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ÖZET
Bu tezde Avrasyacılık ve Türk Avrasyacılığının tarihi gelişim süreci
açıklanmaya çalışılmıştır, aynı zamanda Rusya ve diğer ülkelerin politik
gündemleriyle olan ilişkileri üzerinden değerlendirilmiştir. Ağırlıklı olarak Türk
Avrasyacılığı fikrinin gelişimi ve Rusya’nın Türk Avrasyacılığına katkıları
araştırılmıştır. Avrasyacılık hangi ülkeler ile birlikte oluşturuldu, nerede, ne zaman,
hangi düşüncelerle ortaya çıktı bunların cevabını araştırmamızda bulmak
mümkündür. Hangi ülkeler, hangi düşüncelerle Avrasyacılığı destekliyor veya
izlemekle yetiniyor, günümüz penceresinden bakılarak sentezlenmiş bir çalışmadır.
Tüm bunların yanı sıra Türk Avrasyacılığın kökeni etniksel ve ulusal açıdan analiz
edilmiş, Rusya, Türk Cumhuriyetleri ve Türkiye’nin Avrasya Birliği projesi
üzerinde odaklanmış olduğu gözlemlenmiştir. Bu projeyle Türk Avrasyacılığı ve
Evrazia düşüncelerinin nasıl geliştiği ve gelişeceği, Türkiye ve Rusya’nın ileriye
yönelik attığı adımlardan bahsedilmiştir. Son olarak Avrasyacılık ve Türk
Avrasyacılığı sentezi sonucu gelecekte siyasi iyileşmeler adına neler olacağını
öngörmek adına yapılmış bir çalışmadır.
Anahtar Kelimeler: Aleksandr Dugin, Jeopolitik, Rusya, Türkiye, Asya,
Asya Ülkeleri, Avrasyacılık, Türk Avrasyacılığı, Avrasya Birliği, Sovyetler Birliği
Sonrası, Sovyetler Birliği, Rusya Federasyonu, Balkanlar, Kafkasya, Körfez Savaşı,
Arap Baharı, Türkiye Dış Politikası, Rusya Dış Politikası.
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ABSTRACT

The Thesis is titled, Eurasianism and the Emergence of Turkish
Eurasianism. As can be understood from its name, it will focus mainly on Turkish
Eurasianism and its impacts on Russian foreign policy throughout the 2000s. One of
the most crucial dimensions is that of Eurasianism on Russian Foreign Policy and
Turkish-Eurasianism which basically consists of Turan ethnos and the Turkic
nations. Although Eurasianism defends and asserts that Eurasianism was created
and explored by the Russians, Turkish politicians discovered and applied it long
before the Russians. Indeed, the current situation is very different from the
historical facts; the Russians investigate the situation much more differently and
one-sidedly. We will enlighten the reader and prove that what Eurasianism really is
and which nationalities it belongs to.
Key Words: Alexander Dugin, Geopolitics, Russia, Turkey, Asia, Asian
Countries, Eurasianism, Eurasian Union, Eurasian Integration, Post-Soviet Region,
Soviet Russia, Russian Federation, Central Asia, Balkans, Caucasus, Caucasian, Gulf
War, Arab Spring and Turkish Foreign Policy

v

TABLE OF CONTENTS
ÖZET......................................................................................................................... iv
ABSTRACT ............................................................................................................... v
TABLE OF CONTENTS ......................................................................................... vi
LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS .................................................................................. x
INTRODUCTION ..................................................................................................... 1

CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION TO EURASIANISM AS AN ALTERNATIVE POLICY
1.1. ORIGINS OF EURASIANISM ........................................................................ 3
1.1.1. Eurasia as an alternative in Turkish Foreign Policy ......................................... 6
1.1.2. Research Questions ........................................................................................... 6
1.2. WHAT CAN BE SAID ABOUT TURKISH EURASIANISM? .................... 6
1.3. WHO ARE THE ACTORS OF EURASIANISM? ......................................... 7
1.4. BASIC IDEAS OF DUGIN ABOUT EURASIANISM ................................... 8
1.5. ORIGINS OF EURASIANISM ........................................................................ 9
1.5.1. Literature Review .............................................................................................. 9
1.5.2. Methodology ................................................................................................... 14
1.5.3. Limitations ...................................................................................................... 14
1.5.4. Time Period ..................................................................................................... 15

CHAPTER 2
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND
2.1. RUSSIAN EURASIANISM IN THE 20th CENTURY ................................. 16
2.2. GEOPOLITICS OF RUSSIA AND EURASIA ............................................. 17

vi

2.2.1. Towards a New Geopolitics: ........................................................................... 21
2.2.2. Prince Trubetskoy and Savitsky...................................................................... 22
2.2.3. Turkophil origins of Eurasianism.................................................................... 23
2.2.4. Trubetskoy says: The Russian Self is not understood without the Turks ....... 24
2.2.5. Savitsky says: It would not be Russia without Tatars. .................................... 25
2.2.6. Modern Eurasianism and Alexander Dugin .................................................... 27
2.3. RUSSIAN FOREIGN POLICY AND EURASIANISM ............................... 31
2.3.1. Foreign Policy as Eurasia Super Power (1996-1999) ..................................... 31
2.3.2. Putin's Foreign Policy (after 1999) ................................................................. 33
2.4. TURKEY& EURASIA IN THE 20TH CENTURY ...................................... 35
2.4.1. Turkey and the Soviet Union ........................................................................... 42
2.4.2. The Period of 1923-1936 ................................................................................ 42
2.4.3. The Period of 1936-1939 ................................................................................ 45
2.4.4. The Period 1939-1945 ..................................................................................... 47
2.4.5. The Period of 1945 - 1953 .............................................................................. 50
2.4.6. The Period of 1953 - 1968 .............................................................................. 51
2.4.7. The Period of 1968 - 1980 .............................................................................. 55
2.4.8. The Period of 1980 - 1991 .............................................................................. 56
2.5. TURKEY AND THE TURKIC WORLD ...................................................... 58
2.5.1. Eurasianism, Turkey and The Turkic Republics ............................................. 58
2.6. TURKISH FOREIGN POLICY OF 1991-2001 ............................................ 63
2.6.1. Turkish Eurasia Perspective - (Eurasia Strategic Research Center &
New Eurasian & Eurasian Writers Association), Eurasia Research ................ 64
2.7. GEOPOLITICS & FOREIGN POLICY OF TURKEY - AFTER
THE SOVIET UNION..................................................................................... 67
2.7.1. Economic, Political and Cultural Relations Between Turkey and
Central Asian Turkic Republics - After the Disintegration of the USSR ................. 67

vii

2.7.2. New Geopolitics for Turkey............................................................................ 71
2.7.3. The First Gulf War-1991 ................................................................................. 75
2.7.4. Causes of the Gulf War ................................................................................... 77
2.7.4.1. Developments of the Gulf War Crisis .......................................................... 77
2.7.4.1.1. Vietnam Syndrome.................................................................................... 78
2.7.4.1.2. United Nations (UN) Support: .................................................................. 78
2.7.4.1.3. Peace and Brokerage Enterprises: ............................................................. 78
2.7.4.1.4. Military Preparation of the USA: .............................................................. 78
2.7.4.1.5. Attitude of Soviet Russia: ......................................................................... 79
2.7.4.2. The Transformation of the Crisis into the War ............................................ 79
2.7.4.3. The Results of the Gulf War ........................................................................ 82
2.7.4.4. The Gulf War And Turkey ........................................................................... 83
2.8. THE BALKANS & CAUCASIA..................................................................... 85
2.8.1. The Balkans ..................................................................................................... 85
2.8.2. The Balkans in relations to Turkey after the Cold War .................................. 85
2.8.3. Turkey's Balkans policy - Conclusion ............................................................ 86
2.8.4. Caucasus .......................................................................................................... 87
2.8.5. Dimensions of Turkey's interest in the Caucasus ........................................... 87
2.8.6. Conclusion ...................................................................................................... 88

CHAPTER 3
TURKISH EURASIANISM
3.1. THE BREAK-UP OF THE SOVIET UNION AND TURKEY ................... 90
3.1.1. Turkey-Turkic World & Russia ...................................................................... 91
3.1.2. Turkish Foreign Policy in Transformation (TFP) ............................................ 91
3.1.2.1. TFP: 2001-2011: Past - 2009/2011 .............................................................. 91

viii

3.1.2.3. TFP: 2011-2016: Arab Spring & Russia Rapproachment ........................... 92
3.1.2.4. Historical Background: ................................................................................ 94
3.1.2.5. The Second Reason is Strategic ................................................................... 94
3.1.2.6. Super Power Reflex...................................................................................... 95
3.1.3. Arab Spring ..................................................................................................... 97
3.1.3.1. The Eurasianist dimension of Turkish Foreign Policy (1991-2016) ........... 98
CONCLUSION...................................................................................................... 102
BIBLIOGRAPHY ................................................................................................. 105
CURRICULUM VITAE ....................................................................................... 113

ix

LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

AKP

: Justice and Development Party (JDP)

ASAM

: Eurasian Strategical Research Center

ASEAN

: Association of Southeast Asian Nations

B.T.C.

: the Baku- Tblisi-Ceyhan oil pipeline.

BOP

: Great Middle East Project

BP

: British Petroleum Company

BSEC

: the Black Sea Economic Cooperation

CIS

: Commonwealth of Independent States

CoE

: Council of Europe

ECO

: the Economic Cooperation Organization

ECU

: Eurasia Customs Union

EEU

: the Eurasian Economic Union

EU

: Eurasian Union

EU

: European Union

FIR

: Flight Information Region

IKO

: the Organization of the Islamic Conference

IMF

: International Monetary Fund

MHP

: Nationalist Movement Party

NAFTA

: North American Free Trade Agreement

NATO

: North Atlantic Treaty Organization

NGOs

: Non-profit Governmental Organizations

OECD

: Organization for Economic Co-operation and Development

PKK

: Kurdistan Workers Party

x

RF

: Russian Federation

SCO

: Shangai Cooperation Organization

SSRU

: Soviet Socialist Republics Union

SU

: Soviet Union

TEC

: Turkish Economic Community

TFP

: Turkish Foreign Policy

TİKA

: Turkish Cooperation and Development Agency

TU

: Turkish Union

TUSAM

: Turkish National Security Strategies Research Center

U.K.

: United Kingdom

U.S.A.

: United States of America

UN

: United Nations

UNPROFOR : United Nations Peacekeeping Force
UNSC

: United Nations Security Council

US

: United States

USC

: United States Community

USSR

: Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

xi

INTRODUCTION
Eurasianism is a complex, ideological and social political movement of the
first Russian refugee wave (immigrants after the Russian Socialist Revolution of
1917, World War I and the Russian civil war [1918–1920]). Eurasianism displays
the developments in Russian culture and wars in Europe. Its target is to tell us the
diversity that is in the Russian imperial power quest. It claims that Russian culture
consists of a unique blend of Western and Eastern cultures among the world
cultures.1
Eurasianism operated from 1920 to the late 1930s and was founded by Prince
Nikolai Trubetskoy (1890–1938), a famous linguist and originator of structuralist
phonology; Peter Suvchinsky (1892–1985), an essayist, philosopher, publisher, and
influential connoisseur of music; Georgy Florovsky (1893–1979), an Orthodox
thinker and church historian; and Peter Savitsky (1895–1968), a geographer and
economist. Eurasianism attracted a number of prominent intellectuals: the historians
Peter Bitsilli, George Vernadsky, and Sergei Germanovich Pushkarev; the literary
scholar Dmitri Svyatopolk-Mirsky; the diplomat and scholar of Iran, V. P. Nikitin;
the philosopher Lev Karsavin; and the legal scholar N. N. Alexeyev; as well as less
prominent figures such as Sergei Efron, Konstantin Chkheidze, and Konstantin
Rodzevich. A Kalmyk officer and Dr. Erzhen Khara-Davan remained as the only
representatives of the Turanian people of Eurasia (people who speak languages of the
Ural- Altaic group) among the Eurasianists.2
Several famous intellectuals cooperated with the Eurasianists but they did
not formally become members of the movement: the church historian Anton
Kartashev, the philosophers Semen Frank and Ivan Ilin, and the composer Artur
Vincent Lourié (1892 - 1966). One of the greatest linguists of the twentieth century
Roman Jakobson (1896 - 1982) worked together with the Eurasianists in the 1920s
and early 1930s.

1

2

Thomson Gale, “Eurasianism Encyclopedia of Modern Europe: Europe Since 1914: Encyclopedia
of the Age of War and Reconstruction”, Encyclopedia.com (2006), (Retrieved from)
http://www.encyclopedia.com/history/encyclopedias-almanacs-transcripts-and-maps/eurasianism0 , (Accessed Date: 18-05-2017).
Ibid.
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The Europeanness of Russia became ambiguous for many Russian
intellectuals in the 20th century. Gale introduced different prominent contributors of
Eurasianism, such as Peter Chaadayev (c. 1794–1856) and the Slavophiles who had
stressed Russia's difference from Western Europe and its relation with Byzantium.
The historian Nikolai Karamzin (1766– 1826) granted the Tatar khans the honor of
securing the unity of the Moscow state and the rise of Russian autocracy.3 Nikolai
Danilevsky (1822–1865) and the pan-Slavists envisioned a specific Slavic
civilization, as opposed to the world of the Romano-Germans. Vladimir Soloviev
(1820–1879) saw Russia's messianic destiny in saving the Christian civilization
from the ‘yellow peril' of the Orient, and Fyodor Dostoyevsky (1821–1881)
suggested a civilizing path for the Russians in Asia. By the end of the nineteenth
century the symbolist poet Alexander Blok (1880–1921) and others associated the
repressed mass of Russians with Asia and expected the social explosion to assume
an anti-European cultural form.4
The main value of Eurasianism was in having both original and genuine ideas
close to Russian historical and state culture. Eurasianism viewed Russian culture as
not only a part of European culture, but as a civilization that was fully private,
collecting the experience of both the West and the East. In this respect, the Russian
people are neither European, nor Asian, but a very specific Eurasian ethnic
community. The authenticity of Russian culture and the history of the state (as well as
the presence of European and Asian elements) reveal Russia's special historical path
of development, making it a national and state program unlike any of Western
Europe's.
Eurasianism was divided in the 1930s and gradually disappeared from
international debate. Left-wing Eurasians were subjugated to Moscow by abandoning
the originality of the movement, while the rightists were dealing with narrower issues
(history, geopolitics, economy etc.) and moved away from real politics.

3
4

Ibid.
Ibid.
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION TO EURASIANISM AS AN ALTERNATIVE POLICY

1.1. ORIGINS OF EURASIANISM
Russia endeavors to transform itself into a regional imperialist force by
providing economic and political unity in Eurasia. Moscow aims to expand its
integration project, which will first be launched between Russia, Kazakhstan and
Belarus, to Ukraine, Kyrgyzstan, Turkmenistan, Tajikistan, Uzbekistan, Azerbaijan
and Armenia. Thus, it aims to place the identity of Eurasia instead of Soviet identity,
which cannot be created in Soviet realms. In other words, it presents alternative
policies to re-establish Russian hegemony in Turkish Eurasia. One of these
alternative policies has been the Eurasian Union. The future of the Eurasian Union
depends on the approach of other important actors in the region. Thus, Turkey's
activities in the region should also be taken into account. A possible alliance of
Turkey with the Turkic people in the Caucasus and Central Asia sharing a common
culture can change the development of the Eurasian Union in the future. On the other
hand, the Eurasian Union emerged as an alternative in the recent period when Turkey
had serious problems with the EU.5
However, when Russia's Eurasian Union has been taken into account, any
possibility of ensuring that Turkey is effective in unity will go beyond a weak
possibility. The formation of the Russian Federation shows that establishing a new
Russian empire is similar to the Tsarist and Soviet Union, which included the
Eurasian Union. At the same time, this union may be an important economical source
for the Eurasian countries. The Union supports an economic formation in the face of
other major economic giants in Europe and Asia in terms of the autocratic and
colonial states in history.

5

Reha Yılmaz, “İlk Söz: Türk Avrasyası ve Avrasyacılığı Üzerine”, (Retrieved from)
http://www.tasam.org/Files/Icerik/File/turk_avrasyasi_ve_avrasyaciligi_uzerine_4c8cf535-6db94ab8-87ab- 6e00f2f1e8ce.pdf , (Accessed Date 15-05-2017), p.1

3

However, it is inevitable that Turkey, as a target of directing the policies of
the region, has a Eurasian policy and it should be systematized and implemented in
accordance with the framework of the Turkish Eurasia strategy. Since the last years
of the Ottoman Empire and foundation of the Republic of Turkey, several alternative
foreign policies have been implemented and both the Ottoman Empire and Turkey
tried to get desired results in politics shaped by Turanism, Ottomanism, Westernism,
Islamism and Ataturkism. Recently, Turkey has been maintaining policies that can be
named as the New Ottomanism. The recently emerged Eurasianism has been
generated by the fact that the countries who do not want Turkey to become a member
of the EU offered alternative approaches to Central Asia with regard to foreign
policy and they argue that Turkish foreign policy should be shaped according to
these approaches.6
However, it is not possible to consider these policies as a complete
Eurasianism. Active politics must be applied in the region extending from the
‘Adriatic to the Chinese Great Wall', that can be called Turkish Eurasia. However,
trying to orient Turkish foreign policy with the understanding of Eurasianism without
a theoretical framework might lead to a political suicide in Eurasia and a loss of
prestige in the countries within these geographical boundaries.
As a result, not only historical opportunities will be missed, but future
policies will be hindered as well. Up until today, in Turkey Eurasianism has not
become a theory / nor has Turkey had a theorist like Savitsky or Dugin. It is
necessary to develop the idea of Turkish Eurasianism since the Eurasianist view is a
significant influence on Russian foreign policies and its effect still continues. The
think tanks ideas created by the theorists must be translated into foreign policy.
Turkish Eurasianism, which was brought to the agenda especially during the last
century, has been considered by Turkish thinkers from time to time, and regarded as
the salvation of the Turkish nation. This idea was put forward by Yusuf Akçura. In
his article, which was published first in Tan Çulpan newspaper in March 1907, in
Kazan and then in Crimea on the 41st volume of Tercüman Newspaper, he wrote

6

Ibid, p. 1 – 2.
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that Russian and Turkish people should act together against the Chinese and this is
the only way to prevent their exploitation. The Russians7 welcomed his theory.
Yusuf Akçura spoke with the President of the State Duma of Russia, and the
Muslim Alliance party explained that he would apply moderate conditions under
equal circumstances. However, the Russian government explicitly declared that
they would not honor such ideas because they did not consider themselves equal
with the Turks. This statement was published on February 20, 1908, and caused
Akçura's theory to be forgotten for a long time. Today, marginal sectors in Turkey
accept Eurasianism as an alternative approach for Turkey. However, Eurasianism
presents a strategy equivalent to Russian hegemony. In this respect, the basic
principles and elements of Russian Eurasianism are followed and it is foreseeable
that in future Turkish foreign policy will have to be directed towards Russia. In
other words, the communist call of the Soviets is replaced by the present Eurasian
proposal.8
The Eurasian opening for Turkey, which emerged in the consensus of Dugin
and Perinçek, could not go beyond the formation of a new Russian hegemony.
Turkish Eurasianism, which lacks the basic concepts and principles, is not at a level
that will create an alternative opening and adequate ideology or strategy for Turkey.
After 1991, the concept of Eurasia was used by various nationalist groups both on
the left and on the mainstream. But these groups did not develop any new ideas
related to Eurasianism and geographical imagination let alone a historical
philosophy and a socio - economic or political system. These groups perceived
Eurasianism as an anti-Western movement only and tried to mount it as a reaction
to the system of thought they belonged to. For example, while Eurasia was
perceived as a Turkish Union for nationalists, it was foreseen as a search for a new
ideology among the socialist revolutionaries. Even these two groups occasionally
turned to the alliance to produce policies in the Eurasian geographical domain.
However, ideals that are impossible to be applied cannot go beyond slogans.9

7
8
9

Ibid. p.2.
Ibid. p.2.
Ibid. p. 3.
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1.1.1. Eurasia as an alternative in Turkish Foreign Policy
As mentioned in the previous section, in the last years of its reign the
Ottoman Empire implemented different policies in the region that we call today
Eurasia in hopes of becoming successful. Turkey also had similar policies. Due to
the policies of the countries who do not approve of Turkey's EU membership
Eurasianism has come to light. These countries also wish to shape Turkey's foreign
policy according to their benefits. In terms of Turkey's new foreign policy vision,
Eurasia appears to be a huge opportunity. When we look at the basic elements of the
foreign policy vision of the AK Party government, it can be seen that the desired
success cannot be obtained in the politics presented as an alternative.10
In this light, new options are perhaps necessary. Turkish Eurasianism needs
to generate more effective policies, in the region extending from the Adriatic to the
Chinese Great Wall. Turkish foreign policy in Eurasia without a theoretical
framework would mean political failure in Eurasia. This would also cause Turkey to
lose respect and prestige within its geography not to mention significant
opportunities that would also be missed.11
1.1.2. Research Questions
1. What can we say about the Turkish Eurasianism?
2. Who are the actors of Eurasianism?
3. What are the basic ideas of Dugin in terms of Eurasianism?
4. Where does Eurasianism come from?
1.2. WHAT CAN BE SAID ABOUT TURKISH EURASIANISM?
The Turkish Eurasianism movement is a new project, which is like a savior
with social and political importance. A state that wants to increase its social and
political life-span quality must consider all possibilities and should be able to
foresee the results of its actions. As Turkey has the regional and geopolitical
10
11

Ibid. p. 4.
Ibid. p. 4.
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advantages in the region, it needs to consider Eurasianism as an opportunity to
surpass the political deadlock that is being faced currently. This movement will help
Turkey to enlarge its political privileges, provided that a moderate and balanced
policy is maintained to keep those opportunities at hand. For example, if Turkey is
sincere and has close ties with Asian countries, the Russian Federation, the Balkans
and the Caucasus, new opportunities will be possible along with indivisible unity of
the country.
Turkish Eurasianism will be an important contribution to Turkey, for
example, Turkey's political strength will regenerate in the eyes of other countries,
especially The USA, Russia, the Middle East etc. Let us have a look at the issue
with regard to Kazakhstan President Nursultan Nazarbayev. Nazarbayev can be a
strong supporter of Turkey, and if Turkey can turn this into an advantage, it is
highly likely that Post-Soviet countries may be integrated and close international
relations may be formed with them.
1.3. WHO ARE THE ACTORS OF EURASIANISM?
Russia, Kazakhstan, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Georgia, Kırghizstan, Moldova,
Uzbekistan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, Ukraine and Turkey are the primary states of
Eurasia. Turkey’s involvement makes issues complicated because Turkey has a vast
land in Asia, which is called the Anatolian Peninsula; on the other hand, Turkey also
has the Thracian Peninsula, which is located in Europe. This means, Turkey is a
country, which has lands both in Asia and in Europe. Hence, Turkey is included in
Eurasianism. Although Turkey has had some disagreements with other primary
countries of Eurasia, it does not necessarily mean that they cannot become allies in
future. Russia, in particular, has a moderate approach towards Turkey for it is a
neighboring country and has been home to many civilizations throughout history.
Eurasia is rich in terms of energy, oil and gas, electricity, water and ecological
fertility. However, Turkey is not only rich in terms of similar natural sources but at
the same time, it is located in the heart of Eurasia and thus, has geopolitical
significance.

7

1.4. BASIC IDEAS OF DUGIN ABOUT EURASIANISM
Alexander Dugin, who is in hot pursuit of Turkey and its political incidents,
thinks that the movement is absolutely crucial for both Turkey and Russia. He is
highly interested in Turkey and believes that in order for Eurasianism to be
successful there must be cooperation with Turkey. Alexander Dugin defines Eurasia
as a “Heartland”.12 “Heartland” refers to Russia, which takes part as the intersection
between the civilizations of Asia and Europe. When these two combine and interact
on each perspective, Russian geopolitics will be rejuvenated. Eurasianism is a sort
of project of resurrection for the benefit of Russia. This is not resurrection only for
Russia, but also empowers the Atlantic axis against the Alliance of the West and
that axis of Eurasian powers is an indispensable strategy to keep up the resurrection.
Meanwhile, Russia also can identify itself with Eurasia strategically. That would
make it a unique continent. After conquering and integrating Siberia, Russia is
called “Heartland”.13 Mackinder is determined and qualified as an Axis of
Geographical History by Russia. Russia is a syntactical cooperation of geography,
nature, language, climate, culture and religion that was generated from the
Eurasianist East and West. That occurrence cannot induce either the Eastern and
Western average tendency or cumulative tendency. Russia is neither East nor West,
it is independent and represents a special Third Way route. The Russian Eurasianist
figured out the Russian cultural situation. Russian Eurasianists make reference to
the Central Empire as a cultural reflection. Once Russia's strategic approach is
understood, Russia is identified with Eurasia, in terms of territory, population, and
industrial-technological improvements that would pave the way for Russia to be an
autonomous, independent prevailing continent.14
The geopolitical laws require that the above mentioned qualifications will be
the basis of the means of Eurasia. That directs Eurasia towards the inevitable
continental integration. Russia, compared to the Heartland and all the other Eurasian
countries and fields, is regarded as Rimland. When we consider Russia in terms of

12
13
14

Vügar İmanov, Alexander Dugin, “Rus Jeopolitiği Avrasyacı Yaklaşım”, İstanbul: Küre
Yayıncılık, (2003), p.3.
Ibid. p.3.
Ibid.pp.3-4.
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strategic importance, it is seen that unlike other Eurasian countries such as China,
Germany, France and India, Russia has a divisional independent structure. The
important point to be considered is that ‘being Heartland' on the coast can also mean
‘being Rimland'. That Russia represents Heartland is accepted as a doctrine.15
Eurasia refers to the people who come from a mixture of European and
Asian ancestry. It is the combined continental landmass of Europe and Asia. These
two continental societies are defined as ‘portmanteau' of the two ethnic continents.
Eurasia is located in the Northern and Eastern Hemispheres. The division between
Europe and Asia as two different continents is a historical and cultural construct,
with no clear physical separation between them; thus, in some parts of the world,
Eurasia is recognized as the largest of all the continents.
1.5. ORIGINS OF EURASIANISM
Eurasianism stems from the Russian and Turkish motifs, it is also
combinations of both nations including genetic codes, historical, geographical and
cultural occurrence over time. Eurasianism was generated as a Russian ideology in
the 1920s and 1930s. It was redefined and redesigned after the collapse of the
USSR. This conception was proclaimed as a Russian mission, especially in Asia.
Russia and Turkey have crucial roles in Eurasianism. According to Alexander
Dugin, who is one of the leading representatives of the idea of Eurasianism and a
Russian foreign policy adviser,16 both countries are considered as founders of
Eurasianism.
1.5.1. Literature Review
A literature review reveals that the main sources and ideas give us the
information about the previous works in this field. Furthermore, this pre-requisite
information is the backbone of the thesis and guides the thesis in this regard. It is
also the sine qua non piece of any thesis; it includes academic knowledge, and
synthesizes the main sources with the topics of the thesis. This writing asserts
15
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Turkish Eurasianism in the 2st century, what Eurasianism is, and where it derives
from. This is also discussed in geopolitical inputs, like Eurasian contents, its
relation, and close historical ties with Russia. The writing also points out that
Turkey can play a very crucial role in this region.
To complete this paper, primary and secondary sources have been made use
of. Primary sources include interviews, news items, op-ed pages, discussions, and
questionnaires. Secondary sources include articles, books, online sources, journals,
and varied school of thoughts such as German school, Anglo-American school and
Dugin’s views.
In 2008, Barış Adıbelli wrote a very explanatory book about the backstage of
Eurasia scene, which he called ‘Avrasya Jeopolitiğinde Büyük Oyun’. The book was
published by IQ16 Kültür Sanat Publication. The book mentions the wonders of Eurasia and
the powerful actors in the backstage, who remotely control Eurasia and pave the way for US
to be included in the scenario. Adıbelli emphasizes that the concepts of the great game,
reshaped the international systems including the geography of Eurasia, Russia’s energy
policies in the immediate vicinity, the Baku-Tbilisi-Ceyhan (BTC) oil pipeline, Russian
strategy, Eurasia doctrine, new power Japan and its interests, the US's strategy to block
China in order to access Eurasia, and the Arabic countries and their interests as well. All of
these demonstrate and explain who the big actors and players are in Eurasia. The great game
altered and reshaped all political strategies leading to new paths in terms of foreign policy.

Furthermore, Adıbelli wrote about the Crisis of the Spy Plane invented by
the USA, which changed the course of history in foreign politics. Russia and USA
relations could have been damaged because of the spy plane case and it also
triggered Russia to invest in nuclear innovations for their defense. This may seem
irrelevant at first, but indeed, this is the origin of the political scenario in Eurasia.
Pinar Bilgin, and Ali Bilgiç's article ‘Turkey's New Foreign Policy toward
Eurasia' refers to the alteration of foreign policy and its current strength under the
management of the Justice and Development Party (AKP). Bilgin and Bilgiç
focused on Turkey's international relations and politics; and drew a new map for
Turkey's geography. They also observed how the Justice and Development Party
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(AKP) would influence Central Eurasia and Turkic civilizations in terms of
sociological, and political relationships.
Alexander Dugin’s book ‘Rus Jeopolitiği, Avrasyacı Yaklaşım’ is aimed to
analyze the geopolitics and location of Russia, the events that affect the USSR and
how to change Russia's approach to ‘Heartland' namely Eurasia and Turkey's
political profile, what lies behind the concept of Eurasianism in terms of political,
cultural, social incidents. The book displays the events in a perfect order. He
emphasized the changes for the countries to unify for the Eurasia project. He asserts
that if the countries contradict each other for their self- interests, this may deadlock
the situation. On the other hand, unification and agreement can be provided by the
predecessors and positive representatives of the Eurasia movement. This indicates
the need for strategic unification, which includes Central Asia and all coastal states
that would become a new empire against Atlanticism. However, nowadays the
realization of the unification is not compelling, as we know that Atlantic states
observe all projects and try to block the projects on Eurasia. In order to deal with
this problem Eu-Ru-Asia countries should adopt a brave and firm stance towards
Eurasianism under all circumstances. If Turkey and Russia, the Caucasus, and the
Balkan states believe in and cooperate in the regeneration project, only then can
they be successful. As Dugin claims, the independence of Russian geopolitical
sovereignty is a crucial pre-requisite to remain an independent state. Geopolitical
power and capacity are needed in order to be able to remain sovereign. This means
that Russia should take a great step to establish a new empire via the Eurasia project
and use the advantage for itself.
Şener Aktürk's article ‘Counter-Hegemonic Visions and Reconciliation
Through The Past: The Case of Turkish Eurasianism' mentions the roots of a new
occurring fictive phenomenon in Turkey, which is Turkish Eurasianism. This
movement is shared between two milestone countries Turkey and Russia. Both
countries share similarities and they further share the hope of becoming the center
of global geopolitical, socio-economic, and cultural vision in the future.
Eurasianism is seen like a treasure island in politics nowadays, because countries
including those in Central Asia, the Caucasus, the Balkans, and also the USA
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embark on this idea and set their eyes the future of the Eurasianism project,
provided that the project is implemented successfully. Turkish Eurasianism is a
great opportunity for Turkey to express herself in a better way on the international
platform. However, Russian philosophers advocate this view more than Turkey
itself does. In this respect, hopefully Turkey will not miss this unique opportunity.
This paper highlights the above mentioned ideas that we counted on. Turkey's
dilemma about Eurasianism is a serious position in the sense of having a strong
economy, military-strategies and political cooperation. Firstly, in terms of
Eurasianism Turkey needs to answer the questions of ‘who are we?', ‘do we know
our value and importance as a country?', ‘where do we stand?', and ‘what should we
do to strengthen our position?'
Piotr Dutkiewicz and Richard Sakwa's book ‘Eurasian Integration: The
View From Within' contains beneficial knowledge and an integration process for
‘Eu-Ru-Asia'. The book indicates how Eu-Ru-Asia politics work and where this
movement derives from and flourishes philosophically. Also, the current analysis of
challenges of Eurasian Union and contributors to Euraisanism is included in the
book. Kazakhstan pioneers the Eurasian project confronts the challenges and
considers the disagreements in order to handle the situation properly. Turkey and
Russia are lucky to find a new supportive partner, but if Kazakhstan becomes the
first pioneer of the project, it may discourage Turkey and Russia concerning the
entrance of Eurasian Union platform. On the other hand, this can be another
challenge, but Turkey remarks positively about Kazakhstan's attitude that gain time
and political agreement for Ankara.
Selcuk Kaplan's article ‘The Eurasian Integration Politics of Kazakh
President Nursultan Nazarbayev' mentions economic, cultural and regional
integration difficulties that Post-Soviet countries face. Kaplan also referred to
Eurasian integration. The German linguist Alexander von Humboldt was the
pioneer of the Eurasianism movement at the beginning of the last century. Indeed
Humboldt's idea has been cited by Nursultan Nazarbayev, President of Kazakhstan.
Nazarbayev talked about Eurasianism at a conference held in Moscow State
University as ‘Eurasian Integration', stating the ways to realize the integration of

12

the Post-Soviet region. Nazarbayev adopts realistic policies, as he has made an
effort for integration in the Post-Soviet region, peculiarly in Central Asia. He has
worked hard over 20 years so as to materialize this integration, "he has pioneered
the Conference on Interaction and Confidence- Building Measures in Asia (CICA),
Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO) and Eurasian Economic Community
(EAEC)”.17
According to Nursultan Nazarbayev, it is noticeably harsh for states to cope
with political, economic, cultural, regional, social problems on their own. Most of
the time, states have to deal with extreme situations in a globalizing world and bring
these problems to international organizations. This study evaluates the previously
mentioned issues and pros and cons that Eurasia and Post-Soviet countries have in
politics in terms of Kazakh President Nursultan Nazarbayev's dedication to
integration of Eurasia.
Marlène Laruelle's article “Russo-Turkish Rapprochement through the Idea
of Eurasia: Alexander Dugin's Networks in Turkey” defines Eurasianism and the
relations between Russia and Turkey that were tense in the 1990s, due to mostly
geopolitical rearrangement and definition of Eurasia. The article mentions
challenges and introduction of movement in terms of strategic zones such as the
Caucasus, Central Asia and the Balkans, including questions and answers
concerning; What Russia thinks about Eurasia and Turkey. Furthermore, the article
emphasizes Dugin's opinion about Turkey as being an ally. The emergence of
Turkey's International Eurasianist Movement networks dates back to 2003. Some
geopolitical and regional shifting led to new occurrence of Eurasianism. During his
visit to Turkey, Dugin also collected information and made connections on the
Yevrazia movement that led Turkey to make important political and intellectual
milieus. He revealed the identity of Turkey in terms of foreign policy, its relations
with Europe and its role in Central Asia. He thinks that Eurasianism will continue
and affect Russia and Turkey positively. Dugin displays a Turkophile stance, which
will influence the Russo-Turkish rapprochement, and affect the framework of
relations of Moscow and Ankara toward the European Union, North Atlantic Treaty
17
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Organization (NATO), as well as the Caucasus, where both countries might well
seek to implement a logic of alliance and not one of competition”.18 Contrary to
Dugin’s point of view, the Eurasinism movement has paved the way for an alliance,
cooperation and unification rather than competition.
Vügar İmanov’s book “Avrasyacılık: Rusya'nın Kimlik Arayış” is about
Alexander Dugin’s definitions of Eurasia as a Heartland.19 The latter refers to
Russia that has hosted several civilizations in Asia and Europe. The Russian
thinkers who support Eurasianism are of the opinion that geographical and
geopolitical oppositions may annihilate moral and vertical synthesis and then
emerge as Central Empire. They think that Central Empire is a cultural reflection.
1.5.2. Methodology
This study is descriptive, qualitative and analytical in nature. The data was
divided into parts and analyzed accordingly. The description of the analysis
accounts for the geo- strategic and geo-political status of Eurasia, its influences on
political life, the international arena and Turkish foreign policy, as well as its effects
on regional and territorial powers. Moreover, the research and analysis will include
the impacts of the multi-billion dollar projects in Eurasia and the regional politics
implemented by other countries. Apart from the above mentioned issues, the study
also covers the Eu-Ru-Asia nationalist movements which can be risky for
Eurasianism projects and Eurasianism’s predecessor countries.
1.5.3. Limitations
While writing the thesis, I encountered various types of problems and
shortcomings, which are termed as the limitation of the study. The main limitation
for this study was the unavailability of books about the topic in Turkey, and I had to
order related books from the internet which took a lot of time to arrive.
Furthermore, most of the articles which are found in libraries regarding my topic
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were from the Turkish or Russian sources, therefore, the translation of Russian
works was another main limitation of the study. Additionally, the remoteness of the
region and lack of funding for the research became another limitation in conducting
interviews.
1.5.4. Time Period
This study covers the time period between 1923 and 2016. The first chapter
of this study includes the description of Eurasianism and defines it as an ideological
social and political movement that broke out in 1917 after the immigration wave of
the Russian Socialist Revolution.
The second chapter covers the historical events concerning Russian
Eurasianism in the 20th century. The chapter also refers to Turkey and the Soviet
Union relations between 1923 until 2001. After analyzing Turkish foreign policy
and the chapter, then continues with the Gulf War period, the Balkans, the Caucasus
and relations and approaches. The events in this study are listed and narrated in
chronological order. The third chapter covers the events between 2001 and 2016
and deals with the break-up of the Soviet Union and its relationship with Turkey.
This time period starts from 2001 and continues until 2016.
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CHAPTER 2
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

2.1. RUSSIAN EURASIANISM IN THE 20TH CENTURY
In the nineteenth century, it was accepted that for a long time the forces that
ruled the seas had advantages due to their high mobility. The convenience brought
about by the railways made it possible for the terrestrial powers to reach the same
mobility during the 20th century. The 20th century changed the flow of political and
all social actions in terms of territorial powers such as Russia, Turkey and other
powers hankering after Eurasian territories.20
In this context, it is said that the power of a terrestrial Eurasia could have
positive advantages due to the short distance for it to be reached from the land by a
sea power that must travel the oceans. All of these claims are legendary and mere
political statements among the political actors of the world.
It is based on the prevailing opinion of the early 20th century that a Eurasian
country that seized its heart was going to dominate the world island areas of EuropeAsia and even the African continent. Marine-warfare compositions have brought a
country outside the so- called terrestrial center such as the United States as a
dominant force in the globalizing world. However, this thesis suggests that Eurasia
has succeeded in controlling the Border States such as the US, which is a step
further. We cannot say that the view that determines the destiny of the world that
controls Eurasia has come true so far. There is also the threat of the U.S.A that
always tries to block Russian political hegemony in order to remain dominant over
those other Eurasian countries in the region.21
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2.2. GEOPOLITICS OF RUSSIA AND EURASIA
Geography and Politics are two different branches of science stemmed from
geography and are related to international relations in today's world. Different authors
have stated different views about geopolitics. Although they define it differently, they
seem to agree on one point. First, it is useful to find a common point by looking at
definitions from different sources for the broader explanations of the concept.22 When
we first look at the analysis of some points related to geopolitics in Faruk
Sönmezoğlu’s “International Politics and Foreign Policy Analysis”, it is clear that
political geography and geopolitics are often associated with one another, however, it
is possible to differentiate between the two concepts.23
Political geography examines political communities and the relations
existing between them, it also examines and researches the effects of these
geopolitical features in order for states to determine their foreign policies. To put it
another way, while political geography deals with politics-geography relations on a
much broader level, geopolitics treats this relationship in the same way, but more at
a state level. In terms of politics, today geopolitical discipline and geopolitical fields
are very important concepts. Karl Haushofer defines geopolitics as the geographical
region and the political life that change under the influence of historical
developments which take place within the state's geography.24
When we look at the history of the geopolitical discipline, we encounter two
main schools that have an important place in this discipline:
1) German school
2) Anglo-American school.
As written in Alexander Dugin's book, geopolitics is in fact based on the
basis of dualism, maritime and land domination.25
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When we evaluate it, it is possible that we do not see this dualism in the
works of famous geopolitical thinkers. However, we can say that some geopolitical
thinkers argue that maritime domination is superior to land domination.
In particular, Admiral Alfred Thayer Mahan said in his work that the UK
and the United States had more advantages over the oceans than other land states
like Russia and Germany. To some people, geopolitics is a concept that at times
only examines the relation of the state with its terrorism. Such a definition is
unpleasant and basically not enough to define geopolitics. Because the geopolitical
method is not only in the history of states but also in the systematizing of the
appropriateness of the laws of civilization, culture, religion and economics. Today,
we can use broad terms such as ‘geopolitics of Orthodoxy', ‘geopolitics of Islam',
‘socialization geopolitics' and "geopolitics of democracy' depending on the
geopolitical plain. The geopolitical description in the book makes a variety of
differences. However, in order to make a distinction from the generalizations in
geopolitics, Dugin has found the concept of a scientific discipline that tackles
humanity as a locality factor in a mutual relationship.26
At the same time, if all these ideas are to be pursued, Turkey must maintain a
multidimensional and dynamic policy in terms of geography. Those who pursue
Turkish foreign policy are carefully examining foreign policy options under the
light of the September 11 attacks and the war in Iraq. When these complex
relationships are considered Turkish-Russian relations seem confusing. To give an
example, there had been a lot of battles between the two states until the end of the
First World War. Both countries have a history of empires and have experienced
traumatic post empire loneliness.27
The great empire backgrounds and the sense of isolation following the
demolition of these empires are important factors in shaping the national
consciousness of such countries. Following the visit of Russian President Vladimir
Putin to Turkey in December 2004, the Turkish Prime Minister made a one-day
26
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official visit to Russia on January 10, 2005. It is appropriate to examine the existing
factors that determine the relationship between these two states. Opposing views of
Westerners, Western opponents, Eurasians, ultra-nationalists and nostalgic
communists often bring Russian domestic policies to the fore. Russian foreign
policy is generally determined in accordance with domestic political preferences.
There is an invisible pendulum in Russian foreign policy that swings between
Europe and Asia, depending on the political balance active at the time. Today,
Russian foreign policy approaches the West more critically and follows a more
Eurasian-oriented path.28
The existence of such national consciousness and geopolitical orientation
make it difficult for Moscow to determine a fixed and well-functioning foreign
policy against Turkey. Like Russia, Turkey carries the Caucasus, the Balkans, the
Middle East and European identities and has different interests in these regions.
Another important factor is that both countries are undergoing dynamic national and
economic transformations. The change that took place in the first four years of this
decade was absolutely striking at both the social and state level.29
More precisely, the future of Turkish-Russian relations will be a result of
mutual regional and international developments. Mutual visits that will take place at
the high-level in the near future will highlight some important issues between the
two states. Despite the fact that observers perceive an optimistic atmosphere
between Moscow and Ankara, there are problems facing the two states as well.
The topics at the level of bilateral relations are trade, tourism, investment of
Turkish and Russian businessmen and natural gas trade, Russian oil tankers passing
through the Straits, pipeline projects that can be traced past Thrace or Anatolia,
Including the Chechen issue and above all Kurdish separatists in Russian territory.
An important recent development is that the Turkish Cypriots, who support the
Russian leader's United Nations (UN) goal to end the division of the island, stated
that they deserved a better treatment by the international community.30
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There are much to be said about Turkey's and Russia's interests and their
conflicting interests must also be mentioned. Both countries want to improve their
existing relations and take a more pragmatic attitude in the international arena. On
both sides, the authorities have signed a number of agreements that will surely help
build constructive relations.31
In 2004, bilateral trade volume reached 10 billion US $. The two sides were
aiming to reach 25 billion US $ by 2007. The Turkish construction sector has been
active in Moscow and has increased its market share in Russia. Russian businessmen
are closely following Turkey's privatization process and want to take part in Turkey's
energy projects. Another important area of cooperation is the sale of Russian weapons
to Turkey. Taking serious care of the Ankara military modernization projects in light
of the Iraqi crisis and the possible unstable environment that may arise in Iran and
Syria, Turkey considers to buy weapons from Russia. Finally, Russian tourists
increasingly prefer Turkey's Mediterranean coasts.32
Another good example is Russia's energy geopolitics. Its policies in the
immediate vicinity, the Baku-Tbilisi-Ceyhan (BTC) oil pipeline, ethnic separatist
movements in the Caucasus, the reduction of Russian military forces in the region in
line with international agreements are the problems forming a common agenda.
Russia does not lean on the BTC pipeline which is expected to transport Russian,
Azerbaijani, and Kazakh oil to the West. Moscow sees this pipeline as a challenge to
the position of the Caspian basin and an obstacle to oil trading. Although the main
conflict around the B.T.C pipeline occurred between Russia and some former Soviet
republics, the situation in question indirectly affected Turkish-Russian relations.
However, the Blue Stream project - a natural gas pipeline from Russia reaching
Turkey under the Black Sea and many other Turkish-Russian oil pipeline projects
have led to a ‘low profile' politics of petroleum policies on the Russian side. For
instance, the president of the British Petroleum Company (BP) in Azerbaijan recently
made remarks, which may be nothing other than utter speculations now, about the
possibility of transporting Russian oil through the B.T.C.33
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According to Turkish officials, the Chechen issue is Russia's internal issue.
Turkish officials often declare that Russian security system should not infringe
human rights in Chechnya. However, a large Chechen diaspora living in Turkey
follows a different path, and some of them take the law into their own hands by
helping the guerrillas. This, in turn, sometimes causes significant tensions between
the Turkish and Russian governments. In contrast, Turkish authorities voiced the
discomfort that the Kurdistan Workers' Party has been causing, a separatist terrorist
organization. Up to now, both sides have made a serious effort not to damage their
relationships because of these problems beyond their borders.34
2.2.1. Towards a New Geopolitics
Russia draws a regional profile and is sensitive to losing influence in former
Soviet territories. Since 1991, Turkey has been acting as an important regional
player in establishing a special relationship with the EU and the Caucasus and
Central Asia. Another important issue is how to interpret close Turkish-Russian
relations into workable policies with Brussels and Washington.35
US military settlement in different parts of Eurasia, pro-Western change in
Georgia and Ukraine, US wars in Afghanistan and Iraq, and many other developments
led to the emergence of a new geopolitics in Eurasia. The spread of Europe and the
United States in the former Soviet territory led the Russian political mechanism to seek
new allies in Asia. The convergence of Russia with Iran, China and India are examples
of this new policy. In this context, new developments following the September 11
attacks have brought not only Russia and other major Asian powers together, but also
the politics of serious European states of France and Germany. After receiving the
negotiation date for EU membership, Turkey emerged as a European player in the
region. However, Turkey's new orientation has been tested in successive local
transformations in Georgia and Ukraine.36 Turkey adopted a low profile against
individual policies of Russia and Ukraine and displayed a constructive image with great
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attention to relevant international norms and agreements as a way of resolving crises.
As Ankara developed its own relations with Moscow, it tried to avoid becoming a party
in the struggle of Russia against the West.37
Another controversy is the historical hostility in Turkish-Armenian relations
that have now also fallen victim to the pro-Azerbaijani policies of Turkey. At
present, Russia is the main ally of Armenia and a possible Russian mediation may
be expected in some problems between Turkey and Armenia. It may be a RussianTurkish joint venture that aimed at resolving the Armenian-Azerbaijani conflict due
to the positive developments in the near future. Looking at the current
developments, it can be concluded that Turkish-Russian relations have been
developing in political, economic and security fields. However, the relationships are
not free of problems that may derail the developing relationships.38
Both countries have overlapping and conflicting interests in the regions
surrounding them and this makes the Turkish-Russian relations promising as well as
difficult. Turkey and Russia are two influential players in Eurasian geopolitics and
their actions would have consequences on the entire Eurasian region. Therefore,
internal and external players who want to gain advantages from Eurasian
geopolitics will have to consider this developing relationship.39
2.2.2. Prince Trubetskoy and Savitsky
This section refers to the ancestors of both Eurasianist thinkers and of
Russian philosophers who claimed that the Turks were the original people of
Eurasia. Trubetskoy and Savitsky were predecessors of Slavophilism. In time,
Russian state incorporated with Slavophil thinkers by taking advantages of
‘imperialism' policy in favor of the state policy. Russia still follows these thinkers'
perspective and thanks to them, Russia has succeeded in its objective of
Eurasianism.
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2.2.3. Turkophil origins of Eurasianism
Following the Bolshevik Revolution in 1917, a great part of the Russian
intelligentsia had to leave their country and settle in Europe. This great escape that
started from Russia to the West during this period led to the formation of Russia
and ‘the emigratsia (emigrant) intelligentsia' outside of Russia in the following
years. Prague was the most important city preferred by scientists who had made
significant discoveries in their fields. So much so that in the following period
Prague would be referred to as the Russian Athenian, referring to the thinkers and
scientists it welcomed.40
In 1921, a work called ‘Orientation to the East' was published in Prague.
This work, which included a number of policy-oriented articles was the first step of
a new movement. The movement led by P. Savitsky, N. Trubetskoy and G.
Vernadsky was the Eurasian movement. The principles of the movement were
defined as “metaphysics, geography and geopolitics”.41 Thus, the struggle against
the Bolshevik regime that took over in Russia was moved to Europe, and the base
for an ideology, which would become popular for a long time came into being. The
Eurasian movement, which has recently been named together with Russian
geopolitics, has in fact had considerations and principles that are closely related to
Turkey. Since the day it first appeared, the most criticized aspect of this movement
has been the direction of Turkey. At a time when the emphasis on the Slavic origins
of Westernization and Russian culture was acknowledged, the Eurasian people were
separated from their contemporaries by Turkophilian characteristics, blessing the
role of the European cultural genius in Russia's future. There are two important
names who are called ‘Turkophils' and known as the pioneers of classical
Eurasianism; N. Trubetskoy and P. Savitsky. These scientists and thinkers, who are
famous for their ethnography, geography and geopolitics had tried to show the
Turkish influence over Russian culture in their studies in various respects. Apart
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from these names, G. Vernadsky, known as the first Eurasian historian, and L.
Gumilyov, the great historian, are also known by their Turkophil tendencies.42
2.2.4. Trubetskoy says: The Russian Self is not understood without the Turks
In 1925, in his article titled ‘Turanî Elements in Russian Culture',
Trubetskoy said that it was time for the Turkic people to unite as a historical and
cultural reality for Russia. Trubetskoy said that today's Russian territories had been
home to Turanic tribes rather than Slavs, and that the unification of this geography
was an achievement regarding the Turks, not the Slavs. After presenting this
historical data, he said to the Russians, “We should not be ashamed of our Turkish
roots, on the contrary, we have to recognize our Turanian brothers more closely and
regard these origins with respect".43
In Trubetskoy's work an original research project stands out. Much of the
article is devoted to revealing the form of Turkish psychology and its perception.
The best reflection of Turkish psychology according to Trubetskoy is seen in the
Ottoman Turks who undertook an important task in the history of Eurasia. Having
examined the structure of Ottoman Turkish, Ottoman music and poetry examples in
Turkish folk literature, Trubetskoy, comparing Russian individual and social
psychology with the psychological situation of Turks, argues that there are
significant partnerships between the two societies. According to Trubetskoy, people
of both races have a simple, easy-to-understand way of thinking that enjoys
simplicity.44 Russians and Turks have gone through the history of accepting systems
that other states had prepared, rather than introducing new abstract and theoretical
ideas themselves. In this process, systematizing these ideas and making them
applicable are the responsibilities of Russians and Turks. Turkish influence in
Russian history is not limited to being cultural. Trubetskoy stresses that the Russian
state administration falls further behind this effect. The words such as treasure,
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customs, money and gold in Russian language derived from Tatar Turkish and this
indicates that the Tatars had important duties in Russian state constructions.45
However, there is another common characteristic of both cultures: absolute
obedience to superiors. Trubetskoy states that for Russia this statement had been
true even in the earliest times. Trubetskoy regards the acceptance of Turkish origins
as a necessity for the healthy self-organization of the Russian self, and he argues
that the political success of Russia could be achieved by getting closer to Asia, not
to the West. According to Trubetskoy, "the interests of Russia today are closely
related to the interests of Turkey, Iran, Afghanistan and perhaps China. The best
path for Russian patriots to follow today is Asian orientation."46
2.2.5. Savitsky says: It would not be Russia without Tatars.
One of the important features of Eurasian thinkers is that almost all their
representatives are members of aristocratic families. The Savitsky family, like the
Trubetskoy family, belong to the Russian dowry (aristocracy). In his letters to
Gumilyov, Savitsky notes that most of the Russian aristocracy is of Tatar origin.
The common ancestor of these families is the Great Genghis Khan. This historical
knowledge really means that those who talk about the Mongolian and Turanian
origins in Russia are welcome. The Mongolian occupation period, however, is the
period when the foundations of the Russian state formation were laid. This period
has brought some dynamics that enabled the Russians to establish empires.47
Tolerance of and endurance to other people, and beliefs which are necessary for the
imperial structure are the primary characteristics of these dynamics. Savitsky also
advocates the idea that the Mongolian period should be regarded as the period in
which many achievements were obtained, not as a period of oppression-bondage
dominated by Russian historiography.
In his 'Step and Resignation' article, Savitsky expresses the view that Russia
would not exist without Tatars (Mongols).48 Savitsky, who said that the Russian
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state of Kiev before the Mongolian occupation was vulnerable to invasion, indicates
that the Mongolian invasion was a bounty for Russia at that time49 because the
Tatars had an objective culture and could tolerate adversity. According to Savitsky,
if the Turks, who were infected with Iranian fanaticism instead of the Tatars, had
invaded Russia, the destiny of Russia would have been determined under more
severe conditions. The invasion of the West would have taken the soul of Russia.50
The article points out an important finding by Savitsky regarding the
historical line of the Slavic civilization: The Slavic tribes, despite their resurgence
at the beginning of their history, declined rather than strengthening in the later
stages, and became vulnerable to possible invasions. The Tatars influenced Russia
with militarist state structures, and this impact changed the line of Russian history.
Savitsky, who also assumed the de facto leadership of Eurasianism, tried to get
these ideas accepted in the Russian intelligentsia for years. In a letter to Gumilyov,
Savitsky states that Russian intellectuals living in Prague criticized him mercilessly
for his views on the Tatars and he had to stand up to these criticisms alone. N.
Berdyayev was one of the most important names in the ranks of critics of Savitsky.
Berdyayev, who was dismissed from Russia after the Bolshevik Revolution, thought
of the Muslims and the Turks as Eurasianists and said "Christianity did not prevail
in the Eurasian tribes.”51 Berdyayev had the same opinions on many issues as the
Eurasians, and was in opposition to the movement when it was close to Turanian
elements and Islam.52
It should be noted that the contemporary Eurasianism is not as peaceful as its
old version. When we look at the works of Dugin and Panarin, the two prominent
names of New Eurasianism, we notice that they define the geopolitical preferences
of the Cold War period as a utilized division of Turkey into Eurasia. These thinkers,
who see the unification of Eurasia as an alternative to defeat the American-centered
global order, say that Turkey can participate in this unity only when it can separate

49
50
51
52

d’après Savitsky”, Cahiers de géographie du Québec, vol. 42, no.115, 1998, (Retrieved from)
http://id.erudit.org/iderudit/022711ar, Accessed Date 15-05-2017, p.3.
Ibid. Gazigil
Ibid.
Ibid.
Ibid.

26

itself from the US axis. The Turanian influence in Russian culture has no other
meaning than the expression of a historical truth for the New Eurasian people. The
New Eurasianism, especially the wing represented by Dugin, is closer to the
Slavophile tendencies and sees the Slav element as the central power of Eurasia.
Even when we compare the old Eurasianism with the new one, it turns out that the
first Eurasian people were closer to the idea of unification than the new
representatives.53
2.2.6. Modern Eurasianism and Alexander Dugin
Dugin is one of the most important names who form the basis for the foreign
policy of Today's Russia. His views that he wrote about the Turkish world in his
book ‘Russian geopolitics and Eurasian Approach' are extremely important. Dugin
wrote his book in 1997 in Russia that was having hardships after the disintegration
of the Soviet system. With his book, he evaluated historical, cultural and ethnic
realities geopolitically, guided administrators and beyond these, he reassured his
people against the Russian Federation, which was once one of the superpower of the
world and now on the verge of disappearing. Although Eurasianism was not an
action or idea emerging with Dugin, this movement become more important with
Dugin in the 1990’s, and its conditions were much more different.54
After the disintegration of the USSR in 1991, the United States became the
sole superpower. The members of NATO started to influence Russia. The US
investors controlled and managed the entry of important economic resources in to
Russia, thus, Russia became a country falling into the process of extinction in many
respects. In this respect, Dugin, in his book called The Foundations of Geopolitics,
says that Russia will be either a superpower, become the only ruler of Eurasia and
push away the Atlantic forces from this geography or perish. In light of these
predictions, when the Chechnya issue in the 1990s, and the fact that there were
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many ethnic units waiting for the result of Chechnya issue are considered we can
say that it was an option that Russian people faced.55
Russia's strategy to become a superpower and control the immediate
environment is led by some important targets in Europe, especially in Ukraine, as
well as in other regions. Dugin offers a common strategy for five Central Asian
republics, Azerbaijan, Muslim Tatarstan, Bashkortia and Caucasus regions within
the Russian Federation (RF) borders, and Yakutia and other non-Muslim Turkish
units. One of these strategies takes into account the Turkish and other Turkish units,
Iran, China and the US, as well as regional and non-regional forces. In the light of
these facts, there are three basic foundations of the policies of the Turkish Republic
in terms of the New Russian Eurasianist approach: One of them is the policy that
should be applied to the Turkish republics as the former Russian territories of
influence. The second one is the territory of influence or territory of the regional
powers and the last one is the territory of the Turkic republics as the target of the
non-regional, i.e., Atlanticist powers. The policies that should be applied against the
targets of non-regional powers such as Turkey, Iran, China, the USA, the European
Union (EU) and especially the United Kingdom can be considered under separate
headings. However, according to Dugin, the Turkish republics should not be a
substitute for full surrender to Moscow in the fields of economy and defense, which
have foreign policy and foreign political dimension other than limited cultural and
ethnic autonomy.56
Since the publication of Dugin's book, especially after Putin's presidency, it
appears that all policies have been directed towards this goal. In this framework, let
us first get to know Dugin's personality and his activities before examining the
considerations of Dugin's thoughts about Turkic republics based on his own
expressions:
According to Dugin, the principles of "New Eurasianism"57 are as follows:
Eurasianism, which envisages Eurasian-based politics of the composition of Asian
and European words, is a Russian version of the Monroe Doctrine. Monroe, who
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was the president of the newly independent US, sought an objective formula in 1823
to enter the process of solidarity with the other States of America and to flee the
European colonists there to form the internal order and improve the state
organization. This policy, also called Monroe Isolationism, wanted the European
states, especially Britain, to retreat from America. In return, the US would not be
involved in European affairs.58
Approximately two centuries later, the United States, which remains the
only superpower in the world, is not willing to accept the disintegration of the
USSR and actually intend to control the former Soviet geography. Russia, whose
military and economic capacity is insufficient, believes that the United States should
retreat from Eurasia and that the only salvation for the Eurasian countries is to unite
around Russia and become the greatest power in Eurasia. Eurasianism, which
considers the European and Asian powers to be opposed to the interests of the
United States and the United Kingdom, is an example of how the continental
Europe and Asian states have weakened the Atlanticist forces (USA, UK and their
allies) under the leadership of Russia. When we look at the origin of Eurasianism
(New Eurasianism) in terms of Russia, we are confronted with a Russian
intelligentsia seeking a solution to the danger of non-existence.
As for the whole economic existence, especially the management of energy
resources, the plans and implementations on RF have created the basic motivation
of such a movement.59 The first part of the Dugin's work “Eurasia Manifestos”60
which is called “The Idea Crisis in Contemporary Russia” emphasizes that
according to New Eurasianism, the need for this movement is determined by the
dramatic events which took place in the last decade in Russia and all over the world
that have made Eurasian ideas compulsory and inevitable. Meanwhile the Marxist
ideology suddenly lost its attractiveness. However, an alternative ideology has not
emerged yet to counteract Westernization and liberalism (which today has been
shaped by the best development of the US and American civilization). The US- led
financial institutions and companies in the member countries of NATO have not
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missed the economic opportunities in this post-Soviet crisis. “It has become clear
that in order to fill the strategic fault lines immediately that will emerge by the
weakening of Russia, it has put into practice a 4-dimensional policy aiming at the
end of Russia's entity."61
To control Russia's energy resources and its basic economic sectors are of
prime importance according to these policies. Consequently, the transfer of proWestern leaders and parties in Russia and in the other influenced countries is
extremely important. The fact that Russia's military power has been weakened and
threatened is another safeguard of the investments to be made. Finally, the policy to
the break up the territories of Russia and the dissemination of close encroachment
has been implemented through the new member expansion of NATO and the EU. In
the Yeltsin period, the United States and other Westerners achieved significant
success in these issues. Thus, Russia's economy has been largely controlled by the
West.62 The investments on the economic front have also affected the political
scene, and many of the RF constituents have begun to seek ways to part from
Moscow with their independence or greater autonomy demands. The issue of
Chechnya was the first phase of the very broad attacks of the Atlantic forces,
targeting all of the RF.63 For this reason, Chechnya should not separate from the RF
under any circumstances.
The South of Russia includes the countries in the southern part of all of the
RF that extend from Kaliningrad to Lenaland. According to Dugin, the following
are the countries in this region: 1. The northern part of the peninsula, the region
from Serbia to Bulgaria; 2. Moldova, South and East Ukraine; 3. Rostov province
and Krosnodor province, Novorossiysk port; 4. Kafkasy A; 5. Eastern and northern
coasts of Hazar Sea, territories of Kazakhstan and Turkmenistan; 6. Central Asia
covering Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan; 7. Mongolia. Dugin
claims that all these areas are provided with continental or Russian strategic control.
However, all of them should be viewed as bases of subsequent geopolitical spread
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towards the south, not as 'eternal' borders of Russia.64 The proposal in this respect
has also been taken into consideration by the management to a great extent, and the
traces of this can be seen in politics nowadays.65
2.3. RUSSIAN FOREIGN POLICY AND EURASIANISM
The Eurasianism movement is a beneficial concept in order for Turkey to
build up good relations and create good interaction with Russia in terms of Turkish
Foreign Policy (TFP). Russian Foreign Policy supports Dugin's idea of following
the improvements of Turkish Eurasianism and his belief that the Eurasianism
movement can bridge create positive effects between these states with
implementation of an accurate foreign policy.
2.3.1. Foreign Policy as Eurasia Super Power (1996-1999)
The school books introduce Eurasia as a combination of Asian and European
continents. After 1991 we realized that Russia and the Central Asian republics were
meant by the term Eurasia. Turkey, taking its nationalistic feelings into
consideration, has a natural sympathy for the term and sometimes uses it in the
sense of Turan. In fact, it is not the case at all.66
It first emerged in the 19th century and spread even further in the 20th century
as an alternative to Soviet communism and the alleged decay of the West. There are
two reflections of this doctrine, also known as Eurasianism. First, the camp, which
was dominated by the West, especially by the United States, considered itself as the
Atlantic group during the Cold War, and it still does. Therefore, the Soviets used the
concept of Eurasianism against these Atlanticists. The second one includes the
current status of the Soviet Union's collapse. Accordingly, gathering the dissolving
union under the Eurasianism umbrella of other non- Russian people is seen as the
obstruction of this dissolution.67
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Eurasianism regards uniting the former Soviet republics, particularly the
countries that signed the Warsaw Pact, and expanding Eurasia from Germany to
Japan under the same formula as the basis of the movement. Eurasians believe that
Russia is an original civilization because of its orthodoxy and geopolitical position.
Contrary to the Anglo-Saxon civilization, they have strong ties and are bound to
each other. For them, the state is the mainstay of social life. Unlike the Atlanticists,
the Eurasianists believe that Russian foreign policy should follow a redemptive
direction. Idealism that reflects the 'depths of the Russian spirit' lies behind Russian
foreign policy, instead of an opportunistic pragmatism. The Eurasianists regard the
cooperation with the West as the denial of the spiritual existence of Russia. It also
suggests that Russia's efforts to create an organic society are constantly being
hindered by external forces (Western) or internal collaborators (Westerners and
Atlanticists) of external forces. And Russia is faced with a constant threat, thus, the
inevitable 'stand-by' mentality comes to the fore, and this, in return, counteracts
Russian imperial nationalism.68
Knez Nikolai Sergeyevich Trubetskoy (1890-1938) and Peter Nikolayevich
Alexeiv (1879-1964) two brothers are the fathers of the Eurasianism idea, which
was generated in the 1920s. Knez Trubetskoy is called ‘Marx of Eurasia' and
Savitsky is called ‘Engels of Eurasianism'. Nikolai Trubetskoy became the center of
the Eurasian ideology. Later this ideology was further developed by many Russian
thinkers and political scientists such as Lev Karsavin (1882-1952), Ivan Ilin (18821954), historian Grigori Vernardski (1887-1973) and Lev N. Gumilov (1912-1992).
Eurasian people have been united around the idea that “Russia, located in the
Eurasian geography, is a special world with its own unique national views of the
world.”69 One of the most popular theorists of Eurasianism today is Alexander
Dugin. Dugin advises President Putin, who has declared since the first day of his
presidency that Russia is an imperial power and a Eurasian country. According to
Dugin, the idea of the new Eurasianism spiralled upwards with Putin's victory.70
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Opposers of Eurasianism say that Putin cannot solve the biggest problem of
Russia, the problem of not believing mankind, but the power to build up the
Eurasian society on the contrary. Great leaders are essential to maintain this power.
Let us recall that the Eurasian Union was granted twice in history, first by Genghis
Khan and later by Lenin and Stalin after the Soviet revolution.71 It should also be
mentioned that Dugin's approach is the most effective Eurasianism approach in
Russia today.
2.3.2. Putin's Foreign Policy (after 1999)
Vladimir Vladimirovich Putin's very interesting and unusual takeover of the
management from President Yeltsin was a silent revolution. Putin believes that the
RF should regain its old strength. Putin adopted the national security doctrine in
January 2000, the military doctrine in April 2000, and the new foreign policy
doctrine in July 2000, setting out the basic policy principles that the new
administration will follow. Subsequent federal reforms have provided the central
government's regained strength recently.72
Having a special position in Russian political history, the army lost its former
significance in the context of autocratic-democracy, liberalism-state interventionism
and collectivism-individualism debates which fell into the state and society after the
USSR. In the Yeltsin era, the army lost power in a serious sense as the economy
began to form a democratic society, a federalist front and a civil society that stood
against the state. In the institutional sense, the army had always been under the
influence of political power, as in the case of 1993 even when it played an important
role in the establishment of the central government in the face of the presidential
regime and parliamentarianism, the Chechen wars and federalism.73
The reduction of military salaries, the failure of the modernization of the
defense industry has brought together the loss of a certain prestige in the
professional sense. With the increase of Putin's power, a significant change has
been observed in the state organs' view of the army. The Chechen considers the
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army to be one of its main objectives for the reestablishment of the governing
power. With Putin, the army has once again become a tool to represent the Russian
identity and presence on the international scene.74
For the reforms Putin wants to realize, he needs a stable foreign policy
environment and support from the West. Putin is pursuing an active foreign policy
to regain the prestige he lost in the Yeltsin era and to bring the RF as an important
respected force again in the international system. In 2000 and 2001, the United
States focused on the EU in relation to the West, but since September 11, 2001, the
RF has become the closest ally to the United States. Supporting Bush's policy of
war on global terrorism, Putin frowns on the US military presence in Central Asia.
Putin has benefited from this conjuncture in the international system against
terrorism against Chechnya and the separatist terror in the North Caucasus.
However, due to its political and economic interests the RF was opposed to the US
in 2003 especially for occupying and ruling Iraq against international law without a
United Nations Security Council (UNSC) resolution and for support by France and
Germany. Russia was reborn with Putin. However, the fact that the person who
opened this path to Putin was President Yeltsin should not be forgotten. Mayor
Yeltsin was looking for someone who would probably do what he could not
because of the unique circumstances of the time. Towards the end of the period,
Yeltsin's constantly bringing some of them to the presidency was perhaps a
search.75
The expansion of NATO to the east during this period, the colorful
revolutions that followed in the Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS) region,
and the support given to Iran's nuclear work by the RF have led to the growing
tension between the US and the RF. The high oil prices caused by the US invasion
of Iraq and possible intervention in Iran and Syria, are helping the economic
development of the RF.76
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Putin's administration, overcoming the economic and political problems
inside when the eight-year term ends, has also made Russia one of the dominant
actors of international politics by revising foreign policy applied during the Yeltsin
period. However, there are possibilities of the emergence of a new wave of
democratization or return to regression in Russia and Chechnya and other republics
that demand more autonomy. Moreover, Russia's foreign trade is mainly
concentrated on the sectors such as the arms industry and energy sources. However,
the price of energy in international markets is falling, thus, Putin's success in the
economy will be over shadowed. On the other hand, the recent liberalization of
NATO and the EU has restricted Moscow's freedom of movement in Eastern
Europe. In addition, the Putin administration has failed to respond in a deterrent
way to the US National Missile Defense system. All of this constitutes the weak
side of Putin's policy.77
In brief, after the disintegration of the bipolar system, the Russian
Federation experienced Yeltsin and Putin periods. During their rule they both tried
to deal with the basic problems they faced in their foreign policy, and their
transition from Soviet communism to an open Russian Federation.
As a result, the Russian Federation is no longer a world power, but it is
trying to make the situation more effective in order to become active on the world
scene. Especially since Putin came to power, the Russian Federation has increased
its activities in many fields. Perhaps the most important of these is the Energy
Power. We can also say that thanks to the Energy Power, the US balances
regionally. This situation in the international arena should not mean that the Russian
Federation will always be a regional power. In a world of constant motion, positions
and forces are constantly turning and changing like a wheel.
2.4. TURKEY & EURASIA IN THE 20TH CENTURY
Dugin built his book based on the analyses made from different angles such
as Eurasianism and Turkic Republics in the 20th century, interests of the Eurasian
movement in relation to the Turkish republics, Russia, regional and non-regional
77
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powers. First, it is necessary to look at Dugin's book as a whole and determine the
scope of the concept of Turkish republics. The people who speak Turkish languages
and located in Soviet geography what is today called the RF, are mentioned widely
in the book. Unlike the official Russian thesis and even many Orientalist claims,
Dugin has expressed the interest of Turkish people and Turkey in every occasion
after the name of the region, the height, the political unit. He has proposed common
and complementary policies together with the RF inside and outside on Turkish
people's interest who live in and outside Turkey. He considers the people who are
more populous than the majority of the Turkish descent, that is, "Turks"78, as well as
the strategies to be implemented in the Balkans as well as in the Caucasus,
Bosnians, Albanians, Circassians and Chechens. With this in action, we are
referring to Turkic republics Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan, Turkmenistan
and Tajikistan. Dugin treats the Xinjiang region of Uighur Turks in East
Turkestan as part of the same policies. However, the target to be noted here is
China, which is far from Turkey.
Azerbaijan, considering its kinship to Turkey, in the South Caucasus, takes
precedence in the politics of the Turkic republics.79 Special attention is paid to
Tatarstan and Bashkortia which are in the RF. Apart from this, we also need to
remember the autonomous regions and republics such as Chuvashia, Buryatia,
Yakutia and the Crimea in the borders of Ukraine. Unless it is of Turkish descent,
Ukraine must be dismantled in geopolitical terms from the important countries of
the Russian south, which is the instrument of the Atlanticist policy. But in this way
it will be able to take part in the Great Empire. Crimea, a former Turkish dynasty, is
a special geopolitical formation traditionally distinguished by ethnic mosaics. The
Malorussia, Velikorís and Crimean Tatars carried out a complex construction here.
These three geopolitical forces are very hostile to each other. Malorus are extremely
nationalist, while the Velikorus are pro-Moscow and also aggressive in the rest of
Ukraine. The Crimean Tatars generally tend to be more inclined towards Turkey.
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The involvement of Crimean Tatar geopolitical trends generally does not
matter much. Because in all matters, Turkey is considered as a downright
geopolitical competitor of Russia. Nevertheless, it does not add to the existence of
Tatars in Crimea. The direct union of Crimea to Russia would lead to a very
negative reaction of the Malorus population and the integration of the peninsula into
the Russian system through the Ukrainian territories, which is often not realistic,
will bring problems. It is not possible to leave Crimea entirely to Ukraine. Because
this will be a direct threat to the geopolitical security of Russia and will cause ethnic
tension in the Crimea. When all these considerations are taken into consideration,
one can conclude that the Crimea should be given a special status and maximum
strategic autonomy.80
The proposals on Ukraine-Crimea are parallel to the projects related to many
Turkish regions. Even if Ukrainian or other Turkestan republics are independent,
the findings and suggestions about Tatarstan in the RF are also extremely cautious.
As far as Tatarstan is concerned, it is a country with a long history of separatist
tendencies in terms of the RF. According to Dugin, however, Tatarstan, located in
the middle of Russian territory, does not pose a particular danger. But in all
likelihood, separatism leads them to search for seas or foreign lands. In that case,
contrary to other regions, any vertical integration process may be 81 extremely
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dangerous sooner or later. Tatarstan, therefore, should minimize cooperation and
relations with Bashkortia, Chuvashistan or Kazakhstan. Tatarstan, a country of
volcanoes, has as monolithic ethnonational form as is able to maintain political
independence and a certain competition tradition with Russia. Because of the multidevelopment of the national consciousness of the Tatars, this is the weakest region
in terms of protecting the integrity of Russia. Nonetheless, the most important factor
that negatively affects the problem of Tatar separatism is the geographical location
of Tatarstan in the middle of its continental shelf, depriving it of neighbors with sea
borders or non-Russian states. As long as this geopolitical situation is preserved, it
will not pose a particular threat to Russia. However, the historical experience of the
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Tatars in any case requires special attention to the area in question. Otherwise, it is
the weakest region of Russia's internal geopolitics. The possible strategic alliance of
Tatarstan with Kazakhstan in the South and the access to the Icelandic Ocean
through Komi could destroy the whole continental structure of Eurasia. Moscow
should carry out such a policy on Kazan, so that the geopolitical system of
Tatarstan is, if possible, associated with only Russian territories that are not
territorially contiguous. In this case, on the contrary, as mentioned above,
integration processes with the Udmurtia, Mordovia and Mariel regions should be
prevented besides the Bashkortostan. Apart from these, as Tatars are a people of
both racial and cultural-ethnic elements, it may be beneficial to emphasize the
territorial division of Tatarstan according to cultural-ethnic identifiers. In addition,
it is useful to encourage the migration of this republic by the Russians.83
Being Turks and Muslims, the Tatars are a geopolitical part of the TurkishIslamic world. In this regard, Moscow is faced with a problem consisting of all the
geopolitical forces of the South. It is not possible to distinguish Tatarstan from this
reality by either assimilation or active geographical isolation. Because of this, the
Tatar issue constitutes a separate matter of a wider issue such as Russia-Islam. A
common denominator in the resolution of all such situations is the 'geographical axis
of history' and the geopolitical balance of interests between members of the Islamic
world. The common denominator in all of this, without exception, is anti-Atlanticism,
which allows for a long-lived global alliance. In the case of Tatarstan, the continental
character of the Tatar nation should be emphasized in particular. While the
geopolitics of Eurasia and Russia overlap in today's conditions, a conscious and
voluntary alliance is a much deeper necessity of ethnic-religious discrimination.
In the broader sense, it is based on a combination of the Eurasian State that
is, Russian, Slavic and Turkish elements. From these components, the Velikorus
people, who became the axis of a continental state identified with Heartland, were
born. For this reason, the two mentioned societies, the Slavs and the Turks, in which
the Uighurs and the Mongols are also included, will remain as the pillars of
Eurasian geopolitics in the future. Since their stability, political and ethnic
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coexistence, the advanced planning of ethno cultural differences is particularly
against the logic of the historical fates of both Russians and Turks, especially with
the political implications of these differences. While attending the common destiny
of Eurasianism, which forms the basis of Dugin's determinant analysis, he
constantly brings up the hostility and conflicts of the past. According to Dugin, the
issue of geopolitical co-operation against the Atlantic must be the basis of MoscowKazakh relations. For this, it should not be excluded as a special geopolitical lobby.
Similar considerations apply to the Bashkortostan in the south of Tatarstan.
The Turkish ethnicity of Islamic belief lives there. Their distinctive feature is that
they do not have a clear separatist tradition and a developed national consciousness
even though they are in the most active and 'premodern' Tatars in all Volgaboyu.
Because of this reason, Tatar- Bashkir associations cannot help in any way the
geopolitical stability in this part of Russia's 'Inner East.' Moscow should do
everything in its power to integrate Bashkortostan into Russian-dominated South-Ural
territories and deter them from inclining to Kazan. In this context, it is useful to
emphasize the fact that the original Bashkir culture is unique and differs from other
forms of Turkish-Islam cultures. The consolidation of Tatarstan and the geopolitical
relations of Bashkortostan are extremely dangerous for Russia. This is because the
southern administrative border of Bashkortostan is close to northern Kazakhstan,
which could theoretically be transformed into the base of Turkish-Islamic separatism.
The most important danger in this case is the possibility that the Heartland is
torn from the middle of the terrestrial space by the Turks, their supporters and the
Atlantic. In this framework, the tendency of Tatarstan to the south, attempts to
integrate with Bashkortostan, and even the proximity of Bashkortostan to Orenburg
province, are extreme negative trends that must be prevented at all costs in
Moscow's continental politics.84
Latvian relations of Bashkortostan should be strengthened by the Kuybishev
and Chelyabinsk provinces. As mentioned above, the longitudinal contacts with
Kazan and Orenburg should be weakened.85 Dugin's policies regarding Turkish
republics are primarily concerned with the Russian-centered continental dimension.
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Dugin, who does not favor the old Soviet political map and regards these republics
as being unnecessary for Moscow again, paradoxically points out at every
opportunity the necessity of a control mechanism and dependency relation that go
beyond the Soviet period.
It is necessary to protect the ethnic interests of the Russians in the best way
in the restructuring project of Central Asia. The states that will be gathered under
the same political framework are called the Central Asian Empire. This empire,
however, will be built on the basis of national homogeneity. This presupposes the
direct entry of Moscow into the judicial field, not on the basis of the imaginary
'post-imperial heritage', but on the peaceful path of all territories in the Russians
region, especially in Kazakhstan, where they are collectively resident. Where the
ethnic content is problematic, they will obtain special rights within the framework
of the Russian-Iranian projects to be discussed below or within the borders of the
Empire. Thus, the strategies that the Russians have foreseen for the minor ethnic
nationalist movements, will be attained through the Eurasian geopolitical project for
the purposes they can never achieve.86
It can be argued that this strategy has clearly been implemented in GeorgiaSouth Ossetia-Abkhazia relations. In this context, the Customs Union that emerged
within the Commonwealth of Independent States has an important function: If
Russia succeeds in gathering the fourth (after NAFTA, EU, ASEAN) geoeconomics area by developing a five- point agreement line between the RF, Belarus,
Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan and Tajikistan regarding the Customs Union, the image of
the whole world will change. The preservation of Russia's nuclear potential will
leave Europe and the Pacific geo-economics areas in the face of a new election.87
The destruction of Kazakhstan's nuclear presence and the fact that the RF remains
the only nuclear power will reinforce the role of leadership and determinism. With
the further integration in the future, the Customs Union, in which Moscow places
great importance on the political (or, to Dugin geopolitical) dependency, is regarded
as the Liberation Road. It should be noted that the Customs Union is the
organizational ground for Moscow, which is the only international law-based one
86
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that Moscow can collect in these countries, even though it is an extremely
inadequate and unsuccessful organization in economic terms. According to Dugin,
the project of the autocracy of large areas in terms of today's RF can be realized in
the most general way with the following main steps: Establishment, strengthening
and enlargement of the Eurasia Customs Union establishment of the fourth geoeconomics area. In addition to Belarus, Kazakhstan, Tajikistan, Uzbekistan and
Kyrgyzstan, some remote peripheral countries - Serbia, Greece, Iran, India, Iraq,
Syria, Libya etc.) are aimed at deepening this integration and establishing another
international currency that is different from the US dollar, such as the Euro, and
later its own ‘Eurasian Rubles' or even ‘Eurasian dollars'.87
While bringing the Turkish republics to the status of practicing Moscow
politics by political means instead of linking them back to the RF by means of
military power, the weak points of Russia, especially the economic ones in the 1990s,
are taken into account. Therefore, they will possibly reach their goal by rejecting the
ineffectual and rather small alternative RF of the Russians and abandoning the
expansion of the neighboring republics by battles, annexations, and offering the
continental block to the people of Eurasia on equal terms for the establishment of the
‘Eurasian Russian Empire'. Like the Turkic republics, Russia will get the unity of the
people and the Great Empire by rejecting the ethnic state. In today's conditions alone,
this path will save the Russian people from political impotence and ethnic
degradation, while at the same time it will give rise to its huge repercussions in every
way. Azerbaijan, Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan, Turkmenistan and Tajikistan should be
considered within the framework of the strategies dealt with here.
Nevertheless, the strategies for these countries are closely related to the US,
Turkey, Iran and Chinese politics. Dugin's strategies for the prevention of relations
among the Turkish republics have been implemented to a considerable extent. The
suppression of the Chechen independence movement, exemplified by the departure
of Tatarstan from Moscow in the RF, is also of great interest to these strategies. The
conjuncture of the 2000s has become more favorable for these strategies. The
attacks on September 11, 2001 gave Putin an important opportunity to implement
87

Ibid. İmanov, p. 357.

41

Eurasianism goals, which have not been yet completed in 2 years of his presidency.
In this period, terrorism has become a conjunctural tool closing all kinds of acts
against international law.88 The traces of this can be seen in the implementation of
Eurasian strategies.
2.4.1. Turkey and the Soviet Union
There is also a theory based on the Turkish-Slavic Union, which basically
predicts the return of the rights of the Golden Horde and the Turkish Muslim
minorities within the history of Russia.
Parallel to this, as the orientalist Alexander Kadirbayev emphasizes, the
main fate of a strong Eurasianism is possible only if the Turkish and Slavic people
act together. Eurasianism is based on the union of the Turkish and Slavic people.
According to Kadirbayev, Russia, a timely empire, was able to grow only in a blend
of Turkish and Slavic cultures. The most important determinant for the Eurasian
culture is the Turan (Turkish) line. Once again, Turkey and Russia are the
representatives of the Turkish-Muslim and Russian elements that brought Eurasia to
its fringe, which is the third continent located between the West (Europe) and the
East (Asia). Both countries that established empires in this geography have had a
say in history through the organic unity of the cultures born in this area.89
2.4.2. The Period of 1923-1936
When the Bolshevik Revolution started in Russia, Russians and Turks were
fighting with each other in the First World War. After the collapse of the tsar, there
was a visible change in relations between the two countries. With the Brest-Litovsk
Agreement signed on March 3, 1918,90 the war between the two countries ended.
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For this period until Stalin's success; we can say that the new regime was to be
established in Russia.
Within this period of time, Turkey first dealt with the states occupying the
post-World War I lands, and then the Republic was set up. At the same time in
Russia, the Romanov dynasty was removed from power, the Soviet Socialist
Republics Union was established, a period of intense civil war followed by conflicts
in various dimensions in some countries. Having spent a period full of difficulties,
both countries soon contacted each other and began to exchange reciprocal support.
In addition, the Turkish-Soviet friendship treaty was signed in Moscow on March
16, 1921, which was the basis for Turkey-USSR relations. With this treaty, both
countries established the skeleton that would be the mainstay of mutual relations for
many years. With this agreement, Soviet Russia rejected the Sevres Treaty, the new
Turkish State defined the National Pact and at the same time the Turkish-Soviet
border was precisely defined. In the course of history, on January 24, 1924, Lenin
died91 and the Stalin period started. The most important priority of Soviet foreign
policy in his years of success was to establish political relations with the western
countries and prevent alliances against Russia. It was especially feared that there
was a French-German rapprochement and Germany's eastward expansion. In the
same period, Turkey had been attaining peace in Lausanne and dealing with issues
like Mosul, Hatay and population exchange. These reasons led the two countries to
approach each other and increase their relations during the aforementioned period.
Finally, the Friendship and Neutrality Agreement was signed between the two
countries on 17 December 1925 in Paris. The most important part of this agreement
is; if any of the parties are attacked, the other will be neutral. This agreement is also
the first sign of non-aggression and neutrality signed by both countries. Later on
September 9, 1926, both countries were confirmed on the land of Hodor by a
protocol.92 The date of 11 March 1927 is the date of signing the Agreement on
Trade and the Seyrasefain Agreement between the two states in Ankara. With this
agreement, some trade arrangements were made between the two countries, and
trade representations were partially diplomatic. The world balances and the current
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policies have always been the determinants in inter-country relations. Therefore,
while evaluating Turkish-Soviet relations, it may be wise not to move away from
this perspective.93
On August 27, 1928, when the Kellogg-Briand Pact, which ended the war of
aggression, was signed Turkey and the Soviet Union joined this pact. Then, on
April 1, 1929, Turkey participated in the Litvinof protocol (protocol date 9 February
1929), which was signed in order for the pact to be implemented faster in the
Eastern European countries under the leadership of the Soviet Union.94 On
December 17, 1929 the Friendship and Neutrality Agreement, which was signed in
1925, was extended for 2 years with a protocol in Ankara.
On March 7, 1931, an additional protocol was signed and put into force.95
Later, it was extended for 5 years with the addition of a new protocol on October
30, 1931 and for another 10 years on November 7, 1935. One of the most important
developments of the 1930s was the Moscow visit by Prime Minister İsmet İnönü. As
a result of this visit, a consensus was reached that the USSR would open an 8
million dollar loan to Turkey, and a protocol was signed in Ankara on January 21,
1934.96 In 1933, a quadruple pact agreement between England, Germany, France
and Italy bothered many European countries (especially the Balkan countries), who
signed two agreements in London on July 3, 1933. Turkey and the Soviet Union
also signed these agreements. In the same year, a delegation headed by Marshal
Voroshilov from the USSR visited Turkey in return for Ismet Inonu's visit to
Moscow and the 10th foundation anniversary of the Republic. The Turkish-Soviet
relations before the Balkan Pact, which was signed on 9 February 1934, had a small
degree of coldness. The Soviet Union did not want a pact to be passed on because of
its foreign policy (primarily because of its border disputes with Romania). In the
increasingly diligent European political scene, the Balkan States were highly in
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need of prestige. Eventually, the Pact was signed, and the Soviet Union was given a
letter of appeal by the Soviet Union to ease the concerns of the Soviets. Afterwards,
the first indication of the World War II began to emerge gradually in Europe.
Especially in Germany, when Hitler came to power and began to contradict the
provisions of the Treaty of Versailles, Italy's attitude towards Abyssinia and
interstate relations revealed that a new world war was at the gate of Europe. In this
period, Turkey maintained a harmonious relationship with the USSR but in some
respects it did not support the Soviet Union as expected. The world balances that
were in change revealed the necessity for Turkey to take new steps in the postLausanne Straits. To this end, a conference was held in Montreux to determine the
future of Turkey's initiatives and straits. While the Turkish and Soviet expectations
were in parallel before the conference, the new Soviet expectations that appeared
during the conference caused some bitterness to the relations between the two
countries. Eventually, the conference ended on July 20, 1936, with almost all of the
demands of the USSR being accepted.97
2.4.3. The Period of 1936-1939
After Montreux, and then the proposals of the Soviet Union98 to Turkey, the
authorities of the two countries came together and made various negotiations to
establish a kind of pact, but it was not possible to negotiate for various reasons.
Turkey and the USSR attended The Nyon Conference which was held on
September 14, 1937 for the security of the Mediterranean and signed an
agreement.99 We can call the year 1938 a stagnant year in Turkish-Soviet relations.
During the 1930s, which will generally be assessed before the beginning of World
War II, Turkey followed the developing politics in Europe very well and maintained
well-balanced relations with revisionist and antirevisionist groups, and as a result,
Turkish-Soviet relations gained speed in the 1920s and 1930s. On September 1,
1939, Germany attacked Poland and World War II officially began.
Before the war, there had been a number of negotiations between Turkey
and the Soviet Union that began in April 1939 and a mutual alliance agreement was
Ibid. Benhür, p. 2, 3.
Ibid. p.4, 18.
99
Ibid. p. 5.
97
98

45

considered. During the talks, both governments followed the emerging European
political situation. While Turkey, England and France were getting closer, the
Soviet Union was more like Germany. On August 24, it was announced to the world
that the Russian-German Attack Pact was signed, and then on September 1, World
War II started. Turkey, still trying to negotiate with the USSR at this time, received
a reply from the USSR Foreign Minister Molotov stating that the Turkish
Ambassador should consider the relations in a different way in terms of the
conditions at the time. Foreign Minister Saraçoglu went to Moscow on September
25. But the negotiations with Soviets did not result as expected. Negotiations were
carried out under the influence of the agreement that they signed with Germany and
they demanded terms that Turkey could not accept.100
Poland's apportion between Germany and the USSR, Germany's entry into
France in June 1940, and the Finnish War were spreading World War II all over
Europe with great speed. Although there seemed to be no problem with Germany, the
Soviet Union expected Germany to attack them. During this period, the USSR
followed a relatively cool policy against Turkey, and constantly worried that Turkey
would become closer to other states and somehow become part of the world war. Due
to the Soviets cold stance against Turkey, there was an expectation of a Soviet attack
on Turkey. Soviet officials on March 9, 1941 announced that If Turkey were to be
subjected to an assault by any foreign state and forced to defend its territory, the
Soviet Union would also defend itself against Turkey. The statement was nothing but
the sign of Soviet Union's fear. If, on the other hand, Turkey was unable to comply
with the Soviet Government's position and obliged to defend the integrity of the
integrity and property of any foreign state, it would be possible for Turkey to rely on
the full understanding and excellence of the Soviet Union”.101 Unfortunately, the
weakness of the statement, the content of a few other explanations afterwards, and the
limited scope of its application, were not enough to remove Turkey's worries about
the Soviet Union at the time. As the war developed, countries were also adopting new
strategies. The Soviet Union,102 which was established especially in this period,
approached the German-Italian-Japanese pact, and these countries occasionally made
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plans about Turkey and the future. The USSR, which went as far as Poland, Finland
and Baltic countries, hardened its stance towards Turkey day by day and gradually
begun to reorganize the Montreux Treaty.
2.4.4. The Period 1939-1945
Germany declared war on the USSR on 25 June 1941.103 The war did not
begin the way the United States and the USSR expected. In order to appease the
Turkish government, which was concerned about the fact that this agreement was a
secret and concerned its territory, the two states gave a confidence note to Turkey:
The Government of the Soviet Union of Socialist Republics assured the Turkish
government that there was no aggressive intention or request for the Straits through
its loyalty to the Montreux Convention. The Government of USSR and the
Government of the United Kingdom were ready to rigorously observe the territorial
integrity of the Republic of Turkey. Later, especially in the United Kingdom, the
Soviet Union and other allies, Turkey pursued various politics in order to enter the
war on their side, but Turkey always preferred to stay away from the hot battle
during the war. By 1944, Germany and its allies, in order to be able to have a say in
the world platform that would emerge after the war and to protect its national
interests, started to work on new strategies. Turkey cut diplomatic and economic
relations with Germany on 2 August 1944.104 Turkey would cut its relations with
Japan on January 3, 1945, in the same way. As the war was approaching, the postwar talks accelerated and the UK, USSR and US representatives gathered in Yalta
on 5 - 11 February 1945, which was called the Yalta Conference. They made
decisions about the regions to be formed after the war and the states to be invited to
the San Francisco Conference.105
Furthermore, Turkey did not want to stay away from post-war formations in
line with the decisions taken at the Yalta Conference and declared war on Japan and
Germany on 23 February 1945. Having been granted the right to be invited to the
San Francisco Conference on the grounds of the war declaration, Turkey was quite
surprised by a note given by Soviet Foreign Minister Molotov on 19 March 1945 to
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Turkey's Moscow Ambassador Selim Sarper. The note said that the Turkish-Soviet
Treaty of Friendship and Neutrality, which had been in force since 17 December
1925, lost its function and needed to be improved in the face of the changing
world.106 After this declaration, the Turkish government undertook a number of
studies and developed contacts between the two countries. Turkey requested a new
agreement that would take the place of the 1925 agreement and cover the conditions
of the day. Ambassador Sarper and Molotov met on 7 June 1945 in Moscow. Sarper
went to the meeting hoping for a new agreement, but instead faced unacceptable
proposals for Turkey, such as a new border regime, the grant of Kars and Ardahan
to the Soviet Union, the reorganization of the Montreux Treaty, and the
establishment of Soviet bases in the Bosphorus.
These demands, which were welcomed with great astonishment and reaction
in Turkey, were of course unacceptable for the Turkish Government and immediately
reported to the Government of the USSR. The Molotov-Sarper duo, who met for the
second time on June 18, discussed the same issues again, and the Soviets ended the
meeting without an agreement when they insisted on their demands.107 If we look at
the Turkish policy of the Soviet Union during the Second World War, it is
understood that the USSR wanted Turkey to remain neutral until it was included in
the war in 1941. The USSR preferred Turkey to enter into the war when the war
spread to Soviet territory and fight an actual war against Germany and its allies. This
continued until the Soviets began to overthrow the German armies, and when the
light of victory appeared on the horizon, the USSR adopted a policy of re-neutrality
of Turkey. The theme of the Potsdam Conference held on July 17, 1945 was again
related to post-war world order.108 Throughout the conference, Turk-Soviet relations
were discussed at various sessions, and Stalin personally presented the proposals
Molotov made to Sarper to the world public opinion, more precisely in the words of
war-torn states. At the end of the conference, the three governments (the United
States of America and the USSR) agreed that the contract signed at Montreux on the
Straits would have to be changed because it did not comply with the terms of the day.
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As a next step, it was deemed appropriate to have a direct discussion of this issue
between each of the three Governments and Turkey.109
Following the Potsdam Conference, which ended on 2 August 1945, the
British and US governments carried out some studies on the solution of the
problems through dialogue and submitted various drafts to both Turkish and Soviet
governments. However, Turkey did not make any concessions and rejected the
unacceptable demands of Soviet government. On August 8, 1946, the Soviet Union
gave a note to the Turkish foreign affairs about the Straits as follows:110
1. Straits should always be open to trade vessels of all countries.
2. The Straits must always be open to war ships of the Black Sea states.
3. The transit of war vessels of States that are not in the Black Sea to the
Straits shall be prohibited except in special cases.
4. The determination of the Straits regime should be in the capacity of
Turkey and other Black Sea States.
5. Turkey and Russia should jointly implement the implementation treaty of
this regime and defend the Straits.
Of course, it was not possible for Turkey to accept these requests in this
note, which was sent to the United States and England in a copy. After this date,
relations between the two countries were considerably strained and towards the end
of 1946 they started to build military bases in the USSR Bulgaria and the Caucasus,
and the ‘'Pasinler'' in Turkey because of the note, the importance America started to
give to Turkey's geopolitical position also increased.111 In the Soviet note of
September 24, 1946, the previous views and demands were repeated, but of course
they were dismissed by Turkey.
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2.4.5. The Period of 1945 - 1953
On October 25, 1946, the UK announced that they were making a new plan to
defend themselves in the Middle East.112 The inclusion of Turkey in this plan was
received with great reaction and dissatisfaction from the USSR. Strong political
relations showed themselves on other platforms and some socialist newspapers and
magazines were closed in Turkey on December 11, 1946113 Meanwhile, on March 3,
1947, the Truman Doctrine was declared, and Turkey entered into the scope of this
doctrine. Turkey also took its place in the 1948 Marshall Plan.
As Turkey entered the IMF on March 11, 1947, Turkey began to develop its
relations with the West rapidly. There is no doubt that the Soviet threat had a big role
in these developments. On August 8, 1949, Turkey was admitted to the Council of
Europe. After declaring that the USSR had the Atomic Bomb on September 23, 1949,
the western world notably the USA, paid more attention to Turkey and its geopolitical
importance started to get attention114 On July 25, 1950, the Korean War began. The
Turkish government's decision to send troops to Korea on July 25th was regarded with
disfavor by the Soviet Union and was met with widespread reaction in the Soviet press.
As a retaliation, Bulgaria explained on August 11, that 250 thousand Turks could be
thrown out115 On 17 October 1951 Turkey became a member of NATO.116
The USSR, which did not like the entry of Turkey into NATO at all, gave a
note to Turkish Foreign Affairs via Ambassador Lavrichev on 3 November and
stated that Turkey had allocated the land to the aggressive agents of NATO by
becoming a member of NATO. The USSR sent another diplomatic note on
November 30, 1951 and continued its offensive threats.117 As a significant
development of the year 1952, we can show the struggle of Turkey against the Soviet
press after the approval of Turkey's entry into NATO in February 1952 by the
Turkish Grand National Assembly. On March 5, 1953, during these events, Stalin
112
113
114
115
116
117

Feroz Ahmad – Bedia Turgay Ahmad, Türkiye’de Çok Partili Politikanın Açıklamalı Kronolojisi,
Bilgi Yayınevi, Ankara (1976), p.26.
Ibid. p. 28.
Ibid. p. 56.
Ibid. p. 74.
Yusuf Sarınay, Türkiye’nin NATO’ya Girişi, Türkler, Chapter.XVI, Ankara, (2002), p.923.
Ibid. Gürün, p. 309.

50

died. To summarize briefly; The Turkish-Soviet relations started in 1917 amicably
and by 1952 they were fighting against other opposing forces.
These relations, which were constantly advancing throughout the 1920s,
continued in the same way until 1935, when the Soviet Union was to overcome its
internal problems and start a policy of becoming a global power. After 1935, the
Soviet Union adopted a policy of expanding its own domain and spreading its
ideology in the world. In the years when the USSR determined the full scope of
activity, World War II began. Once it was obvious that the war would be in favor of
the USSR, deterioration began in Turkish-Soviet relations. The reason for this is that
the USSR no longer thought it needed the help of Turkey and did not want to exclude
Turkey from the world order to be established after the war. Above all, the USSR
demanded Kars and Ardahan from Turkey, and the establishment of a base in the
Straits. These requests were rejected by Turkey, and so, there was serious tension in
Turkish-Soviet relations. The tense and sometimes threatening policy of the Soviet
Union worried Turkey, and after World War II, Turkey followed a policy of rapid
development of relations by giving a new direction to its relations with the West. The
tension due to the political developments between the two countries was also felt in
social and economic life; newspaper articles criticizing each other began to appear,
and trade volume declined, too. The economic, cultural, commercial and social
relations of the Stalin era were so interesting and colorful that it is worthy of being
another workshop subject.
2.4.6. The Period of 1953 - 1968
The tension and conflict between Turkey and the Soviet Union continued
until Stalin's death on 5 March 1953. Following his death, the Soviet Union started
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initiatives to improve relations with Turkey with the change in its policy. The Soviet
Union abandoned its policy of enlargement and influence by means of hardship and
adopted the approach of "living in peace", accepting the principle of economic
competition and the development of each nation according to its own characteristics.
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As a positive development of this policy change, the Government of the Soviet
Union declared on 30 May, 1953 that Turkey abandoned territorial claims in its
statement, changing the Montreux Convention and changing its views on the
common defense of the Straits. Nevertheless, the fact that Soviet Russia's safety in
terms of the Bosphorus could be ensured for the two countries under acceptable
conditions, gave the message that the issue of the Bosphorus would still be kept on
the agenda. In 1955 Russia once again repeated that they wanted to establish and
develop good neighborly relations with Turkey, after declaring that they had given
up their previous demands. However, Turkey responded to these initiatives by saying
that there was no convincing evidence that the Soviet Union's policy had actually
changed, and even suspected, that as a result of Turkey's NATO membership, politics
and attitude became more and clearer. In this context, Turkey regarded security as an
integral part of NATO common security and started to pursue a block policy against
the Soviet Union.
NATO, the Council of Europe and the OECD, and which developed strong
bilateral ties with Western countries in the political military and economic spheres,
were not able to press on new conditions. As a result of this new attitude of the Soviet
Union, that given up its demands, the tension that gradually escalated in the TurkishSoviet relations since 1939 left the place to a period of stagnation where softness
prevailed. During this period, Ankara cautiously welcomed the initiatives Moscow
made to normalize relations with Turkey and to promote economic co-operation, but
always felt insecure against Moscow. It should be noted, however, that Moscow's
policy towards Ankara in this new era was a "cold and hot shower" policy rather than a
peaceful approach in its entirety. As a matter of fact, there were occasional crises in
relations between the two countries, especially since the politics of the Middle East
contradicts the base. As an example, the Iraqi revolution, which took place on July 14,
1958, suddenly confused the Middle East. The US and Britain's military landing in
Lebanon and Jordan made Moscow extremely uncomfortable. Moscow, assumed the
role of a new regime in Iraq, and was trying to defuse Turkey, which NATO regards as
an outpost in the region. In this mixed environment, Moscow, who assumed the role of
being protector of the new regime in Iraq and regarded Turkey as the patrol station of
NATO, was storing up near the Turkish border in order to neutralize Turkey. At the
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same time Moscow sent Turkey a diplomatic note saying that the Turkish government
would get the blame if in case of a battle broke up in the region119
In addition to this development in the Middle East, in late 1958 and early
1959, the deployment of some missile systems in Turkey was also the subject to the
Soviet Union's reaction. Moscow claimed that this initiative would not fit into
friendship, and that the refugees would threaten the southern borders of the Soviet
Union. Turkey refused these assertions by stating that every state was free to take
measures related to its own security.
In the mid-1959 Soviet Russia gave a memorandum to the other NATO
countries as well as a proposal to Turkey to "purify the Balkans from atomic
weapons and missile systems" and displayed a peaceful attitude again. Meanwhile,
taking into account the economic crisis that Turkey had been experiencing since
1958, Moscow sought to approach Ankara in order to improve economic cooperation between the two countries. For this purpose, some high-level visits were
planned, and U-2 spy-plane events broke out in early May 1960. The note given by
Moscow on 13 May, 1960 on this issue states that Turkey used the land for the
activities against the Soviet Union and that the USA was the accomplice in this
respect and that its heavy responsibility would also belong to Turkey.120
Moscow saw the Revolution of May 27, 1960 as a new opportunity to reestablish relations with Ankara and expressed in the messages that the Soviet Union
was in a position to develop its relations with Turkey to the level of the AtatürkLenin era and reiterated its economic assistance proposals. In this respect, the new
regime in Ankara was able to follow a more independent foreign policy than its
predecessor, and Turkey was hopeful that it could relax its ties with NATO countries
to some extent. The Soviet Union continued this soft style towards Ankara in 1961
and 1962, and showed in various messages that they were willing to develop
relations and cooperation between the two countries based on principles of territorial
integrity, sovereignty and respect for independence. Despite the 1962 Cuban Crisis,
the Soviet Union continued its policy of becoming closer to Ankara, and some minor
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technical agreements were also made. For the first time after the Second World War,
the Foreign Ministers of the two countries visited each other in 1964 and 1965. On
16 August, 1965, the Prime Minister of the Republic of Turkey visited Moscow.
Thus, these high-level visits at the political level were of great importance in terms
of contributing to the development of relations between Turkey and the Soviet
Union. As a result of the political visits to Moscow and the visits made by the
technical delegations at the top level, an agreement was reached on the preparation of
seven preliminary projects for the construction of seven large industrial plants by
Soviet credit in Turkey, thus laying the foundations for a future cooperation between
Turkey and the Soviet Union.121
Turkey's economic problems at that time and the Cypriot issue arising from
the terrorist attacks and slaughter activities of the Greek Cypriots against the Turks in
a planned way with Greece in December 21, 1963 were key factors in the
development of relations between Turkey and the Soviet Union. The "cold shower"
created by the US President Johnson against the attempt to intervene in Cyprus based
on the rights of Turkey stemming from the Treaty of Guarantee and the heavy letter
implying the honorable reputation of Turkey sent to Prime Minister İnönü in 1964 led
Turkey to new quests in foreign policy Within the framework of these quests. Ankara
had long felt the need to make a new assessment of its relations with the Soviet Union
in the disappointment created by the Johnson letter, with long-term suspicion and
distrust of Moscow's opening to Turkey after Stalin's death. In the meantime, for the
same reason, Ankara started to adopt a multifaceted approach in its general foreign
policy and opened up to the third world, especially the Islamic world, which had
historical and religious ties with Turkey. In this way, Ankara saw that due to the
Cyprus problem, its national interests may not always coincide with the interests of
its allies, and that allies could have different problems and priorities in foreign
policy.122
Moscow regarding Turkey's visit as a historic opportunity in return visited
Turkey back. Meanwhile, the Soviet Union began to follow a more balanced line that
would comfort Ankara to some extent. With the support of Makarios, the Soviet
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Union expressed the need to find the existence of "two separate communities" in
Cyprus, as opposed to the Greek-Greek thesis of a "Cypriot people" of different
ethnic groups in Cyprus. Besides these initiatives in the political arena, the Soviet
Union emerged with great promise in the economic field. The Soviet Union aimed to
encourage Turkey to pursue a policy independent of the West, as far as possible.123
Since the early 1960s, perceptions of threats have gradually decreased in
relations between Turkey and the Soviet Union, and many political, technical and
military visits have taken place at a high level during the period of recovery in
relations. As a result of these visits, two important documents regulating the relations
between the two countries were signed. One of these documents is the "Declaration
of Principles" signed by Podgorny during his visit in 1972. The Declaration contains
the principles on which the relations between the two countries are based. The
principle of complying with obligations arising from international treaties, which are
remarkable in terms of territorial integrity, respect for sovereignty and independence,
in terms of the Cyprus issue, is of great importance for Turkey. In the meantime, it is
noteworthy that, while referring to the principle of non-threatening use of force, the
parties are also committed to not using the territory for offensive and destructive
activities against the other side.124
2.4.7. The Period of 1968 - 1980
The second important document is the "Political Document for Good
Neighborhood and Friendly Cooperation" signed during the visit of Prime Minister
Ecevit to Moscow in June 1978. The document, which includes the principles of
economic co-operation, is, in effect, regarded as the expansion of the First
Document.125
Turkey and the Soviet Union did not allow their common interests to act in
the consciousness and prevent some political and military events that occurred in the
meantime from obstructing or interrupting the development of relations between the
two countries. As a result of this attitude, the cooperation between the two countries
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further developed by spreading to various fields independently of the occurring
events. These developments include Iskenderun Iron and Steel Facilities, İzmir
Aliağa Refinery, Seydisehir Aliminium Facilities, Paşabahçe Glass Industry,
financed by the Soviet Union's credit with the agreement signed on 25 March 1967.
The notable aspect of this loan agreement signed with the Soviet Union is that the
loan was granted with a low-interest in the long-term and it was foreseen that a
significant proportion of the repayment would be made with exports from Turkey,
including traditional agricultural products.126
Another important development in terms of the economic cooperation
between Turkey and the Soviet Union was the Natural Gas Agreement signed on 19
September 1984.An important aspect of this agreement is that natural gas prices were
foreseen to be paid by the Soviet Union from Turkey through the export of goods and
services. In this regard, it was possible to expand our commercial relations with
Russia. In the framework of amendments of the same agreement, the loans, which
Russia borrowed from Turkey by Eximbank in 1989-1991 for commercial reasons,
were decided to be paid off by the natural gas incomes.127
2.4.8. The Period of 1980 - 1991
The Soviet Union also positively approached the "continental scenery and
fissure" issues, to which Turkey had not been warming in the context of developing
proposals and approaches for a long period of time. The "Restriction of the
Continental Landscape in the Black Sea", which limited the continental landscape of
Russia's economic region in the Black Sea, was signed "on June 23, 1978, during
Prime Minister Ecevit's visit to Moscow after heated negotiations. Moreover, in the
past, the problem created by the regulation favoring Russia for leaving the FIR
(Flight information region) responsibility to the Soviet Union almost entirely in the
Black Sea was solved by a protocol signed in Ankara on 24 March 1988 in the
Gorbachev period. Thus, the unfair situation favoring Russia had been corrected by
the limitation of the air region control. Also during this period, Turkish contractors
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started to enter the construction sector in Russia. This process of recovery and cooperation continued until 1991, when the Soviet Union dissolved.
Among the 15 independent states that emerged as the result of the Soviet
Union's disintegration in 1991, the Russian Federation was recognized by Turkey
simultaneously with the other states. Because of the existence of the Soviet Union, it
was mutually confirmed that the agreements made in the past would remain valid
with the Russian Federation. Thus, a new era began between Turkey and Russia.
This new era started in a more friendly and warm environment than in the past, with
Turkey showing a warm affinity for the Russian Federation, and many visits were
made to Moscow and Ankara at the highest level mutually immediately after the
recognition. During a visit to Moscow by Süleyman Demirel during his prime
ministry, a document was signed on May 25, 1992, about the "Principles of
Relations" between the two countries. The most important feature of this document is
that unlike similar documents it is a Treaty and is therefore binding in character, and
it describes the two states as "friendly states".
The warm atmosphere in the new period, which started with cooperation with
the Russian Federation and the relations increased with the better development
compared to the past periods, started to cool down due to the problems starting from
1994.The political leaders of Moscow, under the influence of ultra-nationalist
movements, returned to their traditional policies and in this context they become
more impulsive in their external relations, creating a negative atmosphere.
Recognizing that they are in need of the technological and financial assistance of the
West in this environment, Moscow displayed a harsh and more impulsive attitude
towards Ankara, while being obliged to act with restraint against the West in its new
foreign policy approach.
At the basis of these negative developments was the "close environment"
approach that the Russian Federation announced with the "New Foreign Policy
Doctrine" declared in early 1993. In this doctrine, Moscow defined the origins of the
former Soviet republics of the Russian Federation, particularly Central Asia and the
Caucasus as "the immediate environment" and defined it as the primary priority of the
new foreign policy. The emergence of Russia in claiming to have a first-rate say in the
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developments in this region resulted in negative developments. Within this new policy,
Russia implemented some regulations in the Commonwealth of Independent States,
such as the Economic Union, the Customs Union, and the Common Security Treaty.128
Turkey pursued an active policy to meet the expectations and to strengthen
the economic and political independence of Azerbaijan and Georgia itself in the
Caucasus, the republics of Central Asia, which just gained their independence.
Turkey became active in these countries in order to establish close
cooperation with them and to improve their economic interests. Turkey started
initiatives to operate oil and natural gas deposits in Central Asia and Caucasus
countries and to transport them to international markets through pipelines. While
implementing its policies in this regard, Ankara announced at every opportunity that
it did not consider Russia as a competing country in this region and wanted to act
together in partnership. However, Turkey's close interest in this region caused
discomfort in Moscow as being contrary to its strategic interests. This applied in
particular to oil and natural gas pipelines.129
2.5. TURKEY AND THE TURKIC WORLD
This section gives information about the relations between Turkey and the
Turkic Republics. At the beginning it had been a disappointment and damaged
relations between Turkey and the Central Asian Republics, owing to the political
romance of both sides.
However, in time the relationships, peculiarly the economic relations, gained
a wider and more realistic rapprochement. Additionally, the research also evaluates
different perspectives related to the future relations of Turkey and the Turkic
Republics.
2.5.1. Eurasianism, Turkey and The Turkic Republics
The geopolitical union of the Slavs and the remaining Turkish communities
from the Genghis Han Eurasianism concerns Turkey in many aspects. Eurasianism's
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Turkish dimension had several results, such as Turkey's being a NATO member, the
Turkic race, language, religion, culture, historical unity and Turkey's strategic
position and regional power becoming a target for Moscow.130
Definitely, India, Iran, Pakistan and China as well as Turkey are among the
regional states that are considered as important interlocutors of the continental
coalition. Turkey, on the other hand, at every opportunity, has been blamed for being
the "Trojan horse" of the West, and for being a country that should not be trusted in
terms of Putin politics. According to Dugin, the regional state, by its nature, has a
lower political weight than an ordinary state, a super state or an empire. 131 From
Turkey's strategic position, there are many geopolitical foundations, one of which is a
secular country with a Muslim population which will be discussed in the section
about Iran. Among the highly dispersed religious-ideological and political currents in
the Islamic world, one of the currents targeting the Turkish republics is Pan Turkism
and is considered to be in the Turkish-origin and the Atlanticist group. That is why
Dugin addressed it under the heading of "Pan Turkism Seizure".132
According to Dugin, the orientation towards Turkey in the presence of Pan
Turkism is completely different. The reason for the difference is that the Central
Asian people of the "close environment" are mostly Turkish. Turkey as a whole is a
parody of the Ottoman Empire, not its continuation. Turkey, which is today a NATO
member, and is deemed to be the "buffer zone" between Atlanticism, the Asian-East
and Arabic world. The geopolitical model proposed by Turkey is, "To be integrated
into the western world and atheist, monistic civilization." The aim of Turkey is to
serve the Atlantic super state and to promote the "world government" and to accept
the global Large Area model. To some people, the "pantürkism" card which has been
played by Turkey from time to time is a characteristics of Turkey and this is partly
true. The project "Great Turkey from Yakutia to Sarajevo" is being actively prepared
by the propaganda of Turkey. In addition, these statements only form the basis for
the Russian counterattack and can gain validity if and only if today's Turkey changes
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its political, economic and ideological direction"133 The views and strategies on the
Azerbaijani issue also constitute a significant part of what is happening with Turkey.
One of the three angles that constitute the base for strategies mentioned in the
“Russia and locality” of the book, is “the South Axis”134 which consists of Moscow
and Tehran. This Axis is considered in connection with the concept of the Central
Asian Empire. After thorough evaluations of the southern regions of Russia, China,
India, Pakistan, and the Middle East, Iran is accepted as the main point of departure
for the south. A southern Tehran- based policy is a solution to many geopolitical
problems in terms of Russia. When the situation is considered in terms of the Turkish
or Islamic world, the conflicts and divisions that will be brought about by Shari'acentered policies in Persia or Islamic countries with a population below 50%, even in
Iran, will cause Russia to be "safer" and more "effective" in the region. We see a
typical example in Azerbaijan in the South Caucasus. According to Dugin, The
Turkish and Islamic world under the influence of Iran, will be much more closed to
power, and Turkey will be assured geopolitically in terms of Russian interests.135
With regard to the Turkish world, Armenia is the key country in the axis of
Iran- Caucasus. Due to the passage from Turkey to Azerbaijan and Central Asia from
Armenia and Karabakh, The Armenians are located in very strategically important
lands. Yerevan, automatically joining these two countries on the axis of MoscowTehran, and Turkey's intercontinental axis become an important strategic ring. If
Baku and Ankara are likely to head towards Tehran, the Nagorno-Karabakh problem
will be resolved quickly in the joint Moscow-Tehran project, because the four sides
are strategically located in such an important region. They will be extremely
interested in the immediate implications of stability. 136
On the other hand, if Azerbaijan continues its pro-Turkish tendency, this
country could be disintegrated by Iran, the RF and Armenia. The same is true for the
other regions of the Caucasus, which will remain unstable and conflict zones with the
clash of the geopolitical interests of the Atlanticist Turkey and Eurasian Russia. The
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same applies to Chechnya, Abkhazia and Dagestan. The inclusion of the Iranian
geopolitical line here, Atlanticism's "agents of influence" in Turkey and Russia, the
conflict in the Caucasus, the collision between "Islam and Orthodoxy" will
immediately lose the meaning of the effort to give appearance and restore expected
peace and tranquility. This project, which targets Turkey directly, has no interest in
the Caucasus and Central Asia, so it is necessary to reconsider this country as a
'scapegoat'. Moreover, it is probably necessary to support Kurdish nationalism in
Turkey in order to remove the ethnically close people of Iran from secularismAtlanticism control.137
A separate section of the Armenian dimension book, which is similar to the
one mentioned above, is being evaluated with similar sentiments, drawing attention
to the divisional terror dimension: Russia has a special geopolitical role in Armenia,
a traditional and reliable ally in the Caucasus. The spread of Turkey to the north and
east, i.e. Central Asian Turkish world in front of the set, Armenia fulfills an
important strategic base mandate". Another important ethnic factor is the Armenian
relations with the Kurds which is a racial and linguistic kinship. This issue can be
utilized to create geopolitical tremors within Turkey. In this context, it is very
important to construct a corridor that cuts across the entire Caucasus and establishes
a safe connection between the 'Caspian trio' and Armenia."138 The key role of
Armenia in terms of Eurasian strategies has been neutralized by Georgia's
cooperation with the West and Turkey. This caused Georgia to become first among
the countries that should be punished (disintegration) and today still the same
strategy is implemented.
The Sunni Turks, the heirs of Turan, live in the former Soviet area in the
region. Many of these Turks, are nomadic and engaged in livestock. Iran,
Afghanistan and even the Pakistani ethnic-cultural Krai, which were not included in
the USSR border, have been domesticated by establishing Indo-Europeans. Thus, it is
safe to say that the geopolitical union has racial boundaries. The region is divided
into three parts: East, i.e. Russian Southern Siberia and far east; and finally south,
namely Iran, Afghanistan, Pakistan. Such a 'Turanism' is set to disrupt the 'racial and
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geopolitical alliance of the forests and the steppes', which is a starting point for both
the Russian state and the Russian ethnicity. As for the Turanism, Iran and
Afghanistan it causes Islamic unity to fall apart. Therefore, the heartland must
declare a positional geopolitical war on Turkey and supporters of “Pantanism”.
Islamist Ari Iran would be Russia's main ally in this war.139
Central Asia must 'spread' vertically between the dualist Indo-European
reality- Russians and Persians. In this respect, it is necessary to distinguish local
autonomous cultural tendencies shared between all clans from Turkish regions.
Industrial complexes, economic cycles, strategic facilities in these regions should be
surrounded outside the territories of Turkish basin, or in the solid longitudinal
direction. For example, Karakalpakistan in the western part of Uzbekistan, as a
territorial east, Bukhara, Samarkand, Tashkent should be integrated into Kazakhstan
to the north and Turkmenistan to the south. It is necessary to restructure the border
regions between Uzbekistan and Tajikistan in the same principle. The Samarkand
and Fergana valleys have untimely ties with Tajik lands as well as Uzbek in both
historical and ethnic terms. A similar situation applies to Kyrgyzstan.140
Certainly, thanks to the Russian politics that overlaps with Dugin's
suggestions, Turkey's relations with the Turkic republics are rather limited, and
various national and international organizations originating in Ankara have not been
effective. The Armenian occupation is still continuing in terms of the disintegration
of Armenians that support Turkey and Atlanticism. For Georgia, which is not
Turkish and Muslim but has its own Orthodox church, the disintegration strategy is
applied. On the other hand, Iran-Armenia relations are developing day by day. New
policies are on the rise at every opportunity against Turkey, which is accepted as a
"sinner". It is revealed that Turkish export products have various obstacles to be put
on the premises, that it is difficult to trade with intentional bureaucratic procedures,
and that there is a multifaceted support for separatist terrorism.

139
140

Ibid.
Ibid. p.181-182.

62

2.6. TURKISH FOREIGN POLICY OF 1991-2001
The collapse of the Soviet Union in 1990, the end of the Cold War and the
formation of a "unipolar" world order led to the development of Turkey-Russia
relations and the establishment of a suitable environment for the search for a new
equilibrium against the United States, in a single superpower world. However, after
the disintegration of the Soviet Union, Turkey's goal of establishing relations with
the new Russian states and its relations with the Caucasus, Central Asia and Caspian
energy sources, which had the potential to improve these relations, hindered the
development of Turkey-Russia relations seriously. In fact, a new "cold war"
between Turkey and Russia and a policy of improving Turkey's relations with
Turkish states were perceived as a threat to Russia's national interests. Especially the
struggle for obtaining the operating rights of the energy resources in the Caspian
region had a restrictive effect on the development of relations."Turkey and Russia
came to face the Caspian region in terms of how, in which way and where to deliver
the energy resources to the Western markets, and the energy corridors were a crucial
battle between the two regions. Although there was a serious potential, the relations
between Turkey and Russia did not develop much. Putin, who was elected President
of the Russian Federation after the election in 2000 after Yeltsin, has not been very
close to Turkey because of his policy at the beginning. However, the changing
conditions in the world after the terrorist attack of September 11, 2001, laid the
foundation for the development of relations between Turkey and Russia.141
After the end of the cold war, a unipolar world emerged. The sole superpower
of the unipolar world experienced the most violent terrorist attack ever on September
11, 2001.The United States considered this as an opportunity to implement its
strategy of NATO in the context of "new threat" perceptions that were also
mentioned in the meeting in Rome in November 1990. The American Administration
said that the region from North Africa to Afghanistan, Caucasus and Central Asia to
Saudi Arabia, which is assessed within the context of the Greater Middle East,
especially Afghanistan and Iraq, is the region where the real great danger for the
USA comes from. Taking action in this geography was shown to be the most
141

Ibid. Hasanoğlu.

63

important step in the world in terms of providing America and its allies a safe and
livable existence. The US also launched its operations in Afghanistan and then Iraq in
order to prevent serious danger from this region.
International terrorism, one of the most important of the "unregulated
weapons" among the post-Cold War threat assessments, revealed how dangerous the
international terror was with the September 11 attacks and gave the US an
extraordinary opportunity to implement its strategy. September 11, 2001 has been a
milestone in the unipolar world. As it was said in those days, now in our world
"nothing is as before 9/11" and our world faces a new war and instability. Today, the
focus of this war in the Middle East is the Iraq war and the Palestinian issue. The war
in Iraq is at the beginning of the most important step of the new era that started with
the Afghanistan operation of the USA after September 11, 2001.The Iraq war, which
began with the invasion of Iraq by the USA and continues today with the coalition
forces, has been a new era for the world as much as for the Middle East. The United
States intensified efforts to establish a world order accordingly with its own interests.
The United States, which has been trying to shape the world order as the only
hegemonic power of the world, envisages a new structure in the Middle East. The
"Great Middle East Project" (BOP), which is not new and was brought to the agenda
by the Bush Administration in the context of restructuring of the Middle East by the
United States as an important strategy after the collapse of the USSR.142
2.6.1. Turkish Eurasia Perspective - (Eurasia Strategic Research Center & New
Eurasian & Eurasian Writers Association), Eurasia Research
In the 1990s, Turkey increasingly became interested in Eurasia with the
disintegration of the Soviet Union. Between 1991 and 2000, Turkey's vision for
Eurasia was more parallel to the policies of the United States. In fact, the United
States viewed Turkey as the most important country in the project of the Great
Central Asia Partnership. Caucasus and Central Asian countries tried to be effective
in the region through relations with Turkey. Turkey's policies that worked together
with the US in these years, were often characterized by competition with Russia.
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However, with the AK Party government in 2002, the relationship with Russia turned
into a cooperative effort. The close friendship between Putin and Erdogan in this
period transformed the competitive environment between the two countries into
mutual benefit. Between 2002 and 2015, Russia tried to revitalize the Eurasian
Economy Society and Turkey established an organization which brought together the
Central Asian Turkish states in the name of the Turkish Council.143
The Eurasian Economic Union, established under the leadership of Russia,
recorded administrative and political distances. Significant agreements were made in
the field of customs union and security between countries. The Turkish Council,
established under the leadership of Turkey, did not yet made sufficient progress, but
it drew the attention of Russia in terms of an alternative unity in the future. When the
normalization process resumed on June 29, 2016 after the plane crisis of November
24, 2015, Russian Foreign Minister Lavrov's first statement was that democratic
Russia would like to be admitted to the Turkish Council.
The Eurasian Union is seen as an alternative for the future of the region,
including the Caucasus, Central Asia, Ukraine, the Balkans, the Black Sea and some
Middle Eastern countries in some academic and political circles in Turkey today. The
economic impact of Turkey has increased in these regions and their interests have
become important. The trade volume of Turkey with Russia has become a new
power and economic link after European countries. In addition, Eurasia has
investments and new possibilities in terms of Turkey's future. The "Eurasian
Economic Community / Union" established by Russia has also been exemplified in
the circles in Turkey for a certain period and suggestions have been made that it
should be included in this union. In fact, opinions were exchanged during official and
unofficial talks with Russia, and it was accepted that Turkey had been approaching
this union positively. According to Putin, the role of the Turks and their role in
history will add strength to the Eurasian League. However, despite all the positive
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thoughts and approaches of Russia, Turkey did not have a proposal or a rejection
about joining the Eurasian Economic Union.144
While economic interests are in the forefront of Turkey's relations with the
European Union, the interests and economic returns in the Eurasian region are
greater. Russia and the Central Asian market can be the center of new economic
power if they are evaluated in terms of Turkey. Historical Turkish theory of “From
Adriatic to Great Wall of China” is still in effect today. Eurasian geography is a
place where Turkey has more maneuverability.
In addition, thanks to the cognate and religious communities such as Central
Asia, Caucasus, Iran, Russia, and Balkans that exist in the regions, the Turks have
the opportunity to establish relations more quickly. Turkey has the economic,
cultural and political competence to be a bridge for all the countries of Eurasia, just
as it was in 1991.145
There is a need for a theory, a leader and team work to transform this race
into a cooperative channel in the geography of Eurasia where Turkey, Russia and
Iran are in a competition. As a matter of fact, Turkey and Russia sometimes compete
and other times cooperate with each other in the region. It will be beneficial for the
welfare and peace of their own people to cooperate in the fields where Turkey and
Russia cannot compete with each other. After the crisis in Syria, the entry of Turkey
and Russia in Eurasia has had both advantages and disadvantages. The EU and USA
will profit most from the competition between Russia and Turkey to be experienced
in Eurasia. The unity and solidarity in Eurasia will bring benefits to all the countries
of the region.146
Turkey and Russia can represent the communities in Eurasia, which is the
bridge between the West (Europe) and the East (Asia). The effect of a Eurasia on
which these two countries will act alone will not be at the desired scale. Today,
Eurasia is focus of the struggle of the USA, Russia and China for world domination.
Turkey, Iran and India were also involved in this struggle over time. TurkeyIbid.
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Caucasus and the Central Asian Turkic Republics are both a conflict area in terms of
underground wealth and oil resources as well as energy transmission lines. Russia
thinks there is no rival in Eurasia. Russia can easily find military, cultural, economic
and political integration with active organizations such as the Shanghai Cooperation
Organization, and the United States Community in the geography of Eurasia where
there is no competition.
Turkish-Russian cooperation will increase both the collective power and
prosperity. These two states can challenge the unipolar world by acting in
cooperation. November 24, 2015 was a milestone in Turkish-Russian relations.
Following this crisis, the normalization of June 27, 2016 opened the way to the
strategic cooperation of the two countries. Eurasian Union movement and civilization
understanding may become active soon with the initiative of Turkish President
Erdogan and Russian President Putin. Because both communities are ready for this
unification and joint action plan.147
2.7. GEOPOLITICS & FOREIGN POLICY OF TURKEY - AFTER THE
SOVIET UNION
This section includes the geopolitical and foreign policy analysis of Turkey,
after the Soviet Union demolition. After the collapse of the Soviet Union, Turkey
became the first country to recognize the independence of Turkic Republics in and
around the Soviets territory and promised to help and support them in every way
possible.
2.7.1. Economic, Political and Cultural Relations Between Turkey and Central
Asian Turkic Republics - After the Disintegration of the USSR
The new order, which emerged after the dissolution of the Soviet Socialist
Republics, was a great surprise for the states of the world but not for Turkey. As a
matter of fact, unlike the other heads of state, Mustafa Kemal Atatürk wrote the
following lines seventy six years ago with an excellent vision: Today, the Soviet
Union is our friend, our neighbor, our ally. We need this friendship. But nobody
knows what will happen tomorrow. Just like the Ottomans, and Austria-Hungary, it
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may break-up and crumble. The nations under its sovereignty may seek for their
freedom. The world may reach a new balance. That's when Turkey should know
what to do. In the administration of our friend we have brothers who speak the same
language, and believe in the same religion. We must be ready to take care of them.
Being ready is not just waiting for that day silently. We need to prepare ourselves.
How do the nations prepare for it? By keeping the spiritual bridges intact. Language
is a bridge... Faith is a bridge... History is a bridge…. We should be rooted in our
history and integrated into our history of events. We cannot wait for them to
approach us. We need to approach them.
The day that Mustafa Kemal Atatürk pointed out came and is even about to
pass. “Azerbaijan in the Caucasus, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan and
Turkmenistan declared independence in Central Asia with the dissolution of the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics in 1991”.148
"The emergence of the Turkish Republics as independent states has created
new opportunities for political, economic and cultural spheres for Turkey and at the
same time imposed some responsibilities."149 These five Turkish republics are in an
effort to build common tomorrows with Turkey today, with their roots, languages,
religion and culture. The situation for Turkey is not very different: The collapse of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics has enabled Turkey to turn its vision to the
East and Central Asia.
The Central Asian Turkic Republics and Relative Communities did not have a
major relationship with the Republic of Turkey until 1991, when the Soviet Union
was dispersed.
They had remained as the countries within the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics without the possibility of establishing relationships outside the framework
of mutual cultural and economic relations with Moscow.
After the collapse of the Soviet Union, Turkey became the first country to
recognize the independent Turkish Republics established in these areas and promised
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to help and support them in every need they needed. Until today, the Republic of
Turkey has maintained close ties with these geographies, and has been able to assist
them in the fields of education, economics, and international relations.
The international system has played an important role in the establishment and
development of relations between Turkey and the Central Asian Turkic Republics.
"When the Soviet Socialist Republics collapsed, the Cold War came to an end, and the
question of how to fill the void of authority that emerged in Central Asia and the
Caucasus in the vision of the United States began to be scrutinized. In this regard, one
of the formulations that the United States strongly supported was the theory of 'From
the Adriatic to the Great Wall of the Turkish World'. This discourse has had a
profound effect on Turkish politics and public opinion, and new forms of partnership
in Turkish-American relations have begun to appear in this context.150 Together with
these developments, President Turgut Özal, on the occasion of 16 October 1992, said
in a press statement: “Now a very important opportunity is in front of Turkey, the door
is opened. From the Balkans to Central Asia, all the presidents of the Turkish
Republics come to Ankara on the Republic Day. This is a very important opportunity
for us and for them. This is a historic opportunity. And the 21st century should be the
ancestor of Turkey and the Turks. At the same time Prime Minister Süleyman Demirel
expressed similar views at a press conference on 5 April 1993:"Turkey had been the
most stable and modeled territory in the Eurasian region, where about 600 million
people live in a new world born from the Adriatic to China".151
Undeniably, Turkey has determined new policies for the Turkish Republics
and Relative Communities in the new period and has initiated new cooperation in
this direction. Turkey has mobilized all its opportunities to the Turkish world
economically, politically and culturally.
Turkey became the first country to recognize all Turkish republics and
established the first diplomatic missions in these countries. On the other hand, the
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first diplomatic missions of the Turkish republics were also established in Turkey.
Turkey provided strategic support at the point of consolidating the national
independence of the countries of the region, establishing the legal state and providing
democratization as soon as possible. In 1992, the Turkish Cooperation and
Development Agency (TIKA) was established in order to assist the development of
the countries where the Turkish language is spoken and to carry out projects and
programs in cooperation with economic, commercial, technical, social and cultural
education fields in these countries. In the same year, the presidency of Turkish
Republics and Relative communities, and later in 2000 Under secreteriat of Foreign
Trade and Turkish Global Working Group started their studies.
Turkey also made direct economic contributions to the Turkish republics by
providing bank loans in large quantities; foreign trade with these states was
encouraged, as well as large conglomerates, many small businesses were allowed to
trade and invest in the region. In addition to these, they provided grants and similar
assistance, which reached significant levels. Due to Geographical advantage,
historical and cultural ties, as well as the entrepreneurs who achieved great success in
the international market in recent years, Turkey has also become an important
economic actor in the Turkish Republics and they have reached a level where they
can compete with developed countries. As a result, the biggest foreign investment in
Turkmenistan, Uzbekistan and Kyrgyzstan was made by Turkey.
In addition to political and economic cooperation, many projects have been
prepared and put into practice in the cultural field. They have developed training
programs at the point of developing common values and cultures. Since the 1992-93
academic year, within the scope of the Large Student Project in light of bilateral
agreements or protocols made by the related countries, the Turkish republics have
provided state scholarship to implement the project of bringing in 10,000 students to
Turkey. In the initial phase, it was targeted that 7.000 of 10.000 students would be
enrolled in higher education and 3.000 in secondary education. In addition, Turkey
has undertaken educational activities in the Turkish Republics. Many universities,
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dozens of primary and secondary schools were built in these states, and ten thousand
students have already been educated in these educational institutions.152
In short, Turkey has preferred to be an important factor in this process as long
as it is following the change and the new world order. At this point it has carried out
political, economic and cultural studies and still carries on with it. When we look
backwards, we can say that Turkey's relations with Azerbaijan and other Turkish
states in Central Asia have gone through three stages. These stages are not separated
by obvious events. It has been shifted from one to the other through the change of the
concepts that guide the relationship over time. In this respect, the first stage can be
described as a stage of optimism and a bright future expectancy. The feature that
characterizes the second stage is the consciousness of the presence of factors that
force the relations to stay within certain boundaries. The third stage can be defined as
the routine of relations.153
2.7.2. New Geopolitics for Turkey
Turkey's new geopolitical environment is in a large area that experience
problems, conflicts and instability. However, Turkey has succeeded in preserving the
property as a peaceful and stabile island in such a region.
Turkey is one of the rare democracies in the vast geographical region from
Europe to the Pacific and the Middle East. The Anatolian Peninsula, which has great
geographical integrity, is surrounded with The Balkan Peninsula, the Caucasus, Iran
and The Arabian Peninsula. The Anatolian Peninsula is in this position, the fortress
of this geography and the center of the Earth Island. It blocks or opens any initiative
in the East-West and South-North directions. Turkey is located at the intersection of
the interests and political goals of the US, Russia and the EU154 and sometimes
Turkey even has been the target and starting point of these politics. Turkey's
geography constitutes the closest and most appropriate action platform for
intervening in undesirable changes or threats to the interests of the West in the
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Middle East, Caucasus and Central Asia regions outside NATO's area of
responsibility.
Incompetent and weak communities in every field cannot survive in the
geography of Turkey. Turkey is in a very sensitive position in that it is a regional
state that is seeking for efficiency in the global scale. The Republic of Turkey is
located in a difficult geography and it is not easy to produce long-term policies.
Because these policies need to be multifaceted, multi-choice and independent
politics. The immediate periphery of Turkey, the foci of power in Eurasia, the global
powers and prospective powers are the effective factors in Turkey's policy
production. For this reason, before presenting options for Turkey, the geopolitical
developments in the geography surrounding Turkey and the possible regional and
Eurasian policies and strategies of the US, the EU, the Russian Federation, the
Balkans, the Middle East, the Caucasus, Central Asia and Chin will be presented in
summary here.
Brzezinski evaluates the importance of Turkey in his work as follows.155
Location and Options of Turkey in New Geopolitical Conditions is the hinge of the
"Earth Island" which is composed of three continents (Asia, Europe and Africa).At
the same time it is a lock and key that opens and closes the hinge. The inner seas of
these three continents connect the Mediterranean Sea and the Black Sea. It bounds
the Balkans, the Caucasus and the Middle East. This geographical location is of great
value for any power structure that can occur in the world and the region. The
geopolitical position of Turkey is determined when it is assessed and interpreted
together with the geopolitical power of the world and of regional powers.156 Turkey,
in terms of geopolitical and geostrategic position is located in the center of The
Middle East and the Caspian Basin with the world's most important oil reserves, the
Mediterranean Basin, which is the junction of the major sea transportation routes, the
Black Sea Basin, which has always been important in history, and the Balkans, which
underwent structural changes resulting in the disintegration of the Turkish Straits, the
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USSR and Yugoslavia, and The Caucasus ASAM (2003), which has rich natural
resources. Above all it is in an effective position in the center of the geography of
Central Asia. Turkey, which connects three continents and has a very important
geostrategic position, is at the same time a European, Asian, Balkan, Caucasian,
Middle Eastern, Mediterranean and Black Sea country In short, Turkey is a Eurasian
country. The Republic of Turkey, which embraces the most beautiful aspects of the
human values created in these lands carrying the qualities of the Anatolian Peninsula
and a geopolitical crossroads throughout history, constitutes a beautiful synthesis of
various cultures.
A democratic, prosperous and stable Turkey is a striking proof that the values
of the East and the West can integrate and live together. Both eastern and western
aspects of Turkey are also reflected by the diversity of its membership in the
international organizations. Turkey is also the only state with a membership of
NATO, the Council of Europe, the Organization for Economic Cooperation and
Development (OECD), the Black Sea Economic Cooperation (BSEC), the Economic
Cooperation Organization (ECO), the D- 20 and the Organization of the Islamic
Conference (OIC). Turkey also plays a natural bridge role over the coming century to
transfer the Caspian and Central Asian natural resources to the west.70% of the
world's natural energy resources are clustered around Turkey. The Baku-Ceyhan
project, which provides for the transportation of Caspian oil to the west and finds
great support from the international community, offers the most stable and safe
environment in terms of the oil transportation route and has the least risk in terms
of environmental protection. Developments in the Balkans, the Black Sea and the
Mediterranean Basin, Caucasus, Central Asia and the Middle East, which constitute
the most sensitive regions of the world in the wake of the Cold War, have brought
innovation and mobility to the roles and activities of Turkey in these regions.
Formations in this geography will play a decisive role in the future of the world and
Europe. Turkey, on the one hand, is trying to fulfill its responsibilities caused by
these formations with all its power, while at the same time taking advantage of new
opportunities. In such a vast and important geography, Turkey is obliged to continue
its activities and decisive role in the next century. Unless peace and stability are
maintained in the Balkans, the Middle East and the Caucasus, it is not possible for
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Europe and Asia to be fully interconnected. Contribution to Turkey's initiatives to
cease conflicts in the Balkans, the Middle East and the Caucasus is directed at the
realization of this interlocking. If the EU, Russia, the Balkans, the Caucasus, Central
Asia and China are short- lived in terms of geopolitical opportunities and relations,
with the participation of Turkey in the EU, the boundaries of the EU geography will
extend from Asia to the Middle East; The Middle East will be the border of the
Caucasus south and the Eastern Mediterranean EU.
On the other hand, to summarize the evaluations for the Caucasus, it is seen
that Turkey can benefit in terms of geopolitics and economics from the Caucasus.
Turkey's tendencies also have a decisive influence on the Caucasian countries. In
Central Asia (Turkestan), Turkey has both handicaps and powerful ammunition.
Historical and cultural ties, dynamism of the Turkish private sector and initiatives in
the field of education provide a special position for Turkey. Turkey can play a more
prominent role if it delivers the significant portion of Central Asian oil and natural
gas to world markets.157 Turkey's strategy against China should be towards China in
2020s. If Turkey neglects China, China's cooperation with Iran will further
strengthen. China already views Iran as a major ally in the Middle East. Turkey
should try to get to know China well and try to find a "long-term" strategy and "close
cooperation" with multifaceted relations. It is no mistake to imagine that China will
strive to transform itself into a multifocal global system while trying to transform the
unipolar global system into a global system.158 It is known that in the opportunities
related to the Middle East, the share of the Middle East is important in shaping
Turkey's geopolitics and geostrategic views.
Alternative opportunities for Turkey which is the subject of these
developments, will be either to continue to be the "strategic partner" of the USA from
the Cold War, or to decide to be an active regional power who is able to generate new
co-operation and relations, create a lasting, rooted, balancing and multi-choice
relationship and can look at the problems from Turkey and from the grounds of
national interests.
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2.7.3. The First Gulf War-1991
Systems and balances in the international arena are in constant change. It is
inevitable that as a result of the changes taking place in the international arena there
will also be changes in the global layout. In the aftermath of the Cold War, there had
been some changes in the world order and a new concept "New World Order"
emerged. We see that the concept of world order is usually the result of war; the
concept of “world order” usually emerged after wars. The first one emerged after the
First World War with the Wilson Principles, the second one after 1945 and the third
one emerged after 1989 following the Cold War. At this point we see that with the
Gulf War several changes took place, too.
The whole structure of the Middle East and its power balance began to
change with this war, after the Soviets collapsed and a new world order was formed.
Today the system has changed once again, new balances have come into play. In the
post-Cold War period, the two-polar system that attracted the states and the satellite
states by functioning as a magnet, rose from the middle and the new world was born.
Fukuyama tried to establish a theoretical ground for the new world order by his
article "Is this the End of History?"159 According to Fukuyama, the end of history is
the moment when the search for humanity that has been ongoing for a happy and
prosperous life has reached its final point. Fukuyama is trying to express: Ideologies
are over, history comes to an end, the winners are certain. Perhaps we are witnessing
the end of history in the sense that it is not only the end of the Cold War or the
postwar world history but the final reaching of the ideological evolution of mankind
and the universalization of Western liberal democracy. In fact, we can say that the
United States is trying to influence public opinion with such writers. Of course, the
states have changed their strategies and plans according to this new plan. Politics
for new targets and interests are now being pursued by the states, and every state
has either intervened in the events, or has only been the audience, in an effort to
protect their interests.160
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In this context, the place of the Gulf War in the new world order, the causes
and origins of the war, the actors, the consequences of the war which will be
mentioned in the course of the war, and the prospect of Turkey will be emphasized.
The Gulf War is "Operation Desert Shield", which aims to remove Iraqi
forces from Kuwait after Saddam's invasion of Kuwait. The Gulf War emerged
shortly after the end of the Iran-Iraq War, when Iraq attacked Kuwait. On August 2,
1990, Iraq annexed Kuwait, and after this annexation, a series of events and tensions
came to the fore and laid the groundwork for many events. Eventually, a crisis turned
into a war. With the end of the Iran-Iraq War in 1988, Iraq continued to arm and
claimed rights over Kuwait due to the fact that Kuwait once was a district of Basra
and therefore it should be under Iraq's regimen.
Iraq recalled its historical rights in an archaic way, and when it came to
claiming Kuwait rights and annexing this country, it was practically demonstrated
how the End of The History Theory and the way this theory served the world order
was displayed. In this vision, the heavenly order, the fair guards, the way in which
this globe was reflected to other people, and other details were taken into
consideration. The result was a situation in which the world would feel that there
would be nothing new in the future. Everyone would be willing to accept it.
Everyone was already given what they deserved by the "big brother".161 It can be said
that the Gulf War is the first step in the restructuring of our world. Because of this
war and its consequences, the entire structure of the Middle East began to change.162
About 6 months after the end of the war, the world entered a new phase of
restructuring with the disintegration of the USSR. In other words, a process of
change started in both the centers and elements of international politics. The new
world order that emerged with the dissolution of the Soviets, and the new conditions
created by the outbreak of the Gulf War, offered a series of empirical data that
allowed for a thorough discussion of the End of History thesis. 163 The Gulf War was
also seen as the turning point of the new world order.
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2.7.4. Causes of the Gulf War
In the Iran-Iraq War, the whole Western world, the majority of the Arab
world, Soviet Russia and the socialist countries supported Iraq. The first reason for
this was that after the theocratic, Shiite and Radical Islamic Khomeini regime came
to power in Iran in February 1979, this new administration had been in the effort " to
export revolution " to the surrounding countries from the first day.164 The new regime
took the two super powers Russia and the US as enemies, and thus Iran was left alone
in the war with Iraq.
Before the 1979 Revolution, the Shah of Iran, especially since the 1970s, when
Britain withdrew from the Persian Gulf, had been arming Iran intensively, and
intended to build an Iranian hegemony in the Persian Gulf and made it into the Persian
Gulf. The Iranian Shah ordered about $ 12 billion worth of weapons from the US for
this purpose and this not only worried the Gulf countries but also the other countries in
the region.165 Because this region had strategic importance for every country.
In spite of this loneliness of Iran, it could not be outmaneuvered in the 8 year
war. The war removed the danger of Iran. But this time, Iraq began to emerge as a
danger and nobody had thought that Iraq would become stronger and dangerous. Iraq
did not achieve great success, but after the war began to arm quickly. Western states
and the United States supported this arming in one way or another. Iraq's becoming a
nuclear power in the Middle East worried the Western world, especially the USA.
The purpose behind these worries was to secure the region's oil shipment. The aim of
all of Iraq's preparations was the occupation of Kuwait.166
2.7.4.1. Developments of the Gulf War Crisis
Although the beginning of Iraq's Kuwait occupation was on August 1, 1990,
it was only January 17, 1991 when the United States would start military action
against Iraq.
There were a number of reasons why the US had to wait four and a half
months to start operations against Iraq. These reasons can be listed as follows:
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2.7.4.1.1. Vietnam Syndrome

America sent a series of troops to Vietnam after 1965, where it demonstrated
great struggle, and Vietnam also managed to save itself, which had a huge impact on
American public and congress. On November 7, 1973, the Congress adopted a
resolution entitled "Decision of War Officials". Accordingly, the President would
consult the Congress about when he would be using American troops in an operation
anywhere outside the United States. This operation would not last much longer than
60 days. These Congressional delays put off US intervention in Iraq, and on August
3, 1990, they demanded that all kind of sanctions would be implemented on Iraq.167
2.7.4.1.2. United Nations (UN) Support

Before President Bush took action against Iraq, the international plan wanted
to put an end to the occupation of Kuwait by pressuring Iraq through the United
Nations, in order to provide legitimate support for a bloc. However, as the Iraqi
insistence showed, President Bush was increasingly turning to the UN to gain
justification for a military intervention. But none of the decisions that the Security
Council had taken until the end of the war could prevent Iraq from its actions, and
despite all the pressures of the United Nations, the Iraq government reported Kuwait
as its 19th province on 28 August.
2.7.4.1.3. Peace and Brokerage Enterprises

President Bush gave importance to the use of peaceful means in support of
American public opinion, but did not yield any results from such initiatives. Many
diplomatic talks were held and attempts were made for peace, but the attempts
resulted in vain. Iraq was determined in its plans.
2.7.4.1.4. Military Preparation of the USA

The military operation to remove Iraq from Kuwait would be directed to
Kuwait from the Saudi deserts. So the Battle of the Desert would be the case, and this
land was farther from America than Vietnam. A great force was needed for the
military operation, and it took a long time to prepare this great force. For this reason,
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America waited four months from the beginning of the attack. In addition, America
wanted to get the support of other states to avoid being dragged into a new Vietnam
incident. A multinational force was created in Saudi Arabia against Iraq.
2.7.4.1.5. Attitude of Soviet Russia

The attitude of the Soviet Union towards the crisis before the war was a
problem for President Bush. Despite the Soviets, he hesitated to act and tried to
persuade the Soviets through diplomatic means.
Saddam was a client of Moscow. From the day he came to power, he had
close relations with Moscow. The start of the American troop build-up in Saudi
Arabia caused the Soviet objection. The Soviets aimed to get Afghanistan's revenge
on America through this objection. When the Soviets began the occupation of
Afghanistan, they argued for a change of strategic balance with America. During the
crisis, the Soviets insisted on two points.
The first was the non-occupation of Iraq and the overthrow of the Saddam
regime, and the second was the guarantee that the American forces would be
withdrawn from the Gulf.
America and Soviet Russia held many talks on these issues, the most
important of these being the seven-hour talks between Gorbachev and President Bush
on 9 September 1990 in Helsinki. There was a certain compromise in these talks, and
the United States acted in all its activities under UN resolutions, which was just as
the Soviets expected.
2.7.4.2. The Transformation of the Crisis into the War
Iraq's invasion of Kuwait, its annexation and its declaration of Kuwait as the
19th province were met with a great reaction by the Western states that were closely
involved with the Middle East's petroleum. Unlike the Bosnia and Herzegovina
depression, Kuwait's occupation threatened not only the region but the entire
international system because of the control of oil resources. 168 The UN Security
Council immediately adopted resolution no. 660 and demanded that Kuwait be
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unconditionally released from the territories occupied by Iraq, and on August 6, it
launched a comprehensive economic embargo. Meanwhile, while the United States
were organizing a multinational force in the threatened Saudi Arabia, the UN
Security Council accepted a decision on 25 August to besiege Iraq from the sea. As
the US increased the number of its forces in Saudi Arabia, the Iraqi government did
not accept withdrawal, but on August 28 Kuwait announced that Iraq was annexed as
the 19th city. In response to this attitude of Iraq, the UN adopted a decision to
withdraw Iraq from Kuwait until January 15, 1991. UN declared that Iraq would face
a war if they did not agree with this decision. Iraq, of course, did not obey this
decision, and the crisis that began with Iraq's invasion of Kuwait turned into a war on
January 17, 1991.
It had a different process from World War II and other wars that broke out in
the Middle East. The fact that the 30 nations that the United States led actually
participated in this war and that the UN took a block to Iraq gave the war an
international dimension.
It is clear that this military operation against Iraq is aimed at re-establishing
Kuwait's independence, while its real purpose was to explain to its former owners, to
break the dangerously increasing military strength of Iraq and to threaten Saddam
Hussein in the region. Because the strengthening of Saddam in this region, which had
great strategic importance for the US and Western countries in the beginning was
against their interests. Iraq's invasion of Kuwait raised concerns for the US. If
Saddam Hussein continued to advance southward, the Arabian Peninsula would pass
into the hands of Iraq, and Saddam Hussein would emerge as a powerful Arab leader
in the region. According to the US, there was a new danger in a non-communist
environment after the Cold War. If the United States could benefit from this
emerging situation and bring Iraq into line, the threat to oil shipments would have
been removed for a while.169
With the UN Security Council resolution 678, on January 15, 1991 a war
against Iraq began under the leadership of the United States in the Gulf, with an air
campaign called "Desert Storm". The war was quite successful for Washington.
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Saddam Hussein could not with stand much. Air and ground operations were well
done by the US, while the operation continued, US President George Bush declared a
ceasefire on February 27, 1991, ending the war.170
US President Bush ended the war earlier than expected when the war was
advancing successfully. The reason was to prevent Iraq from having a further
turmoil. In case of a turmoil in Iraq, neighboring countries of Iraq would be involved.
In this case Iraq could be a second Lebanon. For now, the US did not want the
destabilization that would damage its interests in one of the world's most important
oil regions.
Ultimately, the ceasefire was officially put into force with the UN Security
Council resolution 686, dated 2 March 1991. According to that resolution, Iraq
would abolish the annexation of Kuwait, return the prisoners and lands to Kuwait,
and end military operations. From now on, Iraq would avoid missile attacks and war
flights to the members of the UN. Unfortunately, only the airplanes were mentioned
in the decision, not the helicopter flights. Saddam Hussein later benefited from this
deficiency in the decision. Helicopters were used in operations directed at the
Kurds.171
Certainly, it seems that none of the efforts made for the peaceful withdrawal
of Iraq from Kuwait had ever been experienced in any other crisis. Even the Security
Council did not immediately take tough measures against Iraq, but tough decisions
were taken step by step. The UN Security Council had to take 11 decisions in a fourmonth period and had never made so many decisions in such a short period of time
before. Of course, the goal was to solve the problem without increasing it, creating
tension in the strategic region that was important to everyone. But Iraq and Saddam
did not show the slightest sympathy for all these efforts. On the contrary, Iraq
annexed Kuwait as an answer. In other words, Saddam did everything to get what he
wanted, and he did not seek peace. This, of course, exhausted the patience of the
United States and other countries, and it took action after the UN had made a series
of decisions.
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2.7.4.3. The Results of the Gulf War
The most important and long-term outcome of the Gulf War was the
strengthening of fundamentalist movements throughout the Middle East and North
Africa. The Arab League, which had been seen as a beautiful dream since 1945,
suffered a great blow. When we consider the other results, we see that the possibility
of conflict between the tribes, and the local peasants were dragged into new divisions
and chaos. The borders of most of the regional states, the local dynamics were drawn
by the imperialist states regardless of the ethnic and religious structure, which were
entirely in their own interests. Therefore, the process of Lebanonization of the whole
region was accelerated. There was also no commitment to the nation-state.172
Another result of the Gulf War, was that Iran gained new weight in the
region. The heavy defeat of one of the two strongest Gulf States in 1991 and the
economic embargo imposed on Iraq in the aftermath brought the other state to a
superior position.
At the end of the Gulf War, Iraq became a model for other states that wanted
to crush the region and rebel against it. The US also established a complete and
undisputed control of the Middle East, especially in the Gulf of Basra, which is a
source of oil. The United States gained an advantage over the region, and it is clear
that there was a desire to bring a new order to the Middle East. By putting the weight
of the US and the Gulf War into the Middle East, the Middle East come to adopt a
new structure as a principle.
After the war, there were rebellions against Saddam Hussein in Iraq. Iraqi
troops drove hundreds of thousands of Kurdish, Shiite and regime-resisting civilians
to Iranian and Turkish borders, and these two countries faced a refugee problem,
which was almost up to a million people. The issue of Iraqi asylum seekers now
came to the fore as a new problem in the region after the war ended and Turkey has
been directly affected by the problem. The USA then declared safe areas for refugees
in northern Iraq and set geographical latitudes that Iraqi air and ground troops could
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not enter. The USA also placed Hammer Power in the south of Turkey to determine
whether or not Iraq abide this. In order to prevent the Iraqi army from raiding the
north of Iraq in the south of Turkey, the multinational force was reorganized as the
Emergency Response Force and the air force was deployed at Turkey's Incirlik Base.
In the meantime the so-called Hammer Power emerged.173
Since then, there have been various tensions between UN and Iraqi officials
regarding the suspension of the Iraqi armament program. From these strains, the
missile attack on June 26, 1993 by the United States against the news center in
Baghdad attracted attention and many civilians lost their lives.174 The US
government explained the attack as a result of Iraq's assassination plan against
President Bush during his visit to Kuwait.
2.7.4.4. The Gulf War And Turkey
Turkey has given signs that it has taken part in the anti-Iraq front since the
early days of the Gulf Crisis. The reasons for this were Iraq's support for the
Southeast Anatolia Project and the PKK. Turkey certainly did not accept Iraq's
occupation of Kuwait, but acted cautiously at first. Turkey's first action against Iraq
was to shut down the Kirkuk-Yumurtalik oil pipeline in line with no. 661 resolution
of the UN Security Council at a time when international pressures were intensifying.
This meant Turkey participated in the embargo against Iraq. With the same decision,
Turkey had to cut off all commercial relations with Iraq.175
Later on, the NATO Agile Force was sent to Turkey and the Turkish-Iraq
border was turned into a military storage area. The active foreign policy of Turkey
against Iraq due to this Gulf Crisis has changed. We also see that Turkey has left the
principle of neutrality in inter-Arab problems. Turkey was the only NATO country
with a common border with Iraq, and has an important position, thus has frequently
been mentioned throughout the crisis.
Bernard Shaw, Bob Furnad, Reporter from CNN Library, “Gulf War Fast Facts”,2 August 2016,
(Retrieved from) http://edition.cnn.com/2013/09/15/world/meast/gulf-war-fast-facts/index.html,
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In the Gulf Crisis, there were important different opinions between the
Presidency, the Government, the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and the General Staff in
determining the Turkish foreign policy. Based on the government's authority to send
troops to foreign countries and host foreign troops in Turkey, it was decided that the
NATO Aggressive Force should be called to Turkey in order to deter a possible
attack on Iraq from Turkey.
The anti-Iraq policy and sanctions significantly affected the Turkish
economy. In terms of Turkey, Iraq had the cheapest and easiest way to supply oil,
and Iraq imported Turkish goods, and border trade developed very much between the
two countries in recent years.
According to the World Bank, Turkey ranked first with 2 billion 100 million
dollars in 1990 among the countries that suffered because of the crisis. The United
States, the EU, Japan and Saudi Arabia made many promises to Turkey to overcome
this challenge. However, it is clear that many of those promises have not been realized.
After the Gulf War, Turkey conducted surveillance operations based on its own
self- help principle, without obtaining a special permit from Iraq because of the lack of
authority in northern Iraq. Normally, such a surveillance operation is carried out in
accordance with international law or by the consent of the neighboring country.
However, when and if there is a gap in authority, there is no way to obtain consent.
It is seen that with the First Gulf War (1991) the USA strengthened its
presence in the Middle East. It appears that the US has decided to restructure the
Middle East territory after the September 11, 2001 attacks. This period, which started
with the occupation of Afghanistan, continued with the invasion of Iraq by the USA
in March 2003.This occupation, which was in 2003, should not be seen as only to
remove Saddam Hussein from the administration. This unilateral occupation, which
caused great reactions in world public opinion, was also an attempt to shape the
Middle East, which has global effects. The US presented this policy to the world
public in the name of the Great Middle East Project.176

176

Mehmet Şahin, Mesut Taştekin, II.Körfez Savaşı, Platin Yayınları, 2006, p.1.

84

2.8. THE BALKANS & CAUCASIA
Since 1923 Turkey's foreign policy has had two main foundations:
Westernism and Status quoism (anti revisionism). Following the events that
overturned international politics in 1989, both domestic and international comments
were made on the necessity of change and development of these two basic qualities. I
would like to examine this policy first in the Balkans and then in the Caucasus, to
determine that in this level only Turkish politics is very active when comparing the
past and current conditions177
2.8.1. The Balkans
The main concern of Turkey's policy before 1989 in this region was Greece.
Communist countries remained marginal. Nevertheless, it can be said that the aim of
this policy was not only to prevent Greece from gaining advantages, but also to
maintain and cooperate with the communist countries.
2.8.2. The Balkans in relations to Turkey after the Cold War
In the 1960s, Greece's Turkish foreign policy was diminishing because
Greece was extremely busy with Albania and Macedonia. As a result of the recent
turmoil in the Aegean, Turkey is over-sensitive to the 12-mile incident (in the case of
12 miles, Greek territorial waters will rise from 35% to 64% and Greek continental
shelf and airspace will together expand, and Turkish waters will only expand from
8.8% to 10%, and offshore would drop from 56% to 26%. In this case, no vessel set
off from the Turkish ports in the Aegean and Marmara Sea will be able to leave the
Mediterranean without passing through the Greek territory.) It was a fake crisis and
the repetition of these kinds of crises should be seen as natural. It should be
remembered that these two countries built their national consciousness by fighting
each other (that is, by using each other) for a hundred years (1820s to 1920s).The
demise and change of the regime in Bulgaria relieved Turkey considerably in terms
of relieving and threat perception of the Turkish minority in this country.
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Moreover, investment and trade opportunities were born. In contrast, the
process of the disintegration of Yugoslavia led Turkey to continue to consume large
amounts of energy, because it had its own interests in harming stability and cooperation in the Balkans. Turkey defended the principle of “territorial integrity” to
prevent Yugoslavia from break-up. When the break-up Yugoslavia became
inevitable, Turkey had to put other principles of international law in the forefront:1)
Independence, 2) territorial integrity and unity of the separated countries. Hence,
Turkey recognized Slovenia upon its declaration of independence on September
1991 along with the independence of four other new countries (February 1992), but
rejected to support the demands of Sanjak, Vojvodina and Kosovo.178
The followings are Turkey's initiatives on Bosnia;
1) Turkey led the establishment of a Contact Group within the framework of
the Organization of the Islamic Conference.
2) 1.400 soldiers of the UN Peacekeeping Force (UNPROFOR) and 18 F-16s
were finally sent for the inspection of the No-fly Zone on Turkey's
insistence. In my opinion, the only reason for Turkey's participation in the
Somali Peace Force was to get Turkey's contribution accepted, which was
not acknowledged because of the Serbian, Russian and Greek pressure.
3) It became the great supporter of the Bosniak-Croat Federation, which was
founded in March 1994 by a US initiative. The Turkish Foreign Minister
went to the region three times to show its support.
4) The Turkish Community (TC), Bosniak and Croats held meetings at the
level of foreign ministers and heads of state to try to support the federation
and create the base of future Balkan cooperation.
2.8.3. Turkey's Balkans policy - Conclusion
1) The Balkans in stability and peace is a vital area of interest for Turkey
which wants to make itself known as Western.
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2) The new and unstable situation of the Balkans in the post-Cold War era has
created some threats. It has also brought various possibilities to save some
of Turkey's foreign policy from being indexed to Greece and to get itself
accepted as a regional power in the Balkans.
2.8.4. Caucasus
During the last years of the Cold War, Turkey was greatly relieved in the
Caucasus. Gorbachev, who wanted to spend all his energy on internal reforms,
removed Turkey's threat perception from the Caucasus (USSR) to a very large extent,
allowing the forces in Eastern and Southeastern Anatolia to be discounted in the
European Convention on Armed Forces. When the USSR broke down and the
Caucasus countries declared their independence towards the end of 1991, Turkey
was even more relieved. Instead of a strong super state on the northeast border,
suddenly weak neighbors generated, and there were no common borders with the
USSR. At this stage, as a result of the influence of the quickly-excited public
opinion, the US's encouragement, who had the Iran- stemmed fear of Islam, and the
hope of gaining a more important place in the eyes of the EU, Turkey made the
mistake of assuming that there was a gap due to the disintegration of the USSR.179
The words "from the Adriatic to the Chinese Sea as the Turkish World" appeared at
this time and naturally disturbed Russia. Two years later the situation changed.
Turkey's inadequacies emerged, and Russia began to recover.180
2.8.5. Dimensions of Turkey's interest in the Caucasus
Geographical and economic: This is the route to Central Asia and Russia.
Turkey's trade with Russia surpassed $2 billion US dollars in 1993. The contracting
companies' business amounted to $ 5 billion. Turkey is also largely dependent on
Russian natural gas for energy. Export and market diversification problems, which
were generated when Turkey opened to foreign countries and changed its economic
model after 1980, increased due to the instability of these markets following the year
1987 and led the rise of these markets' importance.
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Psychological: Suddenly discovering its cousins, the Turkish public was very
interested in Azerbaijan, and especially the Caucasus, which had no language
problem. In this interest, it was also important for Turkey to feel psychological relief
by finding the loneliness of the international planet and weaker cousins.
Domestic Politics: First of all, there are a significant number of Caucasian
diasporas in Turkey ( 8 million): Azeri, Georgians, Abkhazians, Circassians, etc.
Moreover, they are very resourceful and effective. Secondly, Turkey's public
opinion and media, especially the right-wing parties, found themselves in the
Armenian-Azeri conflict. Echibey's Pan-Turanian rhetoric increased the activity of
the Nationalist Movement Party (MHP) especially in Turkey. In this case, the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs has been constantly pressured.181
Strategic: For the first time since the short-term the "Caucasian Wall" n 1918,
the common border between Russia and Turkey lifted. For Turkey this was very
comforting. However, Russia, which perceives the threat from this region and has
serious security problems especially in the North Caucasus due to minorities, was
afraid of Pan-Turanist and Islamist circles in Turkey. On the other hand, Iran, which
had 12 million Azerbaijani minorities in its own country was disturbed.
2.8.6. Conclusion
1) The outcome of Turkey's Balkan policy confirms the Western direction of
the foreign policy of this country, and the outcome of the Caucasian policy
confirms the status quo of this policy once more.
2) In this regard, it is necessary to avoid the misleading of two points.
Firstly, some irresponsible circles from some foreign politics, including
Turkey's presidents, can make statements that this policy is expansionist. The policy
of these individuals and institutions, especially those of Islamist and racist circles, is
not related to the foreign policy carried out by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs.
Secondly, today's three most turbulent regions of the world are Turkey's west
(Balkans), east (Caucasus) and south (Middle East). In such a rapid change, Turkish
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foreign policy has to be very active compared to the Cold War in order to influence
the formation of the new status quo as much as possible. This activity should not lead
this policy to be mistakenly perceived as revisionist.
Thirdly, today Turkey still faces turmoil at its gates as always has with such a
geostrategic position. How much is the stability of the Cold War guaranteed? It may
also be useful to remember that the Chinese put a symbol of possibility in the
ideograms alongside a danger symbol and interpret it as crisis.182
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CHAPTER 3
TURKISH EURASIANISM

3.1. THE BREAK-UP OF THE SOVIET UNION AND TURKEY
Firstly, the Cold War Period, which started after World War II, was over. The
United States remained the only superpower and began to influence world politics on
its own. Secondly, after the World War, Germany, which had been divided into East
and West, became reunited. New states were formed with the disintegration of the
Soviet Union. Some of these states founded the Commonwealth of Independent
States in 1991.The Warsaw Pact was disbanded and, as a result, democratic
governments came to the fore. The collapse of the Warsaw Pact and the emergence
of new independent states led to the rise of NATO members. Europe, liberated from
the danger of communism, included the former eastern bloc countries into the
European Union in order to be stronger. These energy-rich countries of the Central
Asian Turkic States, which started to be marketed to the world through pipelines, had
an important impact on Turkey.
The Soviet threat to Turkey already decreased. Ethnic kinship with the
Turkish republics, which came out of the Soviet Union, increased the importance of
Turkey. Turkey established TIKA in 1992 to provide liaison with them.
After the Cold War, with the help of Turkey, a newly-established
organization worked with Balkan countries for economic cooperation to provide
peace and unity. In 1992, the purposes of the Black Sea were based on friendship and
good neighborliness, a peaceful stable sea, economic relations, geographical
proximity and historical connections. The Black Sea Economic Cooperation
Organization was established between Russia, Turkey, Ukraine, Moldova,
Azerbaijani, Armenia, Georgia, Bulgaria, Romania, Albania and Greece.183
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3.1.1. Turkey-Turkic World & Russia
After the disintegration of the Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR) in early
1992, the Turks began to take a close interest in the Central Asian countries,
especially the Caucasus region. Indeed Turkey became one of the first countries to
recognize the sovereignty and independence of the USSR in its disintegration process
and surpassed its very prudent policies in foreign policy. In 1989, the end of the Cold
War was a factor in this bold step. As a NATO member, Turkey was no longer afraid
of developing close cooperation with former socialist countries. Although Turkey did
not give up its dream of becoming a member of the European Union (EU), it began
implementing policies to develop relations with the neighboring Caucasus and
Middle Eastern countries. As a result, Turkish businessmen have begun to look for
new job opportunities in the Russian Federation, especially in the Turkic republics,
and even in the Far East in China. Ultimately, with these efforts, they have succeeded
especially in construction, food and clothing sectors. The Turkish trade volume with
these countries reached incredible proportions when compared to earlier years.184
3.1.2. Turkish Foreign Policy in Transformation (TFP)
This section concerns the transformation process of Turkey and foreign policy
interactions, developments, enhancement of Eurasian policy and Russia's foreign
policy, and how to improve TFP in this transformation period in the 21st century.
3.1.2.1. TFP: 2001-2011: Past - 2009/2011
One of the characteristics of today's multipolar world system is the lack of
long-term analysis of foreign policy. This is largely due to the fact that the actors of
the present global systems are multilateral, and that the course of events cannot be
shaped in whatever way they wish. However, the real reason of this is that the
concepts of change and transformation which are the two basic concepts of 21st
century world politics. Moreover, it is not possible to coincidentally explain the many
(perhaps the greatest) uses of these two concepts in post- 2000 foreign policy
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analysis gateways. This new situation is connected to great powers as it also applies
to small and medium-sized or underdeveloped and developing countries. As such,
foreign policy analyses often need to be reviewed. Turkey is one of the very active
and tense regions of the world, and must inevitably be in constant global and regional
affairs. Due to this necessity, a stage was entered in which Turkish foreign policy
experienced rapid transformations.
Indeed, the new orientations of Turkish foreign policy (TFP) after 2000 and
its consequences are evaluated. In this context, especially in the New World Order,
which is to be formed after the attacks of the New York Twin Towers and the
Pentagon, September 11, 2001, the motives behind Turkey's foreign policy especially
in the Middle East and its role are examined. Therefore, the policies that will be
followed in the Middle East are evaluated after determining the basic parameters that
guide TFP in this period. The choice of the Middle East as a field of application is
related to the geo-political, economic, strategic position of Turkey in the region and
its common historical and cultural memory with the countries of the region. First of
all, Turkey's basic foreign policy, then the way these principles are applied in the
case of the Middle East will be evaluated.185
3.1.2.3. TFP: 2011-2016: Arab Spring & Russia Rapproachment
This part analyses and refers to Russia's rapprochement with the Arab Spring
and its approach in terms of international foreign policy. Also, Russia criticizes the
outcomes, advantages and disadvantages of this rapprochement for itself and
Eurasian politics. After the its emergence in Tunisia in December 2010, it can be said
that the whole world was caught unprepared for the uprisings in Arab geography,
especially in Libya, Egypt, Syria, Bahrain and Yemen. The uprisings did not make
any significant or visible difference, especially in the position of Russia and the
Western countries. Nevertheless, Russia's position against the events was not the
same as other Western countries. For example, unlike the idea that idealizes the Arab
revolutions in the US and France, the Arab people are in a position to support better
and fair life conditions to find foreign intervention to change the regime unacceptable
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and to believe that internal troubles must be resolved through political dialogue. In
March 2011, Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov said in an interview that he
had no definite estimate of anyone involved in the events. Such a move was expected
in the Middle East because there had been accumulating socio-economic problems
for many years. But it was not known when and how to respond to these problems.186
Russia was considering to increase the influence of political Islam in response
to the bombing, corruption, unemployment, authoritarianism, clan culture and
nepotism in the region, and with the pressures of the business world and the
inclusion of US foreign policy, they thought that the impact of Islam increased. As
these incidents create a chaotic atmosphere among the countries and go on like
exchanging whispers. Namely, those against the upheavals, Moscow, Tunisia, Egypt,
Bahrain, Yemen and other countries, only remained in the role of 'spectators'. Libya
exhibited a contradiction with the West especially in the case of Syria. The Western
world regarded it as traditionalist, Cold War minded and criticized Russia.
Russian foreign policy tried to keep up with the new situation.187 Political
Islam was in a state of readiness to cooperate with the new administrations. Russian
President Vladimir Putin discussed many issues during the Arab Spring process, such
as Afghanistan, Iran and North Korea in his article "Russia and the Changing
World", which he came out on the 27th of February 2012 in Moscow, Novosti. Putin,
especially in the context of the Syrian Crisis, stated that he did not want to see any
Libyan scripts again, and that Russia's policy on Syria would not change. The article
also pointed out that the strengthening of economic ties with the Middle East was
necessary for Russia, and Russia's search for an alternative to sell weapons was an
important issue.
The summit gathered in Geneva at the invitation of former UN Secretary
General Kofi Annan, appointed by the United Nations (UN) in Syria, couldn't reach
any concrete result. The fact that there was a consensus at the meeting to establish a
transitional government also revealed that there was a deep disagreement about the
nature of the transitional government in question. It was once again revealed at the
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Geneva summit that Russia thought Syria would be very different from Western
countries.
Professor Dr. Çağrı Erhan indicates three main reasons for this attitude of
Russia, namely historical, strategic and super power reflexivity.
3.1.2.4. Historical Background
Russia has been pursuing its policy of strengthening its presence in the
Mediterranean basin for the last three centuries. Faced with the obstacles of France
and England in the 19th century, Russia achieved various successes in the weakening
Ottoman Empire, but did not reach its aim in the face of resistance of these two great
powers. Attempts to infiltrate the Mediterranean and Middle East geography by the
Soviet Union after World War II have now been hindered by the US. The US first
established the Baghdad Pact in Turkey, Iraq, Iran, Pakistan and England in 1955. US
President Eisenhower declared in 1957 that a more active policy would be followed
to prevent the spread of communism to the Middle East. Since then, the Soviet Union
which had been in cooperation with Syria, began to support anti- Western groups
throughout the Middle East. With the end of the Cold War, Russia's activity in this
region has decreased for a period of time. But Russia has never fully given up on its
historical goal, which can be summarized as being a power in the Mediterranean and
the Middle East."188
3.1.2.5. The Second Reason is Strategic
Moscow regards the US as increasingly losing the ability to become world's
hyper-power. All economic indicators signal the end of the US global leadership. If
current trends continue, it is certain that China would become a new hyper-power.
The withdrawal of the US from Iraq is actually a result of updating Washington's
military policies on the needs of the new era. The US Department of Defense
(Pentagon) announced that in the coming years the Pacific region of the US security
policies would form the main concern. The Washington administration foresaw that
the gap between the model in common with Turkey and the traditional ally Saudi
Arabia (and the small Gulf States that were not mentioned) could be filled by the
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pro-US attitude of the US, which can be created by the gradual withdrawal of the
Middle East. The initiative of Turkey in the Arab geography was encouraged by the
US and that Saudi Arabia was very active in its pursuit of an active foreign policy.
Undoubtedly, the US wanted to create a pro-western bloc in the axis of Turkey-Saudi
Arabia to counter balance Iran's activity in the region and ensure that the flow of oil
to world markets remained under its control. Russia, on the other hand, tried to create
a new bloc by supporting Iran and Syria against the US led block.
This policy aimed at reducing US power in the Middle East resulted in the
support of the Ba'ath regime in Syria. It is obvious that Russia would strive with all
its power to become a government that will give a green light to its own interests
even if it led to a new era in Syria.
3.1.2.6. Super Power Reflex
Russia, who thinks that it was deceived by the US and EU countries during
the events of Libya and pushed away from the table, did not want to leave the
initiative in Syria.
Since the advent of Vladimir Putin to the Presidency, the Kremlin has
targeted four key points for the Middle East and North Africa:
1. In order for Russia to regain "Super Power" status, the US has to end its
dominance in areas like the Middle East.
2. Putin places great importance on high technology in the direction of
developing the Russian economy. For this reason, it is beginning to sell
sophisticated weapons, to the Middle East especially nuclear reactors.
3. It aims to establish partnerships by investing in cheaper Middle Eastern
resources due to the expense of removing their own oil and natural gas
reserves.
4. It aimed to reduce the aid the Middle East made to other Islamic militants
in Chechnya and the North Caucasus. In the Eastern Mediterranean, there
are reservoirs containing 3.5 trillion cubic meters of natural gas and 1.7
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billion barrels of oil. There are 275 billion cubic meters of natural gas
reserves in the Tamar case, found by Israel. Leviathan, another area
claimed by Israel, is estimated to have 700 billion cubic meters of natural
gas and 600 million barrels of oil.200 billion cubic meters of natural gas
has been found in the area where the GRC has licensed and operated a US
company (parcel 12).These figures show that the Eastern Mediterranean
could soon become a new Hazar Basin. There are scientific publications
suggesting that there are 15 trillion cubic meters wide beds between
Cyprus and the Crete islands. If this number is correct, it can be said that
the total natural gas reserves in the Eastern Mediterranean accounts for
nearly half of the amount of this product in Russia, the largest producer in
the world.189
Moscow has invested particularly in the oil and natural gas reserves in
Algeria and Libya. The most important goal of Russia in investing in these countries
is to strengthen Europe's energy dependence on Russia and thus to strengthen its
ability to determine its price, especially the natural gas price. In addition, these
countries also buy high-tech weapons that they cannot obtain from the western world,
so regional countries have economic importance for Russia. According to many
experts, the Arab Spring is a surprise for Russia which tried to stand against the
domino effect through diplomatic maneuvers during the colorful revolutions that
took place in its immediate vicinity.
According to Russia's 2007 Foreign Policy document, Russia places 10.4%
importance in Europe in the regional sense and 10.4% in the Near East and North
Africa regions together. The Arab Spring, which started in 2010, has resulted in
various dimensions in terms of Russia. In short, with Libya's oil and gas supply cut,
oil prices increased.190 The price of oil was $ 76 in January 2010, rose to $ 85 in
April and to $ 90 in December 2010. Looking at natural gas price ratios, it is seen that
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Russian natural gas entering the German border in January 2010 was 273 USD, 300
USD in April and 315 USD at the end of the year. In June 2011, the price reached $
360, and in July, the price surpassed $ 400.191 Therefore, the Russian economy was
affected by the 2008-2009 global economic crisis. However, Russia was able to meet
its budget deficit thanks to the rapid price increase in the price of energy resources,
and rapidly allocated resources to social funds. When the principles of the Middle
East policy of Russia are evaluated, it is seen that a wider and longer-term policy is
being carried out. It is aimed at establishing partnerships by investing in cheaper
Middle Eastern resources, since the cost of extracting their own oil and natural gas
reserves is high.
The aim is to gain efficiency through the development of dialogue and close
economic relations with all parties by following a different method from Western
policies in this region where the West has lost credibility, and Russia emerges as one
of the most active countries in humanitarian aid.
The diplomatic traffic is also an example of Russia's lack of political
involvement in the problem. Russia's energy crisis with Ukraine also reveals the
cautious approach of Russia towards Gaza. When Putin took over the presidency in
2012 which he had handed over to Medvedev in 2008, he stated that Russia would
become more active in the political process especially in the Middle East in the new
period. This shows Russia's view of the Arab Spring and that it was as cautious as
possible with the foreign policy in 2011 and 2016 and has been so until today.
3.1.3. Arab Spring
The rebellions that started in Tunisia at the end of 2010 and then spread to
Egypt, Libya, Yemen, Bahrain and Syria were called the Arab Spring.192 The internal
actors who led the popular uprisings in the countries were ideologies, political
programs, actions and relations with regional and external powers. In a general
evaluation of Russia's Arab Spring, it is possible to show those who lived in these six
Arab countries where rebellions were experienced under five main headings.
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1. Non-leadership popular revolutions (Tunisia and Egypt). Zeynelabidin Bin
Ali and Hüsnü Mubarak regimes in Tunisia and Egypt were among the
most important alliances of the West and the leading guarantors of the
Camp David order.
2. Government coup d'état with international support (Libya). Tribes were
determinants in Libya administration due to the lack of institutional
management and Muhammed Gaddafi's own style of administration. There
were no political parties or non- governmental organizations that could
organize the public against the government.
3. International and regional interference with oppressed reform requests
(Bahrain). In Bahrain the majority is formed by Shi'I people and the only
body to represent these people is 40 seats in the parliament. However,
decisions taken by this parliament can be overruled by the other
parliamentarians with 40 seats appointed by the king.
4. A multinational revolutionary project put into effect by regional
provocation at the appropriate ground and created by the anti-democratic
political fabric inside. (Syria). The Sunnis, who make up the majority of
the population in Syria where a large number of ethnic and sectarian
elements are located, are discriminated against as they are in Bahrain.
5. Power struggle between tribes and classes (Yemen). Ali Abdullah Saleh's
regime in the American camp during the Cold War was one of the most
important allies in America's struggle with international terrorism
especially before 2001.193
3.1.3.1. The Eurasianist dimension of Turkish Foreign Policy (1991-2016)
The idea of the Eurasian Union was first brought to the attention of the
University of Moscow in 1994 by Kazakh President Nur Sultan Nazarbayev. Putin,
adopted this idea in 2011, which had not been considered by Russia before.194 On
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November 18, 2011, Kazakhstan, Belarus and Russia decided to form a customs
union. According to the treaty signed on 29 May, 2014 by the three countries in
Kazakhstan, the customs union would be officially established on January 2, 2015.
The agreement between Belarus, Kazakhstan and Russia places the Eurasian
Economic Union on a European Union-like economic and customs union. Although
the Union seems commercial and economic in the first place, it is a matter of debate
about how to form a structure in the long-term. There are two opinions in this regard.
In the first place, as Nazarbayev brought to the first agenda, Cultural Eurasianism in
the history of Eurasia is an economic based formation that embraces all states and
communities in history. The second view is that of the use of the Eurasian Union as
an intermediate stage in the formation of a Russian empire that reigns over the
former Soviet hinterland in the axis of Russia's classical Eurasianism. The union,
especially in the last two years, has begun to develop in the direction of founder and
dominant country Russia. It was also seen that Kazakhstan made some maneuvers
despite Russia.
As a matter of fact, on April 30, 2014 in Minsk, Kazakhstan vetoed Yerevan
on the grounds that it did not apologize to Azerbaijan for the massacres in Karabakh.
Russia did not get what it wanted. Together with Kazakhstan, it was also seen that
Russia was not in a balancing position in the organization. In this framework,
Kazakhstan wishes Turkey to become a member of the Union as a country that
would balance Russia under its Eurasian policy, and to be followed by other Turkish
republics. On the axis of all these developments, we see that the Eurasian Union
holds some positive and negative terms for Turkey and the power balance of the 21st
century is shifting from Europe to Asia.
The world's largest market, as well as consumption center, demands energy
sources. In parallel with the factors, Asia is in the midst of increasing importance.
Kazakhstan has signed an oil and natural gas deal with China, as both countries
demand area and the production areas (Caspian and the periphery) on the energy axis
are evolving into the Asia region of Eurasia. The Chinese get roughly 20 percent of
the Kazakh gas. The Turkmens also made a similar deal with the Chinese. The
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Turkmens sell gas to China.195 In parallel, the new US-Russian defense concept
shifted from the Middle East to Asia, as well as the new Russian-Chinese natural gas
contract, new "Silk Road Economic Belt" projects between Russia, China,
Kazakhstan and Germany. When the political developments over the last 4-5 years
are evaluated, we can see that the world equation is gradually shifting from Europe to
Asia.196
Apart from the main international actors, states such as South Korea and
Japan are also highly interested in Eurasia, especially in logistics, energy transport
and communication sectors. On the axis of all these developments, instead of the
classic Shanghai Cooperation, the Eurasian Union is a new attraction with a strong
core. In the framework of these developments, it can be seen that Turkey has not
been able to set an economic or political position on the Eurasian line so far.
In the Eurasian Union power equation, Kazakhstan's politics is to include
Turkey in the Eurasian Union. It should be kept in mind, that the acts of countries
such as Turkey are directly related to international politics. Since 1946, Turkey has
been pursuing its foreign policy on two corridors.
One is NATO membership, the other is membership of the EU. EU
membership has been on the agenda of all the previous governments as well as the
current government. It would not be wise to say that Turkey should abandon these
two lines and take part in the Eurasian Union, which has not been completely
actualized. Turkey’s then Prime Minister, Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, had said to Putin
“Take us to the Eurasian Union rather than to the Shanghai Union” in St. Petersburg,
2013. Unfortunately neither the intellectuals nor the political power in Turkey could
develop a clear strategy for the new political formations in the Eurasian Union and
Eurasia.
The Turkish Council established by Kazakhstan, Azerbaijan and Kyrgyzstan,
of which Turkmenistan is also an observer, continues its path in the geography of
Eurasia as a quiet but effective formation. As a result, the world turns from Europe to
Asia. Instead of the Middle Eastern petroleum, Caspian oil and natural gas-driven
195
196
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new energy markets are formed; Russia and China are joining forces in economic
partnership. The main center of US military strategy has shifted to Asia. In this
process, Turkey will open the Middle East blockade in foreign policy, there are
corridors in Central Asia and the Caspian rim in the short term and Asia axis in the
long term. Related countries should update their position based on these predetermined strategies against these new formations and take one step forward. Let us
not forget that a successful foreign policy depends on the ability to foresee future
development and politics. Previous strategies in politics have significant importance
in terms of establishing future policies, otherwise those who cannot follow and
innovate on future developments and enrich their own policies would be confined to
be outsiders.197
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CONCLUSION

Reflections of the Eurasian Union in terms of Turkey are seen in the
following ways. The Eurasian Union may carry an ideological enriched spectrum
for the future of Turkey, the Caucasus region, Central Asia, Ukraine and the Black
Sea region in the future because Turkey also has its own economic interests in these
regions. Needless to say, Russia and the Central Asian market promise great
economic and commercial opportunities for Turkey to gain further influence. Putin,
the strong man of Russia, already appears to have a positive opinion about Turkey.
According to the Russian leader, Turks are credible people. The Eurasian Union
project is also a re-evaluation period for Turkey, Russia and Central Asia at the
same time, geographically, and has a wide field maneuverability from the "Adriatic
to the Chinese Wall", and in addition to its cultural capacities of influencing other
communities in this region. In political terms, it has the capacity to act as a bridge
for the integration of the region with the international system. It will be more
beneficial for Turkey to cooperate on the territory where it cannot compete with
Russia, which is certainly an important power in the Eurasian region. Eurasia has
political and economic importance for Turkey, which is becoming a regional
gentleman. As Foreign Minister Ahmet Davutoglu said once, “the Eurasian region
can turn into important economic power of the world in the future”. In fact, the
convergence or more intensive cooperation of the regions such as Russia, China,
Turkey, Iran, Central Asia and the Caucasus has the potential to provide a new
structure in the world order.
On the one hand, Turkey should continue to develop relations with the
existing unions and institutions while laying the foundations of the Turkish
Economic Community to implement the Turkish Union. As Alparslan Türkeş stated
years ago, "Turkey's foreign policy must take all factors into consideration, be
absolutely multifaceted, be able to protect very sensitive balances and minimize the
risks arising from its special position while maximizing their advantages”.198
198
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Therefore, Turkey must coordinate its relations with the European Union, the Turkic
Republics, the US, the Islamic world and Russia in a highly balanced and
harmonious manner. Turkey cannot just find one sided options and ignore
alternatives.199 Or as Hasan Celal Güzel pointed out in the same issue of New
Turkey magazine; "Turkey can make very close contacts with countries in Europe,
the US, Russia, the Middle East, Africa, Central Asia and the Far East within the
framework of its national interests. In fact, these relationships can be assessed as
integrations. All these relations should not be regarded as obstacles to each other.
There is no benefit of being blindfolded to Western, European or American hostility.
However, it should be kept in mind that our real interests and our power resource are
the Turkish and Islamic world. Turkey's geopolitical, geostrategic, historical,
glorious past, as well as its geography, population, trained manpower, economic
potential and most importantly the accumulation of great states in Turkey, have
given Turkey the opportunity to become a (possible) superpower in the future.
In this respect, Turkey cannot see Dugin and Putin's EuRussia Union which
aims to revive Russian sovereignty, or the Shanghai Cooperation Organization
which China established in order to provide its own dominance, or the USA's
extended Middle East Project as the only option. Even the Central States Union,
suggested by Anil Çeçen, cannot be a perfect alternative because it does not include
the Balkans, which are very important for the EU, the USA and Turkey and have
historical and cultural ties. As Külebi argued, with the proposal that Kazakhstan
President Nursultan Nazarbayev has expressed in recent days the Middle East
Turkish states can be formed and further enlarged as “Turkish-Axial-Extended
Eurasianism which is a better option to be pursued.
As a result, Turkey has to follow a multifaceted national foreign policy, as
practiced by Atatürk and Turkeş. Again in parallel with Atatürk and Turkeş'
predictions of the Turkish World. Turkey has the necessary manpower, historical
accumulation and the potential to create a Turkish Union. In the context of an
enlarged Turkish-oriented understanding of Eurasianism, the Turkish Economic
Community must be established first between the Turkish states. First of all, it must
199
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successfully cooperate with the ECO, which is a member of all the Turkish states
and has taken a certain step in terms of integration. In order to actualize the above
mentioned goals, Turkey must develop self-centered strategies based on its new
geopolitics dependent on the natural sources and energy according to the 21st
century's requirements and be aware of its economic, cultural, historical and
military power.
After all,as one observer put it, it is not a simple bridge between east and
west (or between Europe and Asia), but a synthesis; Turkey, which is a
representative of a deeply rooted state tradition, that flew through the depths of
history and reached the summit of the Ottoman Empire, has laid the foundation for
the world and has taken the backbone of globalization and the dynamic process of
change that we live in.200 It can play an important role in securing a humanitarian
globalization and establishing a fair international order. Turkey will be able to
contribute to regional and world peace by uncovering the inexplicability of the
conflict of civilizations thesis with the developments of the Buddhist (China) and
Hindu civilization, which Turks regard as part of the Turkish republics and
Huntington's conflicts. If Turkey can provide economic and political integration of
the Turkic states with a long-term planning and national strategy, the Turkish Union
will become the leading organization not only in the region, but also in the world
and will mark the 21st century.
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