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pretty clear that the government of al-Assad has won
the war, but nonetheless, we can’t let go. We can’t lift
the sanctions; we can’t stop our efforts to try to disrupt
that country and to inflict suffering on the Syrian people.

We need to look at what got us into Afghanistan in
the first place, which by the way, wasn’t just a response
to 9/11. It had nothing to do with fighting terrorism. It
was, as Col. Larry Wilkerson, the former chief of staff
to Colin Powell, pointed out, it was geopolitical. It was
to insert American forces into the most difficult place
on the planet to get American forces into, for geostrate-
gic reasons, above all to disrupt the integration of Eur-
asia. And to be in a position to do that; especially to give
the Chinese a very difficult time in their most vulnera-
ble province, which I guess we shouldn’t name, be-
cause that would subject us to censorship on some of
the platforms. And this is part of a pattern of how we
look at various American and NATO interventions,
whether we’re talking about against Serbia-Kosovo in
1999, Iraq, Syria, Libya, and so forth.

Playing these geostrategic games at the expense of
the people of the region—that is the object of the military
actions and the sanctions and so forth—is really what the
root of the problem is, rather than what Helga is propos-
ing, which is a civilized, cooperative way to address the

real needs of these regions in a way that does not inflame
the overall global situation. I think Andrey’s remarks in a
sense presume that kind of good will among the players.
And that’s where I think the problem remains.

I just don’t see any kind of indications from Washing-
ton, and to a lesser extent perhaps from the Europeans,
that they’re prepared to do that. They’re still looking at
Russia and China with respect to a zero-sum game of
influence; a continuation, if you will, of the Great Game,
going back to the 19th Century. Rather than saying,
“How do we stabilize this area? How can we do what’s
best for the people of this region?” If that means coming
to an accord with Moscow and Beijing, that would be a
good thing, not a bad thing. I don’t think we’re there yet.

I hope there are lines in Washington that are amena-
ble to seeing Reason, to seeing the demands of humanity
when it comes to Afghanistan and other regions. Whether
we’re talking about Ukraine or Kazakhstan or other
places, the Balkans which shows signs of heating up
again, but we’re not there yet. So, I think this conference
is an excellent effort to try to put onto the table some pro-
ductive proposals that help get us from where we are
now, to where we should be. But we’re not there yet.

Thank you for inviting me to participate, and I look
forward to hearing the other comments.
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Thank you very much for having
me. Thank you for the introductory
remarks, and Jim, thank you for your presentation. That
was really insightful.

I want to start by saying a very simple thing. The
Afghan crisis is very complicated. I don’t think there is
anyone inside Afghanistan or outside of it who knows
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how to solve it, or who can predict
what the future is going to hold for
Afghanistan, even in the short term.
This is, of course, a country that suf-
fered a lot, not only for the last 20
years, but also for the last 40 years or
more.

Because of the situation inside
of this country, and because of the
big involvement of foreign coun-
tries in domestic issues of Afghani-
stan, there is no real instrument or
even behavior that Afghan society
has created on its own that can
enable the country to survive, especially when we are
living in very difficult and hectic times today. Let’s not
forget that the Afghan people are suffering right now
not only with the consequences of political crisis, but
also with COVID, with ecological problems that the
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whole region of Central Asia is suffering right now,
and many other issues.

Those problems are happening simultaneously, and
it’s really difficult to manage them when you don’t have
a stable country or a stable government, and you have a
government that is not respected or even a government
that is seen as legitimate in other places of the world.

Of course, we can understand the international com-
munity that faces a dilemma of, on the one hand, seeing
that Afghanistan is in the middle of a crisis, and on the
other hand knowing that the Taliban is a fundamental
radical terrorist group that came to power, and did so not
using some kind of legitimate instruments like voting or
anything like that. But came using its power and because
it is the only group that can hold onto power in this coun-
try.

But on the other hand, we see that the humanitarian
situation in Afghanistan is devastating, and it’s not
going to get better if the international community and
the countries that are involved in the Afghan crisis will
not act right now. I’'m not saying that pouring money
into the Afghan economy can solve all of its problems,
but it can really help to get over the humanitarian crisis
right now. Actually, if we take a look at this from the
point of view of long-term consequences, it can be
helpful for the stability in the whole region.

What I’m saying is that if the international commu-
nity and greater powers will not act right now, and will
not push to at least let Afghanistan use its own money
that is frozen right now, the humanitarian crisis could
get worse, and it can create a lot more problems for all
of the countries that are neighbors of Afghanistan and
as a consequence, problems for other great powers in
Eurasia.

The situation right now seems like a no-way-out
route for the Taliban. It at the same time creates frustra-
tion inside the government and, as we all know, the Tal-
iban is not a very consolidated group in Afghanistan.
They have their own different opinions inside of this
group. With the crisis unfolding in Afghanistan, it gives
more of an upper hand in making decisions to the more
radical parts of the Taliban that do not believe in diplo-
macy, that do not see the way out of the situation in
negotiations with other countries, that don’t want to
wait for help from other countries, and want just to rule
as the Taliban did in the 1990s, where for a short period
of time, the Taliban was in the government.

So, this creates a dilemma, and if there will not be
taken any steps to solving short-term problems and
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crises that we see ad hoc right now, it can, and for sure
will, have its impact on the long-term problems of Af-
ghanistan.

But, when we talk about what countries might have
influence on the resolving of the Afghan crisis, the first
thing that comes to mind, of course, is the big powers
like Russia or China. We’re not talking about the U.S.
right now, because the U.S. obviously has shown that
they’re not interested in being involved in this crisis
any more. But Russia and China kind of don’t have any
other options. They are living very close to Afghani-
stan, and they have to do something at least to secure
themselves. Actually, that is what they’re doing.

I don’t believe that Russia and China are interested
in getting involved into Afghanistan’s domestic issues
too much, and being ready to solve the Afghan crisis in
the long term. Russia and China want Afghanistan’s
borders to be secured, and the only thing they want is to
have the guarantees that any crisis that Afghanistan
faces will stay in Afghanistan and will not cross the
border and come to the region of Central Asia and later
the borders of Russia and China.

But if we look at what regional smaller players are
saying, we will see the difference here in the approach
to resolving the Afghan crisis.

Here, I talk about Uzbekistan’s position on Afghan-
istan, which is a unique one in Eurasia.

Uzbekistan, for a long time, even before the Afghan
crisis, has been clear that first of all, it sees Afghanistan
as part of Central Asia; that Uzbekistan wants Afghani-
stan to be involved more actively and dynamically in
the economic circles of Central Asia; and that Uzbeki-
stan really wants to see Afghanistan as a stable growing
country in any terms, from economic and political de-
velopment, etc. This is what I think the approach should
be from other countries. This is logical; any country
when it comes to foreign policy seeks its own prag-
matic goals.

I’'m not criticizing anyone, but at this moment,
except for regional powers, there is no intention from
the bigger powers with bigger resources to get involved
in resolving the Afghanistan crisis in the long term.

When we talk about the future of Afghanistan, we
should not ignore the willingness and the ability of
smaller regional countries to be involved in this issue,
and we should pay more attention in our analysis to the
countries of Central Asia.

If you have any questions, I’d be happy to answer
them. Thank you.
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