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Annotation. The article is devoted to the relations between the Russian Federation and the
Republic of Turkey. The partnership of the two states at the present stage, whose history is full of
war and geopolitical confrontation, adhering to contradictory policies, takes a step towards
considering international relations as a unique phenomenon. The scientific work examines the
stages of development, the current state and prospects of relations between the Russian Federation
and the Republic of Turkey.

At the present stage, serious changes are taking place in international relations, the emergence
of new players in the post-bipolar world, their relations with traditional centers of power are now in
the focus of attention of researchers.

The very high rates of development of political processes taking place in the world, and the
events taking place sometimes make it difficult to define them from the point of view of the theory
of international relations. We believe that Russia and Turkey play an important role in the modern
system of international relations. It is obvious that the formation of the two states as leading actors
in world politics and activity in international politics began at the beginning of the XXI century. The
development of close relations between Russia and Turkey has become an urgent area of scientific
research.
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Basic provisions

If you look at the history of Russia and Turkey, you can see that there are
common features in the development of the two states, firstly, in both states,
transcontinental empires are considered the heirs. It is obvious that the policy of
Ankara and Moscow to become new centers of power in the modern world causes
fears of Western countries, primarily the United States. There are also thoughts that
the rapprochement of Turkey and Russia is the basis of the anti-social policy of the
two states. As you know, the possibility of a long-term partnership between two
geographically close geopolitical centers today depends on the predominance of
historical stereotypes of the pragmatic policy of the two states. We believe that
reaching a new level of development of modern relations between the two states with
similar cycles of historical development will become one of the most relevant areas
of research in international politics.

There is every reason to believe that the development of relations between
Moscow and Ankara may affect the future of current problems in international
relations. It is known that Nagorno-Karabakh, the Crimean issue, and most
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importantly, one of the most important players of Turkey and Russia in the protracted
Syrian crisis. We believe that the current partnership of the two states at this stage can
contribute to the solution of the above issues, if it becomes a long-term prospect. At
the same time, at a time of aggravation of contradictions between Russia and NATO,
Russia's close contacts with Turkey remain the only mechanism of Moscow-Brussels
relations.

We believe that, although the XXI century is a period of new opportunities for
the development of Kazakhstan, it is necessary to take into account that such threats
as terrorism, extremism, cyberterrorism, unfavorable market conditions are not
dispersed. Russia and Turkey are of high importance in the foreign policy of the
Republic of Kazakhstan, they are strategic partners of our country in both countries.
The relevance of the research topic is emphasized by the fact that Russia and Turkey
occupy a special place in the economic stability, security and development of
Kazakhstan.

Kazakhstan attaches great importance to relations with the Republic of Turkey
after the collapse of the USSR. In this sense, relations with Kazakhstan have always
occupied a special place in Turkey's foreign policy. Turkey was one of the first to
recognize the independence of Kazakhstan, highly appreciating the optimal changes
achieved by our country in a short period after gaining independence, as well as the
special place and strengthening of Kazakhstan's independence in the international
arena. The constructive dialogue between Kazakhstan and Turkey continues at the
multilateral level - within the framework of the UN, the Economic Cooperation
Organization, the Organization of Islamic Cooperation, the OSCE, the CICA, the
Cooperation Council of Turkic-speaking States and other associations. This also
confirms the relevance of this topic.

Introduction

The Russian Federation positions the relations between Kazakhstan's largest
partner, Nur-Sultan and Moscow as a strategic partnership, union relations. The fact
that Russia occupies the first place in Kazakhstan's relations in foreign trade,
economic, defense, humanitarian and other spheres indicates that relations with the
Russian Federation are important for our country. We know that one of the largest
associations in the world is the result of the initiatives of Russia and Kazakhstan on
the basis of the Eurasian Economic Union. Kazakh-Russian relations are of great and
strategic importance for the Eurasian Economic Union. The visit of President
Kassym-Jomart Tokayev to Moscow showed that the development of economic
relations between the two countries will continue in the same direction and is of great
importance for the Eurasian Economic Union. This indicates the large-scale relevance
of the topic.

Russia is the largest trade, economic and political partner of Kazakhstan and has
common positions in world politics. For example, on issues of international terrorism,
drug trafficking, Syria, Afghanistan, Venezuela, the positions of the two countries are
united, as can be seen from the results of meetings and voting under the auspices of
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the UN. The fact that Kazakhstan did not support Russia's position in the Crimean
messel, which is important for Russia now, did not lead to a deterioration in relations
between the two countries, but supported Russia by voting against Moscow's
resolution on human rights violations in Crimea. The Crimean issue has become a
serious challenge to the multi-vector policy of Kazakhstan as a whole for the strength
of relations between the two countries. The Crimean issue, and then the economic
sanctions imposed against Russia, also had a negative impact on the economy of
Kazakhstan. The opening of the Turkish market to Russia at a time when, after the
sanctions, Russia's economic relations between the countries of the European Union
and the United States deteriorated, helped to preserve the stability of the Russian
economy. Given the close ties of the Kazakh economy with its northern neighbor, the
existence of normal relations between Russia and Turkey can show the relevance of
the topic for both Kazakhstan and Kazakhstan.

Nur-Sultan's desire to restore relations between Ankara and Moscow underlines
the importance of Russia and Turkey for us. Thanks to the far-sighted and skillful
mediation policy of the First President of the Republic of Kazakhstan, Elbasy N. A.
Nazarbayev, relations between Ankara and Moscow have been restored and have
begun to develop at a new pace. It is important for Kazakhstan that Russia and
Turkey are important partners in the transportation of goods and raw materials of the
Republic of Kazakhstan and have normal relations between Moscow and Ankara.
Therefore, there is reason to believe that the study of the main problems and
prospects for the development of relations between Russia and Turkey can become
one of the most relevant areas in domestic science.

Description of materials and methods

The topic of research is one of the most important areas in the field of
international relations, Relations between the two countries have received a place in
many scientific articles and studies, due to the wide variety of research topics, we
decided to divide research in this direction into several groups:

Researchers of relations between Russia and Turkey in the work of P. V. Shlykov
and N. Y. Ulchenko assess the relations between Russia and Turkey, which began in
the 2000s, as a "golden period" of friendship. In the course of a comprehensive
analysis of bilateral relations between Russia and Turkey, he writes that "the
pragmatism of mutual interest has helped Moscow and Ankara to reduce the negative
impact of unstable international conditions and resolve the sharp corners of political
and economic relations.” Considering the possibilities of promoting bilateral
cooperation to a higher level, the authors comprehensively analyze the current state
of the political dialogue between Moscow and Ankara, the factors of development
and stagnation of trade and economic relations, possible forms of interaction in
geopolitically significant regions [1].

The issue of studying relations in the field of energy between Russia and Turkey
has been deeply studied within Turkish scientists, among the authors who have made
their contribution in this direction, T. Demiryol (Demiryol T.) [2].

3



Assessing the risks in energy relations, he noted, "The tension in relations
between Turkey and Russia in recent years has been caused by the asymmetric
relations that have developed between the two countries and the combination of two
entities that are geopolitical interests within these borders. The strategy of
asymmetric interdependence was the basis for political cooperation when it worked
well and had import dependence. On the other hand, energy relations based on the
asymmetry and dynamics of competition arise when the differentiation of geopolitical
interests violates the mechanism of existence and ensures the security of import
dependence.”

We consider it necessary to note that the works of Milat Celikpala, one of the
well-known European researchers among Turkish scientists, helped Turkey in
studying energy strategy, energy security and energy diplomacy resulting from it.
Ersen E made a great contribution to the study of the formation and strategy of the
future policy in the energy sector of Turkey. In his work, the author reveals the main
points of the development of relations in the energy sector [3-4].

Under the asymmetric threat of relations between Turkey and Russia, the work
of the following author should be noted. Z. Onish [5] in his work, the two countries
emphasize the potential of asymmetric relations, geopolitical, geo-economic conflicts
between Turkey and Russia, and also warn of the need to observe a pragmatic policy
in relations with Moscow.

Researchers of the modern foreign policy doctrine of Turkey assess 'neo-
Ottomanism", President Erdogan has repeatedly openly stated that he is an adherent
of this neo-Ottomanism policy. However, the term "Neo-Ottomanism™ refers to the
70s of the last century. With Greek authors. The policy of the Turkish Republic's
conquest of Northern Cyprus and the proclamation of the unrecognized Turkish
Republic of Northern Cyprus there was regarded as a manifestation of the policy of
the former Ottoman Empire.

Kerstin Rebekah Bouveng, one of the critics of the study of the ideological basis
of Russian foreign policy [6]. In his work, exploring the idea of Messianism in
Russia's foreign policy, "various forms of Messianism have entered the Russian
worldview-it is presented as political and imperial, spiritually as the concept of "Holy
Russia", and geopolitically as Eurasianism. Messianism is based on the idea of a
chosen nation, but at the same time it surpasses the pessimistic idea of a nation with
its universal requirement, since this excerpt from Russian political discourse gives an
assessment: nationalism is an idea for small nations that are afraid of extinction." The
value of this author's work lies in the fact that he analyzes the influence of the ideas
of Messianism in foreign policy on each period of Russian/Soviet history.

The Polish author Justina Doroszczyk considers the problem of Russian
Messianism. In her work, unlike the previous author, the Polish specialist writes that
the reason that Russia will never have constructive, allied relations with Western
countries follows from the fact that the idea of "Moscow of the Third Rome" is anti-
batististic. At the same time, the opinion is expressed that for Russia the idea of Pan-
Slavism has gone forever with the wave of history. However, both authors do not
write that the idea of Messianism that took place in Russia's foreign policy is derived
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from Western countries, and even the idea of Messianism existed in Poland itself. Of
course, we do not exclude that the works of both authors may be influenced by the
current situation in modern politics [7].

Hungarian author A. Gereben, a researcher of Russia's energy policy, expressed
the opinion that Moscow's actions in the energy market are a purely political tool, not
an economy, and, according to the author, calls on European countries to cooperate
with Turkey in order to counter Russia's economic oppression. According to the
researcher, if an energy consortium is not created between Turkey and the EU
countries, then the "weapons™ in the hands of Russia will be used against European
countries [8].

Results

The theory of political realism or neorealism was used in the study of the
country's foreign policy and its actions in the international arena, guided by the
national interests of Russia and Turkey. The principles of this school made it possible
to comprehensively consider the principles of state interests, political ideology,
geopolitics, security and interdependence. In addition, the principles of the school of
neorealism were used to determine the symmetry and asymmetry of economic
interdependence in Russian-Turkish relations.

The topic of the article is considered in the context of a systematic
interdisciplinary approach, which includes the results of political, economic,
historical research, as well as a significant number of sources that allow determining
the prerequisites for the formation of Russian-Turkish relations. .

To find the most optimal solutions to the problem, the main methodological
approaches were identified through the use of fundamental works of domestic and
foreign researchers in the field of political, historical and economic sciences.

The systematic approach, along with the strategic interests of international
actors, allows us to track the development of problematic moments, which allows us
to more fully identify trends and, in particular, to study possible options for the
development of the situation.

Based on the comparative historical analysis, the main stages and trends in the
development of Turkish-Russian relations are identified.

Discussions

The ideologies that have played an important role in the long-term relations
between the two countries not only determine the origins of conflicts and geopolitical
rivalry in the history of Turkish-Russian relations, but also contribute to the current
disagreements and distrust between Ankara and Moscow.

The beginning of a new era in relations between Moscow and Ankara at the
beginning of the XXI century coincided with internal political changes in the two
countries, indicating that Turkey and Russia have moved from ideological differences
to a pragmatic policy.



Energy relations are one of the strategic directions between Moscow and
Ankara, and this has led to a symmetry of interdependence. The energy sector in
Russian-Turkish relations is a direction that continues to develop, despite political
differences, and can become a stable basis for future relations between the two
countries.

Although Russia has a high rate of development of military and security
relations with Turkey, this cannot be considered as one of the fundamental factors of
relations. Russian-Turkish military-military relations do not affect the policy of the
Turkish bloc. - Strengthening of relations can be assessed as non-strategic tactical
relations.

The geopolitical interests of Turkey and Russia in the Middle East, including the
civil war in Syria and the Kurdish issue, do not lead to new conflicts between the two
countries after the military incident on November 24, 2015. The rapprochement of the
positions of Moscow and Ankara on Syria and the Kurdish language is marked by
mutual tolerance.

The results of the policies of Georgia and Ukraine in 2008 and 2014, along with
the strengthening of Russia's position in the Black Sea region, led to a decline in
Moscow's prestige in world politics. The strengthening of Russia is bad for Turkey,
but the importance of energy relations is that in the future there will be a tendency to
turn the Black Sea region into a special sphere of influence for the two countries;

The policy of the two countries in Central Asia is based on the positions of other
forces outside the region, and the threat of China's increasing economic influence in
Central Asia will contribute to the rapprochement of Russian-Turkish positions in
regional politics in the future.

Conclusion

We believe that the second direction of the development of Russian-Turkish
relations today is the military-defense partnership. In the course of studying this
issue, we examined the history of arms trade in bilateral relations, as well as the
recent acquisition of military air defense systems by Ankara, which caused
controversy among NATO partners. Despite Ankara's assurances that NATO
membership will protect it from external enemies, attempts were made to determine
the purpose of Russia's purchase of the S-400 system. We considered it appropriate to
assess the defense partnership between Ankara and Moscow as tactical, not strategic.
It was argued that the arms trade between Russia and Turkey would not lead to a
sharp deterioration in Ankara's relations with NATO countries or its withdrawal from
NATO. The deterioration of Ankara's relations with NATO is also considered harmful
for Moscow. The military cooperation of Turkey with Russia as a NATO member and
the possibility of reviving the partnership between NATO and Russia were studied.

To analyze the development of relations between Moscow and Ankara at the
regional level, three main strategic regions were identified: the Middle East, the
Black Sea (including the Caucasus) and Central Asia. The changes in the situation in
the Middle East as a result of the" Arab Spring"”, the civil war in Syria, the Kurdish
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issue in Irag and Syria have determined the strategic directions of Moscow and
Ankara in the region. Russia's participation in the Syrian civil war in the fall of 2015,
which Ankara considers a threat to itself, led to a military incident on November 24,
2015. The incident was the result of a clash between Moscow and Ankara in the
region. The" golden age " of bilateral relations has become a great test. As a result,
relations between the two powers deteriorated, which led to the termination of
political, economic, tourist and cultural relations. The deterioration of relations
between Moscow and Ankara has also affected the countries of Central Asia. It is
known that since the first years of independence, the Republic of Kazakhstan has
chosen its foreign policy as a multi-vector one, which is due to the geopolitical
realities of the modern world. It was proved that the positive image of Kazakhstan in
the international arena, the principles of peacemaking and mediation in international
disputes largely contributed to the revival of relations between Moscow and Ankara
without further aggravation.
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Anaarna. Maxkanana Peceit @enepanusicel meH Typkus Pecybnmkacel apachlHIaFbl KapbIM-
KaTblHAacTapFa apHaifaH. bip-OipiHe Kapama-KalIlbl casicaT YCTaHbIN KEJIreH, TapuXbl COFBIC MEH
reocasici TEKeTIpeCKe TOJbl €Ki MEMIICKETTIH Kazipri Ke3eHJEri CEepIKTECTIrl XaJblKapablK
KaThIHACTap/ia epeKilie KyObLIBIC PETiH/Ie KapacThIpyFa KaJdaMm xkacanasl. FeuieiMu sxxymeicTa Peceit
Oeneparusicel MeH Typkusi PecriyOimKacel apachIHIaFbl KAPhIM -KATBIHACTAPBIHBIH JJaMy Ke3CHEP1,
Ka3ipri karmaibl MeH OoJlallarbl 3ep/Ie/ICHTEH.

Kazipri ke3eHae xalblKapalblK KaThIHAcTapia Kypleli e3repicTep OpbIH — anyqa,
MOCTOMTIOJISIPIIBIK  QJIEMJIE JKaHA OWBIHIIBUIAPABIH Taija OoJybl, OJApAbIH JSCTYPJl KyII
OpTANBIKTApbIMEH KapbIM-KaThIHACTAPBI OYTIHTT TaHAAFbI 3epTTEYIINIEP/IiH OacThl Ha3apbIH/A.

Onemjie OOJIBIT JKaTKaH CasiCH MPOIECCTEPIIH 1aMy KapKbIHBIHBIH OT€ JKOFaphl OOyl HKOHE
OPBIH AJIBIIT JKaTKAH OKUFAIap KeJie XalblKapalblK KATBIHACTAP TCOPHUSCHI TYPFHICHIHAH aHBIKTayFa
KUBIHIBIK TYIBIpYBI Oalikanaabl. Ka3ipri xansikapanblK KaTeIHAcTap kyieciHne Pecelr men Typxust
MaHBI3BI POJNl aTKapanasl Jen ecentedMi. Eki MeMIIEKeTTiH oOmeMIIK CascaTThiH IKETEKII
aKTopJjapblHa alHalybl MEH XalblKapalblK cascartarbl OenceHainiri XXI raceipiabiH OackiHaH
Oactanranbl aHBIK. Peceii MeH TypKHUSHBIH apachblHIAFbl THIFBI3 KapbIM-KATBIHACTAPIBIH JaMYybl
FBUIBIMH BIICHICTEPIH ©3€KTi OarbIThIHA alfHAJIIBI.

Tipex co3aep: Peceii, Typkus, koHppoHTaIUs, TeocascaT, HEOCMaHU3M, TyTHHU3M.
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AnHotanusi. CTaThsl NOCBAIIEHA OTHOLIEHUSIM Mexay Pocculickoit @enepanueii u Typenkoit
Pecniyonuxoii. TlapTHEpCTBO ABYX rOCyaapcTB Ha COBPEMEHHOM JTalle, UCTOPUS KOTOPHIX TMOJTHA
BOWHBI U T€OMOJMTUYECKOTO MPOTUBOCTOSHUSA, MPUAEPKUBAIOLIMXCS MPOTUBOPEUNBOMN MOJIUTHKH,
JIeNaeT mar K ToMY, 4TOOBI paccMaTpUBAaTh MEXKAYHAPOIHBIE OTHOIICHHS KaK YHUKAIBHOE SBIICHUE.
B HayuHoit paboTe u3ydeHbl ATarbl pa3BUTHS, COBPEMEHHOE COCTOSIHUE U MEePCIIEKTUBbI OTHOIICHU I
mexnay Poccuiickoit @enepanueii u Typenkoit Pecniyonmkoii.

Ha coBpemeHHOM 3Tane npoucXoAsT Cepbe3HbIe U3MEHEHUS B MEXKYHAPOAHBIX OTHOLICHU X,
TMIOSIBJICHHUE HOBBIX HTPOKOB B MTOCTOUTIOISIPHOM MUPE, UX OTHOIICHUS C TP AAUIIMOHHBIMU IIEHTPaMH
CHJIBI CETOJIHSI HAXOIATCS B LIEHTPE BHUMAHUS N CCIIE0OBATENEH.
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OueHp BBICOKME TEMIIBI PA3BUTHS IOJMTHYECKUX IPOLIECCOB, NPOUCXONANMX B MHpE, U
OpOUCXOJLEe COOBITUS TOPOM 3aTPYIHSIOT HUX ONpEIEIeHHE C TOYKM 3pEHUs TEOpUHU
MEXAYHApOAHBIX OTHOWICHUM. MblI cumTtaem, 4ro Poccus u Typuus urparoT BaXXHYHO pPOJIb B
COBPEMEHHOM CHCTEME MEKIYHAPOJIHBIX OTHOIIEHU. OUYeBUJHO, YTO CTAHOBJICHUE JBYX
rOCy/IapCTB BEAYIIMMH aKTOpaMH MHUPOBOM IMOJIUTUKNA U aKTUBHOCTb B MEXJYHAPOIHOMN MOJUTHKE
Hadanoch ¢ Hagasa XXI Beka. PazButue TecHbIX OTHOMEHMN Mexay Poccueint u Typuuent crano
aKTyaJIbHBIM HaIlPaBJICHUEM HAayYHbIX H3bICKAHUH.

KuaroueBbie caoBa: Poccusi, Typuus, xoH(QpoOHTanus, TIeONOJUTHKA, HEOOCMAHU3M,

IIYTHUHU3M.
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