History of Science AcademyGate Publishing
Vol 7, issue 1, serial 24, 2026, pp.184-197 p-ISSN 2790-0029; e-ISSN 2790-0037

PIPELINE POLITICS: HOW ENERGY DIPLOMACY BECAME THE
ULTIMATE HYBRID WEAPON

ZI Alexandra-Stefania Dinulescu®

Z  UDC: 327:620.9:355.02

&2 LBC: 66.4(0):65.5

= Hos: 141

Q DOI: 10.33864/2790-0037.2026.v7.i1.184-197
Keywords: ABSTRACT
Energy, Even though energy diplomacy is seen as a new concept, it
Gas, actually has deep historical roots planted in the evolution of
Diplomacy, modern international relations. In its earliest form, energy
Pipeline, diplomacy was mostly about access and control.
E‘;\:]Vtergl Where Cold War powers used direct oil sanctions and
Market pipeline diplomacy, modern powers use the market's

Hybrid manipulation and supply chain dominance. Russia deploys gas
deals and pipeline routes as weapons, China dominates mineral
processing, and the Western powers try to strike back using

Subject area: financial sanctions and trade mechanisms. This research
reflects the big change in geopolitics: from controlling energy
Multidisciplinary resources to mastering the systems that govern their flow.
Researchs Nowadays energy conflicts are happening through contract
terms, investments in infrastructure, and deeper strategies.
Research field: What remains is a messy, interdependent battlefield where

economic leverage replaces military might, and energy security
International Relations | depends as much on paper as on the barrel.

1 Doctor of Philosophy,

International Student at Baku State University under the Bilateral Agreement Scholarship for Education between Romania and Azerbaijan
Faculty of International Relations and Economy Department of Diplomacy and Modern Integration Processes; Romania

E-mail: dinulescu.alexandra-shtefania@bsu.edu.az

https://orcid.org/0009-0005-4226-3815

To cite this article: Dinulescu, A.-S. [2026]. Pipeline Politics: How Energy Diplomacy Became the Ultimate Hybrid Weapon. History
of Science journal, 7(1), pp.184-197.

https://doi.org/10.33864/2790-0037.2026.v7.i1.184-197

Article history:
Received: 11.01.2026
Revised: 12.02.2026
Accepted: 01.03.2026
Published: 15.03.2026

Copyright: © 2026 by AcademyGate Publishing. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of
the CC BY-NC 4.0. For details on this license, please visit https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/.

184

History of Science, 2026, 7(1) https://academygate.org/journal/detail/2



mailto:dinulescu.alexandra-shtefania@bsu.edu.az
https://orcid.org/0009-0005-4226-3815
https://doi.org/10.33864/2790-0037.2026.v7.i1.184-197
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/
https://orcid.org/0009-0005-4226-3815

History of Science
Vol 7, issue 1, serial 24, 2026, pp.184-197

AcademyGate Publishing
p-ISSN 2790-0029; e-ISSN 2790-0037

BORU KOMORI SiYASOTI: ENERJI DIPLOMATIYASI NECO ON
USTUN HIiBRID SILAHA CEVRILDI

2| Aleksandra-Stefania Dinulescu®
Z  UOT: 327:620.9:355.02
(24 KBT: 66.4(0):65.5
=  HosS: 141
(0] DOI: 10.33864/2790-0037.2026.v7.i1.184-197
4
Acar sozlar: ANNOTASIYA
Energy, Enerji diplomatiyas1 yeni anlayis kimi gqobul olunsa da, aslindo
Gas, onun dorin tarixi koklori miiasir beynolxalq miinasibatlorin
Diplomacy, tokamiilindo  formalasmisdir.  Ilkin  morholodo  enerji
E'pe“ne' diplomatiyas1 osason ¢ixis vo nozarot mosalolori ilo bagh
Market, Soyuq miharibs  dovriiniin  giliclori birbasa neft
Hybrid’ sanksiyalarindan vo boru komori diplomatiyasindan istifads
etdiklori halda, miasir giiclor bazarin manipulyasiyast vo
tochizat zoncirino hakimiyyot vasitolorindon yararlanirlar.
Rusiya qaz miigavilolori vo boru komori marsrutlarini silah
kimi totbiq edir, Cin mineral emalina istiinliik edir, Qarb
giiclori iso maliyys sanksiyalart vo ticarot mexanizmlori
Saha: vasitasilo cavab vermoys calisirlar. Bu todqiqat geosiyasatdo
bas veron boylik doyisimi oks etdirir: enerji resurslarina
Multidisiplinar nozarotdon onlarin axmint tonzimloyon sistemlors hakim
Todgigatlar olmaga ke¢id. Miiasir dovrdo enerji miinaqisolori miigavilo
sortlori, infrastruktur yatirimlar1 vo daha dorin strategiyalar
- . vasitosilo bag verir. Naticods iqtisadi rigaglarin harbi giicli ovoz
Todgiqat sahasi: etdiyi, enerji tohliikosizliyinin iso bareldon oldugu qodor
Beynolxalg sanaddgn do asilt oldugu miirokkob vo garsiligh asili bir
Miinasibotlor miibarizo meydan1 formalagir.
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HCCJICOBAHUA:

MHoroaucIumHap-
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MexnyHaponHsie
OTHomICHUS

AHHOTAIIUA

HecmoTpss Ha TO 4YTO 3HEpreTHveckas AWUIUIOMAaTUsl YacTo
paccMaTpHUBaeTCsl Kak OTHOCUTEIbHO HOBOE SIBJICHUE, HA CAMOM JIeJIe
OHa UMeeT NTyOOKHEe NCTOPHYECKUE KOPHH, YXOISIIUE B SBOJTIOIHIO
COBPEMEHHBIX MEXIYHapOAHbIX OTHOweHHH. Ha paHHmMx sTamax
SHEpreTHYeCcKast TUIIIOMATHs B OCHOBHOM ObLjIa CBsI3aHa C IOCTYIIOM
K pecypcaMm U KOHTPOJIEM HaJ HUMHU.

B TO BpeMs Kkak [JepkaBbl IEpUOJA XOJOTHOM BOMHBI
UCIIOJIB30BaNIM TpsIMble HE(TSHBIE CAaHKIMU W TPyOOIPOBOIHYIO
QUIUIOMAaTUIO,  COBPEMEHHBIE  TocylAapcTBa  MpUOeraroT K
MaHUIYJIIMPOBAHUIO DPBIHKAMH W JOMHHUPOBAHUIO B IEMOYKaX
nocTaBoK. Poccust ncnone3yeT ra3oBble COINAIICHUS] M MapLIPYThI
TpyOONPOBOJOB Kak MHCTPYMEHT AaBieHusi, Kuraii joMuHHUpYeT B
nepepadOTKe TOJNE3HBIX HCKONAEMBIX, a 3amlajgHble JepiKaBbl
IBITAIOTCS  [POTHBOCTOATH 3TOMY C TIOMOIIBIO (DMHAHCOBBIX
CaHKIMH 1 TOPTOBBIX MEXaHU3MOB. J[aHHOE UCCIIeqOBaHIE OTPAKACT
KPYIIHBIH CABUT B T€OTIOIUTUKE: OT KOHTPOJISI HaJl SHEPTETHUECKUMU
pecypcaMi — K OBJIQJICHHUIO CUCTEMaMHM, YHPABISIOUIMMU HX
NOTOKaMH. B HammM  JOHH  BHEPreTHYECKHE  KOH(IMKTHI
pa3BOpauMBAIOTCS 4Yepe3 YCIOBHS KOHTPAKTOB, HWHBECTUIIMH B
UHPPaACTPYKTYpy U Ooiiee TyOOKHe CTparermyeckre Moaxojsl. B
pesynsrare  (QOpMHpYEeTCS CIOKHOE, B3aUMO3aBUCHMOE IIOJIE
MIPOTHUBOCTOSHUS, TJIe PKOHOMHUYECKOE BIUSHUE 3aMEHSET BOCHHYIO
CHIIy, a »Heprerudeckas O€30IIaCHOCTb 3aBUCUT HE TOJIBKO OT
(u3HUecKoro pecypca, Ho ¥ OT JOTOBOPOB U JOKYMEHTOB.
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1.Introduction

If during the Cold War hard power tools, like the embargoes, military involvement and
pipeline cutoffs, were the primary tactics, then in the post-Cold War era, the need for a new
hybrid model of energy diplomacy unfolded. This new pattern combines economic
importance, institutionalized structures, and enhanced interdependence, making the energy
pressure more sophisticated, but not less effective.

To capture this change, the concept of hybrid energy diplomacy is introduced and
developed in this article. The main idea is that modern energy diplomacy now uses a
combination of institutional mechanisms, economic power, and control over energy systems
rather than direct pressure. Hybrid energy diplomacy operates through contracts, investment
choices, regulatory standards, and supply chain positioning, in contrast to conventional
methods that concentrate on resource ownership or actual supply disruption. Although these
instruments are less obvious, they are frequently more reliable and politically acceptable.

This idea is relevant because the structure of global energy relations is evolving. States
are increasingly getting attached to long-term agreements that restrict their flexibility, and
energy markets are now so complex and interrelated. In these circumstances, power is
exercised by influencing the regulations that govern energy flows rather than by completely
stopping them. Key areas of geopolitical competition are now price mechanisms, transit
conditions, financing regulations, and legal frameworks. These dynamics are difficult to
fully explain by current theories of energy diplomacy, which are primarily based on
experiences from the Cold War.

This article shows how the development of energy diplomacy follows a new, different
pattern, from direct control and intimidation to indirect, system-based influence, by
contrasting various historical eras and key players. The study demonstrates how changing
political, economic, and legal constraints led the US, the USSR, China, and the EU to
modify their strategies. The article implements the idea of hybrid energy diplomacy and
demonstrates its practical application through this comparison.

In the end, this study offers two contributions. In the first place, it gives a conceptual
instrument for understanding how energy power is used in the modern world. Second, it
shows how the ability to explore and shape complex economic and regulatory environments
is just as important to energy security today as physical resources. This article wants to
advance the scholarly discussion on energy geopolitics and provide a more accurate point
of view for examining current energy conflicts by introducing the hybrid energy diplomacy
framework.
1.1.Methodology notes

This article brings a qualitative comparative methodology that involves and unites
historical and geopolitical analysis with case studies. It is built on secondary sources such
as official reports, academic literature and policy documents in order to follow up the
evolution of energy diplomacy from the Cold War version to the new, hybrid model, that it
is also presented in this article for the first time.

The methodological design consists of four main analytical components:

1. Historical analysis was used to identify the origins of energy diplomacy and find the
relation between the control of resources and international influence.

2. Comparative case studies that examinate the U.S., the Soviet Union, China and the
E.U. to prove how their strategies progressed.

3. Documents and discourses analysis of policy frameworks, legal tools and
international treaties to reveal how energy influence works.
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4. Theoretical blend which was used to conceptualize the hybrid transformation of
energy diplomacy from the hard power pressure ways to market-oriented and regulating
approaches.

— - Mechanism Analysis
Foundational Analysis

Document &

Historical Analysis e Comparative Case Studies % 3
Discourse Analysis

\\\ //

e 7

'S «

Theoretical Blend
& Conceptualization

Introduction of New

Concept:
Hybrid Energy Diplomacy

Figure 1. Methodological design for analyzing The Hybrid Energy Diplomacy Concept
Source: Author’s compilation.
Note: This diagram visually confirms the qualitative comparative methodology. It breaks down on the four analytical
components and shows that the new concept of Hybrid Energy Diplomacy is not just an ambiguous term, but a product of
a multi-step analytical work.

Moreover, this study introduces a new concept: hybrid energy diplomacy. This way it
captures and explains the evolution from the traditional pressure instruments such as
embargoes, military control to complex, new, geoeconomic methods like the supply chain
dominance, price settings, and regulatory power. Proposing this new concept, the presented
article serves to advance the academic understanding of how economic, legal and
infrastructural instruments are replacing the old military pressuring methods, nowadays in
global energy politics.
2.Comparative Analytical Framework

As mentioned above, this study also applies a temporal-comparative approach to outline
how the instruments of energy diplomacy changed from direct, brute force intimidation into
regulatory mechanisms. Through this comparison, the article introduces and operationalizes
the concept of Hybrid Energy Diplomacy that describes the shift from the old, traditional
power tactics to the nowadays complex and legal tools of influence. Therefore,
understanding the subchapters above, an attempt to define the Hybrid Energy Diplomacy
concept can be made.

Therefore, this comparative analysis is based on three stages of evolution: The Cold
War, Post-Cold War, and Present Era, according to the dominant players, tools of energy
diplomacy, and methods of influence.

Period Dominant Tools of Energy Method of Example Case
Actors Diplomacy Influence
Cold War USA, Embargoes, pipeline Hard Power 1973 Qil
(1945- USSR control Embargo,
1991) Soviet Gas
Policy
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Post-Cold Russia, Market pricing, Hybrid 2006 & 2009
War (1991-  OPEC supply contracts Power Ukraine Gas
2014) Crises
Present EU, Regulation, Geo- CBAM, Belt
Era (2014- China, sanctions, investment ~ economic and Road,
2025) USA control Power LNG Shifts

Table 1. Comparative Framework of Energy Diplomacy
Source: Author’s compilation based on information retrieved from D. Yergin (1991), Thane Gustafson (2020), Maciej Z. (2019),
simon Van Dorpe for Politico (2022), Reuters (2024), Eva Pander Maat (2022), CNBC (2022), Ely Sander et al. (2025), Faris Al-FadHat
et. Al. (2024), The China Global South Project (2025), Reuters (2025) and Global Business Council (2022).

Hybrid Energy Diplomacy can be understood as the intersection between hard power,
soft power and economic governance, where states can achieve their geopolitical goals
through market manipulation, infrastructure control, sanctions and contractual influence,
rather than through open military confrontation. This concept offers methodological
appliances for comparing states’ behavior during different time periods.
2.1.Energy Diplomacy during the Cold War

From the 20th century oil diplomacy of the US and Great Britain in the Middle East, to
the Soviet Union’s use of gas pipelines as instruments of authority, energy has drawn the
contours of the global power. No event presents energy diplomacy’s historical significance
better than the 1973 oil embargo led by OAPEC, during the Yom Kippur war. “At the end
of the twentieth century, oil was still central to security, prosperity, and the very nature of
civilization” [Yergin, 1991, p.13], so when the Organization of Arab Petroleum Exporting
Countries, led by Saudi Arabia, imposed an oil blockage on states perceived as supporting
Israel, it “nearly quadrupled the price of oil from $2.90 a barrel before the embargo to $11.65
a barrel” [Corbett, 2013].

This led the West into a major energy crisis because of fuel shortages, inflation, and
economic panic. It is important to notice how the embargo pushed the Western powers to
review their energy vulnerabilities and foreign policy agreements because they realized the
strategic advantage that the resource-rich states can use in the international arena. So, as
soon as the blockage “turned the oil weapon from a vague threat into a stark reality” [Yergin,
1991, p.604], a new wave of institutional and policy responses emerged, like the “creation
of the International Energy Agency in 1974” [USA Dep. of State, n.y.] or the
institutionalization of the strategic petroleum reserves. But, more importantly, all of this
brought the concept of energy into the heart of western national security thinking.
2.1.1.Case studies

There are other examples during the Cold War that show the transformation of energy
diplomacy into a main tool for geopolitical competition. For example, when Prime Minister
Mossadegh nationalized the British-owned Anglo-Iranian Oil Company in 1951, Western
powers fought back immediately: “Churchill, taking direct charge of the Foreign Office,
approved a plan to overthrow Mossadegh. So did the Americans. In Allen Dulles's words,
the operation went ‘active’ [...] The two Western countries believed they were not
supporting a coup — that was what Mossadegh was carrying out — but rather a countercoup
by the Shah and Za-hedi” [Yergin, 1991, p.468]. So, the 1953 coup gave the Western control
over the Iranian oil through a new agreement where the U.S. oil companies received a
combined 40% stake, consolidating the American political and economic influence in Iran:
“Shell had 14 percent, each of the five American majors had 8 percent initially, and CFP
had 6 percent” [Yergin, 1991, p.477]. This showed that energy security can be so powerful
that it can justify regime change: “by the end of August 1953 the Shah was back on his
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throne, his new Prime Minister was in power, and Mossadegh was under arrest” [Yergin,
1991, p.470].

Hybrid Energy Diplomacy can be understood as the intersection between hard power,
soft power and economic governance, where states can achieve their geopolitical goals
through market manipulation, infrastructure control, sanctions and contractual influence,
rather than through open military confrontation. This concept offers methodological
appliances for comparing states’ behavior during different time periods.
2.2.Energy Diplomacy during the Cold War

From the 20th century oil diplomacy of the US and Great Britain in the Middle East, to
the Soviet Union’s use of gas pipelines as instruments of authority, energy has drawn the
contours of the global power. No event presents energy diplomacy’s historical significance
better than the 1973 oil embargo led by OAPEC, during the Yom Kippur war. “At the end
of the twentieth century, oil was still central to security, prosperity, and the very nature of
civilization” [Yergin, 1991], so when the Organization of Arab Petroleum Exporting
Countries, led by Saudi Arabia, imposed an oil blockage on states perceived as supporting
Israel, it “nearly quadrupled the price of oil from $2.90 a barrel before the embargo to $11.65
a barrel” [Corbett, 2013].

This led the West into a major energy crisis because of fuel shortages, inflation, and
economic panic. It is important to notice how the embargo pushed the Western powers to
review their energy vulnerabilities and foreign policy agreements because they realized the
strategic advantage that the resource-rich states can use in the international arena. So, as
soon as the blockage “turned the oil weapon from a vague threat into a stark reality” [Yergin,
1991], a new wave of institutional and policy responses emerged, like the “creation of the
International Energy Agency in 1974” [USA Dep. of State, n.y.] or the institutionalization
of the strategic petroleum reserves. But, more importantly, all of this brought the concept of
energy into the heart of western national security thinking.
2.2.1.Case studies

There are other examples during the Cold War that show the transformation of energy
diplomacy into a main tool for geopolitical competition. For example, when Prime Minister
Mossadegh nationalized the British-owned Anglo-Iranian Oil Company in 1951, Western
powers fought back immediately: “Churchill, taking direct charge of the Foreign Office,
approved a plan to overthrow Mossadegh. So did the Americans. In Allen Dulles's words,
the operation went ‘active’ [...] The two Western countries believed they were not
supporting a coup — that was what Mossadegh was carrying out — but rather a countercoup
by the Shah and Za-hedi” [Yergin, 1991]. So, the 1953 coup gave the Western control over
the Iranian oil through a new agreement where the U.S. oil companies received a combined
40% stake, consolidating the American political and economic influence in Iran: “Shell had
14 percent, each of the five American majors had 8 percent initially, and CFP had 6 percent”
[Yergin, 1991]. This showed that energy security can be so powerful that it can justify
regime change: “by the end of August 1953 the Shah was back on his throne, his new Prime
Minister was in power, and Mossadegh was under arrest” [Yergin, 1991].
2.3.The shift in Energy Diplomacy: from hard power to hybrid strategy

The Soviet Union collapse represented a critical moment in the energy geopolitics
because the states reshaped the way energy was used as an instrument of influence.
2.3.1.Pillar 1: The Hybrid Mechanism of Russia’s Gas Strategy

The first pillar of this hybrid model of energy diplomacy is the use of economic
efficiency as a pretext for a state to gain more power over other states. One case study to
support this can be Russia, who inherited the Soviet Union’s huge energy infrastructure. So,
the state found it very difficult at first to manage its control of Eastern Europe. But, by the
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early 2000s, Russia has improved its strategies, moving from obvious constraint to subtle
market manipulation. Its gas wars went from cutoffs to contractual intimidation, by using
the market advantage camouflaged as usual commercial disputes, as a main tactic. This way,
the state was allowed to pursue its geopolitical goals, while maintaining plausible
deniability. There are some key events to support this first case study, like the 2006 and
2009 Ukraine gas crises when, after the Ukraine’s Orange Revolution in 2004, Russia raised
the gas price, justifying it as a market adjustment: “The state-controlled Russian gas
monopoly, Gazprom, [...] threatened to cut off flows on January 1 if Ukraine does not agree
to pay quadrupled prices [...] Ukraine currently buys Russian gas [...] at a heavily
subsidized $50 per 1 000 m? [...] but [...] raise the cost to $230” [Parfitt, 2005]. When Kyiv
refused, “Russia has begun cutting gas supplies to Ukraine” [BBC News, 2006], creating
EU wide shortages. As an outcome, the EU accused Russia of using energy as a
manipulation weapon, but it was divided on actions, which exposed its dependence on
Russian gas. So, eventually, Ukraine had to sign up the unfavorable long-term contracts:
“Ukraine signed a deal on Sunday allowing EU, Ukrainian and Russian observers to monitor
gas flows across Ukrainian territory” [Reuters, 2009]. Another event is when Russia built
direct pipelines to Germany through the Nord Streams 1 and 2, to eliminate the reliance on
the transit states like Ukraine or Poland. Even though it was labeled only as a business
project by the Russian president: “I have said more than once that this project is purely
commercial, and that there are no politics, nor any political tinge, here” [Soldatkin et al.,
2022], it was later revealed that the Nord Stream pipelines were not just purely commercial
infrastructures, but also geopolitical tools: “In April 2018, however, Chancellor Angela
Merkel acknowledged concerns by the Ukrainian government and said the pipeline “is not
just an economic project, but that, of course, political factors must also be taken into
account” [Wettengel, 2025]. The result? U.S. sanctioned Nord Stream 2 in 2021, delaying
its launch. After the 2022 invasion, Germany froze the project, but the plan was already
successful — Ukraine lost around $2B/year in transit fees: “Gazprom had to make payments
to Ukraine as the price of transit, roughly one to two billion dollars per year. The Kremlin,
and Putin personally, objected to having to make these payments, both because it was
costing Russia and because this money, in effect, helped fund the Ukrainian budget and thus
supported the existence of a politically independent Ukraine” [Zaslaviskiy, 2017].

Both events show how Russia used the advantage it has in the market area to create the
so-called commercial disputes. This tactic generated the desired outcome: as a hybrid twist,
Russia avoided the old Cold-War style restrictions and instead focused on the price raises
and pipeline rerouting to destabilize the adversaries by maintaining a plausible deniability.
Despite even the European Union efforts, the dependence on Russian gas lasted until the
Ukraine invasion in 2022.

However, the Ukraine war stands as a clear illustration of the risks created by the
overreliance on the hybrid tactics: first, Russia’s blackmail backfired when EU adopted fast
to its supplies cuts by growing the liquified natural gas imports. Moreover, the USA’s rise
as a top liquified natural gas exporter replaced the Russian gas supply in Europe, so it proved
the fact that the market is used as a weapon. Secondly, China took all of this as an
opportunity and bought discounted Russian oil quietly, even though this subverted the
Western sanctions. So, in order to play its card right, China’s official stance was a strategic
non-alignment, which showed that it prioritizes its strategic interest over any moral value,
ideology or alliance.
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Figure 2. Russia’s Economic and Market Decisions (cause and effect)
Source: Author’s compilation based on information retrieved from The Guardian (2005), BBC News (2006), Reuters
(2022), J. Wettengel (2025) and llya Z. for the Atlantic Council (2017).
Note: This figure captures the "hybrid" nature of Russia's strategy. It visually demonstrates how a geopolitical trigger
is laundered through a "commercial dispute" to achieve a geopolitical outcome, all while maintaining a facade of market
normality.

2.3.2. Pillar 2: China’s Infrastructure and Supply Chain Influence

The second pillar is represented by infrastructure-driven energy diplomacy by using
supply chains as weapons. The case study to exemplify this is China, who became a master
at this through the Belt and Road Initiative. Unlike the Soviet-type manipulation, China
relied on the resources-for-loans deals and the control of minerals.

China invested in energy infrastructure in Africa, Central Asia and Latin America in
exchange for long-term supply contracts, making debt traps that generate political
submissiveness. For example, Farid Al-Fadhat and his colleague [Al-Fadhat et al., 2024]
explain in their research that China has often managed financing in such a way to tie the
infrastructure loans to the resource access through the repayment in natural resource exports.
They mention that China’s deals became “debt traps [...] caused by the structural disparity
between China as an investor and African countries as investment recipients” [Al-Fadhat et
al., 2024] in places like Zimbawe and Bolivia. The contracts command Chinese processing,
securing the battery production control, so clearly this justifies the fact that “China also
controls over 90% of refining capacity for both graphite and rare earth elements, and
processes around 60% of global lithium and cobalt” [Bore, 2025]. As evidence, it is well
known that China has channeled over $1 billion into Zimbabwe’s lithium sector since 2021,
through companies like “Sinomine and Zhejiang Huayou Cobalt” [Reuters, 2025] and
gained dominance over most of Zimbabwe’s lithium mines. But now, Zimbabwe plans to
“ban the export of lithium concentrates from 2027 as it extends its push for more local
processing” [Reuters, 2025]. This stands as a clear response of the state to the foreign,
mostly Chinese, extract and export control, as the Minister of Mines and Mine Development,
Winston Chitando, explains: “If we continue exporting raw lithium we will go nowhere. We
want to see lithium batteries being developed in the country” [Global Business Council,
2022]. What would this ban exactly mean for Zimbabwe? It would create more jobs for
locals, give the economy a boost, and attract higher tech investments.

This would portray Zimbabwe as a serious player in the global supply chains and allow
it to directly involve into all of it, not just the mining stage. Even though right now, the
Chinese companies are trying to comply with this decision and build the processing plants
in Zimbabwe, this change is not done out of goodwill. It is a tactical move due to the pressure
of the government.

In reality, China won’t give up willingly its worldwide refining leadership status or
prioritize Zimbabwe’s development unless it is directly beneficial to its own supply chain
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goals. The future of Zimbabwe is depending on how well it will use policies and regulations
to transform the foreign investments into a long-term local gain, and not just a short-term
extraction. This brings us to the last pillar of the hybrid model of energy diplomacy: the use
of sanctions and laws to counterstrike.

PHASE 1 PHASE 2. Resource) PHASE 3: Politic
Infrastructure Backed Debt Leverage

Inve§tment » | + Host nation debt . Debt create
. Chinese BRI loans fo accumulation dependency
infrastructure + Long-term  resource * Political submissivenes
. P.orts, Railways, Powe contracts . Compliance witl
Grids » Zimbabwe/Bolivian lithiu demands

PHASE 4: Supply Chain

Dominance
E— « Controls raw material flow
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processing/refining
* +90% rare earth refining
cantral

Figure 3. China’s ‘Debt Trap’ Resource Diplomacy Model

Source: Author’s compilation based on information retrieved from Faris Al-FadHat et. Al. (2024), The China Global
South Project (2025), Reuters (2025) and Global Business Council (2022).

Note: The diagram makes the "hybrid" quality of this strategy unmistakable. It is not military; it is economic and
structural. Phase 1 appears as benign, even generous, economic development. The coercive elements (Phases 2 and 3)
emerge organically from the initial deal, demonstrating the sophisticated and indirect nature of the power. The final phase,
"Supply Chain Dominance," is the visual payoff that directly validates it. It shows that the goal is not only the resource
extraction but "mastering the systems that govern their flow". The flow of the diagram makes it clear that control over
processing and refining is the logical, intended outcome of the entire process.

2.3.3.Pillar 3: The West’s Regulations and Market Intervention

The third pillar is defined by market interventions and the use of laws or regulations to
re-establish balance, as a case study. These interventions prove that even in the energy area,
market and regulatory power can become useful geopolitical tools.

The EU’s tactical use of financial instruments, legal constraints and regulations helped
reducing the Russian influence and then it reshaped the power dynamics in the global energy
markets. According to Enterdata in 2022, the EU Energy Ministers officially agreed on a
€180/MWh gas price cap to be triggered in case the benchmark Transit Facility hub prices
stayed above the level for three days consecutively, and also if the Transit Facility hub
exceeded the €35/MWh global liquified natural gas price references for the same period of
days. This market correction mechanism would suppress the price spikes without
discouraging the global suppliers, only using the triggers and suspension clauses in order to
guarantee energy security and market stability. It went officially in force from 2023, and it
was meant to stay in effect for at least 20 trading days, if triggered. Moreover, as reported
by Reuters in 2018, the EU almost fined Gazprom because of the abuses of market
dominance in Central and Eastern Europe. This threat forced the company to reshape the
pricing structures, contract conditions and transit rights in such a way to fit the EU
competition law. However, after the 2022 invasion of Ukraine, things changed, and the
European Commission increased legal examination of Gazprom, who reduced the gas
supplies to Europe without any commercial justification, which represented a violation of
the 2018 commitments. The EU Competition Commission, Margrethe Vestager, declared
that it was “thought-provoking” [Van Dorpe, 2022] for a market leader to do such a thing
during a record demand, raising the problem of antitrust. So, some European companies,
like Germany’s Uniper, launched legal proceedings against Gazprom for breaking the long-
term contracts. As Reuters [Reuters, 2018] shows, Uniper won and received $14 billion in
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damages. These actions portray a change in EU’s policy, from regulations and constraints
to legal enforcement, because of the energy intimidations.

Moreover, another EU’s tactic can be the use of the climate policies as geostrategy,
through the Carbon Border Adjustment mechanism, which reduces Europe’s reliance on the
countries that might weaponize the natural resources. EU will use this policy, starting with
2026, to make the dirty imports costly, lower the pollution and eliminate the politically risky
exporters: “The CBAM is a quintessential example of EU climate unilateralism, understood
here to entail unilateral measures with external effects which set standards on emissions
reductions” [Pander et al., 2022].

Similarly, as a hybrid twist, the West accompanied EU’s steps in order to counter
resource nationalism through economic sanctions, like the SWIFT bans on Russian oil
traders: “The U.S., European allies and Canada agreed Saturday to remove key Russian
banks from the interbank messaging system, SWIFT, an extraordinary step that will sever
the country from much of the global financial system” [Macias, 2022]. The U.S. is even
considering following the EU’s CBAM and it is taking legislative proposals, like the Foreign
Pollution Fee Act. This would generate “up to $198.1 billion for the U.S.” [Sandler et al.,
2025] over a five-year period and help it counter China by aligning itself with the
transatlantic climate strategies.

THE WEST'S HYBRID COUNTER-STRATEGY TOOLKIT

PRICE CAPS
(e.g., EU's €180/MWh)

COMPETITION LAW
(e.g., EU vs. Gazprom
antitrust case)

FINANCIAL

SANCTIONS
(e.g., SWIFT bans on
Russian oil traders)

CLIMATE POLICY
(e.g., Carbon Border
Adjustment Mechanism)

LEGAL PROCEEDINGS
(e.g., Uniper wins $14B
from Gazprom)

LEGISLATIVE FEES
(e.g., U.S. Foreign Pollution
Fee Act)

Table 2. The West’s Multitool Graphic

Source: Author’s compilation based on information retrieved from Enterdata (2022), Reuters (2018), Simon Van
Dorpe for Politico (2022), Reuters (2024), Eva Pander Maat (2022), CNBC (2022), and Ely Sander et al. (2025).

Note: This table communicates that the West's response is not a single policy, but a suite of financial, legal, and
regulatory instruments. It categorizes tools like price caps, competition law, and climate policy, showing how they work
in concerts.

3.Conclusion

The post-Cold War evolution of energy diplomacy reflects a complex shift, from direct
hard power to sophisticated hybrid strategies that exchange economic influence,
infrastructure control, and legal conflict. Russia's price manipulations of gas, China's debt-
trap resource diplomacy, and the West’s regulatory measures indicate that energy remains
a big geopolitical instrument, even though its mechanisms grow more subtle.

The goal of this article was to analyze how energy diplomacy has changed from being a
direct pressure instrument to a hybrid tool of influence shaped by infrastructure, markets,
and regulations. The study demonstrates that energy has maintained its geopolitical
significance in the post-Cold War era through historical analysis and comparative case
studies. Moreover, it has evolved into an even more adaptable and strategic weapon that
functions more through structural control than through direct conflict.
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Feature Cold War Battleground Modern Hybrid
Battleground

Primary Arena Territory and Resources Interdependence and
Systems

Key Instruments Tanks, Embargoes, Coups Contracts, Regulations,
Courtrooms

Weapon of Choice Oil Barrel/ Pipeline Shut off | Price Setting, Debt, Legal
fines

Visibility Overt, Military Covert, Economic with
Plausible Denials

Example 1973 Oil Embargo 2022 EU vs. Gazprom Legal
Battle

Table 3. The Changing Battleground of Energy Conflicts
Source: Author’s compilation based on information retrieved from M. Corbett for Federal Reserve History (2013),
D. Yergin (1991), Reuters (2018), Simon Van Dorpe for Politico (2022), Reuters (2024), Eva Pander Maat (2022), CNBC
(2022), and Ely Sander et al. (2025).

These examples point to a new reality: interdependence is the new battleground. Where
the Cold War relied on raw supply disconnections, the struggles of the present are played
through contract terms, pipeline routes and courtroom fines. However, the goal remains
unchanged: using the energy to manipulate, punish or reward.

The comparative analysis reveals the different but interconnected forms of hybrid
energy diplomacy. With reference to the Russian natural gas diplomacy, the Western states
have observed the use of economic instruments to threaten other countries even when there
is no official announcement of conflict. With reference to the China natural gas diplomacy,
the Western states have observed the dominance of China in natural gas financing, leading
to long-term dependence on China, as can be noticed in the above paragraphs. Taking a look
at Western natural gas diplomacy, the states have observed the economic instruments of the
EU to counter the natural gas conflict. Therefore, the different forms of economic
instruments have confirmed the position of energy diplomacy as the juncture of economics,
law, geopolitics, and more.

Upon the above findings, the article introduces and justifies the notion of Hybrid Energy
Diplomacy as necessary for the applicable analytical tool within the topic. This concept
basically examines the transformation towards resource power to system power, with the
power deriving its energy through the organization, regulation, and financing of the flow of
energy. The study concludes that interdependence is the main battleground for energy
conflicts in modern times. Since nowadays energy security covers a physical dimension that
can deal with energy regimes, this article also fills a gap in the academic debate by providing
a better understanding of the whole concept of energy power in the contemporary world. It
is estimated that though the means have changed, the objective stays the same. In
conclusion, energy is seen to become a way to impact political action, to encourage
compliance, and to penalize non-compliance.
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