
Criticism of the paper on the TAPI gas pipeline

(First Critical Response to Chaudhry Naman Zafar’s “The TAPI (Turkmenistan, 
Afghanistan, Pakistan and India) Gas Pipeline: A Cementing Factor for 
Turkmenistan’s Neutrality Doctrine”)

I recommend that that author be invited to resubmit the paper after significant edits and 
rewriting. I understand that the thesis of the piece is to argue that TAPI will strengthen 
Turkmenistan's policy of neutrality by strengthening the state and contributing to regional 
security, which itself will help to guarantee Turkmenistan's stability. That is, of course, a very 
interesting assessment and offers a great look at the geopolitics of resource management. 

That said, the paper’s structure is somewhat disorganized (and repetitive), and there are 
many statements that are simply unsupported. For example, the author argues that TAPI will 
contribute to the stability of Pakistan, because "terrorists" will recognize the project is in 
their interests. Lateron, he offers a one-sentence declaration that TAPI might even contribute 
to a solution of the Kashmir dispute, whereafter “the whole region will become prosperous in 
a relatively short time”—a completely unsupported prediction. 

These are just a few examples of statements that are not properly supported and often seem 
to come from nowhere. There are many more such strong, unsubstantiated statements, like 
that educational investments by the Turkmen government will always support the creation 
of a civil society. Likewise, I do not understand how the author’s observation of US support 
for TAPI as an alternative to the IPI (Iran, Pakistan, India) gas pipeline is a clear indication of 
Turkmen neutrality—rather than simply a move of economic diversification in the face of a 
difficult Russian Federation.

The author also misses a key opportunity to explore the ethnic dimensions of Turkmenistan's 
neutrality and the TAPI project. Contrary to the author’s assertion, Turkmenistan is not 
ethnically homogenous. He seems to deny the reality that tribal identities are still salient and 
still constitute a challenge to state goals. He mentions ties to Azerbaijan and issues in the 
creation of a Turkmen-state identity, but does not develop these ideas far enough. 

Indeed, his assertion that Azerbaijan is socially and politically open and prosperous, to such 
an extent that it can serve as a role model for Turkmenistan, seems incredulous— 
Azerbaijan’s political system is one of the most authoritarian ones in the region. His 
statement may be true only in the sense that the formerly very isolated and totalitarian-ruled 
Turkmenistan first needs to develop towards a model of authoritarianism with some limited 
modicum of political, social and economic freedom. 

Not to press the point too far, but I have serious doubts regarding the neutrality of the author. 
He seems to argue that TAPI will solve almost every issue in South and Central Asia without 
offering much support in way of source references and arguments.

- Anonymous
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