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This article analyses the geopolitical strategy of the “Turkish world’. The author introduces the terms ‘Pan-
Turkish-ism’ and “global Turkey’, a nation-centric doctrine that differs from the commonly accepted concepts
of ‘Pan-Turkism’ and ‘Turkic world’, a multinational concept representing all Turkic peoples. The article
examines the following aspects of ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’: the Neo-Ottomanism of the ‘Turkish World’, ‘the
Turkish world’ versus ‘the Turkic world” in the post-Soviet arena; the Giilen [Hizmet] Network: the globalist
instrument of the “Pan-Turkish-ism’.

On the basis of unpublished archival documents from the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Republic of
Bulgaria, the author examines the Bulgarian diplomatic analysis of Russian-Turkish relations in the Balkans.
Special attention is focused on History as the main ‘ideological’ tool of ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ in Bulgaria and the
Balkans. The idealization of the West is another characteristic feature of ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’, which, according to
the author, can be defined as Turkish-Islamic-Western synthesis.
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REZUMAT:
PAN-TURC-ISM: IDEOLOGIA CENTRATA PE NATIUNE SI STRATEGIA GEOPOLITICA A
LUMII TURCESTI

Acest articol analizeaza strategia geopoliticd a lumii turcesti. Autorul introduce termenii 'Pan-turc-ism' si
"Turcia globald', 0 doctrina centratd pe natiune care difera de conceptele acceptate in mod obisnuit de 'Pan-
turcism' si 'lumea Turca', un concept multinational care reprezinta toate popoarele turcice. Articolul examineaza
urmatoarele aspecte ale 'Pan-turc-ism'; Neo-Otomanismul ‘lumii turcesti', ‘lumea turca' versus ‘lumea turca' in
arena post-sovietica; reteaua Gantorlen [Hizmet]: instrumentul globalist al ‘pan-turc-ism".

Pe baza documentelor de arhiva nepublicate de la Ministerul Afacerilor Externe al Republicii Bulgaria,
autorul examineaza analiza diplomatica bulgara a relatiilor ruso-turce din Balcani. O atentie deosebita este
acordata istoriei ca principal instrument ideologic al pan-turcismului in Bulgaria si Balcani. Idealizarea
Occidentului este 0 alta trasaturd caracteristica a 'Pan-turc-ism', care, potrivit autorului, poate fi definita ca
sinteza turco-islamica-Occidentala.

Cuvinte cheie: Pan-turc-ism, lumea turca, Pan-turcism, lumea turca, Turcia globala, Turan, Pax Ottomana,
Neo-Otomanism, adancime strategica, Nazism, Kemalism, Russkiy Mir, lumea slava, Razboiul Estic, reteaua
G. hizmet, Ecumenism, Vatican, sinteza turco-islamica-Occidentala
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PE3IOME:
IHAHTYPIIM3M: HAIIMOHAJI-OPUEHTUPOBAHHAS NJIEOJIOT'UA 1
I'EONOJIMTUYECKAS CTPATEI'US “TYPELIKOI'O MUPA”

B naHHO# cTaThe aHANMM3UPYETCA IeONOIUTHYECKAs CTpaTerus "Typelkoro Mupa’. ABTOp BBOIUT TEPMUHbI
"manTypism” U "mnobanmeHas Typiwst', HaIMOHAT-OPUEHTHPOBAHHYIO JOKTPUHY, KOTOpasl OTIMYAeTCs OT
OOIICTIPUHATHIX KOHIICTIIMA "MaHTIOpKM3Ma" W "TIOPKCKOr0 Mupa', MHOTOHAIIMOHAJIBHON KOHIICTIIINH,
MPEICTARISIIOLIEH BCE TIOPKCKUE HapoAbl. B cTarhe paccMarpuBaroTcs Clieyrolpe acleKThl "maHTypuu3ma':
HeoocManu3M "Typeuxoro mmpa", "Typeuxwit mup" npotuB "Tiopkckoro mmupa' Ha IOCTCOBETCKOM
MPOCTPaHCTRBE; ceTh I tosieHa [ Xu3mer" |: T100aMCTCKU MHCTPYMEHT "MaHTypIm3Ma’.

Ha ocHoBe HeomyOIMKOBaHHBIX apXMBHBIX JOKYMEHTOB MHHHCTEPCTBA MHOCTPAaHHBIX Jen PecryOnmku
Bonrapust aBTop paccmatprBaeT O0ITapCKuiA AUTLUIOMATHYECKHH aHAIM3 POCCHHCKO-TYPEIIKUX OTHOIICHHH Ha
bankanax. Ocoboe BHMMaHHE yaeseTcs HCTOPHM KakK IJIAaBHOMY ‘HJECOJIOTMUECKOMY HHCTPYMEHTY
‘manTypumsma’ B bonrapunm u Ha bankanax. Mneanmzammsa 3amama - enie oAHA XapakTepHas depra
"maHTypuu3Ma'", KOTOPBIA, IO MHEHHIO aBTOPA, MOKHO ONPEETIUTE KaK TYPELIKO-UCIAMCKO-3aIaJHbII CUHTE3.

KaroueBbie cioBa: [lantyprpism, Typeuxuii mup, miodamsHas Typrwms, Turan, Pax Ottomana,
Heoocmanmsm, Crparerndeckas riryonHa, HanmsM, Kemamism, Pycckuit mup, CnaBsackuii mup, Boctounast
BoiHa, Cetb [ tonena [ Xm3mer], sxymenn3m, Barukan, Typeriko-ucnamckuii Mup, TIOpKCKHIA Mup -3amiafHbId
CUHTE3

JEL Classification: N95; F22; F54
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Introduccion

Why “Turkish’ and not ‘Turkic’ world? Because the Turkish concept of ‘Pan-Turkism’ (in the
language of the Kemalist opponents) or ‘Turkism’ (in the language of the Pan-Turkists) is essentially
‘Pan-Turkish-ism’, i.e. a Pan-Turkish doctrine and nation-centred ideology and geopolitical strategy
with Turkey at its centre. The concept of ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ (the Turkish world) is hidden in the term
‘Pan-Turkism’ (the Turkic world), like a suitcase with a double bottom. ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ is the
concept of ‘global Turkey’ as ‘global Britain’.
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The ‘linguistic peculiarity’* of the Turkish language, in which there is no difference between
‘Turkish’ and “Turkic’, is not insurmountable, but it reflects the Turkish understanding of the ‘Turkish
world’. The president of the Turkish Foreign Policy Institute, Prof. Tahsan, states that the difference
between the terms “Turkish’ and “Turkic’ is “artificial’ and ‘imposed by Western scholars’2.

When Turkish authors write about ‘Pan-Turkism’ in English, they use the term ‘Turkish world’®
rather than ‘Turkic world’.

‘Pan-Turkic’ is a supranational category and remains in Turkey's English political vocabulary only
in relation to the 2009 Organisation of Turkic States, which is united by the vision of a “Turkic’ rather
than a “Turkish’ world.

The Turkic states of the post-Soviet era do not identify themselves as “Turkish’ and insist on their
own national identity, which they define as part of the supranational Turkic civilization. Another
specific feature of the Turkic states of Central Asia and South Caucasus is the lack of a lasting phobia
about Russia and, consequently, towards the doctrine of the ‘Russian world’ (‘Pycckuii mup”).

‘Russkiy Mir’ is a kind of ‘pan-Russianism’, much more limited than the pan-Slavism of the
‘Slavic World’ from the time of the empire. It is no coincidence that the term is ‘Russian’ (‘pycckwuii’)
and not ‘Russiyan’ (‘pyccuiickuii’) world, because it was originally intended to appeal to for
Russians outside the Russian Federation, primarily in the post-Soviet arena, and, ultimately, for all
Russian speakers around the world.

There is no antagonism from the ‘Russian’ world to the ‘Turkic’ world because the Russian nation
has always been state-forming and never dominant. The Turks and Muslims in the Russian Empire
were not in the disenfranchised status equivalent to ‘giaours’ [the archaic Ottoman Muslim word for
‘infidel’], but were integrated into Russian culture, which is European.

However, there is cultural, ideological and geopolitical antagonism from the ‘Turkic’ world to the
‘Russian’ world, which is more pronounced on the Turkish side and directed towards the post-Soviet
environment. Hence the choice of the topic - the ideological characteristics of the ‘Turkish world’
versus ‘Russkiy Mir’.

Unlike the ‘Turkic world’, the ‘Turkish world’ is analogous to the ‘Pax Ottomana’, and
contemporary ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ can be seen as synonymous with ‘Neo-Ottomanism’ from the point
of view of Turkey's foreign policy ambitions.

From a domestic political point of view, ‘Pan-Turkish-ism* (Pan-Turkish doctrine) can be seen as
close to the secular ‘Kemalism’, but it can also be synonymous with Turgut Ozal's ‘Turkish-Islamic
synthesis’ [approach to national identity].

A characteristic feature of ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ is ideological mimicry reflecting the historical
period and political regime, but with the foreign policy goals remaining unchanged.

A classic example of the absolute overlap in the geopolitical and cultural-ideological ambitions of
the Kemalists and Neo-Ottomans is Atatiirk's strategic speech on 29" October 1933, the tenth
anniversary of his declaring the country a republic:

"Today, the Soviet Union is our friend, our neighbour and ally. We need this friendship. Butt
nobody can foresee what will happen tomorrow. The Soviet Union may dissolve just like the
Otttoman or the Austro-Hungarian Empires did... Then, Turkey should know how to act... We have
our brothers under their rule with the same language and faith. We must be readu to embrace them...
We cannot expect them to get closer to us. We should take the first step™.

Kemal Atatiirk's strategy is a model of foreign policy continuity with that of the Ottoman Empire,
regardless of the ideological contradictions. Atatiirk thinks within the framework of the eternal
‘Eastern War’ between Turkey and Russia.

v Hemewwo, HD., TI'Jl. Mypados, A.A. Hpxum, O.A. Mockanenxo. Pycckmii nm TiOpKCKuii MUpBI Ha
npoctpanctse EBpazun. — Becmuux MITUMO-Yuusepcumem. 2023. 16(6), c. 162.

2 Kupees, H. Vicnamo-TypeLkuii CHHTE3 B TOCYAApCTBEHHOH Haeonorun Typuun. — Poccus u MycyibMancKuil
mup, 2016, N 12 (294), c. 77-78.

3 Tagkin, Y. Upsurge of the Extreme Right in Turkey: The Intra-Right Struggle to Redefine 'True 'Nationalism
and Islam. — Middle Eastern Studies, Jan., 2008, Vol. 44, No. 1 (Jan., 2008), p. 152.

4 1bid, p. 141.
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The ‘Eastern War’ is a Russian geopolitical concept that emerged after the Crimean War. It was
known by contemporaries as the ‘Eastern War’, just as the subsequent Russo-Turkish War of
Liberation (1877-1878) was known in 19th-century Russian society as the ‘Second Eastern War’.

Just as Russia has a painful attitude towards most of the post-Soviet sphere, Turkey is
hypersensitive to the post-Ottoman territories, just as Iran is probably hypersensitive to those of the
former Persia. Imperial memory is deep and patient, and always manifests itself when an enemy is
weakened.

Contemporary ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’, or “Turkish World’, awakened on the eve of the collapse of the
USSR and became active after 1991 in the post-Soviet and then post-Yugoslav, arena.

The ideological and geopolitical interests of ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ in the 20th century were directed
towards post-Soviet, post-Yugoslav geography and the Balkans.

The main subdivisions of the ‘Turkish world’ are: the post-Soviet, including Central Asia and the
South Caucasus; the Russian, directed towards Crimea, Tatarstan, and Bashkortostan; the Bulgarian,
comprising the Bulgarian diplomatic analysis of Russian-Turkish relations in the ‘Eastern Balkans’;
the post-Yugoslav, directed mainly towards the Western Balkans and covering the former Yugoslav
countries that remain outside the EU, excluding Serbia; the globalist, including the Giilen (Hizmet —
Islamic fraternalist) network; and the regional division, covering economic and ideological
integration in the regional project of the Organisation of Turkic States.

The Neo-Ottomanism of the ‘Turkish World’

‘Neo-Ottomanism’ is an unacceptable term for its ideologue, Ahmet Davutoglu, who nevertheless
admitted in 2009, "Yes, we are the new Ottomans" and summarised the new Ottoman goal: "Ottoman
history is a successful history. Now we must restore it"!., Some Russian authors believe that
Davutoglu is right not to use the term ‘neo-Ottomanism’ because of the “different meanings of
different peoples,” seeing in foreign policy "not aggression, but activity and pragmatism'?.

Elnur Mehdiyev pays special attention to Turkey's aspiration to move from the periphery to
become the “centre of Eurasia” with "neo-Ottomanism™ as a "strategic course for returning to the
'Ottoman past' based on four principles: blood, Ottoman thinking, soil and language™.

Vladimir Avatkov emphasises the "supranational spirit* of ’neo-Ottomanism’ as "Turkey's
unofficial foreign policy doctrine” with a "network™ of neo-Pan-Turkic, Pan-Islamism and Turkish
Eurasianism*. Vladimir Mityukhin draws attention to the domestic political aspect of ‘post-secular
Turkey,” balanced between the secular and religious®.

llgar Mammadov notes that "the geo-historical-cultural belt with a predominantly Muslim
population, which is important for Turkey and divides the Balkans into three parts, may be in line
with Russian interests." Close to Russia, according to Mammadov, are Bulgaria, Romania and Serbia
in the north, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Albania and Macedonia in the middle and within the Turkish
sphere, and Greece in the south, where "Russia and Turkey can act independently or in partnership"®.

Most Russian researchers of ‘Pan-Turkic’ and ‘competition between the Russian and Turkic
worlds’” focus primarily on Russia (Tatarstan, Bashkortostan, Altai, Karachay-Cherkessia,
Kabardino-Balkaria, Crimea), the post-Soviet arena and Middle East, and very little on the Balkans.
Viktor Nadein-Raevsky sees Davutoglu's ‘neo-Ottomanism’ even outside the post-Soviet region as

Y Hempos, JI. HeoocmannsmsT. HoBaTa reomnonutuyecka JOKpTUHA Ha pery6nuka Typuus. Codus, 2015, c.
26-27.

2 Kyopawosa, M. B., B. B. Mamioxun. Typuys: HAIMOHAILHBIE UHTEPECH U MMIIEPCKOCTh. — [loaumuueckasn
nayka. 2013. No 3, c. 135.

3 Mexoues, D.T. «HeoocMannsm» B pernoHanbHOM nonutuku Typuun — Becmuux MITUMO-Yuueepcumem, NO
2 (47) 2016, c. 32.

4 Asamxos, B. Heoocmannsm. bazosas naeosnorema u reoctpaterus Typuun. — Ce0600nas muicas, 2014, No 3,
c. 74-77.

5 Mamioxun, B.B. «Iloctcexynsapuas» Typuus. — Honumuueckas nayka, 2013, N 2, c. 128, 139.

 Mameoos, H.M. JJoxTpuna «cTpaterndeckoii rmy6uns» A. JaBytorny u Bankansl. — Craesauckuil anbManax.
2021. No 34, c. 145.

T emewrxo, H.O. I'Jl. Mypaoos, A.A. Hpxun, O.A. Mockanenxo. Pycckuii m TiOpKCcKuii MHpBl Ha
npoctpancTse EBpasuu. .., c. 175.
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"the creation of a kind of Ottoman Empire as a Turkish-controlled union of Middle Eastern
countries™,

The Rand Corporation similarly pays no attention to the Balkans as a field of Russian-Turkish
strategic conflict, unlike the Caucasus and Central Asia?.

The Balkan view of ‘neo-Ottomanism’ is more critical than the Russian for understandable
reasons. For Davutoglu, "the Balkans are of particular importance in connection with the erasure of
the Ottoman Empire from the map of Europe... After the Balkan War, the Ottoman Empire, with the
exception of Eastern Thrace, was wiped off the European map, and after the First World War, its
eradication was finally completed in the international arena".

It is curious that Davutoglu avoids the term ‘empire’ when talking about the ‘Ottoman Empire’ —
is it realism about the difficult-to-achieve goals of ‘neo-Ottomanism’ or a nod to the Kemalist
republicans?

Darko Tanaskovic compares ‘Kemalism’ and ‘neo-Ottomanism’ to "hybrid ideological and value
complexes" with the main specificity of "un-surmounted imperial ideology™*. ‘Ottomanism’ is also
an ambiguous and "vague concept,” according to Balkanist Alexander Vezenkov, "the word
'Ottomanism’ is used to refer to different types of identity"®.

Stanislav Stanilov makes no distinction between ‘Ottomanism” and ‘neo-Ottomanism’, which he
sees as being based on "the long-term application of the Nazi philosophy of dividing human society
into menschen (superior humans) and untermenschen (subhuman beings)... the ‘non-humans’ are the
infidels/giaours"®.

Vladimir Avatkov does not use the term ‘Nazism’, but shares his observation that "Turkey, in the
person of its president and other representatives of the ruling elite, sincerely believes in its own
exceptionalism, to which other countries and peoples must aspire"”.

That feeling of exclusivity is also characteristic of representatives of Turkish nationalism from the
Kemalist period. Orlin Zagorov defines A. Tiirkes's doctrine of ‘the nine rays’ "Turks are the highest
tribe" as "neo-fascism”. In 1981, the Turkish authorities used the term ‘fascist regime based on
chauvinism and racism under the guise of nationalism’ in the military government's indictment
against the Nationalist Movement Party®. Orlin Zagorov analyses the doctrine of ‘external Turks’ as a
"neo-fascist creation” for a "great Turkic race"®.

Ibrahim Yalamov examines the ideological trend ‘from Pan-Turkism to neo-fascism’ in the
doctrine of the ‘nine rays,” whose ideologue, Tiirkes, "insistently emphasises Turanism," claiming
that" there are no ethnic groups in Turkey. There is a single Muslim Turkish nation°.

The attitude towards the Kurds is indicative of both ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ and ‘Kemalism’ — they
officially do not exist, except as ‘mountain Turks’*! under Atatiirk, or as ‘eastern Turks’ after 198512,

! Haoeun-Paesckuii, B.A. Uneitnas 6opsba u «Hopas Typums». — Becmuux MIUMO-Yuusepcumem, NoO 2
(47) 2016, c. 29.

2 Angel Rabasa F. Stephen Larrabee. The rise of political Islam in Turkey. RAND Corporation, 2008, p. 85.

8 lasymoany, A. Ctparerndecka mabnbourna. Mscroro Ha Typuus B MexayHapoanute otHomenus. Codus,
2015, c. 151.

4 Tanackoeuy, JI. Heoocmannsmbt. Typuus ce 3aBpbina Ha bankanute. Codus, 2010, c. 20.

5 Besenxoe, A. OcMaHU3MBT KaToO NONUTHKA HA MIEHTMYHOCTTA IIpe3 emoxara Ha Tamsumara. — JIubepanen
npeaneo. 07 mait 2013 https://librev.com/index.php/prospects/bulgaria/2048-osmanizam-tanzimat [Accessed 17
July 2025]

¢ Cmanunos, C. Hopusat ocMaHu3bM 1 Obarapute. Tpu rogunu no-kbeHo. Cogus, 2018, c. 10.

" Agamxos, B. A., Coumnesa, A. Y. HoBblil HallMOHAIN3M Typeukoit Pecryomuku. — Becmuux Poccuiickozo
yHugepcumema opyxrcowvl Hapooog. Cepust: Ilonmuronorus. 2022. T. 24. No 2, c. 294

8 3az0pos, O. Kputuka na nantiopkuzma. Codus, 1988, ¢. 71, 65-66.

® Ibid., p. 67.

10 “According to Ziva Gokalp, "Turanism" is "the distant goal of Turkism,” while the immediate goal is "the
Turkmen union" (Azerbaijan, Iraq, Iran, Persia, and Turkey)’: lnamos, M. OT NaHTIOPKU3BM KBM HEO(alIn3bM.
Coduwust, 1984 r. 3a ciayxebHO momseane, ¢. 117-118, 125.

% Heanos, II. Bwarapus B Hcrambyn Mcmam u HanmoHanmsbM B Typuus. COTbCBHKBT MCIIMU3BM-
CEKyJIapu3bM H MOCITECICTBISTA 32 MACHTHIHOCTUTE B CTpaHara. Jucepranus 3a IpuchkaaHe Ha oOpa3oBaTeIHaTa
¥ Hay4Ha crerneH “mokrop no ucropus”. Codust, 2022, c. 113.

12 [Teega, K. TypckuaT HarmoHanu3bM npes XX Bek. — B: Macku dony! Hayuonanusmom na Bankanume npes
XX gex. Codus: [Tapamurma, 2018, c. 192.
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The nationalist policy of the military Kemalists is even more extreme than that of Franco's military
dictatorship, which attempted to create an ‘ultra-Spanish and unitary state’ from a culturally
heterogeneous society®. In both Kemalism and Francoism, basic laws "make no mention of the
existence of other nationalities"2. The result is that in Turkey, ‘Kurd’ is synonymous with “terrorism’,
just as in Spain, ‘Basques’ are identified with terror®.

Without calling it ‘Nazism’, contemporary researcher Plamen Ivanov discovers a Turkish sense of
exceptionalism in the Young Ottoman Ali Suavi, "who became an inspiration for the Young Turks,"
in whose understanding: ""The Turks are superior to other races from a political, military and cultural
point of view; the Turkish language is superior to European languages in its richness and
achievements; the Turks created Islamic civilisation™.

Bulgarian diplomat and philosopher, Ambassador Lyuben Petrov, sees in ‘neo-Ottomanism’ ‘a
radical transformation of the Turkish state’s foreign policy views and internal political system."®.

Georgi Markov considers the neo-Ottoman process to be “irreversible™ for Turkey, which "cannot
be returned to its previous European modernisation™.

Emilia-Boryana Slavkova, a Turkologist and specialist in contemporary Turkey, defines ‘neo-
Ottomanism’ as "an Islamist ideology embedded in globalism, built on the Turkish mentality, way of
thinking and worldview, which derives the legitimacy of its hyperactive expansionist actions from
"Turkey's inherent Ottoman heritage'...a pragmatic contemporary project with organic ideological and
emotional roots in the mentality of imperial Ottoman nostalgia, which is deeply and strongly
expressed among the average Turk ... with the prospect of a global Turkish caliphate’.

The Turkish world’ versus ‘The Turkic world’ in the post-Soviet arena

In the post-Soviet Turkic space, Kazakhstan (Central Asia) is the furthest from the Turkish orbit in
terms of mentality, while Azerbaijan (South Caucasus) is the closest to Turkey. However, both
Kazakhstan and Azerbaijan accept ‘Pan-Turkic’ doctrine but reject ‘Pan-Turkish’ ideology of ‘Pan-
Turkish-ism’.

From a cultural and ideological point of view, Kazakhstan's understanding of the ‘Turkic world’ is
particularly interesting. Unlike nation-centric Turkey, Kazakhstan "follows the path of a pluralistic
model of state identity"®, combining ‘Kazakhstani’ citizenship with ‘Kazakh’ ethnicity. When it
comes to supranational identities, Kazakhstan does not limit itself to ‘Turkic’ identity, but also
chooses ‘Central Asian’ as its geopolitical identity, ‘Eurasian’ as its civilizational identity, and
‘Caspian’ as its macro-regional identity® This is the kind of ideological diversification that guarantees
sovereignty.

A Kazakh specificity, embodied by the Kazakh Pan-Turkic poet Magzhan Zhumabayev, is the
combination of pantheism, Tengriism, Pan-Turkic doctrine, Nietzscheanism sees the Turk as a

1 Anexcuesa, I’ PernoHaHUSAT BBIIPOC B HAYAJIOTO HA Mpexo/a KbM JeMokpainus B Vcnanus. — Munano, 0p. 4,
20006, c. 55

2 Anexcueea, I'.. JIpe TnefHn TOUKM 3a craceHueTo Ha Mcnanusa. — B: Kocmenouncku yemenus 2003-2004.
®dabep, 2004, c. 67. Bx. Arexcuesa, I'. Konnenmumsita 3a ,,AHTerpaJlHAaTa IbpKaBa“ Mo BpeMe Ha Ch3/IaBaHETO Ha
Bropara Wcnancka pemyOmmka (1931 r.). — B: Humeepayuonnu u oesunmeepayuonnu npoyecu 6 Eepona.
ucmopuyecxu npoexyuu, 2023, c. 259-268.

3 Anexcuesa, I BacKuAT HalMOHAIM3bM MexkIy Mupa M KoHduukrure. — B: Topummuk Ha Coduiicku
yauBepcuter, W®. Jloktopantckum uerenus - wMapt 2006. Codmsa, 2011, c. 174. Bx. moxpobHO:
Anexcuesa, I'. "'3abpaBenara" katanyHcka aBroHomus (1979-2006). — B: Krocrenamicku derenus 24(2018).
INamer m 3abpaBa B ucropmsara, 2019, c. 265-273; Anexcuesa,l. KaTaayHCKHAT cemapaTu3bM: MHHAIO H
Hacrosime (2003- 1 okromspu 2017 r.), C nornen kpM bwirapus m cBera. COOpHUK B mameT Ha mpod. I-p
Kocranuu I'pozes. Codus, 2019, c. 190-204.

4 Heanos, I1. Benrapus B UctanOyn Vensam u vanuonanuzsm B Typuwus. .., c. 101,

5 Ilempos, JI. HeOOCMaHU3MBT. . ., C. 15.

6 Mapros, I HeobXomuma ¥ mone3Ha KHUTa 3a ObJITapckata BhHIIHA moiuTuka. Ilpexrosop. — B: Jloben
ITerpoB. HeoocmanusmbT. HoBaTta reononutryuecka JokpTuHa Ha penyosmka Typous. Codwus, 2015, c. 11.

" Cnaexoéa, E. ,,ExHa oT Hali-CIOKHUTE CTpaHM Ha 3eMATa” — Agumoxor, c. 96.

8 JKanbocunosa A.C. HaunonanbHas crpareruss KaszaxcraHa: TpaxJaHCKas MACHTMYHOCTb MIIM 3THHYECKAS
HICHTHYHOCTE — BpeMs BeIOOpa. — Poccutickue pecuonul: 632150 6 6yoyuee, 2016, N 3 (8), c. 195.

® Pomanoea, A.Il, E.B. Mopo3osa. KoHCTpyHpoBaHUEe HOBBIX MAEHTHYHOCTEH B coBpemMeHHOM Kasaxcrame:
TEHJICHIIMH U OPUCHTHPBL. — Muposeas 5KOHOMUKA U MeXHCOYHapoOuvie omuouwerus, 2023, rom 67, No 7, c. 86.
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superhuman, worshipper of fire and the sun. Magzhan Zhumabayev, who describes himself as "son of
the sun, ... prophet"? , sings the praises of Turkestan and Turan.

In the Kazakhs' view, the ‘heir to Great Turan’ is the Kazakh Khanate of the 15th century, not the
Seljuks. And the centre of Eurasia is the ‘Great Steppe’ of Kazakhstan?, not Turkey. According to
Nursultan Nazarbayev, the ‘Turkic world’ originated in the lands of Kazakhstan, the ‘ancestral
homeland of the Turks’®. In 2018, Nazarbayev declared Turkestan the regional capital of South
Kazakhstan, replacing Shymkent, as a spiritual symbol of the Turkic world*. At Kazakhstan's
suggestion, the Declaration of the Organization of Turkic States of 21 November 2021 in Istanbul
chose Turkestan as the "spiritual capital of the Turkic world".

There is also a serious discrepancy between Kazakhstan and neo-Ottoman Turkey in terms of
geopolitical interests. Kazakhstan's priority is the ‘pan-Asian geopolitical balance’ which, even if it
merges with the ‘pan-Turkic’ one, will remain dominant. On 14" -15" September 2023, at the Fifth
Meeting of the Leaders of Central Asian Countries, the two projects partially merged into the format
‘Central Asia & Azerbaijan’®. The Eurasian/Russian region with EurAsEC remains a priority for
Kazakhstan. The Eurasian project is ‘multinational’, while the Turkic one is ‘mono-ethnic’’.

However, the ‘dualism of state identity’ in Kazakhstan, defined by Kazakh researchers as "the
divergence in the socio-cultural aspirations of the two leading ethnic groups in the country — the
Kazakh and the Russian™®, is not in Russia's favour.

The Kazakh nation is not homogeneous because of the ‘oralmans’ (‘returnees’), as the Kazakhs
call those who re-immigrated after 1991 from Uzbekistan, Turkmenistan, China and Mongolia
having flown Soviet collectivezation. There are even differences in the pronunciation of the
ethnonym ‘Kazakh’ among them: ‘gazak’ among the Iranian Kazakhs, ‘khasyg’ among the
Mongolian Kazakhs®. To reduce the division, President Tokayev proposes to formalise the term
‘kandas’ (‘compatriot”) instead of ‘oralman’.

The linguistic divide also remains among Russian-speaking Kazakhs, whose command of literary
Kazakh is poor. For this they are called ‘shala-kazakh’ [half-Kazakh]. Nazarbayev shares his concern
that he is "ashamed of those who divide society"°.

Perceptions of the ‘Russian world’ differ between ethnocentric Kazakhs and their Russian-
speaking compatriots. For some ethnocentric Kazakhs, the ‘Russian world” is ‘Euro-Russocentrism,’
from which they try to escape, but they shift to nomadocentrism [a centrism based on the nomadic]
and idealization of ancient Kazakhstan as a ‘nomadic democracy.” Ethnocentric Kazakhs also deny
the ‘Soviet’ nation as ‘mythical’, while at the same time defining the inhabitants of Soviet cities in
Kazakhstan as ‘belonging to the USSR and Russia’, effectively ‘Soviet’**.

1 JKymabaes M. Vicnosenp. /Tlepeson n npuMedanns Ayssxana Kopapa. Ilerpomasnosck, 2011, c. 43. 53.

2 Typau Ha crapuHHax kapTax: O6pa3 mpocTpaHcTsa — IIpocTpaHcTBo 06pa3os. AnMatsl — Mocksa, 2008 r., c.
39-40.

8  Crares T'maeel  rocymapctBa  «Cemb  rpaneidl  Bemukoit  cremw». 21 wosbps  2018.
https://www.nur.kz/politics/kazakhstan/1764659-sem-granej-velikoj-stepi-opublikovana-novaa-stata-nazarbaeva/

4 Farkhad Sharip. Revival of Pan-Turkism in Kazakhstan Threatens Pillars of Eurasian Union. — Eurasia Daily
Monitor. Volume: 15. Issue: 104. July 12, 2018 07:50 PM https://jamestown.org/program/revival-of-pan-turkism-
in-kazakhstan-threatens-pillars-of-eurasian-union/

5 Declaration ot the Eighth Summit of the Organization of Turkic States. 12 November 2021, Istanbul, Turkey.
https://turkicstates.org/u/d/basic-documents/eighth-summit-declaration-15-en.pdf

® Tukumov, Y. Kazakhstan’s Strategic Priorities in the Turkic World. — Insight Turkey, Fall 2023, Vol. 25, No.
4 (Fall 2023), pp. 32-33.

7 Knsuumopnwiii, C. Poccust n Kazaxcran: reonoiautuveckas aabTepHATHBA W MUBWIN3AUOHHBIA BEIOOp.. —
Central Asia & Caucasus. Journal of Social and Political Studies. 2003. No 6 (30). https://ca-
c.org.ru/journal/2003/journal_rus/cac-06/19.kliru.shtml

8 Ilaiixemenes M.C. Kazaxckas HI€HTHYHOCTD B KOHTEKCTE MoepHu3anuu oduiectsa. Monorpadus [Uzn. 2-
e. Ilepepad u pom.]. — Anmarsl: MacTUTYT Qunocodun, nonuronoruu u penurnosenenns KH MOH PK, 2020, c.
154

% XKanbocunosa A.C. HanmonansHas crparerns Kasaxcrana..., 191-192.

0 laiikemenes M.C. Kazaxckas HIEHTHYHOCTD B KOHTEKCTE MOAEPHM3ALMHU OOIIECTBA. .., C. 174.

% Bypxymbaii A. “Pycckuii Bonpoc” B Kazaxcrane: ucropuueckue mapamnemu. — Central Asia & Caucasus.
Journal of Social and Political Studies. Bemyck 15, 1998. https://ca-c.org.ru/journal/1998/15-
1998/st_05_ajagan.shtml
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The complex attitude towards the ‘Russian world” is also manifested in the ethnocentric perception
of the influence of the Russian Empire: "a constant process of erosion of Kazakh identity"”, of the
Soviet Union: "an undermining of ethnocultural identity™, and the Russian Federation: "a spiritual and
informational dependence!”.

Russian-speaking Kazakhs perceive themselves as successors to the Soviet nation, of which the
"multinational people of Kazakhstan" were a part. For them, ‘Soviet’ is synonymous with ‘elite’ in all
areas, while at the same time they criticise the ‘peripheral statehood’ of the ‘steppe mentality’. For
Russian-speaking Kazakhs, ‘anti-Russian’ is synonymous with ‘anti-Kazakh2,

The attitude towards the ‘Russian world” directly influences Kazakh identity, in contrast to the
cultural proximity of the ‘Turkic world’, which is summarised in the Kazakh question: "Kazakhs
must answer not only the question, "Who are we?', but also the question 'Who are we with?. If Turkic
and Russian worlds are equal in response to “Who are we?’, then the answer to the second question
'Who are we with?” is Russia-Eurasia.

It is difficult to say how long this will remain the case, given the two trends in Kazakhstan, but the
poet Magzhan Zhumabayev put it most accurately: "I am a Son of the Universe, | am yours for a
time"* Kazakhstan can say ‘I am yours for a time’ to both Turkey and Russia.

Azerbaijan suggests a stronger ethnocultural affinity with Turkey, but even Azerbaijanis reject the
idea of being ‘Turkish’. The Azerbaijani party nomenclature was Pan-Turkic during the collapse of
the USSR, but Azerbaijani society was not. Under Azerbaijan's first president, Abdulfaz Elchibey
(1992-1993), leader of the nationalist Popular Front, the doctrine of ‘One Nation, One State’ was
introduced, and the Azerbaijani language was renamed Turkish. Azerbaijani society rebelled against
Turkification because it "saw in Turkish businessmen... the beginning of a new colonialism™®. With
Aliyev's rise to power (1993), the formula ‘One Nation — Two States’ was imposed. In 2019, Erdogan
attempted to expand the formula to ‘one nation — five states’®, but this remained only a Turkish vision.

Even in Turkey itself, ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ cannot build a common Turkish identity owing to the
existence of ‘two Turkish nations’, ‘Kemalists/secularists’ and ‘conservatives’, as described by
Mustafa Akyol:

"The two 'nations' do not even speak the same language. This results from Atatiirk's ‘linguistic
revolution' — a state campaign to purge the Turkish language of Arabic and Persian loanwords ...
Atatiirk began to ‘discover' (in other words, invent) ‘pure Turkish' replacements for tens of thousands
of words from the rich Ottoman vocabulary. Today's Turks strictly adhere to the ‘old’ or ‘new’
language to emphasise their affiliation with [either] the camp of the children of the language
revolution or the language dissidents... even the names people choose for their children are politically
charged. Conservative families prefer traditional Islamic names such as Ayse, Abdullah and Ahmet,
while secularists prefer neologisms such as Cagdas, Evrim and Devrim (‘modern,” ‘evolution” and
‘revolution’)”"”.

The Giilen [Hizmet] Network: the globalist instrument of the “Turkish world’

There are many definitions of Giilen's network, but the most accurate is that of sociologist Joshua
Hendrick, who studies ‘power as influence and organisational mobilisation.” Hendrik characterises
the Giilen movement with the term ‘strategic ambiguity’, a flexible organisational model without a
clear hierarchy, in which‘plausible deniability’ makes it difficult to link one to Giilen. Hendrik
outlines three circles: 1) the innermost ‘jamaat’ withmost inspired by Hoca Efendi (the Ottoman
scholar & teacher); 2) the middle, core circle of friends ‘arkadaslar’, donors and adherents; and

! [latixemenes M.C. Kazaxckas MIEHTHYHOCTb B KOHTEKCTE MOJEPHU3ALMH OOIIECTBa. .., c. 22-24, 128.

2 Ceoux, I1. HammonansHblii Bompoc B Kaszaxcrame: B3rmam “pycckosseranoro”. — Central Asia and the
Caucasus. Bemyck 15, 1998. https://ca-c.org.ru/journal/1998/15-1998/ st_04_svoik.shtml

8 [llaiikemenee M.C. Kazaxckas UIEHTUIHOCTD B KOHTEKCTE MOJIepHHU3aI|K 00IIecTBa. .., ¢. 209.

4 )Kymabaes M. Vicnosezp.., c. 34.

5 Canumos, I DTHOHaNMOHANM3M U dTHomonuTHUeckas. — Central Asia and the Caucasus. Beimyck 15, 1998.
https://ca-c.org.ru/journal/1998/15-1998/ st_09_salimov.shtml [Accessed 20 July 2025]

® Illanzapes, P.H. «Apmus Typana» — npoext Typiuy M0 BOGHHON HMHTErPAIMK TIOPKCKOTO MHpA. YTPO3Hl U
nepcrekTuBbl. — Obospesamenv—Observer, 7/2021, ¢. 75.

7 Axiion, M. Kou ca typuure? — B: Kakxeo mucnu Typyusa?. Eeponeiicku cvéem 3a evHwna noaumuxa, 2012, c.
23-24.
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finally, 3) there are the sympathisers and "most powerful organisational stratum — the unconscious
consumer", who may be a student at a Giilen school or a reader of his writings!.

Emilia-Boriana Slavkova defines Giilen's structures as "mimicking local communities and
societies, liberal and conservative Islamists” in the ‘Hizmet’ (‘service’) movement?. Plamen lvanov
defines Hizmet as ‘Euro-Islam’ or ‘tolerant Islam’ in the words of its members as opposed to
Salafism, ‘moderate Islam’3.

Criticising Giilen turns out to be a threat to one's life. Turkish writer and history professor Necip
Hablemitoglu, author of the Giilen expose, ‘Spy’ [Kostebek]™* was assassinated in 2002.

Giilen does not differ from Erdogan in terms of ‘Pan-Turkic’®, the Kurdish question and the army,
which is the main opponent of both®. Giilen's first missionary group was in Georgia in January 1990,
and in 1996 he shared the goal of his " jamaat in Eurasia™ "to return to the homeland of our
ancestors,” which, beyond the rhetoric, is postcolonial-pragmatics: "... in the days when the
saturation of our domestic market has reached its peak, we need foreign markets ... We are presented
with a rare opportunity — Central Asia"’. The market-oriented Gilen is "is building a financial
empire... one of the richest religious communities in Turkey"®. The scale of Giilen's activities
characterises him as a ‘globalist conservative*.

Giilen's main ideological tool is the network of private schools — Turkish lyceums, which he
opened in the 1990s in the post-Soviet arena and in Russia (until 2007, the last schools remained in
Tatarstan). The methodology is geared towards ideological influence on the 30% of best students,
who become part of Hizmet, while the remaining 70% are not initiated*°.

In respect of Hizmet’s intentions, Giilen's words are quoted: “You must move through the arteries
of the system so that no one notices you until you reach all the centres of power’?.

In Russia, Giilen's globalist ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ created the ‘Dialogue Eurasia’ platform with its
magazine ‘DA’ (Diyalog Avrasya), bringing together scholars, writers and journalists from the
Russian and post-Soviet areas of Eurasia, including [author] Chingiz Aitmatov, academician
Rostislav Rybakov, Indologist and student of Svetoslav Roerich, Prof. Vitaly Sheremet, orientalist
and apologist for Giilen, calling him a "righteous man"'?. Chingiz Aitmatov defines ‘Eurasia’ as
Russia, not Turkey: ‘It is only thanks to Russian colonialism that we, the inhabitants of Central Asia,
have been able to merge into a single civilisation. Russia remains the core around which the Eurasian
axis revolves’*?.

! Dr Joshua Hendrick, Loyola University. Gulen the Ambiguous Politics of Market Islam in Turkey. — Rumi
Forum. Nov 27, 2013. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=H8dJCz-Gfz8 [Accessed 20 July 2025]
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25.
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Prof. Svetlana Vinokurova, one of the chairpersons of ‘Dialogue Eurasia,” defines Istanbul as a
‘symbol of Eurasianism,” shares the ‘revolutionary’ decisions of the Second Vatican Council, and
compares the Eurasian platform to a ‘spiritual Davos’. Another aspect of Giilen's globalist reach is
ecumenism under the guise of ‘dialogue between civilisations’.

Giilen met Istanbul Patriarch Bartholomew (April 1996) and then Pope John Paul Il (February
1998)2. Giilen kissed the Pope's hand and attended the wedding of a Catholic and a Muslim,
scandalising traditional Muslims?.

Giilen advocates ecumenical positions: “All religions are based on the same principles, so we must
start a dialogue ... Let no one doubt that Muslims, Christians and Jews will grow even closer™*. Giilen
writes that he ‘cannot ignore’ the decisions of the Second Vatican Council®. Turkish nationalists
accuse Giilen of being guided by the trio of the United States, Israel and the Vatican’®.

Catholic authors compare Giilen to Ignatius of Loyola and the schools of ‘Hizmet’ to those of the
Jesuits. The expectations of the ‘Jesuit” methods of Giilen's network are: ‘Hizmet members can not
only revitalise the religion of Islam... but also help Christians find new resources to refresh their own
faith’’.

Contacts between Hizmet and the Vatican are undertaken through the Tevere Institute, established
in 2007 for interfaith dialogue, whose website prominently features a photo of Giilen with the quote:
‘Any form of violence against innocent civilians or persecution of minorities is contrary to the
principles of the Koran and the tradition of our prophet (peace and blessings be upon him)’®. Care for
minorities does not include the Armenian genocide, on which Giilen has no official position.

The Vatican's influence in Turkey grew during the diplomatic mission of Angelo Roncalli, the
future John XXIII, known as the ‘Turkish Pope’ [papa Turca] or ‘Turkophile Pope’. The diplomacy
of thegpapal nuncio (1935-1944) is described by Turkish professor Cenap Aydin as the ‘Roncalli
effect’”.

In subsequent papal visits to Turkey, there was a series of ‘Roncalli effects’ in the ecumenical
sphere.

Paul VI was the first pope to visit Turkey (1967) and meet Patriarch Athenagoras in Fener,
embracing him and greeting him with the ‘kiss of peace” — the ‘Roncalli effect’. John Paul Il went to
Turkey (1979) on the feast of St. Andrew and crossed himself from right to left like an Orthodox
practitioner — the ‘Roncalli effect’. Benedict XVI visited Turkey (2006) after a scandal over his
speech in Regensburg, when he quoted the Byzantine Emperor Manuel Palaiologos: ‘Show me just
what Mohammed brought that was new and there you will find things only evil and inhuman, such as
his command to spread bythe sword and the faith he preached.” Benedict XV1 is the first pope to pray
in a mosque (the Blue Mosque) together with the mufti of Istanbul — the “‘Roncalli effect’. Francis also
visited Turkey (2014) and continued the tradition of joint prayer with the mufti and statements about
‘rapprochement between the Catholic and Orthodox Churches’*°.
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The ecumenical dialogue between Fener and Rome does not affect the main feature of ‘Pan-
Turkish-ism’ — anti-Christianity. In an interview with Euronews, Erdogan states that ‘the EU should
not become a Christian club’l. In 2020, Erdogan was considered to have desecrated St. Sophia,
turning it into a mosque, which has been the dream of Turkish nationalists and Islamists since the late
1940s. St. Sophia is perceived by nationalists as a symbol of the ‘Turkish-Islamic character of
Istanbul’®. Ali Erbas, president of Diyanet (Directorate of Religious Affairs), personally led the
ceremony in St. Sophia, delivering a sermon with a sword. The Minister of the Environment and
Urban Planning, Erdogan Bayraktar, stated that ‘Christianity is no longer a religion’ but a culture®.

Aggression against people of other faiths is no different among the Ottomans, Kemalists
(Armenian genocide; the massacre of Orthodox Greeks in Turkey, neutrally referred to as ‘the events
of 6 — 7" September 1955°%), and the neo-Ottomans (the massacres of Christians, Yazidis, etc. in
Syria after 2024).

The idealization of the West is another characteristic feature of ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’, which
represents a Turkish-Islamic-Western synthesis.

The leading ideologist of the Young Turks, Mehmet Ziya Gokalp, emphasises in his programmatic
text ‘The Foundations of Pan-Turkism’ (1923): “We belong to the Turkish nation, the Islamic umma,
and Western civilisation™.

The West is present not only in Turkish minds, but also as a global factor influencing Turkey. It is
no coincidence that Erdogan went to Pennsylvania to visit Gulen before coming to power. Gulen was
also visited in the United States by future President Abdullah Gul before the elections®.

In the apologistic collection of Belarusian scholars on Giilen alongside ‘Dialogue Eurasia,” one
can also find the sober observation that two civilisations will benefit from the ‘Fethullah Giilen
project’: the Islamic and the North American’.

A Bulgarian situational analysis from 1993 defines the role of the Balkans, for the United States,
as part of ‘the chain of strategic strongholds that they are building around the European ‘heartland'.
The support they provide to Muslim forces in Bosnia ... highlights American geostrategic
aspirations’®,

Bulgarian diplomatic analysis of Russian-Turkish relations in the Balkans

Bulgarian diplomatic analytical studies from the 1990s explore , with particular interest, Russia's
‘strategic sensitivity’ in the Balkans as indicated by Russian-Turkish relations. Russia and Turkey®
remain ‘tactical partners’ and ‘strategic rivals’ in geopolitical and ideological terms.

Even before the USSR folded, Turkey formalised the concept of ‘external Turks’ at the
International Kurultai [assembly of Mongol & Turkic leaders] of Turkestan convened in Istanbul in
December 1990%°.

Following the collapse of the Warsaw Pact,the USSR and, subsequently Yugoslavia, Turkey
dramatically increased its regional influence and activity in the post-Soviet and post-Yugoslav sphere.
In 1992, the Turkish Cooperation and Coordination Agency (TIKA) was established in Ankara and,

! Pemxen Taitun: EC He I0M5KeH ¢TaTh XPUCTHAHCKMM KIIy6OM M He JI0JUKEH NPUHMMATh y4acTHsl B KaMIIaHHU
ucinamodobun. — Ueram 6 cospementom mupe Ne 1-2 (25-26) 2012.

https://idmedina.ru/books/islamic/?4763 [Accessed 17 July 2025]

2 Tagkin, Y. Upsurge of the Extreme Right in Turkey..., p. 143

3 Tasman, B.  Kartonuueckass  IEONOJIMUTHUKA. [Tama, Opnmoran, Cupus wu  YkpawuHa.
https://inosmi.ru/20141202/224618250.html

4 Giiven, D. Riots against the Non-Muslims of Turkey: 6/7 September 1955 in the context of demographic
engineering. — European Journal of Turkish Studies, 2011, N 12, p. 3.

5 Usanoe, I1. Buarapus B UctanOyn Ucnam u Hatmonanuszbm B Typuws. .., c. 96, 112,

® Haoeun-Paesckuii, B.A. Uneiinas 6ops6a u «Hosas Typuus»..., c. 24.

" ConmanbHo-unocopckue acrextrl yuenus @, osena: B3ms 6enopycckux yuenbix. Munck, 2012, c. 24.

8 Bankancka curypuocrt. [lontudecku u Boennn npo6aemu. Codus, 1995, c. 13.

° Details and personal observations on the Turkish direction in Bulgarian diplomacy can be found in the
memoirs of Ambassador Petar Vodenski, Consul General in Istanbul (1990-1991) and Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary Ambassador in Ankara (1991-1992). — Bodencku, I1. A uHaue OUIIOMALIAATA € CEPHO3EH 3aHAsT.
Codus, 2024.

10 4gamxos, B. TlepexpecTok reononuTHueckux uaTEpecos Poccun n Typuun — Kaskasz u LJenmpanvhas A3us.
Wncruryt biamxaero Bocroka. http://www.iimes.ru/rus/stat/2009/24-04-09a.htm [19.02.2020]
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in the same year, Siileyman Demirel announced that Turkey would become a ‘cultural centre and
historical magnet for the newly sovereign states’ with the geography of the ‘Turkic world,” stretching
from the Adriatic to the Great Wall of China’. Demirel also formed a group of linguists to accompany
him on a tour of Central Asia to prepare post-Soviet Turks for the transition from Cyrillic to the
‘common Turkic Latin alphabet’?.

However, Turkish Prime Minister Demirel realised that, although Russia's ideological and
geopolitical positions had weakened after the collapse of the USSR, this did not affect its military
potential. In 1993, Demirel stated in an interview that ‘the Soviet Union collapsed, but its military
capabilities and mechanisms remained intact’®. Bulgarian diplomats noted that Turkish military
officials used the term ‘potential threat to Turkey's security’ when referring to Russia®.

The strengthening of Turkey's presence in the post-Soviet and Yugoslav spheres of influence is a
subject of interest to Bulgarian diplomacy. Russian-Turkish rivalry in the Balkans is ‘a matter of
particular importance’ for Bulgaria and is being monitored by Bulgarian diplomats with ‘increased
attention’®. According to a diplomatic analysis from 1995, after the collapse of the USSR, Turkish
policy in the Balkans became more active, and Turkey was trying to play a ‘leading role’, as a result
of which ‘Russia's footholds in the Balkans have been reduced to a minimum’, with Moscow seeking
rapprochement with the ‘disobedient child’ of the socialist camp — Serbia®.

In its quest to become a regional superpower in the Balkans, and while Russia is restoring its
‘historic friendship with Serbia’, Turkey, according to Bulgarian diplomats, ‘has gained solid
positions in Macedonia and Bosnia and Herzegovina’’.

Diplomatic analysis pays special attention to the ‘Islamic factor,” or ‘politicised Islam,” as a
leading factor in strengthening Turkey's position in the Balkans. The Turkish thesis on Ankara's
vocation as a ‘defender’ of Muslims suggests: ‘for Turkey, Muslims in Bosnia and Herzegovina are
the same as Palestinians for the Arabs’ which is why Turkey ‘violates the arms embargo against
Bosnian Muslims’ and in December 1994, Turkish Defence Minister M. Gélhan admitted that Turkey
was ‘secretly supplying weapons to the Bosnian government’®.

An important part of the ‘Islamic arc’ in the Balkans is Macedonia® and Turkish policy towards
Macedonian Muslims. Diplomatic analysis explains Turkey's rapid recognition of Macedonia's
independence, whereby it "did not consult its NATO allies” in order to present itself as a ‘protector’,
with Ankara ‘offering military training and Turkish weapons for the newly formed Macedonian
army’ together with cultural cooperation®®.

Y Hpyocunosckuii, C.B., Aéamkos, B.A. Poccus u Typuus B HOBOM ThicsadeneTun. — B: Poccuiicko-Typelkue
otHomenwus: 2002—-2012 rogsr (MaTepuansl Kpyrmoro cromna, . Mocksa, 4 anpens 2013 rona). Mocksa, MITUMO-
Yuusepcurer, 2013, c. 16.

2 llemosn, I A. KynbTypHO-00pa3oBaTeNbHbl NAHTIOPKU3M: HCTOPUS M COBPEMEHHOCTh. — B: Bocmokoeedmwiii
cbopnuxk, BoIN. 4, UnctuTyT n3yuyenust Uzpanns u bamxaero Bocroka. M., 2002, c. 41.

3 AMBHP. Jleno 3. Om. 52-25. A.e. 31. JI. 10.

4 AMBHP. Jleno 3. Om. 52-25. A.e. 31. JL. 26.

5 AMBHP. Jleno 3. Om. 52-25. A.e. 31. JI. 43.

6 AMBHP. Jleno 3. Om. 52-25. A.e. 31. ]I 4.

7 AMBHP. Jleno 3. Om. 52-25. A.e. 31. JI. 33.

8 AMBHP. JTeno 3. Om. 52-25. A.e. 31. JI. 34-35.

° For details on relations between Bulgaria and the Republic of Macedonia, see. Boocunos, B. Peny6muka
Makenonuss B cbBpeMeHnHara reomoiutuka. Codus, 2017, c. 205-244.; For the geopolitical aspects of the
Yugoslav crisis based on archival documents from Archive of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs until 1992, see.
booicunos, B. Coumamuctudecka FOrocmaBusi B pasman (1989-1992). Coodwus, 2021; Bojinov, V. Why did
Yugoslavia Break Up? A View From Outside. — Toxosu ucmopuje, 2012, N 2, ¢. 265-271; Bojinov, V. Economic,
Social and Political Situation in the Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia after Tito's death (according to the
notices of the Bulgarian diplomats in Belgrade). — B: Tematski zbornik radova medunarodnog znacaja. Socijalna
politika u Srbiji na raskrséu vekova. Beograd, 2019, pp. 273-283; boowcunos, B. Ilouemy pacnanacs FOrociaBus?
Kpartkuit 0630p coObiTuii ¥ npuunH ot Turo 10 Munomesuya. — B: Imagines Mundi. Aremanax uccrneoosanuii
sceobuyett ucmopuu XVI1-XX g6. Bankanuka. Beimyck 2. Ekarepun0ypr, 2010, ¢. 248-257.

On the "Green Diamond Strategy"... on the construction of a corridor through Bulgaria, Macedonia, Kosovo,
Bosnia, and the establishment of Turkey as a suzerain in the region. See. Yaxwpos, K. OT BTOpHS €TaX KbM
HarrecTBreTo Ha nemokparute. Codus, 2001, ¢. 286—-290.

10 AMBHP. Jleno 3. Om. 52-25. A.e. 31. JI. 39.
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Russia is the seventh country to recognize Macedonian independence after Bulgaria, Turkey,
Slovenia, Croatia, the Philippines and Lithuania. Bulgarian diplomats observe continuity between
Russia and the USSR in terms of their policy towards Macedonia, noting that ‘Belgrade has the
greatest chance of influencing Macedonia’. Bulgarian diplomatic analyses assess the overall policy of
Russia and Turkey towards Macedonia as ‘not in our [best] interest’, since both Russian and Turkish
goals are ‘inconsistent with Bulgarian national interests’*.

The main conclusion for Bulgaria, according to the diplomatic analysis, is that ‘the deterioration of
Russian-Turkish relations would be unfavourable for Bulgaria’ in a regional context. However, there
is a global factor influencing Russian-Turkish relations, according to Bulgarian diplomats, namely:
‘the confrontation between the two world powers — Russia and the United States’?. The Bulgarian
diplomatic forecast from the 1990s was that, due to the decisive activation of Russian Balkan policy,
‘in the future, nothing important will happen in the Balkans without Russia's knowledge and
participation”®.

According to Bulgarian diplomatic analyses, there is a ‘discrepancy and opposition’ between
Russian and Turkish interests in the Balkans, and Turkey is ‘forced’* to comply with Russia, despite
[the latter’s] weakened position.

The rewriting of history: an ideological tool of the ‘Turkish world’. The Bulgarian perspective

History is the main ‘ideological’ tool of ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ in Bulgaria and the Balkans and has
been assigned a special strategic role in Davutoglu's doctrine (Strategic Depth): ‘Strategic
consciousness must be based on history, but strategic planning on today's realities”. The distortion of
history leads to a distortion of consciousness.

The term most commonly used by Turkey is ‘common history’, as set out in the ‘Turkic Vision
2040°. An eloquent example of how they understand ‘common’ is the Declaration of the 18th
meeting of the Organization of Turkic States (OTS) (Istanbul, 2021), which highlights the 60th
anniversary of the first manned space flight from Baikonur, Kazakhstan’®. Neither the name of the
‘man’ Gagarin nor the state, ‘USSR’ are mentioned — they are not part of the ‘common’.

Another example of a selective approach to ‘shared history’ comes from historian Ibrahim
Karahasan-Chynar, who does not sympathise with the neo-Ottomans, but calls on five EU member
states (Bulgaria, France, Greece, Italy, the United Kingdom), which ‘had troops in the territory of
present-day Turkey’ to ‘begin a process of self-reflection because they do not pay attention to the
lasting consequences of these wars, in which even the capital of Turkey was occupied for several
years’’.

‘Common history’ is also understood as common geography. The Bulgarian brand of ‘Pan-
Turkish-ism” (global Turkey doctrtine) has a focal point that is present in Davutoglu's ‘Islamic Arc’® —
the city of Kardzhali.

Kardzhali is given a special place in the ‘Cultural Atlas of the Turkic World’® In 2023, a
‘documentary’*? film about the creation of Kardzhali was broadcast, financed by the Turkish state

L AMBHP. Jleno 3. Om. 52-25. A.e. 31. JI. 40.

2 AMBHP. Jleno 3. Om. 52-25. A.e. 31. J1. 44.

3 AMBHP. Jleno 3. Om. 51-25. A.e. 24. J1. 24.

4 AMBHP. Jleno 3. Om. 52-25. A.e. 31. J1. 37.

5 lasymoazny, A. Ctparernyecka qbnbounsa. .., c. 84.

¢ Declaration ot the Eighth Summit of the Organization of Turkic States. 12 November 2021, Istanbul, Turkey.
https://turkicstates.org/u/d/basic-documents/eighth-summit-declaration-15-en.pdf

" Anmwuaii, X. Jlpuxemu ce yactu. — B: Kako muciu Typuusa?. EBponeiicku cbBeT 3a BbHILHA MOJUTUKA,
2012, c. 47-48.

8 “The arc that starts in the northwest from Bihac and follows the line of Central Bosnia — Eastern Bosnia —
Sandzak — Kosovo — Albania — Macedonia — Kardzhali — Western Thrace... the lifeline of Turkey's Balkan
geopolitics’: laBytoriy, A. Ctparerndecka qpia0o4mHa. .., c. 377.

% VYegsiltepe, A. Tirk Diinyast Kiiltir Atlasi, Otiiken Nesriyat A.S., Istanbul, 2023.
https://www.otuken.com.tr/u/otuken/docs/t/u/turk-dunyasi-kultur-atlasi-pdf-
1701280316.pdf?srsltid=AfmBOo006nGfyCl_7kjnxlkpyB1Y 6ws4WfmtaWQArwU93cuWQKUI1WYBb

10 oxymenTanes ¢uiM 3a JereHzaTa 3a Ch3JaBaHETO Ha Kbpikanu mopoam cropose. ExpanusamusaTa, ¢
(brHAHCUpaHE OT TypCcKaTa JbprKaBa, MPOBOKKpPA JedaT JOKOIKO UCTOPHSITA € UICTHHCKA WM MpoBokamus. - BTV.
25.09.2023 r.
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(for 900,000 lira). The film refers to the conquest of the Rhodopes by the Ottomans as ‘their creation’
and presents, as historical fact, the legend of Kardzha Ali, for whom a concrete ‘turbe’ (mausoleum)
was built in Kardzhali, which also appears as ‘Ottoman heritage’ in the Cultural Atlas.

In 2012, municipal councillors from the Movement for Rights and Freedoms (MRF) were alarmed
by the announcement that General Vasil Delov would be made an honorary citizen of Kardzhali on
the occasion of the 100th anniversary of the city's liberation from Turkish rule. For the MRF, the First
Balkan War is an “evil for the Rhodopes™*.

Turkey has a special interest in the Rhodopes because of their strategic advantage, as analysed by
Voin Bojinov: ‘“Whoever controls the water resources of the Rhodopes and Bulgarian part of Thrace
has the opportunity to turn the whole of Northern Greece and the western part of Eastern Thrace into
either a paradise or a desert’?.

Kardzhali is also linked, in some irrational way, to Turkey's painful memories of the Balkans.
‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ and ‘neo-Ottomanism’ are also the result of Turkish fears. It is no coincidence that
Davutoglu asks the rhetorical question: “Is the erasure of the Ottoman Empire still going on?°3.

Yordanka Bibina describes the loss of the Balkans, in Turkish memory, as ‘the greatest trauma’
and ‘Balkan nostalgia’ as part of the Turkish national identity*.

Stanislav Stanilov explains the ‘Balkan trauma’ as ‘the deep complexes of modern Turks, who
cannot identify their’s as a European society’ and that, without the Balkans, the neo-Ottomans cannot
perceive Turkey as a European country®.

Davutoglu fears a new ‘Balkan Union’, but claims the "right to intervene in matters concerning
Muslim minorities in the Balkans" following the example of the ‘Cyprus military operation’®, thereby
provoking Bulgarian concerns.

The term ‘minority” is not used when referring to the Turkish state, but for the Balkans and
Bulgaria it is fundamental to ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ (global Turkey).

Emilia-Boriana Slavkova notes that Bulgaria signed the Framework Convention for the Protection
of National Minorities (1995) in the Council of Europe with a ‘special opinion” and a statement that
there are no “national minorities” within its borders, but there are ‘communities’’.

Ambassador Lyuben Petrov recalls that ‘in no bilateral Bulgarian document since the Liberation of
Bulgaria in 1878 does the term "Turkish minority' appear. The 1925 Treaty uses the term ‘Muslim
communities’ in Bulgaria but refers to a ‘Bulgarian minority’ in Turkey®. Valeri Stoyanov agrees
with the term ‘Turkish minority’®.

Unfortunately, sometimes the distortion of historical memory is initiated by the Bulgarian side, as
in the case of the exhibition ‘The Decoration of the Yatagan’ at the Regional Military History
Museum in Pleven (10" April 2025) with a specially published luxury catalogue. The Yatagan was
presented as ‘cultural heritage’, ‘bearer of the collective intellect of the time’, the theme of ‘the
Decoration of the Yatagan® being a ‘correct definition’*® of elements of history, etc. The public

https://btvnovinite.bg/bulgaria/skandal-za-dokumentalna-lenta-sporove-okolo-film-za-kardzhali-finansiran-ot-
turcija.html

1 Ocpoboaurenar Ha Kbpiskanu ce okasa HEJOCTOEH Jia Objie ModYeTeH IpaxkaaHuH. — 24 yaca, 21 OKTOMBpH
2012 r. https://www.24chasa.bg/bulgaria/article/1597668

2 Boowcunos, B. Penrybnuka Makenonus. . ., c. 227.

8 lasymozny, A. Ctparerndecka jpnbounHa..., c. 151.

* Bubuna, M. BankanckuTe WIEHTHYHOCTH MpE3 MpH3MaTa Ha Topkmoka. https://balkansbg.eu/bg/content/b-
identichnosti/487-tyurklyuka.html

> Cmanunos, C. HoBHAT ocMaHU3BM M OBIrapure. .., c. 12-13, 20.

® lasymozny, A. Ctparerndecka ba6odnna.. ., c. 155, 154.

" Cnasxosa, E. CbBpeMEHHU TYPCKH ThIKYBaHMS Ha AHIOPCKUS JOTOBOP M TYPCKHAT XEreMOHUCTHYEH
HAI[MOHATIN3HM B OBJITAPO-TYPCKUTE OTHOIICHHSI. Codwus, Mai 2016, c. 1-29.
https://natfiz.academia.edu/EmiliaSlavkova

8 [lempos, JI. HeoocMaHU3MBT. .., . 118.

® Cmosnos, B. TypckoTo HaceleHHe B buIrapus Mexay MOMIOCHTE Ha eTHHYeckara nomutuka. Codus, 1998,
c. 5.

10 Pernonanen BoeHHOUCTOpUYECKH My3eil - IlneBeH., delicOyk, 10 ampum 2025 T.

88 RMDIRI, 2026, Nr. 1 (Vol. 21), ISSN 1857-1999 E-ISSN 2345-1963  https://rmdiri.md/



https://rmdiri.md/
https://btvnovinite.bg/bulgaria/skandal-za-dokumentalna-lenta-sporove-okolo-film-za-kardzhali-finansiran-ot-turcija.html
https://btvnovinite.bg/bulgaria/skandal-za-dokumentalna-lenta-sporove-okolo-film-za-kardzhali-finansiran-ot-turcija.html
https://www.24chasa.bg/bulgaria/article/1597668
https://balkansbg.eu/bg/content/b-identichnosti/487-tyurklyuka.html
https://balkansbg.eu/bg/content/b-identichnosti/487-tyurklyuka.html
https://www.facebook.com/profile.php?id=100086543144143&__cft__%25255B0%25255D=AZXGJcJu5ox8aeqQroqT7G22cC-73A3jG68RsbZEq8pxZE-rLlla_vaj1_uI0fBzEhpcVU1-HNWbiiJkDhIX9XMGbXKQ-UUoCsOan2hA7eS_H49hEmOIO2_o3hOJtPDIBap3_mQNZN_frhfBYvOL8D4T_gpC10xQf-OqHJeLV7YMYw&__tn__=-UC%25252CP-R

Revista Moldoveneasca de Drept International si Relatii Internationale Nr. 1 (Vol. 21),2026

reaction was stormy. Velizar Enchev described the exhibition of the Yataga as ‘a mockery of national
memory’ and ‘a perversion to honour the weapon of the bloody massacre in Batak’?.

The Yatagan can only be displayed as a trophy. The death of Bulgarian martyrs cannot be ‘glossed
over’.

If the ‘decoration of the Yatagan’ is a psycho-historical factor for the replacement of national
memory, then the Declaration condemning the attempt at forced assimilation of Bulgarian Muslims,
adopted on 11" January 2012 by the National Assembly, is a political retreat at the highest level,
using false concepts about the forced expulsion of some Bulgarian Turks in 1989 as ‘ethnic
cleansing’?.

The declaration is an ‘anti-Bulgarian document” of which Turkey took advantage as early as 13"
January, when the Turkish Ministry of Foreign Affairs ‘expressed satisfaction with the decision of the
National Assembly and gave further guidance: a) the perpetrators should be convicted and punished
b) all 360,000 victims should be compensated’®.

The political reaction to ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ on the Bulgarian side at National Assembly level is
reflected in the proposals of the Ataka party for a ‘draft resolution recognising the genocide of
Bulgarians in the Ottoman Empire between 1393 and 1913’ on 17" May, the date on which the Holy
Martyrs of Batak are commemorated.

On 2™ March 2016, a brief chronicle of the atrocities committed in 1913 alone” was described
from the parliamentary rostrum: <2" July - 1,100 women and children and 350 men were killed in the
village of Bulgarkdy; 8" July - the entire population of the village of Enidje was massacred; 9" July -
521 Bulgarians were killed in Edirne, after being beaten with iron bars and cut with knives; 10" July —
all captured inhabitants (unknown number) of the village of Mustafa Pasha (near Svilengrad) were
killed in the slaughterhouse. Teacher dyado Vuglyarov was beheaded along with the priest's
mother...". The proposal by Ataka was not accepted, but it was supported by historian and VMRO
(Bulgarian National Movement) leader Krasimir Karakachanov.

In the proposal the time frame for the ‘genocide of Bulgarians in the Ottoman Empire’ is very
broad (1393-1913), and would make it difficult to confirm the policy of ‘genocide’ being extant for
the entire period from the 14th to the 20th century. It would be more realistic to request recognition of
the ‘Bulgarian genocide in Thrace, 1913, just as the Armenian genocide is recognised for 1915, even
though the Turkish massacres began in the 1890s. Unfortunately, very few researchers use the term
‘genocide®, to describe the massacre of Thracian Bulgarians, with most referring only to the ‘refugee
problem’.

The psycho-historical impact of Davutoglu's doctrine in the Balkans and in our country can have
two effects:

1) fear of revenge (Lyuben Petrov: ‘The problem is that Bulgaria has no doctrine towards Turkey’,
and ‘Serious concern, tomorrow we could be another Cyprus or something worse. Like Bosnia, for
example’®. Stanislav Stanilov: I am beginning to think that | am living at the end of the 14th century
—such political and moral apathy reigns’’);

2) the mobilisation of historical consciousness.

!, KecToka raBpa ¢ HalMOHAJIHATA TAMET: BUIEIPE3UIEHTHT OTKpUBA B I1neBeH u3nox6a ¢ uMeTo “Ykpacara
Ha sitarana”. [lepBep3us € J1a OYHUTAII OPBKUETO HA KbpBaBaTa ced B barak™: https://novini247.com/novini/8222-
jestoka-gavra-s-natsionalnata-pamet-vitseprezident-otkriva-v-pleven-izlojba 9036351.html [Accessed 20 July
2025]

ZZ[eKnapauI/m OCBHXKJIAIlla OIUTA 32 HACWIICTBCHA aCHMIIIALU Ha ObIrapckure MrocronMmanu. 11 sayapu 2012 r.
— [lvporcasen gecmmuux, 6poii 5, 2012 r.

https://www.parliament.bg/bg/declaration/ID/13813

3 «...there was no ethnic cleansing. The majority of the approximately 600,000 Turks remained in Bulgaria...
110,000 of those who had left returned after a few days... The Turkish government accepted the remaining
200,000 and closed the border behind them’: I[lempos, JI. HeoocMaHU3MBbT.. ., ¢. 152.

4 Cranunos, C. HoBuaT ocMaHu3bM U O6BarapuTe. .., c. 100-109.

5 CnaskoBa, E. CHIHOTO M3pHIBaHe Ha BB3XOAAIIMS TYPCKH HAIMOHAIM3BM, W3BBPLIMTEN HA OBITapCKus
renouu B Tpakus 1913 r. Codus, 17 suyapu 2024 r. https://natfiz.academia.edu/EmiliaSlavkova

6 [lempoe, JI. HeoocMaHU3MBT. .., . 14, 117.

" Cmanunos, C. HoBUAT 0OcMaHU3bM 1 OBITapuTe. .., C. 8.
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Are there risks from the “Turkish world’?

The geopolitical possibility of a ‘Turkish world’ is limited, and its activation driven by external
factors: The First World War and the revolutions (1917); World War I1; the end of the Cold War
(1989); the collapse of the USSR (1991); and the break-up of Yugoslavia (1991-2008).

Turkey cannot become a global ‘factor’, and even when it acts as a regional one, ‘Pan-Turkish-
ism’ is situational and adapts to external forces.

An example of situational ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ is Turkey's behaviour during World War I1. If, in the
autumn of 1942, ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ was on the rise, Turkey concentrated about half its soldiers on the
Caucasian border with the USSR, and Turkish Prime Minister Saracoglu declared to the German
ambassador: ‘The destruction of Russia is a reality for the Fiihrer... and a centuries-old dream of the
Turkish people’?, but in 1944, a “secret Turanian organisation” was uncovered in Turkey, followed by
arrests?,

‘Pan-Turkish-ism” (global Turkey doctrine) can only be dangerous in the event of tectonic
geopolitical upheaval, not on its own initiative.

The post-Soviet arena rejects ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’, a nation-centred doctrine, and chooses ‘Pan-
Turkic’ world (multinational Turkic diversity).

Post-Soviet Turks have acquired the consciousness of sovereign nations thanks to Soviet national
policy, as a result of which they perceive Turkey as an equal partner rather than a leading centre of
neo-Ottoman reintegration.

The inter-relationship of post-Soviet Turks with Istanbul is “Turkic’ rather than “Turkish’ and is
being successfully implemented on an equal basis: economically with Central Asia; militarily and
economically with Azerbaijan; and culturally and ideologically with part of the Western Balkans.

What are the risks of the ‘Turkish world’?

In the post-Soviet area, the risk for Armenia is perhaps the greatest owing to the Turkish-
Azerbaijani military-political alliance and the peculiar Armenian regime, which is unlikely to stop at
Nagorno-Karabakh if the international security system continues to erode.

Moreover, a situation similar to that of the First World War is emerging, when the ‘Armenian
wedge’ separating the Ottoman Empire from the Turkic world stood in the way of the ‘realization of
the idea of 'Greater Turan’, which was followed by the Armenian genocide®.

The modern ‘Armenian wedge’ separating Turkey and Azerbaijan from the Turks in post-Soviet
Central Asia is the Zangezur corridor, which has a special place in the ‘Turkic Vision 20404,

For Russia, the risk of ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ is the weakest and is perceived as a ‘sleeping threat’ that
can only be activated in the event of "major political upheavals™.

For the post-Yugoslav sphere, ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ (global Turkiye) remains an instrument of the
United States. Davutoglu fails to create a "regional balance of power" and creates only a ‘Turkish
balance of power — between subordination to the United States and autonomous self-assertion’®.

‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ is a reactive doctrine; it lacks the power of geopolitical initiative because it is
weak from within, hostage to the instability of Turkish identity, and irreversibly divided into ‘two
Turkish nations’. ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ (Turkish world) represents a Turkish-Islamic-Western synthesis.

For Bulgaria, the risk is not from ‘Pan-Turkish-ism’ but from internal erosion of the sovereignty of
historical consciousness.
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