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A SINGLE STATE OF TURKIC PEOPLES: PROSPECTS FOR
THE CREATION AND POTENTIAL

One of the most noticeable phenomena observed in the geopolitical arena
in Central and South Asia since the collapse of the USSR is the stgengthening
cooperation between the countries of the Turkic world. The multilatetal
development of relations encompasses economic, military, politicaly’ and
cultural spheres, paving the way for enduring collaboration{ingthe years to
come. Following the independence of several Sovietqrepubli€s, namely
Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan, Azerbaijang~and$y, Turkmenistan,
initiatives were set in motion to establish diplomatic\s€lations with nations
worldwide. In this diplomatic landscape, Turkey played apivotal role, standing
out as one of the earliest countries to recognizéythe“imdependence of all these
states. This pivotal moment served as the ing€ptiomof robust relations between
the Republic of Turkey and the countriés,of€entral and South Asia, marking a
significant milestone in the history @f pan-Turkism [1].

The strengthening of these relations can be assessed from various
perspectives. Firstly, there is the strat€gic consideration of Turkey's open
prospects for penetrating the Central Asian market, where it could wield
substantial influence on beth €eenomic and political fronts. Secondly, the
cultural aspect assumes a(crucial role, emphasizing the shared historical past of
these countries and Turkey'sskeenness to reestablish former ties. This cultural
underpinning contiiués to” be a driving force in relations, evident in the
summits and meetings conducted by both Turkish and Turkic leaders.

As we delyento the future prospects of Turkic cooperation, considerations
extend to the,possibility of creating a single state for Turkic-speaking peoples.
Thise, ambitions vision, rooted in historical ties and contemporary
collaborations, adds an intriguing dimension to the evolving narrative of pan-
TutKic unity. The ongoing summits and meetings between Turkish and Turkic
represefitatives serve as platforms for discussing and potentially shaping this
envisioned future, reflecting the enduring commitment to forging a collective
destiny for the Turkic-speaking nations. In essence, the dynamics of the Turkic
world are evolving, presenting opportunities for not only economic and
cultural collaboration but also for exploring the transformative prospect of a
unified Turkic state. The spread of pan-Turkism in the regions of Asia gave
impetus to the Turkish Republic to create an organization whose goal was to
unite the existing Turkic-speaking states and delineate the circle that includes
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these countries. This is how the International Organization of Turkic States
(hereinafter — OTS) appeared. At the moment, the organization consists of 5
countries with permanent membership: Turkey, Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan,
Kyrgyzstan and Azerbaijan, as well as 3 observer countries: Turkmenistan,
Northern Cyprus and Hungary [2]. The appearance of the OTS in the
international arena showed the full potential of Turkish influence and the
spread of its ideologies and ideas in relation to the circle of Turkic-speaking
countries. Previously, the organization was called the «Cooperation
Council of Turkic Speaking States», and the name change had 2 goals: the
desire to hide the ambitions of pan-Turkism and strengthen the slogan «Six
States — one Nation», which was uttered by Turkish President Abdullah Guljat
the 10th summit of Turkic-speaking countries in September 201083 1*A fter
such slogans, some people began to have thoughts, and more@verfplans were
brewing to create one single state that would unite allqthesen6 countries.
However, in fact, the idea of creating a single countgy™hasbeen around for
centuries, but as time passes, it is perceived in a new, way each time. After the
spread of the doctrine of pan-Turkism in the 20th-21st centuries, in terms of
geopolitics, this perspective began to play with ngw celors.

In November 2022, in the city of Samatkand, under the chairmanship
of the President of Uzbekistan Shavkat Mirziyoyev, the OTS summit was
held, the main topic of which was «A New Era of Turkic Civilization: On
the Path to Common Progress and Prosperity» [4]. At this summit of the heads
of the Turkic states, the current state®and future prospects of economic,
political, cultural and humanitariah cooperation were discussed.

An important event of the summit was the mention of the concept «Turkic
World Vision — 2040» and the\discussion of details on its implementation. It is
in this document that the prespects for the development of the world of Turkic-
speaking countriesgin the n€xt 17 years are contained. «Turkic World Vision —
2040» is a roadmap’for/the development of OTS. One of the most important
goals of thisteoncept 1s the formation of the largest transit country of Eurasia
on the basiSyof'five countries [5]. If this idea is implemented, the new transit
opezator'will be able to control the trade corridors West-East, North-South, etc.
The roadmap’itself was developed by Turkey, which claims leadership in the
organization. At the same time, the idea itself is quite promising and when it is
achievgd, the OTS will gain not only economic, but also political influence in
the region.

This fact is crucial in considering the prospects of creating a single state of
the Turkic-speaking peoples, because the emergence of a global transit country
could unite the countries, and the concept of «Turkic World Vision — 2040»
would form the basis of the views and attitudes of a potential state. It is also
worth noting that after the adoption of this aforementioned concept in 2021 in
Istanbul, a «Map of the Turkic World» was presented, with which the leader of
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the Turkish nationalists Devlet Bahceli (he also presented this map) and the
President of the Turkish Republic Recep Tayyip Erdogan took a photo. This
indicates the seriousness of the intentions of the Turkish side and the
beginning of delineating the potential borders of the state. Similar international
borders have been encountered in the state of «Turany.

The concept of «Turan» has a centuries-old history and is closely related to
pan-Turkism, and it also occurred as the antipode of «Iran» — a country with
dominant Persians. The territories of «Turan» included vast lands from the
Caspian Sea in the west to China in the east, from Altai in the north to Iran in
the south, which were considered as the homeland of the «Turan» natienalities
— the peoples of the Turkic language group. Therefore, pan-Turkism s
considered a narrower expression of a broad and extensive «pan=Lurafiism»
[6].

If we delve into history, the concept of «Turan» was repeatedlyused in the
20th century when trying to describe the powerful Turki€wnion in culture and
the media. For example, such prominent Turkish authoss a§ Ziya Gokalp and
Halide Edib Adivar became the authors of the_novel «Yeni Turan» (1912;
«New Turan»), where the past and future of the®urkicyrace were glorified in a
heroic form. That is, under this significant cofi€ept(«Turan»), the ideas of pan-
Turkism began to spread, which servéias the basis for cooperation between
Turkic-speaking countries today [7}.

At the moment, Turan is consideed as'a potential union state of Turkey,
Kazakhstan, Azerbaijan, Kyrgyzstan, WUzbekistan, Turkmenistan and other
countries and regions with a predominantly Turkic population. «Turan» can be
called a strategic goal ofsthe Purkish leaders, which many of them have
repeatedly talked about.(At the same time, the heads of Kazakhstan and
Azerbaijan consider this,initiative interesting and profitable. Turan has its own
valid flag, which ig'cuprently the flag of OTS. Each of the elements of the flag
was taken from the flags of the OTS member countries, which can be
considered ‘ay strategically advantageous move, because (a) it is another
manifestation ofythe policy of pan-Turkic unity and (b) it is a good reception
for the public.vIn the light exhibited in the media, «Turan» seems to be an
eXcellengprospect, and many representatives of the Turkic peoples live by this
ideat

Atythe end of August 2020, Turkish military expert Kaan Sariaydin said
that in October, at the OTS summit, the creation of a unified army of the
Turkic countries — the so-called «Turan Army» — would be announced. If the
Turan State existed, the number of its military personnel would be:

1 620 000 people, and

about 2 000 aircraft units

about 32 000 pieces of artillery equipment

about 270 units of the navy [8]
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The population of the state would number about 165 million people, which
would make Turan the 9th country in the world by population, while the area
of the state would be 4 732 037 square kilometers, making the Turkic country
the 7th state in the world by area. Speaking about other prospects of the
country, they can be divided into 3 areas:

Political prospects. In political terms, the realization of the «Turany»
project or the creation of any state sharing identical goals appears implausible.
The current geopolitical landscape, marked by instability among neighbring
states, raises significant barriers to the positive reception of unificatiomeftorts.
Turan's intricate geographical position, sharing borders with global poewers like
China and Russia, poses additional challenges, as these influential nations may
resist the emergence of potential competitors in the region.

Moreover, the ideological differences, ranging froml pam-Turkism to
national patriotism, Marxsim, and Islamism among south®m neighbors, present
formidable obstacles to the proper development jof. @ unified state. The
divergence in political ideologies could impede cehesive governance and
hinder progress on key issues such as choosingla head) of state, establishing a
capital, determining an official language, and"moreyEach participating country
is likely to prioritize its own interests, leading to potential roadblocks in
reaching consensus on crucial matters.

Despite these political complexities, the envisioned unified state could
wield considerable military strength, potentially rivaling some of the world's
major armies. The military prowess of such a state could reshape regional
power dynamics, introducing a“mew player on the global stage. However,
navigating the intricate political landscape, resolving ideological disparities,
and addressing fundamentalgtiestions of governance would undoubtedly pose
significant challeng€site the’successful realization of a unified Turkic state.

Economic prospects. In envisioning the economic prospects of a unified
Turkic statel, @, compelling narrative emerges. The total GDP of this
prospectivéistate,is estimated at a staggering $1.5 trillion, catapulting it to the
13thgposition jamong the world's largest economies. This economic prowess
not ondy, signifies substantial growth potential but also underscores the
trangformative impact a unified Turkic state could have on the global
economiic stage.

While acknowledging the potential challenges associated with the political
dynamics related to the geographical concept of «Turan» it is crucial to
recognize the simultaneous advantages in trade and economic terms. The dual
continental presence of the state, straddling both Europe and Asia, becomes a
strategic asset [9]. This unique geographical location opens avenues for
multifaceted cooperation, allowing the state to leverage its position for
mutually beneficial partnerships on both sides.
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Despite any negative political aspects tied to the concept of «Turan» the
economic dividends of such a state would be substantial. The geographical
intersection between Europe and Asia not only facilitates trade but also
presents an opportunity for the state to act as a bridge, fostering economic
collaboration between two dynamic continents. This inherent advantage could
position the unified Turkic state as a hub for commerce, innovation, and
cultural exchange, creating a harmonious nexus that transcends regional
boundaries.

In essence, the economic promise of a unified Turkic state extends beyond
mere statistics, offering a transformative vision that intertwines, eeenomic
growth, strategic positioning, and collaborative potential. As this_prespective
state navigates the complexities of its geopolitical landscape, theyeconomic
advantages derived from its dual presence in Europe and Asia“lay the
groundwork for a resilient and globally impactful economieyfuture

Social prospects. Turning our attention to the social pfespeets of a potential
«Turany, it becomes evident that the people of the coumtriés encompassed in
this vision would hold an ambivalent stance toward the préspect of unification.
Despite sharing a common history and similarffycultaral roots, the distinctive
cultural characteristics, values, languages, afidysoeial norms across these six
countries introduce complexities that miay shape divergent attitudes.

Within the societies of these nations, aynuanced perspective prevails, with
the population divided into two distinct gategories regarding the idea of a
single Turkic country. On one hand, there are those who fervently support this
initiative, viewing it as a pathway to strengthened cultural ties, shared
prosperity, and collective identityw©n the other hand, there exists a segment of
society that stands againstlunification, skeptical of the potential challenges and
disruptions it may bring,

The opinion offth®people concerning a unified Turkic state thus remains
polarized, refleetive” of 'the intricate social fabric within these nations. The
prospect of unification has the capacity to evoke both ardent approval and
robust support,qas well as profound skepticism and discontent among the
masses. Navigating these social dynamics would be pivotal in determining the
successmand” sustainability of any such initiative, requiring careful
congideration of the diverse perspectives that define the social landscape of the
Turkiefworld.

Concluding the discussion on the prospects for the creation of a single state
for Turkic-speaking peoples, it becomes evident that, given the unfavorable
aspects, the actualization of this idea appears presently unattainable. However,
it is crucial to acknowledge that the current level of cooperation among Turkic
countries is substantial, with ongoing diplomatic, economic, and cultural
collaborations indicating a meaningful synergy.
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The conceptualization of «Turan» with the inclusion of various Turkic
states remains, for now, an ambitious dream primarily championed by pan-
Turkists. While the vision holds cultural and historical significance, the
intricate challenges, both political and social, coupled with the diversity of
ideologies and geographical complexities, make its realization a formidable
task.

Considering the prevailing geopolitical circumstances, the likelihood of
implementing such a project in the foreseeable future appears slim. The
multifaceted nature of the hurdles, including political discord afhong
neighboring states, ideological disparities, and the resistance of globalspowers
to potential regional competitors, all contribute to the compleXity“of turning
this ambitious vision into a tangible reality. In light of these considetations, the
creation of a single state for Turkic-speaking peoples, while any intriguing
prospect, remains a distant and challenging aspiration at thisjuncture.
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KAPTOI'PA®UAJIBIK 91C APKbBLJIbI OKYIIBIJIAPAbIH
BAFAJIAY JAFIBICBIH JAMBITY

Action Research — Oynm oKy MeH OKBITY ToXipuOeciH KeTifmipy
MaKcaThIH/IA albIHFAaH HOTIDKEJCPAIH JKYHell MOHUTOPHHTIMEHw, Oipre
JKOCTIApJIaHFaH, KE3CKTI IC — OpPEKETTePAiH OpPBIHIATYBIH KO3ACHTIH TOCUI.
3epTTey — OKBITYIIBIIAP KYPTi3eTiH XKyHen yiipeHy OOJbI TaObLIaNbI.

IMenarorukajblK ToxKipube aereHiMiz — KoFaMIBIK, (IISMAEOTMKAIBIK
KBI3METTIiH 0acTaybl peTiHle, HAKThI JKaFAaiaapsl, OKYIIbRIAD IEHHOKOHE KEeKe
TYJIFaHbIH ~ CpPEKIIeTKTEpiH eCKepyMeH Oipre, (MeHAFQITHIH  KYMBIC
TOXKIpUOECiHIe TMeAaroruka 3aHgapbl MEH NPUHUNTepPiH) OenceHmi Typae
MEHIrepyl ®oHe icke achIpybl. O3aT MeIaroruKablK TQKIPUOEe — OKYIIBLIAP BT
OKBITYJla JKOHE TopOmeneyne kaHa WICSIAP TYPFBICBIHAH 3epiaeieyre
utepMmeneciini. OHBIH MaKCaThl >KaH-KaKTHYSKETINECH, 3aMaH TajlaOblHA caii
KaOUIeTTI TYIFaHBIH  KaJBIITACYBl ‘GMCH, JaMyblHa BIKIAT  JKacayza
WHHOBAIMSUTBIK ~ OaFBITTaFbl  JKYMBIC TypiepiH YHBIMIACTHIPY MEKTEIl
JKACBIHJIAFbl TYJIFAHBIH TOJBIKKAHIBIGIAMYBIHA OCICCHIUTIK, JKayamKepIILTiK
TaHBITATHIH MEAroT KaybIMbIHA HHHOBANVSUIBIK KYMBIC TYpJIepiH ycbiHy. O3ar
MEJarOTUKANBIK TOXiprOe — TEmarorThlH MeOepiriHiH KOFapbl JeHTeli,
TYPAKTHl TIEJarOTUKAIBIK HOTHKe OCPETIH OKBITY JKOHE TopOHe ToxkipuoOeci.
IMenarorukajabiK 03aT TKipOUeHIiH MaFbIHACHI: IIBIFAPMAIIBUIBIK 13/ICHIC,
JKaHAJBIFEI  Oap  TOXIpHOe,  KaHAIIBUIAAPIBIH  ToXipubeci. MyHnaid
nenarorukajiblK TeKipuoePere KyHabl. COHABIKTAH, OIPIHINI KE3eKTE OCHI
ToXipnOeHi, Tajnad, Oara Oepim, Tapary kepek. JKaii mebepiik TmeH
JKAHAITBUIIBIK, @PAChIHIaFel alBIPMAIIBUTBIKTEL KOpPY KHBIH, ceOedi memaror
FRUIBIMZIA ‘GJITRII TPUHIMITED MEH OMICTepAl KOJIAHBIN, KON JKETKCH
KETIGTIKTEPMEH IIEKTEIMEHI1, KaHa 9icTepl KOJJaHBIIT HEMECE ecKi oJlic—
TECUIZePAl FUIMII eTill YIITACTHIPHIN, OipTe-0ipTe KaHambul Ooaabl, ojai
OoMéa Ke3 KeNreH HKaKChl TOXKIPUOSHI OKBITY TIXKIpHOECiHE eHTi3yre OOoNajpl.
Bipak¥ kaHamblT MEAarorTapAblH  iC-TOKIpUOECIH JKaH-)KaKThl — TaJliall,
KOPBITBIHABIIAN TapaTy Kepek. OcChl TPHUHONTI HeTi3re ama OoThIphm 10
CBHIHBINTApJa «KApTOrpaUsUIBIK dIiC apKbUIbl OKYLIBUIAPABIH Oaranay
JIAF/IBICBIH ITAMBITY» MaKCaThIH/a 3ePTTey cabaFbl )KOCTapIaHIbL.

Oky  OarmapmamacbiHa  coiikec 10 cebmrapma — «Kasakcran
PecnyOnuKachIHBIH ~ 3KOHOMHKAJBIK,  CasCH-TCOrpadUsUIBIK  JKaFIailbly»
TaKBIPBIOBIHAA cabaK oTKi3lry jxocmapiaHmel. CabakThIH OKy MaKCaThIHA
coiikec okymeiap Kazakcran PecryOmuKachIHBIH QJICYMETTIK, JKOHOMHUKAIIBIK
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