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Preface

Humanity and our planet have been going through hard times. We have 
been witnessing state-level warfare with the involvement of global forces 
that included nuclear threat which the world had forgotten. We have been 
witnessing civil wars, based either on religious or ethnic rivalry, that re-
sulted in mass murders and internal and international mass immigration. 
We are talking about 100 million displaced people in the world which is re-
garded as the record level in history. Economic crises reshape the economic 
state and income distribution in favor of rich people or rich states while 
aggravating economic conditions for poorer. According to the UN World 
Food Programme, a record 349 million people across 79 countries are fac-
ing acute food insecurity while more than 900,000 people worldwide are 
fighting to survive in famine-like conditions.

Respect and tolerance for diversities, such as ethnicity or religion, has 
been decreased to great extent where discrimination, hatred and intoler-
ance have become normal all around the world. Provocateurs are burn-
ing holy books to instigate social disorders that might lead to new crises. 
We have been witnessing a new form of slavery in the 21st century and it 
seems it is worsening. Even in developed states, women are suffering al-
though “motherhood” has been regarded one of the most important sta-
tuses and value in the world. Despite international agreements and efforts, 
children are driven into work which are not suitable for them, and they 
are working under miserable conditions. Many children, especially young 
girls, are deprived of education they deserve. We do not provide a com-
mon and proper horizon for them.

Based on the existing data, the Earth is the only planet that hosts liv-
ing creatures. Unfortunately, we have been experiencing a huge Climate 
Change crisis we, human beings, have caused. None of the living creatures 
harm nature and the environment than the humans who is regarded as the 
only intelligent living creatures.  Human actions are resulting in the ex-
tinction of other species. Neither regional nor international efforts remain 
insufficient to curb the crisis.
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Recent development clearly highlighted that borders are not able to 
contain local or regional crises. We should work all together to cope with 
all problems we have been witnessing and suffering. We need to imagine 
a Common Horizon for Humanity and the Planet for ours and especially 
for our children’s future. The project titled “Imagining a Common Horizon 
for Humanity and the Planet” organized by Cappadocia University which 
brought distinguished scholars together is a very important and valued 
step to remind international community that the future of the Humanity 
and the Planet is bound to a global perspective. We hope more steps and 
efforts will follow suit.

                                                              Alev Alatlı
Founder Chairwoman of the Board of Trustees

                                                       Cappadocia University
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Cappadocia University embarked on an international and interdisci-
plinary project on the future of humanity and our planet titled “Imagin-
ing A Common Horizon for Humanity and the Planet”. 

The Project convened intellectuals and thinkers from across the arts 
and sciences to consider one of the most fundamental issues of contem-
porary philosophy: How can we build a common horizon for the future 
of the humanity and the planet? It aimed to bring together the leading 
thinkers of the world, to create an international intellectual platform that 
draws its strength from human dignity, and that aims to build for the fu-
ture of humanity and the planet with a holistic synergy with a view to of-
fering humanity a common horizon. As Cappadocia University, our vision 
in this regard is to provide an academic platform from where esteemed in-
tellectuals from around the world can share their visions for the common 
future of humanity and our planet, and to comment on the challenges and 
opportunities they envisage.

We believe that Public Diplomacy and its application in Foreign Af-
fairs are crucial tools to achieve this vision. This book is a product of this 
project contributed by distinguished diplomats and scholars who discussed 
and analyzed the topic from their expertise and perspectives. 

Dr. Yousaf JUNAID, Ambassador of Pakistan to Türkiye, discusses the 
relation between Pakistan and Türkiye and analyses how public diplomacy 
based on shared values and cultural affinity helped to strengthening Pa-
kistan-Türkiye ties.

M. Amanul HAQ, Ambassador of Bangladesh to Türkiye, discusses 
the effect of Public Diplomacy in Foreign Affairs from the perspective of 
Bangladesh.

Caferino Adrian Valdez PERALTA, Ambassador of Paraguay to Tür-
kiye, analyses the relationship between Paraguay and Türkiye focusing on 
historical, cultural, and tourism ties and explains the role of public diplo-
macy in this relationship.

https://commonhorizon.kapadokya.edu.tr/etkinlik/dis-politikada-kamu-diplomasisi/public-diplomacy-in-foreign-affairs-bangladesh-perspective/
https://commonhorizon.kapadokya.edu.tr/etkinlik/dis-politikada-kamu-diplomasisi/public-diplomacy-in-foreign-affairs-bangladesh-perspective/
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Rodrigo ARCOS, Ambassador of Chile to Türkiye, discuss how the di-
plomacy and foreign policy is interrelated with public diplomacy and un-
derlines the importance of public diplomacy for the enhancing the rela-
tionship between Paraguay and Türkiye.

Dr. Faed MUSTAFA, Ambassador of Palestine to Türkiye, states strug-
gle of Palestine to convey their messages to the world and explains Pales-
tine’s efforts in public diplomacy.

M.J. AKBAR, former Foreign Minister of India, analyses the status and 
importance of India and Türkiye in the new world order and discusses the 
relation of India and Türkiye from a historical perspective.

Dr. Baktygul KALAMBEKOVA, served as Ambassador of Kyrgyz Re-
public for a long time, discusess public diplomacy efforts of Kyrgyztan 
since its independence. 

Dr. Nagif HAMZAYEV, Member of the National Assembly of Azer-
baijan discusses the process of return to West Azerbaijan and analyses the 
new peace atmosphere in Caucasia.

Zhanat MOMYNKULOV, Assoc. Prof. at Lev Gumilyov Eurasian Na-
tional University of Kazakhstan,  focuses on the Kazakhstan’s understanding 
of soft power in Foreign Policy and discusses its potential and performance.

László VASA, Professor at Szêchenyi Istvân University, discusses the 
public diplomacy efforts in foreign policy of Hungary. 

Ahmet Zeki BULUNÇ who served as ambassador of Turkish Repub-
lic of Northern Cyprus (TRNC) discusses the public diplomacy efforts of 
TRNC from a historical perspective.

Cappadocia University will continue to provide a platform to discuss 
and analyze international crises and to offer solutions to mitigate the ef-
fects of the problems we face. Cappadocia University is determined to urge 
international community to Imagine a Common Horizon for Humanity 
and the Planet.

Prof. Hasan Ali Karasar
Rector of Cappadocia University

https://kpdk.link/SB-ZM-EN
https://kpdk.link/SB-ZM-EN


 Dr. Yousaf Junaıd 1

Strengthening Pakistan-Türkiye Ties through Shared Values 
and Cultural Affinity: A Public Diplomacy Perspective

 Dr. Yousaf Junaid
Ambassador of Pakistan to Türkiye

Introduction

The fraternal relationship between Pakistan and Türkiye has long been 
encapsulated in the phrases “One Nation, Two States” and “heart-to-heart 
ties.” These expressions are not merely rhetorical flourishes but reflect a 
deep-rooted and historically sustained connection, grounded in shared his-
tory, religious and cultural commonalities, and mutual respect.

Türkiye was among the earliest nations to recognize Pakistan follow-
ing its independence in 1947. Since then, diplomatic and political relations 
have remained consistently strong, enduring leadership transitions in both 
countries. Nevertheless, despite longstanding goodwill, bilateral trade re-
mains modest—hovering around USD 1.2 billion—falling short of its po-
tential. Structural trade complementarities and tariff barriers have histori-
cally constrained economic growth, although the bilateral trade agreement 
signed in 2022 seeks to address these challenges through tariff reductions 
and new facilitative measures.

Bilateral solidarity has been especially evident in times of humanitar-
ian crises. Both countries have extended swift and substantial assistance 
to one another during natural disasters, including earthquakes and floods. 
The spirit of mutual support also manifests in youth engagement, cultural 
exchange, and educational collaboration—sectors increasingly recognized 
as pillars of long-term connectivity and trust.

Despite geographical distance, Pakistan and Türkiye continue to deepen 
their partnership through multidimensional cooperation. Looking ahead, 
collaboration in education, innovation, defense, and economic integra-
tion presents significant opportunities. At its core, the Pakistan-Türkiye 
relationship is anchored in a unique blend of historical consciousness and 
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forward-looking public diplomacy that emphasises empathy, mutual un-
derstanding, and unwavering support in times of need.

1. Historical Perspective 

The relationship between Pakistan and Türkiye is best described not as 
a typical bilateral partnership, but as a profound fraternity—one rooted in 
centuries-old cultural and spiritual affinity. For many across both nations, 
particularly those who have lived beyond their fifth decade, this bond has 
been evidenced through countless shared moments of solidarity and kin-
ship. The phrase “One Nation, Two States” is not a recent diplomatic con-
struction, but rather an encapsulation of an enduring emotional and civ-
ilizational connection.

The Indian subcontinent—homeland to the majority of Pakistan’s 
population—was historically dominated by Hindu traditions until the ar-
rival of Muslim dynasties, among them the Mughal Empire, which stood 
preeminent. Founded by Zahir-ud-Din Babur, a Turkic leader of Central 
Asian origin from the Khwarezm region, the Mughal Empire not only es-
tablished political dominance but also introduced cultural and linguistic 
elements that transformed the subcontinent. Governing a vast and diverse 
populace, Babur recognized the need for a unifying medium of commu-
nication and governance. The result was the development of a new lingua 
franca—Urdu—whose name is derived from the Turkish word ordu, mean-
ing “army” or “camp.”

Urdu emerged as a vehicle of cultural synthesis, integrating elements 
from Persian, Arabic, Turkish, and local languages. It became a symbol of 
Muslim identity and administrative cohesion in the region. The deep cul-
tural penetration of Turkish influence is evident in Urdu’s vocabulary, which 
retains over 6,500 words of Turkish origin—terms such as çet (troop), du-
var (wall), zemin (ground), masa (table), aşk (love), tercüme (translation), 
and müteferrik (various) continue to be widely used. This linguistic inher-
itance is not incidental, but rather the outcome of sustained civilizational 
exchange that dates back to the early Mughal period.

Cuisine, too, became a medium of cultural fusion. Dishes such as ke-
bab and pilav (locally known as pulao) were assimilated into South Asian 
gastronomy, albeit with regional adaptations. For example, the extensive 
use of spices in Pakistani cuisine reflects not only local preferences but also 
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historical necessities related to food preservation in a hotter climate—ne-
cessities less relevant in the temperate Turkish environment.

Such exchanges are emblematic of a broader pattern of cultural evolu-
tion that binds the two societies. Contrary to the common assumption that 
bilateral solidarity began during Türkiye’s War of Independence, histori-
cal records reveal much earlier interactions. Khan Bahadur Hassan Ali, a 
distinguished scholar from Karachi, was awarded the title Effendi by Sul-
tan Abdulhamid II for his contributions during the Russo-Turkish War of 
1877. This act of recognition reflects the depth and longevity of mutual re-
spect between the peoples.

Support during Türkiye’s struggle for independence was not merely 
political—it was emotional, spiritual, and collective. The reverence for the 
Ottoman Caliphate, which embodied Muslim unity, catalyzed widespread 
support from the subcontinent. Figures like Abdul Rahman Peshawari, who 
led a medical mission to Türkiye in 1912 and eventually became its first 
ambassador to Afghanistan, exemplify this spirit of service and sacrifice.

Poetry, the literary soul of both nations, played a critical role in artic-
ulating solidarity. Even before Pakistan’s formation, poets such as Allama 
Muhammad Iqbal galvanized public sentiment in support of Türkiye. Un-
able to contribute financially, Iqbal organized public poetry recitals to raise 
funds for the Turkish cause. His celebrated poem on the martyrs of Trip-
oli— in which a young girl offers a vial of martyr’s blood to the Prophet 
Muhammad (PBUH)—resonated deeply across the subcontinent and was 
recited widely in literary gatherings (mushairas), becoming a rallying cry 
for pan-Islamic solidarity.

Iqbal’s intellectual affinity with Mehmet Akif Ersoy—the Turkish na-
tional poet and author of the Turkish national anthem—further enriched 
this cultural bridge. Their mutual admiration and frequent exchanges em-
bodied a shared vision: the revival of the Islamic world, resistance to impe-
rialism, and the pursuit of intellectual and spiritual awakening.

2. Evolution of Bilateral Relations 

The foundations of the Pakistan-Türkiye relationship were laid long be-
fore Pakistan’s formal creation in 1947. Nonetheless, the post-independence 
era witnessed the immediate consolidation of these historical ties into a 
modern diplomatic framework. Türkiye was among the first countries to 
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formally recognize Pakistan’s independence, and the appointment of one 
of Türkiye’s most distinguished statesmen as its first ambassador to Islam-
abad reflected the importance Türkiye attached to this new relationship.

Unlike many bilateral relationships that ebb and flow with changing 
political climates or leadership transitions, the Pakistan-Türkiye bond has 
remained unwavering. Since 1947, the relationship has been characterized 
by mutual priority, underscored by shared values, mutual trust, and con-
sistent diplomatic alignment. At no point has this partnership descended 
into mere formality or indifference; rather, it has consistently reflected 
warmth, respect, and fraternity.

High-level exchanges have continued to play a vital role in reinforcing 
this bond. Prime Minister Shehbaz Sharif has visited Türkiye twice during 
his current tenure, and leaders from both countries regularly engage on 
the sidelines of international forums—be it the UN, the D-8, or summits 
such as those held in Cairo. These interactions serve not only to reaffirm 
the strength of the bilateral relationship but also to synchronize strategic 
outlooks on regional and global affairs.

The commemoration of seventy years of diplomatic relations through a 
commemorative postal stamp—featuring the eminent poets Allama Iqbal 
and Mehmet Akif—symbolizes the cultural and philosophical depth of 
this alliance.

Structurally, the Pakistan-Türkiye partnership has evolved into a highly 
institutionalized framework. From the outset, the two countries have sup-
ported each other on core political issues and maintained convergent po-
sitions in international forums. There has never been a period marked by 
strategic divergence or dissonance. Mutual consultations and coordinated 
stances have been hallmarks of this enduring collaboration.

One of the most defining characteristics of this bilateral relationship is 
its immunity from fluctuations in political leadership. Whether in Islam-
abad or Ankara, successive governments have preserved the same level of 
engagement and commitment. While personal rapport among leaders—
such as the longstanding ties between President Erdoğan and former Prime 
Minister Nawaz Sharif—has enhanced mutual understanding, the essence 
of the relationship lies in its foundation on shared cultural, religious, and 
ideological principles rather than personal diplomacy alone.
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This enduring nature has been most visible in moments of interna-
tional scrutiny or challenge. When Pakistan faced scrutiny by the Finan-
cial Action Task Force (FATF), Türkiye was among the first nations to offer 
robust diplomatic support. Conversely, when Türkiye encountered simi-
lar challenges, Pakistan reciprocated with equal solidarity, demonstrating 
that this relationship transcends transactional diplomacy and is rooted in 
principled allegiance.

In the realm of defence cooperation, the partnership has grown sub-
stantially. The joint production of four MILGEM-class corvettes exempli-
fies this synergy. Two ships were constructed in Pakistan and two in Tür-
kiye, reflecting a balanced and strategic collaboration. One has already 
been inducted into the Pakistan Navy, and others are at various stages of 
completion. These projects not only enhance military capabilities but also 
signify mutual strides toward self-reliance.

Similarly, Pakistan has developed and supplied 52 Mushshak trainer 
aircraft to Türkiye. These platforms serve as an important symbol of in-
digenous capability and bilateral trust. The collaboration extends to regu-
lar joint training exercises and defense knowledge exchange, further insti-
tutionalizing the security partnership.

Economically, however, the relationship has yet to fulfill its potential. 
Despite the scale and complementarity of both economies, bilateral trade 
remains modest, at around USD 1.2 billion. Structural challenges have hin-
dered growth, particularly the lack of complementary export baskets. Pa-
kistan’s exports are heavily textile-based, while Türkiye’s needs in this sec-
tor are comparatively limited. Additionally, a general protective tariff on 
yarn imposed by Türkiye affected Pakistan’s textile exports, though it was 
not specifically targeted.

Recognizing the need to overcome these limitations, both sides signed 
a Trade and Goods Agreement in 2022. Under this framework, Türkiye of-
fered tariff reductions or eliminations on 261 items, while Pakistan recip-
rocated with reductions on 159 items. This initiative, while not exhaustive, 
constitutes a meaningful foundation for expanded trade relations. Prod-
ucts such as Pakistani mangoes—which are now increasingly recognized 
in Türkiye for their unique quality—illustrate the scope for niche market 
growth. Similarly, Turkish products are entering the Pakistani market at 
competitive rates, benefiting from reduced tariffs. Talks are now under-
way to increase the scope of this agreement. 
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The shared ambition, articulated by President Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, 
to elevate bilateral trade to USD 5 billion within a defined timeframe, re-
mains a focal point of economic diplomacy. The implementation of the 2022 
agreement offers an opportunity to transform ambition into achievement.

Solidarity during humanitarian crises remains another defining fea-
ture of Pakistan-Türkiye relations. When Türkiye experienced the dev-
astating Marmara earthquake in 1999, Prime Minister Nawaz Sharif was 
the first foreign leader to visit the disaster site within hours of the quake. 
Conversely, following the catastrophic 2005 earthquake in Muzaffarabad, 
Türkiye’s President Erdoğan (then Prime Minister) led the international 
response, dispatching the first medical team and critical aid to Pakistan.

Again in 2020, following the Elazığ earthquake, Pakistan mobilized 
one of the largest logistical operations in recent memory, dispatching over 
70,000 winter tents within 17 days. This required unprecedented coordi-
nation between state institutions, national airlines, and the armed forces. 
The urgency and scale of the response reflected the depth of emotional sol-
idarity shared by both peoples.

Such acts of mutual assistance underscore a simple yet powerful princi-
ple: when tragedy strikes one, the other responds as though it were its own.

3. Cultural and Educational Exchange 

Cultural and educational linkages have long served as essential con-
duits for deepening the Pakistan-Türkiye relationship. Historically, these 
domains have played a critical role in fostering mutual understanding, peo-
ple-to-people connectivity, and long-term affinity between the two nations. 
Over the years, this exchange has not only endured but has also evolved to 
reflect new dynamics and opportunities.

In earlier decades, the flow of students and scholars primarily origi-
nated in Türkiye and headed to Pakistan. Turkish students and intellectu-
als often found academic homes in Pakistani universities, benefiting from 
shared Islamic traditions and linguistic familiarity. Today, this dynamic has 
broadened significantly. With the expansion of Türkiye’s higher education 
sector, a growing number of Pakistani students are now pursuing univer-
sity degrees at Turkish institutions. It is estimated that between 3,600 and 
4,000 Pakistani students are currently enrolled in various universities across 
Türkiye, especially in major cities such as Ankara, Istanbul, and Konya.
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This academic engagement has been further strengthened through in-
stitutional collaborations. The Maarif Foundation, in particular, has played 
an instrumental role in expanding educational infrastructure in Pakistan. 
The recent establishment of a school in Multan—formally inaugurated by 
the Turkish Minister of Education, His Excellency Mr. Yusuf Tekin—ex-
emplifies the impact of civil society initiatives in reinforcing bilateral ed-
ucational ties. Such institutions function as bridges between the two so-
cieties, cultivating a new generation of students who, having experienced 
the other culture first-hand, become natural ambassadors of goodwill and 
mutual understanding.

The cultural connection is even more evident in media and entertain-
ment. Turkish television dramas have enjoyed unprecedented popularity 
in Pakistan. Productions such as Diriliş: Ertuğrul (Resurrection: Ertuğrul), 
Muhteşem Yüzyıl (The Magnificent Century), and Aşk-ı Memnu (Forbid-
den Love) have captivated Pakistani audiences and generated immense in-
terest in Turkish history, language, and values. These serials are not merely 
forms of entertainment but also cultural artifacts that offer powerful narra-
tives of identity, faith, resilience, and shared heritage. In recent years, several 
Pakistani television channels have begun airing Turkish content regularly, 
while discussions are underway for joint content production ventures—an 
initiative that could enrich both cultural spheres.

In parallel, Pakistani drama and literature are also gaining traction in 
Türkiye, albeit at a smaller scale. This cultural reciprocity has the poten-
tial to deepen mutual empathy. As visual media becomes one of the most 
potent tools for cultural transmission in the digital age, the two countries 
are increasingly exploring collaborative opportunities in film, television, 
and documentary production.

Academic institutions have also played an essential role in sustaining 
cultural and linguistic ties. Urdu departments have been established in 
several leading Turkish universities, including Ankara University, Istanbul 
University, and Selçuk University. These departments serve not only as sites 
of language instruction but also as platforms for deeper exploration of In-
do-Muslim history, Sufi philosophy, and the literary traditions that unite 
both cultures. The teaching of Urdu in Türkiye and the growing interest in 
Turkish language and literature in Pakistan underscore the desire to pre-
serve and cultivate cultural intimacy at the academic level.
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Generational transmission of these values is key. The older generations 
in both countries—those who recall the sacrifices made by their ancestors 
for each other’s independence movements—carry a natural sense of affin-
ity. However, in the contemporary era, where individuals are constantly in-
undated with information through digital platforms, there is a risk of los-
ing historical consciousness. The ease of accessing vast amounts of content 
online can lead to intellectual overstimulation and confusion, especially 
among younger audiences. In such an environment, it becomes even more 
important to ensure that the next generation remains anchored in shared 
values and historical knowledge.

Cultural and educational engagement must therefore be seen not as 
supplementary, but as central to the diplomatic architecture between Pa-
kistan and Türkiye. As the world grows increasingly complex and polar-
ized, it is these people-centered exchanges that sustain the emotional and 
intellectual foundations of long-term bilateral cooperation.

Geographically, the two nations may be separated by over 6,000 ki-
lometers, yet in terms of sentiment, they remain remarkably close. It is 
through the sustained transmission of cultural memory, academic collab-
oration, and media engagement that this closeness can be preserved and 
deepened across generations.

4. Public Diplomacy and the Digital Era 

In today’s complex and multi-layered international environment, pub-
lic diplomacy has emerged as a vital dimension of statecraft. For countries 
such as Pakistan and Türkiye—both strategically located and historically 
embedded in regional turbulence—public diplomacy is not simply about ex-
ternal communication; it is a means of articulating national identity, shap-
ing global perceptions, and fostering meaningful international partnerships. 
In this context, the Pakistan-Türkiye relationship stands as a compelling 
example of how shared values, emotional affinity, and cultural depth can 
be mobilized to enhance bilateral engagement in a rapidly evolving world.

Modern diplomacy—whether traditional or public—must be both sin-
cere and strategic. The essence of Pakistan-Türkiye public diplomacy lies 
in mutual development, shared defense interests, and the collective pursuit 
of cultural, linguistic, and ethical cohesion. This is not a transactional re-
lationship based on ephemeral gains, but a moral and emotional commit-
ment that transcends material considerations.
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Genuine support, when given in times of need, acquires value far be-
yond its material worth. A contribution, however modest in monetary 
terms, carries immense symbolic significance when it stems from solidar-
ity and compassion. While Pakistan and Türkiye have both received inter-
national aid in times of crisis, what distinguishes their bilateral support is 
the presence of heartfelt intent—an element often absent in conventional 
aid. This is what elevates public diplomacy beyond mere diplomacy: it be-
comes an expression of brotherhood and shared destiny.

In this context, public diplomacy also entails safeguarding the cogni-
tive space of the younger generation. Today, social media and digital plat-
forms serve as both enablers and disruptors. While they facilitate global 
communication, they also generate curated narratives, often driven by po-
litical agendas, misinformation, and ideological manipulation. These nar-
ratives are particularly potent in shaping the minds of young people seek-
ing identity, belonging, and direction.

It is therefore imperative for the youth of Pakistan and Türkiye to re-
main vigilant and discerning. Pride in one’s heritage, confidence in shared 
civilizational values, and critical engagement with information must form 
the core of their digital citizenship. Public diplomacy in the digital era is 
not limited to embassies and foreign ministries; it is now practiced by in-
dividuals—especially the young—through every post, comment, and click.

The survival and success of Pakistan and Türkiye in the international 
system are increasingly interdependent. The global order is undergoing 
fragmentation, with competing power centers, unpredictable alliances, and 
intensifying ideological polarization. Amid this uncertainty, the harmony 
between Pakistan and Türkiye remains a rare example of principled consis-
tency. Their partnership, rooted in shared perspectives and reciprocal trust, 
provides a model of cooperation that is both resilient and forward-looking.

Public diplomacy must therefore be reimagined not only as a strategic 
tool of influence but also as a reaffirmation of values—trust, respect, his-
torical consciousness, and cultural confidence. The enduring Pakistan-Tür-
kiye relationship is not a product of chance; it is a manifestation of these 
values in action. By strengthening their people-to-people ties, preserving 
cultural memory, and jointly confronting digital disinformation, the two 
countries can ensure that their diplomatic legacy continues to inspire fu-
ture generations.
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5. Institutionalization of Pakistan–Türkiye Friendship 

Over the years, public discourse in both Pakistan and Türkiye has oc-
casionally raised the prospect of a deeper regional integration mechanism, 
perhaps akin to the EU, involving both countries—either bilaterally or 
within a broader regional framework. While such aspirations reflect the 
depth of mutual goodwill, practical constraints such as geographical dis-
tance—over 6,000 kilometers—pose limitations to any EU-style integra-
tion. Nonetheless, both countries have successfully developed a robust in-
stitutional framework to manage and advance their cooperation across a 
broad range of sectors.

At the heart of this framework is the High-Level Strategic Coopera-
tion Council (HLSCC), which brings together the heads of government 
and state from both sides each year. Within this structure, multiple joint 
working groups operate across priority areas, including defense, education, 
health, trade, and culture. Some of these domains—particularly education 
and defense—have witnessed notable success, while others, such as trade, 
are progressing more gradually.

While the physical realities may preclude a supranational integration 
model akin to the EU or ASEAN, the existing HLSCC mechanism ensures 
structured, high-level engagement and provides a platform for resolving 
issues, sharing expertise, and coordinating regional and international po-
sitions. Importantly, this system also institutionalizes continuity, ensur-
ing that bilateral cooperation is sustained regardless of changes in politi-
cal leadership.

Beyond bilateral mechanisms, multilateral forums also play a role in 
shaping cooperation. The Organization of Islamic Cooperation (OIC), for 
instance, remains a key platform for articulating shared positions on issues 
affecting the Islamic world. However, the absence of a strong economic in-
tegration component has limited the OIC’s operational impact, rendering 
it more representational than transformative. Still, its symbolic and diplo-
matic value remains significant, and both Pakistan and Türkiye continue 
to advocate for stronger coordination within this forum.

A historical precedent for regional collaboration can be found in the 
establishment of the Regional Cooperation for Development (RCD) in 
1964 by Türkiye, Pakistan, and Iran. This early initiative aimed to fos-
ter socio-economic development through shared infrastructure and com-
mercial cooperation. Although its momentum was disrupted by political 
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upheavals—particularly the fall of the Shah in Iran—the underlying vision 
remained valid. With the eventual formation of the Economic Cooperation 
Organization (ECO), the scope of the original RCD was broadened to in-
clude other regional states, including the Central Asian republics and Af-
ghanistan. The ECO Bank, headquartered in Istanbul, was established to 
support small and medium-sized enterprises across member countries, with 
equal capital contributions from Pakistan, Türkiye, and Iran.

While the political dimension of ECO was scaled down, its economic 
focus provided renewed momentum for practical collaboration. However, 
the challenge remains to translate these platforms into vehicles for mean-
ingful intra-regional trade. The Muslim world continues to rely dispro-
portionately on external trade partners, despite the presence of vast in-
ternal markets and complementary resources. Organizations such as the 
ECO and the D-8 (Developing Eight) must therefore be revitalized to un-
lock their full potential.

Efforts toward institutionalizing bilateral cooperation also intersect with 
broader global and regional dynamics. For instance, Pakistan’s member-
ship in the South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation (SAARC)—of 
which Türkiye is not a member—has been constrained by longstanding geo-
political tensions. In contrast, the D-8, of which both Pakistan and Türkiye 
are founding members, offers more promise. Although initially hampered 
by regional challenges, the D-8 has recently gained renewed momentum. 

Institutional development must also align with economic priorities. A 
key challenge lies in harmonizing private sector interests with national stra-
tegic objectives. Short-term profit considerations often drive business de-
cisions, whereas state diplomacy must focus on long-term mutual benefit. 
Bridging this gap requires both governments to develop regulatory frame-
works and incentives that guide commercial actors toward mutually ad-
vantageous cooperation.

Student exchange remains one of the most successful forms of insti-
tutional engagement. A growing number of students from both countries 
pursue academic opportunities in each other’s institutions. The Interna-
tional Islamic University in Islamabad, for example, remains a preferred 
destination for Turkish students seeking Islamic theological education, 
while thousands of Pakistani students pursue higher education in Türki-
ye’s leading universities.
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In the current phase of national development, both Türkiye and Paki-
stan have made significant strides in infrastructure and institutional matu-
rity. The focus, therefore, must shift from physical connectivity to intellec-
tual, economic, and technological integration. In this regard, institutional 
mechanisms are not merely bureaucratic arrangements; they are strategic 
tools for aligning national visions, mobilizing people-to-people connectivity, 
and safeguarding shared values in an increasingly fragmented global order.

Pakistan’s foreign policy approach continues to emphasize non-interfer-
ence, cooperative engagement, and regional peace. This principle governs 
its interactions not only with Türkiye but with all neighboring countries. 
Even in challenging geopolitical contexts—such as hosting millions of Af-
ghan refugees in the 1970s despite limited resources—Pakistan has prior-
itized humanitarian responsibility and regional stability. This posture is 
reflected in Pakistan’s diplomatic behavior at international forums, where 
it has consistently supported consensus-based resolutions promoting sov-
ereignty, self-determination, and peaceful coexistence.

The institutionalization of the Pakistan-Türkiye relationship is, there-
fore, not only a reflection of their mutual trust and historical affinity but 
also a strategic necessity. It allows both nations to navigate global uncer-
tainties with cohesion, adaptability, and purpose.

Conclusion 

The relationship between Pakistan and Türkiye transcends the conven-
tional parameters of diplomatic engagement. It is a fraternal bond, anchored 
in a deep reservoir of shared historical memory, cultural affinity, and spir-
itual solidarity. Often described as “One Nation, Two States,” this partner-
ship is not merely a reflection of political alignment but a manifestation of 
enduring people-to-people connections and a common civilizational ethos.

Rooted in early 20th-century solidarity—long before Pakistan emerged 
as an independent state in 1947—the bilateral relationship has been marked 
by consistent support on matters of national and international significance. 
Türkiye was among the earliest to recognize Pakistan’s sovereignty, and 
since then, both countries have reliably championed each other’s causes 
in multilateral forums. Whether confronting natural disasters, diplomatic 
challenges, or developmental needs, Pakistan and Türkiye have repeatedly 
demonstrated unwavering support and mutual advocacy.
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This solidarity is perhaps most visible in moments of adversity. Both na-
tions have stood by each other during earthquakes, floods, and other crises, 
with their responses characterized by immediacy, sincerity, and empathy. 
These acts of compassion are not mere gestures of goodwill; they reflect the 
emotional infrastructure of a relationship carefully nurtured over decades.

Cultural and educational exchanges have further deepened this founda-
tion. Thousands of students, language learners, and cultural practitioners 
have contributed to an evolving narrative of mutual understanding. Shared 
literary traditions, common linguistic elements, and a vibrant exchange of 
artistic expressions have fostered a deep familiarity between societies. Me-
dia, academia, and civil society continue to serve as the bridges that sus-
tain this closeness across generations.

The strategic dimension of the relationship is equally robust. Defence 
collaboration, joint military production, and coordinated diplomatic efforts 
underscore a shared vision for regional stability and self-reliance. In the 
economic sphere, despite some structural limitations, both sides have made 
significant strides toward realizing greater trade and investment potential. 
Recent initiatives, including preferential trade agreements and targeted sec-
toral cooperation, signal a renewed commitment to unlocking this promise.

However, the full potential of this relationship is yet to be realized. Eco-
nomic integration remains below its true potential, and multilateral plat-
forms have yet to harness the combined strength of Pakistan and Türkiye 
fully. The road ahead requires sustained investment in institutional coor-
dination, private-sector alignment, and youth engagement—areas where 
both states have made progress but where much more remains to be done.

In a world marked by rising polarization, ideological contestation, and 
strategic fragmentation, the Pakistan-Türkiye partnership offers a rare model 
of consistency, mutual trust, and principled diplomacy. It is not a relation-
ship based on shifting alliances or immediate gains, but on enduring val-
ues, historical loyalty, and a vision of shared progress.

The future trajectory of this relationship must therefore prioritize in-
clusive development, joint innovation, and resilient cooperation in the face 
of global challenges. At its heart, this partnership is anchored in an unspo-
ken yet deeply felt commitment to one another’s success and security. It is 
this ethos that will continue to guide Pakistan and Türkiye as they shape 
a shared future—one defined not by geography alone, but by brotherhood, 
purpose, and mutual destiny.
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Public Diplomacy in Foreign Affairs: 
Bangladesh Perspective

M. Amanul Haq
Ambassador of Bangladesh to Türkiye

Introduction

Historical solidarity is a cornerstone of modern Bangladesh-Türkiye re-
lations, often referenced in diplomatic and cultural exchanges. The legacy 
of Mustafa Kemal Atatürk is deeply respected in Bangladesh. School cur-
ricula include poems and essays honouring his leadership and vision. His 
modernist and secular ideals resonate with Bangladesh’s own aspirations 
for progressive governance and societal development.

The mutual cultural respect has been sustained over decades through 
academic, artistic, and linguistic collaborations. Bangladeshi ambassadors 
prioritize direct interactions with Turkish academia and think tanks. These 
engagements foster dialogue, dispel misconceptions, and highlight oppor-
tunities for collaboration. Universities serve as key platforms for educat-
ing younger generations about each other’s histories, cultures, and shared 
interests.

Celebrating Water Lily Day in Türkiye showcased Bangladesh’s national 
flower and its symbolic importance during the liberation war. Turkish lo-
cals, including municipal officials, enthusiastically participated, fostering 
a shared sense of pride. Such events provide avenues for mutual learning, 
generate goodwill, and deepen emotional ties.

Bangladesh has chosen Türkiye as a trusted partner for defence pro-
curement due to its emphasis on technology transfer and sustainable sys-
tems. Unlike Western countries, which often supply outdated technology, 
Türkiye ensures that Bangladesh receives modern, high-quality equipment 
that remains operational in the long term. 

Türkiye’s balanced approach to international conflicts, such as its me-
diation between Russia and Ukraine, highlights its growing geopolitical 
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influence. The country’s technological advancements, independent for-
eign policy, and proactive diplomacy position it as a rising global power. 

Public diplomacy emphasizes cultural exchange, fostering emotional 
connections between citizens of both nations. Digital platforms, cultural 
festivals, educational collaborations, and media projects serve as critical 
tools for projecting soft power. By focusing on people-to-people connec-
tions, public diplomacy ensures that the bilateral relationship is rooted in 
mutual respect and understanding. These initiatives create a strong foun-
dation for addressing future challenges and seizing opportunities in an in-
terconnected world.

1. Historical and Modern Perspectives of Diplomacy

Bangladesh and Türkiye share a unique closeness, a heart-to-heart con-
nection that transcends physical distance. Thus, Bangladesh and Türkiye 
refer to each other as brotherly countries. The reason for this connection 
goes back to Türkiye’s independence struggle. At that time, there was no 
Bangladesh - it was part of the Indian subcontinent. However, the region of 
Bengal, which includes modern-day Bangladesh, played a significant role. 
Bengali Muslims, in particular, supported Türkiye wholeheartedly - emo-
tionally, physically, and materially.

For example, Bengali Muslim women, who culturally wore many gold 
ornaments, would remove their jewellery and donate it when volunteers 
came door-to-door with clothes to collect funds for Türkiye’s independence 
struggle. This was a profound gesture of solidarity. You can even find ref-
erences to this historical connection on the Turkish Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs’ website.

Bangladeshis grew up learning about Mustafa Kemal Atatürk through 
poems and stories. One of the most famous poems about him was written by 
our national poet and featured in our school textbooks. These connections 
are what we call public diplomacy. They are not about government-to-gov-
ernment interactions, trade agreements, or formal diplomatic relations. In-
stead, they are about people-to-people connections that strengthen the bond 
between two nations. This is the essence of public diplomacy.

Diplomacy is often described as the art of negotiation. It is a very old 
concept, but the way we understand it today is not the same as it was 300 
or 400 years ago. Specifically, modern diplomatic practices are said to have 
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originated in Europe, particularly France. It is generally accepted that the 
French formalized the ceremonial aspects of diplomacy.

In earlier times, diplomacy was primarily about envoys or representa-
tives of one country traveling to another to maintain formal relationships 
and address specific issues. It was often limited to government-level inter-
actions and formal exchanges. Over time, however, diplomacy has evolved 
to include a broader range of practices, such as public diplomacy, which 
focuses on connecting people across nations.

In Europe during the medieval era, it was often the royals who fought 
each other. And sometimes, diplomacy back then could be a dangerous 
game. For example, an envoy from France was sent to England. If he spoke 
to the king in a tone that was considered offensive or disrespectful, the king 
could simply say, “Cut off his head.” That is how it was.

At that time, there was no concept of structured diplomacy or “hard 
diplomacy” as we know it today. To prevent such incidents, certain norms 
and etiquette were gradually established. We could not call them “rules” 
because they were not formalized yet, but these norms dictated that an en-
voy could not simply be killed or harmed, no matter what. This was the 
very first step in developing what we now consider modern diplomacy.

These envoys, over time, came to be known as diplomats. Their pri-
mary role was to foster better relationships between nations, often to avoid 
war. Back then, diplomacy was not about trade or cultural exchange - it 
was mostly about peacekeeping and preventing unnecessary conflicts. This 
was from a Western perspective. 

What diplomats did was often referred to as the art of lying. The idea 
was to craft a lie that sounded like the truth. That was the initial concept 
of diplomacy. Over time, thankfully, it evolved, and the term shifted to 
what we now call the art of negotiation. Professional lying became profes-
sional negotiation.

However, if we view diplomacy through an Islamic historical lens, an-
other dimension emerges. For example, during the time of the Prophet Mu-
hammad (peace be upon him), envoys were also sent to different regions, 
even during times of war. These envoys adhered to a set of moral and eth-
ical norms, including refraining from harming women, children, or civil-
ians during conflict.
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This historical approach highlights that, while the West was developing 
its own version of diplomacy, Islamic traditions also had established norms 
that emphasized ethics and humanity, even in the face of war.

These are the norms. Sometimes these are the rules of war, but at the 
same time, they fall under the purview of the relationship between two en-
tities, such as two states or countries, or even royalty. Diplomacy has been 
a very old profession in politics. We could refer to it as the “art of lying” 
in the past. Nowadays, it is not just about the “art of lying” or the “art of 
negotiation.” It is about the art of presenting facts in a way that strength-
ens or cements the relationship between two nations. There are other defi-
nitions, such as bilateral and multilateral diplomacy.

2. Bilateral Relations: Türkiye and Bangladesh

Bilateral diplomacy refers to the relationship between two countries, 
while multilateral diplomacy involves three or more countries or interna-
tional organizations. In public diplomacy, this also works in the multilat-
eral context by focusing on bilateral diplomacy, particularly the relationship 
between Türkiye and Bangladesh at this moment. Public diplomacy, as the 
name suggests, focuses on the public. There are formal, protocol-based rela-
tionships between two countries, but there are also informal, people-to-peo-
ple contacts, which fall under public diplomacy.

To illustrate this, I joined my post in Ankara, Türkiye, on 27th Febru-
ary 2023. And I am sure you all know about the devastating earthquake 
that occurred on 6th February. The Turkish government, along with many 
other countries around the world, worked tirelessly to address the situa-
tion. Think about Bangladesh, a small country that is one-seventh the size 
of Türkiye. Türkiye is seven times the size of Bangladesh. However, Ban-
gladesh has a population of 185 million, which is double that of Türkiye. It 
is a country with very few significant natural resources, many mouths to 
feed, and various challenges. In terms of development, it was on the path 
to becoming a developing country, but had not yet reached that stage.

Despite its limited capacity, the government did not hesitate for a mo-
ment to send whatever aid they could to help our Turkish brothers and sis-
ters. At the government level, this is known as government-to-government 
(G2G) diplomacy, which typically involves official channels. However, it 
did not stop there because, while the government has limited capacity, the 
people do not. On March 26th, I read in the Daily Sabah that the people 
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of Bangladesh and Pakistan continued to send support, both in cash and 
in kind, to help the Turkish people. This is what we call public diplomacy.

2.1. People-to-People Relations

It is stronger when people know each other, even if they are 5,400 kilo-
meters apart. They feel for one another and take action. Shortly after, I re-
ceived a call from the Turkish Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry. They 
invited me to a ceremony where countries that helped Türkiye were plant-
ing trees. I attended and planted a tree, but the difference is this: Many 
European countries, the U.S., and others were also present, providing sig-
nificant support. However, when the minister heard that I was the ambas-
sador of Bangladesh, he took me by the hand and led me to plant the tree 
first. This is the strength of public diplomacy - bringing people together. 
Such actions also help smooth the way to achieve government-to-govern-
ment objectives between these two countries.  

I have two daughters. They study at a Turkish school. I attend almost 
all of their programs as a parent. One day, the school approached me and 
asked, “What can we do to help the students here learn about Bangladesh?” 
Bangladesh has a very specific date, February 21st. On this day, Bangladeshis 
commemorate Language Martyrs’ Day. In 1952, an attempt was made to 
make Urdu the sole national language of Bangladesh. The people did not 
accept this, and students protested in the streets. The police opened fire, 
and many students were killed on February 21st. Since then, this day has 
been observed as Language Martyrs’ Day in Bangladesh. In 1999, UNE-
SCO declared February 21st as International Mother Language Day to cel-
ebrate and observe all mother languages. You might be surprised to learn 
that every day, at least three to four languages die out worldwide. Only one 
person speaks some of these languages, and once that person passes away, 
the language disappears.

So, the day chosen to celebrate languages is significant. It commemo-
rates the bloodshed of Bangladeshis who gave their lives to protect their 
language. When the school approached me, we discussed how we could 
bring the story of Bangladesh to the students. We decided to celebrate this 
day, not just for Bangladesh, but as International Mother Language Day. 
All the students participated, and we explained how we observe the day 
in Bangladesh.
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What was the result? Students across all age groups learned the name 
of Bangladesh. That is what public diplomacy is. Without struggling with 
protocol or formalities, I successfully introduced Bangladesh to a young 
group of people in Türkiye.

2.2. Adapting Diplomacy in the Digital Age

It is more important now than ever, given the changing global land-
scape and technological developments. And particularly now, we are in 
the age of artificial intelligence. Nowadays, the traditional way of conduct-
ing diplomacy is quite different. Diplomats, for example, an ambassador, 
would have done the following: when there was a presidential election in 
Türkiye, we would have analysed it by watching the election, reading var-
ious newspaper reports, and gathering information. Then, as an ambassa-
dor, I would write a report about the election and send it to the Bangla-
deshi foreign office. There, a Director-General (DG) who was responsible 
for Türkiye would read it, present it to the foreign minister, and explain, 
“Sir, this is what happened in the Turkish election, and our ambassador 
has sent this report. Do you think this is still valid?” However, by the time 
I would have finished typing that report, it would already be on the min-
ister’s phone if they were interested. They would have looked it up imme-
diately to see what happened in the Turkish election.

This leads us to a crucial question: Is traditional diplomacy still relevant? 
What is the role of diplomats now? We can engage in business-to-business 
transactions and communicate directly with people without relying on tra-
ditional diplomatic channels. However, to survive and earn our bread and 
butter as diplomats, we need to make our work relevant. Moreover, this is 
where public diplomacy comes in.

2.3. Bangladesh’s Unique Position and Diplomacy

In Bangladesh, we actually moved away from traditional diplomatic 
practices in the 1990s. Bangladesh, due to its unique geographical location, 
needed a more dynamic approach. It is situated between two major pow-
ers in Asia: India, which surrounds Bangladesh on three sides, and China, 
which, although it does not share a direct border, is only 10-12 kilometers 
away from certain areas in Bangladesh.
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Both India and China are recognized powers in Asia, while Bangla-
desh is a smaller country with limited resources. To maintain its strength 
and ensure its continued development, Bangladesh needed to use diplo-
macy wisely.

There is a saying in Bengali that “If you do not have strength, you must 
be sharp.” This means that, for a country like the USA, a diplomat might 
still succeed despite lacking exceptional skills, simply because their coun-
try is so powerful. However, Bangladesh cannot afford this. Bangladesh’s 
diplomats must be sharp and intelligent in order to make a meaningful im-
pact in diplomacy. This is why we have maintained our relevance. Diplo-
mats are still crucial, and building and strengthening relations with coun-
tries like Türkiye while avoiding suspicion from larger powers requires skill.

And that is how, instead of sticking to traditional diplomatic practices, 
we started focusing on another term: economic diplomacy. During the 
1970s and 1980s, in the Cold War era, which was defined by two super-
powers: the Soviet Union and the U.S., they had their own blocs, and al-
though they did not engage in physical war, there was a psychological bat-
tle between the two. Countries aligned with either the Soviet or U.S. camp 
would receive support from their respective side.

For example, during that time, if a least developed country sought for-
eign aid, it would typically need to align with one of these superpowers. If 
you wanted assistance, you would indicate your alignment with one of the 
blocs. If you did not receive help, you could threaten to switch allegiance. 
However, once the Cold War ended in the early 1990s, countries lost this 
leverage. The rich countries began reducing their foreign aid, leaving many 
nations in a precarious situation. How could they survive?

No one was going to give you free money anymore, so the solution be-
came economic diplomacy. Countries started building economic relation-
ships with others. However, as the saying goes, “Do not put all your eggs 
in one basket,” because that would put you at risk. For example, Bangla-
desh is surrounded by India on three sides and a small part of Myanmar. 
If Bangladesh relied solely on India for trade, India could easily exert con-
trol over the country. Therefore, Bangladesh needed to look for other op-
portunities and resources, and that is where Türkiye came in.

Türkiye has always been considered a “brotherly country” to Ban-
gladesh. However, our economic relationship did not develop as we had 
hoped because Bangladesh was still at an early stage of development. Still, 
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economic diplomacy started to take shape, focusing on investment, busi-
ness, and trade. However, the real challenge is when these relationships do 
not generate the expected profits. How do you handle that?

The solution lies in building people-to-people relationships. Once peo-
ple genuinely like and understand each other, the impact on government 
decisions becomes more positive. For example, when discussing this con-
cept, we often refer to Chett Mazulu’s idea of building relationships that 
transcend just governmental ties.

2.4. Shifts in Relations: Post-2016 Developments

Türkiye and Bangladesh faced some difficult stages in their relationship 
at certain points. Before 2016, Bangladesh made some controversial deci-
sions, like trying war criminals who were supported by some neighbour-
ing countries. These countries managed to convince Türkiye that Bangla-
desh was acting under the influence of other nations. As a result, Türkiye’s 
relationship with Bangladesh cooled for a period. However, after the mil-
itary coup attempt in Türkiye on July 15, 2016, things started to change.

There was a shift in Türkiye’s attitude towards Bangladesh when Ban-
gladesh immediately supported the government, stating that it did not sup-
port any military interference in democratic practices. Türkiye viewed this 
as a sign of solidarity, recognizing Bangladesh as a country that stood by 
Türkiye through thick and thin. This led to a rethinking of relations and 
a more positive perspective. As a result, people-to-people contact between 
the two countries began to increase, especially with Bangladesh focusing 
on public diplomacy at the time.

Turkish ambassadors became more active, visiting universities, engag-
ing in discussions about the countries, and talking about the personal re-
lationships between the peoples of Türkiye and Bangladesh. Gradually, 
this led to stronger ties. Now, if you visit Istanbul, you will see that it is a 
melting pot for both tourists and businesspeople. İstanbul controls 60 to 
70 percent of Türkiye’s economic activities. Bangladeshis who visit and live 
in Istanbul tend to have a strong connection with Türkiye, often referring 
to Turks as their brothers.

Turkish Airlines did not initially fly directly to Dhaka. There was no 
direct flight from Jeddah to Istanbul; flights stopped in Adana before 
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continuing to Istanbul. However, Turkish Airlines gradually expanded its 
reach, first flying via Pakistan to Bangladesh, and now offering direct flights.

Turkish Airlines aired a documentary series titled Aina, which means 
“mirror” in Bengali. It is a word shared in Turkish as well, a reminder of 
the cultural connections stemming from Islamic heritage. I had never seen 
such a positive documentary on Bangladesh before. In it, the interviewer 
navigated through traffic and noise but still conveyed an optimistic view of 
Bangladesh. This is a perfect example of public diplomacy. The interviewer 
was not engaging in formal diplomacy but presented Bangladesh in a way 
that resonated positively with people, especially Bangladeshis who might 
never have flown on Turkish Airlines. Many Bangladeshis, even if they do 
not travel, feel proud and positive about Türkiye’s portrayal of their coun-
try. These are just a few examples. 

2.5. Public Diplomacy in Defense, Education and Culture

The most flourishing sector in the relationship between Bangladesh 
and Türkiye is the defense sector. Many countries produce defense prod-
ucts, particularly NATO members. As a NATO member, Türkiye has sim-
ilar interests in producing and selling defense products as Western coun-
tries do. These countries often focus on selling their products to countries 
like Bangladesh, especially in the Middle East.

However, Bangladesh decided to purchase defense products from a friendly 
country such as Türkiye. Why? Because Türkiye provides advanced, home-
grown technology, its products remain up to date. In contrast, NATO of-
ten provides Bangladesh with outdated equipment, which becomes difficult 
to maintain over time due to a lack of spare parts or technical know-how.

Türkiye not only provides products but also shares technology, which 
is crucial for long-term sustainability. Many other countries do not priori-
tize technology transfer in the same way. Türkiye has been extremely gen-
erous, offering free defense support through training programs, consulta-
tions, and technology sharing. We hold Türkiye’s defense sector in high 
regard and believe we are benefiting greatly from this cooperation.

On the other hand, it is needed to address the role of education. The 
water lily is the national flower of Bangladesh. And there is also a munic-
ipality called Beyşehir in Konya, and it has a lake that produces water lil-
ies in abundance. We contacted the municipality and proposed celebrating 
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Water Lily Day in Türkiye. You cannot imagine how this was received in 
Bangladesh. The entire embassy staff travelled to Beyşehir. We went to the 
lake, where they arranged boats for us. We took pictures, played songs about 
the water lily, and explained to the people the significance of this flower. 
It is not just a national symbol; it was also an emblem of strength and en-
couragement during our liberation war.

Once we shared this event on social media, it had two positive outcomes. 
First, the people in Bangladesh were very touched. Second, other embas-
sies, like my ambassador in Nigeria, noticed it and found similar water lil-
ies in their area. They copied the idea, and at the same time, the people of 
Beyşehir, after seeing it on social media, became interested in Bangladesh 
and agreed to establish a Bangladesh Cultural Center in the region. This 
is another example of public diplomacy.

Now, regarding education and cultural exchange, we have a famous 
song written by our national poet, and the tune of this song was actually 
taken from Türkiye. The song is very popular in Bangladesh. The Turkish 
song is Üsküdar’a Gider İken and the melody of this song was used for our 
song. Üsküdar’a Gider İken is very well-known in Türkiye, and the tune 
has been adopted in Bangladesh. This kind of cultural affinity fosters peo-
ple-to-people connections, and education plays a key role in this process. 
When we try to portray the image of Muslims in different countries, Tür-
kiye always ranks number one in Bangladesh.

It is not the Middle East. We have a similar, though not identical, ap-
proach to Islam. The English term “secular” might not fully capture it, but 
it is a form of moderate Islam. We do not align with extremist ideas. This 
is why we look toward Türkiye and its practices. In Bangladesh, the Su-
fism of Mevlana Jalal ad-Din Rumi is highly respected. He is one of the 
most popular philosophers in Bangladesh. While his teachings have a re-
ligious dimension, he is primarily admired for the depth and richness of 
his philosophical ideas. This connection to Sufism represents another cul-
tural bond between Türkiye and Bangladesh.

Regarding education, we are establishing Memoranda of Understand-
ing (MOUs) between our universities. Ankara University has an MOU with 
a university in Chittagong, facilitating student and faculty exchanges. Ad-
ditionally, we have the Noakhali Science and Technology Institute, which 
has an MOU with NIDA University. These exchanges are part of a regular 
procedure that helps strengthen our educational and cultural ties.



PUBLIC DIPLOMACY IN FOREIGN AFFAIRS24

It is a regular procedure. Students from both countries go to each oth-
er’s universities, and there are also faculty exchanges. During their time 
abroad, the students immerse themselves in the local culture, learn about 
the people, and gain an understanding of the education system. This pro-
cess is essential in building mutual respect and understanding.

We also proposed that two universities were interested in collaborating 
with us, specifically Cappadocia University. After discussions, we agreed to 
exchange documents and identify specific areas of cooperation. These are 
concrete examples of how we are advancing public diplomacy.

In the cultural sector, countless exchanges occur, though they are not 
always at the government-to-government level. A great example of this is 
the TV series Magnificent Century (Muhteşem Yüzyıl), also known as Sultan 
Suleiman in Bangladesh. The series was dubbed in Bengali and has been 
the most popular TV show in the country for the last 10 years.

The impact of this show on public diplomacy is remarkable. After Sultan 
Suleiman, other Turkish series have also gained popularity in Bangladesh, 
further strengthening our cultural ties. Turkish TV series are also popu-
lar in the Western world, not just in the Middle East. Because we Muslims, 
whether secular or liberal-minded, always feel a sense of pride when these 
shows speak about our glorious past. However, I have a problem with this 
because it keeps us focused on the past. We need to look forward as well.

We often talk about how we invented chemistry, astrology, and medical 
science, and while these are indeed significant achievements, we must ask 
ourselves, “What are we doing for the future?” So, while people feel good 
when we discuss historical figures like Saladin (Salah ad-Din), who reso-
nates with people in a remote village in Bangladesh just as much as here, 
we must also look ahead. This is the essence of public communication. This 
is one concrete example of how cultural diplomacy works.

 3. Future Outlook: Bangladesh’s Progress and Türkiye’s Rising 

Global Role

Bangladesh has gone through a major transformation. We had a gov-
ernment in power for 16 years, and there were grievances among the peo-
ple. People protested, but it was a mild protest. The issue was simple: get-
ting access to government services. Students took to the streets to protest 
against the quota system. To join government services, we have quotas for 
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different categories, such as a women’s quota, a freedom fighter quota, a 
tribal quota, and more.

Because of this quota system, meritorious students who perform well 
academically may not be able to access government positions. I can give 
you an example from 1999, 26 years ago: we had about 108,000 applicants 
for a position, and only 12 were selected for the Foreign Service. Of these 
12, only 5 were selected by merit, and the remaining 7 were chosen under 
the quota system.

So, the students were upset because, even if they qualified, they could 
not get the job because of the quotas. They wanted reform of the quota sys-
tem. To cut a long story short, when students protested in the streets, the 
government responded with excessive force. They eventually opened fire, 
and young students, some as young as 16, 17, or 18, were killed.

The police acted as if they were terrorists, and it felt like they were from 
a foreign country, killing their own people. Eventually, it was not just the 
students protesting; the general public joined in as well. To summarize, on 
August 5th, the previous government resigned and left the country. On Au-
gust 8th, a new interim government was formed. This government is not 
permanent; elections will be held to form a permanent government, but 
the interim government is still trying to implement reforms.

There are some challenges on its path to development, but since the 
1990s, Bangladesh has been progressing. We have moved off the list of least 
developed countries and are now classified as a developing country. That 
is a significant improvement, and with the current interim government’s 
efforts, we will continue on this path.

On the other hand, Türkiye has strong principles on certain issues. For 
example, Türkiye has firmly taken positions on issues like Gaza. The is-
sue with Gaza has nothing to do with religion. It is about human rights, 
it is about occupation, and it is about the use of brutal force, among other 
things. Israel is not a country in the traditional sense, though it is a real-
ity, which is fine. However, it was created through a political plot - a plot 
by the British Empire at the time, under the “divide and rule” policy. We 
were victims of that policy in the Indian subcontinent. Nevertheless, Tür-
kiye is playing an important role.

Türkiye’s role is again a balancing act in the region. The way you are 
dealing with both Russia and Ukraine, for example, shows a political 
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strategy that balances interests. At the same time, Türkiye is also known 
for its economy. We often refer to it as the “Mini China” of Eastern Eu-
rope. Do you know why? What does that mean? It means that Türkiye’s 
technology - across various sectors, not just defense - may not be as ad-
vanced as the West’s, but it is cheaper and not tied to any strict conditions 
when exported. Whether in Eastern European countries or Bangladesh, 
Türkiye does not impose conditions such as requiring a Turkish expert to 
accompany the project.

This approach creates a positive impression and suggests that Türkiye 
is heading in a better direction. Leadership plays a crucial role in this pro-
cess, and it is the same for Bangladesh. From an outside perspective, we 
believe this leadership will guide you to maintain your position in the re-
gion and likely in the global arena. For a long time, Türkiye was not a ma-
jor global player.

But now, Türkiye is very proud of its history, including the Ottoman 
Empire, and how we made our way into Europe. We consider it part of our 
legacy. But that’s no longer the reality. However, seeing Türkiye in a posi-
tion of power, able to play a global role, is something we would welcome.

Conclusion

Although Türkiye and Bangladesh are geographically distant, they 
share a strong spiritual connection. A deep sense of brotherhood unites 
these two nations. During the Turkish War of Independence, Bangladesh 
did not yet exist as a country; instead, there were Bengal Muslims in In-
dia. These Muslims supported Türkiye wholeheartedly during its struggle. 
Mustafa Kemal Atatürk is well known in Bangladesh, and this historical 
connection is a significant aspect of public diplomacy.

Diplomacy traditionally refers to the process in which representatives 
of one country, known as envoys, engage with other nations to address is-
sues and strengthen relations. Today, these envoys are known as diplomats, 
and their primary goal is to foster good relations, often to prevent conflict. 
In contemporary times, diplomacy involves presenting facts and ideas in 
ways that help maintain positive relationships between nations. It encom-
passes various actors and practices, including international organizations.

Public diplomacy is not only about formal exchanges but also about spread-
ing ideas, influencing others, and facilitating cross-cultural communication. 
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Traditional methods of diplomacy have evolved in the digital age. Informa-
tion is now easily accessible, and communication takes place across vari-
ous platforms. This raises the question of whether traditional diplomacy re-
mains relevant. To remain effective, diplomacy must adapt to new contexts. 
This is where the role of public diplomacy becomes crucial - it allows coun-
tries to engage in more dynamic, real-time, and people-centered diplomacy.

Bangladesh’s geographical location between two giant countries, India 
and China, gives it a unique position in global affairs. While Bangladesh 
has limited resources, it has used diplomacy effectively to secure support. 
This resource scarcity means that Bangladesh’s diplomats must be especially 
sharp, skilled, and informed to represent their country on the world stage. 
After the Cold War, economic diplomacy became increasingly important. 
Bangladesh, like many other countries, sought to diversify its sources of 
financial aid, and Türkiye was one of the countries that extended support. 
Despite challenges, such as political tensions and external influences, Tür-
kiye and Bangladesh’s diplomatic relationship continued to grow.

There are strong government-to-government diplomatic relations be-
tween Türkiye and Bangladesh. For example, heads of state send condo-
lences and engage in high-level diplomatic communication during and af-
ter a tragic event. However, public diplomacy between the two countries 
is even more robust. 

Bangladesh has made significant strides across various sectors and is 
currently transitioning from a less developed to a more developed country. 
The interim government is focused on implementing reforms, and there 
is optimism about the country’s future. The Ambassador of Bangladesh 
believes that Bangladesh’s future is bright and that the relationship with 
Türkiye will continue to thrive. As Türkiye rises to a leadership role on 
the global stage, Bangladesh will be proud of its connection with Türkiye.
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Paraguay-Türkiye Relations:  
Historical, Cultural, and Tourism Ties

Caferino Adrian Valdez Peralta
Ambassador of Paraguay to Türkiye

Introduction

Paraguay is a country where both Spanish and Guarani are spoken, and 
both languages are integral to the formation of Paraguayan identity. When 
the Spanish first arrived in these lands, unlike in some other Latin Ameri-
can countries, there were no conflicts with the indigenous population. In-
stead, they peacefully intermarried with the Guaraní people, leading to a 
cultural synthesis that shapes Paraguayan identity today. This cultural syn-
thesis has transformed the Paraguayan people into peaceful, hard-working 
individuals with a deep love for nature.

Paraguay was once underrepresented in Türkiye, but this cooperation is 
steadily growing. In addition to the embassy’s activities, many Paraguayan 
youths are now receiving education in Türkiye. Relations between Türkiye 
and Paraguay have a history spanning over 70 years, gaining significant 
momentum with Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdoğan’s visit to Para-
guay in 2018. This historic visit led to the opening of a Turkish Embassy 
in Paraguay, and in return, the Paraguayan Embassy in Türkiye began op-
erations in February 2019.

Since then, significant visits have taken place between the two coun-
tries, both at the state level and in terms of individual relations. Today, Tür-
kiye is highly recognized in Paraguay, not only at an academic level but 
also through literature and the media.

1. History of Bilateral Relations

Paraguay is a country where both Spanish and Guarani are spoken, 
with the roots of Paraguayan identity lying in the use of both languages. 
When the Spanish first arrived in these lands, unlike in some other Latin 
American countries, there were no conflicts with the indigenous people. 
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Instead, upon reaching the current capital, Asunción, they intermarried 
with the Guaraní Indians rather than engaging in conflict. This cultural 
synthesis forms the basis of present-day Paraguayan citizenship, transform-
ing the Paraguayan people into peaceful, hard-working individuals with a 
deep love for nature.

Paraguayan identity emerged from a peaceful fusion of indigenous and 
European elements, unlike many Latin American national identities. This 
unique identity resulted from interaction and cultural fusion, rather than 
conflict. Beginning in the 16th century, intermarriage and missionary ac-
tivities with the indigenous Guaraní people, along with Spanish settle-
ment in the region, brought about not only a demographic mix but also a 
cultural synthesis. As a result, Paraguay is one of the few Latin American 
countries to have incorporated its indigenous language, Guaraní, alongside 
with Spanish into its national identity. Guaraní is recognized as an official 
language alongside Spanish in the Paraguayan Constitution and is actively 
used in daily life by the majority of the population. This demonstrates the 
language’s role not only as a means of communication but also as a symbol 
of national belonging. Today, the identity of “Paraguayan” is shaped by a 
commitment to the Guaraní language, bilingualism, cultural synthesis, and 
the interweaving of indigenous traditions with modern life, placing Par-
aguay in a culturally unique position within Latin America and globally.

Various missionary groups, including Franciscans, Jesuits, and mer-
cedaries, arrived in the region later on. These groups were integral to the 
structure known as the “Jesuit Communities.” To understand that period 
and the relationships between the indigenous people and the missionar-
ies, the film “The Mission” is recommended, as it portrays the arrival of 
the Spanish in the region, their relations with the indigenous people, and 
the process of evangelization. Peaceful coexistence is essential for society.

Paraguay was once underrepresented in Türkiye, but these ties and col-
laborations are strengthening daily. In addition to the embassy’s activities, 
many young Paraguayan people are now receiving education in Türkiye, 
allowing Türkiye to learn more about Paraguay. Turkish-Paraguayan re-
lations have a history spanning over 70 years, gaining significant momen-
tum with Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdoğan’s visit to Paraguay in 
2018. This historic visit led to the opening of a Turkish Embassy in Para-
guay, and in return, the Paraguayan Embassy in Türkiye began operating 
in February 2019. Since then, significant visits have taken place between 
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the two countries, both at the state and individual levels. Today, Türkiye 
is highly recognized in Paraguay, not only academically but also through 
literature and the media.

For example, the Türkiye-Paraguay Parliamentary Friendship Com-
mission’s visit to Paraguay and the contacts held at the commission level 
are highly valuable. Furthermore, Paraguayan ministers of sports and cul-
ture, as well as various members of parliament, have made official visits to 
Türkiye. It is well known that evaluation meetings on political, economic, 
cultural, and other areas are held periodically between the two countries. 
Annual meetings between Türkiye and Paraguay are also held regularly.

2. Cultural Similarities

Today, Türkiye is a highly recognized country in Paraguay. This rec-
ognition is not only achieved at an academic level but also through litera-
ture and the media. Turkish TV series and novels are highly sought after 
in Paraguay. The first question many visitors to Paraguay ask is, “Where 
are popular TV series or the latest movies filmed?” Reflecting this inter-
est, a group of prominent Turkish television actors will soon visit Paraguay.

There are also similarities between Paraguay and Türkiye’s cultures. 
For example, one of Paraguay’s traditional dishes, “Chipaguazú,” or more 
commonly known as “Çorba,” is very similar to some local dishes made 
with corn in the Black Sea region. The Turkish dish called “Alinazik” is 
almost identical to the Paraguayan dish “Polenta.” Paraguay’s most tradi-
tional dessert is also very familiar to the Turks: “Süt pudding.” Such shared 
tastes facilitate cultural rapprochement.

There are currently seven Paraguayan students studying in cities such 
as Izmir, Istanbul, Samsun, Eskişehir, and Çanakkale. These students never 
feel isolated in Türkiye. While the language barrier may initially seem like 
an obstacle, it can be overcome quickly. Paraguayan students learn Turkish 
in as little as three to four months and easily integrate into society. Simi-
larly, Turkish citizens can begin speaking Spanish within three months of 
arriving in Paraguay.

The reason for discussing the origins of Paraguayan identity stems 
from the affinity to Turkish culture. In this context, Guarani is not only 
a language for Paraguay but also a cultural heritage. Turkish also has a 
pronounced nasal-throated pronunciation. Guarani is notable for this 
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characteristic. For example, the word “water” in the Guarani language is 
pronounced with this nasal tone. Therefore, if you are of Turkish descent, 
pronouncing Guarani is not at all difficult. Similarly, Paraguayans are quite 
apt to learn both Spanish and Guarani, and even Turkish.

Culturally, there are very unique elements that unite Paraguay and Tür-
kiye. One of Paraguay’s most important traditional handicrafts, “Ñandutí,” 
or “lace embroidery,” shares significant similarities with Turkish culture. 
But perhaps one of the most universal and unifying aspects of culture is 
sports. For Paraguayans, football is not just a sport; it is a way of life. To-
day, Paraguayan footballers also play in Türkiye. One of the most well-
known names is Óscar Cardozo, nicknamed “Tacuara (Big Cane). As can 
be seen, football also brings Paraguay and Türkiye together.

Football is considered one of the most powerful tools of intercultural 
interaction. More than just a sporting event, it also encompasses multidi-
mensional processes such as identity construction, social belonging, and 
cultural representation. In Paraguay, football is an important part of na-
tional identity. In this context, established clubs like Club Olimpia and Club 
Cerro Porteño hold a significant place at the societal level not only for their 
sporting success but also for the symbolic meaning they carry. The identi-
fication of Turkish football club colors with those of Paraguayan teams fa-
cilitates the formation of symbolic bonds at the individual level. Such ex-
amples demonstrate how sports function as a tool of cultural diplomacy.

Furthermore, the participation of Paraguayan footballers in the Turk-
ish Super League strengthens social interaction between the two countries. 
Examples such as Óscar Cardozo’s playing for Trabzonspor, in particular, 
support the sociocultural transmission created by sports-based migration 
and the rapprochement between the two societies. This can also be con-
sidered within the context of “Soft Power,” as defined by Joseph Nye, be-
cause interactions in cultural spheres contribute to the establishment of 
lasting bonds between peoples.

However, the role played by young people in this process is critical. Sus-
tainability in international relations is possible not only through state-level 
contacts, but also through one-on-one relationships at the academic, cul-
tural, and societal levels. In this context, the academic collaboration be-
tween Cappadocia University and the University of San Sebastián in Para-
guay contributes to strengthening intercultural understanding at the higher 
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education level. Student and faculty exchanges not only transfer knowledge 
but also transform cultural perceptions.

Latin American countries offer not only trade partners for Türkiye but 
also new avenues of cultural and academic interaction. In the age of glo-
balization, the concept of geographical distance is increasingly losing its 
meaning; strong ties can be established between distant lands through dig-
ital communication, academic collaborations, and cultural projects. In this 
regard, students’ individual initiative and their active participation in inter-
national platforms are crucial.

The limited interest in theology in Paraguay is closely related to the coun-
try’s historical development and the secular foundations of its cultural iden-
tity. Paraguayan society has been built on a hybrid cultural structure, shaped 
by peaceful relations with the Guaraní indigenous people since the Spanish 
colonial period. This structure has led to national identity being shaped by 
language, tradition, and social consensus rather than religious affiliation. The 
Guaraní language, which gained official language status alongside Spanish, 
is one of the clearest examples of this synthesis.

Younger generations are expected not only to acquire knowledge but also 
to transform this knowledge and forge new partnerships. Developing interac-
tions with culturally diverse countries like Paraguay will have a lasting im-
pact not only on the diplomatic but also on the societal level. In this con-
text, Türkiye’s young population’s opening to Latin America can be seen 
as part of a strategic cultural diplomacy vision.

3. Tourism Relations and Public Diplomacy

Intensive efforts are being made to develop tourism between the two 
countries. For example, a festival promoting Türkiye was held in Paraguay, 
and a Paraguayan Tourism Festival is planned for Türkiye soon. Above 
all, the most important thing is for people to get to know each other bet-
ter. Therefore, great importance is given to academic collaborations to in-
crease the interest of both Paraguayan and Turkish students in learning 
about each other’s countries. The primary need is for the two countries 
to get to know each other. Both countries have strong tourism infrastruc-
tures. Furthermore, the visa requirement between the two countries has 
been abolished. Increasing Turkish Airlines flights to Asunción is on the 
agenda. Direct flights between Istanbul, Madrid, and Asunción began on 
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May 12, 2025 by Air Europa. Of course, the most valuable promotion is 
for visitors to share their impressions and experiences.

The most frequently visited cities by Paraguayan tourists in Türkiye are 
Istanbul, Cappadocia, and Izmir. For example, Izmir is often visited to see 
the House of the Virgin Mary. Consequently, a significant portion of Par-
aguayan tourism to Türkiye falls under the umbrella of faith tourism. The 
majority of Paraguayans are Catholic, and important Catholic pilgrimage 
sites are also located in Anatolia. Beyond these sites, Türkiye undoubtedly 
boasts countless other beautiful places worth seeing. Just a few steps from 
Cappadocia University lies a magnificent church. This church is breathtak-
ing with its art, craftsmanship, and history. Such places also deserve to be 
promoted. A cooperation agreement has been signed between the Turkish 
Ministry of Culture and Tourism and the Paraguayan Ministry of Tour-
ism, and work in this direction is ongoing.

4. Energy and Agriculture in Paraguay-Türkiye Relations

There are also significant opportunities for cooperation between the 
two countries in the agricultural sector. Türkiye offers products and tech-
nologies that could greatly benefit the Paraguayan people. Paraguay, on the 
other hand, is also a strong agricultural and livestock farming country. Many 
agricultural products, such as rice, soybeans, and sesame, are exported to 
Türkiye. Additionally, Türkiye’s exceptional agricultural machinery could 
greatly enhance production in Paraguay. If Turkish food products reach 
Paraguay and Turkish agricultural entrepreneurs begin production there, 
the country’s production could double within three years. Despite having 
a population of 7 million, Paraguay has the capacity to produce enough 
food for 100 million people. Paraguay boasts fertile land, clean water re-
sources, renewable energy infrastructure, and a hard-working and eager 
young population.

Paraguay’s energy policy is at the heart of energy diplomacy, which is 
increasingly important in the country’s foreign relations. Hydroelectric 
power plants constructed on the Paraná River, one of South America’s larg-
est river systems—including the Itaipú, Yacyretá, and Acaray dams—have 
made Paraguay a country that produces and exports surplus energy. The 
Itaipú Dam, operated jointly with Brazil, is among the world’s largest hy-
droelectric production projects. Paraguay’s energy production capacity gen-
erates not only economic but also diplomatic value, offering opportunities 
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for regional and global partnerships. From Türkiye’s perspective, this en-
ergy capacity lays the groundwork for sustainable development-based co-
operation between the two countries. Technical collaborations in energy 
production offer Türkiye a strategic opportunity to expand its green energy 
investments into Latin America. Joint R&D efforts, particularly in green hy-
drogen, renewable energy technologies, and energy efficiency, will deepen 
the economic dimension of Turkish-Paraguayan relations.

On the other hand, there is a complementary relationship between Par-
aguay’s agricultural and livestock production capacity and Türkiye’s ad-
vanced agricultural technologies, food processing industry, and logistics 
infrastructure. Paraguay’s fertile soil, low population density, and high ag-
ricultural export potential offer significant investment opportunities for 
Turkish entrepreneurs and agricultural machinery manufacturers. Collab-
orations, particularly on sustainable agriculture, organic production, and 
climate-friendly practices, have the potential to generate both commercial 
and environmental benefits.

Academic diplomacy plays a crucial role in ensuring the sustainability 
of these relationships not only economically but also at social and cultural 
levels. The presence of students from Japan, South Korea, and Taiwan in 
Paraguay demonstrates how international educational diplomacy is used as 
an effective tool in the country’s foreign policy. Türkiye’s integration into 
this structure requires the systematic development of academic exchange 
programs and the establishment of joint research centers between the two 
countries. Indeed, the leadership of higher education institutions and em-
bassies in this process is a key dynamic that enhances the effectiveness of 
public diplomacy. In conclusion, energy and agricultural cooperation in 
Paraguay-Türkiye relations plays a strategic role not only in building eco-
nomic capacity but also in fostering long-term cultural rapprochement and 
mutual understanding. The cornerstone of this process is the younger gen-
eration and academics. The bonds established by students and researchers 
solidify the friendship between the two countries, building a multifaceted 
partnership that transcends traditional diplomatic channels.

Conclusion

In fact, these two individuals are very similar, finding many common 
grounds and successfully realizing projects together. For instance, steps 
are being taken to establish cooperation between Cappadocia University 
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and the University of San Sebastián in Paraguay. Not only Paraguay, but 
all Latin American countries offer open doors for Turks. Similarly, Turks 
are not only hospitable but also possess an authentic, unique culture, as 
evidenced by the sincere affection Turks show towards Paraguayans, who 
love to showcase their history and culture.

It is recommended to start working with Paraguay and building con-
nections. Paraguay is a youthful country, with 70% of its population under 
30. With a population of 7 million, the country has abundant resources, 
including two large hydroelectric power plants that produce clean energy. 
Collaborations are being formed with Türkiye in various sectors such as 
green hydrogen production, the textile industry, tahini production, and 
small livestock farming. At the heart of these efforts lies Cappadocia, a 
melting pot of Türkiye’s and the world’s diverse cultures. This unique land-
scape serves as a gateway to the world, offering a rich history, culture, and 
sense of belonging.

There is still much work to be done to enhance bilateral relations. Dis-
tance should not be viewed solely in geographic terms, as technological 
and transportation advancements have effectively bridged this gap. Par-
aguay and Türkiye are no longer worlds apart. Academic exchanges and 
business interactions occur regularly, marking significant progress. What 
remains crucial is for both parties to introduce themselves and showcase 
their mutual potential.

It is essential to widen further the doors opened by academics. While 
embassies in both countries have primarily welcomed academics, it is now 
up to businesspeople and students to step through these doors. This pro-
cess will cultivate enduring progress, mutual exchange, and strong friend-
ships between our nations. The role of students in fostering relations with 
Latin America is invaluable, with young people leading the way.
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Diplomacy and Foreign Policy

Rodrigo Arcos
Ambassador of Chile to Türkiye

Introduction

Chile, known for its long coastline and rich cultural, historical, and 
natural heritage, was the first Latin American country to recognize Tür-
kiye, open an embassy in Ankara, and sign a Free Trade Agreement (FTA) 
with Türkiye. 

The concepts of “foreign policy” and “diplomacy” are fundamentally 
different, although interconnected. Specific rules govern diplomacy and 
are primarily conducted between diplomats and their foreign counterparts, 
while foreign policy encompasses objectives, strategies, and general tactics. 
Diplomacy is the primary tool for achieving these goals. 

The fundamental principles of Chilean foreign policy include respect 
for international law, the rule of law, the promotion of democracy, respect 
for human rights, and responsibility for cooperation. Chile’s approach is fo-
cused on fostering dialogue and supporting a growth agenda that benefits 
all countries. Recent efforts have been made to revitalize relations between 
Türkiye and Chile, with significant potential to develop political, economic, 
defense-security, and cultural ties within a mutual partnership framework.

1. General Information About Chile

Chile is one of the longest countries in the world. Stretching approxi-
mately 4,000 kilometers from north to south, Chile’s surface area is quite 
similar to Türkiye’s. Türkiye has an area of approximately 780,000 square 
kilometers, while Chile has 756,000 square kilometers. Chile, with a coast-
line exceeding 6,000 kilometers, is located in the southwest of South Amer-
ica. Its main neighbor is Argentina, and it also shares borders with Bo-
livia and Peru.

Approximately 10% of Chile’s population consists of indigenous peo-
ples, including the Mapuche, Rapa Nui (Easter Islanders), and Aymara. The 
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Rapa Nui people, known for their Moai statues, live on Easter Island. The 
remaining population is a mix of European immigrants, including Span-
iards, English, Italians, French, and Germans, from the 16th century on-
ward. There was a large wave of immigration from Germany at the end of 
the 19th century. Today, there are also communities of immigrants from 
Venezuela, Peru, Argentina, and Colombia. Chile is a multicultural soci-
ety comprised of immigrants.

Human settlement in Chile dates back over 18,000 years. Ferdinand 
Magellan, who crossed the Strait of Magellan in 1520, became the first Eu-
ropean to see the Chilean coast. In this context, it also has an indirect his-
torical connection with Türkiye. After the Ottoman Empire conquered Is-
tanbul, Europeans began searching for new trade routes as routes to India 
and the East were closed. During this period, Magellan, seeking a new pas-
sage through the West, reached the Chilean coast and named the Pacific 
Ocean. The waters he encountered after passing through the Strait of Ma-
gellan were remarkably calm (pacifico). The Spanish colonial period lasted 
until 1810, when the struggle for independence began. Chile declared full 
independence in 1818, transitioning to a republic and remaining an inde-
pendent state for over 200 years. Chile, which is also strongly committed 
to combating climate change and protecting its oceans, possesses some of 
the world’s largest marine protected areas. It is also proposing a city on 
the Chilean coast as the Secretariat of the Agreement for the Protection of 
Marine Areas Beyond National Jurisdiction (BBNJ), a part of international 
environmental law. This agreement aims to ensure that the high seas and 
seabeds not belonging to any state are protected as a common heritage of 
humankind. Each country is responsible for protecting its own Exclusive 
Economic Zone. However, areas beyond this boundary must also be pro-
tected through collective responsibility. Chile is ready to assume this re-
sponsibility and is committed to it.

Chile is a “tri-continental” state, with its mainland in South America, 
some islands in Oceania, and sovereignty claims over Antarctica. Further-
more, Chile is often described as an “island” due to its surrounding natural 
barriers. For example, the Atacama Desert, the driest desert in the world, is 
located in northern Chile. In some places in this region, it has not received 
a single drop of rain for 30 years. Therefore, this natural barrier prevents 
any economic or agricultural threats to the country. To the east lie the An-
des, with peaks over 6,000 meters. These mountains make physical passage 
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extremely difficult. To the south lie Antarctica and glaciers, while the Pa-
cific Ocean borders the west. These natural boundaries (desert, mountains, 
ice, and sea) make Chile virtually isolated from the outside world. This is 
why Chile is often compared to an “island.”

As a significant consequence of this geographical isolation, Chile has 
developed a strong identity as a food producer. It assumes a significant re-
sponsibility in the area of food security. Chile, a leading global market, pro-
duces high-quality, safe food for markets in Europe, Türkiye, Asia-Pacific, 
the US, Canada, and Latin America. Chile also exports fruits, vegetables, 
seafood, especially fish, walnuts, hazelnuts, and many other agricultural 
products. Macroeconomic indicators indicate that Chile’s population is ap-
proximately 20 million. Türkiye’s population is four times Chile’s. As of 
2023, its Gross Domestic Product (GDP) is expected to be approximately 
$280 billion, with per capita income exceeding $17,000. Adjusted for pur-
chasing power parity, this figure exceeds $28,000. This represents a very 
high level on a regional scale. The inflation rate is 4%, and the unemploy-
ment rate is around 8.4%. Foreign Direct Investment (FDI) has exceeded $11 
billion. All these indicators (income level, education level, health care, and 
life expectancy) place Chile among the leading countries in Latin Amer-
ica in terms of human development.

2. Chile’s Foreign Policy

Chile’s foreign policy is directly determined by the President and im-
plemented through the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and other ministries. 
The fundamental principles of Chile’s foreign policy are respect for inter-
national law, the rule of law, the promotion of democracy, respect for hu-
man rights, and the responsibility for cooperation. Acting in accordance 
with these principles forms the basis for Chile’s decisions in international 
relations.

Chile’s foreign policy priorities include:
• Developing new alliances,
• Promoting values,
• Maintaining political dialogue to the fullest extent,
• Supporting a growth-oriented agenda,
• Combating climate change,
• Protecting the oceans and preserving Antarctica.
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Strengthening political dialogue is crucial, especially in Latin Amer-
ica. Collaboration among countries in the region on foreign policy would 
be an extremely beneficial strategy. However, this process can sometimes 
be challenging due to differing perspectives and political positions. De-
spite this, Chile’s fundamental approach is to foster dialogue and support 
a growth agenda that benefits all countries.

Chile is a country highly dependent on foreign trade and open to the 
global economy. As one of the countries with the most FTAs in the world, 
80% of Chile’s exports are covered by these agreements. The first and cur-
rently valid FTA was signed with Türkiye in 2009 and entered into force in 
2011. In this respect, Chile is the first country in the Americas with which 
Türkiye signed a full-scale FTA. The importance of such agreements in 
shaping global trade is increasingly growing.

Chile’s foreign policy is closely linked to the principles of democracy, 
the rule of law, and free trade. These concepts are at the center of foreign 
policy debates amid current global developments. In the latest Human 
Development Index (HDI) published by the UN, Chile was ranked in the 
“very high human development” category, ranking 45th in the world. One 
of the main reasons behind this success is that Chile’s average life expec-
tancy exceeds 80 years. This rate is among the highest in Latin America. 
It is also prominent in education. The average length of education in Chile 
exceeds 11 years. Compulsory education totals 12 years, covering both pri-
mary and secondary education. This contributes to Chile being one of the 
countries with the highest education rates, not only in Latin America but 
also globally.

Chile’s greatest concern is the destabilization of the international sys-
tem. Chile conducts 80% of its foreign trade through FTAs. In this context, 
the fundamental elements of the country’s foreign policy are democracy, 
the rule of law, and free trade. Trade with the US accounts for 16% of total 
trade, while trade with China is around 40%. Therefore, Chile strives to 
maintain a stable international system without taking sides. Because most 
of its products are food, maintaining an open market and balanced trade 
is vital for Chile. For example, the Trump administration in the US im-
posed a 10% tariff on Chile, but received no response, as preventing trade 
harm is Chile’s priority.
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3. Diplomacy and Foreign Policy

The concepts of “foreign policy” and “diplomacy,” while related, are 
fundamentally different. Diplomacy is governed by specific rules and is 
primarily conducted between diplomats and their interlocutors, the foreign 
officials they represent. While terms such as “defense diplomacy,” “cultural 
diplomacy,” or “foreign policy diplomacy” are frequently used, these terms 
can be conceptually misleading.

Diplomacy is based on four fundamental principles: “negotiation,” 
“communication,” “relationship-building,” and “promotion of interests.” 
These principles form the basis of effective diplomatic interactions that 
ensure the peaceful resolution of conflicts and the development of inter-
national cooperation.

Although diplomacy is often conflated with foreign policy, the two 
are not synonymous. Foreign policy is determined by political leaders and 
carried out by diplomats. While goals, strategies, and general tactics fall 
within the scope of foreign policy, diplomacy is the primary tool used to 
achieve them. In other words, foreign policy is a state activity, but its im-
plementers are diplomats.

Diplomacy is generally conducted in secrecy, but the results and pro-
cess are often disclosed to the public. This creates conceptual confusion. 
Diplomats operate based on trust, not secrecy. Only when the negotia-
tion process concludes are the results shared with the public. For example, 
Russian Foreign Minister Sergey Lavrov made the following statement re-
garding the peace process negotiations: “We are conducting negotiations 
directly with our interlocutors. You will know when everything is agreed 
upon. But not before that. Because nothing is agreed upon until everything 
is agreed upon.” Foreign policy (whether that of Russia, Chile, or the US) 
is essentially a set of objectives, and these objectives are generally shared 
with the public. However, how these objectives are achieved, how negotia-
tions are conducted, with whom and when, and how national interests are 
conveyed and promoted fall within the domain of diplomacy. These pro-
cesses are not conducted publicly. Only the results achieved are shared with 
the public, and this is called foreign policy.

The term “public diplomacy” is often incorrectly used to describe gov-
ernment-sponsored programs. The purpose of these programs may be to 
promote countries or inform the public. However, these activities (even if 
conducted through media such as publications, films, exchange programs, 
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radio, and television) are not diplomacy but rather public relations or pub-
lic awareness-raising efforts.

The term “public diplomacy” was developed in the 1960s to distance 
itself from the negative connotations of “propaganda.” Therefore, public 
diplomacy has taken on a different meaning from public relations. While 
public relations primarily aims to convey messages to the domestic public, 
public diplomacy aims to inform and influence target audiences abroad in 
line with foreign policy objectives. In this respect, public diplomacy can be 
defined as the “public face” of foreign policy.

Today, the meaning of this concept is shifting, and it is used extensively 
by various actors (non-governmental organizations, corporations, and even 
supranational organizations). Everyone claims to be conducting some form 
of “public diplomacy.” However, this is actually merely an attempt to pro-
mote their own interests or the goals of their institutions. These activities 
are not diplomacy.

4. Chile-Türkiye Relations

Chile was one of the first countries in the Americas, and even the 
world, to recognize the Republic of Türkiye. This recognition took place 
in February 1926, and today it organizes various events to commemorate 
the 100th anniversary of this historic event. The representative image used 
in this context is the “100th Anniversary of Chile-Türkiye Diplomatic Re-
lations.” The beginnings of bilateral relations date back to earlier periods, 
with Ottoman citizens migrating to Chile in the late 19th and early 20th 
centuries. For example, the largest Palestinian diaspora outside the Middle 
East today is in Chile. Furthermore, many people from Ottoman territo-
ries such as Lebanon, Syria, and Jordan migrated to Chile during that pe-
riod. Consequently, during the final years of the Ottoman Empire, before 
the Republic was declared, a consular agreement was signed between the 
two countries. Subsequently, in 1926, Chile became the first Latin Ameri-
can country to establish diplomatic relations with the Republic of Türkiye.

Türkiye’s first embassy in South America was opened in Santiago in 
1930. Chile established an embassy in Ankara in 1941, becoming the first 
Latin American country to establish a diplomatic mission in Türkiye. In 
this context, it has maintained an uninterrupted diplomatic presence in 
Ankara for 84 years.
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Chile was the first Latin American country to recognize Türkiye, open 
an embassy in Ankara, sign a free trade agreement (FTA), and implement 
it. These are, in fact, concrete reflections of Chile’s foreign policy and di-
plomacy toward Türkiye. In 1970, “Chile Square” was built in Ankara, and 
the Chilean Republic School began operating. The first Cooperation Com-
mittee Agreement and then a preliminary FTA were signed with Türkiye, 
laying the groundwork for multidimensional cooperation between the two 
countries. Following lengthy negotiations and business evaluations, Turk-
ish Airlines (THY) will commence operations in December 2024. The de-
cision to launch direct flights to Santiago has been made.

Turkish Airlines (THY) is currently the airline that flies to the most 
countries in the world. Chile became the 131st country to which THY op-
erates flights. Guinness World Records officials were present at the inaugu-
ral flight in Santiago and presented THY with a certificate for “the airline 
that flies to the most destinations worldwide.” This is a significant devel-
opment, as air travel not only facilitates human mobility but also enables 
trade, investment, and cultural interaction.

This decision is a direct result of diplomatic initiatives initiated in 2024. 
These flights are fully booked, and the number of Turkish passengers ar-
riving in Chile has doubled compared to 2024. This has even surpassed 
pre-pandemic figures and represents a win-win situation for both countries.

Chile has small-scale, local defense industry companies with ties to the 
army and navy. Small vessels are being built for naval, coastal surveillance, 
and research purposes. In this sense, Chile is engaged in knowledge trans-
fer and technological cooperation with Türkiye in the field of defense tech-
nologies. Rather than purchasing weapons, Chile is modernizing and re-
pairing existing systems. This cooperation is progressing quite productively.

The number of companies investing in Chile from Türkiye increased 
between 2022 and 2025. For example, a Turkish company assumed the op-
eration of Chilean airports. Balsu produces hazelnuts in southern Chile. 
It opened a store in Waikiki, Chile. ASELSAN opened an office in Chile 
to operate in the defense industry. Further development of these invest-
ments and the expansion of joint production opportunities in Türkiye are 
on the agenda.

Although bilateral trade volume has increased since 2009, trade declined 
significantly between 2016 and 2021 particularly due to the impact of the 
Covid-19 pandemic. There are two main reasons for this: the international 
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economic recession and Türkiye’s ability to procure copper, one of its main 
import items, from Central Asia at lower costs.

However, in recent years, steps have been taken to diversify this trade 
by introducing a range of products, including food, wine, and seafood. As 
in all countries, Türkiye and Chile aim to export more and import less. 
The two countries’ governments maintain strong relations and are work-
ing together to identify potential areas of cooperation.

To further strengthen bilateral relations, promotional events were held 
in Chile as part of “Turkish Cuisine Week,” which showcased Turkish cui-
sine. These events provide opportunities to take a closer look at Turkish 
cuisine and to learn more about Chile. These promotional processes are 
conducted within the framework of a mutual partnership, enabling a truly 
win-win relationship.

Furthermore, particular emphasis is placed on promoting Chilean writ-
ers and literary works. Chile has two Nobel Prize-winning authors in liter-
ature: Gabriela Mistral (1945) and Pablo Neruda (1971). These two authors 
are significant not only for their literary prowess but also for their diplo-
matic credentials, having served as consulates and ambassadors.

In this context, Chile is promoting the works of these world-renowned 
authors by translating them into both Turkish and Spanish. Chile sup-
ported the “No School Left Without a Library” project launched in Tür-
kiye in 2021-2022 and donated more than 1,200 books of Chilean litera-
ture to schools in Türkiye. Each year, Chile continues to strive to promote 
its language and culture.

Conclusion

Chile plans to move forward with a comprehensive agenda that includes 
expanding bilateral mechanisms with Türkiye, further developing relations, 
modernizing the existing FTA, and promoting mutual cultural exchange. 
The “100th Anniversary of Chile-Türkiye Diplomatic Relations” will be cele-
brated in 2026. The flower featured in the visual theme “Chile-Türkiye: 100 
Years” is Türkiye’s national flower, while the Chilean national flower, the 
copihue, represents Chile. The copihue grows in the cold forests of south-
ern Chile and is culturally significant to the Mapuche, one of the country’s 
most important indigenous peoples. These two national flowers symbolize 
the 100-year friendship between Türkiye and Chile.
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It is hoped that the 100-year friendship between Türkiye and Chile will 
be further strengthened by increasing mutual political, economic, defense 
and security, and cultural activities between the two countries. For instance, 
Chile collaborates with Türkiye in knowledge transfer and technological 
cooperation in defense technologies. Additionally, Chilean Foreign Min-
ister Alberto van Klaveren visited Türkiye on April 9, 2025, holding meet-
ings in Ankara and Istanbul. The second meeting of the Bilateral Cooper-
ation Committee, which had not occurred in years, took place during this 
visit, marking a new era for relations between the two countries. This marks 
a significant milestone in revitalizing the relationship between Chile and 
Türkiye, with great potential for the development of political, economic, 
defense and security, and cultural ties within a mutual partnership.
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Palestinian Public Diplomacy and Its Importance in  
Advancing the Palestinian Cause

Dr. Faed Mustafa
Ambassador of Palestine to Türkiye

Introduction

The State of Palestine and its people have long struggled not only against 
physical occupation and systemic injustice but also in the realm of interna-
tional public opinion. In this context, public diplomacy has become an es-
sential tool for Palestinians to communicate their just cause to the world. 
Public diplomacy, often described as the practice of promoting national 
interests and narratives through communication with foreign publics, has 
become increasingly important for nations and non-state actors alike. For 
Palestine, it serves not merely as a supplementary effort but as a strategic 
necessity in the face of occupation, misrepresentation, and limited access 
to traditional diplomatic channels.

Despite numerous obstacles, the Palestinian people, both at home and 
in the diaspora, continue their efforts to raise global awareness about their 
struggle for freedom, justice, and self-determination. In this endeavor, the 
solidarity of friendly nations and societies—especially the Turkish people, 
and in particular Turkish youth—can make a significant impact. Their ac-
tive participation in public diplomacy initiatives can help amplify Palestin-
ian voices and contribute to the broader movement for justice in the region.

Palestine’s public diplomacy activities are diverse and often intertwined 
with its political and social goals, aiming to build a positive international 
image, garner support for its cause, and challenge the Israeli narrative. 
These activities are undertaken by both official bodies, such as the Pales-
tinian Authority, and a wide network of non-governmental organizations 
(NGOs) and grassroots movements.
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1. The Role and Importance of Palestinian Public Diplomacy

In a world dominated by media influence, international narratives, and 
perception politics, public diplomacy has become one of the most import-
ant means through which the Palestinian people can assert their national 
identity and challenge prevailing misconceptions.

Palestinian public diplomacy serves multiple strategic objectives:
•		  Raising international awareness of the Palestinian people’s plight 

under occupation.
•		  Reinforcing the legitimacy of Palestinian claims to statehood and 

sovereignty.
•		  Exposing violations of human rights committed against Palestin-

ians.
•		  Mobilizing global solidarity movements to support Palestinian rights.
•		  Fostering partnerships with international civil society organiza-

tions, academic institutions, and cultural platforms.
To achieve these goals, various Palestinian institutions and individuals 

implement a range of public diplomacy strategies:

a.  Engagement with the Diaspora

Palestinian and Arab communities abroad are not only symbolic exten-
sions of the homeland but also effective agents of influence in host coun-
tries. Palestinian diplomats and representatives work closely with diaspora 
communities to organize campaigns, events, and lobbying activities. These 
communities play a vital role in shaping public opinion and promoting the 
Palestinian narrative in various regions.

The relationship is rooted in the rise of Arab nationalism in the late 19th 
and early 20th centuries, which fostered a sense of a shared Arab identity. 
The Palestinian cause became a central issue for the broader Arab World, 
especially after the 1948 Arab-Israeli War, or what Palestinians call the 
Nakba (catastrophe), which resulted in the displacement of over 700,000 
Palestinians.

The Arab League has historically been a key platform for expressing of-
ficial support for the Palestinian cause. It has passed resolutions, organized 
boycotts against Israel, and formally recognized the Palestine Liberation 
Organization (PLO) as the sole legitimate representative of the Palestinian 
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people. Arab states have also provided financial aid and hosted Palestin-
ian refugees.

Beyond politics, the solidarity is deeply ingrained in social and cultural 
ties. Palestinians are an integral part of the larger Arab community, shar-
ing a Levantine dialect of Arabic, cuisine, music, and traditions. Arab me-
dia outlets and artists have played a crucial role in amplifying Palestinian 
voices and narratives. Palestinian artists and writers, like Mahmoud Dar-
wish and Ghassan Kanafani, are celebrated across the Arab world, with 
their works often seen as symbols of the wider Arab struggle for freedom 
and dignity.

Protests and demonstrations in solidarity with Palestinians are com-
mon across the Arab world, especially during periods of increased conflict. 
Social media has become a powerful tool for these movements, enabling 
rapid information dissemination and mobilization.

The presence of large Palestinian refugee communities in countries like 
Jordan, Lebanon, and Syria has created strong bonds, with familial and so-
cial networks stretching across borders. However, these communities also 
face challenges, including restrictions on work and property ownership in 
some host countries.

In recent years, some Arab states have moved towards normalizing rela-
tions with Israel through the Abraham Accords, signaling a potential shift 
in official policy away from a unified, hardline stance on the Palestinian 
issue. This has been met with criticism from Palestinians and many Arab 
citizens who view it as a betrayal of the cause.

b. Cultural Initiatives

Cultural diplomacy plays a significant role in public diplomacy. Art 
exhibitions, film screenings, music festivals, and literature are tools used 
to showcase the richness of Palestinian identity and history. These initia-
tives aim to humanize the Palestinian experience and convey the realities 
of displacement, resistance, and resilience.

Palestinian cultural initiatives are a key aspect of what is known as “cul-
tural resistance.” Led by artists, writers, musicians, and civil society orga-
nizations, these initiatives seek to assert and celebrate Palestinian identity 
in the face of displacement and occupation.
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Arts, Literature, and Sports: The arts, including poetry, visual art, and 
film, are utilized to document the Palestinian experience, from the Nakba 
(catastrophe of 1948) to the daily challenges of occupation. Renowned po-
ets like Mahmoud Darwish and writers like Ghassan Kanafani are cele-
brated throughout the Arab world and play a central role in Palestinian 
identity. Palestinian artists, writers, musicians, and athletes contribute to 
public diplomacy by representing their culture globally. Activities range 
from traditional and contemporary art exhibitions to theater performances 
and national sports teams (such as the national football team) participat-
ing in international events.

- Heritage Preservation: Efforts are concentrated on preserving tradi-
tional Palestinian heritage, including cuisine, folk music, and embroidery 
(tatreez). These traditions are showcased in cultural festivals, exhibitions, 
and educational programs worldwide, serving as a tangible connection to 
the land and countering Israeli claims of cultural appropriation. However, 
political and security challenges often hinder these activities, as many sites 
are located in areas under Israeli control. Through cultural diplomacy, Pal-
estine aims to highlight its rich history and heritage, as recognized by inter-
national bodies such as UNESCO. This includes traditional art forms such 
as embroidery (Tatreez) and storytelling (Hikaye), as well as folk traditions, 
showcasing cultural wealth to assert its unique identity on the global stage.

- Theatre and Film: The Freedom Theatre in Jenin and Palestinian 
films featured at the Palestine Film Festival use art as a catalyst for social 
change, providing young people with a creative platform to address local 
issues. These platforms offer authentic storytelling and reach a broader in-
ternational audience.

c.  Strategic Use of Media and Social Platforms

Social media has democratized information dissemination, allowing 
Palestinian voices to bypass traditional media filters. Platforms such as 
X (Twitter), Instagram, TikTok, and YouTube have become critical spaces 
for Palestinians to share real-time updates, personal stories, and eyewit-
ness accounts of events on the ground. This form of digital diplomacy en-
ables rapid dissemination of information and bypasses traditional media 
gatekeepers, often influencing global public opinion. They are instrumen-
tal in countering misinformation and bringing attention to issues often ig-
nored by mainstream outlets.
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·	Narrative Building: A significant focus of Palestinian public diplomacy 
is the use of digital platforms to disseminate the Palestinian narrative. This 
involves sharing information, images, and videos to raise global awareness 
about the lived experiences of Palestinians, including issues related to the 
occupation, human rights, and daily life. Palestinian media outlets, jour-
nalists, and activists use various platforms to provide a direct account of 
events. This is especially critical during periods of conflict to counter what 
Palestinians and their supporters see as biased or incomplete reporting.

• 		  Countering Narratives: This digital strategy also aims to refute the 
Israeli narrative and what is perceived as its “disinformation.” Pages 
and accounts like “Eye on Palestine” are cited as successful exam-
ples of leveraging social media to spread the Palestinian perspec-
tive and influence global public opinion.

•		  Direct Engagement: Some initiatives, such as the “Palestine in He-
brew” Facebook page, have been created to engage directly with the 
Israeli public, promoting understanding and dialogue. These efforts 
often focus on positive themes, such as a shared future and the val-
ues of a future Palestinian state. 

•		  Exposing Human Rights Issues: Journalists and media groups play a 
crucial role in documenting and exposing human rights violations. 
They highlight the impact of the occupation on civilians, providing 
a continuous record of events for international human rights orga-
nizations and legal bodies. The safety of these journalists is a ma-
jor concern, as they often operate in dangerous conditions.

Thus, Palestinian media initiatives aim to challenge the dominant 
narratives often found in Western media and to ensure that the Palestin-
ian voice is heard. They range from official news agencies to independent, 
grassroots social media campaigns.

d. Academic and Civic Partnerships

Collaborations with international universities, research centers, and 
NGOs help promote academic discourse around the Palestinian cause. Stu-
dent exchanges, seminars, panel discussions, and research partnerships cre-
ate opportunities to influence young minds and future decision-makers.

•		  Grassroots Advocacy: Palestinian and international NGOs play a 
crucial role in public diplomacy. They work to raise awareness about 
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the humanitarian situation, human rights abuses, and the impact 
of the Israeli occupation on the Palestinian people.

•		  BDS Movement and Lawfare: Organizations are central to move-
ments like the Boycott, Divestment, and Sanctions (BDS) campaign, 
which aims to pressure Israel to comply with international law. They 
also engage in “lawfare”, using international legal frameworks to 
challenge Israeli policies in venues such as the International Crim-
inal Court (ICC).

•		  Collaboration with International Bodies: Many NGOs cooperate 
with UN agencies and other international organizations to provide 
humanitarian aid, monitor developments on the ground, and ad-
vocate for the rights of the Palestinian people. This network of co-
operation is a vital component of Palestinian public diplomacy.

•		  Educational Exchange and Support: Universities and academic in-
stitutions around the world partner with Palestinian universities to 
provide support, resources, and educational opportunities. This in-
cludes student and faculty exchange programs, joint research proj-
ects, and specialized courses tailored to the needs of Palestinian stu-
dents, particularly in fields such as engineering and reconstruction.

•		  Advocacy and Awareness: Students and academics organize cam-
paigns, teach-ins, and conferences to raise awareness about the 
Palestinian struggle. These efforts highlight issues like academic 
freedom and the systematic destruction of Palestinian educational 
institutions. The academic boycott of complicit Israeli institutions, 
as part of the broader BDS (Boycott, Divestment, Sanctions) move-
ment, is a key tactic used to pressure Israel to comply with interna-
tional law.

•		  Research and Documentation: Scholars and researchers contribute 
to the cause by conducting studies and documenting human rights 
violations, land expropriation, and the impact of the occupation on 
Palestinian society. This work provides critical, evidence-based in-
formation that informs advocacy and policy debates at international 
forums.

Civic partnerships also involve collaboration between pro-Palestinian 
organizations, non-governmental organizations (NGOs), and civil society 
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groups worldwide. These partnerships are critical for grassroots mobiliza-
tion and direct action.

•		  Humanitarian and Development Aid: Many civic partnerships fo-
cus on providing humanitarian aid and supporting development 
projects in Palestine. Organizations work on the ground to deliver 
essential services, support community initiatives, and build the ca-
pacity of local Palestinian institutions.

•		  International Advocacy and Lobbying: Civic groups engage in lob-
bying and advocacy at international bodies, including the United 
Nations and national governments. They work to hold Israel ac-
countable for its actions under international law and to build pub-
lic support for pro-Palestinian policies. This often includes cam-
paigns against the normalization of relations with Israel.

•		  Building Solidarity Coalitions: Civic partnerships are vital for cre-
ating broad-based solidarity movements. They connect the Pales-
tinian cause to other global struggles for justice and liberation, such 
as the anti-apartheid movement in South Africa. This intersectional 
approach attracts a wider range of allies, including student groups, 
labor unions, and religious organizations, thereby strengthening 
the movement’s overall impact.

2. Challenges Facing Palestinian Public Diplomacy

Despite these proactive efforts, Palestinian public diplomacy faces nu-
merous structural and political challenges that hinder its effectiveness:

•		  Asymmetrical Power Dynamics: The single most significant chal-
lenge is the asymmetrical power dynamic between Palestine and 
Israel. Israel possesses a well-funded, coordinated, and influential 
public diplomacy apparatus, known as hasbara, which includes gov-
ernment offices, think tanks, and media relations specialists. This 
infrastructure allows Israel to dominate the information space, par-
ticularly in Western media. In contrast, Palestinian efforts are of-
ten grassroots, fragmented, and lack the same level of institutional 
support and funding. This makes it difficult to achieve equal foot-
ing in a global media landscape.

•		  Manipulation by Biased Media Outlets: In many parts of the world, 
mainstream media outlets portray the Palestinian issue through a 
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biased or one-dimensional lens. This misrepresentation often un-
dermines Palestinian legitimacy and portrays their resistance as 
aggression, while ignoring the realities of occupation and systemic 
oppression.

•		  Censorship and Digital Suppression: Palestinians heavily rely on so-
cial media to share their lived experiences and counter dominant 
narratives. However, these digital efforts are frequently met with 
censorship and content suppression. Social media platforms, in-
cluding Meta (Facebook, Instagram) and X (formerly Twitter), have 
been widely criticized by human rights organizations for dispro-
portionately removing or restricting pro-Palestinian content. This 
is often done under the guise of “hate speech” or “dangerous orga-
nizations” policies, leading to what is known as “digital Nakba”, a 
term used to describe the digital erasure of Palestinian content and 
voices. This censorship limits the reach of their message and makes 
it harder to mobilize global solidarity.

•		  Limited International Recognition: Although over 130 countries 
recognize the State of Palestine, several key global actors continue 
to withhold official recognition. This hinders Palestine’s ability to 
effectively engage in international diplomacy and influence global 
policy-making bodies.

•		  Political Division within Palestine: The ongoing political fragmen-
tation between the West Bank and Gaza has weakened the coher-
ence of the Palestinian message. Divergent political agendas and a 
lack of unified leadership dilute efforts to present a consolidated 
diplomatic front. Thus, Palestinian public diplomacy is not a single, 
unified effort. The political split between the Palestinian Authority 
(PA) in the West Bank and Hamas in Gaza complicates messaging 
and coordination. The PA’s official diplomatic efforts are often seen 
as separate from the grassroots activism and non-governmental or-
ganizations (NGOs) that drive public opinion. This lack of a uni-
fied strategy can lead to inconsistent messaging and a less effective 
overall approach.

•		  The Reality of Israeli Occupation: The physical and political con-
straints imposed by the Israeli occupation pose a daily challenge. 
Restrictions on movement, access to communication infrastructure, 
and the threat of violence severely limit the ability of Palestinians 
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to freely engage in public diplomacy, both inside and outside their 
homeland.

•		  Resource and Funding Constraints: Palestinian public diplomacy 
initiatives, whether official or grassroots, operate with severe finan-
cial and logistical limitations. Many Palestinian NGOs and civil so-
ciety organizations are highly dependent on external funding, which 
is often subject to political conditions and “counter-terror” clauses 
imposed by foreign donors. These restrictions can limit what orga-
nizations can do, create a climate of fear, and prevent the develop-
ment of a sustainable, long-term public diplomacy infrastructure. 
Additionally, the constant instability and physical barriers of the 
occupation further disrupt daily operations and limit the ability to 
build and maintain stable organizations.

3. Opportunities and Potential for Growth

Despite the many challenges, there are also numerous opportunities that 
can be harnessed to strengthen and expand Palestinian public diplomacy:

•		  Digital Diplomacy and Social Media Activism: With the rise of 
global internet access, Palestinians and their supporters can now 
reach millions worldwide. Well-structured campaigns, digital sto-
rytelling, and real-time documentation of events on the ground can 
shift public opinion and counter disinformation.

•		  Cultural and Artistic Expression: Art, literature, music, and film 
transcend political and linguistic barriers. Cultural works can emo-
tionally engage global audiences, evoke empathy, and encourage 
deeper understanding of the Palestinian struggle.

•		  Educational Outreach and Academic Engagement: Collaborating 
with universities and youth organizations across the world—espe-
cially in friendly countries like Türkiye—can help build long-term 
awareness and advocacy. Educational efforts can demystify the his-
tory and complexity of the conflict and encourage critical thinking 
among younger generations.

4. Building International Solidarity Networks

By fostering partnerships with international human rights groups, wom-
en’s organizations, and grassroots movements, Palestine can broaden the 
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base of its supporters. These alliances can lead to coordinated campaigns, 
policy advocacy, and stronger representation in international forums. Seek-
ing International Recognition: The Palestinian leadership, through the Pal-
estinian Authority and the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO), has 
long pursued a strategy of gaining international recognition for the State 
of Palestine. This was a major goal of the 2012 UN vote to grant Palestine 
non-member observer state status.

Palestinian officials actively engage with international bodies like the 
UN, presenting their case and advocating for resolutions that support their 
cause. This diplomatic engagement is a formal component of their public 
diplomacy strategy, aimed at shaping international political and legal dis-
course surrounding the conflict. In short, Palestinians work with a wide 
range of grassroots and civil society organizations (CSOs) to build solidar-
ity. This includes forming partnerships with international NGOs, human 
rights groups, and social justice movements.

•		  Activist Coalitions: Groups like the Palestine Solidarity Campaign 
(PSC) and others create coalitions to organize protests, marches, 
and awareness campaigns. These are often decentralized efforts that 
can quickly mobilize large numbers of people in response to events 
on the ground in Palestine.

•		  Humanitarian and Development Aid: Partnerships with humani-
tarian organizations like SOLIDARITÉS INTERNATIONAL pro-
vide direct aid and support for development projects in Palestine. 
These collaborations are crucial for building trust and tangible con-
nections with international communities.

•		  Intersectionality: A key strategy is to connect the Palestinian strug-
gle with other global issues, such as racial justice, anti-colonialism, 
and human rights. By framing the Palestinian cause as part of a 
broader fight against oppression, activists can build alliances with 
movements like Black Lives Matter and indigenous rights groups, 
thereby expanding their base of support.

•		  Digital Diplomacy: The digital sphere is a critical space for building 
solidarity networks, especially in the face of censorship from tradi-
tional media. Organizations use digital public diplomacy to promote 
Palestinian culture and arts, countering attempts to erase Palestin-
ian identity. This includes producing videos, podcasts, and online 
exhibitions that highlight Palestinian history, art, and resilience.
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•		  Academic Boycott: The Boycott, Divestment, and Sanctions (BDS) 
movement, for example, includes a call for an academic boycott of 
Israeli institutions. This has helped build alliances with students 
and faculty on campuses worldwide, who organize protests, teach-
ins, and other events to raise awareness of the Palestinian struggle. 

5. The Role of Turkish Youth in Supporting Palestinian Public Di-

plomacy

Türkiye has historically maintained strong cultural, political, and hu-
manitarian ties with the Palestinian people. In recent years, Turkish youth 
have shown increasing interest in global justice movements, including the 
Palestinian cause. This growing awareness creates a valuable opportunity 
to build a new generation of global advocates for Palestine.

Turkish students and youth can:

•		  Participate in academic research and publish articles that highlight 
the Palestinian perspective.

•		  Organize cultural events, exhibitions, and discussions at universi-
ties.

•		  Utilize social media to amplify Palestinian voices and counter mis-
information.

•		  Engage in internships or volunteer work with NGOs and advocacy 
groups supporting Palestinian rights.

•		  Build bridges between Palestinian and Turkish youth through in-
tercultural exchange and cooperation.

By acquiring public diplomacy skills and actively participating in these 
efforts, Turkish youth can become effective ambassadors of justice, help-
ing to reshape international perception and support the future of the Pal-
estinian people.

Conclusion

In a world where narratives shape policy, public diplomacy has be-
come a vital tool in advancing the Palestinian cause. It is not merely about 
broadcasting grievances but about strategically shaping international dis-
course, forging alliances, and mobilizing global action. While the challenges 
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are formidable, the opportunities—especially in the digital and cultural 
spheres—are equally vast.

The role of international supporters, particularly Turkish youth, cannot 
be overstated. Their energy, creativity, and access to global platforms position 
them as key allies in the struggle for justice. As public diplomacy continues 
to evolve, the collective voice of Palestinians and their allies will play a de-
cisive role in achieving freedom, dignity, and peace for future generations.

Palestinian public diplomacy has emerged as a critical instrument in 
the broader struggle for national self-determination and international le-
gitimacy. Through a combination of official diplomatic efforts, legal en-
gagement, cultural representation, and grassroots mobilization, Palestinian 
actors have sought to influence global public opinion, secure international 
recognition, and challenge prevailing power asymmetries in the Israeli-Pal-
estinian conflict. While the campaign has achieved notable milestones—
such as observer state status at the UN and increasing international aware-
ness of Palestinian rights—it continues to face significant structural and 
political obstacles, including internal fragmentation and limited access to 
global diplomatic arenas.

Nonetheless, Palestinian public diplomacy demonstrates a strategic ad-
aptation to evolving global norms, particularly through its emphasis on in-
ternational law, human rights discourse, and digital communication. Its ef-
fectiveness will depend not only on its ability to project a coherent, unified 
narrative but also on its capacity to engage diverse global constituencies 
in a rapidly shifting geopolitical environment. As such, Palestinian public 
diplomacy remains a dynamic and evolving field, central to the broader 
contest over legitimacy, narrative, and justice in the international system.
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India And Türkiye in the Quest of a New World Order

M.J. Akbar
Former Foreign Minister of India

India and Türkiye emerged from vastly different historical antecedents 
in the 20th century to establish themselves as major nation states of the 21st.

The world wars of the 20th century led to the collapse of the age of em-
pires. The Tsarist, Ottoman, Hungarian and German empires crumbled in 
1918; European colonialism became unsustainable when India won free-
dom after the Second World War; and the Cold War ended with the dis-
integration of the Communist empire of the Soviet Union. The substantive 
consequence was a restructuring of the world into nation states which be-
came the building blocks of a new international architecture.

In separate geographies and through different political impulses India 
and Türkiye are now assuming a more active regional and international 
role.   With democracy as their ideological foundation, they offer centres 
of stability in regions that have become zones of volatile conflict because 
of a disturbed history.

In 1918 Türkiye not only lost her   ancient empire but was in danger of 
being partitioned into insignificance by the victorious powers, Britain and 
France, who coveted not only her colonies but also her mainland. Türkiye 
was fortunate to find a secular leader like Mustafa Kemal Atatürk during 
the cataclysmic First World War, who protected and then preserved Tür-
kiye’s territorial integrity against direct aggression sponsored by Britain 
and France.

In 1919 India launched an extraordinary mass struggle against British 
colonialism under the visionary leadership of the unique Mahatma Gandhi, 
who introduced the concept of non-violence in the dialectic of change and 
proved its power by bringing down British colonialism by 1947. In 1919 sup-
porters of British rule scoffed that the British empire would last for centu-
ries. Once Gandhi began his mass movement, it did not last for even three 
decades. Remarkably, in just another thirty years after 1947 the British had 
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lost what was once touted as the biggest empire in history. British coloni-
zation flourished globally after it took root in India and withered once it 
was uprooted in Inda.

The power of non-violence has been underestimated by conventional 
historians, who often dismiss it as an unworldly ideology that succeeded 
in India because of British weakness rather than Gandhian strength. Even 
a cursory glance proves that some of the greatest changes of the 20th cen-
tury were achieved by non-violence: decolonization; the end of apartheid 
in South Africa; the ebb of racism in America; the fall of the Soviet Union. 
Gandhi and Lenin began their revolutions at around the same time, with 
contrasting philosophies on how to create a new world order. Communism 
sought a class war; Gandhi believed that violence was destructive as well as 
self-destructive.  Lenin’s model collapsed by 1990. Apart from Algeria and 
partly the Mau Mau rebellion, the whole of Africa was liberated from Eu-
ropean rule and apartheid by non-violence. Neither violence nor non-vi-
olence offers a complete answer applicable to all cases, but the success of 
the second is astounding because it was unprecedented.

Türkiye’s resilience under Atatürk was a model for protecting sover-
eignty against external pressures. By 1922, Atatürk had defeated an inva-
sion led by Greece and saved Türkiye from partition. India could not pre-
vent the horrific fate of partition in 1947. Gandhi defied British deceit and 
manipulation to try and save India’s unity till the very end, but was un-
able to prevent his party, Congress, from accepting partition and the cre-
ation of a new state based on religion as the price of freedom. India, which 
continues to have a minority population of 17%, primarily Muslim, despite 
partition, stood by the secular ideals of democracy, equality and freedom 
of speech and faith.

If we consider what the map of the world would have been without the 
creation of Pakistan on the Indian subcontinent, geopolitics moves into a 
different dimension. An undivided India would have been a world power 
whose geography stretched from Iran, Afghanistan and the Gulf to Burma. 
What is remarkable is how India shrugged off this strategic diminution to 
rediscover its true place in world affairs despite the continued efforts of 
many powers to disrupt its advance through implicit and sometimes ex-
plicit support for conflict and terrorism in the region.

In their different ways, and perhaps with different route maps, India 
and Türkiye have become key players in a multi-polar 21st century.  Their 
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geographical and cultural strengths enable them to address global chal-
lenges while safeguarding regional stability. Both nations prioritize secu-
rity, acutely aware of the need for forward defense. The Indian Navy’s ac-
tivities in the Red Sea and Türkiye’s presence to its south highlight their 
proactive approach to security.

India and Türkiye are active, in their different spheres, in fostering re-
gional and global partnerships. Türkiye’s historical ties to Central Asia and 
India’s Indo-Pacific outreach enhance their influence. But their bilateral 
bridge is inadequate given their existing and potential capacities. This can 
be resolved by a common approach to the principal curse of our times, the 
evil of terrorism. It is surprising when Türkiye, which has been a victim 
of terrorism, deviates from unconditional condemnation of this curse. No 
cause justifies terrorism or its sponsorship.

Both nations aim to prevent power-bloc interference by asserting their 
presence and leadership. Collaboration in trade, education, and infrastruc-
ture development offers tangible benefits. Cultural exchanges can enhance 
mutual understanding and long-term cooperation in areas such as energy 
security, climate change, and technological innovation, supplemented by 
joint initiatives that can strengthen bilateral ties.

There is potential for collaboration in stabilizing volatile regions through 
frameworks which address humanitarian challenges and promote economic 
growth on a foundation of shared values and respect for sovereignty. This 
approach also ensures adaptability to future geopolitical shifts.

India and Türkiye were kept on the sidelines of the 20th century, but 
the narrative has changed in the last 25 years. Both nations are poised to 
become dynamic forces in the 21st century. But the management of the 
emerging future needs care and understanding.

There is a useful dictum of diplomacy: what I say is less important 
than what you hear. If you and I do not attribute the same meaning to an 
expression or terminology, our dialogue will be affected. Let me provide 
two examples. The first pertains to what the West calls the “Middle East”.

Which East is the Middle East in the middle of? If any country can 
claim to be geographically in the middle of the East, it is India. West Asia 
was converted into the Middle East by theorists of European empires, to 
serve a European purpose. The objective was not a simple semantic diver-
sion. It nuanced the way in which we think of regions and their geopolitics; 
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much of the “Middle East” lies on the shores of the Mediterranean, a thor-
oughly European sea. Syria, Lebanon and the nations of north Africa are 
on the rim of the Mediterranean, and it would be more appropriate to de-
scribe them as Mediterranean nations.

Türkiye is Eurasia; the Ottoman Empire was Eurasian. Till today Eu-
rope refuses Türkiye a place in the EU, possibly because of its Muslim pop-
ulation.  Ataturk’s greatest achievement was resisting Anglo-French designs 
and then establishing a modern identity for his country.   

The post-colonial era demands a new future of strategic equity and eco-
nomic welfare, rooted in national aspirations. We all understand this. We 
also recognize that regions must have the capacity to defend themselves 
against the subtle or brash encroachment of foreign powers and superpow-
ers who perforce pursue their own economic and strategic interests.

Who cared about the deserts of Persia or Arabia before the discovery of 
oil? Nobody. Once oil was discovered, the control of wells made it a battle-
field for surrogate powers. Dialectics turned into an instrument of aggres-
sion. The French encouraged notions that Syria was never a country. The 
British said the same about India when they ruled the subcontinent; that 
was their rationale for breaking it up. Indeed, they had multiple partitions 
in the mind before they were evicted by mass anger. They dismissed In-
dia as the land of over 550 kingdoms. By that logic Europe should become 
hundreds of independent realms.

Disputes are inflated to create war when war is in the interest of ma-
nipulators. I want to underscore one crucial truth about war: war becomes 
contagious. War spreads and becomes a conflagration with the infection 
of parallel causes. The Vietnam war was not about Vietnam alone; the en-
tirety of Southeast Asia was involved directly or indirectly.

World war is a series of wars that have conflated into one another. Look 
at the war map beginning from Ukraine to the east, and you will discover 
that we are already amid a contagion. How far is Chechnya, with its bit-
ter history, from Ukraine? Why are Chechens fighting on both sides of 
the Ukraine conflict? How far is Crimea from the Caucasus?  How far is 
the Caucasus from Syria? Syria borders Israel, Lebanon, Iraq, Jordan and 
the Kurdish conflict zone: how many wars do we want to count there? 
The Houthis of Yemen are now activists in the Israel-Palestine war, which 
takes us to Aden and the Red Sea. The Indian Navy is operational in the 
Red Sea. Why? Forward security.
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Every nation must address its own security challenges, if it wants to 
remain safe. Regional stability requires cooperation; it cannot be achieved 
unilaterally. India and Türkiye have an exceptionally important geopo-
litical role to play from their perspectives for they lie on the western and 
eastern frontiers of this inflammatory warzone. If they help with a peace 
process in the region, they also protect themselves. But I repeat, they can-
not do so until they recognize that there is no justification for the greatest 
destabilizer of stability, terrorism, particularly when it acquires fascist di-
mensions like ethnic cleansing.

The 20th century was dominated by three transformative world wars, 
the Cold War being the third. The Cold War, often extremely hot outside 
Europe, has not ended; witness Ukraine.

The future defies prediction. There were many in 1914 who thought 
that the First Great War would end by the winter of 1914-15. Who, in 1910, 
could have predicted a war within five years so devastating that it deci-
mated two generations of men, the destruction of ancient empires leaving 
quicksand in the wake, and the rise of Communism? Stand on the edge of 
1920. Could anyone has foreseen the catastrophic crash of financial sys-
tems in the capitalist world, forcing the entire system to be reimagined?

In 1930, who predicted the rise to ultimate power of Hitler and Ger-
man, and a Second World War more destructive than the First, ending 
with Hiroshima and Nagasaki? Who imagined in 1940 that by 1947 not 
only would India be free, but that India’s freedom would catalyze the liber-
ation of countless nations from European colonialism? European colonial-
ism, which began in India, effectively ended there. Once India gained its 
freedom, colonialism could no longer sustain itself elsewhere. The French 
were brutal in Algeria but not victorious. In 1980 who foresaw the fall of 
the Soviet Union on the battlefields of Afghanistan? Reality often surpasses 
even the boldest imagination. On a different note, did anyone see the mo-
bile phone coming?

Today’s impossible is tomorrows mundane. We need to prepare our-
selves for another cycle of the unimaginable. We must cultivate intellectual 
flexibility and develop tools to manage the unpredictable. The unthink-
able will happen. Therefore, we must begin to think about the unthinkable.

Foreign policy is both rules-based and transactional. While ideol-
ogy may provide the stable foundation of a nation’s worldview, real-world 
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engagements require pragmatic engineering in bridge-building, negotiat-
ing outcomes.

Asia has three stable democracies, India, Türkiye, and Japan. Türkiye 
has faced its problems, not least the attempt to destabilize democracy by 
external forces. In an already complex world, our responsibility is to max-
imize our strengths and adapt to an even more challenging future. If a cri-
sis does not help us understand one another, we will not have answered the 
demand of history, nor the demand of our own people. It is not import-
ant that both nations agree on everything. Türkiye has a role to play to its 
south and south-east neighborhood. Nature and politics abhor a vacuum. 
A vacuum will be filled, if not by you, then by others.

In the last ten years India has made an innovative departure in re-
gional policy: a neighbor is no longer defined only by distance. A neigh-
bor is defined by reach. If I can’t reach you, you are not my neighbor. You 
are only a presence.

Today, there are 1,000 flights every week between India and the Gulf, 
and you can’t get a seat. There is a country to our west, to which you can-
not fill a single flight from India. For us, the Gulf is a neighbor. Indonesia 
is both a geographical and a strategic neighbor; Indonesia, people forget, is 
less than 100 nautical miles from the Andaman Islands. India has created 
a new arc of neighborhood from the Gulf to Indonesia, and from there ex-
tended its strategic reach into the Pacific. It is called the Indo-Pacific now, 
and with very good reason. The Indian Navy sits at both the choke points 
of the world: the Malacca Straits and the Red Sea.

When Prime Minister Modi asserts that war is not a solution, he re-
flects a strong philosophical conviction of the Indian philosophy. But this 
is not meek pacifism; this is realism. It does not mean that India will never 
confront a warmonger. India has not abandoned its military strength, far 
from it, as anyone who has tested the Indian armed forces now knows. As 
a philosophy we believe in the immense power of peace, but that does not 
mean that we believe that the state can be protected against the malevo-
lence of enemies by non-violence. Even the apostle of non-violence, Gandhi, 
did not think so.

In the last week of October 1947, within just ten weeks of freedom from 
British rule, Pakistan suddenly, arbitrarily, sent 5000 terrorists to seize the 
then princely state of Jammu and Kashmir by force: it is not commonly 
known that the status of Kashmir was indeterminate when India won its 
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freedom. Talks were scheduled for a resolution through negotiations. Pa-
kistan sabotaged negotiations through a terrorist invasion by “irregulars” 
in 1947 and continues to repeat a failed pattern.

Gandhi was asked if non-violence was the appropriate response to this 
aggression. He was categorical. The state had to defend itself with the Army, 
and he gave a call to the armed forces to die like heroes if required to de-
feat brutal aggression.

India’s most difficult military confrontation has been with China, but 
the prevalence of good sense has enabled India and China to develop an 
ingenious mechanism for dispute resolution that has ensured peace on the 
border and the near-elimination of cross-border terrorism to India’s North-
eastern states.   The agreement between India and China, first signed in 
1988 and strengthened into a pact by 1993 should be recognized as a great 
achievement of international diplomacy. It is built on the principle that 
peace today is more practical than searching for peace forever; that good 
is better than perfect. There have been occasions when Indian and Chi-
nese troops have slid back into confrontation, but not a single bullet has 
been fired across the ceasefire line for over three decades. India has dis-
played the will for peace and proven this on the Himalaya.

India understands the corrosive debilitation inflicted by war; the ob-
jective of the present government of Prime Minister Modi is to transform 
a nation, once impoverished by harsh British colonization, into a major 
economic power of the 21st century. A significant achievement of the last 
decade has been the reduction of harsh poverty to less than 5%, according 
to the latest statistics of the World Bank; the figure was near 70% when 
the British left, with hundreds of millions at starvation levels. For the first 
time in recorded Indian history, there is no hunger, because 800 million 
people are guaranteed sufficient food as a fundamental right by a special 
scheme designed and implemented by Prime Minister Modi.

India and China continue to prove that neighbors do not have to be all-
weather allies to cooperate across a range of issues; and that differences do 
not have to reach the bitterness of enmity. But there is a critical element 
in the positive part of the equation: China refused to open a Himalayan 
front during Pakistan’s war against India in 1965 or during the 1971 war 
in Bangladesh, despite desperate pleas from Pakistan’s military leaders to 
do so. Nor does China condone terrorism through inflammatory language.
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The purpose of diplomacy and institutional cooperation is bridge-build-
ing. I am happy that your university is helping to build an intellectual bridge 
on which ideas and solutions can travel.

The 21st century will see radical changes in geopolitics; the map of the 
new world order will not be recognizable by the norms of the 20th century. 
In a sense, geography has become fluid. What do I mean by that? There are 
new continents being created. The new continents are welfare, economic 
and security alliances. NATO and the Warsaw Pact were the two strategic 
alliances that defined world power after the Second World War, but NATO 
is losing its relevance after the collapse of the Warsaw Pact. Only the US 
remains as powerful as it used to be out of the four “uniteds” of the 20th 
century: US, UK [till the empire lasted], EU, and the Soviet Union.

The new alliances or unions are based on free will, like BRICS, SCO, 
QUAD, ASEAN, NAU/USMCA; they are the new continents emphasiz-
ing economic prosperity rather than Big Power alliances as the leitmotif. 
These groupings stress shared responsibility and mutual benefit. Türkiye 
remains a member of NATO to reap the advantages inherent in an Amer-
ican umbrella but shows the readiness to strike out on its own in pursuit 
of national interest.

Old terminologies are defunct: the First, Second and Third Worlds 
have been buried. The First World is struggling with challenges; the Sec-
ond World, codename of the Soviet sphere, is a bare memory; the Third 
World has disappeared as a phrase from international discourse. Even the 
new verbiage of Global South is becoming passe.

In September 2022, Prime Minister Modi and President Erdogan met at 
the Shanghai Cooperation Organization Summit in Samarkand, and shared 
thoughts on developing Türkiye-India relations. In the absence of dialogue, 
misunderstanding will inevitably replace understanding, particularly at a 
time when barbaric terrorism triggers powerful sentiments. We need to 
accept one non-negotiable fact: terrorism has no place in the 21st century.

There is an old story from central Asia which might be useful. A child 
entered a madrasa at the age of four. When he was 14, his teacher told him 
that it was time to leave school, because there was nothing more that he 
could teach. It was time to face the world. The student, apprehensive and 
afraid, asked: “Master: What shall I do next?”
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The teacher replied, “Go out of the door.”
“What should I do after that?”
“Stand still and look.”
The boy stood, looked, and called out: “Master, I see nothing.”
“Keep looking,” said the teacher.
Finally, the boy said, “Master, I have seen something. I’ve seen the hori-

zon.”
“Very good,” the teacher replied. “Now walk toward that horizon and 

stand still again. You will see another horizon.”
Let us pursue one horizon at a time.
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Kyrgyzstan in the Process of Change and 
Transformation and Public Diplomacy

Dr. Baktygul Kalambekova
Ambassador (R.)

Introduction

Public diplomacy is a method that allows a state to promote itself in 
the international arena not only through official channels but also through 
people-to-people relations. Compared to traditional diplomacy, this form of 
diplomacy encourages direct communication between people and strength-
ens cultural ties. For young independent states such as Kyrgyzstan, public 
diplomacy plays a crucial role in increasing international recognition and 
ensuring effectiveness in foreign policy.

Public diplomacy has become an important element of Kyrgyzstan’s 
foreign policy since gaining independence. Indeed, the fundamental ob-
jective of public diplomacy is to ensure that Kyrgyzstan is recognized as a 
peaceful country rich in cultural diversity. For instance, the Manas Epic 
is not only a literary work but also a heritage that reflects the history, cul-
ture, and values of the Kyrgyz people. This epic serves as a symbol of Kyr-
gyz identity and a bridge to international recognition.

Chingiz Aitmatov’s works play a crucial role in enhancing Kyrgyzstan’s 
presence on the global stage. His ideas are a vital source of inspiration for 
establishing a culture of peace and transforming the culture of war. His 
works are a unique tool for introducing the intellectual and cultural depth 
of the Kyrgyz people to the world. To sum up, Aitmatov’s legacy is a fun-
damental component of Kyrgyzstan’s soft power capability.

The formation of a Public Diplomacy Institute named after Chingiz 
Aitmatov could be a valuable initiative for Kyrgyzstan. This institute could 
serve as an important platform for developing cultural and diplomatic co-
operation among the Turkic countries. Furthermore, the Issyk-Kul Forum 
could be utilized more effectively as an international public diplomacy 
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platform. A shared history and cultural heritage should be the foundation 
of diplomatic relations among the Turkic countries.

We need to effectively promote our shared values and historical heri-
tage within the Turkic World. Through collaborative projects and regional 
cooperation, the Turkic World can attain a stronger position in interna-
tional diplomacy. When the soft power elements of the Turkic states are 
combined, this coalition of forces will have a significant impact in the in-
ternational arena. Our cultural heritage should serve as a unifying factor 
in diplomatic initiatives. Kyrgyzstan and the Turkic World can achieve a 
stronger diplomatic position by utilizing their common history and cul-
tural heritage.

1. The Basis of Public Diplomacy in Kyrgyzstan

Public diplomacy is a multidimensional concept that incorporates theo-
ries from international relations, communication, and public relations. Al-
though the term was initially introduced in literature in 1965, the practice 
of public diplomacy has a long history dating back to even further. The fo-
cus on such approaches grew significantly during the Cold War era when 
the world was divided into two power blocks. In the following stages, these 
concepts became more widely accepted and were implemented across dif-
ferent sectors. 

Kyrgyzstan declared independence, determined its foreign policy as 
a sovereign state, and implemented this policy in the international arena 
during the years that coincided with the collapse of the bipolar system. 
During this period, Kyrgyzstan sought to adapt to new global dynamics 
and aimed to act in accordance with the current trend. This period also 
marked the beginning of the nation-state’s building process. 

Countries that were previously part of a larger system, especially those 
that seceded from the USSR, like Kyrgyzstan, found themselves needing to 
establish international public opinion and present themselves to the out-
side world under new conditions of sovereignty. In this process, it was nec-
essary to redefine relations with neighboring countries and adapt them to 
the new context.

Public diplomacy has become an essential component of state foreign 
policy and has played a crucial role, particularly for newly independent 
countries. For countries transitioning from the old system to the new, this 
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process occurred at a time when the concept of the nation-state was being 
debated globally. As the existence of nation states was being challenged as 
a result of globalization, newly independent republics felt the urgency to 
establish themselves as nation states and were able to do so. In this con-
text, public diplomacy has been utilized as a powerful tool of foreign pol-
icy and remains relevant today.

Public diplomacy has become a strategic tool for all states, not just newly 
independent countries like Kyrgyzstan. However, Kyrgyzstan has a unique 
advantage in this process. Historically, it has not faced any serious political 
issues with its neighboring countries. As a result, Kyrgyzstan has been able 
to focus on promoting the country, growing its economy, and increasing 
its attractiveness in areas such as tourism, culture, science, and education. 
These historically smooth relations have provided a strong foundation for 
building friendships and partnerships that prioritize mutual interests and 
provide mutual benefits. 

At the same time, it was necessary to continue this process and im-
plement systematic institutionalization under new conditions in order to 
fill it with meaningful projects. Many established traditions and practices 
were based on these initiatives. Cultural diplomacy and public diplomacy 
were as important as economic diplomacy for Kyrgyzstan. Bishkek also fo-
cused on these areas. Kyrgyzstan shares many commonalities with Kazakh-
stan, Uzbekistan, Tajikistan, and Turkmenistan. These countries originated 
from the same system, and their geography, histories, languages, and cul-
tures are shared. Even their state traditions exhibit similar characteristics. 

Kyrgyzstan contributed to the achievements made within the Soviet 
Union sharing common values. After leaving the Soviet Union, Kyrgyz-
stan’s unique characteristics emerged alongside its shared ones. With inde-
pendence, new opportunities emerged to preserve and revitalize national 
identity. Many factors set Kyrgyzstan apart from its neighbors. For instance, 
it lacked serious political issues that were either frozen or ongoing which 
was fortunate for the country. This also facilitated Kyrgyzstan’s integra-
tion into the international community and its introduction to the world. 

Being the first has its proud moments, but it also has its challenges. 
For example, in the post-independence period, commercial and economic 
relations, especially with neighboring countries, were still tied to the So-
viet system. This situation created new challenges with the introduction of 
the national currency. The introduction of the national currency directly 
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affected commercial and economic relations, so it was necessary to explain 
this process not only to neighboring countries but also to citizens. This is 
because Kyrgyzstan had lived within a tight network of relations with other 
republics during the Soviet era. Areas such as economic and industrial dis-
tribution operated within this system. Therefore, breaking away from the 
system was not easy. However, Kyrgyzstan introduced its national cur-
rency with great determination. Today, despite all the challenges, the Kyr-
gyz som maintains its value when compared to other national currencies.

In short, Kyrgyzstan has placed great importance on these founda-
tions while establishing sovereignty within the framework of its natu-
ral, statehood, historical heritage, and its economic conditions. These de-
velopments have paved the way for the advancement of public diplomacy 
and the strengthening of its use and practical aspects. At the beginning of 
the independent development, Kyrgyzstan acted dynamically, determined 
its priorities, and implemented them. In the subsequent years, significant 
progress was observed in Kyrgyzstan’s engagement with the international 
cooperation. Kyrgyzstan entered the international arena by deciding to es-
tablish an open economy, a democratic, secular, and unitary state and it 
announced and stood by this decision. It is important to highlight Tür-
kiye’s role in particular. The Republic of Türkiye was the first country to 
open an embassy in Kyrgyzstan. Türkiye provided substantial assistance to 
Kyrgyzstan not only in diplomatic terms, but also in terms of transition-
ing to a market economy and establishing relations with the international 
community during the transition period.

The role of public diplomacy in this process can be seen as a paradigm 
shift. The diplomacy of countries that regained their independence at the 
end of the bipolar world was shaped in conjunction with the process of es-
tablishing their national diplomacy. In this context, the progress of building 
a national state and the structure of diplomatic service can be better un-
derstood. Within this framework, major reforms were implemented, draw-
ing inspiration from the Polish model of so called “shock therapy”. These 
reforms encompassed the fields of economics and politics with significant 
strides taken towards privatization. In 1995-1996, Kyrgyzstan underwent a 
historic transition to privatization processes, even privatizing land, a move 
unprecedented in its history. These steps were facilitated by the support 
and assistance of the international community. In fostering Kyrgyzstan’s 
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relations with the world, there was a strong emphasis on adopting success-
ful models that could be replicated in various parts of the world.

Kyrgyzstan is a mountainous country that faces geographical challenges, 
lacking direct access to the sea, and having limited areas suitable for ag-
riculture. Furthermore, compared to its neighbors, rich in oil and gas re-
sources, Kyrgyzstan has more limited resources. Due to these factors, the 
country finds itself in a position that demands strategic acumen in its re-
lations with the international community and in diplomacy. The founda-
tions of Kyrgyzstan’s success in foreign policy is primarily shaped by its 
values and goals. 

2. Main Goals of Kyrgyzstan

•		  International Recognition and Acceptance: After declaring its inde-
pendence, Kyrgyzstan has placed great importance on the process 
of gaining recognition and acceptance in the outside world. Taking 
its place in international platforms and playing a more active role 
in global relations have been the main goals of the country’s pub-
lic diplomacy.

•		  Peaceful Diplomacy and Conflict Resolution: Located in the heart of 
Asia, Kyrgyzstan has successfully achieved a balance between various 
ethnic groups and cultures and relying on peaceful diplomacy. This 
approach has been crucial in fostering relations with other coun-
tries in Central Asia. For instance, Kyrgyzstan played a key role in 
facilitating peace talks between Azerbaijan and Armenia, resulting 
in a ceasefire in the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. Additionally, the 
Bishkek Agreement and the initial discussions that led to the Bish-
kek Protocol, were instrumental in laying the groundwork for end-
ing the civil war in Tajikistan. These instances highlight Kyrgyz-
stan’s commitment to peaceful resolutions and diplomacy.

•		  Economic Independence and Development: Despite lacking rich nat-
ural resources such as oil and natural gas, Kyrgyzstan has taken 
steps to develop agriculture and industry in particular. Attracting 
foreign investment, strengthening trade relations, and integrating 
into the market economy are factors that reinforce the long-term 
goal of economic independence.
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3. Core Values and Soft Power Instruments of Kyrgyzstan

•		  Historical and Cultural Heritage: Kyrgyzstan is a nation renowned 
for the Manas Epic, which dates back centuries. This epic is recog-
nized not only as a cultural heritage of the Kyrgyz people but also 
as a significant cultural legacy across the entire Turkic World and 
former Soviet republics. The Manas Epic is not only a literary work, 
but also a source of the history, culture, and diplomatic heritage of 
the Kyrgyz people, and has been used as a tool of public diplomacy. 
This epic is an important diplomatic tool used to promote the cul-
tural identity and historical contributions of the Kyrgyz people to 
the world.

•		  Ties with the Turkic World: As a part of the Turkic World, Kyrgyz-
stan has a significant advantage due to its historical ties. These ties 
play a crucial role in strengthening Kyrgyzstan’s cultural identity 
and diplomatic relations. The Epic of Manas and the deep connec-
tions with the Turkic World serve as powerful cultural diplomacy 
tools in international relations.

•		  Peaceful Statism and Perception of Sovereignty: After declaring its 
independence, Kyrgyzstan pursued a peaceful foreign policy and 
presented this value as an example to other states in Central Asia. 
This is an important diplomatic tool for ensuring regional stability.

•		  Economic Diplomacy and Opening Up: Kyrgyzstan, a country lack-
ing oil and gas resources, aims to address this deficiency through 
international economic diplomacy. One of its key strategies to 
strengthen foreign economic relations and enhance trade, invest-
ment, and economic cooperation opportunities, particularly with 
Türkiye and neighboring countries. This approach is considered 
crucial for Kyrgyzstan in its international relations.

To commemorate the 1000th anniversary of the Manas Epic, Kyrgyz-
stan proposed an initiative to the UN on behalf of the country from 1993 
to 1995. This initiative garnered approval from 190 countries, including 
Türkiye with their backing, the UN signated 1995 as the “1000th Anni-
versary of the Manas Epic.” Consequently, the milestone anniversary was 
celebrated in 60 countries, including Türkiye.

In addition to the Manas Epic, Chingiz Aitmatov’s legacy also held sig-
nificant importance during the Soviet era. Aitmatov was not only a novelist 



PUBLIC DIPLOMACY IN FOREIGN AFFAIRS72

but also a diplomat, statesman, journalist, and a multifaceted personality. 
Serving as the president of the cinema institution, he was profound thinker 
who made a lasting impact on the literary world. Aitmatov promoted the 
cultural heritage of the Kyrgyz people globally through his works which 
have been translated into hundreds of languages and enjoyed by readers 
worldwide. Particularly popular among intellectuals and young people, his 
works have been widely discussed in Türkiye. Aitmatov visited Türkiye 
multiple times and took part in important events there.  

Chingiz Aitmatov introduced the Manas Epic, Kyrgyzstan, and the 
Kyrgyz people not only to our immediate neighbors but also to more dis-
tant places and countries with which we had not yet established diplomatic 
relations. This was truly a great opportunity and became a starting point 
for Kyrgyzstan. He was a very valuable figure who shed light on the de-
velopment of public diplomacy and official diplomacy while also creating 
a beautiful umbrella.

It is the responsibility of the Kyrgyz people to uphold, preserve, and 
further this legacy. Chingiz Aitmatov’s influence extends beyond litera-
ture. His interviews and journalistic articles, presentations, and speeches 
at meetings contain valuable insights that should be shared with the pub-
lic. This legacy serves as a significant resource, a powerful tool and a valu-
able asset for public diplomacy.

The concept of public diplomacy can also be seen as an instrument of 
soft power. The soft power of each country consists of several elements. 
The first element comes from its culture, the second from politics, the third 
from its economic situation and the level of development of its economy. 
This includes not only its current potential, but also its potential that can 
be realized in the future. From this perspective, soft power is an import-
ant tool that can also leverage the cultural values of Kyrgyzstan.

Through the Issyk-Kul Forum, which was established by Chingiz Ait-
matov as a club for intellectuals from around the world and plays a signif-
icant role, Kyrgyzstan is seen as having embraced a peaceful and pacifist 
approach to the culture of dialogue and foreign policy. With the contri-
butions of epic ceremonies like the Manas Epic and Chingiz Aitmatov’s 
works to our national identity, Kyrgyz foreign policy presents itself as that 
of a country that advocates for peace.

Education is a prominent soft power factor in Kyrgyzstan. Students 
who study abroad at universities can promote Kyrgyzstan wherever they 
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go. Many individuals, from journalists to scientists, serve as examples who 
embody Kyrgyz identity. Sometimes when Kyrgyzstan is mentioned, peo-
ple struggle to identify which country it is. However, when they hear the 
names Chingiz Aitmatov and the Manas Epic, they proudly recognize it. 
This not only brings pride but also helps in Kyrgyzstan’s efforts and shapes 
its foreign policy. This should be considered one of the core principles of 
Kyrgyz diplomacy.

Chingiz Aitmatov, a diplomat, has made significant contributions to the 
field of public diplomacy over many years. His legacy extends beyond lit-
erature; his institutional contributions and initiatives such as the Issyk-Kul 
Forum have left a lasting mark on the diplomatic world. Similarly, the po-
etic standards and high criteria of the Manas Epic, as well as the high stan-
dards of his prose works, have set a benchmark that every Kyrgyz person 
aims to achieve. To not only meet but exceed this benchmark, every Kyr-
gyz citizen actively participates in public diplomacy.

Kyrgyzstan possesses values that support, guide, and illuminate its 
work. With these values, the country has the opportunity to showcase its 
national identity to the international community in a way that does it jus-
tice and enhances understanding. This is crucial for enhancing the coun-
try’s appeal and making it a more attractive destination. 

4. The Future of Kyrgyzstan’s Public Diplomacy

During this transitional period, it would be beneficial to offer concrete 
examples of Kyrgyzstan’s public diplomacy development. Each country pos-
sesses its own distinct advantages and characteristics which can be max-
imized through proper institutionalization and organization. Kyrgyzstan 
has yet to fully capitalize on its public diplomacy potential, highlighting 
the need to assess opportunities presented by a rapidly changing and in-
novative landscape.

In fact, there have been at least three important revolutions in the de-
velopment of public diplomacy. The first is the changes in international re-
lations and the international system. 

Secondly, the rapid development of technology is significantly impact-
ing the field of mass media. For instance, the transformation of media, ra-
dio, and television through the internet, the new opportunities presented to 
the press, and the growth of social networks have led to a major revolution. 
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Technological advancements in communication tools have played a signif-
icant role in driving this process.

The third change that has occurred in politics. Politics is no longer 
solely the domain of politicians. What has been termed the “third wave of 
democratization,” politics has become accessible to a much broader audi-
ence. This has resulted in the emergence of participatory and representa-
tive governance. These advancements have directly influenced public di-
plomacy and created new opportunities.

Public diplomacy emerged and began to develop thanks to the oppor-
tunities provided by the three important revolutions mentioned above. 
However, it also faced challenges brought about by these revolutions. Nev-
ertheless, public diplomacy remains very important for countries like Kyr-
gyzstan, which have been searching for their own path for 30 years and are 
undergoing a process of social transformation. These countries were not 
just in a transition period but also navigating a process of social transfor-
mation. At this point, the role of public diplomacy is of great significance.

One of the challenges Kyrgyzstan faces in terms of public diplomacy 
is the three constitutional crises it has experienced. The events that led to 
changes in power in 2005, 2010, and 2020 have significantly altered the im-
pact of society on public opinion. Although the difficulties experienced by 
the public during these processes have increased diversity in society, there 
have also been traumas that have made social life difficult. In such situa-
tions, public diplomacy must first communicate with the domestic public, 
explain what happened during this period, and clarify the effects of its re-
lations with the world. This is seen as one of the prerequisites for working 
with the international public.

It is crucial to understand and address Kyrgyzstan’s border issues, trans-
boundary water issues, migration issues, and questions that may arise re-
garding membership in international economic institutions. Being able to 
explain these issues to the public and raise awareness among society will 
play a significant role in the success of public diplomacy. 

4.1. The Importance of the Issyk-Kul Forum

It is worth mentioning in detail the contribution of the Issyk-Kul Fo-
rum to public diplomacy in the context of institutionalization. This forum 
can also be referred to as a public diplomacy forum. At this point, proposals 
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for the establishment of a structure such as the Chingiz Aitmatov Public 
Diplomacy Institute are also being discussed. Currently, there is a founda-
tion for the Chingiz Aitmatov-Issyk-Kul Forum. 

The history of the Issyk-Kul Forum is truly unique. The first forum 
was held in Bishkek, followed by another in Issyk-Kul. The forum brings 
together participants from various countries around the world, as well as 
highly respected intellectuals. The forum serves as a platform where intel-
lectuals from around the world come together. This forum can be utilized 
not only as a tool for Kyrgyzstan’s soft power in its foreign policy but also 
for interaction and integration within the Turkic World. The Turkic States 
Organization (TSO) could consider this proposal. Many participants have 
attended this forum as guests of Chingiz Aitmatov. While some partici-
pants have passed away, most are still actively participating in these events. 
This forum continues in Kyrgyzstan. If there is interest and more focus on 
this topic, it could lead to truly productive and beneficial work.

The fundamental question is: “What kind of message can we convey to 
the world? Can this forum be a platform that has a global impact?” After 
all, the first forums were created with the idea of promoting “new think-
ing.” This movement laid the foundation for Perestroika (Restructuring) 
and led to significant change. It is widely recognized that such forums 
play a crucial role. It is essential to review and evaluate these experiences. 
Therefore, it is worth considering taking such a forum to the next level.

An Institute of Public Diplomacy named after Chingiz Aitmatov could 
be created within the framework of the Issyk-Kul Forum or in coopera-
tion with it. Such an institute could be created under platforms such as the 
International Turkic Academy. This type of establishment would be more 
comprehensive and effective.

4.2. Roadmap for the Turkic World

A more effective roadmap can be developed within the framework of the 
Turkish Academy. Moreover, an institutional structure can be established 
within the framework of the TDT. This initiative would represent a signif-
icant step towards the unity and institutionalization of the Turkic World. 

Currently, participants are acting solely based on their own individual 
thoughts. This situation needs to evolve further. In this context, serious-
ness and cooperation between states are essential. If something significant 
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arises, a platform that can be presented to the global public opinion can 
be created.

It is especially important to emphasize that intellectuals working inter-
nationally should develop ideas and projects that are beneficial not only to 
their own countries but to all of humanity. Such a vision can make signifi-
cant contributions to the Turkic World and the world as a whole.

The leadership of such projects by the Turkish Academy in cooperation 
with the TDT could lead to much more effective results. 

The support of institutions such as Cappadocia University and the An-
kara Center for Crisis and Policy Research (ANKASAM) for such a proj-
ect, the establishment of the Chingiz Aitmatov Public Diplomacy Insti-
tute, and the initiation of a process within the Turkish Academy could be 
a truly valuable step. This forum to be held in Cappadocia could be an im-
portant turning point as a project that can be presented to the TDT. Such a 
project will create a critical opportunity to strengthen cooperation among 
the Turkic countries and contribute to the development of public diplo-
macy. The vision and efforts that the teams at Cappadocia University and 
ANKASAM have made in this process could be a significant step towards 
contributing to the Turkic World.

The Turkic World has not only institutionalized itself but also has a 
spirit and identity. Discovering and shaping this spirit can unite the Turkic 
World more strongly. In this sense, there is a serious process of reflection 
underway on the current infrastructure. It is definitely the right approach 
to solidify these projects and present them in a suitable format. Accom-
plishing this could have an impact not only on the Turkic World but also 
on the world as a whole.

The projects offered by the Turkic World may extend beyond Turkic 
states to the UN. These steps can create significant awareness internation-
ally and contribute to the dissemination of values such as a culture of peace. 
In particular, the example of Kyrgyzstan’s initiatives accepted by the UN 
demonstrates how such initiatives can resonate at the international level.

Chingiz Aitmatov’s concept of “mutual understanding based on fun-
damental values” is indeed a crucial point. Establishing a global culture of 
peace may present challenges, but building upon these principles can en-
courage global cooperation.
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More thought needs to be given to how to strengthen public diplomacy 
in the Turkic World. Bringing together epics, cultures, and peoples could 
be a crucial aspect of this process. Discussing these projects will enhance 
their productivity with the contributions of participants. Observing the 
interest of participants who wish to take part in such projects presents a 
great opportunity for the success of the process. Such a vision and effort 
will make significant contributions to the Turkic World and can serve as 
a powerful example for peace and cooperation on a global scale. If more 
steps are taken to implement these projects, it will be possible for the Tur-
kic World to become a stronger platform.

Formulating and sharing ideas will be extremely valuable in the de-
velopment of such projects. It is essential for participants to express their 
own views and suggestions to reach common ground. Each participant’s 
contribution can play a significant role in creating a stronger public diplo-
macy for the Turkic World. The process of mutual recognition within the 
Turkic World can be further explored. It is crucial to emphasize common 
values that strengthen unity and solidarity, in line with the legacy of our 
ancestors. Understanding and preserving our cultural and historical heri-
tage will fortify the pillars of public diplomacy.

The Turkic World can only increase its visibility and influence in the 
wider world by creating more platforms and dialogues. This entails estab-
lishing connections not only between states but also between peoples. In 
this regard, it is crucial to delve deeper into the cultural codes of the Tur-
kic World and to share them with one another in to foster stronger soli-
darity at both individual and societal levels.

Epic poems and folk culture play a significant role in this context. Tra-
ditional forms of greeting among the Kyrgyz, such as “sak salamatsızbı,” 
“kutman tan,” and “arıbanız,” carry deeper meanings. The concept of peace 
and security also helps establish social bonds. These cultural elements en-
hance communication between people and strengthen mutual understand-
ing. The transfer and promotion of such cultural expressions will be a cru-
cial tool of public diplomacy. In conclusion, keeping these cultural and 
social values on the agenda for a stronger union of kindred peoples and ef-
fective public diplomacy is a valuable step in highlighting the unique iden-
tity and common ground of each people.

Public diplomacy plays a crucial role in Kyrgyzstan, especially in its 
efforts towards peacebuilding and dialogue. These experiences can be 
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incredibly valuable and inspiring for public diplomacy within the Turkic 
World. The peacebuilding initiatives led by Kyrgyzstan, such as the cease-
fire agreements in Karabakh since 1994 and the dialogue processes during 
the civil war in Tajikistan, have set a solid foundation for enhancing peace 
and dialogue in the Turkic World.

Increasing initiatives in the Turkic World and showcasing Kyrgyzstan’s 
efforts in these areas on a broader platform can enhance understanding 
and cooperation between peoples. Kyrgyzstan has taken part in peacekeep-
ing missions in numerous conflict zones worldwide with the approval of 
the UN gain valuable experience in the process. This experience serves as 
a crucial asset in establishing the groundwork for public diplomacy in the 
Turkic World.

In this context, it is crucial to share the public diplomacy experiences 
of every country in the Turkic World, with a focus on Türkiye. Türkiye’s 
successful public diplomacy efforts abroad can serve as a model for other 
Turkic countries. By collaborating Kyrgyzstan, Türkiye, and other Turkic 
countries can develop a unified public diplomacy strategy, making these 
process more effective.

Kyrgyzstan’s achievements in this area can serve as a guide for other 
countries in the Turkic World. Integrating Kyrgyzstan’s experience in 
peacebuilding processes into public diplomacy in a way that strengthens 
social and cultural ties in the Turkic World will be an important step in 
spreading a culture of peace. If all resources and accumulated knowledge 
are made available for common use, they can have an impact both region-
ally and globally.

4.3. Diplomacy: The Importance of Fairy Tales and Epics

One of the most important elements that hold societies together is cul-
tural elements. Developed countries share stories and epics from their his-
tory with their children. So, how should our history be told? This is some-
thing we need to think about. 

Fairy tales and epics are only a form of storytelling; they also serve as 
the living memory of a society. Epics hold significant value in Kyrgyzstan 
and the Turkic World. The Kyrgyz Academy of Sciences currently pos-
sesses eighty different variants of the Manas Epic in manuscript form and 
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is digitizing them in Arabic, Latin, and old script formats. Additionally, 
there are numerous smaller epics as well. 

As is well known, there is a scientific field called “mnemonics” which 
refers to both memorization and transmission from generation to gener-
ation. Kyrgyz epics have not remained dogmatic; they have not been pre-
served in a static form. The Manas Epic is an epic that is constantly re-
newed, enriched, and refined. In other words, it is an epic that is always 
evolving. These works contain a profound philosophy and embody wis-
dom that has been distilled over the centuries. They convey messages that 
they wish to impart to us. 

The Turkic World boasts a rich cultural history. A nation with a strong 
culture ensures a more secure and promising future. Therefore, it is cru-
cial to prioritize cultural diplomacy and strategies.

What matters is preserving and keeping alive the legacy we have been 
given, and passing it on to future generations, to younger generations, in 
a manner befitting them. Diplomacy is not just something that is directed 
outward. Public diplomacy is multidimensional. One of its most important 
aspects is the domestic public. This is very important in terms of keeping 
alive the creative spirit of the nation. 

Conclusion

Kyrgyzstan was the first Central Asian republic to declare independence 
on August 31, 1991. The recognition of Kyrgyz as the official language in 
1989 was a first in the USSR. Additionally, the constitution adopted on May 
5, 1993, remains in effect today with some amendments. In the same year, 
Kyrgyzstan became the first Central Asian country to adopt an indepen-
dent currency after the dissolution of the Soviet Union. The Kyrgyz som, 
which came into circulation in 1993, is still used today as a strong national 
currency. This marks a proud milestone for Kyrgyzstan. 

These steps were taken not only with the goal of “being the first,” but 
also in response to the necessities and opportunities presented by the con-
ditions and possibilities of that period. These first steps strengthened Kyr-
gyzstan’s independence and autonomy. Kyrgyzstan, considering its relations 
with countries such as Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan, which share histori-
cal and cultural ties, has emphasized not only its similarities but also its 
unique characteristics in the post-independence period. 
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Since gaining independence, Kyrgyzstan has been striving to utilize 
diplomacy. As a sovereign state, Kyrgyzstan aims to make decisions that 
align with global dynamics, freely determining its foreign policy. Simulta-
neously, the process of building a modern nation-state is still in progress. 

Kyrgyzstan aims to position itself as a secular, modern, and open econ-
omy-focused country in foreign policy. It has undergone radical reforms by 
adopting Poland’s “shock therapy” model of economic reforms, and privat-
ization was carried out in 1995-1996. Türkiye, as the first country to rec-
ognize Kyrgyzstan’s independence, provided significant assistance during 
this transition period. Türkiye’s support in promoting Kyrgyzstan to the 
world has also been substantial.

Despite facing challenges such as its mountainous terrain, lack of access 
to the sea, limited agricultural land, and scarcity of natural resources, Kyr-
gyzstan’s public diplomacy aims to establish an important position based 
on its cultural and historical values. The Manas Epic is a significant value 
that reflects the Kyrgyz people’s contributions to humanity. These values 
are fundamental elements that shape the Kyrgyz people’s sense of state-
hood and diplomacy. Chingiz Aitmatov, an important figure of the Soviet 
era, stood out not only as a writer but also as a diplomat, journalist, and 
statesman. Aytmatov’s thoughts on the culture of peace have been quoted 
in the UN’s declaration on culture and hold a critical place in the history 
of Kyrgyz diplomacy.

Kyrgyzstan embraces the concept of “soft power” in public diplomacy. 
The country aims to establish a culture of peaceful dialogue and position 
itself as a peace-loving nation in the international arena. Kyrgyzstan’s pub-
lic diplomacy involves the active participation of not only the government 
but also its citizens. Scientists, students, and the entire population should 
embrace Kyrgyzstan’s national identity and represent the country in the 
best possible way on the international stage promoting it when necessary. 
In this context, it is also crucial to increase the number of studies on pub-
lic diplomacy in Kyrgyzstan.

Kyrgyzstan’s public diplomacy is evolving with its own unique charac-
teristics. Today, not only politicians but also citizens and various other ac-
tors are actively participating in this process. The multi-stakeholder nature 
of public diplomacy ensures that multiple parties are engaged in the process. 
Events like constitutional crises and revolutions in Kyrgyzstan have had a 
detrimental impact on the effectiveness of public diplomacy. The traumas 
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endured by the people have further complicated communication, making 
it crucial for public diplomacy to focus on enlightening the population.

Geographically, Kyrgyzstan faces challenges such as migration, bor-
der issues, and underground resources. This situation makes it difficult to 
achieve the goals of sustainable development and creates an issue that re-
quires attention in foreign relations. Strengthening relations with the Tur-
kic World is also an important strategy. Kyrgyzstan can strengthen public 
diplomacy with the Turkic World by following the examples of developed 
countries. 
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Introduction

It is extremely important to address the calamities and genocides that 
West Azerbaijani Turks have suffered throughout history, and the prob-
lems they face in the regions they currently inhabit. These massacres were 
partially halted with the declaration of independence of the Republic of 
Azerbaijan on May 28, 1918. An Armenian state was established in Yere-
van and an area of approximately 9,000 square kilometers surrounding it, 
without any approval or input from the West Azerbaijani Turks, and the 
administration was left entirely to the Armenians.

In the Second Karabakh War, Azerbaijan recaptured its historical lands, 
namely Karabakh and East Zangezur. Following this, a new era began to 
protect the rights of West Azerbaijanis, and the West Azerbaijan Associ-
ation was reestablished. The search for a peaceful solution, not a war, to 
achieve the return of West Azerbaijanis continues.

Azerbaijan does not desire war in any way. The Baku administration 
aims for the peaceful return of West Azerbaijanis to their homeland, an-
cestral lands, and villages; they desire them to live there and continue their 
lives in peaceful coexistence with existing Armenian citizens.

The brotherhood and strategic alliance between Azerbaijan and Tür-
kiye have enabled Baku to attain a strong position. This does not mean 
that it can now relax. On the contrary, much more effort is needed in this 
period to avoid recurring the problems encountered repeatedly through-
out history. Historically, genocides have been committed repeatedly not 
only in Azerbaijan but also against Turks and Muslims living in Türkiye. 
Unfortunately, in the face of these genocides and massacres, major pow-
ers and some states have either remained silent or have completely failed 
to acknowledge these tragedies.
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It is extremely important to address the calamities and genocides suf-
fered by West Azerbaijani Turks, and the problems they face in the regions 
they live in today. Furthermore, considering what has been done to date 
to protect the rights and rights of these people and what can be done in 
the future will be extremely beneficial for developing successful strategies. 

1. History of Western Azerbaijan

Following the weakening of the Ottoman Empire and Russia’s occupa-
tion of the Azerbaijani khanates, an independent state could not be estab-
lished on Azerbaijani territory. However, Azerbaijan established an inde-
pendent republic in 1918. Until 1918, more than 70% of the population in 
present-day Armenia (80% in some regions) consisted of Muslim Azerbai-
jani Turks. These lands were already historically part of Azerbaijan. The 
Irevan Khanate, in particular, was a region largely populated by Turkic 
Muslims until the Russian occupation in 1826. Unfortunately, massacres 
and ethnic cleansing began in these regions from 1905 onward.

In March 1918, a major genocide was committed not only in North-
ern Azerbaijan (the borders of the present-day Republic of Azerbaijan), but 
also in Southern Azerbaijan, within the borders of present-day Iran, and 
in the Azerbaijani territories within the borders of present-day Armenia. 
Following Russia’s withdrawal from World War I in 1917, the surrender of 
all its weapons to the Dashnak, Hunchakian, and other Armenian terror-
ist organizations, coupled with the crossing of Armenian troops fighting 
against the Ottoman Empire into Azerbaijani territory, led to these geno-
cides and massacres.

These massacres were partially halted with the declaration of indepen-
dence of the Republic of Azerbaijan on May 28, 1918. During the same pe-
riod, with the dissolution of the Transcaucasian Federation, Georgia and 
Azerbaijan established their own independent states, while Armenian ef-
forts to establish a state also came to the fore. The failure to prevent the 
establishment of the State of Armenia (then known as the Republic of Ar-
arat) during that period laid the foundation for many problems that per-
sist to this day. The Ottoman Empire supported the Armenians, believing 
that establishing a republic would solve the problems in the region. Azer-
baijani intellectuals similarly harbored the hope that “with the establish-
ment of the Armenian state, they would no longer be able to maintain their 
claims over Karabakh or other Azerbaijani territories.”
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The establishment of the Republic of Ararat neither brought peace to 
the region nor resolved the issue. On the contrary, the tragedy facing West 
Azerbaijani Turks today dates back to this period. An Armenian state was 
established in an area of approximately 9,000 square kilometers around Ye-
revan, without the West Azerbaijani Turks’ approval or consultation, and the 
administration was left entirely to the Armenians. Even then, only a small 
Armenian population existed in certain regions. Later, under the admin-
istration of the USSR and with Armenian support, the territory of today’s 
Armenian State was gradually formed by seizing Azerbaijani territory. The 
lands of Azerbaijan were annexed to Armenia, and the lands inherited from 
the ancestors of the West Azerbaijani Turks began to be called Armenia.

In 1988, as the USSR began to disintegrate, a third major wave of mi-
gration occurred. The first migration occurred between 1918 and 1920, and 
the second between 1948 and 1953. These migrations were forced from the 
lands of present-day Armenia, that is, from the regions where West Azer-
baijanis lived. The final wave of migration occurred between 1988 and 
1991. During this period, the last Azerbaijani Turks, including the village 
of Nüvadi, were completely expelled from the lands of West Azerbaijan. 
Thus, not a single Azerbaijani Turk remained within the borders of pres-
ent-day Armenia. The last wave of migration also occurred in a time pe-
riod parallel to the Karabakh issue. The First Karabakh War, which began 
in 1991, limited Azerbaijan’s ability to defend the rights of West Azerbai-
janis. Azerbaijan focused all its might on the Karabakh issue. For this rea-
son, the problems of West Azerbaijani Turks received insufficient attention 
between 1991 and 1994. The USSR administration and the authorities of 
the Azerbaijan Soviet Republic did not want the West Azerbaijanis expelled 
from Armenian territory to be settled in Karabakh. Unfortunately, the of-
ficials in power at the time maintained close ties with the Armenians and 
were influenced by them. If 250,000-300,000 West Azerbaijani Turks had 
been settled in Karabakh at that time, the Karabakh conflict today might 
never have occurred. The presence of such a large population in Karabakh 
could have prevented Armenians from carrying out massacres or ethnic 
cleansing there. However, this opportunity was not taken advantage of.

Thus, the West Azerbaijani migrants were dispersed throughout Azer-
baijan. In this context, they migrated to many other regions, particularly 
Ganja, Baku, Shamakhi, Sheki, Lankaran, Barda, and Tartar. However, very 
few West Azerbaijanis were settled in the Karabakh region. The majority 
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of them were deported to Khojaly. Unfortunately, during the 1992 Khojaly 
Massacre, these West Azerbaijanis were also massacred, and the survivors 
were forced to migrate a second time. During that period, no concrete steps 
were taken on important issues such as keeping West Azerbaijanis together, 
protecting their rights and legal rights, or granting them international ref-
ugee status. This was because the people who had migrated from Karabakh 
had to deal with their housing, livelihood, and security needs. Tent cities 
were established, and efforts were made to meet their basic needs. During 
the war, all efforts were focused on Karabakh, and action was not taken 
for the West Azerbaijanis.

2. The Second Karabakh War and the Return to West Azerbaijan

In the Second Karabakh War, Azerbaijan recaptured its historical ter-
ritories, namely Karabakh and East Zangezur. After this, a new era began 
to protect the rights of West Azerbaijanis, and the West Azerbaijan Asso-
ciation was reestablished.

Azerbaijan also prepared and presented its own program for coexis-
tence with Armenians. Currently, more than 30,000 Armenian citizens live 
peacefully in Azerbaijan in the city of Baku alone. However, not a single 
Azerbaijani Turk lives in Armenia. However, Azerbaijani Turks have his-
torically lived in regions such as Irevan, Gökçe, Basargeçer, Zengezur, Zen-
gibasar, Dede, and Kafan; they have lived in those lands for centuries. Today, 
it has become imperative to defend the right of West Azerbaijani Turks, the 
true owners of these lands, to return to their ancestral lands and live there.

Türkiye’s political and moral support to Azerbaijan during the Second 
Karabakh War is invaluable. The Shusha Declaration, signed after the war 
(June 15, 2021), served as the official and historical document of this soli-
darity. The historical, spiritual, and cultural unity that already existed be-
tween the peoples of Türkiye and Azerbaijan was cemented by the Shusha 
Declaration. This declaration is an extremely valuable and strategic doc-
ument, as it guided Türkiye and Azerbaijan not only as allies but also to 
act as “one state.” The “Two States, One Nation” mentality began to trans-
form into a true “One Nation, One State” unity. Therefore, Türkiye’s sup-
port is needed to protect the rights of West Azerbaijani Turks, and Tür-
kiye is providing the necessary support. Unlike Turkish intellectuals and 
academics, the public is not sufficiently informed about West Azerbaijan.
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Armenian research institutes operate at many universities in Türkiye. 
These institutes conduct extensive research on the Armenian issue and the 
alleged genocides. Therefore, a similar scientific effort is necessary regard-
ing West Azerbaijan. Numerous documents on the subject are available in 
Ottoman, Russian, and Azerbaijani and Georgian archives. The Georgian 
archives are particularly important because, at the time, the documents of 
the Transcaucasian Seym were collected in Tbilisi, and a significant por-
tion of them still exists today.

However, these documents must be supported by academic research. 
The loss of these lands cannot be explained solely by the developments of 
1918-1920. It dates back much further.

There were dreams of establishing a “Great Armenia from sea to sea” 
in Ottoman lands, which were supported by the Western great powers. 
When these dreams failed to materialize, the State of Armenia was estab-
lished on Azerbaijani lands, granting Armenians a “new homeland.” Estab-
lished in 1918 with Ottoman and Azerbaijani support, the State of Arme-
nia encompassed only 9,000 square kilometers. However, today, this area 
has surpassed 21,000 square kilometers. This is because, with the estab-
lishment of the Soviet Union after 1920, the borders in this region became 
blurred, and Azerbaijani lands were annexed piecemeal to Armenia. Fur-
thermore, these decisions were not made by the Azerbaijani people or the 
parliament; they were implemented directly by the Soviet administration.

Thus, the basis for the displacement of West Azerbaijani Turks from 
those lands was laid. Armenians and Armenian historians know these 
facts very well, but they conceal them from the world. Unfortunately, the 
world public remains unaware of most of these facts. Thanks to the pub-
lic diplomacy efforts under the leadership of President Ilham Aliyev after 
the First Karabakh War, Azerbaijan’s just struggle was better explained to 
the world. Great Leader Heydar Aliyev, in every international meeting he 
attended during his presidency, drew a map of Azerbaijan and attempted 
to explain that Armenians had not historically lived in Karabakh and that 
only a small number had been brought from Türkiye, Iran, and Russia 
and settled in these regions. The Karabakh conflict began in the 1990s 
and was only resolved in 2020. Finally, in 2023, the Azerbaijani flag be-
gan flying over the Karabakh territory. Today, the Azerbaijani State is re-
building Karabakh and Sharqi Zangezur, and the refugees are returning 
to their ancestral lands. Armenians have not only destroyed Karabakh, but 
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have also destroyed houses, buildings, and even cemeteries. Despite this, 
Azerbaijan is revitalizing these lands and ensuring the return of its com-
patriots. It is desired that West Azerbaijanis return to these lands as well. 
Indeed, in the period leading up to the First Karabakh War, West Azer-
baijanis who remained in the region were forcibly displaced. Even further 
back, the massacres of 1918-1920 and the forced migrations of 1948-1953 
are still vivid memories. During those times, the villages in West Azer-
baijan were evacuated, and their inhabitants were forcibly relocated to the 
hot, different climates of the interior of Azerbaijan. This persecution re-
sumed in 1987 and ended in 1991.

As Turkic states grow stronger and support the Azerbaijani state, West 
Azerbaijani Turks will be able to defend their rights and return to their 
ancestral lands. President Ilkhan Aliyev’s promises have been realized. 
The President has always stated that he would definitely return to Kara-
bakh, and he has achieved this. The unity between Türkiye and Azerbai-
jan has strengthened Baku’s resolve in every field, and this unity will fur-
ther strengthen both countries. Other Turkic republics are also taking 
the necessary steps to support this Turkic unity. West Azerbaijanis live in 
large numbers not only in Türkiye but also in other Turkic republics such 
as Kazakhstan and Kyrgyzstan. In 1948, the vast majority of West Azer-
baijanis were forced to migrate to Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan. During the 
same period, some Meskhetian Turks from Georgia were settled in these 
regions. Consequently, West Azerbaijanis also live in the Turkic republics, 
and their descendants eagerly await their return to West Azerbaijan, their 
ancestral homeland.

3. Armenian Destruction in West Azerbaijan

Three significant waves of migration have occurred over the course of 
a century: forced migrations against West Azerbaijanis were carried out in 
1918-1920, 1948-1953, and 1987-1991. As a result of these migrations, the 
vast majority of West Azerbaijanis live in Azerbaijan, Türkiye, and Iran. 
In particular, some of those who migrated to Iran returned, while others 
remained there. Furthermore, on Stalin’s orders, between 1948 and 1953, 
West Azerbaijanis were deported to the Turkic republics of Central Asia, 
particularly Kazakhstan and Uzbekistan. Today, significant numbers of 
West Azerbaijanis live there.
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West Azerbaijanis are also found in many parts of the world, includ-
ing Europe and America. For example, the grandson of Iravan Khan cur-
rently lives in Stuttgart, Germany. During the three major waves of migra-
tion in the last century, at least 250,000-350,000 Azerbaijani Turks were 
forced to migrate between 1987 and 1991. It is estimated that there were at 
least 100,000-200,000 Azerbaijani Turks between 1948 and 1953. Many peo-
ple were massacred during these migrations, and many died due to their 
inability to adapt to the harsh conditions. In total, Approximately 2 mil-
lion descendants of West Azerbaijanis are scattered around the world. At 
worst, 250,000-350,000 people forced to flee during the last wave of mi-
gration wish to return.

According to the latest statistics, over 30,000 Armenians live in Baku 
alone. The Azerbaijani state fully supports the Armenian Church and the 
Armenian community in Baku, providing the necessary conditions for them 
to practice their religion in a safe environment. In contrast, there are almost 
no Azerbaijani Turks in Yerevan and other regions of Armenia. 99 percent 
of the population there is Armenian, and there is no trace of Azerbaijani 
Turks. While structures like the Armenian Church in Baku are protected 
by the state, mosques, cemeteries, and other Azerbaijani historical artifacts 
in Armenia have unfortunately been damaged or destroyed. The events in 
Karabakh, in particular, clearly demonstrate this. Not only mosques, but 
even churches founded by German Christian missionaries have been van-
dalized and used for their own purposes.

In some places, both mosques and these churches have even been used 
as animal shelters. The only remaining mosque, which had been used as 
a defensive tower, remained unharmed. While every neighborhood once 
boasted a mosque, today very few remain. These are being restored and pro-
tected with the support of the Haydariye Foundation and the Azerbaijani 
government. However, the only mosque in Yerevan, a Shia mosque built 
during the Safavid period, has been restored by Iran. Azerbaijan’s historic 
neighborhoods, palaces, and cultural structures there have been extensively 
destroyed. Unfortunately, some of these mosques are now used as drink-
ing establishments or restaurants. This demonstrates the extent to which 
cultural and religious values are being disregarded. These neighborhoods 
and areas are being almost destroyed, attempting to sever the region’s con-
nection to its Azerbaijani and Turkish roots.
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Numerous applications have been made to UNESCO and other inter-
national organizations to address this situation, but they have not received 
sufficient support. Despite this, anti-Turkish rhetoric from Armenia contin-
ues, and even unjust accusations are being made against Türkiye and Azer-
baijan. Yet, the Turks living in the region have been almost annihilated, 
and the traces of Turkish civilization are being erased. Mine clearance in 
Karabakh also poses significant challenges. Armenians have mined many 
areas in the region, harming both people and animals. Even fruit-bearing 
trees have been cut down, preventing agriculture from continuing. Photo-
graphs taken in this regard clearly show mosques being used as pigsties, 
and these images are also being used for propaganda purposes. Unfortu-
nately, the tolerance of the Turks has been brutally tested in the face of 
this destruction. No matter how innocent the Armenians try to appear, 
the truth will one day emerge. Lobbying activities may provide temporary 
advantages, but the truth will eventually emerge.

4. The Geopolitical Importance of West Azerbaijan in the Future of 

the Turkic World

A look at the map reveals that a dagger was thrust between Türkiye 
and Azerbaijan during the establishment of the Armenian State. The Rus-
sian Tsardom at the time, and later the Soviet Union, sought to establish 
a Christian state on the border between Türkiye and Azerbaijan, com-
pletely separating the oil-rich Azerbaijani lands from Türkiye and the Tur-
kic World. Given West Azerbaijan’s geopolitical position, the reclaiming 
of West Azerbaijan and the continued existence of West Azerbaijanis in 
those lands are crucial to the unification of the Turkic World. The Zange-
zur Corridor, in particular, would enable West Azerbaijanis to live in those 
regions, establish peace, and secure road routes. Vehicles originating in 
Türkiye can easily reach other Turkic states via Azerbaijan. The Zangezur 
Corridor should not be considered solely as a highway or railway. It could 
also serve as an energy pipeline. Resources such as natural gas, electricity, 
and green energy could pass through this corridor. The Zangezur Corri-
dor is expected to come into operation soon. Furthermore, Armenia can-
not directly access Russia or other regions through its own railways. Due 
to its mountainous terrain, it must use train and highway routes via Na-
khchivan, which were active during the Soviet era.
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For Armenia, the operationalization of the Zangezur Corridor will also 
provide a significant opportunity for economic development. Currently, 
between 350,000 and 500,000 Azerbaijani Turks are expected to return to 
Armenia and live in their ancestral lands. This will strengthen the Arme-
nian state both politically and economically. Azerbaijan recognizes the ex-
istence of the Armenian state and has no problem with this. However, the 
presence of Azerbaijani Turks is essential to Armenia’s development and to 
the strengthening of relations among Türkiye, Azerbaijan, and Armenia. 
Türkiye and Azerbaijan can play a guarantor role in this process.

Regarding the return of West Azerbaijanis to their homeland, Arme-
nians are fluent in both Azerbaijani and Turkish. This is because they came 
to Turkish lands and learned Turkish and Azerbaijani to earn their living 
there. Therefore, there are no language or communication problems. How-
ever, the Dashnak and other revanchist Armenian political leaders must ac-
cept this reality. No problem can be solved through war. Peace is only pos-
sible through mutual understanding. Bringing the West Azerbaijan region 
to West Azerbaijanis will ultimately contribute significantly to the Turkic 
World. This will facilitate access not only to the Zangezur Corridor but 
also to all other regions passing through Armenian territory.

5. Pashinyan’s Approach to Karabakh and West Azerbaijan

Pashinyan, who has backtracked on the Karabakh issue, appears to be 
considering amendments to the Armenian Constitution as part of efforts 
to reestablish relations with Türkiye and Azerbaijan. If Pashinyan can even 
preserve Armenia’s existing territories, this will be a significant achieve-
ment. Historically, there has been no Armenian state. This is an Arme-
nian state established on Azerbaijani and Turkish lands. Initially cover-
ing approximately 9,000 square kilometers, the territory was expanded to 
over 21,000 square kilometers during the Soviet era. With the occupation 
of Karabakh, Armenians effectively took control of these lands through 
the displacement of West Azerbaijanis.

Considering the Yerevan region and its surrounding areas, until the 
late Soviet era, for example, until 1988, there were numerous Azerbai-
jani villages in these regions. However, the Armenians largely depopu-
lated these villages and completely transformed their settlements. Today, 
in those villages, for example, where a thousand families once lived, only 
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10-15 households live. This clearly demonstrates the extent of the popula-
tion and settlement decline.

Pashinyan clearly believes that the Karabakh conflict was resolved 
through Azerbaijan’s military might. Azerbaijan has ensured its territorial 
integrity and gained control of all of Karabakh. Azerbaijan demands that 
Armenia renounce not only Karabakh but all its territorial claims and im-
plement constitutional amendments. Armenia holds territorial claims not 
only against Azerbaijan but also against Türkiye. For example, Armenia 
uses Mount Ararat in its official emblem and considers Eastern Anatolia its 
own territory. Therefore, its dreams of a “Greater Armenia” remain alive.

Azerbaijan’s first condition is: “Armenia must abandon these claims 
and amend its constitution.” Furthermore, for the Zangezur Corridor to 
be opened, Armenia must accept Azerbaijan’s conditions. While Pashin-
yan has expressed positive intentions on this matter, constitutional amend-
ments and a referendum have not yet taken place. Unfortunately, the West 
Azerbaijan issue is even more challenging. Pashinyan has not yet taken any 
positive steps regarding the West Azerbaijan issue and is avoiding meet-
ing with officials of the West Azerbaijan Association. Dialogue and prog-
ress in this area are essential.

The West Azerbaijan Association has repeatedly submitted official ap-
plications and requested recognition as a non-governmental organization. 
Approximately two million West Azerbaijanis live worldwide, the vast ma-
jority of whom reside in Azerbaijan. West Azerbaijanis have been displaced 
from their lands numerous times, and although a long time has passed 
since the last displacement, they are unable to return. Living in the lands 
where they were born and raised and visiting the graves of their ancestors 
and grandfathers is a fundamental human right. They demand that these 
rights be recognized.

Unfortunately, however, Pashinyan and the Armenian government have 
not taken any positive steps in this regard, nor do they appear to intend to 
do so. Perhaps, with the 2026 elections approaching, Pashinyan is avoid-
ing these sensitive issues and is sending different messages to the public. 
Positive developments may occur in the West Azerbaijan issue in the fu-
ture, especially after the elections and the completion of the peace process. 
The Azerbaijani government is also making significant efforts to protect 
the rights of West Azerbaijanis.
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Currently, there is no concrete statement or development that would 
please Azerbaijanis. However, it is hoped that Armenia will come to its senses 
and accept this issue after peace is achieved. The return and resettlement of 
West Azerbaijanis to their homelands will strengthen Armenia. This will 
be beneficial, not detrimental, to Armenia. This will require some time.

6. Russia’s Approach to the West Azerbaijan Issue

Russia generally recognizes Azerbaijan’s independence and territorial 
integrity but is a strategic ally of Armenia. The Russian Empire and the So-
viet Union played significant roles in the establishment and maintenance of 
Armenia. Therefore, Russia supports the continuity of the Armenian state. 
However, the Soviet administration and political leaders also bear signifi-
cant responsibility for the exile of West Azerbaijanis from their lands. The 
Soviets decided to cede West Azerbaijani lands to Armenia.

Areas that can be described as the east, west, and heart of Zangezur 
were included within Armenian borders during the Soviet era. Further-
more, most of the Turkish villages around Lake Gölçe are located in this 
region. Maps of the Republic of Azerbaijan from 1918-1920 showed the bor-
ders passing through the middle of this lake. However, the Soviets ceded 
these lands to Armenia.

Russia has not yet made an official positive statement regarding the 
rights of West Azerbaijanis. However, Russia recognizes Azerbaijan’s inde-
pendence and accepts its territorial integrity. Armenia, however, still does 
not recognize Azerbaijan’s territorial integrity. However, Azerbaijan will 
resolve this issue at its own discretion over time. This is because Azerbai-
jan carried out the recapture of the villages of the Kazakh province in Ka-
zakhstan and the clarification of the borders on its own, without needing 
any external intermediaries with Armenia. Currently, bilateral commis-
sions composed of government officials continue negotiations to deter-
mine the borders.

Similarly, regarding the West Azerbaijan issue, it is hoped that Arme-
nian and Azerbaijani officials will meet directly and take the necessary 
steps to resolve the issue. Both sides must demonstrate their will. Azerbai-
jan has demonstrated this will. It is essential that Armenia demonstrates 
the same will. This way, within the next 10-15 years, Armenians will be 
able to travel freely to Azerbaijan, and Azerbaijanis to Armenia safely. This 
will foster an atmosphere of trust.
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The intervention of external actors such as Russia, the US, and France 
in this matter can sometimes complicate the search for a solution. The best 
way forward is for the parties to engage in direct dialogue and resolve the is-
sue themselves. The OSCE Minsk Group is also an example before us. How-
ever, Azerbaijan and the regional states must develop their own solutions.

7. Activities of the West Azerbaijan Association

The West Azerbaijan Association conducts intensive work on this is-
sue and produces numerous publications. Many West Azerbaijanis living 
in Türkiye can also easily contact the association. Some West Azerbaijanis 
living in Türkiye have submitted documents and photographs from their 
ancestors to the association’s archives. The association maintains these 
documents. These documents would be much more beneficial if preserved 
in the archives and museums of the West Azerbaijani community rather 
than remaining at home. Therefore, the association’s website contains all 
the information about the West Azerbaijani community. Those traveling 
to Azerbaijan should definitely visit the association.

Those conducting academic research and writing theses can also re-
ceive support through the association. International conferences are held 
annually in Azerbaijan and around the world. For example, international 
conferences are held on December 5-6, the date of the exile of the West 
Azerbaijanis. As ANKASAM, it would be very beneficial for you to support 
West Azerbaijanis and serve as a consultative hub on this issue. Thanks to 
ANKASAM’s strong connections in international relations, research and 
articles can be delivered to the necessary consultative hubs. If such an ini-
tiative is initiated, the West Azerbaijani Association will support it.

8. The Future of Returns to West Azerbaijan

Regarding the issue of returns to West Azerbaijan, Azerbaijan is focus-
ing on political negotiations. The possibility of Armenia’s consent is being 
discussed. Furthermore, Türkiye’s support to Azerbaijan is significant. West 
Azerbaijani Turks desire a peaceful and peaceful return to their lands. From 
a political perspective, it is believed that once peace is achieved, this pro-
cess will not end with the signing of an agreement. This is a long process 
that will continue with the establishment of dialogue among political insti-
tutions, associations, and academics, and the development of inter-people 
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relations. This process could take between 5 and 20 years. However, if the 
Armenian side is sincere and genuinely seeks peace, and if they can forget 
past hostilities, this process can be accelerated. Thus, peace not only be-
tween states but also between peoples will be possible.

This is a very difficult process. Throughout history, they have been sub-
jected to genocides and massacres numerous times. West Azerbaijanis, who 
favor peace, do not abandon their history. Because when history is forgot-
ten, suffering recurs. For example, without the documents and images of 
the 1992 Khojaly Massacre, proving this fact would be difficult. Similarly, 
it is possible to document other massacres from the 1918-1920 period. As 
Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdoğan has stated, Armenia does not open 
its archives because these documents are against them. If the Armenian side 
sincerely wants peace and the Zangezur Corridor and other communica-
tion lines are opened, trade relations will develop over time and Western 
Azerbaijanis will be able to visit their ancestors at least as tourists.

They can visit their lands. They can see the villages and cemeteries 
where their ancestors lived. West Azerbaijanis are even ready to repur-
chase their homes and live there. Their property remains intact. A solution 
will undoubtedly be found in the future. They will return to their lands 
through peaceful and political dialogue. Türkiye, on the other hand, has 
always shown its moral and political support and will continue to do so.

Universities are also conducting important research on this issue. Con-
ferences are being held at the universities of Cappadocia, Ankara, Selçuk, 
Istanbul, Bayburt, Erzincan, and the Caucasus-Kars region. However, such 
events need to be held more frequently. When these issues are discussed 
more frequently, Armenians living in Türkiye will also understand the need 
to support West Azerbaijanis. There are some Armenians living in Türkiye. 
In fact, most have converted to Islam. Some are not even known to be Ar-
menian. There are 54 Armenian churches in Istanbul, where they practice 
their religion freely. Just as Azerbaijanis once supported Armenians, it is 
hoped that Armenians will also approach the peaceful return of Azerbai-
jani Turks, that is, West Azerbaijanis, to their ancestral lands.

9. The Future of Caucasian Geopolitics

At this point, Azerbaijan has achieved significant success in its just 
cause. A similar outcome will be achieved in the West Azerbaijan issue. 
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The “3+3 formula” was also brought to the forefront during the war. De-
spite the clear course of the war, Azerbaijan extended its hand for peace. 
This was discussed at the diplomatic table as a formula that would benefit 
not only Azerbaijan, but also Armenia and the entire region. Issues such 
as corridor security and the protection of energy and logistical resources 
occupy a significant place in President Aliyev’s peace vision.

Armenia, especially Pashinyan and other politicians, as well as the Ar-
menian people, largely recognize this reality. If the Armenian lobbies rec-
ognize this sincerity and reach out, the Caucasus region will become a 
“house of peace” where true peace and prosperity are shared, not a place 
of conflict. Turkish history already bears witness to this. If one seeks ref-
erence, there is strong evidence from both Azerbaijan and Türkiye. The 
process of division of this region is particularly evident on the West Azer-
baijan Association website. When you examine this site, you will see how 
Azerbaijan, and the Caucasus in general, was fragmented by demographic 
movements, who were responsible, and the policies pursued during the 
19th-century Tsarist Russia and the 20th-century Soviet Union.

One of the most important elements of this issue is the region’s own 
initiative. It is desired that this issue be resolved between Azerbaijan and 
Armenia. Unfortunately, many states outside the region are trying to sow 
discord and stir up trouble in this region. While these countries were prom-
inent in the past, today countries like France and India are trying to play 
a role in this. States that claim to be great powers, unfortunately, are not 
performing well.

Post-Karabakh diplomacy is still active. Various solutions to the West 
Azerbaijan issue, including the “3+3 format,” can be implemented. This 
is a very positive approach. Furthermore, there is no need for states from 
other regions to solve problems in the Caucasus. Within the 3+3 format, 
these problems can be resolved among regional states. Armenia’s search 
for Western support and the introduction of external powers into the re-
gion are major problems.

Currently, there are EU observers on the Azerbaijan-Armenia border. 
However, they are not former members of civil society. Armenia, with 
France’s support, brought these individuals there and extended their stay 
until 2027. This makes the region important for external powers. However, 
Azerbaijan and Türkiye do not want Western powers to enter the region. 
Türkiye, as a NATO member, is already present there. There is no need for 
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another NATO member state to enter the region. Even the US has begun 
to understand this and is giving Türkiye more support. It is unclear what 
will happen in the post-Trump era, but Azerbaijan does not want other 
powers in the region.

Today, the vast majority of the world’s aircraft operate on the east-west 
route over Türkiye and Azerbaijan. The region is geopolitically very stra-
tegic. Amid the Russia-Ukraine War and Iran-Israel tensions, the Cauca-
sus remains the only safe zone. Azerbaijan and Türkiye have ensured this. 
China also seeks to leverage its strategic location. Azerbaijan is in a multi-
lateral strategic alliance, including the Middle Corridor. The second Tür-
kiye-Azerbaijan-Pakistan summit was held in Lachin. Azerbaijan, Türkiye, 
and Pakistan are developing projects together. Other Turkic states such as 
Uzbekistan, Kazakhstan, and Kyrgyzstan are expected to participate in 
these summits soon. The 3+3 format, meaning a union including Russia, 
Georgia, Armenia, and Iran, will ensure peace in the region.

Foreign powers are unwelcome to enter the region. This will not be 
allowed either. They were not allowed in the past. However, because this 
could not be prevented, they entered the region. However, they do not want 
to leave the region at this time.

These external powers have maintained a presence in the region since 
the collapse of the Ottoman Empire. Their influence continues to linger 
in Iraq and Syria. If the Ottoman Empire had been stronger at the time, 
these regions would have remained under Turkish control, and such a sit-
uation would not be encountered today.

Armenia must draw the right conclusions from the developments. Be-
cause without friendship and brotherhood with Azerbaijan and Türkiye, 
no economic development is possible in this region. No state can achieve 
success. Georgia, however, has made the right decision. The Tbilisi gov-
ernment has been a partner in the national and international projects of 
Baku and Ankara from the very beginning. Azerbaijani oil, natural gas, 
and other energy resources reach the world via Georgia, the Black Sea, and 
Türkiye. Georgia also derives significant economic benefits from this, and 
the prosperity of the Georgian people increases.

If Armenia seizes this opportunity, it can become a significant part of 
trade and logistics through Zangezur. Because the cargo transported through 
Georgia is insufficient. The Zangezur Corridor and other routes must also 
be utilized. These routes will significantly contribute to logistics between 
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Türkiye and Azerbaijan. As global order is reshaping, borders and maps 
may also change within the next 5-10 years. Armenia understands this well.

Conclusion 

West Azerbaijan is not only referring to West Azerbaijanis living in 
Azerbaijan. Thousands of West Azerbaijanis were displaced from pres-
ent-day Armenia and settled in Türkiye between 1918 and 1920 and during 
the Soviet era. Today, many West Azerbaijanis live in provinces such as 
Kars, Iğdır, Erzurum, and Erzincan in Türkiye. They also have the right to 
return to the lands inherited from their ancestors and live there.

West Azerbaijanis living in Türkiye must also do their part to demon-
strate unity under the West Azerbaijan Association’s umbrella and make 
their demands more clearly known to the world. At the same time, the in-
ternational community must also support the West Azerbaijani Turks. The 
West Azerbaijan Association currently organizes conferences worldwide 
and works to strengthen ties among West Azerbaijanis living in various 
countries and the Azerbaijani diaspora. It is also crucial for universities to 
conduct academic studies defending the rights of West Azerbaijani Turks.

Historically, there has never been an Armenian state in Karabakh or 
the territory of present-day Armenia. However, Armenia occupied not only 
Karabakh but also seven surrounding provinces. Azerbaijan, however, suc-
ceeded in recapturing its own territory from occupation during the Second 
Karabakh War. At this point, West Azerbaijanis have united under the West 
Azerbaijan Association. However, to convince Armenians and the Arme-
nian state, the leadership and officials of the West Azerbaijan Association 
needs to meet with officials from the Republic of Armenia.

Azerbaijan’s President, Mr. Ilkhan Aliyev, has repeatedly called for 
this. West Azerbaijanis absolutely must be accepted in Armenia by Ar-
menian political leadership. For West Azerbaijanis to return to their an-
cestral lands, the Armenian state must establish its will and facilitate this 
process. Armenia must provide a guarantee that will ensure the peaceful 
coexistence of West Azerbaijanis. If the peoples of the Caucasus are to live 
in peace, the return of West Azerbaijanis to their ancestral lands is inevi-
table. If this is achieved, lasting peace can be established not only in Kara-
bakh, but throughout the Caucasus.
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Following the signing of the peace agreement between Azerbaijan and 
Armenia, the Armenian side is expected to take the necessary steps to re-
store the rights of West Azerbaijanis. The Azerbaijani side is doing its part 
in this regard. It is desired that West Azerbaijanis return to their ancestral 
lands without war or problems, in lasting peace.
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Kazakhstan’s Soft Power Approach, Potential, and 
Performance in Foreign Policy

Assoc. Prof. Zhanat Momynkulov
Lev Gumilyov Eurasian National University

Introduction

Kazakhstan has recently positioned itself as a “Middle Power” and is 
shaping a profile accordingly. This vision defines Kazakhstan’s place in 
the international arena. As a medium-sized state, Kazakhstan must de-
velop its public diplomacy through peaceful, soft, and dynamic communi-
cation. Public diplomacy is an important strategy aimed at promoting its 
interests in cultural and humanitarian spheres to foreign publics through 
direct communication.

In public diplomacy, Kazakhstan seeks to strengthen its image through 
cultural events, conferences, and humanitarian engagement by collaborat-
ing with various actors, including international media, experts, and civil 
society organizations. Kazakhstan has established good relations with its 
major neighbors and other countries through its openness to the world, its 
dialogue with diverse cultures and religions.

Kazakhstan’s historical heritage, educational opportunities, peaceful for-
eign policy, energy resources, and international connections and achieve-
ments enable it to pursue pragmatic policies in a multipolar world. Kazakh-
stan’s greatest asset and appeal is its people; its multinational, cosmopolitan 
cultural structure. Kazakhstan has achieved significant success by estab-
lishing the Kazakh national state by uniting people from different ethnic 
groups and religions, and by preserving this diversity and internal stabil-
ity. This is a long-term strategy and one of the fundamental elements that 
strengthens Kazakhstan’s identity.

1. Kazakhstan’s Position in the World

Kazakhstan is the world’s ninth-largest country by area and one of the 
most important states in the Turkic World, as well as the richest in natural 
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resources. Kazakhstan’s soft power is a relatively new topic. While the soft 
power policies of regional powers such as Türkiye, South Korea, and some 
European countries are well known, the soft power of Kazakhstan, a me-
dium-sized state, raises various questions and intrigues.

Especially today, at a time when the realism school is gaining ground 
in international relations and the tendency towards hard power rather than 
soft power is increasing, it is crucial to address Kazakhstan’s public diplo-
macy and soft power performance in foreign policy. Kazakhstan is a ris-
ing middle power, situated between the West and the East, and surrounded 
by major powers such as China, Russia, and Iran. Under President Qa-
sem-Jomart Tokayev, Kazakhstan has distinguished itself by adopting a 
flexible, lenient approach to international diplomacy.

As a medium-sized country, Kazakhstan cannot wield hard power. 
The main reasons for this are its proximity to large neighbors like China 
and Russia and its peaceful foreign policy. When Uzbekistan is mentioned, 
cultural elements such as Samarkand, Bukhara, and Uzbek clothing come 
to mind; when Kazakhstan is mentioned, its vast geography, status as the 
world’s ninth-largest country, and strong Kazakh identity come to mind. 
Kazakh identity is one of the fundamental drivers of its soft power.

The Kazakh nation has been shaped under Russian influence over the 
last two or three centuries and has learned a great deal from Russia in many 
areas during and after the Soviet era. However, like every country, Kazakh-
stan strives to cultivate a positive image in the international arena. When 
Kazakhstan is mentioned, images of Turkestan, Asia, its post-Soviet iden-
tity, the 2017 EXPO Fair, its rich energy resources, oil, or the city of As-
tana come to mind. Astana is not just a change of capital, but also a sym-
bol of a new nation-building project. Prominent figures like boxer Gennady 
Golovkin and the humanitarian aid Kazakhstan provides to countries like 
Afghanistan and Tajikistan through the international aid agency “KazAID” 
are integral parts of this image.

Compared to the previous era of President Nazarbayev, Kazakhstan is 
striving to project a more Asian, hybrid, softer, and more complex interna-
tional image under President Tokayev. In the 1990s and 2000s, with reve-
nues from energy resources, it collaborated with international promotion 
companies to gain Western support, particularly in democratization and 
liberalization. Kazakhstan’s goal is to strengthen its international standing 
through various ties and to stand out as a nation.
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During Nazarbayev’s presidency, Kazakhstan positioned itself as a “buf-
fer state” between Russia and China, striving to become a “golden bridge” 
between West and East by taking an active role in platforms such as the 
OSCE, the Conference on Cooperation and Confidence-Building Measures 
in Asia (CICA), and the UN. As a pragmatic, open, and responsible actor, 
it has aimed to establish itself in the international community. Thus, soft 
power is a factor that influences the policies of major powers toward Ka-
zakhstan. While Kazakhstan has sometimes been very successful in shap-
ing its international image, it has also faced challenges.

This has been a common problem. Especially in relations with the West, 
criticism of democratization and the political system, as well as negative me-
dia coverage, are among the primary problems. However, overall, Kazakh-
stan has successfully built its international image and proven its presence.

2. Kazakhstan’s Soft Power Elements and Public Diplomacy

Kazakhstan has striven to establish good and flexible relations with all 
states and has successfully positioned itself as a serious and responsible ac-
tor in this regard. Since gaining independence in the 1990s, Kazakhstan’s 
public diplomacy has been conducted in three main areas:

•	 Creating a positive image globally,
• 	Being seen as a reliable and impartial partner,
• 	Contributing to economic development by attracting foreign invest-

ment.
These goals are pursued in the political, economic, and cultural spheres 

through official and unofficial channels, media, and humanitarian rela-
tions. According to Joseph Nye, soft power is the ability to create attrac-
tion to persuade others to act in accordance with one’s wishes. Kazakh-
stan’s appeal, however, is shaped not by hard power, that is, military might, 
but rather by its smart power and flexibility. As a country sandwiched be-
tween China, Russia, and other major powers, Kazakhstan strives to sur-
vive and progress by pursuing a multi-vector foreign policy. While it suc-
ceeds in some areas, it faces challenges in others. However, its fundamental 
goal is to maintain its existence and develop as a state.

Culture is one of the cornerstones of Kazakhstan’s soft power. Kazakh 
identity, nomadic culture, Kipchak openness, and Asian and Turkic val-
ues are important elements of this identity. Education, media, diaspora 
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diplomacy, prominent figures, and Kazakhstan’s geopolitical location also 
enable it to serve as a strategic bridge between the West and the East. The 
“Middle Power” vision, particularly put forward by young Kazakh experts, 
defines Kazakhstan’s place in the new international arena. While countries 
such as Türkiye, South Korea, and Poland are known in this category, Ka-
zakhstan is also striving to survive and be effective in diplomacy by posi-
tioning itself as a “Middle Power.” According to President Tokayev, in to-
day’s age of realism, middle powers can bring greater peace to the world 
by pursuing a balanced policy with all. Multi-vector foreign policy can 
sometimes be evaluated from a critical perspective, as while this policy is 
successful, it also faces challenges. However, the most important point is 
to take forward steps despite obstacles. Kazakhstan plays an active role in 
international platforms such as the UN, OSCE, and the Shanghai Coop-
eration Organization, and strives to pursue a balanced policy in its rela-
tions with Russia.

During the Nazarbayev era, Kazakhstan invested significantly to 
strengthen its international image. Due to its geographical location, image, 
and promotion are crucial to its survival and to strengthening the state’s 
foundations. From a diaspora diplomacy perspective, approximately five mil-
lion Kazakhs live abroad. However, Kazakhstan does not yet have a struc-
ture like Türkiye’s Presidency for Turks Abroad and Related Communities 
(YTB). Efforts are underway to establish a similar institution. Attention is 
paid to strengthening cultural and educational ties with the Kazakh di-
aspora in Germany, the US, European countries, China, Russia, and Iran.

When soft power is mentioned, education is the first thing that comes 
to mind. Kazakhstan has made significant strides in education. For exam-
ple, thanks to the “Bolashak” scholarship program, approximately 15,000 
Kazakh youth have studied at leading universities in the US, the UK, and 
around the world. This has raised Kazakhstan’s international profile. Tür-
kiye’s contributions are also invaluable in this regard. The Ahmet Yesevi 
Turkish-Kazakh University and other educational projects have provided 
significant support for Kazakhstan’s development. Nazarbayev University 
and its schools have also achieved significant success in this area.

Culturally, Kazakhstan possesses a unique heritage. In Almaty, a more 
traditional or national Kazakh culture, blended with the Soviet era, thrives, 
while in Astana, a more cosmopolitan, modern culture, led by young people, 
is developing. Symbols such as the Dombra, nomadic dances, the Golden 
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Man, the Alatau Mountains, and the Caspian Sea are integral to Kazakh-
stan’s cultural identity. Traditional beverages like kumiss and Kazakh meat 
dishes are also representative of this identity. Furthermore, as part of aid 
diplomacy, more than 2,000 students from Afghanistan have been enrolled 
in Kazakh universities at no cost. Humanitarian aid has been provided to 
approximately five million people. This has led to Kazakhstan transition-
ing to donor status.

2.1. Challenges in Kazakhstan’s Public Diplomacy

There are also some challenges in public diplomacy. This concept has 
not yet been clearly defined in Kazakhstan’s official documents. Effec-
tively working with the diaspora to collaborate, Kazakhstan is establish-
ing a “Citizens Fund” inspired by Türkiye’s model. This is a relatively new 
initiative, and the learning process is ongoing. Studies in information di-
plomacy, media, and digital fields are also ongoing.

Projects related to the Turkic World are of great potential. The concept 
of “creative industries,” which Tokayev frequently emphasizes, supports 
common alphabets, shared history, and cultural ties. Kazakh pop culture 
is rapidly developing under the influence of YouTube channels and social 
media. The process of decolonization and nation-building in Kazakhstan 
has accelerated, particularly since the Ukrainian War. Consequently, the 
country is experiencing a cultural and intellectual revival. This is a very 
important developmental process. Overall, Kazakhstan has significant po-
tential in culture and youth.

Russia is among the leading actors exerting soft power over Kazakh-
stan. Russian culture has historically had a strong influence through lan-
guage and media. However, after the Ukrainian War, this influence has sig-
nificantly diminished due to a shift in perception. Nevertheless, it should 
be acknowledged that Russia remains an influential actor due to media, 
language, and geographic proximity. However, this influence is gradually 
weakening.

Secondly, China exerts soft power through its investments, scholarship 
programs, and Confucius Institutes. While there used to be a “China pho-
bia” within society, Chinese investors and workers have become more ac-
tive in Kazakhstan recently with the visa liberalization. Thousands of Chi-
nese citizens are involved in various projects. China’s growing influence in 
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economic and other areas is a sensitive issue, and it could also shape fu-
ture policies.

From a Western perspective, while America’s influence is limited, Eu-
rope’s cultural influence is quite strong. While Kazakhstani society has 
historically been influenced by Russian language and culture, European 
culture also holds a significant place in the country. European influence is 
particularly felt in areas such as democracy, liberalization, human rights, 
and education. Thousands of young people studying abroad through the 
“Bolashak” scholarship program have created a new intellectual elite. On 
the other hand, it can be argued that Türkiye exerts emotional soft power 
through language, history, and culture. Particularly after the Karabakh 
War, the emergence of Türkiye’s military power and the ideals of the Tur-
kic World have generated considerable sympathy in Kazakhstan. This is 
felt not only among nationalist segments but also in the general public.

2.2. Weaknesses and Strengths of Kazakhstan’s Soft Power

It is also worthwhile to address the weaknesses of Kazakhstan’s soft 
power. First, its lack of institutionalization is noticeable. Soft power pro-
jection requires significant investments and experience to generate cul-
tural and educational influence abroad. With a population of 20 million, 
Kazakhstan is a relatively new country in terms of “Middle Power” status 
and does not yet have sufficient experience in this area. Furthermore, eth-
no-political processes, such as the shift from Russian to Kazakh, are un-
derway in domestic politics. The increasing national consciousness, partic-
ularly with recent geopolitical developments, could lead to changes in the 
political model, and this, combined with pressure from neighboring coun-
tries, is a source of concern.

Kazakhstan’s soft power is nourished not only by traditional Kazakh 
culture but also by its post-Soviet and Asian identity. The rapidly develop-
ing relationship with China in recent years is particularly noteworthy across 
the economic, security, and political spheres. However, these relationships 
also bring with them differing perspectives. Because Kazakhstan cannot 
project hard power, it should focus on soft and smart power strategies. It 
strives to establish a positive national identity through efforts in equality, 
education, technology, humanitarian aid, and denuclearization. For exam-
ple, the “KazAID” project stands out as a humanitarian aid initiative sim-
ilar to Türkiye’s TIKA. Institutions such as the Turkic Academy also have 
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the potential to be a significant soft-power tool for generating intellectual 
and ideological influence.

Kazakhstan was introduced to the world at the EXPO fair held in As-
tana in 2017, with a $2 billion investment. Events such as the 2010 OSCE 
Summit are indicators of Kazakhstan’s efforts at global integration during 
the Nazarbayev era. These efforts, which continue under Tokayev, aim to 
strengthen Kazakhstan’s independence and reduce its external dependence. 
Nomadic civilization, Turkic history, and cultural heritage are presented 
to the outside world as soft power. Turkic World integration projects, the 
positioning of Turkestan as the center of the Turkic World, and cultural 
symbols such as the Golden Man, nomadic dances, and the Dombra are 
important components of these efforts.

Relations with the diaspora and the Turkic World can be effectively 
used in cultural diplomacy. As one of the historical and cultural centers of 
the Turkic World, Kazakhstan reinforces this role through symbols such 
as the Altai Mountains.

Kazakhstan is developing its relations with the EU and simultaneously 
attracting investments from Arab countries. However, its biggest challenge 
is balance. The recent conflicts in Iran and Ukraine could negatively im-
pact the regional order and the security and independence of Central Asian 
countries. This is a serious concern in the region.

Kazakhstan is striving to expand and promote its influence through 
both its Ministry of Foreign Affairs and other channels. During Nazarba-
yev’s presidency, the goal of becoming a donor country for humanitarian 
aid was a prominent one. While this effort appears to have diminished 
somewhat today, it continues and is a significant component of the coun-
try’s soft power.

From a cultural diplomacy perspective, educational projects related to 
Kazakhstan’s identity, particularly the “Bolashak” program, as well as joint 
initiatives with Nazarbayev University and the Turkic World, are of great 
importance. For example, projects such as the Ahmet Yesevi Turkish-Ka-
zakh University have supported Kazakhstan’s development with Türkiye’s 
contributions. Today, approximately 40,000 foreign students study at Ka-
zakh universities, and approximately 10 percent, or 4,500, receive scholar-
ships from the government of Kazakhstan. This is a significant indicator 
of Kazakhstan’s soft power.
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Kazakhstan aims to become a hub and center in education. Branches 
of world-leading universities are opening in various regions of Kazakhstan, 
and this number has now reached nearly 15. Students from countries such 
as India and Pakistan benefit from these opportunities. Education is a soft 
power tool that strengthens Kazakhstan’s potential as a center focused on 
intelligence and reason.

Religious and cultural tolerance is also a cornerstone of Kazakhstan’s 
soft power. Since 2003, Kazakhstan has held the 15th “Congress of Lead-
ers of World and Traditional Religions.” This event brought together nu-
merous leaders, from the Pope to leading Muslim scholars, in Astana, em-
phasizing a tolerant, unifying Muslim identity.

Astana is a significant symbol in Kazakhstan’s branding. From a broader 
perspective, the city of Turkestan has been highlighted as the center of the 
Turkic World, and cultural elements such as the Golden Man, nomadic 
dances, and the Dombra are valuable projects that promote Kazakhstan’s 
identity. In this dynamic process, intercultural interaction is two-way.

Lack of institutionalization, inadequate diaspora policies, and the rapid 
evolution of the international order pose certain risks. For Central Asia and 
the Turkic World, these changes could pose significant threats to security 
and independence. Kazakhstan’s soft power is a complementary and strate-
gic tool in a realistic international environment. Educational projects, cul-
tural initiatives, and humanitarian aid are the cornerstones of this power. 
However, these projects are not yet being implemented in a sufficiently 
planned and systematic manner in Kazakhstan. A national strategy is con-
spicuous. Therefore, a strategy encompassing all areas must be developed 
and systematically implemented.

As a Central Asian and Turkic World country, Kazakhstan continues 
to pursue its own policies. Kazakhstan also has ideas to offer in relations 
with major powers such as Russia and China. For example, President Toka-
yev’s ability to resolve certain issues by speaking Chinese demonstrates an 
Asian understanding of diplomacy. As a leader who speaks six languages, 
Tokayev has become a symbol of Kazakhstan’s balanced policy.

2.3. The Importance of Energy in Kazakhstan’s Soft Power

Energy and energy diplomacy, as a soft power element, are among the 
topics of interest in Kazakhstan’s foreign policy. Indeed, energy forms the 
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foundation of the Kazakh and Central Asian economies and offers signifi-
cant opportunities. This factor has played a significant role in Kazakhstan’s 
development and independence. American oil companies’ investments in 
the Caspian region are crucial for Kazakhstan’s balanced foreign policy. In-
deed, Kazakh diplomats work with all parties involved in the energy sector, 
including the US, Russia, China, and the Gulf States. Therefore, the energy 
factor plays a significant role in Kazakhstan’s foreign policy.

There are significant projects related to logistics and energy supply. Ka-
zakhstan is a rich energy region, particularly in uranium and rare earths. 
Central Asia offers significant opportunities in this regard. The US, the 
EU, and other major powers are holding important negotiations and co-
operating with Kazakhstan on this issue. Therefore, energy is a highly im-
portant and strategic issue.

Kazakhstan’s oil and natural gas resources, particularly in strengthen-
ing relations with Uzbekistan, Kyrgyzstan, and Tajikistan in Central Asia, 
play a crucial role in the region’s shared development. Therefore, energy 
plays a significant role not only in Kazakhstan’s relations with major pow-
ers but also in its regional policies, particularly in its immediate region. 
Furthermore, Kazakhstan is developing nuclear power plants with China 
and Russia.

An agreement has also been signed regarding its construction and fu-
ture use. Therefore, a cooperation process centered on energy diplomacy, 
along with nuclear energy, is currently underway. Following Russia, these 
collaborations could also be developed in the medium and long term with 
China, South Korea, and similar actors.

Energy is one of Kazakhstan’s most powerful geopolitical and diplo-
matic tools. Kazakhstan can build its soft power through energy, address-
ing mutual needs. Another issue is the ecological problems arising from 
the Aral Sea. To overcome this problem, Kazakhstan is working to address 
this issue both internationally and at the Central Asian level. It is discuss-
ing this issue through clubs and platforms and developing projects. From 
an objective perspective, the Aral Sea is shrinking. This is because the 
Earth’s ecosystem was destroyed during the Soviet era, and restoring it is 
nearly impossible.

The water issue is poised to become one of Central Asia’s most complex 
and challenging problems. Experts offer varying predictions on this mat-
ter. Some argue that conflicts may arise over water sharing, while others 
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suggest it could lead to social and demographic problems and to migration. 
In this context, the Aral Sea is one of the region’s most important ecolog-
ical problems. Kazakhstan, through platforms such as the “Aral Sea Res-
cue Organization,” established in collaboration with Central Asian coun-
tries, is working to reduce desertification. Kazakhstan continues to discuss 
this issue at the UN level. However, to date, the issue remains unresolved.

3. The Construction of a New Identity in the Turkic World and the 

Importance of Kazakhstan

The place and importance of Yesevi and the Golden Horde in the con-
struction of a new identity in the Turkic World are among the topics of 
interest. Yesevi is a prominent figure in the Turkic World. He is one of 
Kazakhstan’s important ancestors who ensured the spiritual connection 
between all Turkic peoples in the region, from the Balkans to Tatarstan.

It is Turkestan and Yesevism that unite the Turkic peoples culturally, 
spiritually, and historically. Everyone agrees on this unifying point and rec-
ognizes the importance of these fundamental elements. Yesevi is a spiritual 
figure who significantly contributed to the Turkic peoples’ acceptance of 
Islam. Therefore, Yesevi is deeply respected in the Turkic World.

On the other hand, the Kazakhs and Uzbeks descended from the Golden 
Hordes. Kazakhstan, as the heir of the Golden Horde, currently pursues 
an ideological policy. This policy is historically and culturally sound. This 
is too important to ignore for Kazakh identity. The Golden Horde was a 
powerful and traditional state that united all ethnic groups and gave rise 
to new nations. Ultimately, within the context of our shared history, the 
Golden Horde represents a period of rise for the Turkic World. It was a 
common Turkic Empire that dominated the Eurasian region. Therefore, it 
is a significant reference point for a shared future. The Golden Horde and 
the Yesevi Spirit will complement each other in this region in the near fu-
ture and will be highly influential in the re-emergence of a strong Turke-
stan national consciousness.

4. Kazakhstan’s New Political Model and Foreign Policy

In recent years, Kazakhstan has been transitioning to a new political 
model, adopting a more flexible, hybrid approach to foreign policy through 
new reforms. A search for a new balance has been observed in Kazakhstan’s 
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foreign policy, particularly during the Tokayev era. Kazakhstan, which has 
somewhat distanced itself from Russia, is also striving to develop relations 
with China, the West, the Turkic World, and Arab countries. Under Toka-
yev’s leadership, Kazakhstan operates with the understanding that “regard-
less of what the West thinks of us, we must focus on our national interests.” 
This reflects the transition to a more complex era. Having previously made 
intense efforts to cultivate a positive image, Kazakhstan is now pursuing 
a clearer, more decisive, and more national security-based foreign policy. 
Kazakhstan is striving to establish a balanced position in this new era by 
strengthening its relations with China, Central Asia, the West, the Turkic 
World, and Arab countries.

Kazakhstan occupies a critical geopolitical position. The increasing wars 
and international problems in its neighborhood necessitate a more prag-
matic, hybrid, and unrealistic approach in Kazakhstan’s foreign policy. In 
the post-Soviet era, Kazakhstan was one of the few Central Asian states to 
maintain stability. This is a significant achievement. Despite its heteroge-
neous population, a strong political experience has kept Kazakhstan on its 
feet in the post-Soviet era.

Kazakhstan plays a significant role not only within its own borders but 
also within the Central Asian region and the Organization of Turkic States 
(OTS). Kazakhstan’s current foreign policy toward the Turkic World and 
Central Asia is a concrete manifestation of this role. Drawing on centu-
ries of historical experience, Kazakhstan is undergoing a restructuring of 
its domestic and foreign policies.

In this process, an approach that could be called the “Tokayev Model” 
is emerging. Only history and developments will reveal the extent to which 
Tokayev was a visionary leader, a strong geopolitician, and an effective dip-
lomat. The Kazakhstani state is pursuing a multidimensional policy based 
on balance with Türkiye, the Central Asian countries, and the countries 
of the Turkic World. The current international climate necessitates such a 
policy. This is the most rational and intelligent policy for the Turkic World 
and Central Asia. Multidimensionality in soft power and smart power pol-
icies, openness to different cultures, beliefs, and civilizations, is the only 
option that can ensure stability in this region. Otherwise, even great pow-
ers can be dragged into the swamp of instability and conflict.
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Conclusion

Kazakhstan’s soft power elements include its national identity, national 
culture, post-Soviet heritage, Asian influences, energy resources, logistics 
capabilities, and balanced relations with all states.

Central Asia has begun to take shape as a regional power center, par-
allel to the Turkic World. Kazakhstan must and does use all its power to 
pursue a balanced policy. In this context, Astana aims to exert influence 
on multinational platforms through international organizations. Due to its 
geographical location and cultural identity, Kazakhstan maintains close 
relations with Russia, China, the West, the Islamic world, and the Turkic 
World. These relations shape Kazakhstan’s identity and enable it to pursue 
soft power policies in a realistic world.

What makes Kazakhstan significant is its location at the intersection 
of China, Russia, the West, the Islamic world, and the Turkic World, right 
in the heart of the continent. In this respect, Kazakhs see themselves as 
part of both the European, Asian, Muslim, and Eurasian worlds. In this 
challenging geography, Kazakhstan stands as a shield between Russia and 
China, as well as the Turkic and Islamic worlds.

Kazakhstan, which is slowly but surely building its soft power, must 
maintain balanced relations with the major powers surrounding it. Ulti-
mately, Kazakhstan has the potential to become a “Smart Central Asian 
country.” Kazakhstan is expected to maintain its balance and achieve sig-
nificant success in soft power through cooperation with the Turkic World, 
Central Asia, Türkiye, and other friendly countries.
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Hungary, Foreign Policy and Public Diplomacy

Prof. Dr. László Vasa
Széchenyi István University

Introduction

Historical evidence shows that Hungarian ancestors lived and migrated to-
gether across the steppes, maintaining connections over time. Hungary strives 
to foster strong relations with nations that share an understanding of our his-
tory, habits, and national character. Hungary is the “most Western Asian na-
tion”, even though our appearance may no longer reflect those Asian origins.

The Hungarian government offered to host the first and only diplomatic 
representation of the Organization of Turkic States (OTS) in Budapest, func-
tioning as a quasi-embassy and fully financed by Hungary. This initiative 
opens new opportunities for cultural, scientific, educational, and economic 
cooperation with the Turkic World. It allows Hungary to initiate projects that 
benefit our nations, encapsulating our public diplomacy approach.

Hungary shares similar concerns with the Turkic World regarding the 
European Union’s (EU) approach to democracy and values, observing a lack 
of positive developments. Instead of leveraging Hungary as a bridge and fa-
cilitator between the Turkic World and the EU, the EU tends to overlook 
this opportunity. Political motivations often overshadow rational necessities. 
Hungary is uniquely positioned to understand the Turkic World better than 
any other EU member state.

1.  Hungary’s Position in International Politics 

We are living in a time when international cooperation is no longer a lux-
ury but a necessity. That is why we talk so much about connectivity. We face 
global challenges (economic uncertainties, climate change, digital transfor-
mation, and social inequality) but we also see global opportunities such as 
new technologies, global learning, cultural creativity, and scientific discovery.
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In this complex world, it is clear that countries must understand each 
other better, not only in business or politics but also in how we learn, inno-
vate, and tell our national stories. This is essentially what public diplomacy is 
about. It is also evident that countries must foster better mutual understand-
ing. Hungary strongly believes that friendship, mutual respect, and strategic 
cooperation should last longer than election cycles or annual reports. More 
than fifteen years ago, our politicians decided to adopt a fundamentally new 
and different foreign policy approach.

These are not mere political slogans for us; they form the foundation of 
how we think about diplomacy. When we look at the Turkic World (Azer-
baijan, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Türkiye, Uzbekistan, and Turkmenistan), we 
do not see just partners in a formal sense. We see something more personal.

In connection with the Turkic World, we see a shared story of cultural 
memory, deep linguistic ties, and people who once travelled the same steppes, 
lived similar traditions, and preserved values of honor, family, and knowl-
edge. As many Hungarian historians and linguists have written for centuries, 
the Hungarian people carry cultural and linguistic links to the East. Some 
of these are symbolic, some are scientific, but all remind us that our story is 
connected to yours. 

In Hungary, there is a saying that we are distant relatives but close friends. 
Over the past decade, Hungary has transformed this symbolic idea into a 
strategic policy called the Eastern Opening, launched more than eleven years 
ago. This is not just about trade or infrastructure; it is about rebalancing 
our attention, looking more seriously to the East-Central Asia and the Tur-
kic World as key partners for the future. Because we believe these relation-
ships are not only natural but also strategic, full of opportunities, and built 
on deep cultural trust.

It is an excellent tool, not only for building roads or railways, or signing 
economic agreements, but for creating bridges of knowledge, innovation, and 
human understanding. Hungary and the Turkic World are partners where 
progress is being made, not just economically but also culturally through 
people-to-people programs and related projects.

We share common values such as genuine friendship, family, mutual re-
spect, and cooperation based on trust. Within the framework of Hungary’s 
Eastern Opening, or rather our broader opening to the East, we have ex-
panded our networks and increased the frequency of our relations with Cen-
tral Asian countries and the Turkic World. This doctrine focuses not only on 
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Central Asia, the Southern Caucasus, and Türkiye but also on the broader 
post-Soviet area and China. Later, Hungary began opening to the South, cov-
ering Southeast Asia, Africa, and Latin America. This reflects a completely 
new approach to Hungary’ foreign policy.

2. Hungary’s New Foreign Policy Dimensions

Thirty-five years ago, after the political changes, Hungary chose to fol-
low the Euro-Atlantic track, which was a wise decision. We still believe that 
Hungary belongs to the Western World. However, twenty-five years later, it 
became clear that we were overly dependent on the West, not just econom-
ically but also, to some extent, culturally. This dependency created potential 
conflicts of interest within our tradition-based society when it came to West-
ern values, which were sometimes perceived as excessive. Economically, our 
trade was very one-sided more than 80% of our exports were oriented to-
ward the Western World.

When the economies of Western countries, such as Germany, the US, or 
Western Europe, weaken, Hungary’s economy suffers as well. Therefore, the 
main idea was to reconnect with our traditional partners in the East, where 
we have always found mutual understanding, even during Soviet times. We 
had a strong foundation for new collaborations. We began increasing our 
cultural, scientific, higher education, and economic presence in the region.

Hungary’s public diplomacy has served this idea. We opened new em-
bassies, such as the one in Bishkek, and increased the number of our dip-
lomats, particularly cultural and commercial attachés, in the region. Several 
high-level visits have taken place between our countries and regions, in-
cluding multilateral talks. Although Hungary is an observer member of the 
OTS, it is as active as any full member. Hungary initiates projects, such as 
the Drought Prevention Institute to combat desertification in our lands. Ad-
ditionally, Hungary participates in the Turkic Investment Fund and all pro-
fessional bodies of the OTS, including the Turkic Academy and the official 
think tank network of the Turkic States. 

3. Hungary’s Soft Power Diplomacy

As for the Hungary’s hard and soft power perspectives, it can be said that 
Hungary is not a hard power. There were times when the Hungarian King-
dom was one of the strongest in Europe, but now we are a small country. We 
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have endured significant historical challenges, and our territory is relatively 
small, ranking around 100th in the world.

Hungary’s population is less than 10 million, and we do not believe that 
migration, particularly mass migration, can solve our demographic chal-
lenges. Instead, we focus on the values of family and supporting families to 
have more children. This is a key part of Hungarian public policy, though it 
is not directly related to foreign policy. However, several countries are very 
interested in studying the Hungarian model of family support. Our economy 
is close to that of the most developed countries, but we are not yet among 
them. We strive to reach the average living standard of the European Union, 
but this will require time and effort.

When it comes to hard power, our military is not large, but we have be-
gun significantly strengthening our military capabilities and equipment, partly 
with the help of our friends from Türkiye, such as through the acquisition of 
Gidran vehicles. This reflects the excellent cooperation between our coun-
tries. However, there are fields where Hungary is overrepresented relative to 
its hard power, particularly in culture. In music, for example, Hungary has 
given the world-famous composers like Bartók and Liszt, and Hungarian folk 
music is widely recognized.

3.1. Science and Knowledge Diplomacy

In science, we are proud of 12 Nobel laureates of Hungarian origin. Al-
though most received their awards abroad, they were educated in Hungary. 
In technology, several Hungarian inventions are well-known. Our education 
system, particularly in technical universities, is of a very high standard. In 
sports, Hungary ranks among the top 20 countries globally in terms of Olym-
pic gold medals and overall achievements.

The quality of life in Hungary is quite high, even compared to the West-
ern World, as we preserve our natural sites and societal values. In tourism, 
Hungary is widely known, especially among Turkic tourists. Budapest is a 
magnificent and highly attractive city. We hope that more direct flights will 
be established between our countries to facilitate mutual visits. Our cuisine, 
including dishes like goulash and fish soup, is also famous. However, we need 
to make greater efforts to strengthen our gastronomy diplomacy and estab-
lish more Hungarian restaurants abroad, as Türkiye and other Central Asian 
countries have done successfully.
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Hungary’s public diplomacy is a key aspect of our soft power. In line with 
the Eastern Opening foreign policy, launched in the same year, Hungary 
decided to offer thousands of university seats for foreign students through 
scholarships. These studies are fully funded by the Hungarian government. 
Through this initiative, we aim to attract talented students from the emerging 
world, including Central Asia, the Southern Caucasus, and Türkiye, to study 
in Hungary, primarily in English. However, students who wish to study in 
Hungarian can do so after completing a one-year Hungarian language course.

Hungary’s soft power approach centers on knowledge-based partnerships 
involving ministries, higher education institutions, and international networks. 
The focus is on joint capacity building, including university cooperation net-
works, bilateral connections for double degrees, student and staff mobility, 
and scholarship programs, some of which are reciprocal. Hungarian students 
also have opportunities to study in partner countries. The scholarship pro-
gram, called Stipendium Hungaricum, involves 28 Hungarian higher edu-
cation institutions offering academic programs and scholarships. Currently, 
over 10,000 students are studying in Hungary under this program, with many 
more having already graduated.

Importantly, this program covers not only bachelor’s and master’s de-
grees but also PhD studies, including medicine and music studies at the re-
nowned Liszt Ferenc Academy of Music. Over 600-degree programs are in-
cluded. According to a survey, 93% of Stipendium Hungaricum scholarship 
holders would likely choose Hungary again for their studies. This strength-
ens not only our reputation but also our universities by attracting talented 
students from abroad. Some of these students stay in Hungary to pursue ac-
ademic careers, while others return to their home countries, often taking up 
high-level positions in academia or state administration.

Over 60 countries participate in this program, including some of the poor-
est nations as well as Japan, one of the richest. This is not an aid program but 
a partnership with respected countries. Notably, we offer these scholarships 
even to countries whose governments do not provide reciprocal scholarships 
for Hungarian students, as our goal is not reciprocity but to provide oppor-
tunities to study in an EU member state with EU-accredited diplomas. This 
is a significant benefit for thousands of students.

Last year, 1,436 students from six Turkic states studied in Hungary through 
the Stipendium Hungaricum scholarship program. However, the total num-
ber of students from the Turkic World (including Türkiye, Central Asia, and 
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Azerbaijan) is significantly higher, likely around 5,000. Many of these stu-
dents pay tuition fees to study at our renowned engineering, medical, or eco-
nomic faculties. This makes the program quite successful. These programs 
are EU-accredited, primarily taught in English, with less than 1% of students 
studying in Hungarian. We now have over 9,000 active Stipendium Hungar-
icum alumni worldwide.

We often say that these graduates are our best ambassadors, as they share 
stories about Hungary and promote our country. Surveys show that over 
90% of them would choose Hungary again for their studies, indicating that 
they enjoyed their time and education here. This serves as excellent promo-
tion and public relations for Hungary, making the program a powerful soft 
diplomacy tool.

Collaboration with Central Eurasian higher education institutions is on-
going and increasingly active. Several double-degree programs are under 
development and set to begin as early as September. This is a great oppor-
tunity, as it also allows Hungarian students to study in the region. There is 
significant potential for further cooperation in research, co-resource centers, 
dual degrees, and even joint PhD programs, which could greatly benefit our 
countries. Innovation hubs and joint publications are also essential, particu-
larly for improving university rankings, as both Central Eurasian and Turk-
ish universities are highly motivated to climb global university ranking lists. 
International cooperation is critical for this goal.

For example, a Hungarian university recently launched an innovation 
hub and science park in Uzbekistan, entirely on a business basis without 
state support. This is an excellent opportunity to leverage not only capital 
investment but also knowledge, creating a perfect synergy between exper-
tise, management, and investment. This approach fosters a better future and 
business success. Additionally, we utilize the Diaspora Scholarship for pub-
lic diplomacy, reconnecting with individuals of Hungarian heritage. This in-
cludes not only those who still speak Hungarian but also those whose grand-
parents spoke the language, such as in the United States or South America, 
even if they no longer do.

We operate a guest lecturer network, with over 70 scholars in 36 coun-
tries, funded by the Hungarian government. This program spans from Japan 
to the Americas, including Türkiye, and we plan to expand it due to its suc-
cess. It is our sincere interest to promote Hungarian culture and language. 
The Hungarian Diplomatic Academy also invites foreign participants to its 
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training programs through various scholarships. This is an effective tool for 
training experts who return to their home countries to work in foreign min-
istries. Knowing someone who has studied in Hungary through a scholarship 
fosters better understanding and simplifies cooperation, especially compared 
to working with partners from Western Europe or the Far East.

Knowledge diplomacy is closely tied to science diplomacy, which fo-
cuses on networking and supporting projects abroad. It leverages the value 
of knowledge in science, science organization, and science management for 
diplomatic and bilateral or multilateral purposes. The Drought Prevention 
Institute, established by Hungary in the arid Central Asian region, is one 
example. Another is the Potato Research Institute in Uzbekistan, which we 
funded in recent years. The science park in Uzbekistan is another instance 
of science diplomacy. Such collaborations stimulate professional discussions, 
joint publications, and policymaking in science and academia.

In Hungary, we have established facilities that attract foreign scientists, 
such as the European Light Infrastructure facility in Szeged, Southern Hun-
gary, a key laser infrastructure for physicists. The ZalaZone is an automated 
vehicle testing track that serves not only carmakers but also military vehi-
cle producers. Additionally, we have established a national laboratory sys-
tem and deployed 15 science and technology attachés worldwide, includ-
ing in New York.

We have science and technology attachés in Berlin, Seoul, New Delhi, Ja-
pan, South Africa, and several other countries. These attachés play a crucial 
role in identifying suitable partners for international scientific projects. Hun-
gary has a rich history of innovation, with notable inventions such as the Ru-
bik’s Cube, vitamin C, and the ballpoint pen, among others.

The poster of Oppenheimer is relevant here because not only was J. Rob-
ert Oppenheimer a key figure in nuclear technology, but Hungarian scien-
tists like Edward Teller also made significant contributions. These iconic 
names of Hungarian origin have left a mark in America. Additionally, we 
take pride in our recent Nobel Prize laureates, such as Katalin Karikó, who 
played a pivotal role in developing the COVID-19 vaccine. These scientific 
achievements are a source of national pride, and we strive to leverage them 
in our public diplomacy efforts.
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3.2. Cultural Diplomacy

Cultural diplomacy is a traditional and vital tool of public diplomacy, fo-
cusing on showcasing national identity through culture. To this end, Hun-
gary has established cultural institutes in 26 countries, located in major cap-
itals and cities worldwide. These institutes, often branded with the name of 
our famous composer Franz Liszt, promote Hungarian culture. 

Hungary supports festivals, exhibitions, and national celebrations, col-
laborating with partner institutions in the country to promote Hungarian 
music, folklore, and dance. Hungarian folk-dance houses, for instance, are a 
unique cultural asset, and we aim to share them through international folk-
lore festivals where people naturally enjoy these traditions. Through our in-
stitutional network, we tell Hungary’s story through culture.

These cultural institutes, operating in 26 locations, do an excellent job of 
promoting Hungarian performing arts, folklore, and classical music. Sports 
is another closely related field. As mentioned, Hungary ranks eighth globally 
in total Olympic medals, a remarkable achievement given our country’s size. 
We have won approximately 181 gold medals in the history of the modern 
Olympic Games. Budapest has hosted major international sporting events, 
reflecting our active role in sports diplomacy, much like Central Asia and 
Türkiye. We have invested in infrastructure, including stadiums, sports halls, 
swimming pools, and complexes, as well as utilizing the Danube and other 
rivers and lakes for water sports.

Hungary co-hosted the UEFA Euro Championship in 2020, the World 
Aquatics Championship in 2017, and the World Athletics Championship in 
2023, all in Budapest. These experiences demonstrate that sports is one of 
the best tools for fostering bilateral and multilateral connections. A uniquely 
Hungarian invention, teqball, combines elements of table tennis and soccer, 
played with a football on a specialized table, as shown in the bottom left cor-
ner. It’s an exciting and engaging game.

Tourism is another obvious tool for soft diplomacy. A well-managed visa 
regime can significantly boost tourist numbers. To this end, we have strength-
ened our consular presence in the Turkic world to attract more visitors from 
Central Asia, the Southern Caucasus, and Türkiye. Currently, there are five 
daily direct flights to Istanbul alone, alongside other direct flights to cities in 
the Turkic region. Tourism fosters people-to-people connections, promoting 
our values and cultural and historical appeal. It also shapes how we perceive 
ourselves and how the world perceives us.
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Tourism contributes nearly 10% to Hungary’s GDP, making it a signifi-
cant economic driver. It’s an effective tool for spreading our culture and lan-
guage globally. While we may not yet match the global influence of K-pop 
or other East Asian cultural phenomena, we are working toward it. Wellness 
tourism is particularly popular in Hungary, offering opportunities to show-
case modern Hungary alongside its historical charm. Our cuisine, though fa-
mous, is not promoted enough. Dishes like lángos (a fried dough), kürtőskalács 
(chimney cake), and chicken paprikash provide a strong foundation for pro-
moting traditional practices and national products. Gastronomy diplomacy, 
through chef training and international food events, is an excellent way to 
build international relationships.

Humanitarian aid is another key soft diplomacy tool. Through the Hun-
gary Helps program, over the past five years, we have supported more than 
270 projects in over 50 countries, providing nearly $100 million in human-
itarian and rehabilitation assistance, improving the lives of almost one mil-
lion people. Notably, we have opened consular offices, and in some cases 
embassies or diplomatic representations, in countries like Uganda and Chad 
to facilitate these humanitarian projects. These efforts involve not only the 
Hungarian government but also NGOs, particularly those linked to religious 
organizations like the Baptist or Ecumenical Help Foundation. In times of 
global emergencies, these organizations collaborate to provide aid.

4. Hungary’s Public Diplomacy in the Turkic World

Hungary can also strengthen relations between Europe and the Turkic 
world through the OTS. This organization held its informal summit in Bu-
dapest, marking one of the largest diplomatic events in Hungary’s history. 
In the context of the OTS, Hungary can further increase cooperation in the 
field of education. The Hungarian government has initiatives encouraging 
our universities to establish meaningful cooperation with universities in the 
Turkic World, particularly through double-degree programs. These are not 
just memoranda of understanding (MOUs) for show but real programs en-
abling Hungarian students to study in Turkic states and students from Tur-
kic states to study in Hungary for extended periods, not just full degree pro-
grams but also part-time exchanges. Staff exchanges are equally important.

Joint research projects are also critical. Successful research, especially 
for commercialization or high-impact publications, often requires interna-
tional collaboration. The most essential aspect is mobility both for students 
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and academic staff. Extending this to think tanks is also key. We should visit 
each other more frequently, co-author publications and policy papers, and 
raise awareness of critical issues to provide joint advice to our governments 
on complex matters.

As shown in the figures, we have around 1,500 students from the Turkic 
World in the Stipendium Hungaricum Scholarship Program, with approxi-
mately three times that number (around 5,000) paying tuition fees because 
they recognize the value of earning a competitive, EU-accredited diploma in 
Hungary. To increase these numbers, we should expand the number of schol-
arship seats allocated for students from the Turkic World.

We should enhance and upgrade bilateral educational cooperation. We 
can focus on specific areas of need. For example, knowing that Uzbekistan 
requires agricultural experts, we should offer more seats at our agricultural 
universities. Part-time study programs could be particularly effective. Pro-
viding scholarships not only for full-time studies but also for part-time stud-
ies would be beneficial.

Hungarian universities have opportunities to invite students from the Tur-
kic World for part-time studies and double-degree programs. However, there 
is a gap in staff exchanges and specialized programs. For instance, we could 
develop short-term certificate programs (lasting a few days to one or two 
weeks) for our Turkic colleagues. These could focus on contemporary Euro-
pean higher education, global higher education trends, Hungarian opportuni-
ties, or methodological issues. Such programs would allow Turkic academics 
to visit Hungary, participate in educational and social activities, and establish 
new connections among staff members. This could spark new research proj-
ects, publications, journal initiatives, and other forms of networking, which 
is now the most essential part of academia. Returning to students, part-time 
studies and double-degree programs are key to increasing engagement.

Conclusion

Hungary’ soft power vision is built on trust, excellence, and vision. We aim 
to co-create lasting partnerships in knowledge and culture. We need not just 
partners around the world, but friends, because friendships form the foun-
dation for initiating and realizing projects. Through these relationships, our 
goal of improving the world can be achieved more effectively. 
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Hungary shares deep historical and cultural ties with the Turkic World. 
These ties are not rooted in the 150-year Ottoman occupation, as that would 
not be a sufficient reason. Instead, our common roots trace back to the South-
ern Urals and Northern Central Asia, where Hungarian and other Turkic 
peoples originated. 

Indeed, the ancient Hungarians migrated westward from Central Asia. 
There is an ongoing debate about whether the Hungarian language is purely 
Finno-Ugric or also has Turkic influences. We have several hundred ancient 
words in our language that predate the Ottoman period, suggesting a partial 
Turkic background. This shared heritage provides a strong foundation for 
public diplomacy. Hungary’s participation in the OTS reflects this connection. 

Hungary pursues pragmatic relations with Russia and China, free from 
ideological or value-based politics, much like Italy, Germany, or even the 
United States. Hungary has the lowest perception of a Russian threat among 
Central European countries, for several reasons. The Hungarian government 
has consistently and openly expressed its interest in maintaining good rela-
tions with Russia, primarily due to practical needs. On the other hand, Hun-
gary is often seen as the “black sheep” of the European Union. We hold firm 
to certain values that we believe should not be overridden by so-called Eu-
ropean values. 

Hungary faces ongoing debates with the EU on fundamental issues. This 
creates a challenging situation, both economically and politically. While EU 
subsidies account for only about 2% of Hungary’s annual GDP, their absence 
creates liquidity issues. Despite these challenges, the Hungarian government 
remains committed to its principles. Public perception of the EU in Hun-
gary is generally negative, influenced by the government’s sovereigntist and 
patriotic stance. From Hungary’s perspective, the EU’s future is uncertain in 
this new political atmosphere. 

The EU sometimes criticizes Hungary’s engagement, but not harshly. The 
real issue is that the EU lacks a coherent strategy for Central Asia. While the 
EU still perceives itself as a major power in the region, it lacks a unified for-
eign policy. Member states compete with one another in the Turkic World, 
each pursuing their own business interests. Hungary’s position is clear: we seek 
strong, positive relations with the Turkic world without interfering in their 
domestic politics, a stance not always shared by other European countries. 
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The Future of Cyprus and the Turkish Republic of Northern 
Cyprus (TRNC) in a Changing Global Geopolitics

Dr. Ahmet Zeki Bulunç, 
Ambassador (R)

Former Ambassador of TRNC to Türkiye

Introduction

The Republic of Cyprus was a state established on 16 August 1960 on 
the basis of the founding partnership of the Turkish Cypriot people and 
the Greek Cypriot people, in accordance with the 1959 Zurich and London 
Treaties and the 1960 Nicosia Treaties. One of the principal characteristics 
of the 1960 Republic of Cyprus was its functional federal and confederal 
state structure.

However, the Partnership Republic of Cyprus collapsed as a result of 
massacres and ethnic cleansing attacks initiated on 21 December 1963 
against the Turkish Cypriot people, within the framework of the Akritas 
Genocide Plan prepared by the secret Akritas Organization established 
by Minister of Interior Polikarpos Yorgacis under the instructions of Pres-
ident Makarios.

The Makarios administration (the Greek Cypriot side), in violation 
of the 1960 Constitution of the Republic of Cyprus and the international 
Cyprus treaties, forcibly removed Turkish Cypriots from the House of 
Representatives, the Government, and all state institutions, and unilaterally 
amended the Constitution and fundamental laws in contradiction to the 
Constitution. It established a state structure and government composed 
entirely of Greek Cypriots.

For these reasons, referring to the Greek Cypriot Administration of 
Southern Cyprus (GCASC) as the legitimate 1960 Republic of Cyprus is 
neither correct nor constitutional. This is because the Constitution of the 
Republic of Cyprus defines two founding peoples: the Turkish Cypriot 
people and the Greek Cypriot people.
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From this perspective, the present-day “Republic of Cyprus,” under the 
control of the Greek Cypriot side, is not a legitimate state established by the 
two founding peoples under the international Cyprus treaties.

Taking into account historical developments, the Turkish Cypriot people 
have established their own constitutional order and, through democratic 
elections, have effectively maintained for more than forty years the char-
acteristics of a legitimate state under international law.

The Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus (TRNC) is a democratic 
and legitimate state governed by the rule of law, founded on international 
law, contemporary international developments, and human rights, with 
significant geopolitical and strategic importance.

The geopolitics of the Eastern Mediterranean has evolved to a very 
different level since the beginning of the Cyprus dispute. Located at the 
crossroads of three continents, directly opposite the Suez Canal-which 
opens to the Indian and Pacific Oceans-the island of Cyprus has been 
gaining increasing importance in global and regional geopolitics. Cyprus 
is approximately 45 nautical miles from Türkiye and constitutes a part of 
Türkiye’s national security.

1. Historical and Political Background of Cyprus

In the context of changing global and regional geopolitics, it is useful 
to examine and evaluate the future of the island of Cyprus and the Turkish 
Republic of Northern Cyprus. While the Turkish side (the TRNC and the 
Republic of Türkiye) defines the island as one based on the existence of 
two sovereign peoples and two sovereign states, the Greek side considers 
the island solely as its own sovereign state.

In this context, the Greek–Greek Cypriot side does not regard the TRNC 
as an independent and sovereign state, and considers the Turkish Cypriot 
people merely as a minority “community.” This reveals a significant reality 
and perspective for understanding the Cyprus dispute.

The importance of Cyprus lies in the presence of the sovereign Turkish 
people on the island and their historical struggle for national existence. As 
a result of this prolonged struggle, Greek Cypriots—supported and directed 
by Greece—initiated acts of terrorism beginning in the 1950s through the 
“National Organization of Cypriot Fighters (EOKA).”
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The Greek–Greek Cypriot side destroyed the 1960 Republic of Cyprus 
on 21 December 1963 through genocidal attacks and massacres, effectively 
occupying Southern Cyprus. In all negotiations and talks conducted since 
then, the Greek–Greek Cypriot side has demonstrated a political will based 
on intransigence. No settlement/treaty has been reached due to the Greek 
side’s unwillingness to share anything with the Turkish people.

As a result of the rigidly uncompromising stance of the Greek-Greek 
Cypriot side, on 15 November 1983 the Turkish Cypriot people exercised 
their right to self-determination and proclaimed to the world the establish-
ment of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus. The Republic of Türkiye 
recognized the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus shortly thereafter and 
established diplomatic relations.

Beyond diplomatic relations, there exist special ties between Türkiye and 
the Turkish Cypriot state, including legal, historical, and cultural bonds. 
However, due to the politically driven positions and influence of dominant 
states within the international system, based on calculations of political 
interest, widespread diplomatic recognition has still not been achieved.

The Greek side defines Northern Cyprus as an “occupied territory” and 
acts on the basis of this characterization. In contrast, the Turkish Republic 
of Northern Cyprus is regarded as an important and legitimate state, con-
sidered a zone of peace and stability within the framework of international 
law, democratic and constitutional order, contemporary developments, and 
human rights. According to the Turkish side, the party that lacks true legit-
imacy is the Greek Cypriot Administration of Southern Cyprus (GCASC). 
This is because the Greek side equates the concept of “Cyprus” with the 
“Republic of Cyprus” established on 16 August 1960.

However, the 1960 Republic of Cyprus was a state established—under 
the auspices of the United Nations—on the basis of international Cyprus 
treaties and, above all, the founding partnership of two peoples, within a 
functional federal–confederal structure. Nevertheless, beginning on 21 De-
cember 1963, Greek Cypriots attempted to eliminate (in their own words, to 
annihilate) the Turkish Cypriot people within the framework of the Akritas 
Plan, which clearly constituted a genocide plan under the 1948 Genocide 
Convention. In light of this, it is not possible to regard the GCASC as a 
legitimate state under the name “Republic of Cyprus.”

This is because, according to the constitutional structure of that period, 
the 1960 Republic of Cyprus had two founding partners of equal status: 
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the Turkish Cypriot people and the Greek Cypriot people. Sovereignty in 
the 1960 Republic of Cyprus derived from these two peoples. However, 
the Greek side does not recognize the Turkish Cypriot people as a people 
entitled to self-determination, but rather as a minority community. In their 
fundamental positions repeatedly expressed during negotiation processes, 
they assert that Turkish Cypriots are not a people but a religious minority 
or community.

In contrast to this claim, the Turkish Cypriot people have established 
their own constitutional order, conducted democratic elections, and con-
tinue to exist as an independent and sovereign state. The Turkish Republic 
of Northern Cyprus has effectively maintained its status as an independent 
and sovereign state for more than forty years.

When examining why Greek Cypriots sought to establish a separate state 
in Cyprus and their objectives, it is evident that they initially attempted to 
present this as a movement for independence. However, the true aim of this 
movement was the annexation of the island of Cyprus to Greece—namely, 
“Enosis.” While pursuing this objective, an agreement was reached in 1960 
on a republican model based on the founding partnership of two peoples 
and the shared exercise of sovereignty. This republic was established not 
merely on a geographical basis, but on a functional distribution of powers. 
However, this structure lasted only three years.

In 1963, the then President Makarios, Minister of Interior Yorgacis, and 
other high-ranking officials (such as the President of the House of Repre-
sentatives Klerides and Minister of Labor Papadopoulos) put the Akritas 
Plan into effect. According to this plan, the Turkish Cypriot people were 
to be eliminated (annihilated) within 48 hours, and the island would be 
annexed to Greece, as in the case of Crete. However, the Turkish Cypriot 
people, with the support of Türkiye and through the measures taken as 
well as the establishment of the Turkish Resistance Organization (TMT), 
succeeded in resisting this plan and exercising their fundamental human 
right of resistance.

Until 1974, the Turkish Cypriot people endured great suffering under 
embargoes, economic restrictions, forced migration, and attacks by Greek 
Cypriots. Turks were detained and killed on the roads, villages were raided, 
massacres were carried out, and they resisted practices of ethnic cleansing. 
However, with the Turkish Peace Operation of 20 July 1974, a structure 
emerged on the island in which two separate states with defined political 
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boundaries could exist. Today, one of these states is the Greek Cypriot 
Administration of Southern Cyprus (GCASC), and the other is the Turkish 
Republic of Northern Cyprus.

2. Recognition Problems and Legitimacy Debates of the TRNC

The Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus has continued its existence 
as an independent and sovereign state since November 1983. During this 
period, various negotiation platforms have been established; however, no 
sustainable peace treaty compatible with the realities of Cyprus has ever 
been reached within these frameworks.

At present, at least following the Peace Operation, there exists a strong 
environment of peace within the political borders of the TRNC. In other 
words, it continues to exist as a sovereign and independent state capable 
of resisting Greek Cypriot attacks, with defined borders and military 
power. However, the Greek side attempts to reduce the Turkish people to 
minority status, claiming that Turks in Cyprus constitute merely a minority 
community. They assert that the “real people of Cyprus” consist solely of 
Greek Cypriots.

When the concept of “people” is taken into account, a crucial determining 
factor emerges in the process of the Cyprus dispute. This is because the right 
to self-determination is a right granted exclusively to peoples. Therefore, 
by attempting to keep Turkish Cypriots at the level of a community and 
within minority status, the Greek side seeks to deprive the Turkish people 
of their right to self-determination. What must be emphasized here is that 
the Turkish Cypriots, as a distinct people, continue to maintain the exis-
tence of the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus, a state established in 
accordance with all necessary conditions and principles of international law.

On the other hand, the Greek side adopts maximalist approaches 
aimed at reducing the Turkish Cypriot people to minority status without 
offering anything or making any concessions. As in the case of the Annan 
Plan (Annan Document), they have defined Turks not as a people but as a 
minority. However, they have failed to achieve this objective.

Another important point to note here is the concept of the “Cyprus 
Problem.” It is more realistic and accurate to use the term “Cyprus Dis-
pute” instead. The reason is that the Greek side deliberately uses the term 
“Cyprus Problem” to frame the issue as an internal matter. They portray 
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the Turkish people as a minority rebelling against the state and seeking 
rights. From this perspective, they regard the disagreement in Cyprus as a 
domestic and constitutional issue. Indeed, the Annan Plan was also based 
on the notion of resolving a constitutional problem.

However, since the 1974 Peace Operation, two states have existed in Cy-
prus, each progressively strengthening and developing its legal framework. 
One of these is the internationally recognized GCASC, and the other is the 
Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus. Nevertheless, the TRNC is unjustly 
regarded as an unrecognized state without legal basis and is treated merely 
as a minority seeking equality and sovereignty rights from the “Republic of 
Cyprus.” Therefore, the current situation constitutes a “problem.”

From the perspective of international law and in light of the decisions of 
the International Court of Justice, when issues related to sovereignty—such 
as borders, sovereignty itself, property, and territory—are concerned, these 
matters are evaluated not merely as a problem but, when addressed within 
the fundamental context of sovereignty, as a dispute between two states. The 
International Court of Justice has issued rulings in this direction. Therefore, 
the concept of a “dispute” constitutes a more accurate and appropriate ap-
proach within the framework of the Turkish side’s position. This is because 
the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus is an independent and sovereign 
state. Given that the Greek-Greek Cypriot side also acknowledges itself as 
a state, there exists a political boundary between two states. Violations of 
these boundaries give rise to incidents that occur in the same manner as in 
other countries. Considering the current situation, this matter is essentially 
one of non-compromise.

3. Negotiations on the Resolution of the Cyprus Dispute

From past to present, various initiatives have been undertaken to resolve 
the Cyprus dispute. For example, a former Greek Cypriot Foreign Minis-
ter, Rolandis, stated in his articles and public remarks that all 18 plans or 
negotiation frameworks proposed up to that time had been rejected by the 
Greek Cypriots, whereas the Turkish side had consistently demonstrated 
a constructive attitude. Rolandis criticized the then Greek Cypriot leader 
Kyprianou, believing that he did not genuinely seek peace in Cyprus, and 
resigned from his position as Foreign Minister for this reason.

The Annan Plan process also constitutes an important example. This 
plan was intended to be accepted by the Turkish Cypriot people due to 
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pressure from the international community, particularly the European 
Union (EU), on Türkiye. In the referendum, the Turkish Cypriot people 
voted “yes” to the Annan Plan by a large majority, whereas the Greek Cy-
priots voted “no” by an even larger margin. The reason for this was their 
unwillingness to accept even the possibility of granting the Turkish Cypriot 
people any rights, however limited. Therefore, although the Annan Plan 
represented an important turning point in the Cyprus dispute, it ultimately 
failed to produce a result.

The negotiations held in Crans-Montana in 2017, despite containing even 
more far-reaching concessions than the Annan Plan, ended in failure when 
the Greek Cypriot leader walked away from the table. Proposals that would 
have significantly weakened the legal rights and status of both the Turkish 
Cypriot people and Türkiye on the island-secured through international 
Cyprus treaties-were brought to the table, yet it was once again the Greek 
side that abandoned the negotiations.

From that point onward, the Republic of Türkiye and the Turkish 
Republic of Northern Cyprus have clearly stated, since the end of 2019, 
that the Greek Cypriot side maintains a maximalist approach, unwilling 
to grant any rights to the Turkish Cypriot people or share anything, and 
continues to view them as a subordinate minority community. Mustafa 
Akıncı, the then President of the TRNC, who strongly supported reaching a 
comprehensive agreement and had introduced very significant concessions, 
including territorial compromises, stated unequivocally during this process 
that it would not be possible to reach an agreement with the Greek side.

At the present stage, despite more than fifty years of negotiation pro-
cesses and plans, the Greek Cypriot side has not demonstrated a constructive 
approach. They have not accepted the Turkish Cypriot people as an equal 
partner despite international Cyprus agreements. Türkiye and the TRNC 
have now entered a new phase and have declared their readiness to negotiate 
a settlement based on the existence of two separate independent sovereign 
states and international equal status. However, initiating any negotiation 
process outside this framework would contradict the fundamental policy 
of the Turkish side.

Looking back, the statements of Klerides regarding the negotiations 
are particularly noteworthy. In his memoirs, Klerides admitted that an 
agreement had been reached in the early 1970s, that the Turkish side had 
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accepted certain proposals, but that Makarios made a grave mistake by 
rejecting this agreement.

4. The Geopolitical Importance of the Eastern Mediterranean and Cyprus

The changing geopolitical position of the Eastern Mediterranean has 
reached a significantly different and critical stage from the period when the 
Cyprus dispute first began to the present day. The new geopolitical conditions 
make it necessary to reassess evaluations regarding the resolution of the 
Cyprus dispute in light of past experiences and existing realities. Indeed, 
the new geopolitical environment itself dictates this necessity.

Due to its geographical location, the Island of Cyprus has always held 
strategic and geopolitical importance. Previously described as an “unsinkable 
aircraft carrier,” Cyprus today draws attention not only with this metaphor 
but also, as expressed by retired Rear Admiral Cem Gürdeniz, through the 
“effect of a second navy” created by the Turkish military presence on the 
island. This situation further enhances the importance of Cyprus, partic-
ularly in the context of global geopolitics and developments in the Middle 
East and Eastern Mediterranean.

From a geographical perspective, Cyprus lies approximately 40-45 nautical 
miles from Türkiye. This places the island in a strategic and geopolitical 
position-especially in connection with the Gulf of İskenderun—that is 
incomparable to the past. Cyprus plays a crucial role in Türkiye’s security, 
almost like the “tip of a dagger.” At the same time, its location opposite the 
Suez Canal makes it a gateway to the Indian and Pacific Oceans. Further-
more, as an island providing strategic control via the Straits, Cyprus holds 
a critical role for the security of both the Eastern and Western Mediterra-
nean. Particularly, the new balance of power in which the United States, the 
European Union, and Israel are involved against Türkiye and the Turkish 
Republic of Northern Cyprus further increases the island’s critical role and 
its special importance for the Turkish side.

The geopolitical importance of Cyprus has been further strengthened 
by new dynamics. In particular, the existence of hydrocarbon resources in 
the Eastern Mediterranean and the geopolitical shifts created by these re-
sources have made Cyprus indispensable for Türkiye, the Turkish Republic 
of Northern Cyprus, and the Turkish Cypriot people. The existence of the 
TRNC and the length of its coastlines are extremely important in terms 
of maritime jurisdiction areas (continental shelf and exclusive economic 
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zones). In this context, it has become a necessity to reassess a new process 
in light of Cyprus’s geopolitical importance.

On the other hand, Israel’s attacks against Palestine, actions reaching 
the level of crimes against humanity and even genocide, its cooperation 
with the Greek Cypriot Administration, and Greece’s involvement in this 
alliance with U.S. support are noteworthy. Israel and the Greek Cypriot 
Administration are developing new strategic partnerships in the region 
through various protocols and agreements, particularly under the frame-
work of humanitarian aid. The United States’ efforts to establish dominance 
in the region through its bases in Greece, along with attempts to use Cy-
prus-alongside British bases-as a kind of American base, pose serious 
risks for Türkiye’s security and future.

The geopolitical importance of Cyprus and the Turkish Republic of 
Northern Cyprus, particularly in terms of maritime geopolitics, is steadily 
increasing. In this context, Türkiye must carefully evaluate these critical 
developments and reassess its strategic planning.

Considering the theses put forward by both the TRNC and the Republic 
of Türkiye as two independent states, it is of utmost importance to maintain 
the sovereign existence of the TRNC within the framework of the “Blue 
Homeland” concept, particularly in terms of exclusive economic zones and 
continental shelf boundaries. If an agreement is to be reached, the TRNC 
must preserve its existence as a separate, independent, and sovereign state.

As of today, the TRNC possesses maritime jurisdiction areas based on its 
own coastlines and borders. These maritime zones combine with Türkiye’s 
maritime jurisdiction areas to form the entirety of the “Blue Homeland.” 
However, if a new sovereign Cyprus state were to be established in which the 
TRNC does not exist as an independent and sovereign entity-regardless of 
its name or the rights granted to the Turkish Cypriot people-the principles 
of equity in the sharing and delimitation of maritime jurisdictions around 
the island would pose serious risks for the Turkish side.

If such a proposed unified state structure were realized, there is a risk 
that a significant portion of the areas defined by Türkiye as the “Blue 
Homeland” would come under the control of a Greek Cypriot-dominated 
Cyprus. Therefore, the geopolitical and strategic importance of Cyprus has 
increased to an extent incomparable with the past.
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Considering Israel’s ambitions to expand into the Eastern Mediterra-
nean, its regional activities, and its attacks against Palestinians reaching 
genocidal levels, it is evident that Israel seeks to strengthen its interests in 
the region. When all these factors are taken into account—including the 
lifting of the U.S. arms embargo on the Greek Cypriot side, joint military 
exercises between Israel and the Greek Cypriot Administration, and the 
expansion of cooperation through new protocols, including in the defense 
sector—it becomes clear that an approach based on the existence of the 
TRNC and the sovereign equality of two equal peoples is both necessary 
and essential for the Turkish side and for regional stability.

5. A New Phase in Negotiations and Current Debates

Within the context of negotiations, it is observed that new ideas and 
approaches are being brought to the forefront. In an environment where 
backchannel activities and secret diplomacy are being conducted, there 
are increasing initiatives aimed at launching a new negotiation process 
between the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus and the Greek Cypriot 
side. It appears that these initiatives will gain momentum and that efforts 
are being made to bring the Turkish side back to the negotiating table in 
one way or another.

A key issue here is the insistence of the Greek Cypriot side on continuing 
negotiations from the point where they left off in Crans-Montana. If talks 
are to resume from that point, the issues to be discussed would include the 
constitutional structure of the state and territorial arrangements—matters 
that had already been accepted to a certain extent. The unresolved issue, 
however, concerns the demands for the immediate abolition of the Treaty 
of Guarantee and the Treaty of Alliance, and the withdrawal of Turkish 
troops from the island upon reaching an agreement. The Greek Cypriot 
side seeks the rapid and phased withdrawal of Turkish troops shortly after 
an agreement, along with the elimination of these treaties.

Therefore, discussions starting from the current point would focus 
more on territorial and security issues rather than property matters. The 
main objective of these negotiations would include arrangements such as 
the return of Greek Cypriots to lands they left in Northern Cyprus, the 
deportation to Türkiye of TRNC citizens referred to as “settlers” who came 
from Türkiye, and the return of Greek Cypriots to all abandoned settle-
ments. More critically, however, the removal of the Treaty of Guarantee 
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and the Treaty of Alliance—directly related to the presence and future of 
the Turkish Cypriot people in Cyprus—and the rapid and complete with-
drawal of Turkish troops immediately following an agreement are among 
the primary goals.

In such a scenario, if a new negotiation process is initiated, it is evident 
that it would likely result in the establishment of a structure unfavorable 
to Türkiye and the TRNC, leading to the emergence of an “Independent 
Cyprus State” under Greek and Greek Cypriot influence. If such a treaty 
were realized, the issue of NATO membership—recently raised openly by 
the Greek Cypriot Administration—would most likely also be implemented. 
A NATO-member Cyprus would operate under Greek Cypriot dominance. 
In this context, considering how Greece has used its EU membership status 
against the Turkish presence in Western Thrace, it is possible that similar 
inhumane practices could occur in a NATO-member Cyprus.

A NATO-member Cyprus under Greek Cypriot control would signifi-
cantly restrict Türkiye’s room for maneuver. As seen in the 1974 coup and 
similar militarization efforts, it would be a natural consequence that Tür-
kiye would not be able to intervene in a NATO-member state under such 
circumstances. Therefore, at this stage, issues must be addressed on the 
basis of maintaining the TRNC as an independent and sovereign state, and 
negotiations should only be entered into once these conditions are secured.

However, new ideas that could weaken this stance and introduce flexi-
bility are being put forward. One such proposal comes from certain groups 
within the TRNC who advocate for a federal solution. These groups argue: 
“We are open to both federation and two independent states, but let us try 
federation one last time. If it fails again, then independence should definitely 
come onto the agenda.” This is, in essence, a trap and a strategic ploy. If 
negotiations begin under current conditions, it is clear that the Turkish 
side would emerge from the talks with a minority status. In that case, both 
the TRNC and the entire island of Cyprus would fall under Greek Cypriot 
dominance. Moreover, the maritime jurisdiction areas referred to as the 
“Blue Homeland,” including those covered by the 2011 Continental Shelf 
Delimitation Agreement between Türkiye and the TRNC, would come 
under the authority of the newly established “Cyprus state.”

Such a development would result in significant losses for Türkiye in geo-
political, security, and economic terms, as well as in terms of maintaining a 
separate Turkish state in Cyprus. Therefore, this issue must be approached 
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not with short-term perspectives but with a long-term and in-depth strategic 
understanding. Various proposals are being presented to the Turkish side 
through different channels-for example, opening ports under EU control 
or maintaining embargoes while offering so-called new initiatives.

Both Türkiye and the Turkish Cypriot people in the TRNC must care-
fully consider these risks. It is now necessary to adopt approaches that will 
ensure the continuation of genuine stability and peace in Cyprus based 
on existing foundations and to act with determination accordingly. In an 
environment where Türkiye is experiencing adverse effects from ongoing 
geopolitical developments, it should also be taken into account that various 
pressures may be exerted on the Turkish Cypriot people.

In light of these pressures, it is extremely important to make both technical 
and strategic preparations before entering any negotiation process—such 
as defining the framework of the talks, determining which issues will be 
discussed, identifying the parties involved, and deciding where the negotia-
tions will take place. Otherwise, there is a risk that certain conditions may 
be imposed or that the process may be directed through pressure under the 
pretext of “continuing from where we left off in Crans-Montana.” It is both 
necessary and prudent for the Turkish side to take this into consideration.

The key point for the Turkish side is this: the people of the TRNC have 
established a system that determines their own future and have gone through 
a great struggle to reach this stage. Indeed, over an eleven-year period, the 
Turkish Cypriot people were subjected to complete embargoes, confined to 
just three percent of the island, and forced to struggle for survival under 
conditions of violence, massacres, and attempted annihilation.

Today, the Turkish Cypriot people possess land within the borders of 
an independent and sovereign state, and this land is their own. It is not 
land acquired through war, but land that dates back to the Ottoman period 
and originates from Turkish ownership. Therefore, approaches that simply 
claim “the Greeks migrated and land was taken from them” should not 
be accepted without challenge; rather, strong counterarguments must be 
presented. According to assessments, approximately 94 percent of the area 
known today as Varosha (Maraş) consists of lands belonging to Turkish 
foundations dating back to the Ottoman period.

However, some of these foundation (waqf) lands were, during the British 
colonial period, effectively handed over to the Greek Cypriots and occupied 
by them. Today, within this framework, the Greek Cypriots are demanding 
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these lands. Yet, in an environment dominated by the Greek Cypriot side, 
disputes arose among Greek Cypriots within the so-called “Republic of Cy-
prus” concerning certain properties, and these disputes were brought before 
Cypriot courts. The courts ruled that these lands were in fact properties 
belonging to Turkish foundations. Thus, it has been officially registered that 
these lands are Turkish property. Moreover, during the British period, the 
British administration paid compensation to the foundations for the use 
and economic value of these lands—essentially in the form of rent.

For this reason, the Turkish side must protect its land both in terms of 
sovereignty and in terms of territorial integrity as a state. Without taking 
these facts into account and without resolving these issues, negotiations 
should not be entered into. Indeed, following Crans-Montana, Greek Cypri-
ots themselves have been seriously discussing among themselves that they 
made mistakes and miscalculations; these debates have also been reflected 
in the public sphere.

At this stage, for the Turkish side to return to the negotiating table 
would mean that it would not be able to leave the table without an agree-
ment aligned with the opposing side’s terms. This would imply accepting 
a situation in which the sovereign rights and lands of the Turkish people 
would be lost, and where Greek Cypriots would attempt to incorporate Turks 
into their newly altered constitutional framework. The Turkish people exist 
as a sovereign people, and this sovereignty must be preserved. Therefore, it 
must be recognized that there is a Turkish presence in Cyprus living under 
sovereignty and absolute security, that this presence constitutes a people, 
and that a people who have established a state have now reached the level 
of a nation.

Just as states have separated through similar processes elsewhere-such 
as in Czechoslovakia, where Czechs and Slovaks mutually agreed to es-
tablish separate states-the Turkish people must preserve their existence 
within their own independent and sovereign state. However, if a solution 
in Cyprus is pursued without sovereignty rights, the Turkish Cypriot pres-
ence on the island will gradually erode, and Cyprus will eventually become 
entirely a Greek island. This would lead to a situation in which Türkiye is 
effectively encircled from the south and its maritime jurisdiction areas are 
largely eliminated.

At present, the Greek Cypriots, as in the Annan Plan period, have 
experienced a successful phase both in conventional propaganda and in 
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the field of public diplomacy. Therefore, at this stage, the Turkish Cypriot 
people must effectively utilize public diplomacy and conduct their policies 
within this framework. However, while adopting such an approach, it is 
important to take into account the new geopolitical realities emerging in 
the region. A new geopolitical layer has been added to the existing one, 
and effective public diplomacy must be conducted toward the publics of 
other countries with this new context in mind.

Within this framework, public diplomacy should not only target third 
countries but should also be directed toward Türkiye itself. This is because 
certain practices in Türkiye are being carried out in a misleading manner, 
creating influences that may misinform Turkish public opinion.

6. United States Policies in the Eastern Mediterranean and Cyprus 

During the Trump Era

The possible effects of the policies of Donald Trump, who assumed 
office as President of the United States, on the Eastern Mediterranean and 
the Cyprus issue have also become a subject of discussion. First of all, the 
Greek Cypriot Administration and the United States developed a notably 
close relationship during this period. So much so that the President of the 
Greek Cypriot Administration was received in the United States as the 
leader of an independent and powerful state, and various agreements and 
protocols signed there addressed security, military, as well as political and 
economic geopolitical issues concerning Cyprus.

In the past, during the Annan Plan period, proposals had even been 
made to grant the United States a base in the Turkish Republic of Northern 
Cyprus if necessary. However, at that time, the American response was: 
“We do not need a new base here; we already have İncirlik Air Base.” To-
day, however, the United States is openly pursuing a policy of establishing 
a base in Southern Cyprus. There are also plans within the framework of 
a new negotiation process to allocate a small base to Türkiye in the south, 
toward the Gulf of Famagusta. It is even suggested that this base could be 
granted sovereign status similar to British bases.

The Turkish side must not fall into such a trap. Because if such a de-
velopment occurs, Türkiye will eventually be forced to withdraw from the 
island, and the Turkish Cypriot people would likely emigrate over time if 
such an agreement were implemented. From the Turkish perspective, the 
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security of Türkiye and that of the Turkish Cypriot people are inseparable; 
where Türkiye is not secure, the Turkish Cypriots cannot be secure either.

The Treaties of Guarantee and Alliance must never be abolished, and 
under no circumstances should the sovereignty of the TRNC be relinquished. 
If these were removed, it would mean that the Greek-Greek Cypriot side 
could act without restraint. In a geopolitical environment involving the 
United States, the situation becomes extremely risky, as the U.S. presence 
has always functioned as a factor of intervention—not only militarily, but 
also politically.

For instance, Türkiye had been conducting systematic research in its 
maritime jurisdiction areas in the Eastern Mediterranean, including those 
declared to the United Nations. However, due to threats and pressure from 
the European Union regarding sanctions, the Turkish side is now unable 
even to carry out seismic exploration in its own maritime zones. In fact, 
seismic research vessels have had to be withdrawn to ports and assigned 
different functions.

The Greek Cypriot side is aware of activities that Türkiye is expected 
to carry out in the near future. It is anticipated that seismic research and 
drilling operations will begin in what is referred to as the fifth block within 
Türkiye’s continental shelf. At present, however, the Greek Cypriot side is 
planning to conduct research in areas declared by Türkiye as part of its own 
continental shelf, while Türkiye has not taken an effective counteraction, 
as other issues appear to have taken precedence.

In light of these considerations, it is essential to adopt policies that will 
prevent the initiation of such a process. As retired Admiral Cem Gürdeniz 
stated: “If the Turkish flag on the Five Fingers mountains comes down, 
Anatolia cannot sleep in peace.” In short, policy should not be based solely 
on the existence of the Turkish Cypriot people, but on that existence to-
gether with Türkiye. In this context, it is critically important to take into 
account current developments, particularly the situation involving Israel.

Israel continues its territorial expansion. In such a context, the Turkish 
side must take action in a manner that ensures it does not lose its existing 
legal and lawful rights. Türkiye and the Turkish Republic of Northern Cy-
prus must now bring forward a new initiative in Cyprus. It is essential that 
an agreement on an Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) be concluded between 
Türkiye and the TRNC in Cyprus. This has not been done to date, which 
creates a vulnerability that allows for potential encroachments into these 
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areas. This is also one of the underlying reasons why the Greek Cypriot 
side is conducting research in Block 5 of the EEZ that it has unilaterally 
declared. Therefore, it is imperative that an EEZ agreement be concluded 
as soon as possible.

Another issue is that Türkiye should carry out certain preliminary 
measures in Cyprus. For example, the use of Geçitkale Airport as a base for 
unmanned aerial vehicles has already begun. Türkiye must establish both 
an air base and a naval base in Cyprus. This is because the Greek Cypriot 
side is already taking such steps. The United States is currently seeking to 
establish a base on the island, France is already present and utilizing ports 
but also seeks a base, and the United Kingdom neither has abandoned nor 
will abandon its bases. Expecting the UK to withdraw is unrealistic unless 
there is concrete action against it. While the Greek Cypriots may have the 
capacity to initiate such action, the Turkish side cannot undertake opera-
tions against British bases. The Greek Cypriots, within their own capabil-
ities, could initiate a new process against British bases, similar to the way 
agreements were imposed on Britain during the EOKA period in Cyprus.

Therefore, it is crucial for the Turkish side to evaluate these matters from 
another dimension and to counter the strategies being implemented. For 
instance, the Turkish side’s participation in the Crans-Montana talks can 
be viewed as part of a broader strategic game played by the Greek Cypriots 
and the United States. Had the Greek Cypriot side maintained its position 
at the table, refrained from walking away, and avoided interrupting the 
negotiations through protest-like actions, all the concessions made during 
the presidency of Mustafa Akıncı would have been secured by the Greek 
side. In that case, they would have achieved gains on both fronts. This risk 
must also be taken into account.

7. The Greek Cypriot Administration’s Relations with the West and 
the TRNC’s Position

There are frequent discussions in public discourse suggesting that, due 
to the Greek Cypriot Administration’s membership in the European Union, 
Türkiye might be able to engage in closer negotiations with the United 
States, and that the U.S. could align more closely with Türkiye’s positions 
and support the TRNC. This argument is based on the assumption that 
U.S.-EU relations might become strained during the era of Donald Trump, 
potentially leading the new American administration to adopt a different 
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approach. As a result, it is suggested that the EU and the Greek Cypriot 
Administration might move closer to reconciliation with Türkiye.

However, for any meaningful settlement, the primary actor that needs 
to be persuaded is not the EU or the Greek Cypriot Administration, but 
the United States. It is not feasible to open a pathway by offering certain 
concessions or facilities to the U.S. in the TRNC, because the Greek Cy-
priot Administration already serves as an available partner. Indeed, it is 
claimed that prior to and during the Annan Plan period, proposals were 
made by the Turkish side to grant the United States a base in the TRNC, 
but these were rejected.

At present, the United States has established a strong presence in Greece, 
to the extent that some commentators even describe Greece as a “new state” 
of the U.S. Therefore, under current conditions, it is not possible for the 
Turkish side to secure support by offering concessions to the United States.

The United States has published a security strategy document in which 
it explicitly states: “Our issue in Cyprus is not limited to hydrocarbon re-
sources; we have broader national objectives concerning Cyprus and the 
region, and we will pursue policies to achieve these objectives.” Notably, 
statements regarding the meetings held between the Greek Cypriot Admin-
istration and Joe Biden during his tenure as U.S. Vice President, particularly 
during his visit to Southern Cyprus, have been widely reported in the media.

There has been a consistent structure exerting significant pressure on 
Türkiye since the early 2000s (2002-2003). This pressure became particu-
larly evident during the Annan Plan period, and similar developments are 
likely to occur in the future. By way of comparison, in 1878, following the 
Treaty of Ayastefanos, the Ottoman Empire temporarily transferred the 
administration of Cyprus to Britain, which subsequently established its 
presence on the island. In 1914, Britain formally annexed Cyprus. Today, 
the United States’ desire to establish a base in Cyprus—driven by develop-
ments in the Middle East—can be likened to Britain’s earlier approach to 
acquiring the island. In short, just as there was once a British version, an 
American version now appears to be emerging.

8. Debates on Turkish Cypriot and Greek Cypriot Identities in Cyprus

The emergence of different political options and changing power structures 
in the 2000s has also influenced the symbolic elites in the Turkish Republic 
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of Northern Cyprus, leading to a shift in the frameworks of newspapers 
that shape political legitimacy. As a result of the reciprocal relationship 
between power and knowledge, a consciously and deliberately promoted 
definition of a “Cypriot identity” has emerged, in which the term “Turk-
ish” has been removed from the definition of Turkish Cypriot identity. In 
this way, a lifestyle has been symbolically constructed in which migrants 
from Türkiye are portrayed as “the other,” while Greek Cypriots and the 
European Union are framed as “us.”

Before and during the Annan Plan process, there were initiatives and 
published assessments by the International Crisis Group aimed specifically 
at excluding Türkiye. One of the concepts they introduced was: “There 
must be an immediate solution in Cyprus’a Cypriot solution.” By a “Cy-
priot solution,”they meant setting aside the so-called motherlands, Greece 
and Türkiye, and advocating an approach of “a solution by Cypriots, for 
Cypriots.”

This approach continues in the same way today. An effort is being 
made to promote the idea that there is a single homogeneous people in 
Cyprus—as if there are not two distinct peoples, the Turkish Cypriots and 
the Greek Cypriots, but simply “Cypriots.” Accordingly, there is an attempt 
to construct something akin to a “Cypriot nation.” This approach was also 
central to the Annan Plan. By advocating a “Cypriot solution,” the aim 
was to propose “a bi-zonal Cypriot agreement” instead of recognizing two 
independent sovereign entities or two separate sovereign peoples. Within 
this framework, the terms “Turkish Cypriot Community” and “Greek 
Cypriot Community” were replaced with “Turkish Cypriots” and “Greek 
Cypriots.” Thus, the concepts of “people” and “community” were effectively 
removed. Ethnic identity definitions such as “Turkish Cypriot” and “Greek 
Cypriot” were introduced—similar to expressions like “I am American, but 
Polish” or “I am American, but German” in the United States. In short, by 
emphasizing the notion of “Cypriotness,” an attempt was made to create a 
so-called “Cypriot nation.” This, however, is seen as a trap for the Turkish 
Cypriot people, and the concept of “Cypriot identity” is neither sound nor 
consistent with the realities of Cyprus.

Despite all this, a small but active group in public opinion tends to be 
more vocal. However, a recent survey conducted in the Turkish Republic 
of Northern Cyprus revealed that, in response to a question about whether 
Turkish troops should withdraw from the island, 94% of respondents 
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believed that “Turkish troops should never leave Cyprus.” In other words, 
while the public may at times feel overwhelmed by certain problems and 
constraints and thus desire an agreement to overcome the difficulties they 
face—particularly their inability to act freely in the international arena—
they do not wish to abandon their identity.

This influence is also observed among younger generations. Never-
theless, the Turkish Cypriot people have not abandoned their identity, nor 
have they given up their security concerns. At this point, it should be em-
phasized that the term “Turkish Cypriot people” is far more accurate than 
simply “Cypriot.” The consistent use of the term “people” is crucial and 
necessary. This is because the fundamental objective of the Greek Cypriot 
side is to move beyond the concept of “people” and reduce the Turkish side 
to the status of a religious community or minority, thereby establishing a 
single Greek-dominated authority capable of acting unilaterally. The Greek 
Cypriot side claims, “We will grant rights to the Turks if necessary.” But 
which rights, and to what extent? The answer is already evident from past 
experiences and serious incidents.

This represents a significant danger, one that is also being actively 
pursued within the Turkish Cypriot community through fifth-column 
activities. This must be countered. In connection with this, it is essential 
that the Turkish Cypriot people do not find themselves in a position where 
they might abandon their own identity.

It is a reality that the Turkish Cypriot people occasionally feel overwhelmed 
by the difficult conditions they face. The negative effects of embargoes and 
isolation are evident, and naturally, there are reactions and criticisms in 
response to these challenges. It would be a valuable strategy for the Turk-
ish Republic of Northern Cyprus and the Turkish Cypriot people to plan 
and implement counter–fifth column activities against those carried out 
by the Greek Cypriot side, the EU, and the United States. In other words, 
in response to the public diplomacy conducted by the Greek Cypriot side 
against the Turkish Cypriot people, the Turkish side should also develop a 
form of public diplomacy directed toward the Greek Cypriot public. This 
is particularly relevant as the number of Greek Cypriots who support the 
idea of two independent states has increased compared to the past, reaching 
levels of up to 40%.
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Therefore, through public diplomacy, the Turkish side must communi-
cate what genuine peace entails—not only to the peoples of the region and 
other countries, but also to the Greek Cypriot Administration and Greece.

What is meant by real peace is the following: There is already a de 
facto peace in Cyprus today; however, for a sustainable peace to endure, 
it is essential—first and foremost—that, on the basis of the existence of 
two separate, independent, sovereign states, there be strong relations of 
friendship and good neighborliness, solidarity between the two countries, 
joint action in the region, and the continuation of their sovereignty and 
distinct state structures on the basis of equal status. Such a status should be 
established through an interstate international agreement. In this context, 
the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus must pursue a structured and 
programmatic public diplomacy. This is because, even today, we have not 
fully succeeded in explaining to Türkiye and even to the Turkish public the 
true foundations and underlying realities of the Cyprus dispute.

To give another example, when asked in the United States where you 
are from, if you say “I am a Turkish Cypriot,” “I am from Cyprus,” or “I 
am Cypriot,” people generally assume that you are Greek Cypriot. We know 
very well why this is the case: it is due to a deeply rooted perception and 
long-standing narrative. Therefore, the Turkish Cypriot people—and the 
Turkish side more broadly—must make far more effective use of public 
diplomacy.

9. The Annan Plan and Future Perspectives

The outcomes of the public diplomacy pursued by the Greek Cypriot 
side and the European Union during the Annan Plan process should also 
be examined. The rejection of the Annan Plan by the Greek Cypriot pop-
ulation can, in fact, be regarded as a failure in terms of public diplomacy 
for both the Greek Cypriot Administration and the EU, as they were unable 
to sustain an effective public diplomacy campaign.

For the Turkish side, the Annan Plan was essentially a plan of disap-
pearance. Nevertheless, due to the impact of public diplomacy and sustained 
propaganda, the Turkish side voted “yes” by a large margin. Moreover, many 
of those who voted “yes” expressed their position as follows:

“We do not believe we will be able to live under these conditions, but 
we have no other way out.”
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This illustrates the powerful influence of public diplomacy.
Therefore, public diplomacy is extremely important for the Turkish 

side in the eyes of third countries, particularly as a tool to help secure in-
ternational recognition for the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus. At 
the same time, it is also crucial for strengthening the social and economic 
balance of the Turkish Cypriot people, as well as their hope for the future.

Indeed, had the Greek Cypriots voted “yes” in the 2004 referendum, it 
could be argued that Türkiye would have lost Cyprus under current con-
ditions, and the Turkish Cypriot people would have lost their ability to live 
on the island. This is a definitive conclusion that does not require further 
debate. The Annan Plan process has, in fact, provided many lessons for 
the Turkish side in terms of public diplomacy. However, the key question 
remains: have these lessons been sufficiently learned?

In answering this question, it is important—especially within the context 
of changing global and regional geopolitics—to assess what needs to be 
done by drawing on past mistakes and shortcomings. It is clear that a more 
effective, systematic, and strategic approach to public diplomacy is required. 
For instance, the example of the Turkish Cooperation and Coordination 
Agency (TİKA) is quite effective. Similar efforts are being carried out on 
the Turkish side, but are they sufficient? They are not. Lessons have been 
learned, but they must be fully internalized and applied.

The order that the Annan Plan sought to establish in Cyprus and the 
messages it attempted to convey are still not fully understood by many 
people. This itself represents a striking example of public diplomacy.

Rather than emphasizing the despair and limited prospects of the Turk-
ish Cypriot people, public diplomacy should highlight that their horizon 
is broad, their future is open, and that the current struggle can be carried 
much further-with the support and guidance of Türkiye.

In this process, even if only one or two states were to recognize the 
Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus, it would constitute a major break-
through. For example, efforts could be pursued within the framework of 
the Organization of Turkic States (OTS) and, if possible, the Organization 
of Islamic Cooperation (OIC), along with the development of various forms 
of cooperation. In this regard, the acceptance of the Turkish Republic of 
Northern Cyprus as an observer member of the OTS has provided signif-
icant moral support to the Turkish Cypriot people. Moreover, this marked 
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the first time that the name “Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus” was 
formally recognized in such a context. Although some member states within 
the OTS may not fully support this development, observer status remains 
highly significant.

This policy should be advanced and defended further. The gateway for 
Turkic states to access the Eastern Mediterranean is through the Turkish 
Republic of Northern Cyprus. In this way, a pathway for these states to 
reach the sea can be created. Recognizing the TRNC, maintaining activities 
there, and developing economic, political, and tourism relations would pave 
the way for its eventual acceptance as a full member of the OTS. This, in 
turn, would enable Turkic states to expand into the Eastern Mediterranean 
and, from there, into Europe much more effectively—producing significant 
geopolitical outcomes.

Within the framework of the OIC, however, this process is more difficult, 
particularly due to opposition from Egypt. For this reason, strengthening 
cooperation with Arab countries is also of great importance. It should not 
be forgotten that Egypt provided the most significant logistical support to 
Makarios in terms of arms and ammunition. Other states did not recognize 
this formation to the same extent. Therefore, closer engagement with Arab 
countries would be beneficial. In this context, an effective diplomatic and 
public diplomacy strategy directed toward these countries must be pursued.

Conclusion

The Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus was proclaimed in 1983, 
marking a significant turning point in the Cyprus dispute. Although Tür-
kiye recognized the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus and established 
diplomatic relations with it, the entity has not been widely recognized by 
the international community and is often referred to merely as the “north-
ern part of Cyprus” in geographical terms. While the Turkish Republic 
of Northern Cyprus maintains that it is a legitimate state from its own 
perspective, the Greek Cypriot Administration does not consider it legally 
or politically legitimate.

In 1960, the Republic of Cyprus was established under the auspices of 
the United Nations, with Türkiye, Greece, and the United Kingdom acting 
as guarantor powers. The primary objective of this state was to ensure 
political equality between Turkish Cypriots and Greek Cypriots and to 
establish a joint administration. However, this structure lasted only three 
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years. The crisis that began in 1963 with constitutional amendment pro-
posals by President Makarios deepened when Greek Cypriots attempted 
to exclude the Turkish Cypriot people from the state. Acting in line with 
the goal of Enosis (the annexation of Cyprus to Greece), the Greek-Greek 
Cypriot bloc regarded Turkish Cypriots as a minority and forcibly removed 
them from governance.

Since 1963, the Turkish Cypriot people have been subjected to severe 
pressure, resisting genocide, massacres, and acts of ethnic cleansing, while 
being forced to live in enclaves. In 1974, a coup supported by the military 
junta in Greece and effectively carried out by Greek forces in Cyprus aimed 
to annex the island to Greece. Türkiye exercised its rights as a guarantor 
power under the international Cyprus treaties and launched the Cyprus 
Peace Operation on 20 July 1974. This intervention defined the island’s 
political geography as north and south and paved the way for the emergence 
of two separate entities.

The post-1974 period was characterized by efforts to reach a bi-communal, 
bi-zonal federal solution. In this context, the “Annan Plan,” named after 
then UN Secretary-General Kofi Annan, was put to referendum in 2004. 
While the Turkish Cypriot people approved the plan, the Greek Cypriots 
overwhelmingly rejected it. This rejection led to the continuation of the 
status quo on the island.

The challenges faced by the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus re-
garding international recognition stem from fundamental disagreements over 
the status of the island. The Greek Cypriot side defines the Cyprus issue as 
an internal matter. According to this approach, the Turkish Cypriot people 
are considered a constitutional minority or community. Consequently, the 
situation in Cyprus is portrayed as a “constitutional dispute” rather than 
being recognized as an international conflict.

Following the failure of the Crans-Montana talks in 2021, new negoti-
ation processes concerning the Cyprus dispute have been discussed. The 
Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus advocates for an international treaty 
based on the existence of two separate, independent, sovereign states with 
equal international status. The Greek Cypriot side, however, seeks to return 
to the negotiating table on the basis of a federation with a strong central 
government. Nevertheless, deep disagreements persist on critical issues such 
as the guarantorship system and Türkiye's military presence on the island.
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Today, in response to claims by the Greek Cypriot side that Turkish 
Cypriots constitute a “minority,” the Turkish Republic of Northern Cy-
prus continues to pursue a settlement based on the principles of sovereign 
equality and equal status as an independent state. Supported by the EU 
and the United States, the Greek Cypriot Administration maintains its 
uncompromising stance. This situation weakens hopes for resolving the 
Cyprus issue through an international treaty and increases tensions in the 
region. The Cyprus dispute remains a current international conflict that 
directly affects not only the peoples of the island but also the strategic and 
geopolitical balances in the Eastern Mediterranean.

While the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus continues its struggle 
for sovereignty and independence-maintaining its importance for Tür-
kiye's regional security and energy policies—it also persists in advocating 
the thesis of two independent sovereign states in the face of international 
“solution” efforts.
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Şafak OĞUZ

Regional and international crises are worsening every day, impacting 
both humanity and the planet. The international system established after 
the WWII is now in jeopardy due to the erosion of international law and 
respect for norms.

Despite warnings from officials of international organizations such as 
the Secretary-General of the UN, Israel continues to commit genocide, war 
crimes and crimes against humanity, disregarding international law and 
order. This has resulted in people being condemned to starvation in the 
first quarter of the 21st century, as states and international organizations 
have failed to prevent this crisis. Basic principles of the UN system, like 
respecting territorial integrity, state sovereignty, and human dignity, are 
now at risk, with the erosion of these principles growing like a snowball.

History has shown that diplomacy is the primary and most effective way 
to overcome crises and improve relations between states. Diplomats, politi-
cians, statesmen, and scholars have played crucial roles in preventing wars 
and finding solutions to crises between states, sometimes at the last minute.

Public diplomacy plays a vital role in preventing international crises and 
is a critical tool for diplomats, statesmen, and politicians to enhance rela-
tions between states. It helps promote understanding of other states’ goals, 
improve diplomatic relations, prevent misunderstandings between societ-
ies, and strengthen ties between people to foster cooperation and peace 
among nations. Additionally, public diplomacy is essential for preventing 
crises caused by misunderstandings, misperceptions, and miscalculations.

Cappadocia University is dedicated to providing a platform for envision-
ing a common future for humanity and the planet. In collaboration with 
ANKASAM, it has brought together acting ambassadors in Türkiye, cur-
rent and former politicians and ambassadors, as well as scholars to pres-
ent a shared vision for humanity and the planet. These individuals have 
outlined public diplomacy initiatives of their nations to promote interac-
tion and mutual understanding between states and communities, contrib-
uting to global peace.
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Shaping the perceptions of societies has been one of the most fundamental elements of domestic and 

foreign policy since the earliest times in history. With the widespread adoption of the nation-state 

structure and nation-states becoming the main actors in international relations, public diplomacy 

began to play crucial role in international relations and diplomacy.

Diplomats, such as Ambassadors and Consuls, are responsible for conducting diplomatic relations 

between states. These diplomats also engage in public diplomacy, which plays a vital role in interstate 

relations. Public diplomacy activities have a significant impact on the leaders and citizens of that state. 

Public diplomacy is essential in shaping relations between states in addition to other diplomatic 

activities.

The “Public Diplomacy in Foreign Affairs” project conducted in collaboration with Cappadocia 

University and the Ankara Crisis and Politics Research Center (ANKASAM), aims to establish the 

principles for implementing public diplomacy, identify key activities and showcase first-hand the 

public diplomacy efforts undertaken in Turkey. The goal is to contribute to shaping Turkish foreign 

policy and the decision-making process.
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