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This article seeks to analyze the political, economic, cultural, and security factors that necessitated
the establishment of the Organization of Turkic States (OTS) and shaped its transformation into
a structured and increasingly influential regional organization. The dissolution of the Soviet Union
created a strategic vacuum in Eurasia, compelling newly independent Turkic republics to redefine
their sovereignty, foreign policy orientation, and identity in a complex geopolitical environment.
Against this backdrop, Turkey emerged as a pivotal partner, leveraging shared ethno-linguistic
and cultural bonds to initiate institutionalized cooperation. The main purposes of the study
include: identifying the foundational motivations for creating a Turkic cooperation framework;
assessing the role of Turkey’s proactive foreign policy, particularly under the Justice and Develop-
ment Party (AKP), in accelerating integration; evaluating the influence of shared cultural and his-
torical heritage on fostering unity; analyzing the impact of regional security concerns and global
disruptions on OTS development; and examining how energy diplomacy and infrastructure projects,
such as the Middle Corridor and the Zangezur Corridor, reinforce both economic interdependence
and geopolitical agency. Research Methods. The study employs a qualitative analytical approach,
integrating document analysis, policy reviews, and summit declarations with secondary scholarly
sources. It draws upon international relations theory, geopolitical analysis, and cultural studies to
situate the OTS within broader debates on regionalism and multipolarity. This multidisciplinary
method allows for a comprehensive mapping of the organization’s evolution from a symbolic entity
to a functional international body. Key findings suggest that the OTS operates at the intersection
of identity-driven diplomacy and pragmatic geopolitical strategy. Its institutional growth has been
propelled by a convergence of cultural solidarity, economic necessity, and security imperatives,
while its coordinated diplomatic positions increasingly enable member states to assert influence in
global affairs. The study concludes that the OTS represents a maturing model of regional integra-
tion in the post-Soviet space, capable of balancing historical identity with contemporary strategic
needs and offering an adaptable platform for collective action in a shifting international order.
Key words: Organization of Turkic States, Regional Cooperation, Post-Soviet Integration,
Energy Diplomacy, Cultural Identity.

Introduction. The transformation of the Organiza-
tion of Turkic States (OTS) into a prominent regional
and potentially global actor has become an increasingly
relevant topic in the current geopolitical climate. In this
regard, the relevance of the topic is related to rising
power of the organisation in international relations.
In an era characterized by the erosion of multilateral
cooperation, heightened power rivalries, and emerging
regional alliances, the institutionalization of solidarity
among Turkic-speaking countries represents a signifi-
cant development with broad implications for Eurasian
geopolitics, economic integration, and cultural diplomacy.
The increasing assertiveness of the Turkic world in inter-
national platforms, particularly in the post-Soviet context,
further amplifies the academic and strategic relevance
of examining the formation and evolution of the OTS.

The primary purpose of this research is to analyze
the key factors that led to the establishment and consoli-
dation of the Organization of Turkic States. This includes
a multi-dimensional examination of political, economic,
cultural, and security-based motivations, as well as
the roles played by regional and global developments.
Special attention is given to the geopolitical restructuring
after the collapse of the Soviet Union, Turkey’s evolving
foreign policy, and the shared ethno-linguistic and civili-
zational identity that underpins the union of these states.

The scientific novelty of this research lies in its
integrative approach to studying the OTS not merely
as a political alliance, but as a dynamic institutional
response to global instability, regional power asym-
metries, and identity-based cohesion. By mapping

the organization’s evolution across multiple dimen-
sions, diplomatic, economic, cultural, and infrastruc-
tural, this study fills a significant gap in the academic
literature, which often treats Turkic cooperation as
a symbolic or secondary phenomenon rather than
a strategically maturing entity.

The study primarily adopts a qualitative analytical
method, drawing upon document analysis, regional
policy reviews, summit declarations, and secondary
scholarly literature to trace the historical development
and strategic trajectory of the OTS. The research
employs a multidisciplinary lens, combining interna-
tional relations theory, geopolitical analysis, and cul-
tural studies to provide a comprehensive understan-
ding of the institution's rationale and functionality.

The contribution of the research lies in its potential
to enrich scholarly discourse on regionalism, multipolarity,
and post-Soviet transformations by presenting the Orga-
nization of Turkic States as a case study of identity-driven
regional integration. Furthermore, it offers policymakers
and academics a deeper understanding of how shared
heritage, political pragmatism, and institutional frame-
works intersect in shaping a cohesive geopolitical bloc
capable of influencing regional and global affairs.

The Independence of the Turkic Republics from
the Soviet Union

The Organization of Turkic States emerged as an insti-
tutional expression of the desire for cooperation among
Turkic-speaking countries in the post-Soviet era, based
on shared history, language, culture, and spiritual values.
Following the collapse of the USSR, the newly indepen-
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dent Turkic republics began seeking a new strategic posi-
tion on both regional and global levels. In this context,
Turkey presented itself as a reliable partner for these
countries, offering both cultural affinity and political sup-
port. Over time, high-level summits, cultural-humanitarian
initiatives, and regional security challenges encouraged
closer cooperation among these republics. Furthermore,
the growing influence of major powers such as Russia
and China in the region, the limited engagement with
the West, and the need to create new energy and trans-
port corridors made it necessary to establish a structured
organization to promote deeper political, economic,
and security integration among the Turkic States.

In this regard, the first major factor contributing
to the creation of the Organization of Turkic States
was the emergence of independent Turkic republics
(Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Turkmenistan,
and Uzbekistan) following the dissolution of the Soviet
Union in 1991. These nations were compelled to define
their state-building processes and foreign policy pri-
orities within a new international environment. During
the early years, their primary focus was on achieving
political stability and economic resilience. Once these
goals were partially attained, the issue of identity came
to the fore, and they began showing increasing interest
in strengthening relations with Turkey, with which they
shared deep historical, linguistic, and cultural ties. The
first summit of Turkic heads of state, held in Ankara in
1992, marked the beginning of this process.

Although Russia closely monitored these integration
efforts, it was unable to mount a significant response
during the 1990s due to domestic challenges such
as the Chechen Wars and severe economic crises.
However, in the following years, Russia sought to reas-
sert its influence in the region, particularly through
the Collective Security Treaty Organization (CSTO)
and the Eurasian Economic Union (EAEU), aiming to
retain Central Asian countries within its sphere of influ-
ence. Yet these initiatives were not equally appealing to
all Turkic republics. The perceived drawbacks of these
alliances often outweighed their benefits, leading many
of these countries to take a more indifferent stance
toward Russian-led integration projects [12].

The 2008 war between Russia and Georgia, culmi-
nating in Moscow’s recognition of Abkhazia and South
Ossetia, signaled Russia’s willingness to use force to
maintain the regional status quo. This development
raised concern among the Turkic republics, especially
Kazakhstan, which hosts a significant Russian-spea-
king population in its northern regions. The precedent
of separatism in Georgia was perceived as a potential
threat [9]. The 2014 annexation of Crimea and the sup-
port for separatist movements in Ukraine's Donbas
region further confirmed Russia’s ongoing post-imperial
ambitions. At that time, Kazakh President Nursultan
Nazarbayev emphasized the importance of maintaining
a balanced relationship with Russia while asserting
the need to protect Kazakhstan’s sovereignty.
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Meanwhile, concrete steps were taken to deepen
integration within the framework of the Turkic Coun-
cil (the precursor to the Organization of Turkic
States). Institutions such as TURKPA, the Turkic Cul-
ture and Heritage Foundation, the Turkic Academy,
and others were established. Although the Turkic
republics continued to maintain economic and security
ties with Russia, the ideological and cultural gravitation
toward Ankara grew increasingly pronounced.

Azerbaijan’s victory in the 44-day Patriotic War in
2020 and Russia’s inability to defend Armenia led to new
geopolitical assessments in Central Asia. At the same
time, the prolonged war in Ukraine exposed Russia’s
weaknesses in military technology and logistics. Western
sanctions and economic isolation pushed Central Asian
countries to seek alternative economic and political part-
nerships. In this context, Turkey’s appeal increased sig-
nificantly, as it is both a NATO member and a country
with a Muslim-Turkic identity [11].

Consequently, the establishment of the Organi-
zation of Turkic States in 2021, along with the adop-
tion of the “Vision 2040” document and the inclusion
of actors such as Hungary and the Turkish Republic
of Northern Cyprus as observers, signaled a shift from
a reactive stance to a proactive model of unity among
Turkic nations [7]. As a result, the shrinking of the post-
Soviet sphere of influence and the evolution toward
a multipolar world strengthened the strategic confi-
dence of the Turkic states and encouraged them to
take concrete institutional steps toward a shared future.

Single-Party Rule of the AKP in Turkey

Another significant development was the beginning
of a new political era in Turkey following the 2002 gene-
ral elections, when the Justice and Development Party
(AKP) came to power alone. Under the leadership
of Recep Tayyip Erdogan, the government prioritized
economic reforms and the preservation of political stabi-
lity from its early years. Starting in the mid-2000s, posi-
tive trends were observed in macroeconomic indicators,
inflation decreased, foreign currency reserves grew, debt
ratios declined, and a favorable environment for interna-
tional investment was established. This economic stabil-
ity enabled the state to invest in military modernization
and the defense industry. Structural reforms in the Tur-
kish Armed Forces and the strengthening of companies
such as ASELSAN, ROKETSAN, TUSAS, and BAYKAR
transformed Turkey into a prominent actor in regional
conflicts. This power was demonstrated through opera-
tions like Euphrates Shield, Olive Branch, and Peace
Spring in Syria and northern Irag. Turkey also played
an active role with its military and technological support in
the Libya and Karabakh conflicts. In particular, Turkey’s
visible contribution to Azerbaijan’s 2020 victory further
strengthened trust in Ankara across the Turkic world.

Erdogan’s foreign policy relied not only on hard
power but also on a “soft power” approach grounded
in cultural and historical ties. The development of rela-
tions with Hungary, the opening of the Turkic Council’s
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European Office in Budapest, and Hungary’s acces-
sion as an observer member signified the extension
of Turkic identity into a European diplomatic context.
Similarly, Uzbekistan’s transition from a long-standing
cautious stance to becoming a full member in 2019,
and Turkmenistan’s engagement with the organization as
an observer, illustrated the growing coordination among
Turkic states under Erdogan’s leadership. The Turkish
Republic of Northern Cyprus obtaining observer sta-
tus in 2022 marked not only a diplomatic step but also
an ideological expansion of the Turkic unity framework.
Erdogan’s warm rhetoric in relations with these countries,
along with reciprocal visits, cultural initiatives, and for-
mats of economic cooperation, demonstrates the strong
political will driving the organization’s leadership [1].

One of the symbolic steps in this process from a legal
and institutional perspective was the allocation of the his-
toric Arif Pasha Mansion, located in the Fatih district
of Istanbul, to serve as the Secretariat of the Organiza-
tion of Turkic States. This is not merely an office building,
but a political and cultural emblem for the Turkic world.
Hosting the Secretariat in Istanbul further reinforces Tur-
key’s leadership role within the organization [13]. In each
of his summit speeches, Erdogan strategically frames
the future of Turkic unity around the “Vision 2040”
and has put forward concrete initiatives in this direction,
such as proposals for a Joint Army, Joint University, Joint
Media Platform, and Common Customs Area. These
efforts not only confirm his role as an influential leader
but also position him as an architect of Turkic unity [14].
In this regard, just as Nursultan Nazarbayev was hon-
ored with the title of “Honorary Chairman of the Turkic
Council,” Erdogan’s recognition with a similar title would
be both a symbolic gesture and a reflection of reality.
Under his leadership, the Organization of Turkic States
is evolving from a regional entity into a globally signifi-
cant geopolitical platform.

Search for a Common Identity

The factors influencing the establishment
of the Organization of Turkic States are not limited to
those previously mentioned. One of the most funda-
mental motivations behind the unification of the Turkic
states is their shared ethno-linguistic and historical
roots. Countries such as Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan,
Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan, Turkmenistan, and Turkey
speak closely related languages and share a com-
mon mythological and epic tradition, examples include
the epics of Dede Korkut, Manas, and Alpamysh,
which strengthen integration both symbolically
and practically. As an institutional reflection of this cul-
tural integration, the establishment of TURKSOY in
1993 marked a significant milestone. The organization
has played a central role in organizing joint cultural
events, music festivals, art symposia, and implement-
ing the “Turkic World Capital of Culture” initiative.

Additionally, the establishment of Turkology centers
in Turkey and other member states, academic and stu-
dent exchange programs, and the periodic revival

of the idea of a common alphabet illustrate how these
values serve a unifying function at the intergovernmen-
tal level. These shared values extend beyond cultural
spheres and form a basis for integration grounded in
religious and spiritual commonalities as well. As part
of the Islamic world, these countries celebrate com-
mon traditions such as Nowruz and honor national
heroes like Ahmad Yasawi, Mahmud al-Kashgari,
and Yusuf Balasaguni across regional boundaries,
thereby strengthening a collective historical memory.
Institutions such as the Turkic Academy and the Turkic
Culture and Heritage Foundation provide both schol-
arly and symbolic frameworks for this process.

Moreover, the use of shared symbols, Gokturk tam-
gas, the Gray Wolf (Bozkurt), and the Orkhon-Yenisei
inscriptions, at interstate events extends cultural inte-
gration from formal diplomacy to public diplomacy. In
this way, shared history and cultural heritage are not
merely recollections of the past but serve as forward-
looking national strategies shaping a common future [3].

The Need for Regional Stability and Security

Another key factor relates to the need for regional
stability and security, as well as the preservation
of national identity in the context of globalization. In
recent decades, Central Asia and the Caucasus have
faced serious geopolitical pressures and threats. Against
the backdrop of the Taliban regime in Afghanistan,
China’s policies in Xinjiang, the Russia-Ukraine war,
and Iran’s regional influence strategies, it has become
vital for the Turkic states to deepen security cooperation
among themselves. For example, the support provided
by Turkey during Azerbaijan’s 44-day war in Karabakh
in 2020 demonstrated that military-political coopera-
tion among members of the Organization of Turkic
States (OTS) could become a tangible reality. Similarly,
the unrest in Kazakhstan in 2022 and the subsequent
intervention by the Collective Security Treaty Organiza-
tion (CSTO) once again highlighted the region’s need
for balanced security mechanisms. In this regard, joint
military exercises, cooperation in emergency situations,
and platforms for counterterrorism under the framework
of the OTS have gained urgency.

At the same time, the process of globalization places
additional pressure on Turkic states to preserve their
national identities. The rapid spread of information tech-
nologies, the dominance of mass culture, and the activ-
ity of foreign influence agents can weaken languages,
traditions, and national values in these countries. Aware
of this risk, the “Turkic World Vision 2040” document
adopted by the Turkic Council specifically emphasizes
the protection of national and spiritual values as a top
priority. Concrete steps taken to preserve national iden-
tity include strengthening the teaching of Turkic lan-
guages, preparing joint textbooks, and forming unified
historical narratives in school curricula. In this context,
institutions such as the Turkic Academy, the Turkic Cul-
ture and Heritage Foundation, and the Union of Turkic
Universities play a strategically important role.
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On the other hand, this cooperation also carries both
symbolic and practical importance for Turkic diasporas
living in Western countries, where Islamophobia is on
the rise. For instance, Turkish communities in France,
Germany, and the Netherlands reinforce their national
identity by participating in shared cultural festivals, Tur-
kic Day parades, and coordinated activities organized
by diplomatic missions [5]. Activities aimed at coor-
dinating diaspora organizations within the framework
of the OTS demonstrate how mechanisms of national
self-awareness are being constructed on a transna-
tional scale in the face of globalization. Thus, the OTS
is increasingly becoming a functional mechanism for
strengthening national identity both within member
states and among their diaspora communities abroad.

Energy Cooperation within the Economic
Framework

Another significant factor is the growing need for
economic cooperation and coordination of energy proj-
ects in an increasingly crisis-ridden world. In a global
environment marked by instability and recurring disrup-
tions, the economic collaboration efforts of the Orga-
nization of Turkic States (OTS) have gained greater
importance. Events such as the 2008 financial crisis,
the 2020 COVID-19 pandemic, and the 2022 Russia-
Ukraine war caused major interruptions in the global
trade system, leading to sharp fluctuations in energy
prices and logistics chains. In this context, the Turkic
states have recognized the strategic necessity of work-
ing together to ensure energy security and strengthen
mutual economic interdependence. For instance,
Azerbaijan’s export of gas to Europe via the Trans-
Anatolian Pipeline (TANAP), Kazakhstan’'s crude oll
shipments through the Baku-Thilisi-Ceyhan pipe-
line, and Turkmenistan’s efforts to connect its energy
resources via the Caspian Sea are concrete indica-
tors of regional energy integration. These projects not
only reinforce the economic independence of member
states but also contribute to Europe's energy security.

Furthermore, the institutional development of eco-
nomic cooperation within the OTS framework is note-
worthy. At the 2011 Almaty summit, economic and trade
cooperation was identified as one of the organization’s
key priorities. At the seventh summit held in Baku
in 2019, special attention was given to the support
of Small and Medium-Sized Enterprises (SMEs). The
establishment of the Turkic Chamber of Commerce
and Industry under the OTS and its role in promoting
investment among member states, organizing joint
exhibitions and forums, facilitates the implementation
of coordinated economic cooperation [10]. In addi-
tion, during the extraordinary summit held online amid
the pandemic, the economy ministers of the member
states agreed on joint approaches concerning supply
chain resilience and food security. These examples
demonstrate that the OTS is advancing toward the cre-
ation of an economically integrated, politically resilient,
and mutually interdependent platform.
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Within this framework, it is also essential to address
the need for new transportation and trade routes. In
recent years, the diversification of transport and logis-
tics corridors across the Eurasian region has become
not only an economic but also a geopolitical priority.
The war between Russia and Ukraine has resulted
in the blockade of Black Sea ports, rising uncertainty
along routes passing through Iran, and increasing
risks on the Northern Corridor linking China to Europe
[6]. These developments have prompted the Turkic
states to seek alternative trade routes. In this context,
the Trans-Caspian International Transport Route, also
known as the Middle Corridor, has come to the fore-
front. Extending from China and Kazakhstan across
the Caspian Sea to Azerbaijan, and from there through
Georgia and Turkey to Europe, this route is being
developed as a fast and secure alternative. Meetings
of transport ministers within the OTS, harmonization
of customs procedures, and digitalization initiatives
aim to enhance the efficiency of this corridor.

The expansion of railway connections between Tur-
key, Azerbaijan, and the Central Asian states is also
of great importance in this context. The Baku-Thbilisi-
Kars railway project, inaugurated in 2017, marked
a new chapter in regional rail transport. Thanks to
this project, cargo can now be transported between
China and Europe in just 15 days, offering a time-
efficient and relatively politically secure alternative
route [2]. Moreover, coordinated operations among
Kazakhstan's Aktau port, Azerbaijan’s Alat Interna-
tional Port, and Turkmenistan’s Turkmenbashi seaport
ensure uninterrupted logistics flows. Among the doc-
uments adopted at the 2023 OTS Summit, special
emphasis was placed on the promotion of multimodal
transportation, the implementation of a “single window”
system, and the digital integration of transport infra-
structure. These developments not only increase trade
volume but also enhance the geo-economic weight
of the member states.

The Zangezur Corridor is considered a strategic
complement to all these initiatives. Following Azer-
baijan’s full restoration of sovereignty over Karabakh,
the idea of the corridor has gained renewed impor-
tance. The corridor passes through Armenia’s Syunik
region, connecting Nakhchivan with the mainland
of Azerbaijan, and simultaneously enabling a direct
land link between Azerbaijan and Turkey. This project
carries historical significance not only in terms of Azer-
baijan’s sovereignty and territorial integrity but also in
the context of geographic integration and the comple-
tion of the logistic map of the Turkic world [8]. Once
completed, the Zangezur Corridor will function in
conjunction with the Middle Corridor, contributing to
the creation of a physical infrastructure spanning from
Beijing to Istanbul, uniting the Turkic states within
the broader Turan geography. It will become a symbol
not only of trade and transportation but also of cultural,
economic, and strategic unity.
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The Need for Diplomatic Mutual Support

The final factor necessitating the formation
and strengthening of the Organization of Turkic
States (OTS) is the need for a common political
stance and diplomatic cooperation on the international
stage. The first quarter of the 21st century has been
marked by a disruption of the international order, with
a resurgence of power politics challenging the nor-
mative, rule-based system. Strategic rivalry between
the United States and China, tensions between Russia
and the Western world, and the inefficiencies within
decision-making processes of the United Nations
and other international institutions have impacted
the political architecture of the Eurasian region, as
they have elsewhere. In this complex and multipolar
environment, member states of the OTS have found
it necessary to explore avenues for diplomatic coor-
dination and strategic collaboration around shared
interests. The rise of regional power blocs, the selec-
tive application of international law, and the push for
UN reform have all contributed to a growing recog-
nition that the Turkic states must assert themselves
and adopt a more organized stance in order to act as
a balancing force in the global system.

This necessity has been consistently emphasized in
the summit declarations of the OTS. For instance, the “Tur-
kic World Vision 2040” document adopted in 2021 explic-
itly states that member countries should act jointly in
international organizations to promote shared interests
and uphold the norms and principles of international law.
This approach was especially evident in the Armenia-
Azerbaijan conflict, where OTS member states offered
clear political support for Azerbaijan’s territorial integrity.
Similarly, during the internal unrest in Kazakhstan in 2022,
the political and moral support provided by OTS countries
to the Kazakh leadership exemplified a unified position
in favor of regional stability and the preservation of legiti-
mate state authority [4]. In the context of the Ukraine crisis
as well, the member states expressed a shared rhetoric
grounded in the core principles of international law, territo-
rial integrity and sovereignty, and called for a diplomatic
resolution to the conflict.

Ongoing global political crises, including rising
U.S.-China tensions over the Taiwan Strait, the esca-
lation of the Israel-Palestine conflict in the Middle
East, and Russia’s reactions to NATO expan-
sion, have brought serious geopolitical decisions to
the forefront for the Turkic states. In such an environ-
ment, the capacity of individual states to protect their
national interests may prove insufficient. Therefore,
the diplomatic platform provided by the OTS, through
the Council of Foreign Ministers, the Council of Heads
of State, and the Secretariat, facilitates the formation
of joint decisions and allows member states to present
synchronized positions on international issues. The
Turkic states can strengthen their international stand-
ing and emerge as more proactive actors not only by
cooperating on regional issues, but also by adopting

common diplomatic positions on global challenges
such as climate change, energy security, and artificial
intelligence. In doing so, the Organization of Turkic
States may evolve from a regional structure into a fully
functional international organization.

Conclusion. The emergence and institutional evolu-
tion of the Organization of Turkic States reflect a broader
strategic transformation among Turkic-speaking nations
in response to shifting geopolitical, economic, and cul-
tural dynamics. The formation of the OTS is not merely
a regional development, but a conscious effort to estab-
lish a coordinated political identity, functional cooperation,
and mutual support platform among nations with shared
historical and civilizational roots. This study examined
the key factors that contributed to the establishment
and growing significance of the OTS in the 21st-century
international order. In this regard, the main findings of this
research can be summarized as follows:

— The collapse of the Soviet Union created a politi-
cal vacuum and identity crisis for newly independent
Turkic republics, prompting them to seek strategic
partnerships (especially with Turkey) and gradually
institutionalize their shared ethno-cultural bonds.

— Under the leadership of the AKP and President
Erdogan, Turkey pursued an assertive regional policy
combining hard and soft power, which accelerated
the institutional development of the Turkic coopera-
tion framework through concrete initiatives such as
the Vision 2040, joint institutions, and summit diplomacy.

— The revival of common cultural, linguistic, and spir-
itual values has become a core element of integration,
with organizations like TURKSQY, the Turkic Academy,
and joint educational programs playing key roles in
shaping a shared identity across borders.

— Regional crises and global disruptions have led
to closer economic and energy cooperation among
Turkic states, with projects such as TANAP, the Middle
Corridor, and the Zangezur Corridor symbolizing both
infrastructural connectivity and geoeconomic ambition.

— Facing global power rivalries and institutional
inefficiencies, the Turkic states have increasingly coor-
dinated their positions in international organizations,
using the OTS as a platform to project diplomatic soli-
darity and strategic autonomy in global affairs.
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AHai3 YNHHUKIB, LLO CNPUNYMNHUIN CTBOPEHHS
opraHi3ayii THOPKCbKNX AepxaB

Y yiti cmammi aHasni3yrombCsi NOMIMUYHI, EKOHOMIYHI, Ky/IbmypHi ma 6e3neKosi YUHHUKU, SIKi
3yMoBu/IuU cmBopeHHs1 OpaaHisayjii miopkcbkux depxxas (OT/A) ma susHayuau it mpaHcghopma-
yito Ha wisixy 00 cmpykmyposaHoi ma dedasii 81/IUBOBILLOI pe2ioHasIbHOT opeaHisayji. Posnad
PadsiHcbk020 Coto3y npu3sis 00 BUHUKHEHHSI cCmpameaiyHo20 Bakyymy 8 €8pasii, Wo 3mMycusio
HOBOCMBOPEHI MIOPKChKI pecry6Aiku nepeocMuciumu 8/1acHy CyBepeHHICMb, 30BHIWHbO-
rnoaimuyHull Kypc ma i0eHmMuU4HICMb y CK/Ia0HOMY 2€0rMoaimuYHoOMy cepedosulyi. Y ybomy
KoHmekcmi TypeqyuHa nocmarna sik k/4osull napmep, sikull, Cruparyucs Ha crifbHi emHo-
JiH2BICMUYHI ma Ky/IbmypHi 38'S13KU, iHIYit08as iHCMUMyUyioHas1i308aHy crisnpayfo.

OCHOBHI Uil OC/IOXEHHS BK/IOYaKOMb. BUSIB/IEHHST Nepuioyep208ux Momusayili 0711 cmso-
PEHHST paMKOBOI CMpPyKMYypU MIOPKCLKOI Criigripay; OUYiHKY pO/Ii POakmMUBHOI 308HIWHBLOI MO/1i-
muku TypeyyuHu, 30kpema 8 repiod npas/iHHs MNapmii crnpasedsiusocmi ma po3sumky (AKP),
Y MPUCKOPEHHI IHMezpayiliHux Mpoyecis; aHasli3 8rausy Cri/ibHOI Ky/ibmypHOI ma icmopuYHoOi
cradWjuHU Ha 3MiYHEeHHs1 eOHOCMI; OOC/IIOXEHHST Hac/liOKIB pe2ioHa/IbHUX 3a2po3 besneyi
ma 2/106a/1bHUX 3pyweHb 07151 po3sumky OT/; a makox BUBYEHHST MO20, SIK eHep2emuyHa
dunaomamisi ma iHghpacmpykmypHi npoekmu, maki sik CepedHili kopudop i 3aHae3ypcbKuli
KOpUOOp, CrpusitoMb €KOHOMIYHIU B3aEMO3a/1IEXXHOCMI ma 2e0Mo/IiMUYHiIl cy6'ekmHOCMI.
Memodu docnidxeHHs. Y pobomi BUKOpUCMAaHO sikicHUl aHanimu4Hul nioxio, Wo rnoeoHye
aHaslis 00KyMeHmiIB, 02/1510uU MOAIMUK ma MmiocyMKoBi dekaapayii camimis 3 BMOPUHHUMU
HayKosUMU Oxepenamu. [OocaiOXeHHsT CnupaembCsi Ha meopito MXHapPOOHUX BIOHOCUH,
2eonosiimuyHuli aHasiiz ma Ky/ibmyposoaito 07151 poamiuwjeHHs1 OT/ y wupwomy KoHmeKkcmi
pezioHaniamy ma 6azamoriosisipHocmi. Takuli mixducyunaiHapHul rioxio d0380/15€ KOMI/IEK-
CHO OKpec/iumu eso/loyito opaaHizayii — 8i0 CUMBOAIYHOI cmpyKmypu 00 (hYHKYIOHa/IbHO20
MDKHapPOOHO20 iHCmumymy.

Knrouosi BUCHOBKU c8id4amb npo me, wo OT/] hyHKUIOHYEe Ha NepemuHi i0eHMUYHICHOI ourn/io-
mamii ma npazmamuyHoi 2eornosiimu4Hoi cmpameeii. Ii iHemumyyiliHe 3pocmatHs 3ymos/ieHe
MOEOHAHHSAM KY/IbMYpPHOI CoMidapHOCMI, EKOHOMIYHOI HEOBXIOHOCMI Ma 6e3neKoBUX BUK/TUKIB,
moadi siK y3200)eHi oursiomamuyHi nouyii dedasii 6i/ibwe 00380/15110Mb 0epasam-y/ieHam
Br/UBaMU Ha 2/106a/1bHi rpoyecu. Y nidcymKy 3asHayaembcs, wo OT/ € 3pinoto Mooes/io
peeioHasIbHOT iIHmezpayii' y nocmpadsiHCbKOMY Mpocmopi, 30amHot ba/siaHcysamu Mix icmo-
PUYHOK IOEHMUYHICMIO ma Cy4YacHUMU cmpamezaiyHuMu rnompebamu, B0OHoYac sUCMynarqu
2HYYKOI0 1/1amghopMOt0 07151 KOJIeKMUBHUX Oill 8 yMoBax 3MiH C8IM0oB020 MOpsiOKY.

Knrouosi cnosa: OpeaHizayisi mPKCbKUX depxas, peecioHa/lbHe cnispobimHuUymso,
rnocmpaosiHcbka iHmezpauisi, eHepaemuyHa oursiomamisi, Ky/sibmypHa i0eHmu4HIiCMb.
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