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Today, the New Uzbekistan is acting as an independent participant in world politics, and its
positions are increasingly taken into account in decision-making processes at both regional and
global levels. Therefore, Uzbekistan’s renewed political activity has become an important factor
in contemporary world politics and international relations. Without considering these processes,
it is impossible to provide an objective assessment of major developments in international affairs
or to gain a comprehensive understanding of the country’s foreign policy. The foreign policy
activity of the Republic of Uzbekistan is of crucial importance for ensuring its national, political,
and economic independence, as well as its security.
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The experience of the New Uzbekistan’s international relations in recent years has
demonstrated that pursuing an independent foreign policy, developing its own approaches to
integration into the world community, determining the priorities of interstate relations,
promoting their development, maintaining peaceful coexistence on the basis of equality, and
establishing mutually beneficial cooperation among states have created opportunities for
resolving a number of internal and external political issues. In recent years, the leadership of
Uzbekistan has gained considerable experience in conducting and participating in negotiations.
They actively take part in numerous international meetings and conferences, thereby protecting
and promoting our country’s national interests.

It is well known that the concept of national interest emerged long ago, beginning from the
earliest stages of the formation of sovereign states, as a category employed by political leaders to
unite citizens for the purpose of achieving socio-economic development and preventing various
threats and dangers. At the core of any national interest lie the objective needs of a subject or
social community arising from the economic, social, political, and other conditions in which they
exist. Understanding social needs constitutes the process through which people’s interests are
formed. Thus, interest represents both an objective and a subjective category.

At present, the concept of national interest is widely discussed by researchers, political
leaders, journalists, and military officials. Particular attention is paid to this notion in the study of
a state’s foreign policy, in identifying the interaction between internal and external factors, and
in analyzing issues of international relations. In the content of national security concepts and
military doctrines, national interests inevitably serve as the foundation for identifying the
principal threats to sovereignty and territorial integrity, determining the main directions of
foreign policy, developing defense strategies, and ensuring economic development as a key
factor of state progress. However, despite its significance, this concept remains subject to
considerable debate.

The concept of national interest continues to remain a subject of contradictions and debates
due to its significance both as an analytical instrument and as a means of political action.
Therefore, the very fact that the concept of national interest is widely employed by
representatives of both theoretical and practical approaches deserves particular attention.
National interest is regarded as an indicator of objective existence, grounded in the specific
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geographical location of a state, its economic, political, and cultural development, as well as
certain characteristics of human nature. Consequently, “national interest” serves as a solid
foundation of a state’s international policy and manifests itself in practice through state leaders’
awareness of their responsibilities. It follows that a sound policy is one that is based upon a
proper understanding of national interests. This also presupposes an understanding of the idea
that the distinguishing feature separating international politics from domestic politics is the
struggle for power.

National interest differs fundamentally from social interest. While the former is concerned
with protecting a country’s interests in the international arena, the latter relates to the system of
laws regulating domestic policy within the state. In other words, unlike social interest, the
concept of “national interest” belongs primarily to the sphere of foreign policy. The notion of
social interest is applied in order to enhance and protect the common good against internal
contradictions. As noted above, the diversity of goals pursued by various individuals and groups
within the state does not create an equally influential unified force, nor does it allow national
interest to be evaluated as an ideal criterion for political leadership.

A state’s foreign policy is reflected in the actions of its leaders, who possess a certain
degree of freedom in determining political objectives. In this regard, the ideology, temperament,
and other personal qualities of leaders play an important role. However, the conditional aspect of
state leaders’ activities lies in the fact that all of their actions are ultimately grounded in national
interests. Within such interests, both objective and subjective characteristics may be observed.
For this very reason, determining whether interests are objective or subjective remains one of the
most pressing issues’.

According to scholars who study objective interests, it is dangerous to resort to the
arbitrary determination of interests when explaining the behavior of individuals and social
groups. For this reason, the issue of the objectivity of interests remains highly complex. The
French specialist in international relations, Jean-Baptiste Duroselle, also addressed this point of
view.

“Of course, it would be desirable to determine an objective national interest,” he writes,
“because in that case it would be much easier to study international relations by comparing the
national interests proposed by political leaders with objectively existing national interests.
However, any reasoning concerning an objective national interest is itself subjective.”

For example, according to the American scholar Arnold Wolfers, national interest may
signify different meanings for different individuals; moreover, it is even capable of giving
politics an appearance of attractiveness and legitimacy?.

Supporters of liberal ideas cast doubt on the legitimacy of using the concept of
national interest as a criterion for either domestic or foreign policy. From this perspective,
defining the notion of national interest is considered impossible. Ultimately, researchers propose
regarding not interests, but rather national identity as the driving force behind the behavior of
participants in international relations. When discussing national identity, reference is made to
language and religion, which are grounded in national unity, cultural-historical values, and
collective historical memory.

Theorists of liberal thought and their supporters are prepared to acknowledge the existence
of national interests only if moral principles and contemporary global issues are recognized
within their content. The protection of sovereignty and the aspiration for power are gradually
losing their former significance. It is evident that the defense of values and responses to global
threats increasingly extend far beyond the boundaries of national borders. Proceeding from this,
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the principal task facing a democratic state today is not only the protection of national interests,
but also the safeguarding of moral principles and human rights.

It is contrary to the very essence of national interests for every state leader to act and behave
differently in political activity solely on the basis of personal interpretations of those interests.
Furthermore, every individual engaged in political activity must first clearly understand the
nature of his or her own views. We believe that, in the sphere of international relations and
foreign policy, a state leader must possess profound political thinking and clearly identify the
priority directions of national interests.

For this very reason, in the New Uzbekistan, clear opportunities have emerged for
conducting an independent foreign policy, developing bilateral and multilateral relations, and
implementing a sovereign foreign policy grounded in national interests.

The Main Directions of the Foreign Policy of the New Uzbekistan:

First, national interests constitute the primary priority of Uzbekistan’s foreign policy;

Second, the supremacy of universal human values and the principles of international legal
documents in interstate relations;

Third, the priority of equality and mutual benefit in foreign policy;

Fourth, the implementation of the principle of openness and transparency in foreign policy
regardless of ideological differences;

Fifth, the supremacy of international legal norms over domestic national legislation;

Sixth, the establishment and development of bilateral as well as multilateral foreign
relations.

In order to achieve these goals and further improve relations with the international
community, a system of national mechanisms for foreign policy activity has been established.

At present, the concept of national interests has not lost its political and analytical
significance. For this very reason, one of the founders of the theory of political realism, Hans
Morgenthau, paid deep attention to the content of this concept. In his view, national interest
remains a fundamental category for all states, and ignoring it or making mistakes in its
interpretation can be extremely dangerous. National interest embodies the interests of all citizens
and encompasses a wide range of objective socio-economic and other factors. Therefore, global
economic processes, state policies, and various other influences constantly contribute to the
transformation of national interests.

Debates about national interests have intensified in the contemporary world. According to
representatives of liberalism, we tend to overestimate the role of national interests while
insufficient attention is paid to their psychological dimensions. In their view, in authoritarian and
totalitarian societies, state interests dominate over individual interests, whereas in democratic
societies, the principle of statehood implies that “national interests are formed as the sum of
citizens’ interests™. Some researchers attempt to combine ethnic and state groups and introduce
the term “national-state interests.” There are also scholars who interpret nations as political
subjects and argue that, when discussing the concept of national interest, one should first
abandon the idea that “nationality” is necessarily linked to ethnicity.

When analyzing the priority of national interests in domestic and foreign policy, we can
observe that fundamental national interests are based on geopolitical, cultural, and economic
factors. Therefore, we study interests by dividing them into categories such as primary and
secondary, objective and subjective, real and artificial, as well as compatible and mutually
exclusive or intersecting and non-intersecting interests.

Based on the above considerations, the concept of “interest” can be defined as the conscious
needs of a subject arising from the fundamental conditions of its existence and activity.
Accordingly, national interest is the expression and implementation of state needs in the
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activities of its leaders. This also applies to multiethnic and ethnically diverse states: in essence,
national interest refers to national-state interests.

According to Raymond Aron, decisions regarding the goals of any state correspond to the
traditional realist understanding of national interests. From Aron’s perspective, enduring goals—
both abstract and concrete—may manifest as the expansion of political influence, territorial
enlargement, population growth, and the ability to “capture the human spirit” within a given
political entity’s sphere of influence.

Justifying the legitimacy of using the concept of “national interest” as a conceptual basis
and analytical tool of foreign policy does not mean limiting it only to the clearly defined
elements expressed in official state documents. At the same time, it also acknowledges that some
important aspirations of social solidarity, which are not included in formal international relations
terminology, may be overlooked, creating certain conceptual gaps.

Terms such as “national spirit” or “national unity” do not directly express the hidden
elements of national interest in a form that is immediately observable. For this reason, some
authors attempt to introduce the notion of “involuntary factors” of national interest. Taking this
into account, Vadim Mezhuev suggests that the applicability of national interest policy is
reflected in several key factors®.

Some researchers attempt to combine ethnic and state groups and introduce the term
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both abstract and concrete—may manifest as the expansion of political influence, territorial
enlargement, population growth, and the ability to “capture the human spirit” within a given
political entity’s sphere of influence.
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important aspirations of social solidarity, which are not included in formal international relations
terminology, may be overlooked, creating certain conceptual gaps.

Terms such as “national spirit” or “national unity”” do not directly express the hidden
elements of national interest in a form that is immediately observable. For this reason, some
authors attempt to introduce the notion of “involuntary factors” of national interest. Taking this
into account, Vadim Mezhuev suggests that the applicability of national interest policy is
reflected in several key factors.

https://www.eijmr.org/index.php/eijmr



- ’ Ethiopian International Journal of Multidisciplinary Research

pISSN:2349-5707 Volume:13,Issue 5, May -2026 elSSN:2349-5715

REFERENCES

1. V36exucran Pecniy6iukacu Hpesunentununr 2017 inn 7 pespannaru I1D- 4947-conmu
“2017-2021 itnwtapaa Y36ekucran Pecrny6InkacHHy PHBOXKIIAHTHPHIIHUHT GEIIITa YCTYBOD
nyHanumm 6yiinua Xapakariap cTparerusicu Tyrpucuaa’ru GapMoHu.

2. Mupsuées UI.M. Tankuauii Taximi, KaTbuil TApTUO-UHTHU30M Ba IIAXCHUI )KaBOOTapIIHK -
xap 6up pax6ap GhaonUATHHUHT KyHAAJIUK Kougacu Oynumi kepak. Mamnakatumuzuu 2016
Hnia HKTUMOUN-UKTUCOUI pUBOXKIAHTUPULITHUHT acOCUi siKyHiapu Ba 2017 iuira
MYIDKaJIJIaHTaH UKTUCOAUN JACTYPHUHT SHT MyXUM YCTUBOpP HyHanmuuapura OaruiiaHral
Basupnap MaxkaMacHHUHT KEHTAaUTHPHIITaH MaKIHCUAAard Mabpysa, 2017 iiwn 14 saBaps//
[II.M. Mup3uée, TomKeHT: V36ekucran, 2017 -104 6.

3. Mupsuées L1I.M. Bytok kenaxariMU3HH Map/] Ba OJINIKaHOO XaTKUMH3 OWIaH Kypamus.
Maskyp kuTo0aaH V36ekucran Pecniy6nukacu Ipesuaentu L. Mupsuéesaunr 2016 itun 1
Hos10pra kanap Kopakanmnoructon PecniyOnukacy, BimosiTiiap Ba TOIIKSHT Maxpu
cailloBYMIIapy BaKWJLIapy OMJIaH YTKA3WIraH CaiIoBOJAM yupallyBiapuaa cy3iaran
HyTKIapy ypuH onran. 1/ IILM. Mupsuées. Tomkent: “Y36exucran”, 2017. - 488 6.

4. Xankapo myHocabatnap. “Axkanemus’. 2006 i.

5. JlaBmatnap Ba Xankapo Tamkuiotaap. “Axagemus’. 2005 i.

6. AmumoB P. IlenTpanbnas Azus: o0mHocTh nHTEpecoB. “Illapk”. 2005 i.

- 822 -

https://www.eijmr.org/index.php/eijmr



