHHMYECTBA, CIOCOOCTBYIOIIETO
CTaOWIHLHOCTH M O€30MACHOCTH PETHOHA. DTO MAPTHEPCTBO TPEICTABIICHO KaK CBUIACTEIHCTBO
CMCHBI Hapam/]rM B FJI06aJII)HOI71 IIOJIMTHUKE, TAC OTKpI)ITI)IG, KOHCprKTI/IBHI)IG MC)KI[yHapOIlHI)Ie
OTHOUIICHUST W CTPATErMYECKUe ajbsHChl MMEIOT pEILAoIee 3HAYEHHE I TOAJAepKaHUs
II00aTbHOTO MHUpa W CTAOWIHLHOCTH. AHAMMBHPYS W3MEHEHUS B TIOJWTHUKE, HWCTOPUUECKHE
B3aUMOJICHCTBUSI M COBPEMEHHYIO TEOMNOJUTUYECKYI0 OOCTAaHOBKY, CTaThsl TPEIOCTABISICT
IICHHBIE CBEJICHUSI O 3HAUYCHUN CTPATETUUECKON OpUECHTAIMN Y 30€KHCTaHA U €€ TIOCIIEICTBUSIX IS
PETHOHAILHBIX ¥ MEXIYHAPOIHBIX PaMOK O€30MACHOCTH. JTO BCECTOPOHHEE HCCIICOBAHIE
MOTYEPKUBAET HEOOXOAMMOCThH TPOAOIDKCHHUS COTPYIHHMYECTBA M CTPATETHYECKUX MapTHEPCTB
JUIST TIOUCKa pEIIeHUHd TMpo0JIeM COBPEMEHHBIX MEXKAYHAPOJIHBIX OTHOIICHUM, OCOOCHHO B
CTpaTeTrHyeCKU BaXKHBIX PETHOHAX, TaKuX Kak LleHrpanpHast A3zws.

KmoueBbie caoBa: Ilenrpanpnas Aswsa, Coenunennsie Illtatsr, VY30ekucras,
pervoHasbHasi ~ 0€30MaCHOCTh, BBI3OBBI  OE30MACHOCTH, COTPYIHMYECTBO, TEOMOJIUT KA,
JIBYCTOPOHHEE B3aMMOJICHCTBHE
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BIHTBIMAKTACTBIFbIHA HA3ap ayaapeliafbl. 3eprrey ©O30exkcTaHHblH Opranslk  A3USHBIH
KayllcB3IIK JUHAMUKACHIHIAFEI MaHBI3/IbI POJIIH 3€PTTEI, OHBIH OCKEPU KOCIIKOWIBIK TeH OUTiM
Oepyzaeri OaTBICTBIK CTaHAApTTapra OarbITTaJFaH CTPATETHSUIBIK OarbITBIH aTam KepceTell
Konrenr Tanmay, Tapuxu MIONy KOHE KEWC-CTaau 3epTTEy dJicTepi apKbUIbl Makaia OpraibiK
A3us elmepiHiH alablHaa TYpPFaH TEpPpOpM3M, alMaKTBIK HIMEJICHICTED CHSIKTHI KON KBIPIbI
Kayirrep TaJigaHaabl. 3epTTey 030€K-aMepUKaH BIHTBIMAKTACTBIFBIHBIH OChI KAYITEP/Il MeTTy1eT1
MaHpI3/Ibl JCEpIH KepceTelll, EKDKAKThl KapbIM-KaThIHACTHI alMaKTbIH TYPAaKTBUIBIFBI MEH
KayllcBAIriHE BIKNAJd €TETIH CTPATEeTUIIBIK BIHTBIMAKTACTBIK YIIICl peTiHIe KapacTbipaisl. byn
CEPIKTECTIK allIbIK, CHIHAAPIIBI XaJIbIKAPAJIBIK KaTHIHACTAP MEH CTPATETHUIBIK OaKTap skahaHIbIK
OeHOITIIUIK TMeH TYPAaKTHUIBIKTBI CaKTayJa INEHIyll pell aTKapaThiH kahaHIBIK cascaTTarbl
e3repMelt mapajaurMaiapabliH Kyoci peTiHae KapacTolpburaH. CasicaTTarbl ©3repicTepIi, Tapuxu
KeNCcIMIepAl J>KOHe Kas3ipri TeocasCHu OpTaHbl Taljlald OTHIPBINL, Makajla ©O30eKCTaHHBIH
CTPAaTeTWUIBIK OaFIapblHBIH MAaHBI3JIBUIBIFBI JKOHE OHBIH aHWMAaKTHIK JKOHE XallbIKapasibIK
KayincB3IIK cajanapblHa caigapsl Typajbl KYHIBI TYCIHIKTep Oepeni By ’aH-)KaKThl 3epITey
Ka3ipri 3aMaHFbl XaJbIKapalblK KapbIM-KaThIHACTApAbIH, ocipece Opranblk A3us CHAKTBI
CTPAaTEeTWUIBIK TYPFBIIAH MaHBI3Abl aWMaKTapAarbl Kyplelll MoceleNepli Ienryne Yy3AIKCi3
BIHTBIMAKTACTHIK TICH CTPATETHSIIBIK CEPIKTECTIKTIH KAXKETTUIIH KOPCETEeIl.
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npobieManapsl, BIHTBIMAKTACTBIK, T€0CasICAT, EKDKAKTHI BIHTBIMAKTaCThIK
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