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Êèòàéñüêà ñòðàòåã³ÿ «îäíîãî ïîÿñà ³ îäíîãî øëÿõó»
Ïðåäìåòîì äîñë³äæåííÿ º ãåíåðàëüíèé ïëàí OBOR, ÿêèé ìîæå çàïðîïîíóâàòè ïåâí³ ïåðñïåê-

òèâè â ÿêîñò³ ïëàòôîðìè äëÿ á³ëüø øèðîêîãî ñï³âðîá³òíèöòâà ì³æ ªÑ ³ Êèòàºì ïî á³ëüø ñêëàä-
íèõ ïèòàííÿõ áåçïåêè â ªâðàç³¿. Â³í ÿâëÿº ñîáîþ ìîæëèâ³ñòü äëÿ ªÑ ïðàöþâàòè â íàïðÿìêó ò³ñíî¿ 
ñï³âïðàö³ íà îñíîâ³ á³ëüø ì’ÿêèõ ï³äõîä³â äî ïèòàíü áåçïåêè àáî ðîçâèòêó.

Ìåòà ö³º¿ ñòàòò³ – ç’ÿñóâàòè ÷è º: (1) ãëîáàëüíà ãåîïîë³òèêà ³ ñó÷àñíà ì³æíàðîäíà ïîë³òèêà Êèòàþ 
â ïåâí³é ì³ð³ âçàºìîä³ºþ ³ çàëåæí³ñòþ òðàäèö³éíîãî êîíòåêñòó; (2) íàì³ðè êèòàéñüêî¿ åë³òè íå ò³ëüêè 
ðîçøèðþâàòè êèòàéñüêó åêîíîì³êó, êóïóþ÷è ðåñóðñè ³ ðèíêè äëÿ åêñïîðòó Êèòàþ, àëå é ìåòîþ ìîäåð-
í³çóâàòè íàéá³ëüø³ â ñâ³ò³ â³éñüêîâ³ ñèëè; (3) ðåàëüíèìè ìîæëèâîñòÿìè á³ëüø àãðåñèâíî¿ êèòàéñüêî¿ 
çîâí³øíüîïîë³òè÷íî¿ ïîâåä³íêè ç çàÿâàìè ïðî á³ëüø øèðîê³ çîíè ³äåíòèô³êàö³¿ ÏÏÎ, âïðîâàäæåíí³ 
â íàôòîâ³ áóðîâ³ óñòàíîâêè ³ øòó÷í³ îñòðîâè â îñïîðþâàíèõ òåðèòîð³àëüíèõ âîäàõ; (4) åôåêòèâíèìè 
ìîæëèâîñò³ ïðîñóâàòè ñâî¿ âëàñí³ äèïëîìàòè÷í³ êîíöåïö³¿ òà ³í³ö³àòèâè, òàê³ ÿê Àç³àòñüêèé ³íâåñòè-
ö³éíèé áàíê (AIIB) ³ ÁÐ²ÊÑ–áàíê ³ òèì ñàìèì á³ëüø àêòèâíî äîìàãàòèñÿ ðåôîðìóâàííÿ ì³æíàðîäíî¿ 
ñèñòåìè; (5) ÷è ìîæóòü ïîðòè, çàë³çíèö³ ÎÁÎÐ áóòè âèêîðèñòàí³ äëÿ òðàíñïîðòóâàííÿ â³éñüêîâèõ ñèë 
Êèòàþ ïî âñ³é Àç³¿ â ìàéáóòíüîìó, ùîá ï³äøòîâõíóòè ìàÿòíèê ñâ³òîâî¿ åêîíîì³êè ç Çàõîäó íà Ñõ³ä.

Ìåòîäîëîã³ÿ ðîáîòè – Äëÿ âèùåçãàäàíîãî ùå äóæå ïîïåðåäíüîãî àíàë³çó âèêîðèñòîâóâàâñÿ 
øèðîêèé ñïåêòð ³íîçåìíèõ äæåðåë, ÿêèé ï³äòðèìóº ïîñòóïîâèé ðîçâèòîê íîâîãî ìèñëåííÿ ³ íî-
âèé ï³äõ³ä â ñòðàòåã³¿ çîâí³øíüî¿ ïîë³òèêè ÊÍÐ, ùî âêàçóº íà âåëèê³ çì³íè â ñïîñîáàõ ì³æíàðîäíî¿ 
âçàºìîä³¿ Êèòàþ. Ï³äõ³ä «ïåðåõðåùåííÿ ð³÷êè çà äîïîìîãîþ êàìåí³â» íàéêðàùå õàðàêòåðèçóº çà-
ãàëüíèé ðîçâèòîê çîâí³øíüîïîë³òè÷íî¿ ïîâåä³íêè Êèòàþ, à íå íîâó çàãàëüíó êåð³âíó ñòðàòåã³þ àáî 
ãåíåðàëüíèé ïëàí OBOR.

© Ä²ÊÀÐªÂ Î.²., ØÎÑÒÀÊ Ë.Á., 2018
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Ðåçóëüòàòè ðîáîòè. Áóëî âñòàíîâëåíî, ùî êèòàéñüêà åë³òà îíîâëþº: (1) ñâîþ âëàñíó êîíöåïö³þ 
ðîçâèòêó ³íôðàñòðóêòóðè â çìàãàëüí³é òð³àä³ îïö³îí³â (1) ÑØÀ– (2) ªÑ– (3) – ÐÔ; (2) åë³òà êðà-
¿í Öåíòðàëüíî¿ Àç³¿, çîêðåìà, êèòàéñüê³ ë³äåðè ñêîðèñòàëèñÿ â³äíîñíèì çíèæåííÿì âïëèâó Ðîñ³¿ 
³ ÑØÀ â Àôãàí³ñòàí³ íà ðîçøèðåííÿ ñâîãî âïëèâó; (3) Êèòàéñüêà êîíöåïö³ÿ íîâîãî «Øîâêîâîãî 
øëÿõó» ñïðÿìîâàíà íà çàáåçïå÷åííÿ ïîñòàâîê ïðèðîäíèõ, çîêðåìà åíåðãåòè÷íèõ ðåñóðñ³â – çåìë³ 
ãàçîâèõ ³ íàôòîâèõ ðîäîâèù â Öåíòðàëüí³é Àç³¿, ÷åðåç ìîðå, Ìàëàêêñüêó ïðîòîêó ³ Àðêòèêó.

Âèñíîâêè. OBOR – öå «ìîäåðí³çàö³ÿ» ïîë³òèêè Êèòàþ ó ñôåð³ ðîçâèòêó ï³äïðèºìñòâ ³ ãàëóçåé Êè-
òàþ, ñïðÿìîâàíà íà äîñÿãíåííÿ áàëàíñó ì³æ êîëåêòèâíîþ ³äåíòè÷í³ñòþ ³ ³íäèâ³äóàëüíèìè ïðàãíåí-
íÿìè: êèòàéñüêèé íàðîä â³ä÷óâàº ñåáå âîëîäàðåì êîëåêòèâíî¿ âîë³ òà ³äåíòè÷íîñò³, ñôîðìîâàíîþ 
ñêëàäíîþ ³ñòîð³ºþ. Ïîÿñ ÿâëÿº ñîáîþ äîâãîñòðîêîâå êèòàéñüêå áà÷åííÿ çâ’ÿçêó áåç áóäü–ÿêèõ àïð³-
îðíèõ ïàðàìåòð³â ïî ìåòîäàì, àêòîðàì àáî ìåõàí³çìàì ç äåòàë³çàö³ºþ öèõ çâ’ÿçê³â íà ñüîãîäí³øí³é 
äåíü. Òîìó â³í çàáåçïå÷óº á³ëüøó ãíó÷ê³ñòü ³ ìîæå ñòàòè ïðîâ³äíîþ íîâîþ ìîäåëëþ ñï³âïðàö³ ³ ãëî-
áàëüíîãî óïðàâë³ííÿ. Ïîÿñ, áåçóìîâíî, ðîçøèðèòü çàêîðäîíí³ ³íòåðåñè áåçïåêè Êèòàþ ³ çàæàäàº â³ä 
Êèòàþ á³ëüø àêòèâíî¿ ïîçèö³¿ â ïèòàííÿõ ðåã³îíàëüíî¿ áåçïåêè, íå â îñòàííþ ÷åðãó äëÿ çàõèñòó ñâî¿õ 
³íâåñòèö³é. Ïîçèö³ÿ íåâòðó÷àííÿ Êèòàþ, ÿêà ðîçâèâàëàñÿ ïðîòÿãîì îñòàíí³õ ê³ëüêîõ ðîê³â, øâèäøå 
çà âñå, ñòàíå íàáàãàòî àêòèâí³øîþ â ìàéáóòíüîìó. Ïðîòå, ðîçâèòîê ïîä³é áóäå çàëåæàòè â³ä êîí-
êðåòíî¿ äèíàì³êè áåçïåêè â ö³ëüîâèõ ñòàíàõ ïîÿñà â ì³ðó ðåàë³çàö³¿ ³íòåðåñó äî éîãî ðåñóðñ³â.

Êëþ÷îâ³ ñëîâà: ãåîïîë³òèêà Øîâêîâîãî øëÿõó, ðåñóðñíà äèïëîìàò³ÿ Êèòàþ.
ÄÈÊÀÐÅÂ À.È.,

ØÎÑÒÀÊ Ë.Á.

Êèòàéñêàÿ ñòðàòåãèÿ «îäíîãî ïîÿñà è îäíîãî ïóòè»
Ïðåäìåòîì èññëåäîâàíèÿ ÿâëÿåòñÿ ãåíåðàëüíûé ïëàí OBOR, êîòîðûé ìîæåò ïðåäëîæèòü 

îïðåäåëåííûå ïåðñïåêòèâû â êà÷åñòâå ïëàòôîðìû äëÿ áîëåå øèðîêîãî ñîòðóäíè÷åñòâà ìåæäó 
ÅÑ è Êèòàåì ïî áîëåå ñëîæíûì âîïðîñàì áåçîïàñíîñòè â Åâðàçèè. Îí ïðåäñòàâëÿåò ñîáîé âîç-
ìîæíîñòü äëÿ ÅÑ ðàáîòàòü â íàïðàâëåíèè òåñíîãî ñîòðóäíè÷åñòâà íà îñíîâå áîëåå ìÿãêèõ ïîäõî-
äîâ ê âîïðîñàì áåçîïàñíîñòè è ðàçâèòèÿ.

Öåëü ýòîé ñòàòüè – âûÿñíèòü ÿâëÿþòñÿ ëè: (1) ãëîáàëüíàÿ ãåîïîëèòèêà è ñîâðåìåííàÿ ìåæäóíàðîäíàÿ 
ïîëèòèêà Êèòàÿ â îïðåäåëåííîé ìåðå âçàèìîäåéñòâèåì è çàâèñèìîñòüþ òðàäèöèîííîãî êîíòåêñòà; (2) 
íàìåðåíèÿ êèòàéñêîé ýëèòû íå òîëüêî ðàñøèðÿòü êèòàéñêóþ ýêîíîìèêó, ïðèîáðåòàÿ ðåñóðñû è ðûíêè 
äëÿ ýêñïîðòà Êèòàÿ, íî öåëüþ ìîäåðíèçèðîâàòü êðóïíåéøèå â ìèðå âîåííûå ñèëû; (3) ðåàëüíûìè 
âîçìîæíîñòè áîëåå àãðåññèâíîãî êèòàéñêîãî âíåøíåïîëèòè÷åñêîãî ïîâåäåíèÿ ñ çàÿâëåíèÿìè î áî-
ëåå øèðîêèõ çîíàõ èäåíòèôèêàöèè ÏÂÎ, âíåäðåíèè â íåôòÿíûå áóðîâûå óñòàíîâêè è èñêóññòâåííûå 
îñòðîâà â îñïàðèâàåìûõ òåððèòîðèàëüíûõ âîäàõ; (4) ýôôåêòèâíûìè âîçìîæíîñòè ïðîäâèãàòü ñâîè 
ñîáñòâåííûå äèïëîìàòè÷åñêèå êîíöåïöèè è èíèöèàòèâû, òàêèå êàê Àçèàòñêèé èíâåñòèöèîííûé áàíê 
(AIIB) è ÁÐÈÊÑ–áàíê, ïîçâîëÿþùèå áîëåå àêòèâíî äîáèâàòüñÿ ðåôîðìèðîâàíèÿ ìåæäóíàðîäíîé 
ñèñòåìû; (5) ïîðòû, æåëåçíûå äîðîãè ÎÁÎÐ áàçîé äëÿ òðàíñïîðòèðîâêè âîåííûõ ñèë Êèòàÿ ïî âñåé 
Àçèè â áóäóùåì, ÷òîáû ïîäòîëêíóòü ìàÿòíèê ìèðîâîé ýêîíîìèêè ñ Çàïàäà íà Âîñòîê.

Ìåòîäîëîãèÿ ðàáîòû – Äëÿ âûøåóïîìÿíóòîãî åùå î÷åíü ïðåäâàðèòåëüíîãî àíàëèçà èñïîëü-
çîâàëñÿ øèðîêèé ñïåêòð èíîñòðàííûõ èñòî÷íèêîâ, êîòîðûé ïîääåðæèâàåò ïîñòåïåííîå ðàçâèòèå 
íîâîãî ìûøëåíèÿ è íîâûé ïîäõîä â ñòðàòåãèè âíåøíåé ïîëèòèêè ÊÍÐ, ÷òî óêàçûâàåò íà áîëüøèå 
èçìåíåíèÿ â ñïîñîáàõ ìåæäóíàðîäíîãî âçàèìîäåéñòâèÿ Êèòàÿ. Ïîäõîä «ïåðåêðåùèâàíèÿ ðåêè ñ 
ïîìîùüþ êàìíåé» ëó÷øå âñåãî õàðàêòåðèçóåò îáùåå ðàçâèòèå âíåøíåïîëèòè÷åñêîãî ïîâåäåíèÿ 
Êèòàÿ, à íå íîâóþ îáùóþ ðóêîâîäÿùóþ ñòðàòåãèþ èëè ãåíåðàëüíûé ïëàí OBOR.

Ðåçóëüòàòû ðàáîòû. Áûëî óñòàíîâëåíî, ÷òî êèòàéñêàÿ ýëèòà îáíîâëÿåò: (1) ñâîþ ñîáñòâåí-
íóþ êîíöåïöèþ ðàçâèòèÿ èíôðàñòðóêòóðû â ñîñòÿçàòåëüíîé òðèàäå îïöèîíîâ (1) ÑØÀ– (2) ÅÑ– 
(3)– ÐÔ; (2) ýëèòà ñòðàí Öåíòðàëüíîé Àçèè, â ÷àñòíîñòè, êèòàéñêèå ëèäåðû âîñïîëüçîâàëèñü 
îòíîñèòåëüíûì ñíèæåíèåì âëèÿíèÿ Ðîññèè è ÑØÀ â Àôãàíèñòàíå íà ðàñøèðåíèå ñâîåãî âëè-
ÿíèÿ; (3) Êèòàéñêàÿ êîíöåïöèÿ íîâîãî «Øåëêîâîãî ïóòè» íàïðàâëåíà íà îáåñïå÷åíèå ïîñòàâîê 
ïðèðîäíûõ, â ÷àñòíîñòè ýíåðãåòè÷åñêèõ ðåñóðñîâ – çåìëè ãàçîâûõ è íåôòÿíûõ ìåñòîðîæäåíèé â 
Öåíòðàëüíîé Àçèè, ÷åðåç ìîðå, Ìàëàêêñêèé ïðîëèâ è Àðêòèêó.



ÅÊÎÍÎÌ²×Í² ÏÐÎÁËÅÌÈ ÐÎÇÂÈÒÊÓ ÃÀËÓÇÅÉ ÒÀ ÂÈÄ²Â ÅÊÎÍÎÌ²×ÍÎ¯ Ä²ßËÜÍÎÑÒ²

71

Âûâîäû. OBOR – ýòî «ìîäåðíèçàöèÿ» ïîëèòèêè Êèòàÿ â îáëàñòè ðàçâèòèÿ ïðåäïðèÿòèé è 
îòðàñëåé Êèòàÿ, íàïðàâëåííàÿ íà äîñòèæåíèå áàëàíñà ìåæäó êîëëåêòèâíîé èäåíòè÷íîñòüþ è 
èíäèâèäóàëüíûìè óñòðåìëåíèÿìè: êèòàéñêèé íàðîä ÷óâñòâóåò ñåáÿ îáëàäàòåëåì êîëëåêòèâíîé 
âîëè è èäåíòè÷íîñòüþ, ñôîðìèðîâàííîé ñëîæíîé èñòîðèåé. Ïîÿñ ïðåäñòàâëÿåò ñîáîé äîëãîñðî÷-
íîå êèòàéñêîå âèäåíèå ñâÿçè áåç êàêèõ–ëèáî àïðèîðíûõ ïàðàìåòðîâ ïî ìåòîäàì, àêòåðàì èëè 
ìåõàíèçìàì ñ äåòàëèçàöèåé ýòèõ ñâÿçåé íà ñåãîäíÿøíèé äåíü. Ïîýòîìó îí îáåñïå÷èâàåò áîëü-
øóþ ãèáêîñòü è ìîæåò ñòàòü âåäóùåé íîâîé ìîäåëüþ ñîòðóäíè÷åñòâà è ãëîáàëüíîãî óïðàâëå-
íèÿ. Ïîÿñ, áåçóñëîâíî, ðàñøèðèò çàðóáåæíûå èíòåðåñû áåçîïàñíîñòè Êèòàÿ è ïîòðåáóåò îò Êèòàÿ 
áîëåå àêòèâíîé ïîçèöèè â âîïðîñàõ ðåãèîíàëüíîé áåçîïàñíîñòè, íå â ïîñëåäíþþ î÷åðåäü äëÿ 
çàùèòû ñâîèõ èíâåñòèöèé. Ïîçèöèÿ íåâìåøàòåëüñòâà Êèòàÿ, êîòîðàÿ ðàçâèâàëàñü â òå÷åíèå ïî-
ñëåäíèõ íåñêîëüêèõ ëåò, ñêîðåå âñåãî, ñòàíåò ãîðàçäî áîëåå àêòèâíîé â áóäóùåì. Òåì íå ìåíåå, 
ðàçâèòèå ñîáûòèé áóäåò çàâèñåòü îò êîíêðåòíîé äèíàìèêè áåçîïàñíîñòè â öåëåâûõ ñîñòîÿíèÿõ 
ïîÿñà ïî ìåðå ðåàëèçàöèè èíòåðåñà ê åãî ðåñóðñàì.

Êëþ÷åâûå ñëîâà: ãåîïîëèòèêà Øåëêîâîãî ïóòè, ðåñóðñíàÿ äèïëîìàòèÿ Êèòàÿ
DIKAREV O.I.,

SHOSTAK L.B.

Chinese strategy of «one belt and one way»
The subject of the study is the Belt may offer limited prospects as a platform for broader EU China 

cooperation on harder security issues in Eurasia. However, it does represent an opportunity for 
the EU to work towards closer development–security cooperation on a range of softer security or 
developmental topics.

The purpose of the article.– The referral to the BRI’s topic is justified by search of qualified ground from 
which to answer some of questions: (1) is any measure of interaction and dependence of traditional 
context China’s stratagems’ geopolitics and modern international relation principal: (2) about dreams 
of China elite not only about expanding the Chinese economy by acquiring resources and markets for 
China’s exports, but also on modernizing the world’s largest military force; (3) about possibility of a 
more aggressive Chinese foreign policy behaviour with declarations of more air defence identification 
zones and introductions of more oil drilling rigs and artificial islands in disputed territorial waters; (4) to 
advance its own diplomatic concepts and initiatives such as the Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank 
(AIIB) and the BRICS–bank and thereby more proactively seek to shape the international system; (5) 
the ports, railroads of the OBOR could be used to transport China’s military forces across Asia in the 
future in order to push pendulum of world economy to swung from West to East. 

Methodology of the work – For the above analysis were used wide range of sources and made different 
comparison but it is still very preliminary but it does support a gradual development of new thinking and 
a new approach in China’s OBOR’s foreign policy strategy under Xi that point to big changes in the way 
that China engages with the international system. Further research is needed and it seems especially 
important to focus on the implications of the domestic focus in the Chinese leadership – that is their 
focus on meeting the growing domestic expectations to the role that China will play in the international 
system in the years to come. But already possible to say that so a kind stratagem’s «crossing the river 
by feeling for the stones» approach still seems to best characterize the overall development in Chinese 
foreign policy behaviour rather than a new overall guiding strategy or master plan of OBOR.

The results of the work – It has been established that the Chinese elite is updating: (1) its own 
concept of infrastructure development in the adversarial triad of the options «(1) USA– (2) EU– (3)»; 
(2) the elite of Central Asian countries, in particular, the Chinese leaders took advantage of the relative 
decline of influence Russia and the United States in Afghanistan to expand its influence; (3) The Chinese 
concept of the new Silk Road is aimed at ensuring the supply of natural resources, in particular energy 
resources – land from gas and oil deposits in Central Asia, and through the sea through the Malacca 
Strait and the Arctic regions.

Conclusions – A part of what have been signified «new OBOR» are in fact previously carried over 
projects which are being given new life became a part of «China dream». Hu Jintao had earlier said 
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Introduction. In all times Chinese elites have 
presented their own theoretical or ideological con-
cepts: to the development of «socialism with Chi-
nese characteristics» – adapting to the changing 
challenges; Jiang Zemin’s «Sange Daibiao» (
, «Three Represents») that started to allow private 
business people into the party; Hu Jintao’s «Kexue 
Fazhan Guan» ( , «Scientific Concept of De-
velopment») that was to open for a more sustainable 
– both in terms of ecological and social costs – eco-
nomic growth model. Since Mr. Xi became chairman 
of the Communist Party in 2012 at the 18–th CCP 
Congress and as state president in March 2013, he 
has vowed a «great rejuvenation» to restore China 
to its ancient prominence and promoted the slogan 
about «Chinese dream» connected with other Xi’s 
slogan «Sige Quanmian» ( , «Four Compre-
hensives») [6–8;17–18]. At the 19–th CCP Con-
gress in 2017 Xi Jinping thought on Socialism with 
Chinese Characteristics for a New Era, was written 
into the party’s constitution and the first time since 
Mao Zedong. Tracing modern Chinese history from 
China’s humiliating defeat by Great Britain in the 
mid–nineteenth century, Xi highlighted the «Chi-
nese dream» as a unifying theme for the Chinese 
to: (1) achieve a great national revival and the ‘new 
type of Great Power relations’, which is supposed to 
characterize Sino–American relations since Xi met 
Obama; (2) promote relations with states around 
China’s borders; (3): build the ‘one belt, one road’ 
initiative (OBOR). Such fact that China Communist 
Party abolished constitutional limits on presidential 
terms and allowed President Xi Jinping to lead China 
indefinitely — was the latest significant sign that Chi-
na’ plans would be fulfilled.

Hu Jintao had earlier evoked the possibility of 
some kind of new Silk Road initiative, but it had not 
gone anywhere. Then in autumn 2013 President 
Xi visited Kazakhstan and Russia, where he an-
nounced plans primarily for transport projects with 
a view to creating an ‘economic belt’. The projects 
together comprise a series of overlapping elements 
– upgraded and developed transcontinental railway 
routes, highways, port facilities and energy pipe-
lines. OBOR potentially involves over 60 countries 
with a combined population of over 4 billion people, 
whose markets currently account for about one–
third of global GDP [13]. According to China’s Min-
istry of Commerce, from January – August 2016, 
Chinese companies signed 3,912 project contracts 
throughout 61 countries. The value of those proj-
ects amounted to 69.82 billion dol. OBOR is a sec-
ond wave of Chinese overseas investments and 
should be seen as a renewed version of China’s 
2000 Going Out policy, also known as China’s «Go 
Global» strategy. The Belt is related to six planned 
economic corridors stretching outwards from China 
throughout Eurasia, some of which merge with the 
Road. In the EU, these corridors end up in Rotter-
dam, Hamburg, Prague, Madrid. Minister of Foreign 
Affairs of China Wang Yi explained political purpose 
of the OBOR in such words as: peace and develop-
ments with neighbouring countries; trilateral coop-
eration of China–Japan–South Korea, North Korea, 
India and members of the Association of Southeast 
Asian Nations; exploring free trade agreements 
[10] based on the continuation and development 
of the spirit of the ancient Silk Road. Chris Buck-
leyfeb [3] said that to sustain China’s global rise, 
Mr. Xi is modernizing China’s military and investing 

about new Silk Road initiative, but it had not gone anywhere. This stratagem was the first to call on 
Chinese enterprises and industries to «go out» and invest abroad. That is why OBOR is «upgrade» of 
China’s Going Out policy for China’s businesses and industries. The stratagem of the China Dream 
was directed to implementing balance between collective identity and individual aspirations: Chinese 
people feel as having a collective will and identity shaped by a difficult history. It claims that Xi as the 
first Chinese leader since Deng is strong enough to push through a rethinking of China’s foreign policy 
strategy. The Belt is a long–term Chinese connectivity vision with no a priori parameters on methods, 
actors or mechanisms, nor much granularity to date. It therefore allows a great deal of flexibility and 
could become a leading new model of cooperation and global governance. The Belt will certainly expand 
China’s overseas security interests and will require China to take an increasingly active stance on 
regional security affairs, not least to protect its investments. China’s non–interference stance, which 
has already been evolving over the past few years, will likely become much more creative in the future. 
Yet, how this unfolds will depend on the specific security dynamics in Belt target states, as the Belt 
resources interest implementation progresses.

Key words: geopolitics of the Silk Road, resource diplomacy of China.
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heavily in a 1 trillion dol. international trade initia-
tive known as Belt and Road. Officially known as «Xi 
Jinping Thought on Socialism with Chinese Charac-
teristics for a New Era,» the ideology can be given 
an even more prominent platform: the preamble of 
China’s Constitution. Boiled down, the doctrine is a 
blueprint for consolidating and strengthening pow-
er at three levels: the nation, the party and Mr. Xi 
himself. The China’s economy grew by 6.9 percent 
2017, and the growth goal for 2018 year is also 
robust by global standards. Part of that econom-
ic activity will be driven by the country’s continued 
strong spending on infrastructure. The government 
set aside 115 billion dol. for spending on railways, 
and more for highway and waterway projects, con-
tinuing China’s heavy investment in transport net-
works. China would manage rising levels of domes-
tic debt. China’s spending on its military will grow by 
8.1 percent 2018 year, taking the official budget for 
the People’s Liberation Army to 1.11 trillion yuan, 
or about 175 billion dol. Daniel A. Bell’s in his book 
«The China Model: Political Meritocracy and the 
Limits of Democracy» wrote that overall, howev-
er, political reform over the past three decades has 
been informed by commitment to the general prin-
ciples of the China model: the lower the level of gov-
ernment, the more democratic the political system; 
experimentation is more likely to take place, includ-
ing experiments with brand new practices and insti-
tutions, in between the lowest and highest levels of 
government; and the higher the level of government, 
the more meritocratic the political system [1].

The aim of the study. The referral to the BRI’s 
topic is justified by search of qualified ground from 
which to answer some of questions: (1) is any mea-
sure of interaction and dependence of tradition-
al context China’s stratagems’ geopolitics and 
modern international relation principal: (2) about 
dreams of China elite not only about expanding the 
Chinese economy by acquiring resources and mar-
kets for China’s exports, but also on modernizing the 
world’s largest military force; (3) about possibility of 
a more aggressive Chinese foreign policy behaviour 
with declarations of more air defence identification 
zones and introductions of more oil drilling rigs and 
artificial islands in disputed territorial waters; (4) to 
advance its own diplomatic concepts and initiatives 
such as the Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank 
(AIIB) and the BRICS–bank and thereby more pro-
actively seek to shape the international system; (5) 

the ports, railroads of the OBOR could be used to 
transport China’s military forces across Asia in the 
future in order to push pendulum of world economy 
to swung from West to East. 

Presenting main material. Professor and Chair-
man of the Harvard China Fund William C. Kirby, T.M 
told about China in 2013 that: (1) It may be a 5,000–
year–old series of empires, but it is only 102 years 
old as a country; (2) Politically speaking, there is one 
China. From the perspective of ethnic, cultural, lin-
guistic, and geographical diversity, one could say that 
there are many Chinas; (3) China’s rise is not a new 
phenomenon. Outside of the anomalous period of the 
1950–1978 with the Great Leap Forward and the 
Cultural Revolution, China has been rising over the 
course of the past century. China is now back to 
where it could have been had those years not oc-
curred; (4) If China is to lead the 21st century, it needs 
to lead in «soft power», especially in education, as 
much as «hard» military and economic power; (5) 
China’s stumbling blocks lie in issues of rule of law and 
political reform, exemplified by the sudden and mys-
terious fall of Bo Xilai [8, P. 2]. Professors Forest Re-
inhardt and John D. Black thought that: (1) Energy 
matters because what it means to be rich is to have 
more energy resources at one’s disposal. Right now, 
energy is not a single industry—it has two main value 
chains; (2) One is vehicle fuels, starting in the oil well 
and ending in car; (3) The other is electricity, starting 
with coal, water, wind, natural gas, or sunlight and 
ending in some electrically powered device; (4) In the 
next 30 years, the interesting phenomena in the en-
ergy industry will result from the convergence of 
these value chains, for example, synthesizing a non–
oil fuel substance that acts like oil to run a car; (5) For 
any product, there is a spectrum between willingness 
to pay and production cost, with the equilibrium price 
of the product somewhere in between. For energy, 
there are also externality costs to consider, namely 
environmental and national security costs; (6) What 
China fears most is this national security cost: a dis-
ruption in supply, which could occur from energy be-
coming too expensive or the energy supply becoming 
inaccessible. To hedge against these types of threats; 
(7) China has been actively trying to: (a) Diversify away 
from oil by investing in new energy and technologies, 
such as compressed natural gas, nuclear, and coal; 
(b) Pursue an equity oil strategy, buying paper enti-
tling China to cash flows from oil extracted in Africa, 
for example; (8) On the agricultural front, there is a 
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basic similar worry about food security: a disruption in 
supply on the food front could result in inflation or a 
food shortage (could be a political issue, could be a 
weather issue). To hedge against these types of 
threats is a little more difficult because: (a) Land is a 
finite resource – what land can be cultivated world-
wide is already mostly cultivated. Land in China, in 
particular, is heavily controlled by the government; (b) 
Moreover, as China grows richer and people want to 
eat more meat, the land needs to produce enough 
grain not only to feed people but also to feed the ani-
mals. (The grain needed to feed all these animals will 
have to be supplemented by imports) [8; P.3]. We 
can said now that China now is a country of 1.3 billion 
people, almost 20% of the world’s population; It con-
sumes 11% of global oil or 27% of the world’s soy-
beans; China has discovered 171 varieties of miner-
als, and 158 of them with proved reserves; there are 
10 energy–related minerals, including oil, natural 
gas, coal, uranium. But now it is also the world’s sec-
ond–largest importer (in 2013, it alone accounted 
for 31% of global growth in oil demand) [6;9]. China’s 
dependence on foreign supplies of oil is at nearly 60%, 
of which roughly half comes from the Middle East and 
one quarter from Africa, while dependence on foreign 
supplies of natural gas is at close to 30%, of which 
nearly 50% comes from Turkmenistan. 80% of Chi-
na’s energy supplies pass through the Strait of Ma-
lacca, which is controlled by the US Navy. In the event 
of conflict with the USA, China’s access to external 
energy resources could be interdicted. Therefore, 
one of China’s objectives is to create alternative en-
ergy and raw material channels across land bridges 
from Central Asia, South East Asia and Pakistan – 
and the Belt facilitates this endeavour. These chan-
nels, mostly through land, run through sovereign 
states and are thus perceived to be less vulnerable to 
US interdiction. In particular, the Pakistani port of 
Gwadar, which is leased by China and serves as part 
of the southern corridor of the Belt, could support 
this purpose of maintaining access to energy re-
sources. [10, p.7]. However, it should be noted that 
this route faces topographical challenges as well as 
security threats from insurgency in Pakistani terri-
tory. In addition, China’s construction of pipelines 
through Central Asia over the past few years, carry-
ing oil from Kazakhstan and natural gas from Turk-
menistan and Uzbekistan, has, in relative terms, re-
duced its dependence on maritime and Russian 
imports [10]. China contributes more than 90% of 

global output of the 17 rare earth metals, but its own 
deposits only account for 36.4% of the world’s total 
reserve of 100 million tons. China can produce over 
400 varieties of rare earth products in more than 
1,000 specifications. In 2011, China produced 
96,900 tonnes of rare earth smelting separation 
products, accounting for more than 90 percent of 
the world’s total output [19]. China formed its own 
modernization stratagems. Francois Jullien called it 
stratagems. He thinks that «the key to Chinese strat-
egy is to rely on the inherent potential of a situation 
and to be carried along by it as it evolves. It can be 
formed in such words as «crossing the river by feeling 
for the stones» (mozhe shitou guohe, ) 
approach) [16, p.20]. Such inherent potential we feel 
in initiatives of Xi and other Chinese foreign policy 
leaders in their articulation of a new strategic direc-
tion for Chinese foreign policy known as: «Fen Fa You 
Wei» ( , «striving for achievement»); «Gengjia 
Jiji» ( , «be more active»); «Gengjia Zhudong» (

, «take greater initiative»); «Jiji Jinqu» ( , 
«actively go in» [20]. And necessary to say that this 
slogans are supported by actions: China itself has 
committed up to 1 trillion dollars to develop infra-
structural investment transport links inside the 
country, much of which will go to the western part of 
China that will be part of the ‘belt’; The Asian Infra-
structure Investment Bank (AIIB), which China set up 
in 2015 to both complement and compete with the 
US– and Japan–dominated Asian Development 
Bank, reportedly has 65 billion dollars in initial capital 
to support investments of this type; the China Devel-
opment Bank has notionally reserved a further 890 
billion for the development of various sections of the 
corridor outside the country. Some western esti-
mates put the capital requirement for the latter much 
higher. The overall time–scale for the project has 
been set at roughly 35 years. But, we think that OBOR 
has more sound historical tradition. The period be-
tween II BC to X AD is interpreted as the most splen-
did time in the commercial road communication from 
the East to the West. There were two great central-
ized empires: Roman Empire and Han Dynasty Em-
pire; Byzantine Empire and Tang Dynasty Empire. It 
was only one difference since II BC: the trade was with 
an intense diplomatic activity, which was guided by 
Han dynasty (206 BC–220 AD). The Silk Road’s 
products were: materials (silk, medicaments, spices, 
wood, iron, copper, gunpowder, and gems), technol-
ogy (compass) and ideology (different religions). The 
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minerals were very important strategic goods, as the 
government tried to control its extraction in central-
ized empires. An example of this mineral production’s 
control is China, in s. 1 BC, where it was necessary to 
state made a monopoly of production and marketing 
of salt and steel. This monopoly could be possible 
thanks to the management of mines and furnace. 
This monopoly was repeated during Tang dynasty 
(618–907), several centuries after Han Dynasty’s 
fall [2;5]. In the Roman Empire we must remind the 
restrictive laws over silk trade, the Roman Senate is-
sued in several times to check the precious metal 
flight when Oriental products import were paid. In II 
BC the diplomatic and trade relations were managed 
from Han Dynasty to Eurasia. It became a road to 
spread Christianity as well: in 635 CE, Nestorian mis-
sionaries from Ctesiphon reached China. Its most fa-
mous traveler was Marco Polo, who wrote about 
minerals of the Silk Road, the finest and biggest ru-
bies in the world. This information was used by Rich-
thofen’s in 1870–1872 who reported to the Euro-
pean–American Chamber of Commerce in Shanghai 
on China’s regional commercial, mining, and railroad 
prospects highlighted the significance of future lines 
running west from Xi’an to coal–rich «northern 
route» around the Tarim Basin. Hedin effectively set 
Central Asia history and world politics to geological 
time. Hedin’s bid to «Plan for the Revival of the Silk 
Road» transformed geological Richthofen’s Silk into 
an urgent geopolitical strategy. His first Sino–Swed-
ish scientific expedition (1927–1928) in Central Asia 
sought the best airline route between Berlin and Pe-
king–Shanghai on behalf of the German government 
ay Lufthansa; his third Sino–Swedish expedition 
(1933–1935) plotted a motor–road route between 
Europe and China financed by the Chinese Nationalist 
government [11–12]. 

Now Marlène Laruelle, Jean–François Huchet 
assesses the dimension of Central Asia’s XXI cen-
tury as «Great Game» [17]. They analyzed new Silk 
Road’s diplomacy of the major players: one is an «ex-
ternal» party – the U S – insofar as it has no shared 
borders with the region while the two others – Rus-
sia and China – are neighbouring countries. Rus-
sian influence has been historical and remains pre-
ponderant. The US is actor of the more recent past, 
but remains tenacious about expanding its pres-
ence. China, on the other hand, has had an extraor-
dinary run to leadership in the region. The propos-
al for a «New Silk Road» from US diplomacy dates 

back to the 1990 s., when Republican Senator Sam 
Brownback, who closely cooperated with Prof Fred-
erick Starr in his legislative initiative «Silk Road Act», 
echoed a strikingly similar initiative. The plans orig-
inal architect, Frederick Starr, chair of the Central 
Asia–Caucasus Institute, advanced the proposal in 
conjunction with the Centre for Strategic and In-
ternational Studies. At the Istanbul Conference of 
2011, Western leadership introduced a controver-
sial template for new security architecture for Cen-
tral and South Asia. The US diplomacy was going to 
build «New Silk Road» project as quintessentially of 
its Greater Central Asia strategy dating back to the 
George W. Bush presidency for such purposes: fa-
cilitating Central Asia’s efforts to return to its his-
toric role as the gateway between East and West; 
Turkmen gas fields could help meet both Pakistan’s 
and India’s growing energy needs and provide sig-
nificant transit revenues for both Afghanistan and 
Pakistan; Tajik cotton could be turned into linens; 
Furniture, fruit from Afghanistan could find its way 
to the markets of Astana, Mumbai; the construc-
tion of the nearly one billion dol. Central Asia–South 
Asia electricity project (CASA–1000) [15]. The CA-
SA–1000 line runs 759 miles through four of the 
most unstable countries for number of tasks: con-
nect surplus summer hydroelectricity in Kyrgyzstan 
and Tajikistan to electricity–starved Afghanistan 
and Pakistan; create alternative energy corridors 
for post–Soviet countries; break their dependence 
on Russia’s infrastructural ties. It appeared to be 
that the high–profile nature of the project will make 
it a target for competition and risks to destabilize 
the region. The ability of local forces to coordinate 
and secure of infrastructure alone will be extremely 
difficult. The U.S. is wary of Russian involvement in 
the region and its attempt to control any arrange-
ment and undermine Washington’s efforts to de-
couple Central Asia from Moscow’s influence. The 
United States and China have developed compet-
ing visions for reviving ancient trade routes con-
necting Asia and Europe. The U.S. diplomatic strat-
egy focuses on Afghanistan, while China hopes to 
economically integrate Central and South Asia. In-
dia and Russia also have regional ambition. In 2018 
China in response to President Donald Trump’s de-
cision to impose tariffs on imports of steel and al-
uminium from China announced the introduction 
of increased duties on 128 items of goods import-
ed from the United States. Such steps Beijing ex-
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plained by US’s violation of the rules of the WTO, the 
need to protect its interests and balance the losses 
caused by US measures. China explained that Bei-
jing is ready to resolve trade contradictions with 
Washington solely on the basis of mutual respect 
and equality through dialogue and consultations. 

China, despite the meeting of Kim Jong–un and 
Donald Trump scheduled for May 2018, at which 
the demilitarization of the Korean peninsula was 
to be discussed, has initiated and conducted dip-
lomatic negotiations with DPRK. China is likely to 
be the guarantor of North Korea’s security. China’s 
new defence minister General Wei Fenghe visit to 
Russia is a signal about the increasingly close mili-
tary ties between Moscow and Beijing.

Russia’s interests were confirmed when Rus-
sia’s Inter RAO–United Electrical Systems signed a 
25–year contract with China. Russia has chances 
and risks in Central Asia but has shown a possibil-
ity to reach its diplomatic interests. Russian lead-
ers understand that Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Ka-
zakhstan can go in more integrative relations only in 
terms of widening energy market. And not only be-
coming energy exporters, importers, transit coun-
tries but member of energy club of equal interests in 
deal with China, India, Pakistan. Russia’s experience 
with Central Asian electrical systems and its own 
vast hydroelectric potential makes Russia ready to 
facilitate Central Asia’s hydroelectric needs. It also 
blends in with the concept of an Energy Club of the 
Shanghai Cooperation Organization (CSO). The elite 
of Russia in its decision to participate in the creation 
of energy and transport corridors in Eurasian re-
gion have far reaching geopolitical goals. The lead-
ers of Russia, Kazakhstan, and Belarus have signed 
in May 2014 a treaty in Astana on the creation of a 
Russian–led Eurasian Economic Union (EES) which 
will come into effect in January 2015. Cutting down 
trade barriers and comprising over 170 million peo-
ple it will be the largest common market [18]. 

Russian economic overdependence on China, as a 
result of which Russia is attempting to connect with 
Mongolian and South Korean regional integration 
initiatives and is seeking warmer ties with Japan. In-
deed, Russia’s ‘turn to the East’ has put it in a po-
litico–economic position of precarious overdepen-
dence on China – this is unlikely to be sustainable 
and is likely to affect Russian security interests neg-
atively over time. The interlinking of the EEU and the 
Belt is still unfolding, but it has brought Russia and 

China close. And Beijing has own plans for a «Polar 
Silk Road» in the Arctic as global warming allows for 
the expansion of shipping routes across the top of 
the world. China, which does not border the Arctic 
region but is one of thirteen countries holding ob-
server status with the Arctic Council, released the 
white paper on Friday calling for greater interna-
tional cooperation over infrastructure and shipping 
routes in the Arctic. The Northeast Passage above 
Russia offers a faster route than the 48 days it can 
take to sail from northern China to Rotterdam via 
the Suez Canal. In 2017 a Russian tanker travelled 
from Norway to South Korea without an icebreaker 
escort for the first time in a trip that took 19 days. 
China dreams to have a major role in expanding to 
network of shipping routes. But this plan contra-
dicts Russian’s interests [22]. Traditionally, Indian 
policy toward China has been mostly characterized 
by continuity. But though Beijing has resolved most 
of its land border issues with neighbouring Russia, 
Pakistan and Afghanistan, India remains an excep-
tion. India has other worries over China’s growing 
presence in the region, fearing strategic encircle-
ment by a «string of pearls» around the India Ocean 
and on land as China builds ports, railways and pow-
er stations in country such as Nepal, Sri Lanka and 
Bangladesh. The current strategic mistrust be-
tween Delhi and Beijing will make it very difficult for 
Indian policymakers to accept the «One Belt, One 
Road» initiative in its present form Beijing has to co–
design the new Silk Road with India for it to have any 
chance of success. If the Chinese government wants 
to address the trust deficit and get a larger buy–in 
from Indians, it will have to engage Delhi in designing 
and implementing «One Belt, One Road» [4].

At this point in time, the Belt may offer limit-
ed prospects as a platform for broader EU China 
cooperation on harder security issues in Eurasia. 
However, it does represent an opportunity for the 
EU to work towards closer development–securi-
ty cooperation on a range of softer security or de-
velopmental topics. Pre–empting negative geopo-
litical and geo–economics competition with China, 
the EU can utilize the Belt to gradually hone strate-
gic ties with China, and nurture greater mutual po-
litical trust and understanding of security interests. 
Admittedly, such engagement might take place on-
ly gradually, given geopolitical and geo–economics 
realities, as well as EU institutional lacunae. How-
ever, the EU could start with a strategic assess-
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ment and the creation of a forward–looking agen-
da that discusses the Belt’s security implications in 
Central Asia, South Asia and other Eurasian (sub–) 
regions of EU security interest [10]. Theresa May 
has joined The UK to «Great Game» and side-
stepped a Chinese push for a formal endorsement 
of its 900bn Silk Road strategy, suggesting Britain 
still has concerns about China’s political objectives 
for the huge infrastructure project. The UK did not 
sign a memorandum of understanding giving Brit-
ain’s official endorsement to the 900bn dol. Crit-
ics have said the project is designed to pull other 
countries in the region deeper into China’s sphere 
of influence, and that it could give unfair preferential 
treatment to Chinese contractors. ‘Global stan-
dards and cyber security’ amid doubts over politi-
cal aims of Xi Jinping Belt and Road plan [7].

Scientific novelty. For the above analysis were 
used wide range of sources and made different 
comparison but it is still very preliminary but it does 
support a gradual development of new thinking and 
a new approach in China’s OBOR’s foreign policy 
strategy under Xi that point to big changes in the 
way that China engages with the international sys-
tem. Further research is needed and it seems es-
pecially important to focus on the implications of the 
domestic focus in the Chinese leadership – that is 
their focus on meeting the growing domestic expec-
tations to the role that China will play in the interna-
tional system in the years to come. But already pos-
sible to say that so a kind stratagem’s «crossing the 
river by feeling for the stones» approach still seems 
to best characterize the overall development in Chi-
nese foreign policy behaviour rather than a new 
overall guiding strategy or master plan of OBOR. 

Conclusion
A part of what have been signified «new OBOR» 

are in fact previously carried over projects which are 
being given new life became a part of «China dream». 
Hu Jintao had earlier said about new Silk Road ini-
tiative, but it had not gone anywhere. This strata-
gem was the first to call on Chinese enterprises and 
industries to «go out» and invest abroad. That is why 
OBOR is «upgrade» of China’s Going Out policy for 
China’s businesses and industries. The stratagem 
of the China Dream was directed to implement-
ing balance between collective identity and individ-
ual aspirations: Chinese people feel as having a col-
lective will and identity shaped by a difficult history. 

It claims that Xi as the first Chinese leader since 
Deng is strong enough to push through a rethink-
ing of China’s foreign policy strategy. The Belt is a 
long–term Chinese connectivity vision with no a pri-
ori parameters on methods, actors or mechanisms, 
nor much granularity to date. It therefore allows a 
great deal of flexibility and could become a leading 
new model of cooperation and global governance. 
The Belt will certainly expand China’s overseas se-
curity interests and will require China to take an in-
creasingly active stance on regional security affairs, 
not least to protect its investments. China’s non–
interference stance, which has already been evolv-
ing over the past few years, will likely become much 
more creative in the future. Yet, how this unfolds 
will depend on the specific security dynamics in Belt 
target states, as the Belt resources interest imple-
mentation progresses. 
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