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KAZAKİSTAN’IN TÜRK KENEŞİ VE ORTA ASYA’DA  

BÖLGESEL İŞBİRLİĞİNİN GÜÇLENDİRMESİNDEKİ RÖLÜ 

 

ÖZET 

 

Bu tezde Orta Asya Türk Cumhuriyetleri’nin Türkiye ile olan sosyo-ekonomik, 

siyasi, kültürel alanlardaki işbirlikleri ve Orta Asya’da bölgesel işbirliği ile güvenlik 

konularının yanı sıra, Yeni Bölgeselcilik ve Liberal Kurumsalcılık teorileri 

çerçevesinde Kazakistan’ın Türk Keneşi’nin faaliyetlerindekirolü 

incelenmiştir.Sovyetler Birliği’nin dağılmasından sonra Orta Asya Türk 

Cumhuriyetleri ile Türkiye arasında Türk Devletleri Başkanları Toplantısı, Türk 

Konseyi Zirveleri giderek önem kazanmıştır. 

 

Bu çalışmada, yüksek düzeyde gerçekleşen zirvelerin ana konuları gözden 

geçirilmiştir ve Türk Devletleri arasındaki ilişkilerin güçlendirilmesi ve 

geliştirilmesinde Türk Keneşi’nin rolüde tartışılmıştır. Türk Keneşi’ne üye ülkeler 

uluslararası kuruluşlar çerçevesinde bir işbirliği yürütmektedirler. Kazakistan, Türk 

Keneşi’nin geliştirilmesigirişimlerinde önemli role sahiptir. Bu tezin amacı Orta 

Asya’da işbirliği ve güvenlik sorunları bağlamında Türk Keneşi’nin faaliyetlerini ve 

Kazakistan’ın işbirliğini güçlendirmedeki rolünü belirlemektir. 

 

Çalışmanın ilk bölümünde, Sovyetler Birliği’nin dağılmasından sonra ortaya çıkan 

Orta Asya ülkelerdeki sosyo-ekonomik ve politik ilişkiler tartışıldıktan sonra, 

Türkiye dâhil olmak üzere, ABD, Çin, Rusya ve Avrupa Birliği gibi güçlü aktörlerin 

Orta Asya’daki çıkarları saptanmıştır. İkinci bölümde, Orta Asya’daki bölgesel 

işbirliği ve güvenlik konuları ve Kazakistan’ın bu konular bağlamında öne attığı 

politikalar ve bölgesel işbirliğin güçlendirilmesindeki rolüne değinilmiştir. Üçüncü 

bölümde, Türk Keneşi’nin faaliyetleri, bölgesel işbirliğinin geliştirilmesinde ele 

aldığı politika ve stratejilerinin değerlendirilmesi yapılmıştır. 

 

Bununla birlikte, bu tez çalışmasında entegrasyonun güçlendirilmesi ve ortak 

çıkarların belirlenmesine ilişkin gerekli olan, Türk halklarının kültürel, psikolojik ve 

iletişimsel yakınlıklarının önemli faktörleri de vurgulanmaktadır. Ayrıca, 

entegrasyon sürecinde Türk Cumhuriyetleri’nin karşılaştığı güncel sorunlara yer 

verilmiştir. 

 

 

Anahtar Kelimeler: Türk Keneşi, Orta Asya Türk Cumhuriyetleri, Entegrasyon, 

Güvenlik, Ekonomik İşbirliği, Kazakistan. 
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KAZAKHSTAN’S ROLE IN STRENGTHENING THE TURKIC COUNCIL 

AND REGIONAL COOPERATION IN CENTRAL ASIA 

 

ABSTRACT 

 

This thesis examines the cooperation among the Central Asian Turkic Republics and 

Turkey in the socio-economic, political, cultural areas, and regional cooperation and 

security in Central Asia, besides the role of the Kazakhstan in the activities of the 

Turkic Council under the framework of New Regionalism and Liberal 

Institutionalism. After the dissolution of the Soviet Union, the meetings of the 

Presidents of the Turkic States and the Turkic Council Summits between Central 

Asian Turkic Republics and Turkey have become increasingly important. 

 

In this study, the main themes of the high level summits are analyzed and the role of 

the Turkic Council in strengthening and improving relations among the Turkic States 

are also discussed. The member countries of the Turkiс Council cooperate in the 

framework of international organizations. Kazakhstan has played a significant role in 

the development of initiatives of the Turkiс Council.The aim of this thesis is to 

determine the activities of the Turkic Council and the role of Kazakhstan in 

strengthening cooperation in the context of cooperation and security issues in Central 

Asia. 

 

In the first part of the thesis, after discussing the socio-economic and political 

relations in the newly emerged states in Central Asia after the dissolution of the 

Soviet Union, the interests of powerful actors, such as,Turkey, USA, China, Russia 

and the European Unionin Central Asia areexamined. The second section deals with 

regional co-operation and security issues in Central Asia, and Kazakhstan’s policies 

concerning these issues and its role in strengthening the regional cooperation.In the 

third chapter, the activities of the Turkiс Council, its the policies and strategies 

regarding the development of regional cooperation are evaluated. 

 

In addition, in this thesis, important factors of the cultural, psychological and 

communicative closeness of the Turkish people are emphasized, which are necessary 

for strengthening the integration unity and determining common interests, Moreover, 

the current problems encountered in the integration process by the Turkic Republics 

are included. 

 

 

Keywords: Turkic Council, Central Asian Turkic Republics, Integration, Securıty Issues, 

Economic Cooperation, Kazakhstan. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

 

1.1. Scope and Objective 

The end of the Cold War and the collapse of the Soviet Union (SU) caused profound 

changes in the global system and a number of regional subsystems. The emergence 

of five new independent states in the center of the Eurasian continent - Kazakhstan, 

Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan - marked the beginning of the 

formation of a new international political region - Central Asia (CA) - and the 

Central Asian subsystem. The new region has become a field of intersection of 

interests and an object of foreign policy influence of neighboring states - Russia, 

China, Iran, Pakistan, and global actors. The establishment of independence by this 

group of post-Soviet states was greeted in Turkey with great enthusiasm and hopes 

for a quick and close rapprochement. 

The importance of CA is due itsgeopolitical location between Russia, China, and 

Iran,its significant energy and natural resource potential, transport and transit 

opportunities, and proximity to the centers of armed conflicts (Afghanistan, 

Pakistan), which strongly affect international security. The special interest of the 

world’s leading countries, transnational corporations and various financial and 

economic organizations in the region is due to its geopolitical position, 

communication capabilities, and the presence of significant reserves of natural 

resources. In this regard, the region will remain as a sphere of intersection of 

interests and strategies of the states of the CA and external geopolitical players. 

Historically, states have always used different political forms of uniting and 

interacting with other states with separate territories in order to resolve issues of joint 

security, defense, political and economic cooperation. Empire, confederation and 

commonwealth existed throughout the period of the existence of the state system. 

Thus, Eurasia where regional organizations and states functioned is not the 

exception. The Ottoman Empire, the SU and the Warsaw Treaty Organization are 

just some examples. A new wave of regional activity at the world level occurred in 
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the second half of the 20th century. Active development has received various formats 

of interaction of the countries in many regions: in Europe and Eurasia, in Africa and 

America, in Asia and Oceania. In the literature such a worldwide trend of 

regionalism (organization) has been called the “new regionalism”, which is regarded 

as a new era of regionalism that emerged as a response to new risks, and where 

participating states have ceased to be limited to formal interstate integration 

organizations (Soderbaum & Shaw 2003). 

Let us outline the following features of the new regionalism. First: the intensity and 

increase in the number of regional organizations. Thus, if in modern times from 1910 

to 1930, only 4 organizations were established (the so-called period of “early 

regionalism”), then from 1944 until the end of the 1990s (the so-called period of “old 

regionalism”) there were already over 60 organizations, and since 1990 up to the 

present (the period of the “new regionalism”) there are more than 100 organizations. 

Second: the diversity of the universe. The new regionalism, unlike the old 

regionalism, which as a whole had a narrow focus on preferential trade agreements 

and security alliances, includes the cooperation of countries in all spheres of public 

life. So it is necessary to highlight in the activities of regional organizations such 

important areas as the ecological sphere, humanitarian and cultural relations, the 

fight against terrorism and organized crime, etc. The third feature of regionalism is 

the diversity of views. In a number of regions, states are simultaneously participants 

in several international regional organizations that are different both in their areas of 

activity and in their goals of creation, while these organizations can be competing 

players on the international arena. Another feature of regionalism can be 

distinguished by its diversity. Integration processes can be observed in many regions, 

but they do not follow the “European” path. The participating states have ceased to 

be limited to formal interstate integration organizations in modern conditions. The 

role and meanings of the regional organizations in the international relations on the 

activities of consultative formats (summits, forums, conferences, etc.) and the 

interparliamentary interactionshave increased (Soderbaum & Shaw 2003:4-8). 

This thesis uses, as an another aspect, the theory of Liberal Institutionalism and the 

concept of alliance in analyzing itsresearch question. The Turkic Council, which is 

an international organization consisting of four Turkic states (Azerbaijan, Turkey, 

Kazakhstan and Kyrgyzstan), functions as an international intergovernmental 
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organization, with the overarching aim of promoting comprehensive cooperation 

among above mentioned member states. 

Liberal institutionalism underlines the importance of international organizations for 

developing cooperation among states. Liberal institutionalists argue that international 

institutions incline to promote cooperation by making information transparent to all 

members which leads to the decrease on the risk of cheating. Joseph Grieco (1990) 

believes that the distribution of the benefits or gains from cooperation of cooperating 

statesis the most crucialissue in any partnership system. States generally having gains 

from the cooperation are concerned on how to get more gains and leave other state 

worse off over time. The reason for it is the anarchical system in which states are 

being operated, where relative gains can affect the balance of power (Grieco 1990). 

Duncan Snidel (1991) and Robert Powell (1991) actually supported Grieco’s idea by 

arguing that relative gains problem has not been overemphasized. Snidel believes 

that the issue of relative gains is highly related to a two-actor situation or to a number 

of states which have important asymmetries between.States withnearly similar 

powers do not have to be worried about relative gains. Likewise, Robert Powell 

thinks that hostile or peaceful condition in world order is defining relative gains 

problem significance.According to liberal institutionalism, it works better when the 

threat of use of force has been last option to consideration and the use of force 

expenses discourage. As such, actors in international system tend to cooperate while 

theyare relatively secured and when the relative gains problem is precisely low 

(Snidal 1991, Powel 1991, Grieco 1990). 

Considering the aspects of the above mentioned theories, we can see how the 

theories have been successfully applied and implemented in the Turkic Council as an 

international organization. For instance, Turkic Council as an international 

association is focused on the aim and standards of the UN Charter and other 

generally perceived standards and norms of international law, including sovereign 

fairness, regional integration and sacredness of universally recognized territories of 

countries, and additionally the preservation of worldwide peace, security and 

advancement of good-neighborly and cordial relations and the participation among 

its members (Abdyldaev, 2015:9). 
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Turkic Council is an association devoted to reinforcing peace and stability, 

advancing far reaching collaboration and unveiling the potential for stable 

improvement among its parties. In spite of the fact that it unites a specific gathering 

of nations, the association does not adopt a selective strategy. Despite what might be 

expected, by advancing further relations and solidarity among Turkic talking nations, 

it intends to function as an innovative regional instrument for propelling worldwide 

participation in Eurasian landmass, especially in Central Asia and Caucasus regions. 

The Turkic Council not only, applies its policies in the transport, customs, tourism 

etc directions towards Member States, but it also willingly collaborates with its 

neighbor states to guarantee peace and stability in its region.  

With the creation of new Central Asian statesin the 1990sin the Eurasian Post-Soviet 

era, the emergence of a number of large integration organizationshave started (CIS, 

BSEC, ECO, EurAsEC, SCO), in which along with Russia and neighboring countries 

– usually their initiators –the newly formed republics of the South Caucasus and CA 

joined. In 2009, another structure was added to them - the Turkic Council. The 

Turkic Council is a regional organization whose goal is to strengthen the unity of the 

Turkic peoples. The members of the organization are Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, 

Azerbaijan and Turkey. The idea of the creation of the Turkic Council was first 

expressed by the President of Kazakhstan Nursultan Nazarbayev, in 2006 at the 

summit of the Turkic-speaking countries. 

The Turkic peoples are connected by common history and traditions. The geography 

of the Turkic-speaking states is very extensive, and it has all the necessary potential 

for expanding cooperation. These countries cooperate in the framework of 

international organizations, speaking from a unified position. Mutual support in 

international organizations is, of course, necessary. It is very important that the ties 

between all Turkic-speaking states, both in bilateral and multilateral formats, rise to 

an even higher level. Currently, the geopolitical situation around the world is tense. 

In this context, the role of the activities of organizations which ensure the capability 

of effective regional cooperation is relevant. 

The Turkic Council’s member states and Turkmenistan with Uzbekistan’s 

economical and demographical capacity would be 4.8 million square kilometers of 

their total area whichwould be the seventh in the world, population would reach 140 

million - the ninth in the world, with a total amount of 1.5 trillion USD - 13th 
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place.The total GDP of above mentioned Turkic-speaking states reaches 1 trillion 

150 billion USD(Official website of the President of the Republic of Azerbaijan – 

www.president.az2013). 

Thus, such a picture of the Central Asian region poses new questions for the world 

community. What should we expect from the main geopolitical actors in the near 

future? How will the strategy of security and foreign policy of the Central Asian 

countries be built on their neighbors, world powers, international organizations and 

other centers of power? Will geopolitical stability in Eurasia, balance of power, 

balance of interests be preserved? How will the situation in CA develop and what is 

the level of risks and challenges faced by the countries of the region, and how can we 

characterize possible development paths? 

The relevance of the topic is connected with the fact that CA has an important 

geostrategic and geo-economic significance for the entire continent. At the same 

time, the Central Asian region has a significant conflict potential. The study of the 

problems of political and economic cooperation is actual, since the analysis makes it 

possible to predict and correct the further development of relations. Of particular 

importance is the issue of mechanisms to counter threats to security, that is, the 

creation of an effective system of integrated security capable of ensuring the real 

sovereignty of the states of the region. 

This work is devoted to the study of an actual topic consisting the issue of integration 

of the post-Soviet “Turkic republics” and Turkey within the framework of the Turkic 

Council, as well as the emergence of the Turkic factor in contemporary international 

relations. After the collapse of the SU, Ankara has made considerable efforts to rally 

the Turkic states, taking a central role in the integration process. Gradually, various 

formats of interaction develop: the summits of the heads of the Turkic states, the 

Inter-Parliamentary Assembly, and the summits of the Turkic Council. The step-by-

step plans of the Turkic Council for the integration of the Turkic republics may in the 

long run lead to the formation of a more influential Turkic factor in international 

relations. 

The aim of the thesis is to study the activities of the Turkic Council and the role of 

Kazakhstan in strengthening cooperation and promoting this international 

http://www.president.az/
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organization in the context of the regional cooperation and security problems in 

Central Asian region.  

In accordance with the goal, the main tasks of thesis are as follows: 

1. To assess the goals and results of the activities of the Turkic Council, 

established in 2009 as an integration organization of Turkic-speaking 

countries. 

2. Identify the problems of safety in CA and the prospects for cooperation 

among the member states of the Turkic Council. 

3. To determine the role of Kazakhstan in deepening integration of the Turkic 

republics. 

4. Analyze the specifics of foreign policies and interests of leading countries 

such as Russia, the United States, China and European countries concerning 

CA since the collapse of the SU. 

5. To assess the socio-cultural and economic relations of the Turkic states. 

1.2. Methodology 

The methodological basis of the thesis is a systematic approach to the study of the 

Turkic Councils’ activities, as well as official positions of member states with respect 

to regional cooperation and security. It allows for a comprehensive analysis of 

factors affecting the formation and implementation of the foreign policy course of 

the Turkic Council’s member countries, especially the role of Kazakhstan. 

The research of thesis was based on the study of a wide range of American, Turkish 

and Russian studies and the sources of Central Asian countries. The sources used can 

be classified as the following: statistical materials, workings, speeches and 

statements by officials, reflecting official positions, memoirs, materials of periodical 

press, scholarly books, articles and internet sources. Within the framework of this 

study, statistical data of official institutions of member states and meetings with the 

former and current officials of the Turkic Council have been used. 

The involvement of many sources has been become possible thanks to the global 

internet information network. Websites of public authorities, ministries and 

departments have allowed significantly to broaden the range of available 
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documentary sources.1 Another group of sources is made up of materials from news 

agencies and think tanks published on the Internet, which are characterized by a 

combination of factual information and operational valuation.2 

1.3. Literature Review 

Looking through the literature devoted to CA, three main topics that have been raised 

by specialists in the past years can be identified. First of all, their attention was 

focused on the problems of Central Asian security and on the issues of regional 

influence among external powers: Russia, China, the United States and European 

countries represented by the EU and NATO (Menon 2003; Harris & Xijiang 1993; 

Star 2005; Allison 2004a). 

Second topic grabbing specialist’s attention constantly on geopolitics is related to the 

control over the oil production, especially energy resources’ transportation from CA 

region. On these issues, many articles and other works have been written, whose 

authors mainly analyze the possibility of external players’ controlling and creating 

new ways of delivering energy resources to world markets, as well as the political, 

economic and geopolitical consequences of those projects. A significant part of the 

analysisfocuses on the rivalry of the four major players (Russia, USA, EU, China) 

among themselves (Blank 2006; Cohen 2006; Dorian 2006). 

The studies of Central Asian political scientists and international experts dedicated to 

the problems of regional security and international relations and the external 

economic ties of the countries of the region, as was the rule, remained within the 

framework of official interpretation of the national interests and foreign policies 

adopted in the Central Asian states. Thus, in the articles of Kassenov, the foreign 

policy direction of the states government is grounded, and its separate aspects are 

revealed (Kassenov, 1997; see also Aben, 1999; Laumulin, 2007; Narynski & 

Malgin, 2003; Karayanni, 2003; Tomberg, 2006; Yudanov, 2000). Kyrgyz political 

scientist Dzhekshenkulov in the monograph “New independent states of CA in the 

world community” brings together the foreign policy concepts of all countries of the 

                                                           
1 For example: Cooperation Council of Turkic Speaking States - http://www.turkkon.org; Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Kazakhstan – http://www.mfa.gov.kz; Ministry of Foreign Affairs 

of the Republic of Turkey – http://www.mfa.gov.tr; Press-Servise of the President of Kazakhstan – 

http://www.akorda.kz.  
2For example: “Media Group/Tajikistan Asia-Plus” - https://www.asiaplus.tj; Independent News 

Organization “EurasiaNet.org” - http://www.eurasianet.org. 

http://www.turkkon.org/
http://www.mfa.gov.kz/
http://www.mfa.gov.tr/
http://www.akorda.kz/
https://www.asiaplus.tj/
http://www.eurasianet.org/
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region and considers the main directions of their foreign policy, observing the 

necessary diplomatic caution and smoothing out the severity of problems and 

interstate contradictions (Dzhekshenkulov, 2000). 

Thirdly, the literature on Kazakh foreign policy is mainlywritten by Kazakh 

academicians,especially the main exponents of Almaty-Astana literature are 

precisely President of the Republic of Kazakhstan Nursultan Nazarbayev 

(Nazarbayev, 1994), diplomat Mansurov (Mansurov, 1997), Kassenov (Kassenov 

1995), Sultanov and Muzaparova (Sultanov & Muzaparova, 2003). Kazakh foreign 

policy had been defined as a policy witha “multivector” reach by above-stated 

officials since the state’s independence in 1991. 

According to the officials, Kazakhstan’s foreign policy principles prioritizedthe 

following: strengthening state sovereignty, integrity and inviolability of borders, and 

protecting economic interests (Kassenov, 1995). Mansurov defined the three main 

pillars of Kazakh foreign policy: sovereignty, integration, and strategic partnership 

(Mansurov, 1997).  

Secondarily, Kazakhstan’s foreign policy had been outlined by some 

academicians.Their doubt was primarily in Kazakhstan’s stance within the Central 

Asian and Caspian region. Nazarbayev’s efforts to create a Eurasian Union (Dugin, 

2004) and Kazakhstan’s important role in the SCO push regional economic and 

security issues to the top of Kazakh political agenda (Sultanov & Muzaparova, 

2003). Analyses of Richard Weitz had revealed facts of the cooperation between 

Kazakh regional policy and Caspian energy geopolitics, notably after the discovery 

of Kashagan in 2000 and the increasing political collaborations over pipeline projects 

in Eurasia (Weitz, 2008). 

1.4. Structure of the Thesis 

In the first part of the thesis, the general situation in the new states in CA emerging 

after the dissolution of the SUis discussed with regard to the political-economic and 

socio-cultural relations within the region. Then the immediate interests of the main 

countries of the world, including Turkey, are assessed. 

In the second part of the study, besides the regional security from the economic 

aspects of CA and main priorities of cooperation in security, the security issues of 
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CA and the role of Kazakhstan in regional security and cooperation are examined. In 

the evaluation section, the strategies and policies put forward by Kazakhstan for 

strengthening of regional security, economic and political relations are mentioned. 

In the third part entitled “Turkic Council’s regional cooperation”, the activities of the 

Turkish Council in political-economic, customs and transport, tourism, cultural, 

scientific and information fields are evaluated. Besides the high level summit held by 

the Turkish Council until now the third part also refers to the structure of the 

organization, to its aims, missions and to the cooperation with the other international 

organizations. In the following section, the thesis work will be finalized after the 

regional security, regional cooperation of the Turkic Council in this context are 

included. 

In addition, important sources such as, “The Nakhchivan Agreement on the 

Establishment of the Cooperation Council of Turkic Speaking States (Nakhchivan, 3 

October 2009)”, “The Agreement on the Establishment of the Turkic Academy 

(Bishkek, 23 August 2012)”, “The Almaty Declaration of the Firth Summit of the 

Turkic Council (Almaty, 21 October 2011)”, “The Bishkek Declaration of the 

Second Summit of the Turkic Council (Bishkek, 23 August 2012)”,are given in 

appendix of the thesis. 
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2. CENTRAL ASIA IN THE POST-SOVIET ERA 

2.1. Central Asia in the Post-Soviet Era 

First Tsarist Russia, then Soviet rule over the Turkic peoples of CA and the Caucasus 

disconnected Turkic people in this geography from the rest of the world and even 

from each other despite being under the same administration. Oppressive regimes 

took their toll on the language, culture as well as economic and political life of the 

Turkic peoples: Russian language was imposed on them, a different Cyrillic alphabet 

for each Turkic language was made compulsory, different languages were created 

from dialects of the same Turkic language to separate people by language, cultural 

ties among themselves were weakened, they could not practice their religion freely 

and political relations with the rest of the world were non-existent.  

They were not involved in the decision making process in any of these areas 

including their own economies. Although they had a great potential, Turkic countries 

could not make use of their own economic assets, including their natural resources. 

According to IMF and World Bank statistics, in 1992, total GDP of five Turkic 

countries was 140 billion USDwhich has more than tripled now reaching 460 

billionUSD. Per capita GDP has also increased form an average of 2500 USD to 

around 7300 USD (Maracz & Ibrayev 2013:16). Being the masters of their own 

countries and interaction with the world was instrumental in achieving this. 

At the end of the Cold War era, five independent Turkic states finally emerged in the 

world stage; Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan. 

Starting from their independence, the priority for these countries was to consolidate 

their sovereignty and territorial integrity, a task that requires an arduous state 

building process as well as a solid national economy.  

Historically, Central Asian countries were greater part of the SU. Moscow was the 

decision-making center of the Union. After the dissolution of the SU in 1991, CA 
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states obtained independency and started to pursue their own independent foreign 

policy. Specialists on CA argue that recently CA countries still look about Russia. 

For Svante E. Cornell, a fundamental difference among the Central Asian states can 

be made between states that are attempting to break free from Moscow’s 

predominance and those that have reliably remained inside Russia’s circle (Cornell 

1999: 3). 

Central Asian region’s importance in world geopolitics, as geographical center of 

Eurasian continent, increased in recent years. CA region has significant energy 

resources and transit-transport potential and tries to be as a bridge between Europe 

and Asia (Peyrouse 2009:544).  

In the context of Caspian region and Afghanistan, CA playsa crucial role for many 

geopolitical powers (China, Russia, USA, EU), and for important geopolitical 

interests of regional states - Turkey, Iran, India, Pakistan and Japan. Therefore, 

geopolitical map of Eurasia depends on disposition of the balance of power in region. 

Central Asian states are predominantly rich in energy resources and energy sector as 

a whole. According to statistical data, total proven oil reserves in Kazakhstan, 

Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan estimates are 15 billion tones and natural gas reserves 

estimates are 22 trillion cubic meters or 12% of world gas reserves (Georgiev 

2008:124). Thus, Central Asia countries attach great importance to energy security. 

They have a “minimizing risks policy” in hydrocarbons market and create the most 

favorable system of cooperation in energy issues. Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan and 

Turkmenistan are interested in maintaining stability in the region and the foundation 

of a security system in which they can fully, without obstacles, realize their energy 

projects. 

Above mentioned countries are located in a center of communication flow between 

Europe and Asia and have great transit and transport opportunities. The strategic 

importance of the region is to accelerate implementation of the transport-

communication projects in context of “Silk Road” project that will connect emerging 

markets of East Asia to Western Europe. A large-scale infrastructure project, the 

8445 km long highway transit corridor “Western Europe - Western China”is 

implemented in Kazakhstan, on the territory of Kazakhstan will be 2787 km with two 
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major freight routes: China – Eastern Asia - Central Asia and China - Russia - 

Western Europe (RC MIDRK 2014). 

Regional security issues of СA can be evaluated as fragile. Countries of the region 

are characterized by significant imbalance in development and weak level of 

economic inter-state cooperation. Region has been passing throughout diverse and 

complex national problems, internal and interstate contradictions of economic and 

territorial issues. So, differences in political systems and methods of governance, as 

well as in levels of socio-economic development, prevent strengthening of regional 

security. 

Unresolved border issues, difficult socio-economic situation and inter-ethnic 

relations in Fergana Valley are the key factors of disintegration in regional policy. 

There are pan-regional and inter-state issues. Dependence on supplies of gas and 

electricity create a factor of tension in bilateral relations of some countries. 

One of the main challenges is managing the water sector. Agriculture remains 

dominant sector in economy. A large-scale development of new irrigated land in CA 

was carried out from 60’s to90’s of the 20th century. This required a sharp rising of 

water intake from water sources for irrigation due to population growth, development 

of the agriculture and industry. For example, more than 90% of the total water 

intakes areused on irrigated agriculture. So, Kyrgyzstan formed 25.2% of the total 

flow of the Aral Sea basin, Tajikistan - 51.5%, Uzbekistan - 10.6%, Kazakhstan - 

2.2%, Turkmenistan - 1.2%, Afghanistan and Iran - 9.3%. The consumption of water 

has an inverse relationship. Over the past 10 years, Kyrgyzstan had no more than 

0.8%, Tajikistan - 13.05%, Kazakhstan - 11.07%, Turkmenistan - 22.87%, and 

Uzbekistan - 39.3% of total water withdrawals from the Amudarya and Syrdarya 

rivers. Transboundary water resources highly depend on the distribution of water 

flows. The proportion of river flow coming from the outside for Kazakhstan is 42%, 

for Turkmenistan - 94% and for Uzbekistan - 77% (Chatterjee et al. 2013). 

Geopolitical changes and transformation of region’s economy broke the old, fairly 

stable and functioning of water circuit water-power system. Also, Central Asian 

countries are facing food and energy security issues. Completion of construction of 

large hydropower facilities, for instance, Kambarata Hydroelectric Power Plant in 

Kyrgyzstan, Sangtuda and Rogun Hydroelectric Power Plants in Tajikistan could 
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significantly change existing regime before rivers Amudarya and Syrdarya, if not 

fixed in advance certain intergovernmental agreement. 

Uneven distribution of water resources in CA strengthens interestsfor water 

conflictamong its key suppliers (Tajikistan and Kyrgyzstan) and its main users 

(Uzbekistan, Kazakhstan and Turkmenistan). This is a very meaningful issue for CA 

researches. For example, in the middle of the 90s Uzbekistan was ready to use 

military force to seize the Toktogul dam in Kyrgyzstan, if there is a threat of water 

security (Allison & Jonson 2001: 76). 

One of the major contradictions between upper (Tajikistan and Kyrgyzstan) and 

downstream (Turkmenistan, Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan) states of the mentioned 

river is a different approach to development of hydropower potential in upper 

reaches of rivers. It creates certain obstacles for investment in development of 

hydropower potential of region. 

Most important task for economic and water-energy security is to provide an 

integrated and comprehensive approach to available water use and energy potential. 

Optimal using of recourses taking into account interests of each country in region can 

be achieved only through international cooperation. It means necessary condition for 

improving food self-sufficiency, energy self-sufficiency, increasing export potential 

of saving investment resources. Nevertheless, problem of rational using and 

development of water and energy resources of Amudarya and Syrdarya river basins 

were and remain the most acute regional issues in CA. 

Key issues between states in regulation of water and energy relations and foundation 

of the contradictions areas the following:Decisions taken at the level of the 

established regional management structures are advisory in nature, weak 

enforcement of those decisions;Different approaches to regional and national level 

between structures of water management and energy; Contradictions between 

interests of upstream and downstream rivers;There are no real inter-state structures, 

which must be endowed with appropriate powers of joint water and energy 

resources’ management; There is no disinterested party as an arbitrator between 

parties with possibility of real influence on settlement of disputes. These findings are 

also confirmed by feasibility report “Prospects for Integration in Development of 
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Energy and Water Resources in CA”, prepared by Secretariat of ECO’s experts in 

2004 (Report of ECO 2004). 

Thus, there is no agreed position on rational using of water and energy resources. It 

leads to annual flooding border areas of lower reaches of Amudarya and Syrdarya 

rivers in winter and violations of water supply to states during growing season in 

spring. It negatively affects development of agriculture and leads to deterioration of 

ecological situation in the region. An additional factor of tension in region can be 

caused by developing of power at expense of water management. Kyrgyzstan and 

Tajikistan do not have adequate supplies of oil, gas and other natural resources and 

intended to strengthen the development of hydropower by using their own 

hydropower base.  

Serious threats to security in region are also unresolved border issues. In particular, 

borders of Kyrgyz-Tajik, Kyrgyz-Uzbek and Tajik-Uzbek are still remaining 

unresolved. On disputed section of border incidents occur, often with using weapons. 

Danger of ethno-territorial conflicts also makes a problem. Maintaining 

environmental safety is also an important factorfor region’s development. Countries 

are faced with hazardous waste, pollution of the Caspian Sea shelf, desertification 

and soil salinity.  

2.2. Powerful Actors’ Interests in Central Asia  

The collapse of the SU left a geopolitical vacuum in CA and led to a sharp increase 

in the interest of the external powers in the region. This was facilitated by its 

advantageous geopolitical location, considerable natural resources, primarily oil and 

gas, perspectives of establishment of the transport infrastructure, connecting West 

and East, as well as the ability to perform regional functions of a beachhead in the 

fight against international terrorism. The specificity of a geographical position, on 

the one hand, makes it relatively easily accessible target for radical 

Islamistterroristattacks from southern and south-western destinations, and on the 

other hand, the region is a territorial “buffer”, protecting countries such as Russia and 

China against these same extremists. Thus, abovementioned factors eventually 

transformed the CA into one of the most attractive objects of geopolitical claims for 

great powers. United States, China, Russia and the European Union are the key 

players in this region. 
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Russia is focused on the problems of reconstruction and consolidation of status of the 

great power, as well as to increase its own economic capacity (Oliker et. al., 

2009:116). Over a long period, after the collapse of the SU, instead of clearly 

understanding what the Russian interests in the post-Soviet space are, and what are 

the mechanisms and how to use CIS potential, Russian officials at various levels 

have continued to make declarations about commitment of integration with the 

countries of the post-Soviet space, as if not noticing that almost all the “formers” 

took the course to distance themselves from Russia (Gegelashvili, 2009:67). As a 

result, by the early 2000s Russian diplomacy has not learned to count the interests of 

new “players” in Eurasia – the United States and the European Union (Markedonov, 

2006).  Nevertheless, regional policy of Russia towards CIS countries begins to 

acquire an understandable form. As a result, the CIS region countries foreign policy, 

at the level of the fundamental normative document definesforeign policy priorities, 

and it is also proclaimed as one of the most important foreign policy priorities of 

Russia (Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 2000). Thus, Russia proclaimed joining the struggle 

for control over the Eurasian continental array (Vertlib, 2006). 

In an effort to activate the implementation of its policy, Moscow transforms the 

Treaty on collective security in a more effective security mechanism, and in April of 

2003 the Collective Security Treaty Organization (CSTO) was created in Dushanbe 

Summit. The CSTO is functionally designed to implement military cooperation and 

tussle with new challenges and threats (Freire, 2009:125). Currently, the CSTO 

includes Armenia, Belarus, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Russia, Tajikistan and 

Uzbekistan (except Turkmenistan with neutral status) and provides a mechanism for 

political and military consultations between member countries. Russia is increasingly 

using the CSTO as a tool to ensure the diplomatic solidarity of its nominal allies 

(Trenin, 2009:90). Cooperation within the scope of the CSTO between Russian 

Federation and Central Asian countries is considered to show the advisability of the 

existence of a military-political union against the real threat from transnational 

terrorism and criminal networks in this region. 

Regarding the economic interests, Russia continues to maintain a huge economic 

influence in CA. Russia stands out as the major transporter of any kind of production 

from CA to the West. “Gazprom” is a monopoly in the import and transport of gas to 

Europe from Turkmenistan, Uzbekistan and Kazakhstan. Oil is delivered in reverse 
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mode from Brod to Odessa, and not conversely, as designers of the project “White 

stream” expected (Mishin, 2010). The main priority goal of Russia in the field of 

energy is to help along to increase the transit capacity and elevate the 

competitiveness of domestic projects from the economic point of view. Besides, it is 

important to mention the increasing flows of labor from CA, including illegal ones. 

Labor migration plays a positive role in the Russian economy. Another instrument 

for the implementation of the foreign policy of Russia in CA serves the EurAsEC, 

established in 2000, aimed at promotion of the Customs Union (Starchak, 2006:17). 

The strategic role of EurAsEC in the processes of Eurasian regional integration is 

determined both by the geographical position of the countries that led to the 

community and by their resource potential. There is a natural transport and energy 

“bridge” between Western Europe and East Asia from the Atlantic to the Pacific. 

Globalization process requires for Eurasia, the creation of Eurasian transcontinental 

transport and energy systems. The prospects of joint operation are the Trans-Siberian 

Railroad and the Northern Sea Route, the construction of transcontinental oil and gas 

pipelines in the western (European) and eastern (Pacific) directions, the transmission 

lines from Siberia to Japan, South Korea and China, the development of the ancient 

“Silk Road” from China to Europe as a highway of the XXI century. In this regard, 

EurAsEC becomes the central link in the system of regional integration on the 

Eurasia. Its strategic task is to expand and deepen cooperation with both the 

European Union and the APEC and ASEAN factions in the Pacific and South-East 

Asia, with the SCO (Tleuzhanova, 2013). 

In May 2001, the Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO) was established and has 

become an essential mechanism for Russian-Chinese cooperation. In many respects, 

the SCO duplicates the functions of the CSTO and the Eurasian Economic 

Community (EEC). Speaking of the strategic interests of Russia and taking into 

account the political stakes, which Russia makes, CSTO is intended to perform the 

realization of security interests (Starchak, 2006:17). 

Thus, the hierarchy of importance of Russian strategic interests in CA is as follows: 

the security - preservation of socio-political stability in the region; security interests 

are intertwined with Russia’s interests in the field of energy and control over the 

transport infrastructure of the region; interests of a humanitarian nature, which 

include work with Russian citizens and Russian-speaking populations of CA, as well 
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as the use of “soft power” in the form of support for initiatives in the field of public 

diplomacy and the promotion of Russian language and culture; integration in the 

framework of the CSTO, the Customs Union and EurAsEC (Shinkaretskaya, 2014). 

China is the second energy consumer country in the world after the United States 

(Kenny, 2004). For China, CA has great important strategic significance and value. 

For this reason, import of hydrocarbons and turning CA into a market for Chinese 

goods lie in the center of interests of China in CA (Swanström, 2003). The growing 

dependence of China on the energy resources of CA contributes to the fact that 

Chinese companies are increasingly penetrating the energy sector of Central Asian 

countries. If in the 1990s China’s interests in the energy sector of Central Asian 

states were mainly concentrated on oil and gas industry in Kazakhstan, then from the 

beginning of the 2000s investment activity of China began to concern other states in 

the region with their energy industries. Thus, an agreement was signed between 

Turkmenistan and China, according to which, Turkmenistan undertakes to export to 

China about 30 billion cubic meters of natural gas annually for 30 years(Turker, 

2012:129); Kazakhstan has 22 oil companies with Chinese participation, 8 of them 

with 100% Chinese share capital, 1 company is with 95% share capital (“CNPC-

Aktobemunaigas”), another company iswith about 88% share capital (“Lancaster 

Petroleum”) and the next 8 companies share capital is 50% and above it (Arsenteva, 

2014: 87). In addition to the Kazakh and Turkmen oil and gas industry, China’s 

interests for today are concentrated in the field of atomic energy (Kazakhstan), water 

resources and electricity (Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan, Tajikistan, Kazakhstan), coal 

industry (Kyrgyzstan). 

Based on China’s security interests, CA plays a key role in maintaining the security 

of the Chinese border and strategic stability. First, the development of relations with 

the countries of CA plays an important role in maintaining border security in the 

north-east and north-west China. The solution of the border problem between China 

and Central Asian countries significantly reduced the possibility of a military conflict 

on the border of China. 

In terms of the economic interests, CA will continue to play an irreplaceable role in 

China’s economic development. China can use this base for the resumption of the 

Silk Road and implementation of the development strategy and economic 

development in the western part of the country. First, CA has great potential for the 
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developing market of China. In Soviet times, the territory of CA was a much closed 

market, foreign companies and their goods attemptto penetrate it had faced with 

difficulties. Now, Central Asian countries are independent states, having opened up 

their domestic markets to attract foreign investment and promote economic 

development. Second, CA countries are rich fornatural resources, which make it 

possible for China to achieve diversification of energy import. Thirdly, CA remains 

as one of the important world transportation routes and potentially is the most 

convenient transport corridor for the export of Chinese goods to European markets. 

Availability of transport is important for China’s active participation in the global 

economy (Vorobyev, 2013). 

The United States of America also has high interests in CA, which also seeks to 

strengthen its influence in the region. In view of the fact that United States’ strategic 

objective is to maintain its competitiveness in the world economy, as well as in the 

global financial sector, financial and economic unimpeded presence in CA facilitates 

the realization of its goal. In addition, United States is interested in developing 

transportation routes to ensure the transportation of goods and energy routes from 

CA to the West. 

In General, the United States policy in CA is part of a broader strategy for the United 

States, called the Eurasian, which, in addition to the Central Asian region, also 

includes the Caspian and Caucasus regions of Russia, Afghanistan, China, South 

Asia and the Middle East States. In more general terms, the Eurasian strategy is an 

integral part of the global strategy of the United States, aimed at preserving 

America’s dominance in world financial and economic systems, the expansion of 

geopolitical influence of United States, anchoring military superiority, the control of 

the Islamic world (through action to combat “international terrorism”), as well as 

deterring potential competitors, represented by Russia and China. At the same time, 

it is beneficial for the United States to maintain a balance of power in CA, hence 

foreign policy strategy of United States in the region has been realized through the 

prism of geopolitical situation while taking into account their interests and priorities 

(Laumulin, 2011). 

It is believed that one of the factors of the United States’ presence in the region is the 

need to overcome the OPEC monopoly over pricing of oil, creating so-called free oil 

market and raise the profile of American oil companies. In this case, the 
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transportation of Caspian hydrocarbons to United States is a costly project and 

financially unprofitable, but US companies successfully transport the Caspian oil to 

Europe (Laumulin, 2007:60). 

In addition, the United States continues to encourage the activities of Turkey in the 

region, primarily through the prism of energy transportation to the Turkish state. This 

is to some extent conditioned by the following reason: geopolitics - consideration of 

Turkey as one of the most reliable allies for the United States for Euro-Atlantic 

cooperation, including NATO, attempting to consolidate the role of Ankara as a key 

actor in the region, following Washington’s policy. An important element of the 

approach of the United States is evident in the context of the task of ensuring 

American competitiveness in the global economy, including international finance at 

the regional leveldue to the formation of conditions for unimpeded economic, 

financial access to CA. The main target of this policy remained CA’s potential in 

energy resources. United States have shown great interest in the development of 

transport infrastructure in the region in a western direction (Nadyrova, 2015). 

Interests of the European Union (EU) in CA, in general, coincide with the interests of 

the United States, but have some peculiarities. Thus, economic and humanitarian 

cooperation with countries in the region are being implemented by EU, whereas 

cooperation in the field of security is done by NATO. One of the main areas of 

cooperation in the field of economics, for EU is a diversification of the economy of 

the partner countries, development of trade and investment. The EU plans to focus on 

improving the business climate, the introduction of advanced technologies and 

attracting investment from Europe. Another priority of the EU will be to help Central 

Asian countries to join the World Trade Organization, in which Kazakhstan and 

Kyrgyzstan are already members. 

At this stage, the EU imports more than 80% of the oil and 60% of gas, which 

represents 64% of the required amount of consumption, and this dependence could 

rise to 70% by 2030 (Akmataliyeva, 2014:142). At the heart of the European Union’s 

energy interests in CA lies the task of facilitating the participation of European 

companies in oil and gas projects in CA and their transport to the European market. 

The use of the energy potential of CA from the perspective of the EU means not only 

ensuring the sustainable extraction of energy resources in the region and their 

delivery to the European markets, but also investments in the energy sector of the 
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Central Asian countries. In addition, EU efforts aim at developing alternative courses 

of Central Asian energy exports to the European market (Akkaziyeva, 2012:222-

223). 

In the humanitarian sphere, the EU cooperates with the Central Asian states in the 

field of ecology and education. In addition, Europeans pay special attention to the 

assistance of the leadership of the Central Asian states in the field of democratization 

of society. In the sphere of security, EU and Central Asian states are considering to 

create a common system for encountering the modern threats, as shown by NATO’s 

desire to control such a system. In addition, the West seeks to impose on the 

countries of Central Asia the responsibilityto ensure international peace and 

securityincluding financial and military support. 

Analyzing the policy pursued by the world powers in CA, we can conclude that the 

main factors affecting the situation in the region are: the desire of some countries to 

achieve a leading position in the region with a view to establishing effective control 

over possible development of the emerging political situation; fight for the right to 

possess resources of CA, as well as for control of strategic interregional 

communications; rivalry for the rights to supply weapons and military equipment to 

the region, as well as for the ability to provide material and technical support to the 

armed forces of Central Asian states; desire for control over strategic industries of 

the states of the region and rivalries on the cultural and educational space with 

attempts to master the minds of local youth. 

2.3. Turkey’s InterestsinCentral Asian Turkic States  

The collapse of the USSR opened up fundamentally new opportunities for Turkey to 

expand rapidly its political, economic and cultural presence in CA. The closeness of 

Turkey to these countries is based on historical, cultural and linguistic links, which 

provide a solid foundation for such cooperation, which can unite and help them to 

integrate into the international community (Ciller 1996). 

As the only independent Turkic state and the only relative of the newborn states it 

would be appropriate to devote some space to Turkey’s position and attitude to the 

newly emerged Turkic countries before and after their independence. Like the rest of 

the world, and the countries themselves, Turkey was also caught quite unprepared by 
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the developments in the region. However, Turkey was the first to recognize the 

independence of these countries. Following the collapse of the SU, Turkey sent a 

diplomatic delegation to the region including Azerbaijan, Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan, 

Kazakhstan, Tajikistan and Turkmenistan.  

Turkey’s involvement in the region was mainly of supportive nature. The main 

principles of Turkey’s policy towards other Turkic countries were: “Consolidation of 

sovereignty and independence of brotherly countries, adoption of a democratic and 

secular society model based on market economy, ensuring their integration with the 

rest of the world, improving their relations with Turkey in all areas.” (TC Dışişleri 

Bakanlığı 1997:4). In line with these principles, Turkey sought a smooth transition in 

the region because both domestic and regional stability was required for these 

countries to remain independent sovereign states. Turkey was also influential in the 

processof internationalization of newly independent Turkic states to become apart of 

the various regional and international organizations. 

Turkey tried to increase its engagement with this region on a broad range of issues 

including political, economic, cultural spheres. However, Turkey’s economic support 

remained limited, not because it did not want to, but simply because it did not have 

the means. Its private sector lacked the required capital accumulation as well as 

competitive know-how and technology, and the public sector had limited resources. 

Turkey’s cumulative capital export as of the end of 1998 was just over 2.1 billion 

USD, which was divided among 64 countries (Maracz& Ibrayev 2013:17). Even the 

Baku-Tbilisi-Ceyhan pipeline was constructed thanks to foreign capital. Thus, 

Turkey was not able to satisfy the high expectations of the new states. 

Turkey’s leadership was aware of the importance of strengthening relations with the 

other Turkic states. Süleyman Demirel, who was the Prime Minister in Turkey in 

1991 and became President in 1993, was fully aware of the importance of 

establishing strong ties with these countries. He said “it is vital for us that these 

countries maintain their independence. This is not just an issue of Eurasia, trade or 

economy; this is a political issue far beyond others”. His government took political 

risks to extend state loans to support the fledgling economies of other Turkic 

countries. He also thought that the cultural aspect of relations was a privilege that 

cannot be assumed, but should be earned instead. In this regard, Turkey launched the 

“Grand Student Project” through which thousands of students received scholarships 
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to study in Turkish universities. For Demirel, this project was a “very important 

bridge” (Demirel 2003: 51-52). 

Turgut Özal, then President of Turkey, was also a champion of strong relations 

within the Turkic world, believed that the “21st century would be that of Turkey and 

the Turks”. He visited Azerbaijan and the Central Asian Turkic Republics in April 

1993, shortly before his unexpected death, which made impossible to pursue his 

agendas. This was the first presidential visit from Turkey to these countries after 

their independence. Özal was known for following policies based on economy and he 

oversaw the transition of Turkish economy from protectionism to liberalism. Turgut 

Özal underlined the significance ofcreating a trade pattern that allows free movement 

of persons, goods and services by adjustmentlegislation of customs in the Turkic 

states to a common, establishing a regional investment and development bank, 

expanding capabilies of railway, road and air transportation and telecommunications, 

conveying natural resources of the Turkic states to Europe via Turkey, reinforcing 

regional cooperation and coordination targeted at integration into the world economy 

(Onis, 2004).  
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3. KAZAKHSTAN’S ROLE IN REGIONAL SECURITY AND 

COOPERATION 

3.1. Main Priorities of Cooperation and Economic Aspects of Regional 

Security 

Regional cooperation and security, first of all, is the key element for the theoretical 

framework of the Regional cooperation (Fawcett 2012). Regional cooperation and 

security in CA should be based on fundamental assumptions about their history, 

geography, politics, economics, culture, language, religious community of the 

peoples’ of the region. This is due to the fact that CA, covering over 3.5 million sq. 

km, is home to over 64 million people. Economics of the CA statesare interrelated. 

Region’s states share energy, transport and irrigation networks and water supply 

systems. 

Main priorities of cooperation in regional security and defense policy can be 

formulated as follows: Development and implementation of coherent policies and 

joint action, coordinate activities of the competent authorities of the region in 

fighting against terrorism, extremism, illegal trafficking in arms and drugs, crime and 

illegal migration;Adoption of joint measures to reduce potential for conflict of 

religious extremism and preservation of interfaith harmony in region;Development 

and implementation of measures aimed at harmonizing national legislations of the 

States in the fight against terrorism;Implementation of a single program to combat 

religious extremism, joint investigation, search operations on specific materials about 

the manifestations of religious extremism, requiring coordinated action;Improving 

cross-border cooperation in suppression of drug trafficking, as well as their illegal 

transit through territory of Central Asian states;Harmonization of national legislation 

on border issues; Curbing infiltration across borders of terrorist groups and other 

criminal elements; Adoption of effective measures to isolate any manifestations of 

instability and conflict at border;Joint decisions of issues related to the provision of 

mutual assistance in emergency situations, including on cross-border issues;Ensuring 
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effective cooperation on prevention and elimination of emergency situations of 

natural and man-made disasters (Klimenko, 2009:55-66). 

Economic integration is an important factor in providing regional security. Currently, 

countries have different levels of socio-economic development. Close economic 

cooperation in region would strengthen the mutually beneficial economic 

relationship. What kind of measures should be taken? It requires following: Creation 

of conditions for the revival of production, free trade, specialization and cooperation; 

The development of trade, labor and capital markets; Formation of a system of 

support and sharing of strategic resources, transportation arteries, communications, 

manufacturing facilities; Foundation of a common free trade area, customs area; 

Harmonization of legislation in the field of investment and trade (Dadabayeva & 

Kuzmina, 2014:22-31). 

Strong dependenceof natural and water resources in region can create, for example, 

joint water, energy, transport and food specialized consortiums. This would combine 

the basic resources for implementation of specific economic projects, transport and 

logistics infrastructure, as well as food security. Practical examples of cooperation in 

investment sphere between countries are available. A few years ago joint investment 

funds were founded between Kazakhstan and Kyrgyzstan, in amountof 101 million 

USD and between Kazakhstan and Tajikistan, in amountof 100 million USD 

(Chorshanbiyev 2014). 

Most important factor in providing regional security is a joint decision of the 

economic and environmental challenges, consolidation effort to provide national and 

regional security, countering global challenges and threats of our time. Particularly, 

Kazakhstan for several years initiated a project to establish an International Water 

and Energy Consortium with the participation of the World Bank (the concept has 

been proposed by Kazakhstan in 2003 and in October 2004, approved by the Heads 

of States of the “Central Asian Cooperation” Organization) (Weitz 2008:26-31). 

Nowadays, conditions in the countries are in necessity ofcontinuing the work of 

establishing, for example, Regional Water and Energy Consortium. It would create a 

mechanism of water resource’s joint management and integrated energy networks, as 

well as the development of “equal energy partnership.” This has been seen in the 

joint implementation of hydropower projects on construction of Kambarata 

hydroelectric power plant in Kyrgyzstan and the Rogun hydroelectric power plant in 
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Tajikistan. Currently, bilateral agreements were signed between Russia and 

Tajikistan on completing the construction of the Sangtuda and Rogun hydroelectric 

power plant in Tajikistan. A document on Kambarata hydropower plant (1 and 2) in 

Kyrgyzstan is, nowadays, under construction. Construction of Sangtuda-1 

hydroelectric power was planned at the beginning of 1980s, but stopped due to the 

lack of finance until Russia’s agreement to full financial support between Tajikistan, 

and also Iran and Tajikistan will build Sangtuda-2 hydroelectric power station. The 

possibility of expanding the format of the hydropower facilities construction in 

Tajikistan with participation of Kazakhstan is under consideration (Naumova 2008).  

In this regard, issue of the joint use of water in CA states has a great political 

significance. This, above all, would reduce the conflict between countries and threats 

to energy and food security. It would also contribute to formation of regional zone of 

security, stability and economic development. It is also necessary to make diplomatic 

efforts to join Convention on the Protection and use of Transboundary Watercourses 

and International Lakes. 

The long-term socio-economic and political development of Kazakhstan largely 

depends on the availability of a favorable external environment, primarily in Central 

Asia. Therefore, Kazakhstan is interested in the politically stable, economically 

sustainable and safe development of the region and makes significant efforts to 

achieve this goal, including jointly by the Turkic Council (Laumulin, 2010). 

After gaining independence, the Republic of Kazakhstan conducts an active foreign 

policy. Its multi-vector nature of international policy was shaped during this period. 

Besides, it fully corresponds to the geopolitical position of Kazakhstan and its 

national interests. 

The formation of Kazakhstan’s foreign policy was accompanied by considerable 

difficulties of an objective and subjective nature. On the one hand, the difficulty was 

that this process began practically from scratch. Kazakhstan did not have traditions 

of foreign policy activity during the Soviet period (Mukhamedov, 1997). On the 

other hand, the end of the Cold War and the state of uncertainty and instability that 

followed the collapse of the USSR set the state a difficult task of adapting to a new 

geopolitical situation and developing foreign policy priorities that would correspond 

to the place and role of Kazakhstan in the world community. 
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In this regard Tokayev notes that the authors of the concept of Kazakhstan’s foreign 

policy faced complex tasks of comprehending and generalizing processes that took 

place outside the country. This was necessary, first of all, in order to accurately 

determine the place and role of Kazakhstan in modern international relations and to 

identify priorities in the foreign policy of the state (Tokayev, 1997: 85). Important 

significance at the stage of formation of Kazakhstan’s foreign policy was the 

approval of Kazakhstan’s positions in the United Nations. Kazakhstan declared its 

intention to render every possible assistance to strengthening the role and 

effectiveness of the world organization in such matters as maintaining peace and 

security (renouncing the nuclear legacy of the USSR), ensuring sustainable socio-

economic development, establishing democracy and the rule of law (Sultanov, 

2005:158). 

The place of the Republic of Kazakhstan in the system of international relations has 

been determined by its geopolitical location at the junction of Europe and Asia, 

economic and military-political interests, as well as the existing potential. 

Kazakhstan’s foreign policy was tasked to ensure the full inclusion of the Republic 

of Kazakhstan in regional and sub-regional economic and political cooperation 

structures on the basis of universally recognized principles of international law as the 

main means of regulating disputes and contradictions (Laumulin, 2006). 

Adhering to the principle of multi-vector foreign relations, Kazakhstan aspired to 

create a solid contractual and legal basis in all areas of foreign policy. Relations with 

the states of Asia, Europe and America were initially built on the basis of objective 

needs for ensuring Kazakhstan’s long-term national interests. The main goal was to 

achieve the approval of the country’s political independence and security, the 

recognition of the irreversibility of turning Kazakhstan into a subject of international 

relations. At the same time, great importance was attached to the signing of bilateral 

and multilateral international treaties. It can be said with certainty that these 

documents played an important role in strengthening Kazakhstan’s statehood. 

Entering into relations with other states and international organizations, Kazakhstan 

has shown the desire to actively apply norms of behavior that are generally accepted 

in the modern world community. Thus, the Republic of Kazakhstan defined the 

framework for cooperation with other countries on the basis of consensus, mutual 

respect and mutual benefit (Laumulin, 2004). 
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Since the first days of independence until this day, Kazakhstan’s foreign policy 

priorities remain unchanged. It has an active, versatile and balanced foreign policy 

that can meet the challenges of the 21st century and is aimed at securing long-term 

national interests. Priority directions were and are the development of cooperation 

with Russia, the states of the Central Asian region, China, the United States, the 

European Union. Great importance is attached to interaction with the main countries 

of the Near and Middle East, as well as Southeast Asia (Laumulin, 2004). 

Kazakhstan’s foreign policy is aimed not only at developing relations with states, but 

also at developing relations with various international organizations. In addition to 

the UN, Kazakhstan cooperates with NATO in the framework of the Partnership for 

Peace program, and is also a participating country of the OSCE. During its accession 

to the OSCE, Kazakhstan pursued two main goals: achieving greater involvement of 

Kazakhstan and Central Asia in tackling European security issues and, through this 

building bridge between Euro-Atlanticism and Eurasianism, and enhancing the 

OSCE’s role in conflict prevention and in addressing economic and environmental 

challenges (Tursunov, 2000:14). 

Kazakhstan today is a full member of the international community. The Republic of 

Kazakhstan is perceived as a regional power with a strong economy and strong 

positions in the world.During the period of independence, Kazakhstan was able to 

resolve all territorial problems with the border countries, signing agreements with all 

neighbors on the delimitation and demarcation of state borders with a length of 14 

thousand kilometers, including with Russia, China, Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan and 

Turkmenistan (Zhulamanov, 2013:431). Thus, the formation of the bases of the 

foreign policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan follows from the internal interests and 

needs of the country. 

The formation of international economic ties of Kazakhstan began after the collapse 

of the USSR in the 1990s, and simultaneously with the transition from a centralized 

planned economic system to a market economy. During this period, the republic also 

faced a multitude of economic problems connected with the break-up of previous 

economic ties within the framework of the USSR. The most important tasks of the 

country were the inclusion in the system of the international division of labor, 

support for market reforms, the creation of currency funds, the saturation of the 
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consumer market, and the overcoming of the crisis in the transition period 

(Kharitonova& Vlasov, 2007). 

Integration of Kazakhstan into the world economy causes active participation of the 

country in international currency and financial operations. The Republic has been a 

member of the IMF and the World Bank since 1992, actively cooperating with the 

European Bank for Reconstruction and Development, the Asian Development Bank 

and other international and regional financial organizations (Alshanov, 2015). 

Thus, today Kazakhstan is integrated into the system of international economic 

relations in a rather high degree. At the same time, the country faces a number of 

complex tasks to solve the problem of increasing the efficiency of its foreign 

economic relations. Among them, the diversification of exports towards increasing 

the share of value-added products, attracting foreign investment in the manufacturing 

sector of the economy, reducing the scale of illegal labor migration and the size of 

the country’s external debt are of primary importance (Laumulin, 2004). 

3.2. Security Issues in Central Asia 

Ensuring security is one of the top priorities in the domestic and foreign policies of 

the Central Asian states. The foreign policy course, the degree of its conformity to 

national interests, as well as the economic, social, moral state of society, the 

domestic political situation in the country, are crucial for the ability of the state to 

defend its interests and its security (Maslov 2000:12).Since the very beginning of 

their independence, the Central Asian republics have facedproblems of ensuring 

regional and ethno-confessional security. Events related to the civil war in Tajikistan 

in 1992-1997 and the invasion of the territories of Kyrgyzstan and Uzbekistan in 

1999-2000 by armed groups of militants of the Islamic Movement of Uzbekistan 

have become the peak of threats of terrorism and extremism. In addition, the 

geopolitical position of Central Asia has become the zones of influenceof political 

instability and conflicts such as the Caucasus, the Xinjiang Uygur Autonomous 

Region of China, Afghanistan, the Near East and the Middle East. The Central Asian 

security is, mostly, threatened by the situation in Afghanistan, where the Taliban 

provides great organizational and material support to the Islamic Movement of 

Uzbekistan, the radical Tajik opposition and the Uyghur separatists (Medetbekov 

2011). 
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On October 20, 1992, at the 47th session of the UN General Assembly the President 

of the Republic of Kazakhstan Nursultan Nazarbayev, presented to the world 

community the idea of convening the Conference on Interaction and Confidence-

Building Measures in Asia (CICA). This initiative was dictated by the desire to 

introduce into the Asian reality the existing world practice of ensuring security and 

stability, to give a course to the development of this Asian analogue of the “Helsinki 

process” (Bazhanov et al. 2000). In 1993-1994, CICA held meetings of experts on 

security issues on the continent. The initiative was supported by 15 states of Asia and 

international organizations consisting of the UN, OSCE, OIC, LAS. According to 

experts, the countries of the region faced a complex of tasks that continue to remain 

relevant today. The major priorities of them are: Resolution of territorial disputes; 

real progress in the field of disarmament and arms control; Harmonization of 

measures in the fight against illicit trafficking in drugs and conventional weapons, 

terrorism and international crime; Joint solution of environmental issues; Ensuring 

economic growth in Asian countries (Tokayev 2001:367). 

The problem of unresolved territorial disputes is a sensitive topic in the relations of 

many countries of the region, which does not contribute to strengthening the 

atmosphere of trust and cooperation in Asia. The most striking hotbed of tension, 

incitement of interethnic, interreligious conflicts in CA is the Ferghana Valley, the 

most densely populated territory, one of the main agricultural regions of CA. The 

large cities of the Fergana Valley - Namangan, Andijan, Khudzhand and Osh - were 

the spiritual centers of the Muslim world; they had the main educational centers of 

religious management. Its’population mostly professes Islam of the Sunni type, 

although there are some Iranian-speaking Shiite groups (Olklot & Malashenko 

2000:44). 

The conflict potential of the Fergana Valley began to be realized in the last years of 

the existence of the SU. On the territory of the valley, as a result of the 

administrative division, there were three union republics, subsequently becoming 

independent states: Uzbekistan (Ferghana, Andijan and Namangan), Kyrgyzstan 

(Osh, Batken region) and Tajikistan (Leninabad region). Additional complications 

are caused by the existence of enclaves: Uzbek residing on the territory of 

Kyrgyzstan and Tajiks residing on the territory of Uzbekistan and Kyrgyzstan. This 

has been obvious, which manifested itself in the conflict between Uzbeks and 
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Meskhetian Turks in Fergana in 1989, in clashes between Tajiks and Kyrgyz at the 

border of the two republics in 1989 and the Osh tragedy in 1990. In total, in 1991 

there were 36 conflicts on the ethnicity ground in CA (Lunev 1999:68). The large 

interethnic mosaic, widespread unemployment, close proximity to Afghanistan, the 

high level of religiousness of the population, the corruption of the authorities, the 

saturation of the region with drugs, easy money from the sale and transportation of 

drugs, interethnic and interdenominational disunity, latent ethnic discrimination still 

make the Fergana valley an undeveloped region in CA (Golunov, 2001). 

At the beginning of the 21st century, ecological security is of vital importance for 

CA. CA is located in the disaster zone - the practical disappearance of the Aral Sea, 

caused by the predatory use of the water resources of the Amudarya and Syrdarya 

rivers. This catastrophe has serious negative effects on the gene pool of peoples, 

leads to changes in the environment, climate and irreversible natural processes, and 

negatively affects the economies of the countries of the entire Eurasian continent. 

One of the main threats to the region's security is the politicization of the situation in 

the sphere of water use. The Aral Sea, the Amudarya and Syrdarya rivers form the 

main water resources of CA, on which life in the region depends. The need to revise 

existing use of water systems is caused by conflict situations that arised from 

resolving the issues of joint exploitation of water and energy resources which was 

derived from the violation of the former centralized river flow management system 

in the Syrdarya (Koshanov & Khusainov 2001:92). 

The issue of terrorism has become a serious problem affecting all the states of CA. 

This led to social and political unrest, chaos and instability in the region. The issue 

has become critical because of the common borders of Central Asian countries with 

Afghanistan and Pakistan. CA is concerned about these two countries, which have 

become launching grounds for terrorism. 

Drug trafficking is a threat not only to the Central Asian region, but to the entire 

Commonwealth of Independent States, drugs undermine the foundations of states, 

and the situation in CA is theproof of that. The deteriorating socio-economic 

conditions in many parts of the region are ideal for the prosperity of the narcotics 

industry. Sharing common values of geography and history makes Kazakhstan, 

Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, Uzbekistan attractive for drug trafficking. CA 

is a transit for the drug flow from neighboring countries (Afghanistan, Iranand 
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Pakistan). Geography of the area is very convenient for the movement of drug 

couriers. For example, patrolling the Kyrgyz-Tajik border is difficult due to climate 

and geographical conditions (Bayalinov 1994). A certain potential for solving this 

problem exists in such regional structures such as the Collective Security Treaty 

Organization and the Shanghai Cooperation Organization, in which many states 

participate. These two organizations showed their way of transformation despite the 

emergence of terrorist threats in the region. An increase in the destabilizing role of 

the drug business in Asia can help create certain structures to combat the narcotics 

industry, similarly like anti-terrorist centers. 

The food security issue is an important questionin regional cooperation process. CA 

states have significant agricultural potential and produce a high-quality agricultural 

production now. For example, Kazakhstan, a country with a porspering agriculture 

industry, is a devoted supporter of food security. Additionaly to the humanitarian aid 

assistance for states in need, Kazakhstan is setting up an International Development 

Assistance Agency, KazAid to further strengthen that role (Dulac 2014). 

Owning a territory reciprocal to the size of Western Europe and about 80% of 

agricultural land of the country, Kazakhstan’s role is essential in terms of promoting 

regional and global food security. The existence of 1.5 hectares of farmable land per 

person makes Kazakhstan the second highest in the world, and sheis consistently 

taking place among the world’s ten largest wheat exporters (OECD 2013: 15). In 

2011-2012 Kazakhstan’s main harvest of roughly 27 million tons of grain, where 15 

million tons were exported made it the sixth largest in the world. According to the 

report of The World Food Program, northern region of Kazakhstan and the Punjab 

area of Pakistan in wheat markets are key markets to watch in relation to regional 

wheat market dynamics and regional wheat viability (World Food Program 2011). 

The OIC Food Security Fund which was initiated by Kazakhstan and headquartered 

in its capital Astana, purposes to develop a system of mutual food assistance within 

the OIC. It includes the possibility of establishing a pool of food in the realated 

countries (Nazarbayev 2011).It is greeted with adoubt that while Kazakhstan has 

lauched another huge program in which it aims cattle breeding and meat production, 

to provide the Eurasian market and beyond. However, it still imports some beef and 

even horsemeat, a traditional Kazakh delicacy, so far. Although, Kazakhstan’s 
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confidence on its ambitious program continues, its tremendous agricultural potential 

attracts attention of potential foreign investors. 

3.3. Activities of Kazakhstan in Regional Cooperation and Security 

The processes of internationalization and globalization of economic relations 

occurring in the world create favorable conditions and make integrational 

cooperation between states and regions necessary. In the world, there is a mutual 

penetration of capitals of different countries, expansion of international trade, and 

liberalization of foreign economic activity. Legal mechanisms for the functioning 

and regulation of economic cooperation between countries have been developed and 

are successfully applied. Since the independence, Kazakhstan constantly conducts 

active work on translating the integration processes into practical directions; both in 

the direction of the Eurasian vector, and towards the Central Asian Union, taking into 

account the interests and priorities of the Turkic world (Laumulin, 2004). 

The balanced multi-vector foreign policy of the Republic of Kazakhstan, as well as 

the preliminary emphasis on historical subjectness, led to the country’s ability to 

preserve and multiply its newly acquired independence in an extremely difficult 

geopolitical situation. The additional power to the leadership position of Kazakhstan 

in Central Asia was given by the fact that the Kazakhstan’s leadership accurately and 

promptly caught one of the most important global trends in the era of globalization - 

a tendency towards regional integration (Laumulin, 2006).  

Regional security policy and strategy of Central Asian states aim to establish and 

protect their own national interests and are determined by the level of integration. 

Multilateral foreign policy of Kazakhstan allows strengthening regional security and 

enhancing the integration processes (Aris 2013).Today, Kazakhstan is firmly taking 

the place of one of the regional leaders, proposed foreign policy initiatives to 

maintain regional security and strengthening cooperation. Kazakhstan’s initiatives 

have led to the creation of several Eurasian regional organizations such as the 

Eurasian Economic Community, Eurasian Economic Union, Conference on 

Interaction and Confidence Building Measures in Asia (CICA), Collective Security 

Treaty Organization, SCO. 
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Kazakhstan has initiated many projects of the Eurasian Union. In December 1991, 

the CIS was established in Almaty. During the period 1995-2000, almost all of the 

most significant integration initiatives in the CIS came from Kazakhstan and 

personally from her president. The Customs Union was in the process of formation, 

which in 1996 included only three states. A great victory in promoting the Eurasian 

idea was the creation in Euro-Asiathe Inter-Parliamentary Committee, which 

included Belarus, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Russia and Tajikistan (Mukhamedjanov, 

2011). 

In the modern Eurasian concept, put forward by Nursultan Nazarbayev, true 

integration predetermines unconditional observance and respect for the sovereignty 

and independence of states and for their equality. In today’s East-West dialogue, the 

Eurasian initiative of Kazakhstan appears as a doctrine of interstate political, 

economic, cultural interaction, based on the principles of tolerance, maintaining 

peace and stability in the region, and mutually beneficial partnerships. The idea of 

Eurasian creation and tolerance has become fundamental in the state policy pursued 

in the country. It harmoniously echoes with the spiritual nature and national 

peculiarity of the Kazakh people: tolerance, good-neighborliness, friendliness, 

openness. Closely interwoven with the national spirit, the idea of Eurasianism 

synthesized tolerance in itself, as a unity in diversity. As ideology, the idea of 

Eurasianism promotes respect, acceptance and a correct understanding of the rich 

diversity of cultures of the world, forms of self-expression and manifestation of 

human individuality (Egorin, 2015).  

Kazakhstan’s position on keeping peace and security has begun since 1992 at the 

47th Session of the UN General Assembly, when the President of Kazakhstan 

Nursultan Nazarbayev suggested the creation of CICA, whose aims are similar with 

some degree to its European counterpart, the OSCE. 

Nowadays, CICA is forum for a full-fledged intergovernmental dialogue, 

consultations and consensus-based decisions on regional cooperation and security 

issues in Asia. CICA covers about 90% of the territory (about 400 mln. square 

kilometers) and the continent’s population and 72% of the territory of the Eurasian 

continent. Countries include more than 2.8 billion people, accounting for 45% of the 

total world population. CICA countries have significant energy potential and 40% of 

world oil reserves.The Organization consists of 26 members inlcuding the entire 



34 

 

Eurasian continent from Turkey to South Korea, where seven states and four 

international organizations are holding the observer status (Olimat 2015:31-33). It 

has had four summits until now, the last onewas in China on 20-21st May 2014 in 

Shanghai. In the summit, China officially took possession of CICA chairmanship 

from the Turkey. With the participation of the UN Secretary General, it was counted 

the attendance of 47 states and international organizations at the summit (Engvall & 

Cornell 2015:16-18). 

Currently, the CICA process has received world’s attention and has been recognized 

worldwidely. CICA is a particularly important and relevant institutional instrument 

for the maintenance of security and cooperation in the region that should take its 

rightful place in the new global security architecture. CICA has united most of Asian 

countries, which represent different cultures, civilizations and models of 

development. Draft and main adopted documents have paved the way to the 

foundation of political and legal framework for the cooperation within the CICA. It 

has been accepted and action plans have been taken to the agenda in almost all areas 

of the CICA (Engvall & Cornell 2015).  

As regards Eurasian security organizations, Kazakhstan is a member of both the SCO 

and CSTO. SCO comprises Kazakhstan, China, Kyrgyzstan, Russia, Tajikistan and 

Uzbekistan, along with five observer states and three dialogue partners (MFARK 

2014). Most experts of Russia, China and Central Asian countries argue that main 

aim of SCO establishment is to align the “balance of power” in global world, which 

has been destroyed after the dissolution of Soviet Union. For Roy Allison, SCO is 

the most inclusive and prominent regional, or more properly macroregional, 

consultative framework with a security dimension in CA. He argues that, on one 

level this grouping (member countries) has been interpreted in the past as a potential 

balancing mechanism developed by China and Russia to counteract American 

hegemony at a strategic level (Allison 2004b: 478). 

Kazakhstan, Russia, Armenia, Kyrgyzstan, Belarus, Tajikistan and Uzbekistan are 

the members of CSTO. To provide national security, defense of sovereignty and 

territorial integrity of member states, strengthen armed forces related to military and 

organizational issues, and keep a united system of air defense are the primaryaims of 

the CSTO (Vasilyeva& Lagutina 2016:44-46). In addition, the initation of 

Kazakhstan’son nuclear disarmament and non-proliferation was significant. Newly 
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elected President of newly independent Kazakhstan, Nursultan Nazarbayev’s one of 

the first historically crucial decisions on closing the second largest nuclear test site in 

the world in Semipalatinsk and voluntarily giving up the world’s fourth largest 

nuclear arsenal. 

Kazakhstan has put forward a new model of the use of nuclear weapons into the 

benefits of human development. Coming into the force in March 2009, Kazakhstan 

created nuclear weapon-free zone in CA alongside with other actors in the 

region.Central Asian action plan has been introduced by Kazakhstan to improve 

nuclear security, the avoidance of nuclear proliferation and nuclear terrorism (Kim 

2014:169-170). As the result of Kazakhstan’s efforts, the General Assembly adopted 

resolution 64/35, on 2 December 2009, declaring 29 August as the International Day 

against Nuclear Tests. Kazakhstan’s remarkable lead and deeply engagement in non-

proliferation as well as active role in collaboration with International Atomic Energy 

Agency (IAEA), the Comprehensive Nuclear-Test-Ban Treaty Organization 

(CTBTO), intergovernmental group of experts and committees proves its active role 

(Ramesh 2016). 

This voluntary nuclear disarmament was not caused by the inability of Kazakhstan to 

maintain nuclear weapons. Kazakhstan has the entire necessary infrastructure for the 

implementation of a military nuclear program, so that, she would have, if she wanted 

to be a member of the exclusive club of nuclear powers (Joshua 2013). Kazakhstan’s 

decision to abandon the Soviet nuclear legacy was momentous and allowed the 

country to take its rightful place in the civilized community of nations. According to 

the former Prime Minister of Kazakhstan, former UN Deputy Secretary General, the 

former Minister of Foreign Affairs of Kazakhstan and currently speaker of the Upper 

body of Parliament, Kassym-Zhomart Tokayev, Kazakhstan’s anti-nuclear stance is a 

“trump” card for the international community (Tokayev 2011). 

The former UN Secretary General Ban Ki-moon, who visited the so-called “Ground 

Zero” - the epicenter of the explosion at the Semipalatinsk nuclear test site during his 

visit to Kazakhstan in April 2010, expressed his thoughts regarding Kazakhstan’s 

voluntary renunciation of nuclear weapons saying ‘it is a unique case in the world 

practice’. He called on the leaders of all countries, especially nuclear powers, to 

follow the example of Kazakhstan. According to him, it was “a genuine declaration 
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of independence”, which not only has served to Kazakhstan, but also inspired others 

to follow his example (CII MFA RK 2011:22-23). 

It can be concluded that Kazakhstan’s foreign policy proposals have received support 

from the world community. They are the essence of Kazakhstan’s political strategy 

for a decade ahead. Thus, Kazakhstan continues the balanced foreign policy, 

interaction not only with the West, but also with the states of Asia. Speaking at the 

solemn meeting dedicated to the 20th anniversary of Kazakhstan’s independence, 

President of the Republic of Kazakhstan Nursultan Nazarbayev noted that in the 21st 

century, Kazakhstan’s true independence cannot be without active participation in 

regional and global integration processes (Zhdanov, 2016).  

President of Kazakhstan Nursultan Nazarbayev made a proposal to create a G-Global 

project on the basis of the Astana Economic Forum. The President noted thatthe 

platforms as G-20, G-8 demonstrate inefficiency in the discussion on how to deal 

with the global economic crisis plan. The President of Kazakhstan proposed to 

radically expand the number of participants in search of crisis-resolving mechanisms. 

A new communication platform was proposed to be named as the project “G-

Global”. Kazakhstan has a more rational approach to assessing the prospects for the 

development of Eurasian cooperation and to assessing its needs (Sultanov, 2013). 

The Foreign Policy Concept of the Republic of Kazakhstan in 2014 in the chapter 

“Country and Regional Priorities” notes that the Republic of Kazakhstan, having 

close historical and spiritual ties with the states of the Middle East, is interested in 

stable and sustainable development of this region. Kazakhstan will build partnership 

relations with them in all spheres of mutual interest. The practice of coordinating 

joint activities and mutual support within the UN, OIC, CICA and other international 

organizations will continue. Kazakhstan will continue to support the joint efforts of 

the international community in the issues of national reconciliation and political 

settlement in Afghanistan, participate in the socio-economic development of this 

state, and eliminate threats to regional and global security (Seidimbetov, 2012). 

Nazarbayev’s idea of Eurasianism is recognized as an important ideological 

prerequisite for the development of the countries of the Eurasian region. The 

Eurasian Union is the most promising regional initiative, a well-conceived strategic 

plan for the 21st century. This project is aimed to give responses to the challenges of 
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the present and the future. Thus, the Republic of Kazakhstan is one of the leaders and 

an active, consistent organizer of integration processes. The development of 

integration processes will help resolve economic, political, social problems, and 

improve the political climate, strengthen the friendship of peoples, their inhabitants 

and have much in common in history. Socio-economic realities have exposed the 

impossibility of solving most of the most acute problems of internal development 

alone. They are pushing new states to immediately translate relations into a mutually 

beneficial integration basis (Khlupin, 1997). 

Socio-economic realities becamethe worldwide challenge today when agreements on 

particularly close cooperation among individual groups of countries on the type of 

free trade zones, customs unions, and others have become an important factor in 

international economic relations - the number of such groups now exceeds 100. 

Almost all countries are party to one or more regional agreements. Kazakhstan is a 

member of several integration unions and communities - the CIS, the Customs Union 

of the three states, the Treaty on the Common Economic Space of the Central Asian 

States, the Economic Cooperation Organization (ECO). The issue of accession to the 

World Trade Organization (WTO) has been completed recently; interest in the work 

of the BSEC is evident. Kazakhstan headed by Nursultan Nazarbayev, is one of the 

first to understand the importance of integration and continues in this direction 

(Allison 2004b).  
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4. TURKIC COUNCIL’S REGIONAL COOPERATION 

4.1. Establishment of the Turkic Council and Turkic Summits 

The creation of the World Assembly of Turkic Peoples, the organization engaged in 

“recreating, developing and propagating the Turkic way of social development”, 

initiated the processes of the Turkic integration in 1991. In 1992, the summit of the 

heads of Turkic-speaking countries was held in Ankara for the first time, which 

ended with a number of agreements so far only in humanitarian and cultural 

cooperation. The following year, following the visit of Turgut Ozal to Central Asia 

and Azerbaijan, the Presidents of the Turkic-speaking countries signed the Protocol 

on the Establishment of Commonwealth of Turkic-speaking Countries. On July 12, 

1993, under the agreement signed in Almaty, the Organization for the Joint 

Development of Turkic Culture and Art TURKSOY was established. However, the 

first decade of integration efforts did not yield practical results (Shafigullina, 2012). 

The idea of the need for rapprochement and development of cooperation between the 

Turkic peoples resumed at the 8th summit of the heads of state of four Turkic 

countries (Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Turkey), held on November 17, 

2006 in Antalya. The main event of the meeting was the initiative of the Kazakh 

President Nursultan Nazarbayev on the establishment of the Inter-Parliamentary 

Assembly of Turkic-speaking countries, which, according to experts, confirmed the 

interest of the Kazakh leader in the full-scale cooperation of the Turkic countries. At 

the summit in Antalya, agreements were also reached on strengthening ties in energy 

and security. In this connection, the final declaration was signed on the need to 

intensify economic and transport ties between the Turkic countries, which indicated 

the expansion of the circle of mutual interests of the Turkic states (Koritskiy, 2006). 

The next important step in the integration process of the Turkic world is the creation 

of the Turkic Council, which was created in October 2009 at the summit of the heads 

of the Turkic states in the ancient Azerbaijani city of Nakhchivan. Then the heads of 
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the Turkic-speaking countries of Kyrgyzstan, Kazakhstan, Azerbaijan and Turkey 

signed the Nakhchivan Declaration and the Agreement on the establishment of the 

Council of Turkic-speaking countries. The declaration “confirmed the intention to 

further develop relations and strengthen the solidarity of the Turkic-speaking 

countries on the basis of a common history, language, identity and culture” and the 

main goal was to strengthen the regional and international cooperation in the 

Eurasian region (Kazinform 2011) on the basis of “solidarity of the Turkic-speaking 

states.” The uniqueness of this topic that belonging to the Turkic world was 

determined not by political or territorial ties, but rather by specific ethnic criteria: 

language, culture, and ideas about the clans. That is, “Turkism” began to be treated 

as a historical and political category that transcends statehood. At the same time, it 

was put forward as the main organizing principle of interstate organization (Tarasov 

2012). 

In addition, in Nakhchivan, an even greater emphasis was placed on the energy side 

of the “Turkic integration”, primarily in the field of ensuring the multi-variant 

transportation of energy resources. The declaration adopted in Nakhichevan 

emphasized the strategic importance of the Baku-Tbilisi-Ceyhan oil pipeline and the 

Baku-Tbilisi-Erzurum pipeline in ensuring global energy security and sustainable 

economic development of the countries of the region. In this regard, the heads of 

state noted the importance of increasing the capacity of the Baku-Tbilisi-Ceyhan 

pipeline and attached special importance to the connection between the Aktau port 

and the Baku-Tbilisi-Ceyhan oil pipeline. In general, of course, it is well known that 

the richness of energy resources in Central Asia has been the key link to become a 

part of “Turkic integration” (Mukhametdinov, 2009). 

A single flag of the Council of Cooperation of Turkic-speaking States was approved 

and confirmed. The new single flag symbolizes the presence in the Turkic-speaking 

Council of all four states - the sun from the flag of Kyrgyzstan, the star - Azerbaijan, 

the crescent - Turkey, the color - Kazakhstan (Vestnik Kavkaza 2012). The 

Secretariat is located in Istanbul, where it operates since September 2010. From 2010 

to 2014, the famous Turkish diplomat Halil Akıncı was the Secretary General of the 

Turkic Council. Since September 2014, the representative of Azerbaijan, Ramil 

Hasanov, has initiated the activities of the Secretary General. Speaking at the fourth 

meeting of CICA foreign ministers, the Secretary General of the Turkic Council 
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Halil Akıncı put forward the the main aims of the Turkic Council is to further 

strengthen the comprehensive collaboration among the member states in areas such 

as economics, culture, education and science, consequently building up the capacity 

to make a joint commitment to peace and stability in the region and the worldwide. 

On this occasion, member countrieskeep firmly devoted to the purposes and 

principles of the Charter of the United Nations and to other worldwilly accepted 

principles and norms of international law (Akinci 2012). 

4.1.1. Structure of the Turkic Council, Its Objectives and Tasks 

In accordance with the main norms and principles of Nakhchivan Agreement, 

strengthening mutual confidence among the member states,keeping peace in the 

region and beyond, providing a joint positions on foreign policy issues,coordinating 

actions to combat international terrorism, separatism, extremism and trans-border 

crimes, promoting effective regional and bilateral cooperation in all areas of common 

interest,creating favorable conditions for trade and investment,aiming for 

comprehensive and balanced economic growth, social and cultural 

development,discussing questions of ensuring rule of law, good governance and 

protection of human rights,expanding interaction in the fields of science, technology, 

education and culture,encouraging interaction of the mass media and wider 

communication andpromoting exchange of legal information and enhancing legal 

cooperation have been set (Appendix A). 

Having said abovementioned principles of the Turkic Council, the following bodies 

of the organization were established in order to execute the objectives of the 

organization (5, Article 3): Secretariat; Council of Heads of State; Council of Foreign 

Ministers; Senior Officials Committee and Council of Elders. 

A member state that regularlyholds the meeting of the Council of Heads of State is 

considered to be taken over the chairmanship of the Turkic Council until the next 

meeting. 

After the signing ceremony of the treaty on the establishment of the Turkic Council, 

Turkish President Abdullah Gul stated that this event is of a historical nature, since 

for the first time there was an institutional structure that united the Turkic world. It 

was especially noted that the Turkic Council will promote the deepening of 
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cooperation between the participating countries in the sphere of economy and 

tourism. The President of the Republic of Tatarstan expressed confidence that the 

summit in Nakhchivan would be a turning point in the process of integration of the 

Turkic countries, which would culminate in the creation of the Commonwealth of 

Turkic Nations (Avatkov 2015). 

4.1.2. Affiliated Organizations of the Turkic Council 

The Turkic Council is set up as an umbrella association for the participation systems 

among the Turkic Speaking States. The associated Organizations of the Turkic 

Council in this setting are as per the following: 

TURKSOY was set up in 1993 with the center of operations in Ankara. The previous 

meetings of the Heads of State of the Turkic countries were fruitful on the 

reclamation of the joint culture, customs, history, national and spiritual esteems, 

launched varied scenarios for advance collaboration.In this respect, one of the 

important steps is the creation of TURKSOY organization for studying and 

coordinating the national and cultural heritage of the Turkic peoples. The activity of 

TURKSOY is controlled at the level of ministers of culture in summits. TURKSOY 

is an international organization providing cooperation in the spheres of culture and 

art of all peoples speaking the Turkic language and does not interfere in the internal 

and foreign policies of member countries. TURKSOY builds its work on the 

principles of respect for the sovereignty and independence of the member countries 

and third countries, complete non-interference in their political orientation. The 

activity of the International Organization TURKSOY receives constant support from 

the Heads of State of the Turkic-speaking countries (Laruelle & Peyrouse, 2013:77). 

The President of Kazakhstan, Nursultan Nazarbayev, stated at a ceremonial meeting 

on September 11, 2015, dedicated to the 550th anniversary of the Kazakh Khanate, 

that in the 21st century the Turkic peoples should cooperate with each other. The 

population of free Turkic states - Turkey, Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, Azerbaijan, 

Turkmenistan, Kyrgyzstan - and significantly more than 200 million delegates of 

Turkic people groups living everywhere throughout the world - they all originated 

from one extraordinary predecessor - a Turkic warrior delivered Nursultan 

Nazarbayev (Baigarin, 2015). 
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The spiritual heritage of the Turkic world, its centuries-old and multifaceted 

subculture is an integral part of the whole world civilization. And, it is quite obvious 

that this uniqueness, preserved in spite of all historical vicissitudes, will determine 

the spiritual essence and place of the Turkic-speaking peoples in the unified stream 

of world cultural development. In turn, within the framework of cultural and 

humanitarian interaction between Turkic-speaking peoples, TURKSOY plays a 

special role as an organization that is active in preserving and propagating the 

cultural heritage of the Turkic world (Laruelle & Peyrouse, 2013). 

At the very beginning, TURKSOY was known as the Organization for the Joint 

Development of Turkic Culture and Art, and thenby the joint decision it was changed 

to the International Organization of Turkic Culture. However, at the same time, if 

you break the word TURKSOY into two parts, you will get “Turk” and “soy”, 

meaning “roots” and “ancestors” (Aliyeva, 2008). 

The structure of the organization consists of the following five bodies: The Council 

of Heads of State, the Council of Foreign Ministers, the Council of Elders, the 

Council of Honored Foreign Ministers, and the permanent secretariat. This 

organization is led and represented in the international arena by its Secretary 

General, who is elected by the Permanent Council of Ministers of Culture of the 

TURKSOY member countries for a period of 3 years (Laruelle & Peyrouse, 2013). 

The Turkic world is a community of more than forty states and nationalities. Most of 

the Turks live in the CIS countries and in the Republic of Turkey. Russia, Iran, China 

inhabit 10-15 million representatives of Turkic peoples. In Western Europe, 

according to the data at the end of 1998, there were about 4 million, in Africa 

150,000; in Australia, 25,000 Turkic populations (Ayagan, 2004), but due to the 

tangible labor migration of some Turkic peoples to the countries of western and 

northern Europe, their number in Western countries increased significantly. For an 

objective reflection of the development of the Turkic world, a brief excursion into 

the history of the appearance and development of the Turkic civilization should be 

made. Demographic data shows that today there are approximately 170 million 

people of Turkic origin living on the planet (Barbara, 2008). 

The former Minister of Culture of the Republic of Kazakhstan, Dyusen Kaseinov, 

has been holding the post of Secretary General of TURKSOY since May 29, 2008, 
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and in 2014 he was re-elected for the third time at the 32nd meeting of the Permanent 

Council of the International Organization of Turkic Culture. This means that 

Kazakhstan has a deserved authority in the cultural space of the Turkic world (Bek, 

2014). 

In 2009, TURKSOY joined the Turkic Council. The activities of TURKSOY were 

highly appreciated by the leaders of the Turkic countries. The Permanent Council of 

Ministers of Culture of the Turkic-speaking countries drafts the program of the 

organization’s activities. Decisions adopted by the Permanent Council are driven by 

the General Secretariat of the International Organization (Sharipov, 2015). Since the 

formation of TURKSOY, great jobs have been done: 

Firstly, in 1996 official cooperation between TURKSOY and UNESCO was started, 

including joint consultations and mutual representation. 

Secondly, it strengthened the friendship between the Turkic peoples. Thanks to the 

activities of TURKSOY, the Nauryz Celebration, which is celebrated on the day of 

the vernal equinox and is a cultural property of the Turkic peoples and became a 

World Heritage Site of UNESCO, is widely known in many countries of the world 

(Germany, Austria, and Great Britain). In addition, the organization holds various 

festivals, competitions, exhibitions, and meetings in the field of theater, music, opera, 

ballet and fine arts with the participation of artists groups. 

Thirdly, TURKSOY magazine is published in three languages, and books, albums, 

monographs published by the international organization are also available in many 

languages of the Turkic peoples. Thus, the organization develops the culture and art 

of the Turkic world (Aralbayeva, 2015). 

Today, TURKSOY has a significant influence on the cultural processes that 

stemming in the Turkic world. At the 5th Summit of the Turkic Council on 

September 11, 2015, the Head of State of the Republic of Kazakhstan N. Nazarbayev 

called the textbook about the history of Turkic peoples up to the 15th century, 

prepared by the Turkic Academy, noteworthy, suggesting the possibility of 

introducing this work into the school curricula of Turkic-speaking countries. 

Attention was also drawn to the significant contribution made by the Turkic peoples 

to the culture of mankind. In this regard, it was proposed to publish information on 
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the rich cultural heritage in the form of scientific work – “The heritage of ancestors” 

(Mager, 2015). 

Within the framework of TURKSOY, the issues of the general cultural 

rapprochement of the Turks have been discussed and resolved. At the TURKSOY 

level, the issues of reviving the language of the “Turki” as a common lingua franca 

are being addressed. President of Kazakhstan Nursultan Nazarbayev called on his 

country to prepare for the transition to the Latin alphabet. The transition of 

Kazakhstan to the Latin alphabet can occur in 2025. He underlined that this will 

serve not only the development of the Kazakh language, but will also turn it into the 

language of modern communication (Malik, 2017). 

The Cyrillic alphabet was adopted in Kazakhstan in connection with the policy of 

Russification in 1940, and in connection with the revival of the Kazakh language and 

the development of close economic relations with the countries of the European 

Union and cultural relations with Turkey, it was decided to transfer the graphics to 

the Latin alphabet (Malik, 2017).  

TURKPA (Appendix: C), on 21 November 2008, a multilateral agreement was 

authorized in the city of Istanbul between the parlimetiary bodies of Azerbaijan, 

Turkey, Kazakhstan and Kyrgyzstan on the foundation of the Parliamentary 

Assembly of Turkic-speaking nations. With headquarters in the capital of 

Azerbaijan, it is functioning with the motivation of extending parliamentary 

collaboration among Turkic nations.Within the framework of the TURKPA there are 

four commissions dealing with spheres of culture, education, economic cooperation, 

legislation and international relations. At the same time, the TURKPA has 

established cooperation with the OSCE Parliamentary Assembly, the Inter-

Parliamentary Union, the Organization of Islamic Cooperation and a number of other 

international structures (Azertac, 2013). 

Turkic Business Council was founded six years ago, in 2011. The Cooperative 

Business Council has an essential role in the actions of the Turkic Council. Its point 

is to improve financial support between Turkic nations through joining with business 

associations and units of the four states. 

Turkic Academy (Appendix: D)was introduced as a national association of 

Kazakhstan in 2010.The Kazakh leader Nursultan Nazarbayev continued to put 
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forward new initiatives to strengthen integration, having proposed the organization of 

the Academy of the Turkic World in Kazakhstan, and within the framework of the 

Academy: The Center for Turkic History and Culture, the Turkic Language Study 

Center, the Turkic Library and the Turkic Museum. According to the President of the 

Kazakhstan, the Academy was to contribute to the study of the Turkic history, 

culture, in order to show the contribution of the Turkic people to the world 

civilization. Nazarbayev explained his idea as following: The existing Turkic world 

has no one to unite, when Turkey begins to deal with it, it’s called pan-Turkism, and 

Kazakhstan does not have pan-Turkism, so I offered the Turkic Academy.The 

Academy began to coordinate the in-depth study of the Turkic world, culture and 

history from ancient times to the present and to promote the establishment of mutual 

cooperation between the research and educational centers of the Turkic countries. 

Rapprochement of the Turkic peoples was facilitated by the appearance of a journal 

published by the Academy of the Turkic World. The Turkic Weekly, the weekly 

journal, first appeared in 2015. Its publication was aimed at regularly informing the 

news of the Turkic world. According to the annotation given in the publication, the 

Turkic weekly provides reliable information and timely analysis of the key political, 

socio-economic and scientific events taking place in the Turkic world. Thus, the joint 

efforts of the leaders of the Turkic countries managed to build not only a political 

and economic platform for cooperation, but also to establish a cultural and 

information dialogue (Regnum 2010). 

The President of the Republic of Kazakhstan Nazarbayev understood the need for 

research that would consistently and multifacetedly highlight the origins of the 

problems of the Turkic peoples, and came up with the initiative to establish the 

Turkic Academy, which would analyze and study the language, history and culture 

of the Turkic-speaking peoples. On May 25, 2010 in Astana in the Palace of Peace 

and Accord, the Presidents of Kazakhstan Nursultan Nazarbayev and Turkey 

Abdullah Gul opened the Turkic Academy. The activities of the Turkic Academy are 

aimed at international cooperation with the leading scientific and educational 

institutions of Turkey, Russia, Germany, Japan, China, the countries of Central Asia. 

The priority tasks of the Turkic Academy are: conducting international research on 

Turkology, in which Turkic scientists from foreign countries will take part; The 

creation of the National Corps of Turkic Languages; The opening of the International 
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Committee of Turkic Studies; Creation of the Academy Portal; Creation of a unified 

international database of Turkic languages and literature, electronic library, archives; 

systematization and description of Turkic written monuments; conducting 

expeditions to places of compact residence of small Turkic peoples; preparation of 

analytical collections on the state of language policy in the Turkic states, the 

language situation in the Turkic world, the state policy of language ideology and 

politics, types of language policies in the Turkic countries, etc.; making copies of 

ancient maps of Turkic peoples and historical documents, which are stored in 

libraries and archives of eastern countries (China, Japan, Korea, Taiwan); the 

creation of an electronic library and archive on the basis of collected scientific 

sources about the Turkic peoples of the whole world; publication of textbooks with 

expanded information on the role and place of the Turkic civilization in the context 

of integration processes, etc.; the opening of a master’s and doctoral studies in the 

field of “Turkology” under the Turkic Academy with the aim of increasing the 

scientific potential of Turkic science and the training of qualified scientific 

academicians in the field of Turkic studies; Opening of the publishing center at the 

Turkic Academy. Also in 2011, the Academy began publishing the journal 

“Altaistics and Turkology”, which has the status of an international publication, that 

publishes and reviews articles by researchers in Turkic and related sciences 

(Maldibek & Dairabayeva, 2017).  

The literature and art plays a paramount role in the spiritual revival of all peoples of 

the Turkic culture. It is with literature and art that the process of education, revival, 

expansion of outlook, perception of the world begins. In 2012, Astana became the 

cultural capital of the CIS and the Turkic world. The honor of being the first in this 

initiative of the international organization of Turkic culture, TURKSOY fell to the 

young capital of Kazakhstan Astana. Throughout 2012, Astana has become a 

meeting place for cultural figures, the scientific community, artists and painters of 

the entire Turkic world. The capital of Kazakhstan, Astana, located in the center of 

Eurasia turns from year to year into one of the world’s major cultural centers. 

Holding the year “Astana - the cultural capital of the Turkic world” in Kazakhstan, 

undoubtedly, made its positive contribution to the spiritual development of the entire 

Turkic world (Madiyar, 2012).  
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4.1.3. Summits of the Turkic Council 

Since the emergence of new independent Turkic-speaking states in the political map 

of the world, the search for their further development began. Multilateral relations 

between Turkic-speaking states open up opportunities for the development of 

economic cooperation and integration in the world space. The formation of political 

and diplomatic relations and the establishment of relations between the heads of state 

provide the basis for the intensity of cultural and economic cooperation. These and 

other reasons justified the need for the heads of Turkic-speaking states to get 

together. To this end, it was decided to hold a summit of the heads of Turkic-

speaking countries. Suleyman Demirel made this statement for the first time, during 

his visit to Azerbaijan and Central Asia, as the prime minister of Turkey in May 

1992 (Ruinten 2005: 158). 

The Almaty Summit, which was the primary Turkic Summit composed under the 

structural foundation of the Turkic Council, was facilitated by Nursultan Nazarbayev 

on October of 2011 and was joined to by President of Azerbaijan Ilham Aliyev, 

President of Kyrgyzstan Roza Otunbayeva and Deputy Prime Minister of Turkey 

Bekir Bozdağ. This Summit was correspondingly the principal Summit systematized 

under an explicit subject of “Economic Cooperation”.The summit discussed topical 

issues of cooperation at the international and regional levels, as well as issues of 

strengthening trade, economic, cultural and humanitarian ties between the Turkic-

speaking countries. Within the framework of the summit of the Turkic Council a 

business forum was held where the parties signed the Agreement on the 

establishment of the Business Council of the Turkic-speaking countries, which was 

another step towards the integration of the Turkic-speaking countries. 

Representatives of large organizations and companies of Turkic-speaking countries 

were members of the Business Council (Israilov, 2011). 

Amid the Summit the “Host Country Agreement between the Government of the 

Republic of Turkey and the Secretariat of the Cooperation Council of Turkic 

Speaking States with respect to the Secretariat of the Cooperation Council of Turkic 

Speaking States”was supported; “Principles of Procedure of the Cooperation Council 

of Turkic Speaking States”; “Control of the Council of Elders of the Turkic Speaking 

States working under the sponsorship of the Cooperation Council of Turkic Speaking 
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States” and “Direction of the Staff of the Secretariat of the Cooperation Council of 

Turkic Speaking States” were accepted. Toward the finish of the Summit 

“Declaration of the First Summit of the Cooperation Council of Turkic Speaking 

States” was marked by the heads of the states. 

A feature of the First Summit of the regional Turkic union - the Turkic Council was 

that the Summit was held in the year of the 20th anniversary of the independence of 

Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan and Kyrgyzstan. The Almaty summit is intended to become 

a new milestone in terms of further development and strengthening of cooperation 

between the participating countries, based on the common history, language and 

culture. The next important point can be noted that an important impulse for 

expanding and deepening cooperation between the business circles of the Turkic-

speaking countries was the holding of, within the framework of the summit, the first 

business forum with the participation of representatives of the business circles of the 

member states of the Turkic Council. As noted earlier, the leaders of the Chambers 

of Commerce and Industry of the states of the Turkic Council, as a result of the 

Almaty summit, signed an agreement on the establishment of the Business Council 

of Turkic-speaking countries.  

The next Summit of the Turkic Council was organized on 22-23 August 2012 in the 

capital of Kyrgyzstan. Bishkek Summit’s main topics were discussed under the issue 

of “Educational, Scientific and Cultural Cooperation”. The Summit accommodated 

by Kyrgyzstan’s Almazbek Atambayev was visited by President of Kazakhstan 

Nursultan Nazarbayev, President of Turkey Abdullah Gül, and Prime Minister of 

Azerbaijan Artur Rasizade. Amid the Summit Agreement on the Financial Rules of 

the Secretariat of the Cooperation Council of Turkic Speaking States”, “Agreement 

on the Establishment of the Turkic Academy” and “Charter of the Turkic Culture and 

Heritage Foundation” were agreed upon. Toward the finish of the Second Summit 

“Declaration of the Second Summit of the Cooperation Council of Turkic Speaking 

States” was additionally signed by the mentioned representatives (Orudzhayev, 

2012). 

At the meeting in Bishkek, Turkmenistan was represented as an observer. At the 

summit, great attention was paid to the economic cooperation of the countries of the 

Council, of great importance in which made to the transport communications 

between the countries. Participants of the Summit signed a protocol on the creation 
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of a railway corridor with the route: Turkey (Kars) - Tbilisi - Baku-Caspian Sea - 

Kazakhstan - Kyrgyzstan - China. One of the most important moments at the summit 

was the theme of transport - this is the main driving force of economic relations. 

Participants talked about physical barriers, bureaucracy on posts, other obstacles. 

Issues of improving the infrastructure, improving the condition of roads and railway 

transport of the countries of the Turkic Council (Orudzhayev, 2012). 

The next summit which was held in Gabala, Azerbaijan took place on 15-16 August 

of 2013. President of Azerbaijan Ilham Aliyev as a host, the third Summit was 

attended by the President of Kazakhstan Nursultan Nazarbayev, President of 

Kyrgyzstan Almazbek Atambayev, President of Turkey Abdullah Gül and Deputy 

Prime Minister of Turkmenistan Sapardurdy Toilyev. The primary subject of this 

Summit was “Transport and Connectivity”. The Summit was remarkable for 

ratification of the “Convention of Cooperation among the Ministries of Foreign 

Affairs of the Turkic Council” and the 20th Anniversary of TURKSOY was 

commended. Furthermore, “Assertion of the Third Summit of the Cooperation 

Council of Turkic Speaking States” was marked by the members (Arashev, 2013). 

The summit members noticed that the acknowledgment of the transit capacity of the 

states taking part in the Turkic Council and the change of the vehicle foundation 

opens some extraordinary prospects. Specifically, as per Turkish President Abdullah 

Gül, the present-day idea of the Silk Road is an energy, transport and logistics plan 

that will add to the improvement of the whole geographical area of Turkic nations. 

These ventures will transform the Turkic world into an epicenter for the sustainable 

improvement of the world economy.President of Kazakhstan Nursultan Nazarbayev 

noted the insufficient level and ineffectiveness of trade relations between the member 

countries. The trade turnover between six independent Turkic-speaking countries is 1 

trillion 150 billion USD. This figure does not reflect the potential of Kazakhstan. All 

states must strengthen their economic ties and increase their trade turnover. 

Nazarbayev rised a number of action plans to further deepening of the integration 

processes of the countries of the Turkic world that aims to set fundament of the 

development of their economic power by transport and communications. Their plan 

is to increase transit traffic through Kazakhstan by half by 2020, and ten times by 

2050. In the future, it is planned to bring trucking through the country to 50 million 

tons per year (Osipov 2013: 4). 
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The following Summit of the Turkic Council took place on June of 2014 in the city 

of Bodrum of Turkish Republic. The Summit was systematized with the main subject 

of “Cooperation in Tourism”. Facilitated by Turkish President Gül, it included the 

presence of Azerbaijani President Ilham Aliyev, Kazakhstan’s Nursultan 

Nazarbayev, Kyrgyzstan’s Almazbek Atambayev and Turkmenistan’s Gurbangulu 

Berdimuhamedov. In the agenda of the Summit, Ministers of the foreign affairs of 

affiliated states agreed on the “Decision on the Approval of the Rules of Procedure 

of the Turkic Academy”. In addition, the executives signed the “Declaration of the 

Fourth Summit of the Cooperation Council of Turkic Speaking States” alongside the 

“Decisions on the Appointments of the Secretary General, Deputy Secretary 

Generals of the Cooperation Council of Turkic Speaking States and the President of 

the Turkic Academy” (Panfilova, 2014).  

The importance of the summit is that Turkmen President Gurbanguly 

Berdimuhamedov took part in it for the first time, as it meant the expansion of the 

Turkic Council.  Like the previous one, this summit enabled the participating 

countries to solve together the issues before them, primarily the issues of spiritual 

unity and joint economic projects. Between the countries that are members of the 

Council, a mutually beneficial form of cooperation and issues of a common market 

were formed.  

Another important point of this summit is the attention paid to the image related 

significance of the Turkic Council. Firstly, it was not always possible to gather the 

Central Asian states for a constructive conversation, whereas, the president of 

Uzbekistan was absent from this summit. Secondly, the Council summits are not so 

formal, because this format places greater emphasis on the support of various 

diasporas, culture, tourism and so on, as the theme of the 4th summit was tourism 

(Ismagambetov, 2014).  

The next Fifth Summit of the Turkic Council was organized by Kazakh government 

September of 2015 in the capital of Kazakhstan. The guests of the important event 

hosted by President of Kazakhstan Nursultan Nazarbayev were President of 

Azerbaijan Ilham Aliyev, President of Kyrgyzstan Almazbek Atambayev, Speaker of 

the Grand National Assembly of Turkey İsmet Yılmaz and Deputy Prime Minister of 

Turkmenistan Sapardurdy Toilyev. During the summit entitled “Cooperation in 
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Information and Media” a number of documents were approved and signed 

(Baimanov, 2015).  

Thus, the “Rules of Procedure of the Turkic Culture and Heritage Foundation” and 

the “Rules of Procedure of the Nomadic Civilization Centre” were approved, 

whereas the “Agreement on the Establishment of the Centre of Nomadic 

Civilization”, the “Agreement on the Financial Rules of the Nomadic Civilization 

Centre”, the “Agreement on the Financial Rules of the Turkic Culture and Heritage 

Foundation”, the “Agreement on the Financial Rules of the Turkic Academy”,  the 

“Protocol Regarding the Scale of Compulsory Contributions of the Member States to 

the Budget of the Centre of Nomadic Civilization”, the “Protocol Regarding the 

Scale of Compulsory Contributions of the Member States to the Budget of the Turkic 

Academy”, the “Protocol Regarding the Scale of Compulsory Contributions of the 

Member States to the Budget of the Turkic Culture and Heritage Foundation” were 

signed by the Ministers of Foreign Affairs of the Member States. Among other 

important signed documents were the “Host Country Agreement between the 

Government of the Republic of Azerbaijan and the Turkic Culture and Heritage 

Foundation regarding the Turkic Culture and Heritage Foundation” and the 

“Decision on the Complementary Documents of the Turkic Academy, Turkic Culture 

and Heritage Foundation and Centre of Nomadic Civilization” (Manaspayev, 2015). 

Following the event, the Heads of State signed on the "Declaration of the Fifth 

Summit of the Cooperation Council of Turkic Speaking States”, as well as the 

“Decisions on the Appointment of the Deputy Secretary General of the Cooperation 

Council of the Turkic Speaking States and the President of the Turkic Culture and 

Heritage Foundation” (Manaspayev, 2015). 

During the summit, in his speech, the President of Kazakhstan called this Summit as 

a crucial step to further integration of the Turkic-speaking states. The President of 

Kazakhstan noted the possibility of the Turkic Council to be accepted as the observer 

at the UN and OIC is in the common interest of the member countries of the 

organization. In addition, the President of Kazakhstan Nursultan Nazarbayev drew 

attention to the importance of joint efforts to neutralize terrorist, extremist and 

separatist threats. Touching upon the development of cooperation in the trade and 

economic sphere, the President of Kazakhstan noted that the member states of the 

Turkic Council have possibilities of beinga transit bridge between continents that 
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will connect the economic and communication networks of China, Russia, Europe, 

the Middle East, the Caucasus and Central Asia (Official website of the President of 

the Republic of Kazakhstan – www.akorda.kz, 2015). 

Nursultan Nazarbayev highlighted that the improvement of the transport 

infrastructure gives the Turkic-speaking countries the opportunity to develop the 

tourism industry. In addition, the President of Kazakhstan noted that in order to 

accelerate the formation of a common educational space, it is necessary to have a 

look at the International Kazakh-Turkish University. International Turkish-Kazakh 

University named after A.Yasavi in Turkistan is an educational institution for the 

whole Turkic world. Nursultan Nazarbayev noted that the Fund for Culture and 

Heritage of the Turkic World in Azerbaijan and the Center for Nomadic Civilization, 

initiated by the Kyrgyz side, are evidence of the desire of the Turkic-speaking 

countries to develop (Official website of the President of the Republic of Kazakhstan 

– www.akorda.kz, 2015).  

In some summits, Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan were represented by the speakers of 

the parliaments, and in the last three Uzbekistan did not participate at all. At the end 

of each summit, declarations were signed, which reflected: cooperation in the spheres 

of economy, trade, culture, education, language, measures to combat terrorism and 

drug trafficking. These summits help to strengthen relations and cooperation between 

the Turkic-speaking republics, which were restored after the proclamation of 

independence. At the same time, mutual relations and cooperation between Turkic-

speaking countries in many spheres paves the way to the peace, security and 

economic development in Eurasia. 

The summits of the Turkic Council laid the foundation for another tradition. This is 

the holding of jubilee events of outstanding personalities, national epics and other 

significant events. Holding ceremonies in honor of the 1000th anniversary of the 

epos “Manas”, the 500th anniversary of Fizuli, the 150th anniversary of Abay 

Kunanbayev, the 1300th anniversary of the epic “Dede Korkut” serves as an example 

to this. The main goal of holding such jubilee ceremonies is to prove once again that 

the Turkic peoples have a rich spiritual heritage, common roots, a common history, a 

desire to strengthen cooperation in many spheres, and unification in the cultural 

sphere. At the same time, historical ties, the similarity of goals and tasks, the 

problems of the Turkic-speaking countries, are one of the important factors that unite 
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the Turkic peoples and the Turkic-speaking republics. Since the first summit, 

bilateral and multilateral cooperation has begun to develop in many areas, especially 

in the economy. During these summits, together with the declarations, a number of 

very important agreements were signed (Veitsel, 2014). 

The summits of the heads of the Turkic-speaking countries play an important role in 

clarifying political problems, strengthening economic cooperation, developing 

scientific and cultural relations between the Turkic-speaking countries and peoples, 

giving impetus to the political and social processes taking place in the region. The 

unity of the Turkic-speaking republics rests on international principles, serves the 

solution of political and cultural problems of the Turkic-speaking countries. The 

strengthening of cooperation between the Turkic-speaking countries is also 

connected with the common problems of the countries themselves. The summits of 

the heads of the Turkic-speaking states play an important role in resolving political 

problems, strengthening economic ties, economic integration, and developing 

scientific and cultural relations. These meetings have a positive impact on the socio-

political processes taking place in the region, as well as on intellectual and economic 

integration in general. In the implementation of cooperation, the meetings of the 

heads of the Turkic-speaking countries play a significant role. Summits also provide 

an opportunity to cooperate directly and achieve solidarity between independent 

Turkic-speaking states (Studneva, 2015). 

4.2. Activities of the Turkic Council 

As per embraced operational standards, Turkic Council expects to transform existing 

reciprocal collaboration in different issues between the members into multilateral 

participation. In such manner, existing or potential participation obstructions are 

recognized at first; the essential phases on the removal of these obstructions and 

advancement of collaboration in a new range of issues are processed later. In this 

construction, working assemblies involving members’ specialists in all participation 

ranges of the organization are framed. Choices taken by these individuals are 

reflected as a distinct document and are taken after deliberately. The entire process 

happens without any other assistance and any form of duplication are evaded 

(Tokman, 2016).  
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4.2.1. Political and Economic Cooperation 

The basic tool for political collaboration between member states is the meeting of 

Heads of State annually. Foreign Ministers of Member States come together during 

the summit at the meetings of Council of Foreign Ministers. In addition to the 

working sessions, Foreign Ministers organizing additional meetings which aim to 

discuss the common concern.Thus, since 2011 during the General Assemblies 

meeting of the UN, Foreign Ministers of member states have been helding a meeting 

outside of the working format (Tokman, 2016). 

Additionally, security consultations among the Turkic Council Member States 

convene annually since 2013. Three rounds of security consultations have been held 

so far. This mechanism serves as a tool to further cooperation among the Member 

States on issues related to regional and international security. In addition to the 

relations with Afghanistan, matters such as prevention of the violent extremism and 

countering the phenomenon of foreign terrorist fighters have prevailed on the agenda 

during the last round hosted by Turkey on 9 February 2016 in Ankara.   

Statement of the mutual view by the Turkic Council Foreign Ministers on the issues 

of shared interests amid the applicable international gatherings is a solid case of 

political participation created on the basis of the Turkic Council. Joint Statement on 

Egypt did at third Summit in Gabala and Joint Statement issued at the Twentieth 

Meeting of the Council of Ministers of the OSCE in 2013 were among the cases 

toward this path (Official website of the Turkic Council – www.turkkon.org, 2016a). 

In addition to, as per the related article of the “Collaboration Protocol among the 

Ministries of Foreign Affairs”, marked at the summit in Gabala, Junior Diplomats 

Joint Training Program was unified into the Turkic Council’s activity range. In this 

system, three Joint Training Programs have been prearranged by that time 

correspondingly in Turkey, Azerbaijan, and Kazakhstan (Official website of the 

Turkic Council – www.turkkon.org, 2016a). 

One of the latest involvements of the Secretariat of the Turkic Council is the launch 

of cooperation among the foreign policy research centers of the Member States. 

Center for Strategic Studies under the President of Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan Institute 

for Strategic Studies under the President of Kazakhstan, National Institute for 

Strategic Studies of Kyrgyzstan and Center for Strategic Studies of the Ministry of 
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Foreign Affairs of Turkey which are included this cooperation process have 

convened three meetings so far. During the first meeting in May 2015 in Baku, 

“Memorandum of Understanding among the Foreign Policy Official Research 

Centers of the Member States of the Turkic Council”was signed. After the second 

meeting in December 2015 in Istanbul, the third meeting was organized in May 2016 

in Astana (Official website of the Turkic Council – www.turkkon.org , 2016b).  

The Turkic Council additionally takes an interest in the decision-making procedures 

of the Member States by authorizing international observer missions with a specific 

goal to guarantee free and fair election procedures. Turkic Council officially 

observed, already: Presidential elections in Kyrgyzstan in 2011; Parliamentary 

elections in Kazakhstan in 2012; Presidential elections in Azerbaijan in 2013; First 

Round Presidential Elections in Turkey in 2014; Early Presidential Elections in 

Kazakhstan in 2015; Parliamentary Elections in Turkey in June 2015 and Early 

Parliamentary Elections in Kazakhstan in March 2016 (Official website of the Turkic 

Council – www.turkkon.org , 2016c). 

Likewise, Turkic Council assigns extraordinary significance to economic 

collaboration among Turkic states and additionally, to their economic agreements 

with other actors. Commonly valuable financial and economic ties are the main 

premise and the center of the Turkic collaboration on the long run. In this unique 

circumstance, the Almaty Summit was held under the subject of the “Economic 

Cooperation” (Israilov, 2011). 

Various occasions and activities have been prepared with regards to economic 

collaboration since the foundation of the Turkic Council including yearly gatherings 

of Economy Ministers of the Member States. Toward this path, three functioning 

groups on “improving the investment climate”, “diversification of the economies” 

and “promoting entrepreneurship” consistently direct their doings. Economic 

ministers hold 5 meetings and the groups had 6 meetings up until now.Ministers hold 

5 meetings and the Working Groups had 6 meetings so far. The “Memorandum of 

Understanding among the Turkic Council Member States for Exploring the 

Possibilities Regarding Experience Sharing on Investment Climate” and the 

“Memorandum of Understanding amongst the Member Countries of the Turkic 

Council on Cooperation in the Field of Investment Statistics” were signed by the 
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Ministers in charge of Economy at the Meeting that took place on 29 September 2015 

in Kazakhstan (Kosolapova, 2015).  

The Turkic Business Council likewise makes its commitments to encouraging 

economic participation under the patronage of Turkic Council. It unites business elite 

from the members and goes for promoting partnerships between them. The Council 

was met 4 times and 4 Business Forums have been arranged up until now.More than 

100 businessmen from the Member States from various sectors found opportunity to 

have business to business meetings in these Forums. The Fourth Turkic Council 

Business Forum was on April 2016 in Kyrgyzstan. The exercises of the Business 

Council are upheld by the Turkic Council Joint Investment Portal initiated with an 

assessment to contributing to the economies by supporting investors and expanding 

business agreements among the members of the Council by means of the Internet 

(Official website of the Turkic Council – www.turkkon.org , 2016d). 

The Turkic Business Forum is also in contact with like-minded International 

networks. Unofficial meeting of the Turkic Business Council was held in the course 

of the participation of the Secretary General of the Turkic Council at the “EU – 

Central Asia Forum” held in Jurmala, Latvia, on 4-5 June 2015 by the invitation of 

the Organization of European Chambers of Commerce and Industry 

(EUROCHAMBRES). Turkmenistan also participated at the meeting as a special 

quest. In addition, B-20 Azerbaijan Regional Consultation Forum” was co-organized 

on 12 May 2015 in Baku (Official website of the Turkic Council – www.turkkon.org 

, 2015a). 

4.2.2. Customs and Transport Cooperation 

Turkic Council assigns tremendous significance to collaboration in the fields of 

customs and transportation. In this regard, the Heads of Customs Administrations 

have held 5 meetings and the Working Group on customs has gathered 7 times so far. 

Training seminars on authorized economic operator, post clearance audit and risk 

analysis were organized by the Ministry of Trade and Customs of the Republic of 

Turkey for Member States and Georgia. Moreover, the “Memorandum of 

Understanding between Turkic Council and World Customs Organization (WCO)” 

was signed by Secretaries General of these organizations on 17 February 2015 in 

Brussels. Secretary General of the WCO attended the Fourth Meeting of Heads of 
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Customs Administrations on 2 July 2015 in Bishkek. During the last meeting held on 

3 June 2016 in Baku that was also attended by the Secretary General of the WCO, the 

Heads of Customs Administration welcomed the evaluation process of the 

multilateral protocol proposed by Azerbaijan regarding cooperation for preliminary 

information sharing to facilitate and accelerate customs procedures among the 

Member States (Official website of the World Customs Organization – 

www.wcoomd.org , 2015). 

In order to establish a high-level mechanism for improving cooperation in the field of 

transport, Ministers in charge of Transport have so far held three meetings. During 

the last meeting held on 9 March 2016 in Istanbul the Minister of Transport of the 

Kyrgyz Republic signed on the “Turkic Council Joint Transport Cooperation 

Protocol” already signed by Ministers of Transport of Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan and 

Turkey during the First Meeting of Turkic Council Ministers of Transport held in 

2013 in Azerbaijan. The Coordination Council, instituted upon the verdict of the 

ministers with a specific goal to deliver reasonable answers for the issues stood up to 

by operators, has met twice up until now. It turned out to be a critical thinking 

component that backs common participation in transportation issues and functions as 

an intermediate actor between Working Group and the Ministerial gatherings 

(Official website of the Turkic Council – www.turkkon.org , 2016e). 

The “Joint Cooperation Protocol on Development of Transport among the Member 

States” and “Memorandum of Understanding on Sister Seaport Relations and 

Cooperation among the Ports of Baku, Aktau, and Samsun” were marked inside the 

extent of the collaboration among the Ministers accountable for the transport sector. 

In light of the guidelines of the Heads of State of the Turkic Council, Turkmenbashi 

Port of Turkmenistan was as of late welcomed to the Sister Port process. The First 

Meeting of Sister Seaports, which filled in as a stage where parties deliberated issues 

identified with expanding the cargo move through the sister ports with regards to the 

constantly expanding East-West trade on 17-18 April 2014 in Samsun (Badalova, 

2016).  

With the purpose of phasing out the existing impediments in the way of efficient 

transport operations and of developing a stable, integrated and seamless transport 

along the Central Transport Corridor passing through CA, the Member States have 

been working to finalize the “Agreement between the Republic of Azerbaijan, the 
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Republic of Kazakhstan, the Kyrgyz Republic and the Republic of Turkey on the 

International Combined Transport of Goods”. Once entered into force, the agreement 

will be the first combined transport agreement in the region. Additional initiative 

designed for interfacing the nations in the Central Transport Corridor delivered by 

the “Agreement on the Establishment of the Coordination Committee on the 

Development of the Trans-Caspian International Transport Route”. Agreed between 

the Railway and Sea Port experts of Kazakhstan, Azerbaijan and Georgia on 

November of 2013, the document planned to divert the main part of rail 

transportation between Central Asia-Europe through the Caspian Sea. Through the 

actions of the Turkic Council Secretariat, Turkey (TCDD) consented to the 

agreement on 7 November 2014. Afterward, China likewise accepted the agreement 

and by the joint endeavors of its Parties to the agreement a demonstrative run of the 

container train was prepared from Northwest China to Azerbaijan through 

Kazakhstan was effectively executed. Arrangements for a next demonstrative run that 

will go through Turkey for Europe are currently being progressed (Official website 

of the Turkic Council – www.turkkon.org , 2015b). 

Additionally, in order to increase the visibility of the national projects of the Member 

States along the Central Transport Corridor as well as the overall efforts spent by the 

Turkic Council on transport, the Turkic Council co-hosted a Group of Experts 

meeting with the UNECE-EATL (United Nations Economic Commission for Europe 

Euro-Asian Transport Links) on 20-21 October 2015 in Istanbul. The Secretariat also 

organized a Workshop on Trans-Caspian Intermodal Route in collaboration with the 

Turkic Council and Ministry of Transport, Maritime Affairs and Communications of 

the Republic of Turkey on 8 March 2016 in Istanbul. More than 100 participants 

including high officials from the Member States of the Turkic Council as well as 

businessmen involved in transport sector participated in the Workshop (Official 

website of the Turkic Council – www.turkkon.org , 2016f). 

4.2.3. Tourism Cooperation 

After the Fourth Summit with the theme of “Tourism Cooperation”, the efforts to 

increase cooperation in this field gained momentum. Enhancing collaboration among 

the Member States and contributing to transformation of the historical Silk Road into 

an attractive tourism destination are at the center of these efforts. The Ministers in 
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charge of Tourism Affairs have held three meetings so far. The “Joint Cooperation 

Protocol on Tourism Cooperation among the Member States” and the “Cooperation 

Protocol among the Private Sector Umbrella Institutions of the Member States” in 

tourism sector were signed respectively at the First and Second Ministerial meetings. 

The third ministerial meeting was held on 7 June 2016 Cholpon Ata, Kyrgyzstan 

with the participation of Secretary General of the United Nations World Tourism 

Organization (UNWTO). At the meeting, the tour operators of the Member States 

involved in the Turkic Council Modern Silk Road Join Tour Package project signed 

“the Code of Ethics of the UNWTO” (Official website of the Turkic Council – 

www.turkkon.org , 2016g). 

Turkic Council has been also deepened relations with UNWTO. The Secretariat 

participated in UN WTO activities including Silk Road Ministers meetings and other 

regional events. At the second visit of Secretary General of the Turkic Council to the 

Headquarters of the UNWTO, “Memorandum of Understanding for Cooperation 

between the Two Organizations” was signed on 26 June 2015 in Madrid. The 

document constitutes the first MoU signed between the Turkic Council Secretariat 

and a UN specialized body. The two parties agreed on the participation of each 

other’s relevant activities and organization of joint trainings with a view to promote 

Silk Road tourism (Official website of the World Tourism Organization – 

www.unwto.org , 2015). 

4.2.4. Cultural, Scientific and Information Cooperation 

Shared cultural heritage, language, and past of the Turkic states are the primary 

columns that support the collaboration under the Turkic Council, making this local 

participation one of a kind in contrast with the others. Due to this fact, the Second 

Summit of the Turkic Council was remarkable as it was held under the subject of 

“Educational, Scientific and Cultural Cooperation” (Orudzhayev, 2012). 

Four meetings of Ministers of Education and five meetings Senior Officials of the 

Ministries of Education have took place so far. Common Turkic history textbook is 

one of the concrete results in the sphere of education. Prepared by the Turkic 

Academy, the draft program of the textbook was presented in September 2015 at the 

Summit in Astana. Similar to the history textbook, it was agreed to initiate the 
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preparation of common Turkic geography textbook and common Turkic literature 

textbook (Maldibek & Dairabayeva, 2017). 

An interim student exchange programs among secondary and high schools of 

participant states is a standout amongst the latest activities in the circle of education. 

The main exchange program facilitated by Turkey in April of 2016 gave the students 

a chance to acquire knowledge about traditions, culture, history and instructive 

process, and in addition contributed to building up a feeling of fraternity and 

companionship among them. The Senior Officials additionally agreed to begin 

collaboration in the field of professional and specialized training among the Member 

States, started presenting Member States languages as elective courses and to set up 

instruments, for instance, scholarships for Bachelor, Masters and Ph.D. studies of 

Turkic Speaking States to concentrate their scholastic studies on Turkology. 

Meanwhile, the Turkic University Union which includes 16 universities from 4 

countries was formed with the support of the Turkic Council. October 2014, was 

noteworthy for its very first General Assembly of the Union in Erzurum. In Turkey, 

“Directive for the Establishment of the Student Council of the University Union” was 

agreed on which permits fortifying the collaboration among the university youth of 

the Turkic world. Amid the Second General Assembly on 11-12 April 2016 in 

Erzurum, the Chairmanship of the Turkic University Union was given over from 

Atatürk University to Manas University (Official website of the Turkic Council – 

www.turkkon.org , 2016h). 

The Secretariat of Turkic Council gives special attention to the press and other means 

of mass communication. In this regard, the 5th Summit of the Turkic Council was 

dedicated to cooperation in the sphere of information and media. Five working group 

meeting have been held so far, while the First Meeting of the Ministers and High 

Officials in charge of Information and Media of the Turkic Council was held in 

August 2015 in Astana. During the meeting the ministers and high officials signed on 

the “Turkic Council Joint Cooperation Protocol on Information and Media” 

(Baimanov, 2015). 

The result of the work of the Coordination Group led also to the signing the 

“Protocol of Cooperation among the National TV Channels of the Member States of 

the Cooperation Council of Turkic Speaking States” the “Memorandum of 

Understanding for Cooperation among Official News Agencies of the Member States 
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of the Cooperation Council of Turkic Speaking States”, signed at the 

abovementioned ministerial meeting, as well as adoption of the “Concept Paper for 

the Establishment of the International Turkic News Channel (ITNC)”(Official 

website of the Turkic Council – www.turkkon.org , 2015c).  

Based on the founding agreements of the Turkic Council and the instructions of the 

Heads of State given at the Summit meetings, a cooperation project in the field of 

Youth and Sports was initiated. In the framework of the cooperation in this field, the 

First Meeting of the Ministers in charge of Youth and Sports of the Turkic Council 

was convened in March 2016 in Istanbul. The Second Meeting of the Ministers in 

charge of Youth and Sports was held in May 2017 in Azerbaijan (Official website of 

the Turkic Council – www.turkkon.org , 2017). 

World Nomad Games is another domain in the field of Youth and Sports. The First 

World Nomad Games organized in collaboration with the Secretariat of the Turkic 

Council were held in Yssyk-Kul, Kyrgyzstan, in September 2014. The Games are 

intended to restore unique national sports heritage and revitalizing the anciently 

sacred mindfulness and historical reminiscence of the Turkic nations, as well as of 

nomadic population of the world. The Second World Nomad Games was organized 

again in Yssyk-Kul on 3-8 September 2016. Nearly 2000 athletes from 

approximately 40 countries and about 20000 spectators participated in the Games 

held in coordination with the Turkic Council (Official website of the Turkic Council 

– www.turkkon.org, 2016i). 

The indispensable part of diasporas in advancing the portrait of their homelands and 

impacting popular opinion in nations where they dwell is one of the primary issues of 

the Turkic Council. In such manner, three meetings of the Ministers and Heads of the 

Institutions accountable for Diaspora Affairs of the Turkic Council and three Contact 

Group meetings were organized to achieve the goal to examine additional activities 

and collaboration among the Diasporas of the participants. In this respect, the 

Ministers and Heads of Institutions approved the Turkic Speaking Diaspora Joint 

Activity Strategy of the Turkic Council on 14 May 2013 in Ankara. During the last 

Contact Group Meeting the Action Plan of the Turkic Speaking Diasporas for 2016-

2017 was finalized and accepted (Official website of the Turkic Council – 

www.turkkon.org , 2016j). 
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Moreover, the First Turkic Council Diaspora Forum was arranged by the Azerbaijani 

government in Baku. More than 600 agents from 50 states including heads of 

significant state offices and diaspora associations took part in the occasion. The 

attendees of the forum recommended the establishment of the Regional Centers. As a 

result, the First Turkic Council Regional Diaspora Centre was opened on 24 

December 2014 in Kiev, at the premises of Joint Azerbaijan Diaspora in Ukraine. 

The Turkic Council Regional Diaspora Centers similar to that of Kiev are planned to 

be opened in Paris, Washington and Berlin as well. Furthermore, during Secretary 

General’s official visit to New York on May 2015 several activities on gathering 

Turkic Diasporas were organized (Official website of the Turkic Council – 

www.turkkon.org , 2015d). 

4.2.5. Interorganizational Cooperation 

As a recently rising international organization, Turkic Council esteems participation 

with its partners. As of now, for instance, Turkic Council has created ties with, 

Economic Cooperation Organization (ECO), Organization for Security and 

Cooperation in Europe (OSCE), European Union (EU), the Organization of Islamic 

Cooperation (OIC), Black Sea Economic Cooperation Organization (BSEC), 

Conference on Interaction and Confidence Building Measures in Asia (CICA), 

Organization of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) and United Nations (UN). In this 

manner, amid the twelfth ECO Summit facilitated by the Government of Azerbaijan 

on 13-16 October 2012, observer position of the Turkic Council to ECO was 

embraced. Subsequently, Turkic Council repeatedly takes an interest in ECO 

meetings as an observer (Official website of the Turkic Council – www.turkkon.org , 

2012).  

In the structure of the collaboration with Organization for Security and Cooperation 

in Europe, upon an offer from host nations, Turkic Council takes part in the Council 

of Foreign Ministers of the OSCE and other regional meetings. Secretary General of 

the Turkic Council frequently addresses the OSCE Permanent Council. As of late, 

upon the invite of OSCE Chairman-in-office, Turkic Council took an interest in the 

22nd Meeting of Council of Foreign Ministers of OSCE that was held in December 

2015 in Belgrade. Secretaries General of the Turkic Council and the OSCE hold a 
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reciprocal meeting to deliberate the paths for developing participation between the 

two associations(Official website of the Turkic Council – www.turkkon.org , 2015e). 

It ought to be specified that the Nakhchivan Agreement on the Establishment of the 

Cooperation Council of Turkic Speaking States was enrolled by the UN on 24 

September 2012. The arrangements with respect to the observer status of the Turkic 

Council that started at the 66th Session of the UN General Assembly are presently in 

progress.Following closely the global agenda, Turkic Council enhances its relations 

with the UN specialized agencies. In this regard, in addition to its MoU with the 

UNWTO, the Secretariat signed a MoU for Cooperation with the United Nations 

Development Programme (UNDP) and the UN Office for South-South Cooperation 

in 2016. Furthermore, the Secretariat co-organized an international conference with 

the UNDP on “the Role of International Communication Technologies for 

Development” in October 2015 in Istanbul. 150 experts coming from 15 countries 

attended the meeting (Official website of the Turkic Council – www.turkkon.org , 

2015f). 

The Secretariat has also developed relations with the United Nations Alliance of 

Civilizations and attended its 7th Global Forum held in April 2016 in Baku (Official 

website of the Turkic Council – www.turkkon.org , 2016k).  
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5. CONCLUSION 

This thesis examined the issue of integration of the post-Soviet “Turkic republics” 

and Turkey within the framework of the Turkic Council, as well as the emergence of 

the Turkic factor in contemporary international relations.The thesis aimed at 

analyzing the current state of cooperation among the Central Asian Turkic Republics 

and Turkey in the socio-economic, political, cultural areas; regional cooperation and 

security issues in Central Asia; and Kazakhstan’s role in strengthening the Turkic 

Council and regional cooperation in Central Asia. In this respect, the thesis has 

adopted New Regionalism and Liberal Institutionalism, which underline the 

importance of international organizations – in this study, the Turkic Council – for 

promoting cooperation among states. 

As discussed in the first part of the thesis, Central Asia has become the arena of a 

new “big game”. The Central Asian states that emerged after the “parade of 

sovereignties” faced the need to pursue an independent foreign policy. Historically 

they had the experience of independent statehood, but during the colonial period and 

later in the Soviet Union they had become a raw material appendage. In addition, it 

should be noted that in the historical context, Central Asia was often a region of 

instability, military conflicts, and unstable state entities. Therefore, with gaining 

independence, states of the region faced not an easy task of fitting into the new 

international geopolitical realities, finding their worthy place, and providing themself 

with long-term sovereign development. Geographically, Central Asia is the core of 

Eurasia, the junction that connects it with the Middle East, as well as the transit 

corridor for the spread of the influence of leading powers in different directions. 

It can be said that the political strategy and interests of world powers will not lead to 

either their clash or retreat, but will be aimed at preserving the status quo in Central 

Asia. All international forces in Central Asia can equally benefit from the framework 

of cooperation between the SCO, the Customs Union and the Turkic Council. Each 

power has its own interests conserning the resources of the region. Against counter-
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terrorism activity, China, Russia, the United States, the European Union and Turkey 

have all the conditions for obtaining mutually beneficial results, without sudden and 

dramatic changes in the alignment of forces in Central Asia. 

According to the second part of the thesis, it is possible to draw the following 

conclusions. Ensuring regional security in Central Asia is associated with the 

prevention of major threats and challenges, in particular, drug trafficking, the spread 

of religious extremism and terrorism, illegal migration. Regional security is 

determined by the policy and strategy of the Central Asian states in the framework of 

ensuring and protecting their own national interests, as well as the level of 

integration processes in the region. The multi-vector, balanced foreign policy of 

Kazakhstan allows to strengthen regional security and expand integration processes 

among the states of Central Asia. 

At the beginning of the 21st century, Kazakhstan under the leadership of President 

Nursultan Nazarbayev firmly has become one of the regional leaders, successfully 

demonstrating the implemented foreign policy initiatives aimed at ensuring regional 

security and strengthening cooperation. The national security of Kazakhstan is 

inextricably linked with the state of cooperation among the Central Asian republics. 

The development of regional relations and interaction between the Central Asian 

countries have traditionally been in line with countering new threats and challenges, 

and in this context, Kazakhstan’s interaction in international and regional security 

structures is an important direction of its foreign policy.Concerning the policy of 

relations with regional neighbors, Kazakhstan gives priority to large-scale 

cooperation as one of the leading countries in Central Asia. Thus, the main threats 

and challenges in Central Asia are the spread of terrorism, religious extremism, drug 

trafficking, illegal migration, as well as the problems of transboundary rivers and 

ensuring water security, solving the issues of unified energy systems, the unresolved 

border disputes and the level of participation in regional integration processes. 

A distinctive feature of modern integration processes is their spread not only to the 

trade and but also in the economic sphere of interstate interaction. Within the 

framework of integration, solutions are being sought for strengthening international 

security, combating new challenges, ensuring sustainable social development, 

preserving the environment, etc. States are trying to realize global political 

governance and solve global problems at the regional level. 
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What initiatives were proposed by Kazakhstan? One of the most fruitful initiatives is 

the organizations of regional unions: The Turkic Council, the SCO, the Eurasian 

Union, the Customs Union, and the Organization for Economic Cooperation. The 

creation of these organizations has a multifaceted nature, for the relations between 

these states have developed long ago due to several historical reasons and affect the 

most important spheres of life of the peoples inhabiting them. Some of the states 

unite belonging to the Muslim world, although the degree of religiosity and the role 

of Islam in each state are not the same. Another element that influences relations is 

the commonality of borders, which determined both positive trends in mutual 

cooperation, and negative aspects, in particular border disputes and disagreements. 

Thus, Kazakhstan is a full-fledged actor of the world political process in ensuring 

regional security and initiating integration processes and associations. Systematically 

developing mutually beneficial relations in the mainstream of friendship and good-

neighborliness with Turkey, Azerbaijan and the Central Asian states, the President of 

the Republic of Kazakhstan Nursultan Nazarbayev is an adherent of the architect of 

building a stable and secure peace in the region. 

As discussed in the third part of the thesis, it should be noted that Turkey was the 

first country to recognize the independence of Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, 

Uzbekistan and Turkmenistan. There was an interest in establishing and developing 

cultural ties, interest in economic cooperation. On July 12, 1993, an agreement was 

signed in Almaty on the establishment of TURKSOY. Nowadays, it unites 16 

participants, in addition to six independent states; this organization includes Turkic-

speaking subjects of the Russian Federation and some autonomous regions of other 

countries. Since 1992, the summits of the heads of the Turkic-speaking countries 

have been held. In November 2008, an agreement was signed on the establishment of 

the Parliamentary Assembly of Turkic-speaking countries (TURKPA). Its tasks are 

to form a mechanism for interparliamentary relations between the Turkic-speaking 

countries, the rapprochement of political views, the exchange of information, the 

propaganda of the Turkic culture, the expansion of economic ties, the 

implementation of joint projects, the finding of ways to solve the problem of the 

Turkic world. Countries that are more active in political cooperation are Azerbaijan, 

Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, and Turkey. But Uzbekistan ignores the summits, as its 

leadership prefers bilateral contacts and is very skeptical of multilateral agreements, 
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especially to those that do not bring concrete results. Turkmenistan keeps following 

neutral position. It was the four countries, most interested, in expanding cooperation 

that the led to the establishment of the Turkic Council. 

The agreement on its formation was signed on October 3, 2009 in Nakhchivan 

(Azerbaijan). In fact, the Turkic Council is a wide ranged organization, since it 

includes TURKSOY, TURKPA and a number of other organizations. In addition, it 

has in its composition the Council of Foreign Ministers, the Committee of Senior 

Officials, the Council of Elders (Aksakals) of the Turkic-speaking States. At the 

same time, the most important proposals are discussed (and, if agreed, appropriate 

decisions are made) at the summits of the Turkic Council. The Secretariat of the 

Turkic Council is located in Istanbul, the Turkic Council Academy in Astana, 

TURKSOY in Ankara, and the TURKPA in Baku. This is done to exclude the 

dominance of one country. After the Nakhchivan agreement, cooperation has 

acquired more specific organizational forms. The role of the summits has increased, 

and their numbering begins with the Turkic Council summit. However, the Turkic 

Council cannot be reduced to a purely interactive platform for exchanging views and 

discussing issues of cultural, political and economic partnership. In the current 

geopolitical configuration, the Turkic Council plays an important additional role in 

clarifying and possibly coordinating positions. The Turkic Council still operates on 

the principle of “Strength - in Unity”. And its purpose is to create a corporate 

character for cooperation. Development of tourism infrastructure act as the most 

adequate expression of cooperation between Turkic-speaking countries. The great 

experience of Turkey in this area could help the republics of Central Asia to offer a 

joint, attractive tourism. The correct positioning of such cultural and natural 

monuments as Bukhara, Samarkand, Issyk-Kul, the cities of the Ferghana Valley, the 

Medeo ice rink, Chimbulak and many others will make it possible to bring the 

tourism industry to a qualitatively new level. 

In general, Kazakhstan, in the person of President Nursultan Nazarbayev, acts with 

various integration initiatives, showing political will, today is recognized as one of 

the main conditions for successful promotion of integration, and is ahead compared 

to other participants in the Central Asian integration process. 

The strategic course of the country for peaceful coexistence and cooperation with 

neighboring countries, other states of the world, determined by the President of 
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Kazakhstan, remains the most important priority of Kazakhstan’s foreign policy, and 

strengthens the republic’s independence. 

It should be noted that it is Kazakhstan that can now take a central role in the 

development of geo-economics of Eurasia, because by its geographical location, it 

can act as an integrator of modernization of global infrastructure projects, such as the 

Great Silk Road. 

An important role in the development of regional integration is played by 

Kazakhstan’s initiatives to deepen the economic cooperation of the countries of 

Central Asia. The international community recognizes that Kazakhstan is one of the 

key guarantors of regional security, strategic stability, and also the driving force of 

economic integration in Central Asia. 
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