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Abstract 

After the collapse of the USSR in the 1990s, with the emergence of the 

multipolarity and the formation of new entities in the Eurasian space Turkey search 

for new ways due to the declining role in the West-East tensions forced it to turn to 

the East. In this area, rapprochement with Azerbaijan from a national and ethnic 

point of view to be an optimal way out. On this way, the master's thesis aims to 

analyze the Turkish-Azerbaijani relations in the 1990s. For this purpose, the 

following tasks have been set. Analysis of rapprochement trends in relations 

between Azerbaijan and Turkey after independence, analysis of the role of internal 

and external factors in this area, as well as the role of the legal framework in 

building relations.  

Abstrakt 

Po rozpadu SSSR v 90. letech 20. století se vznikem multipolarity a formováním 

nových  entit v eurasijském prostoru Turecko  hledalo nové cesty kvůli klesající 

roli v napětí mezi Západem a Východem a muselo se obrátit na Východ. V této 

oblasti je optimálním východiskem sblížení s Ázerbájdžánem z národnostního a 

etnického hlediska.. Tímto způsobem si diplomová práce klade za cíl analyzovat 

turecko-ázerbájdžánské vztahy v 90. letech 20. století. Za tímto účelem byly 

stanoveny následující úkoly. Analýza trendů sbližování ve vztazích mezi 

Ázerbájdžánem a Tureckem po získání nezávislosti, analýza role vnitřních a 

vnějších faktorů v této oblasti a také role právního rámce při budování vztahů. 
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1. Introduction 

Today, states face a number of threats in the protection of their independence and the 

implementation of their political decisions. In the field of fighting threats, the most effective and 

guaranteed means is to obtain the equivalent "power", and the lack of a clear explanation and 

dimension of the "power" factor is one of the main obstacles in this process. It is no coincidence 

that states are therefore seeking allies in the face of threats. The analysis of Turkish-Azerbaijani 

relations, which is our subject, is also important in this regard. 

The establishment and development of relations between the two countries has a long 

history. The Ottoman Empire was one of the first countries to establish contacts when the 

Azerbaijan Democratic Republic declared its independence from Tsarist Russia in the early 

twentieth century. On June 4, 1918, the Batum Treaty was signed between the two countries and 

military and material assistance was provided on the basis of the agreement. An example of this 

is the allocation of a 2 million lira loan to Azerbaijan as first aid, as well as the sending of 

military forces under the leadership of Nuru Pasha to establish de facto power in the region1. 

Although the de facto government was secured as a result of this support, the establishment and 

strengthening of the Bolshevik government in the North resulted occupation of the government 

of the Azerbaijan Democratic Republic, which lasted 23 months. At the same time, the defeat of 

the Ottomans in the First World War and the policy of partition against it led to the cessation of 

existing relations and support between the two states. Azerbaijan had to wait 70 years to regain 

its independence2. 

With the collapse of the Soviet Union and the restoration of Azerbaijan's independence in 

1991, a new stage in the development of Turkish-Azerbaijani relations began. Relations based on 

similar historical roots and the unity of language and religion have been further developed out of 

political necessity. The newly gained independence, along with the good impressions, has let 

emerging many problems. Along with the economic and political problems that may arise in the 

state building of the Republic of Azerbaijan, which regained its independence, it had to fight 

                                                             
1 Anar İSGƏNDƏROV, “Azərbaycan Xalq Cümhuriyyətinin yaranması və onun tariximizdə yeri”, Strateji təhlil, 2018, 
p.23 
2 Murad Ismayilov(Edited) and Norman A. Graham(Edited), Turkish-Azerbaijani Relation One nation – two states?, 
p.21 
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against those threats3. The fact that Turkey has been the main supporter in this field from the first 

years has laid the foundation for the need to develop bilateral relations in foreign policy.  

In the analysis of Turkish-Azerbaijani relations, which is our subject, the 1990s play an 

important role in terms of ups and downs and the abundance of events. Not only because the 

state has regained its independence from this period. The political course of the new 

governments also differed in the nature of relations with Turkey. For example, relations with 

Turkey were cold due to the pro-Russian stance of the government forces (mainly Ayaz 

Mutallibov's tenure, affected by knowledge based on his long service to the Communist ideology 

and his status in this field), but during the presidency of Popular Front member Elchibey, 

unilateral attempts to cooperate with Turkey and ignore conflicting issues with other border 

states, and even take a hard line against them has led to limited support from time to time. The 

unsatisfactory course of events and the conditions of the war manifested themselves in a short 

change of government. However, stability was achieved in 1993 with the election of Heydar 

Aliyev as president and an agreement with the countries of the region on controversial issues, as 

well as a common point in relations with both the West and the East under the heading of 

"balanced policy"4. 

The main purpose of the research is to explain the above-mentioned processes and 

analyze the factors that determined the Turkish-Azerbaijani relations, especially in the 1990s, in 

the context of answering the following questions: 

Research question 1. What factors determined the dynamics of bilateral relations in the 

1990s? What was the nature of relations between Azerbaijan and Turkey at that time? Are the 

relations between the two countries (communities) materially sourced, or based on unique ideas 

and beliefs that could be named "special"? 

Research question 2: What is the difference between the foreign policy of the ruling 

parties in 1990s? What were the main problems and obstacles in cooperation between Azerbaijan 

and Turkey in the 1990s? 

                                                             
3 Abilov Sh. A., OSCE Minsk Group: Proposals and Failure, the View from Azerbaijan//Insight Turkey, Baku: Baku 
Engineering University, 2018. 
https://www.insightturkey.com/articles/osce-minsk-group-proposals-and-failure-the-view-from-azerbaijan  
4 Murad Ismayilov(Edited) and Norman A. Graham(Edited), Turkish-Azerbaijani Relation One nation – two states?, 
p.22 

https://www.insightturkey.com/articles/osce-minsk-group-proposals-and-failure-the-view-from-azerbaijan
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The following methods of Theory of International Relations were used to answer the 

above questions and to prepare the work more effectively: 

Through the System and Structural-Functional Method, events and processes were 

explained from a broader perspective, and events were assessed not only at the local level, but 

also at the regional and global levels. 

The historical method was used for statistical analysis and comparison of the 

development of Turkish-Azerbaijani relations and their historical roots. It also touches on issues 

such as historical reality and the importance of the situation. Along with the historical method, 

the comparative method, which has a special role in this field, was also used. 

In the end, an attempt was made to reach a final conclusion by critically examining the 

views expressed in order to reach a conclusion and answer the questions more effectively, as 

well as the critical approach to international relations, which was also preferable at the period of 

debates and was one of the main ideas of the theory of constructivism. 

The structure of this work is following: First chapter is dedicated to the introduction of 

Thesis and the review of literature used. Against the background of answering the above 

questions, the theoretical basis of the thesis and the theoretical ideas to be used in the following 

sections are considered in the second chapter of the work. Theories of Realism and 

Constructivism, which are of special importance in the explanation and study of current events in 

international relations, were touched upon and linked to our topic. The chapter also presents a 

“special relationship” approach that may be relevant depending on the nature of the research. 

The third chapter examines the historical roots of Turkish-Azerbaijani relations and 

analyzes the impact of external factors on the development of relations in the first years of the 

twentieth century. In this chapter, the processes are classified as the beginning of the XX 

century, the period of the Popular Front, the Soviet period, and the events are traced back to the 

historical background. 

Subsequent chapter of the study are devoted to Azerbaijan's independence and following 

relations with Turkey. In this area, special attention was paid to the ruling parties, leaders and 

their foreign policy courses. This chapter is dedicated to the first years of independence, which 

emerged as part of the national liberation movement, which entered a new phase with 
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Garbachev's policy of “perestroika and glasnost”, and the collapse of the USSR. The failures of 

the original government and the one-sided policy of A. Mutallibov were followed by the rise of 

the Popular Front Party of Azerbaijan and its coming to power, which was discussed in the 

second part of the Chapter. The inability of the Popular Front Party of Azerbaijan to cope with 

both political and economic problems, as well as the choice of an aggressive way of regulating 

relations with neighboring countries, led to the coming to power of the New Azerbaijan Party 

under the leadership of Heydar Aliyev which was discussed in fifth chapter. In this section, 

energy and political issues of vital importance for that time are touched upon. 

In the last part of the work, in the conclusion a brief description of the results obtained in 

the study is provided. The questions mentioned in the Introduction is answered by noting the 

nature of the relations in the period discussed. 

 

1.2. Literature review 
 

One of the important issues in terms of analysis and research of Turkish-Azerbaijani 

relations is the observation of historical processes. For this reason, a number of works by 

thinkers who have analyzed the modern period, starting from the Ottoman Empire and the 

Azerbaijan Democratic Republic, when the foundations of existing relations were laid, have been 

cited. In this regard, despite the long historical period, a short historical comparison has been 

made. However, in terms of relevance, the analysis of the twentieth century and modern times 

was carried out. 

The analysis and research of these relations is one of the topics in the focus of attention 

of both thinkers and foreign authors. In this section, we will review a number of references used 

in the preparation of the thesis below. 

First of all, the main theoretical ideas of international relations were referred to in order 

to create a theoretical framework for the preparation of the thesis. “Introduction to International 

Relations: Theories and Approaches” by R.Jackson and G.Sorensen, “An Introduction to 

International Relations Theory Perspectives and Themes” by J.Steans, L.Pettiford, T.Diez, I. El-

Anis, “Postmodern Uluslararası İlişkiler Teorileri” by Tayyar Arı and “Special Relationships in 
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World Politics: Inter-state Friendship and Diplomacy after the Second World War” by Kristin 

Haugevik were used as a basic source for the theoretical framework of the thesis and the analysis 

of approaches used. Other theoretical sources have also been cited to provide a broader 

framework and the effectiveness of the study. 

“Azerbaijan's Geopolitical Landscape: Contemporary Issues”, 1991-2018 by Farid 

Shafiyev and Turkish foreign policy and Turkish identity: a constructivist approach by Yücel 

Bozdağlioğlu analyzed the interests of Azerbaijan and Turkey and compared modern theoretical 

views in this area, especially the constructivist approach. 

“Foreign Policy of the Republic of Azerbaijan: the difficult road to Western Integration 

(1918-1920)”, written by Jamil Hasanli and “Russia and Azerbaijan: a borderland in transition” 

by Tadeusz Swietochowski used in analyzing the period of the Azerbaijan Democratic Republic 

and the problems encountered in both domestic and foreign policy. Unlike T. Swietochowski, 

Jamil Hasanli also referred to archival materials in the preparation of his research work. As a 

result, he conducted a more comprehensive and detailed analysis of the events that took place 

during the short period. 

Ali Hasanov's book "Müasir Beynəlxalq münasibətlər və Azərbaycanın xarici siyasəti” 

examines the main points of the foreign policy of the Republic of Azerbaijan from the early 

twentieth century to the present and discusses the importance of relations with organizations in 

international relations. The book also discusses the nature of international relations and the 

priorities, tasks and principles of Azerbaijan's foreign policy in this area. Another feature of the 

research is the analysis of topics from a broader perspective. 

Sevinj Ruinten's book "Azərbaycan türk dövlətləri ilə siyasi əlaqələr sistemində" analyzes 

the relations of the Republic of Azerbaijan with the all-Turkic world in foreign policy after the 

restoration of independence. As mentioned in the introductory part of the book, Azerbaijan, like 

a number of Turkic states, had to focus on relations with the culturally close Turkic world in 

solving the problem of preserving independence gained after the collapse of the USSR. The 

study analyzes Azerbaijan's cooperation with Turkey and the Turkic states of Central Asia, both 

bilaterally and within organizations.  
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Musa Gasimli's monograph "Azərbaycan Respublikasının diplomatiya tarixi (1991-

2003)" analyzes the diplomatic relations established in the post-independence period. The book 

discusses the domestic situation in the country during the early years of independence, as well as 

energy diplomacy in foreign policy and the establishment of initial relations with neighboring 

countries, especially relations with Turkey. 

“Turkish-Azerbaijani Relations One nation - two states?” edited by Murad Ismayilov and 

Norman A. Graham, the historical-theoretical analysis of the Turkish-Azerbaijani relations was 

carried out in the book and the settlement of the Nagorno-Karabakh problem and cultural, 

political and military relations between the two countries in general were discussed. 

Svante Cornell's book "Azerbaijan since Independence" analyzes the internal processes 

taking place in Azerbaijan and its relations with foreign neighbors, mainly in modern times. In 

the book, the analysis of Turkish-Azerbaijani relations, which is the subject of our research, is 

conducted under the title of "best neighbor or big brother?". In this regard, he also touched upon 

the issues of cultural closeness between the two countries. 

In “Black Garden Armenia and Azerbaijan through Peace and War”, Thomas de Waal 

touched on the causes of the conflict, foreign cooperation in this field (including relations with 

Turkey) and the claims of both Azerbaijan and Armenia. The book analyzes the factors that led 

to the Karabakh conflict, the role and goals of the parties involved and the mediators in general 

in resolving the problem. The book also mentions the causes of the conflict, the powerlessness of 

the USSR government responsible for its elimination at that time, and other factors. Although 

many approaches point to the long history of the conflict, De Wall opposed it, arguing that the 

hatred between the two societies dates back to the 19th century.  

Another peculiarity of the book is that it is not written one-sidedly. In this book, De Wall 

presented the importance of Shusha as a cultural center, the events in “Sumgayit” against 

Armenians, the “Khojaly genocide” against Azerbaijanis from different perspectives. 

In addition to the above-mentioned researches, official statements of heads of state and 

institutions, official meetings, articles of strategic research centers, many books, articles and 

news written for each period according to the chapters of the research were referred to in the 

preparation of the thesis. 
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2. Theoretical framework 

Before moving on to the practical part of the Thesis, it is necessary to talk about the 

theories that play an important role in the preparation of each case and in the explanation and 

prediction of the processes taking place in the international level in general. This section of the 

thesis will touch on some of the basic theories of international relations. In general, the relevance 

of these theories to the topic of the thesis would be justified, as well as how and in what form 

they can influence the Azerbaijani-Turkish relations will be discussed. 

Theory of Realism 

Realism is perhaps the first of the theories that played a major role in the formation of 

original ideas and thoughts in the system of the theory of international relations and is still 

relevant today. To better understand the initial theoretical ideas and their formation, their role in 

the explanation of events and, most importantly, their role in the study of the subject matter, it is 

useful to take a brief look at the development periods of the theory. 

 According to many theorists, the foundations of the theory are based on Thucydides'5 

political views which called Classical Realism. Thucydides analyzed the political processes of 

his time and presented them in his work “The Peloponnesian Wars”6. According to him, in 

ancient times, the main reason for the military and economic development of the Greek city-

states - Athens and Sparta - was the need for a force that could withstand external and potential 

threats from each other. When we take a broader approach to the concept of balancing against 

“external threat”7, we can see, for example, those small city-states can also act together against 

the intervention of another, larger threat, the Achaemenes Empire, despite the fact that each city-

state is at war with one another. Another factor here is the concept of survival, which, according 

to realism, is the core of the foreign policy of the states. To summarize the above idea, we can 

see that despite the fact that states are fighting each other at home or in the region, there are cases 

of unification in the region against external threats. 

                                                             
5 J.Steans,L.Pettiford,T.Diez, I. El-Anis, An Introduction to International Relations Theory Perspectives and Themes, 
Third edition, 2010, p.55 
6 Dunne, Tim, Milja Kurki, and Steve Smith, eds. International Relations Theories: Discipline and Diversity. 4th ed. 
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2016. Politics Trove, 2017. doi: 10.1093/hepl/9780198707561.001.0001, p.60 
7 Smith, Steve, Amelia Hadfield, and Tim Dunne, eds. Foreign Policy: Theories, Actors, Cases. 3rd ed. Oxford: Oxford 
University Press, 2016. Politics Trove, 2017. doi: 10.1093/hepl/9780198708902.001.0001, p. 40 
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To make the above approach clearer, it is useful to pay attention to the views of another 

realist thinker, T. Hobbes, who lived in the XVI-XVII centuries. 

Thus, according to T. Hobbes, in order to characterize the behavior of states, it is 

necessary to look at their nature. When taking an account, the behavior of the state, Hobbes first 

argues that it stems from human nature who is a selfish being. He describes human beings as 

striving for more than they can achieve and possessing, and as a being who tends to dominate 

others. Applying this to the international community, he declares that all states are at war against 

all. His other analogy was the explanation of States as Leviathan, which is also a myth, and in his 

argument he states that it also needs nourishment and growth, and states also ruling in the same 

direction8. 

Another representative of Classical Realism is Hans Morgenthau who share some of the 

similar ideas with the thinker mentioned above. H. Morgenthau analyzed interstate relations and 

put 6 principles of Political Realism in his book Politics Among Nations published in 19489: 

First one of his principles is that “Politics is governed by objective laws that have their 

roots in human nature”. In this principle he focuses on laws in society/community and 

unchanging nature of human who is responsible for making those laws10. It helps understand 

why different states act distinctively in a same situation. 

In the second principles he argue that interest of the states should be understood in terms 

of power. According to him state’s behaviour motivated by national interest which guaranteed by 

means of power. As many realists H. Morgenthau accept “power” main means of policy.  Thirdly 

he contioued with “power” term. His approache is that Power can be defined in the period of 

process, because state’s capability and conditions is changeable but “power” itself not11.  

There is no doubt that when realists argue about morality, it should be critical way. Same 

as others H. Morgenthau argue that moral principles which are exist but cannot be implement to 

the policy of states in his fourth principles. State actions can only be defined by national interest 

                                                             
8 A.Abbasbəyli, E.Nəcəfov, Beynəlxalq münasibətlər nəzəriyyəsi, Bakı, Mürtəcim, 2007, p.12-13 
9 Dunne, Tim, Milja Kurki, and Steve Smith, eds. International Relations Theories: Discipline and Diversity. 4th ed. 
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2016, p. 63 
10 Dunne, Tim, Milja Kurki, and Steve Smith, eds. International Relations Theories: Discipline and Diversity. 4th ed. 
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2016, p. 60 
11 Laura Neack, Studying Foreign Policy Comparatively, Cases and Analysis, Fourth Edition, p. 143-144 
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and morality is a tool to justify their action. In his fifth principles, he compared national moral 

aspirations and the moral principles that universally accepted. According to Morgenthau, 

national interest of state may not be universally valid, in this case, as mentioned above he argue 

that universal moral principles is used to justify action not an interest of states. For instance, 

States cannot simply say its intention is to invade its neighbor. 

In the last principle H. Morgenthau argue that Political Realism has its own autonomy in 

International Politics and should not be understood as a simple theory. His explanation made 

below can be simplify understanding the term: 

“The political realist maintains the autonomy of the political sphere, as the economist, the 

lawyer, the moralist maintains theirs. He thinks in terms of interest defined as power, as the 

economist thinks in terms of interest defined as wealth; the lawyer, of the conformity of action 

with legal rules; the moralist, of the conformity of action with moral principles. The economist 

asks: "How does this policy affect the wealth of society, or a segment of it?" The lawyer asks: "Is 

this policy in accord with the rules of law?" The moralist asks: "Is this policy in accord with 

moral principles?" And the political realist asks: "How does this policy affect the power of the 

nation?"12 

 As it mentioned, Morgenthau argue that Political Realism mostly focus on political issue 

and explain it with national interest of states in term of power. 

Summarizing the above and other approaches, the following main ideas of the theory of 

realism stand out: 

- States are the main actors in international relations; 

- The characteristic of the state is its sovereignty, independence and self-determination; 

- The main driving force in the policy of states is the acquisition of power, security and 

national interests; 

- States, like human beings, act on the basis of national interests; 

- The central problem of international relations is that it is anarchic, which means that there 

is no single central ruler in the international system; 

- The main reason for the aggressive behavior of states is the lack of a world state in the 

international system, which makes conflicts inevitable; 

                                                             
12 Hans J. Morgenthau, Politics Among Nations: The Struggle for Power and Peace, Fifth Edition, New York, Alfred 
A. Knopf, 1978, p. 9 
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- International organizations and law play a role in international relations, but they can 

only be effective if they backed by force; 

- The key to understanding the motivation and behavior of states is the power factor. 

According to realism, power means military and physical force13. 

If we pay attention to the Turkish-Azerbaijani relations in the past, we can see that the 

realistic approach, mainly the factor of interest which is in the forefront. Thus, the geopolitical 

position of both countries has caused and continues to cause conflicts of interest in the region. 

The acquisition of the South Caucasus was one of the foreign policy directions of the Ottoman 

Empire during the Ottoman time. In many cases, there have even been long wars in this area. 

Thus, at different times there were wars with the Akkoyunlu, Safavids and Tsarist Russia, and 

even at a certain period the region remained under Ottoman control. Tsarist Russia's control of 

the region in the 18th century did not prevent the Ottoman interest in the region, on the contrary 

political, economic and military support was provided to the Azerbaijan Democratic Republic, 

which gained independence with the weakening of the new state established in Russia in 1917 as 

a result of the Bolshevik revolution. However, the subsequent establishment and strengthening of 

the USSR, as well as the defeat of the Ottoman Empire in World War I, weakened its influence 

in the region14.  

Although it is not possible to fully explain the behavior of states in the above-mentioned 

historical process with realistic ideas, in many cases this approach has been central to the 

explanation of the period in question. Thus, with some exceptions in historical processes (for 

example, in the period between the two world wars, liberal ideas and beliefs prevailed), the 

realist view dominated the system of theory of international relations. It is no coincidence that in 

the 19th century, after the unification of Germany, it took a “realpolitik” policy, as well as a 

factor of balance of power and its maintenance in the international arena throughout history (in 

XIX century European states tried to maintain balance by forming certain alliances against the 

strengthening and imbalance of any state)15. 

                                                             
13 R.Jackson,G.Sorensen, Introduction to International Relations: Theories and Approaches, fifth edition, Oxford, 
University press, 2013, p. 66-67 
14 A. Abbasbəyli, S. Yusifzadə, Beynəlxalq Münasibətlər Tarixi, Bakı, 2009, p.62-67 
15 R. Jackson, G. Sorensen, Introduction to International Relations: Theories and Approaches, fifth edition, Oxford, 
University press, 2013, p. 39-41 
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The defeat of Germany in World War I and the signing of the Treaty of Versailles did not 

go unnoticed by realists. Karl Haushofer, one of the realist thinker who was one of the critics of 

the Treaty of Versailles. He disagrees with the fact that the victors divided Germany and the new 

boundaries, and puts forward some ideas to prevent the mistakes of the German leadership did in 

the past.  Haushofer, who is studying Japan's growing power in Asia, said that one of the future 

alliances would be Japan, and stressed the importance of including Russia in the union. He wrote 

in “Continental Block: Berlin-Moscow-Tokyo” work: 

“There was nothing accidental in such a bloc; it was the only full and adequate response 

to the strategy of the opposite camp, which did not hide the fact that the creation of a similar 

Eurasian alliance would be its greatest danger.16”  

As it seen, he apparently regarded the Russians and the Germans as great nations and 

stressed the need for their unification. And, realizing the strengthening of the Japanese empire 

and the ability to withstand the threat of the United States in the future, he advocated the 

completion of the third ring of the alliance with Tokyo. But the next course of events did not 

coincide with his views, and Germany chose the Roman axis instead of Moscow. 

The period after the Second World War, like other theories, did not pass unnoticed to 

Realism. Gaps in the interpretation of realist ideas and the emergence of liberal institutions such 

as the European Union have led to criticism of the theory and certain changes in their opinions. 

Thus, the initial steps taken in the establishment of a supranational organization in international 

relations and the choice of states to cooperate rather than war (long-hostile states such as 

Germany and France have played an important role in resolving this) have led to growing 

criticism of realism. However, the onset of the Cold War in the following years led to the re-

emergence of realism in the 1950s and 60s. However, during this period, realists were forced to 

make some changes in their thinking17. 

Another realist thinker, Kenneth Waltz put together earlier realist ideas and clearify some 

misunderstanding puints that leads failure of classical realism in his book named Theory of 
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International Politics (1979)18. He ignored geographical and technological factors and mostly 

focused on nature of international system which is Anarchy and his view of realist ideas so called 

neorealism19. Thus, although Realists saw the state as the main actor in the international system, 

they had to accept the role of international institutions in this area in a sense, albeit not as much 

as the state. The idea that the international system is anarchic has also been one of the most 

debated issues at that period. The theory of neo-realism, which puts forward these ideas, as it is 

also called structural realism, sees it the main driving force in the anarchic international system. 

Thus, in addition to the anarchic nature of the system due to neo-realism, the position of states 

determines their behavior. In this case, it is necessary to measure the concept of power to 

determine the behavior of states. According to the general approach of realist thinkers, it is not 

possible to estimate a single measure for power itself for all periods, and therefore the Power 

estimate is made in the form of a comparison in real time20. At this point, the criteria of power: 

military, economic, political, etc. It turns out that the strength of states is determined and 

compared on the basis of these criteria. At present, the assessment of many countries in terms of 

power is based on these criteria. For example, the military power of the United States, the 

economic power of China, the political power of religious and political centers such as the 

Vatican, and so on.  

If we look at Turkey's foreign policy in the last 20 years, it is taking many steps towards 

becoming a military power in the region. Having guaranteed its security with NATO in the past, 

Turkey has now gained the power to actively intervene in regional processes and has pursued an 

individual policy, realizing that rapprochement with the European Union as a liberal approach is 

not very effective21. Over the past 10 years, Turkey, which has been active in both political and 

military activities in neighboring countries such as Syria and Iraq, has created buffer zones (for 

instance Operation Olive Branch) to move conflict areas away from its borders, promoting its 

national interests but also demonstrated to the world that it has the ability to act individually. He 

also played an important role in resolving the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, providing unequivocal 
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support to Azerbaijan both by militarily (as procurement), economically and politically22. In his 

book “The Tragedy of Great Power Politics”, John Mearsheimer, a modern theorist, argues that 

the anarchic nature of the international system forces states to achieve full power23. He called 

this process, as seen in his book’s name, the tragedy of the desire for infinite power. In Turkey 

example, we can conclude that it is a member of NATO alliance, but to be a regional power 

Turkey cannot be silent to the processes that happening in the region. If there will be war Turkey 

has to keep away it from its border, if there  is a gain Turkey has to get more piece of pie. In 

order to achieve the above, the most important thing is to gain sustainable strength. 

Although international relations played an important role in the system of theories, 

Realism, like other theories, faced many criticisms: 

One of the main criticism is that Realist’s approaches to the issue is too simple and 

answer questions more concretely than analytically. In other words, Realists focus more on facts 

and do not take into account the role of idea and beliefs. As well as another criticism is that 

Realism answers question “Why it happened?” more than question “What decision will be 

made?” and justify their idea with “national interest” factor. Critics in this case ask: “How do we 

know that an economic alliance and cooperation between State A and B rather than a war against 

State C and will not serve the national interest by preventing war and destruction?”24. 

On the other hand, some criticizes Realists that they are mostly focus on fact that already 

happened in the past or ongoing process and do not provide prediction for the future. Also, the 

Realists' acceptance of the state as the main actor has long been criticized for denying the role of 

TNCs (Transnational Corporations) and other organizations and failing to analyze the process 

from a big picture approach. For example, the fact that Turkey was the first country to establish 

foreign policy contacts with Azerbaijan both in the early twentieth century and after the collapse 

of the USSR which based on the role of cultural closeness in relations between the two countries, 

which cannot be fully explained by realistic ideas, increases the importance of other theoretical 

ideas. The book edited by, Murad Ismayilov and Norman A.Graham “Turkish-Azerbaijani 

relations: One nation, two states” analyzes these relations from the point of view of cultural and 
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national identity and emphasizes that this is the main driving force25. In this book, they argue that 

those relations mostly affected by cultural closeness than material things. 

In addition to the critical approach, from the point of view of the theory of realism, it is 

not possible to provide a comprehensive explanation of the reasons for the current level of 

Turkish-Azerbaijani relations, why this type of relations with Azerbaijan not with other state. For 

this reason, the position of other theories need to be discussed in the study of the subject.  

 

The theory of constructivism 

Social Constructivism, one of the post-modern theories in the system of international 

relations, despite its young age, has been able to play a peculiar role in terms of bringing a new 

perspective and a different approach to processes.  In the past period, other theories of 

international relations did not predict the end of the Cold War, the fall of the Berlin Wall, and 

many such events - that is, on other word the inadequacy of those theories in the explanation of 

certain processes - were the main reasons for the actualization of constructivist ideas26. As the 

name suggests, the constructivist approach does not accept the idea that events and processes 

exist independently, but advocates the idea that they are "built" by a society27. These ideas have 

been both substantiated and criticized from time to time, with the theory being based more on the 

social sciences. Since the actualization of the constructivist approach coincides with the Third 

Debate, it is useful to briefly review the nature and participants of these debates, as well as their 

impact on the main theories of international relations. 

The first debate was between Realism and Idealism. The main arguments of the Debate were 

based on fundamental issues related to the activities of actors in international relations. 

Discussions focused on whether international politics, actors, and human nature are prone to 

peace or conflict and war. The answers to these questions and the tendency to strengthen or 

weaken the positions of the parties have been followed by the course of historical events (The 

outbreak of World Wars was accompanied by the strengthening of the position of realism, 
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cooperation between the two world wars, establishing a number of organizations followed 

strengthening the position of Liberalism28).  

The second debate was between behaviorists and traditionalists. The inadequacy of the 

parties to the first debate in explaining events from time to time has created conditions for the 

emergence of new theoretical thoughts – behaviorist ideas. Behaviorists entered the discussion 

with a question of a scientific approach. According to them, this is the main issue in the 

explanation of events. As a science, the exact sciences are considered. The main reason for this 

was that the exact sciences were based on real facts and that the opinions expressed could be 

verified experimentally29.  

Behaviorists argued that statistical analysis of facts was more effective in explaining events. 

Over time, the rise of criticism of these ideas and the growing number of advocates of the 

importance of theoretical knowledge (supporting humanitarian science such as history) along 

with statistics and facts (exact sciences) in explaining events have led behaviorists to reconsider 

some ideas and opinions.  

Finally, the Third Debate, sometimes called the neo-neo debate, was between neo-realists 

and neo-liberalists. The main question of the debate was more specific than the First Debate - the 

main motivation of the actors was "absolute or relative gain”.30 It was also discussed whether 

military or economic power would be more effective. One of the main features of the Third 

Debate was the acceptance of some opposing views by both sides, including the acceptance of 

the state as the main actor and the anarchic nature of the system.  

Although, some general term was accepted in a common sense, but the views continued to be 

different. For example, the idea that “the international system is anarchic” was accepted by both 

neo-realists and neo-liberals. According to neo-realists, the anarchic nature of the system force 
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states to be a kind of offense, and the lack of high authority in a system where everyone is 

responsible for themselves is also a major motivation of force31.  

However, the neo-liberals defended the idea of the limited anarchy, which we have stated 

before, even though in the anarchic system doesn’t have a higher authority, but it is regulated or 

so called restricted by international organizations, norms and rules.  

On the other hand, Constructivism, which emerged as a new approach during this period 

(second half of the 1980s), sought to explain some of the ideas and opinions of the above-

mentioned parties from a new perspective. It is no coincidence that in many cases, for these 

reasons, the theory is also accepted as a middle ground approach. Thus, the ideas of the 

Constructivists contain ideas of both realism and liberalism32. Some of the main criticism of 

Constructivism stems from this, which is about is it a “theory” or “an approach”?  

The main difference between social constructivism and the above-mentioned theories was 

that it emphasized the importance of society, or rather the human mind, which is a social being. 

Thus, when we take the theory of realism, the main place is given to the facts, and here we can 

observe that material things are put forward33. Constructivists do not accept such a one-sided 

approach, but argue that it is not the facts that matter, but how we evaluate those facts. For 

example, the current decisions in Turkey's foreign policy, based on the characteristics of 

Azerbaijani-Turkish relations, constructive ideas, stem from the fact that both countries see each 

other as a friend / ally, rather than external threats and gains.  

According to Constructivism, the main source of the existing international system comes 

from the structure of social society and society/interstate relations. Here they touch on social 

factors - language, religion, perception. Based on the fact that these are social factors and the 

possibility of changing of social factors, they argue that it is possible to change the existing 

system because it is socially constructed. The Italian philosopher Giambattista Vico (although 
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Constructivism is considered a young theory in International Relations, as a Social Theory has 

generally existed before) expressed the following view of the importance of society:  

“Nature was created by God, but history is by man. History is not something that comes to 

people from abroad. Men and women are creating their own history. They have also created 

states, which is a historical structure. The state is an artificial structure and the state system is 

also artificial. It is built by men and women, and they can change it and develop it in new forms 

if they want.”34 

It is clear from this that the constructivist approach is based on the human factor and its 

worldview. 

Analyzing International Politics. As mentioned above, the arrival of the theory of 

Constructivism to the system of international relations coincided with the Third Debate. Contrary 

to the idea of the immutability of the international system, which is one of the main topics of 

discussion in this debate, the constructivists analyzed it from the social sphere and argued that 

the international system was socially constructed and can be changed. Thus, according to the 

constructivists, nothing exists in itself, or given. Also, the international system itself did not exist 

naturally, and the activity of the leading actors conditioned its creation. In this case, changes in 

the behavior of the actors also have the potential to affect the state of the overall system. As a 

continuation of the above idea of the establishment of the state, if the international system was 

created by states, then the characteristics of the system may change depending on the will of the 

states. Of course, the Constructivists do not deny the influence of the international system on the 

behavior of the state35. 

For example, during the Cold War, the international system was characterized as bipolar - 

Capitalist and Socialist front. Constructivists explain this in several ways. One of them is to 

answering of the question of "what is real?". Constructivists argue that reality depends on the 

approach of the subject who describes or accepts it, and that it is subjective. It can be clearer in 
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an explanation of Nicholas Wheeler's approach to “money”. Thus, the reason why money, which 

is the main means of exchange between people, societies and states, is so strong, despite the fact 

that it is a piece of paper, is that it is accepted in this way36. 

According to constructivists, if the value given to something suddenly disappears or is 

abandoned, then it has lost its value. Here, the Constructivists argue that what happens depends 

on how it is perceived. As well as international politics, for example, Constructivists argue that 

the policy of the Cold War stemmed from the characterization of that period as the Cold War, 

that is, the two poles viewing each other as rivals. 

State as a social structure. Constructivists, like Realism and Liberalism, accept the idea that 

the state is the main actor in International Relations. However, unlike others, the Constructivists 

analyze the state as a social structure. Also, contrary to realism, constructivists accept the idea of 

the existence of international rules and norms. Hedley Bull, in his book of “Anarchical Society: 

A Study of Order in World Politics” (1977)37 addressed the issue of normative interpretation of 

behavior in the international system. According to realism, in the international system (which is 

anarchic), State’s behavior is not regulated by norms, because states themselves do not follow 

those norms and in many cases violate them. H. Bull stated that the violation of the norms does 

not mean that they do not exist. It is not possible to break the rules that doesn’t exist. As a 

historical example, the United Kingdom's response to Argentina's invasion of the Falkland 

Islands was based on the right to self-defense in 1982. On the other hand, Argentina justified its 

occupation of the islands as the return of historical territory. Of course, there are approaches in 

these events, such as distraction of public attention from internal instability, but we are not 

mistaken in saying that the main point / excuse is the issue mentioned. In this case, we see the 

existence of norms, only the form in which these norms are evaluated and adopted varies 

according to the subjective approach. The same is true of the Armenian-Azerbaijani conflict over 

Nagorno-Karabakh, which is part of the investigation. Constructivists also explain this issue with 

the issue of identity.  
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Another Constructivist thinker, Alexander Wendt define Anarchy into three types: 

Hobbesian, Lockean and Kantian38 which is depend on how actors see each other. He argues that 

in Hobbesian anarchy is based on “war of all against all” and states see each other as enemy. 

Accordingly in Lockean anarchy, states accept other state’s right to be exist and see them as 

rival, and in Kantian anarchy states see other as friends and seek to find a peaceful way to solve 

problems and cooperate. 

Identity – Foreign Policy relations. As noted above, the Constructivists, who analyze the 

state as a social structure, also argue that Identity is the determining factor on its behavior. As 

mentioned before, the Constructivists have accepted a number of themes discussed in both 

Realism and Liberalism. One of them is the factor of national interest in decision-making but 

from different perspective39.  

Constructivists analyze the issue from a broader perspective and paid attention to the 

formative factor of national interest. It is no coincidence that they have accused other theories of 

taking a one-sided approach, especially Realism. According to Constructivism, national interests, 

like other material things, do not exist in themselves which society is involved in its formation, 

and society also has certain identical features. In an explanation of this idea A. Wendt use the 

phrase “identities are the basis of interests”40. He argues that material explanation does not 

adequately answer the question of how the national interests of actors are formed.  

Identity refers to all the individual, normative features of society - language, religion, culture, 

etc., as well as the peculiarities, thinking, approach, formed by the material influences that will 

affect it41. Which process contributes to the formation of national interests of actors.  

But in term of interest Constructivists divide it into two characterizations: Dynamic and 

Static interests. According to them dynamic interests is a changeable things depending on time, 

situation which is include economic gains, new projects or influence zone and so on. Static 
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interests, on the other hand are basic things that include security issues such as territorial 

integrity, sovereignty etc., which is unchangeable42. 

As we have seen, constructivists are not in favor of throwing material things aside, but are 

trying to explain it from a broader perspective. Of course, there are economic resources, 

geographical location, the role of military power in the formation of national interests and 

foreign policy decisions. However, Identity determines how and against whom this factor will be 

used. Alexander Wendt, touched on the nuclear issue in US foreign policy in order to explain this 

process. For example, his opinion that "500 British nuclear weapons are less threatening to the 

United States than five North Korean nuclear weapons" because “the British are friends and the 

North Koreans are not”43 shows that in many cases the quantity is not so important. According to 

constructivists, the main reason for this approach is the relationship between the parties and how 

they see each other. Due to the friendly nature of US-UK relations, the threatening activities of 

the other party are not considered as a threat, but self-defense measure against other threat except 

US. But the same process in North Korea is considered as a direct threat. Here we can see that 

ideas and beliefs take precedence over material things. 

This issue is also felt in Turkish-Azerbaijani relations. The Republic of Azerbaijan's 

investments in the military industry and cooperation with other powers in the region in this area 

are not considered by Turkey as a regional threat, on a contrary Turkey continues to provide 

political support to the other side in the development of the process. For example, in the last 

decade of the twentieth century, as Yucel Bozdaglioglu said, the lack of relations with the West 

(problems with accession to the European Union, the decline of Turkey in the region with the 

collapse of the USSR, etc.) forced Turkey to look for new ways. Demirel's idea of a "Turkish 

world" began to gain importance. In this way, the relations with Azerbaijan, which is closer in 

national and cultural terms, emerged as the most optimal version.44 

As a result, we can summarize ideas and opinions about the constructivist view mentioned 

above in the following form: 
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- Due to its social origin, one of the main arguments of the Constructivists is “knowledge". 

They argued that the main reason for the different behaviors of different actors in the 

same situation was due to the different understanding of the process by the actors; 

- Constructivists have tried to explain the structure-actor relationship, one of the main 

issues discussed in the Third Debate, with the arguments of interdependence. Following 

the example of Gimbatista Vico, the Constructivists emphasized the role of a creative 

social society and the possibility of structural change, but did not deny the possible 

impact of structural processes on the behavior of actors. 

- Constructivists focused on the role of norms in international politics, noting that, unlike 

liberals, social values took precedence over individual values. Their criticism of the 

realists was that "the violation of international norms by states is not an indication of the 

non-existence of such a norm, but rather its existence." 

- Constructivists see themselves as an approach that will fill the gap between materialist 

and normative theories. In the example of the national interest approach which is stated 

by Realists, they said that it did not exist in itself, but was formed only as a result of a 

long process under the influence of social values that preferred by liberals. As a middle 

ground theory Constructivists try to explain processes by taking into account opposite 

approaches. 

- The issue of discourse is perhaps at the heart of the constructivist idea. Constructivists 

point out that the most important issue in explaining processes is the discussion between 

all existing ideas. According to them, discussion and debate are the main means of 

gaining knowledge in the end, otherwise it is nothing but information.45 

 

Special Relationships approaches in interstate relations 

One of the perspective necessary for the analysis of Turkish-Azerbaijani relations and for 

a broader perspective is the Special Relationships approach. Although some of the provisions of 

the approach coincide with the ideas and opinions of the Social Constructivists, it would not be 

correct to equate them in the full sense. While constructivism as a theory analyzes a wider range 
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of issues, special relations are understood as a type of cooperation process that can be applied to 

a limited part of the existing relations in the system of international relations. So what is a special 

relationship? When did it appear? What is meant by special? In the following chapter, we will try 

to answer to those questions.  

The popularity of the term "special relationship" in the political sphere was due to the 

speech of Winston Churchill in the United States in 1946. In his speech, Winston Churchill 

stressed the importance of special relations with English-speaking countries and the United 

States in the aftermath of World War II and the defeat of the Axis Powers. Continuing his 

speech, he stressed his skepticism about the future intentions of the USSR and the Communist 

Front, which were their ally during the War, and his concern about the USSR's desire for power 

during the War, emphasizing the need for special relations. In the last part of his speech, he used 

the term "Iron Curtain" that divided the European continent, emphasizing that this curtain 

stretched from the Baltic to the Adriatic, pointing to the emergence of a new front with 

Communism. According to some theorists, the beginning of the Cold War is taken from this 

expression46. 

According to some thinkers, Special Relationship is a form of relationship between the 

parties that arises and develops independently of the intermediate function of other factors. Of 

course, the role of historical factors is undeniable47. For example, the relations between the 

European Union and the Russian Federation can be considered as some kind of special 

relationship, only the peculiarity of this process is that it is not positive, but negative. Thus, the 

EU defines its foreign policy and policy towards the surrounding regions with appropriate 

strategies, such as the Eastern Partnership, the European Neighborhood Policy, etc. However, 

EU-Russia relations have always been viewed as they are, because economic and political 

interdependencies make it necessary to establish binding ties, although the parties do not like 

each other very much. On the contrary the Special Relationships, which is our subject, combines 

the positive aspects of the relationship. Here the relations are social, political, cultural, military, 

economic and so on. spheres are covered. 

                                                             
46 Winston Churchill, “The Sinews Of Peace (‘Iron Curtain Speech’), Westminster College, Fulton, Missouri, March 5, 
1946, https://winstonchurchill.org/resources/speeches/1946-1963-elder-statesman/the-sinews-of-peace/  
47 K. Haugevik, Special Relationships in World Politics, New York and London, Taylor&Francis Group, 2018, p.11 

https://winstonchurchill.org/resources/speeches/1946-1963-elder-statesman/the-sinews-of-peace/


 

32 
 

In the 1980s and 1990s, when the ideas of early freedom were still gaining momentum, 

attitudes towards Turkey were being chosen in Azerbaijan from its neighbors. A number of 

factors played a role here.  Turkey was one of the closest countries in terms of culture. Another 

reason is that Turkey's economic and political influence, which has better relations with the West 

than other neighboring countries, could play a key role in Azerbaijan's ability to make more 

effective foreign policy decisions48. 

However, on the contrary, we can see from historical events that the policy of unilaterally 

targeting Turkey was not so effective. For example, if we look at the Elchibey’s period, the 

unilateral policy pursued and the strained relations with other neighbors later led to both military 

isolation and reduced political support. At that time the steps taken in the resolution of the 

Nagorno-Karabakh conflict were assessed by the West as a blockade of Armenia, and the United 

States adopted the 907th amendment against Azerbaijan49. 

We can note that the development of Turkish-Azerbaijani relations in a special form 

(economic, social, military, political etc.) is more appropriate after the election of Heydar Aliyev 

as President. For example, one of plans during the first years of independence was to generate 

income by exporting the country's resources to foreign markets. However, neither Elchibey 

Aliyev nor Ayaz Mutallibov's government was able to achieve this goal, and Turkey's support for 

these regimes was not at the desired level. Only on September 20, 1994, less than a year after 

Heydar Aliyev's election as president in 1993 and the normalization of relations with 

neighboring countries, especially Turkey, an oil contract was signed to attract the necessary 

investment to export the country's oil to foreign markets50. Of course, such an agreement was 

reached as a result of long-term negotiations. The last stage coincided with the period of Heydar 

Aliyev because the possibility of continuing the relations / negotiations established during the 

Elchibey period was disrupted by internal and external factors. As a result, both historical 

conditions and a pragmatic political course made it possible to reach such an agreement. 
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If we pay attention to the statistics of official visits of the two leaders of state in foreign 

policy in late 90s and today, we can conclude that bilateral relations in this area have a special 

form. For example, during Demirel's visit to Baku in December 1995, Heydar Aliyev's emphasis 

on the idea of "one nation, two states" and the description of relations as "relations with brotherly 

Turkey" can be noted as an indicator of the high level of development of relations.51. 

Relations between the two countries also continue in the cultural sphere. Based on 

agreement on Cooperation in Scientific, Technical, Social, Cultural and Economic Fields 

(09.02.1994)52 relations continue successfully today. For example, after the tragic earthquake in 

the Turkish city of  Van on October 25, 2011, the Azerbaijani society did not remain silent, but 

provided both factual and moral support.53 There are countless such examples. In the fight 

against wildfires in Turkey in the summer of 2021, the Azerbaijani government was one of the 

first countries to support Turkey both with the supply and firefighting personnel of the Ministry 

of Emergency Situations54. 

Summarizing the above, it is an undeniable fact that there are many theories in the system 

of international relations, and each of them has its own role in this area. However, the lack of a 

specific approach to the explanation of events and processes, and the inadequacy of each theory 

in this regard, is perhaps one of the main factors that require the interpretation of events with 

different theoretical approaches. Realism, Constructivism and Special Relationships are briefly 

considered as the main theories that are important in terms of the analysis of Turkish-Azerbaijani 

relations after the 1990s. And in the following Chapters, depending on the development of the 

processes, appropriate theoretical approaches will be followed and attempts will be made to 

explain the events from this perspective. 
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3. The Historical Background of Turkish-Azerbaijan relations in the 

twentieth century 
 

Due to its geographical proximity, the relations between the Turkish and Azerbaijani 

societies date back to the times when peoples settled in this area. Due to that the historical 

perspective plays a crucial role in the study of relations between the two countries. However, it is 

safe to say that the development of relations against the background of mutual cooperation and 

assistance coincided with the formation of the first republic in the early twentieth century. For 

this reason, this chapter focuses on the period of the First Republic which is influenced 

significant to modern Azerbaijani identity but also discusses the historical analysis of relations 

between Turkey and Azerbaijan during the Soviet era. 

During this period, the defeat of the Russians in the Russo-Japanese War of 1904-555 and 

the subsequent outbreak of World War I led to growing dissatisfaction within the empire, 

resulting in the abolition of the Tsarism by the February Revolution of 1917 and the Bolsheviks 

coming to power in the October Revolution56.  

At the time of these processes in Russia, the Transcaucasian Democratic Federative 

Republic57, which included Armenia, Georgia and Azerbaijan, was established in the South 

Caucasus with the dissolution of the Tsarism. During the 23 months of its existence, the 

Azerbaijan Democratic Republic, which declared its independence with the subsequent collapse 

of this short-lived institution, sought to restore and develop relations with neighboring countries, 

including the Ottoman Empire, however, with the strengthening of Bolshevik rule in neighboring 

Russia and its occupation on April 28, 1920, became part of the USSR58. In this chapter, against 

the background of the above-mentioned processes, the existing relations between Azerbaijan and 

Turkey will be analyzed and important historical events will be touched upon. 
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3.1 Turkish-Azerbaijani relations after World War I 

The participation of the Ottomans in the First World War by the side of Germans caused 

a dilemma for the Azerbaijanis in Russia due to their opposition to the front, which was then 

Tsarist Russia. Because if the Turks won, the peoples of the Caucasus could get rid of Tsarist 

Russia and eliminate the barriers between the Turks59. Also, in the first years of the World War, 

the appointment of Nikolai Nikolayevich as a successor to the Caucasus to replace Vorontsov 

Dashkov, who was known for his ruthless policy against the Turkish-Muslim population (in 

Georgia alone, he killed up to 52,000 civilians for helping the Ottomans, only 7000 survived), 

and to normalize relations with the Turkish-Muslim population created conditions for some free 

activity. As an example, he allowed Mammad Amin Rasulzadeh to publish the “Achik Soz” 

newspaper. It is no coincidence that in his 1915 article in the Achik Soz newspaper, Mammad 

Amin Rasulzadeh was able to use the phrase "our language is Turkish, our nation is Turk."60 

Generally, in the analysis of the relations between the Ottomans and the Azerbaijanis, we 

can analyze this period in three directions. The first of them involves the establishment of 

relations not directly from October 1917 to June 1918, but rather through administrations 

established in the region (Transcaucasian Commissariat, Seym, etc.). The second period is the 

official / actual period of the proclamation of the Azerbaijan Democratic Republic and the 

development of direct friendly relations between the parties (June-October). And the third, the 

period of limiting the possibility of intervening in the affairs of the Caucasus with the defeat of 

the Ottomans in World War I, and the cessation of actual support (from November 1918 to April 

1920). 

Establishment of the Transcaucasian Commissariat and the situation in the Caucasus 

After the abolition of the Tsarist regime in Russia and the coming to power of the 

Bolsheviks, the situation in the South Caucasus remained unstable. One of the first steps in the 

process was on November 11, 1917, when the main political forces in the region, such as the 

Georgian Mensheviks (although the Bolsheviks meant plural in translation, the Menshevik were 

used in the sense of minority), Musavat representing Muslims and Dashnagsutyun representing 
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Armenians, declared that the Bolshevik government in Russia was not recognized and decided to 

establish a "Transcaucasian Commissariat". Four days later, the composition of the new 

government was announced and its leadership was entrusted to Y. Gegechkori. A distinctive 

feature of that period was the demand for territorial autonomy61, not independence, of the 

Azerbaijani representations in the new government. Another reason for the establishment of the 

Transcaucasian Commissariat was that Russia, which had just emerged from the revolution, was 

interested in creating a buffer zone between the Ottomans. It is no coincidence that one of the 

first measures taken by the Commissariat in foreign policy was to normalize relations with the 

Ottomans. The Erzincan Agreement was signed between the two sides on December 5, 191762.  

 According to the terms of the truce, military operations in the region had to be stopped, 

the other side had to be informed about the resumption of operations 14 days in advance, and the 

Turkish army had to withdraw from the Caucasus front and be taken to Mesopotamia. One of the 

main features of this agreement was the conclusion between the Ottoman Empire and the 

Transcaucasian Commissariat, which meant that the Commissariat was recognized by the 

Ottomans as an independent state63. 

 Another problem in the establishment of the Commissariat was the issue of the army, 

which at that time did not have a single army. One of the main reasons for this was Tsarist 

Russia's policy of restricting of mastering the martial arts of other nations, especially Muslims 

(due to the lack of loyalty of these peoples and the suspicion of establishing relations with the 

Ottomans). Permission to serve in the army was generally granted to nobles. Therefore, since the 

steps taken by the Muslim side to meet the need for army building will raise doubts in the center 

because they are Turkic-speaking, an appeal was initially addressed to the interim government 

formed in Russia after the February revolution, but the appeal was not answered. 

 As a result, on December 19, 1917, the Commissariat decided to withdraw the Russian 

army in the region and create an army on the basis of the existing base, based on the previously 

signed Erzincan Reconciliation. Although the presence of sufficient Armenian and Georgian 
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forces in the army facilitates the establishment of these forces, the same is not the case on the 

Muslim side for the reasons mentioned above. For example, the disarmament of Russian soldiers 

at the Shamkir station in January 1918 was not well received by Armenians and Georgians. 

However, they were the most interested in making this decision. It was also suggested that the 

disarmed Russian troops return to Russia via Ganja-Baku, not through Georgia. As a result, 

clashes with soldiers who refused to disarm were transferred to areas inhabited by Azerbaijanis64. 

Also, after the armament of Armenian military units and the withdrawal of Russian troops from 

the region, massacres began against the Muslim population. Some sources say that one of the 

main reasons for these events was the clashes that took place during the resettlement of 

Armenians by the Ottomans in 1915 and a kind of "revenge" on the Armenians who died at that 

time. By March 1918 alone, 199 villages inhabited by Azerbaijanis in the Iravan province were 

completely destroyed65. It is no coincidence that, many of those who lived there were killed, and 

those who escaped had to take refuge in Ottoman lands. 

Transcaucasian Seym 

The Transcaucasian Commissariat had to be suspended several months later due to its 

lack of de facto authority in the region. On February 22, 1918, at a meeting of deputies elected to 

the All-Russian Constituent Assembly, the South Caucasus Representation decided to establish 

the Transcaucasian Seym and transfer power to this body. Although Muslims made up the 

majority of the party's representatives in the Seym (44 people), the diversity of their political 

views led to a lack of unity to take decisive action.  

 At that time, signing of the Brest-Litovsk peace treaty between Russia and Germany on 

March 3, 1918 was one of the factors aggravating the situation in the South Caucasus66. Thus, 

according to the terms of the agreement on the South Caucasus, the Ottomans took back the 

regions of Kars, Ardahan and Batumi, which they lost in the Russo-Ottoman war in 1878. 

Followingly, the Transcaucasian Seym strongly protested against these provisions and even 

stated in a telegram addressed to the center that they did not agree with the decision: 
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"We do not recognize the Brest Peace, because the Caucasus has never accepted the 

power of the Bolsheviks and the Council of People's Commissars"67 

In this decision, all three parties in the Seym had their own interests. Armenians opposed 

the surrender of Kars and Ardahan (they were also concerned about the arrival of the Ottomans 

in the western region of Erzurum, as the leadership was in the hands of the Armenians), the 

reason was that in their future plans, the territory was included in the "Greater Armenia". 

Georgia has insisted on the Batum issue. In this discussion, the Azerbaijani side mostly 

agreed with the Georgians. Because at that time, Batumi, one of the outlets of Baku oil, was of 

strategic importance. However, in another issue, the Azerbaijani side did not object to the 

transfer of Kars and Ardahan regions to the Turks, on the contrary, they were positive about it in 

terms of settlement. Along with all these views, the Azerbaijani side also expressed its 

opposition to the military conflict with the Ottomans. At the Trabzon meeting in March-April 

1918, in response to the Sejm's offer to return to the 1914 borders, instead, the Ottomans offered 

to help Germany, Austria-Hungary and Bulgaria, the parties to the peace, officially recognize the 

independence of the Caucasus68.  

The insistence of the parties on these issues led to the breakdown of the talks. On April 6, 

the Ottoman side issued an ultimatum to the other side to respond decisively within 48 hours to 

the adoption of the provisions of the Brest-Litovsk peace. The ultimatum also did not include a 

clause on independence. At a meeting on April 13, the head of the Seimas, A. Chkenkeli, 

avoided war with the Ottomans and offered to give up the territories, but the general vote 

resulted in the declaration of a majority war. As a result, the Ottoman troops took action, 

captured the territories of Ardahan and Batumi, and stopped in Kars at the request of the Seym 

forces for a ceasefire69. Also, at the insistence of the Turks, the Transcaucasian Democratic 
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Federal Republic declared its independence on April 2270. Negotiations were resumed with the 

Ottoman side to resolve the dispute with the newly formed TDFR.  

At the Batumi conference, which lasted from May 11 to June 4, the Turks, who were 

already the victors, expanded their claims and began to demand the surrender of areas such as 

Uchmuadzin, Ahalsikh and Akhalkalaki, which were outside the provisions of the Brest Peace 

Treaty71. Due to the fact that they were made up of different nationalities, disagreements within 

the Federation were becoming more pronounced. For this reason, the issue of declaring the 

independence of each state, in which the Ottoman side was also interested, was gaining urgency. 

As a result, the TDFR, which lasted about a month, failed to achieve any real changes in 

domestic and foreign policy. The dissatisfaction of the Azerbaijani side with the massacres in the 

areas inhabited by Muslims and the failure of the structures created in response to take real steps 

was also highlighted. For this reason, the Muslim population was one of the most interested 

parties in the arrival of Turks in the region.  

In an other view, it was impossible for Georgians, Armenians and Azerbaijanis to live as 

one state. In the face of this situation, in order to ensure the lasting peace to be signed with 

Turkey, it was necessary for all three groups of the "confederation" to become separate 

independent states. This demand was made by the Ottoman government and was declared to the 

"Caucasian delegation" that a final peace could be signed only if it was realized. 

As a result, on May 26, 1918, at the last meeting of the Seims, TDFR was dissolved after 

the leader of the Georgian side, Tsereteli, declared his independence and leaving from the 

faction, based on the promises of support from the Germans. The 44-member Muslim delegation 

of the faction held an emergency meeting on May 27, established the National Council and 

entrusted its leadership to Mammad Amin Rasulzade. After the declaration of independence of 

the Azerbaijani side in Tbilissi (Georgia) on May 28, the Armenian side protested and demanded 

that Yerevan make concessions to them as a political center. At the meeting of the National 

Council, it was agreed that Yerevan would make concessions to the Armenians, given the current 

tense situation and the threatening position of the Armenian armed forces in many parts of 
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Azerbaijan. It is true that some sources have suggested that the Ottoman Empire was influential 

in making this decision and that military aid was offered in return72. In reply to those issue Vehib 

Pasha stated that: “we cannot completely do away with the armenians. In any case, we need to 

and have to let the exist”73. However, this decision was conditional on the Armenians' 

renunciation of their territorial claims to Karabakh and Nakhchivan. With the declaration of 

independence of all three states of the TDFR and the recognition of them by the Ottomans, the 

federation collapsed.  

As a result, a peace treaty was signed with the Armenians on May 31, 1918, with the 

Georgians on June 3 and with the Azerbaijanis on June 4. With the agreements, the Georgian 

side accepted the transfer of Batumi, Akhalkalak, Akhiska and Ardahan to the Turks, but later in 

an additional statement issued by the Georgians also stated the need for multilateral negotiations 

to determine the borders. Under the terms of the agreement with Armenia, the Armenians 

accepted the transfer of Uchmuadzin and Alexandropol to the Turks and agreed to limit the 

borders around Yerevan. Unlike the others, the agreement with the Azerbaijani side was more 

partnership, Agreements with other states also included a provision on the security of the 

Turkish-Muslim population. In addition, in accordance with Article 4 of the Batum Treaty, the 

Azerbaijani side could, if necessary, use Ottoman assistance to maintain law and order. Historian 

and researcher Tadeusz Swietochowski interprets these ideas as follows:  

“Each of the three states signed a separate treaty of peace and friendship with Turkey on 

June 4. Unlike Armenia, which lost 4 thousand square meters. km of territory or Georgia, which 

was forced to leave two regions, in the Azerbaijani-Ottoman agreement the word "friendship" 

has a certain real basis.74” 

Analysis of the South Caucasus issue from the context of national interest: 

With the outbreak of the First World War and the failure of the Ottoman state on the 

Caucasus front in the early years of the war, the withdrawal of a number of territories from 
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eastern Anatolia, including Erzincan, increased the threat of the disintegration of the Empire. The 

Ottomans were interested in reclaiming their lost territories and creating a buffer zone against 

possible threats from the Caucasus. Because at that time, the number of armies on the Caucasus 

front was also working against the Ottomans (about 1/10)75. In this case, the creation of 

independent states in the Caucasus was one of the best options. It is no coincidence that, as 

mentioned above, the Ottoman Empire was the first state to recognize the independence of the 

Transcaucasian Commissariat, the TDFR, as well as Georgia, Armenia and Azerbaijan. 

With the Bolsheviks coming to power in Russia, the ruling regime had to decide on 

Russia's withdrawal from the war, based on the insistence of the local people, who were tired of 

the war. As a follow-up, the Russians signed a truce with the Ottomans in Erzincan, announcing 

that the Russians would leave the region within three months. In this regard, the Russians 

opposed the transfer of the territory to the Ottomans and demanded the creation of new states in 

the territories to be vacated. As a result, the establishment of new states in the region is in the 

interests of both parties, so there are no restrictions on this issue. 

Concerned about the strengthening of the Turks in the region after the Brest-Litovsk 

peace with the Russians, Germany, an ally of the Ottomans, expressed support for the Georgians 

in the region and said it would prevent the Ottomans from capturing the Caucasus in exchange 

for Baku oil76. 

As mentioned above, the initial ideas and opinions of the Azerbaijani delegation were 

aimed only at gaining autonomy within Russia, but later, with the massacre of Muslims and the 

silence of the leadership in this area, these views were replaced by the idea of independence. 

Since the Turks are the most optimal ally in this direction, perhaps the most interested party in 

the Ottoman arrival in the Caucasus was the Azerbaijani representation.   
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3.2. Ottoman-Azerbaijani relations during the period of the Azerbaijan Democratic 

Republic 

With the proclamation of the Azerbaijan Democratic Republic, there were two internal 

disagreements. One of them was the supporters of the annexation of Azerbaijan to the Ottoman 

Empire, which Ahmad Bey Agaoglu also supported. He explained this by the fact that, given the 

position of the region and the interests of other states, Azerbaijanis should seek help from the 

Ottomans, who are more experienced in this field. The second opinion was those who supported 

independence, and those who supported this idea under the leadership of Rasulzade 

wholeheartedly supported the need to establish an independent Azerbaijani state77.  

As a result, the establishment of independent states in the South Caucasus and the 

conclusion of a peace treaty with the Ottoman Empire laid the foundation for the second stage of 

Ottoman-Azerbaijani relations - bilateral friendly relations. Thus, the Ottoman state, taking into 

account the settlement of relations with the Caucasus by actual force, also formalized it with the 

signed Batum Treaty. However, the declaration of official independence required the solution of 

problems such as its actual provision and preservation. For this reason, based on Article 4 of the 

Batum Treaty, M.A. Rasulzade asked the Ottomans for military assistance and assistance in 

preventing the massacres of Muslims in the Caucasus and ensuring the actual power in the 

country. During this period, the forces under the leadership of Nuru Pasha managed to liberate 

the areas up to Ganja (even before the Batum Treaty). Receiving the information, Anvar Pasha 

ordered to send the 5th Caucasian Division to Ganja. It should be noted that the entry of Ottoman 

forces into Ganja and the unification under the leadership of Nuru Pasha worried the Russian 

leadership, the Turkish representation in Russia was informed that the provisions of the 

previously signed agreement were not observed and demanded to stop the movement. For this 

reason, Anvar Pasha, who did not want to increase foreign pressure, said at a meeting with M.A. 

Rasulzadeh that the army sent should be called the Caucasian Islamic Army. In other words, the 

idea that "the army moving here is not the Ottoman army, but voluntary assemblies" was 

agreed78.  
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It should be noted that at that time, Enver Pasha was giving orders to the generals in two 

forms, taking into account the conflict of interests between the Germans and the Caucasus and 

the dissatisfaction of the Allies and the Russians with the advance of the army in this direction. 

One of them was general, that is, telegrams that could be seen by the Germans or others who 

need to be, and the other was secret. The same decision was made in the above-mentioned issue. 

After meeting with Rasulzade in Istanbul, he sent a telegram to the leadership of the army in the 

Caucasus on the cessation of operations, the return of the Turkish army, then a secret letter was 

sent stating the need to liberate Baku, saying that they would continue and ignore the first 

telegram79. 

With the relocation of the National Council from Tbilisi to Ganja on June 16, 1918, the 

issue of the liberation of Baku became even more urgent. However, due to the crisis, the 

government has been delayed in the direction of Baku. The reason was Nuru Pasha's distrust of 

F. Khoyski's government. Although Nuru Pasha, who was sent here only for military assistance, 

was told not to interfere in political affairs, on the contrary, he made some interventions80. As a 

result of this mistrust, which stemmed from the democratic decisions of the Musavat leadership 

and the influence of some political groups who were dissatisfied with being leftist, the functions 

of the National Council had to be handed over to the interim government untill parliament was 

formed. 

Although Baku was then in the hands of the Council of People's Commissars under the 

leadership of the Bolsheviks, the Armenians had to ask for help from the British after the 

leadership of the CPC left the city due to the successful actions of the Caucasian Islamic Army. 

The British, interested in Baku oil, led by General Lionel Dunsterville, entered the city with 

2,000 soldiers to capture Baku. As a result, a one-month Central Caspian dictatorship was 

established in Baku under the leadership of the British. However, this did not prevent the 

liberation of Baku, and although the first attempts failed, the Caucasian Islamic Army, which 

defeated the British on September 15, entered Baku. Also among the fighters were Turkish 

soldiers captured during the Russo-Ottoman war and escaped from a prison on the island of 

Nargin. Today, "Turkish graves" remain in many regions of Azerbaijan in connection with the 
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Turks who fought valiantly on the road from Ganja to Baku. Although the regions where many 

of them are located are unknown, after the restoration of Azerbaijan's independence (1991) the 

estimated locations of the graves were determined and immortalized81.  

With the liberation of Baku, the ADR government was relocated here on September 17. 

Since Baku was very important both as an administrative and political center, its liberation was 

necessary in state-building. Also, the economic importance of oil at that time made Baku 

invaluable for the newly formed ADR. 

However, the joy of ensuring de facto power in the country with the Turkish-Azerbaijani 

union did not last long. During the First World War, the defeat of the Ottomans to the British in 

Mesopotamia and the signing of the Treaty of Mudros on October 30 prevented the presence of 

the Turkish army in the Caucasus82. Thus, according to the terms of the agreement, the Ottoman 

army was to be withdrawn from Baku within a week, from Azerbaijan within a month, and not to 

prevent the allies from entering Baku.  

Although the Azerbaijani delegation sent several appeals to the Ottoman side on this 

issue, the result did not change. The defeat of the Ottoman state already called into question its 

existence. To A. Topchubashov's appeal to the Ottoman naval commander Nabi Bey, he 

responded by saying: "If we did not accept the conditions, we would have to say goodbye to the 

future of existence of the Turkish state. If you wanted to help, you could be destroyed.83" 

Abdullah Pasha's use of the phrase "now you are on your own" in a letter to A. Topchubashov on 

November 25 was also an indication of how difficult the issue was for the Ottomans. 

Taking all this into account, A. Topchubashov stated that ADR has to be recognised by 

other states, mainly by allies. Only in that way independence can be maintained against 

aggression of Russia84. 

For this reason, steps have been taken to normalize relations with neighboring Iran, 

Georgia, Armenia and Russia. The Azerbaijani side also sent a delegation to be represented and 
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to be achieved of recognition at the Paris Peace Conference on the results of the First World 

War. As a result of the success of diplomatic activity and representation, the de facto recognition 

of Azerbaijan was achieved on January 11, 1920. This news was greeted with great joy by the 

Ottomans and congratulatory letters were sent to the Azerbaijani representation there. In 

addition, an agreement was signed in 1920 to normalize relations with Iran, and the parties were 

de jure recognized each other. The parliament has also drafted a plan to open embassies in six 

European countries and the United States, which will send representatives to Paris, London, 

Geneva, Rome, Warshaw and Washington. It should be noted that, during its existence, the 

authorized representatives of the ADR operated in Iran, Turkey, Armenia, Georgia, Dagestan, 

Ukraine, Crimea and Central Asia85. 

At the time of these processes in Azerbaijan, the territories of the Ottoman state were 

being divided, and the struggle against it under the leadership of M.K.Ataturk continued. It is no 

coincidence that at that time Turkey's struggle against Western powers was bringing it closer to 

Soviet Russia. Thus, the fact that Soviet Russia, which supported the Turks in this war, did not 

get along well with the West, united the interests of both sides. The efforts of the Azerbaijani 

side to establish relations with the West in this area are also noteworthy. It is no coincidence that, 

given both factors, it is clear that the Turkish side remained silent during Azerbaijan's annexation 

to Soviet Russia during this period. However, even in this case, Turkey hoped that Azerbaijan 

would be a coordinator in relations with Soviet Russia. Because the axis of future aid and 

cooperation to Turkey will pass through the Caucasus, Turkey had to prefer Soviet Azerbaijan, 

which is in the interests of both sides – Turkey and Russia, instead of independent Azerbaijan, 

which has hostile relations with the Soviet Union. 

Despite its 23-month existence, the ADR has left a deep mark on the formation of the 

national identities of Azerbaijanis. In particular, the unconditional support of the Ottoman state 

in this area and its continuation to prevent foreign interference is one of the events that will not 

be forgotten for a long time. 

The two countries cooperated not only in the military but also in the cultural sphere. In 

addition to the Batum Treaty, the Ottomans and ADR signed two agreements on trade, taxes and 
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borders. According to the decision of the ADR, many teachers from the Ottoman Empire were 

invited to work in the field of lack of pedagogical staff in the establishment of universities, as 

well as in the field of teaching Turkish and other subjects in schools86. 

Stories and poems are written about the arrival of the Caucasian Islamic Army in the 

country and the losses suffered here for Azerbaijan. According to some sources, the poem 

"Laleler"(Tulips) written by the poet Aslan Aslanov was also dedicated to the army led by Nuru 

Pasha (at that time, Turkish soldiers wore red hats)87. 

As a result, we can say that the relations between the two countries during this period 

were outside the context of national interests, that is, they were more related to national identity.  

In other words, it is normal for Anvar Pasha to want to strengthen the Ottoman position in the 

Caucasus, and then to have a plan for the ADR to join the Ottomans. However, the rescue of 

Turkish soldiers captured during the First World War from the island of Nargin by Azerbaijanis 

after the Russian Revolution and their support for the liberation of Baku is not related to the 

order which came from the leadership. Or the fact that Azerbaijanis fought with the Turks in the 

Battle of Canakkale in 1915. Here the only motivating factor may be national identity, ie there is 

no need to refer to any official order or command. 
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3.3. Turkish-Azerbaijani relations during the Soviet period 

The Soviet period can be considered the coldest in terms of Turkish-Azerbaijani 

relations. During this period, relations between the two sides were sharply framed by the 

totalitarian regime and all means were used against the possibility of possible cooperation.  

In April, 1920, the situation in Russia had stabilized and the Bolshevik government had 

strengthened. The turn has come to reunite the territories previously separated from Tsarist 

Russia. Unanswered calls of the Azerbaijan Democratic Republic seeking to establish relations 

with the West and receive support from the Allies, also, at that time, the West's lack of interest in 

Russia's disintegration paved the way for the Bolsheviks88. 

After the 11th Red Army approached the northern borders and the Bolsheviks seized 

strategic points in Baku, they gave a note to the Azerbaijani government demanding the transfer 

of power to the Bolsheviks. As a result, the Soviet government was established in Azerbaijan 

with the transfer of power to the Bolsheviks by a majority vote at a meeting of the Parliament 

under pressure. Although the Azerbaijani SSR was officially declared a separate entity, it was 

directly subordinated to Moscow. Although it maintained its physical existence until 1922, it was 

put to an end in the same year with the establishment of the USSR and the inclusion of 

Azerbaijan in the USSR89. 

Ataturk's response to the collapse of the ADR and the establishment of the Soviet regime 

was "Azerbaijan's joy is our joy and Azerbaijan's sorrow is our sorrow."90 In the first years of the 

establishment of the Azerbaijani SSR,Russian-Turkish relations was  created good conditions for 

maintaining Turkish-Azerbaijani relations at a certain level. As the 1920s were a period of 

struggle for the Turks and Turkey's material / resource needs were increasing as a result of its 

efforts to retain only Anadolu  from the Ottoman lands. During this period, the main mediator in 

meeting the material needs of the Turks, as predicted by Ataturk before, was the Azerbaijani 

SSR. 
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During this period, in response to Turkey's material and resource needs, Narimanov sent 

500 kg of gold, gasoline and oil. He then uses the phrase "brother does not lend to brother" in 

response to a request for a loan. Also, during this period, for example, the appointment of 

Ibrahim Abilov as ambassador of the Azerbaijani SSR to Turkey (in terms of representation by a 

local nation) was important in terms of relations, but this process lasted until 1922. 

One of the most important issues of this period was the warm development of relations 

between M.K.Ataturk and V.I. Lenin, and for this reason, in the beginning, Soviet Russia did not 

pursue a sharp policy towards Azerbaijan91. Thus, as a result of Turkey's efforts, in order to 

prevent future territorial claims of Armenians, Russia and Turkey signed the Moscow and Kars 

Agreements in 1921, which also confirms that Nakhchivan is an autonomous region within 

Azerbaijan and does not make concessions to any third state92.  

However, this was not enough to prevent the policy of partition pursued by Soviet Russia 

against Azerbaijan, and in 1921 the upper part of the Zangazur region, and in 1929-31 the lower 

part was given to the Armenian SSR. Also, in the 1920s, the territory of Armenia, bordering on 

Yerevan, was gradually expanded with lands taken from the western parts of Azerbaijan. Along 

with Goycha and Zangazur, the borders of Armenia gradually extended to Karabakh93. 

With the closure of the Azerbaijani SSR in Moscow's foreign policy in 1922 to the 

Moscow administration, the process of Sovietization had already passed to the next stage. After 

that, the life in exile had began for the missions of the ADR abroad, as well as for the diplomatic 

delegation sent to the Paris Peace Conference. Most of the missions abroad had to turn their pass 

to Turkey, a brotherly country, and live and work here. 

In general, when analyzing the Azerbaijani-Turkish relations in the Soviet period, it is 

necessary to take into account a number of factors that influence this. The first of them, of 

course, is Azerbaijan's annexation to the USSR and the seizure of opportunities for independent 

foreign policy. Since almost all the steps taken in this area are calculated by the center, it is 

impossible to talk about individual relations. During World War II, Turkey's neutrality but at the 

same time pursuing a foreign policy with both German and Soviets bilateral agreements, 
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followed by rapprochement with the West, weakened Turkish-Soviet relations and, 

consequently, weakened Turkish-Azerbaijani relations. Also, Turkey's membership to the NATO 

in 1952, on the one hand, guaranteed the country's security, and on the other hand, further 

weakened relations with the USSR.  

This period was one of the factors that led to the division of the world into a bipolar 

system and the implementation of policies through the prism of more realism, as a result of 

which national and cultural ties took a back seat.  

At the end of the chapter, the summary of relation in 20th century, the liberation of Baku 

by Ottoman forces is the most vivid example of cooperation between the two countries. The 

Azerbaijani side without hesitates to declare that it is not only about cooperation, but also about a 

helping hand extended to by brotherhood Turkey in the Azerbaijan struggle for independence. 

Nevertheless, analysis of the history of Azerbaijan and Turkey proves that relations were 

built not only on ideas and identity. Although both sides were very much inspired by Turkism in 

the beginning, they were also pragmatic. The Ottomans were interested in expanding their 

empire to the east, to create a buffer-free zone, and with a passion, they wanted to get rich Baku 

oil. Azerbaijan saw in the Ottomans the guarantor of their independence and a strong reliable 

ally. The common enemy represented by the Armenians was another strong factor contributing to 

the development of relations and the rapprochement of the countries.94 

However, as the study shows, the elites of the two countries did not always agree. The 

Ottomans did not want a completely independent Azerbaijan, which was opposed by the ideas of 

the Azerbaijani elite.95 After the defeat of the Ottoman Empire, Azerbaijan lost its security 

guarantor. The 2 year-long first republic lost its independence and was occupied by the 

Bolsheviks. 

Formations in 1923 Kemalist Turkey, completely refrained from imperialist policies 

towards the East, although Turkish nationalism was one of the principles of Kemalist ideology. 
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Ataturk's nationalism was neither ethnic, but based on exclusivism.96 Most of all, it was a policy 

in which the main function was to form a nation within the borders of the Turkish republic. 

In parallel with this, Turkey's foreign policy was guided by Ataturk's idea of "Yurtta 

Sulh, Cihanda Sulh" ("Peace at home, peace in the world").97 This foreign policy focused on 

Turkey itself and limited its influence on neighboring countries. 

However, there were exceptions to Turkish policy. Nationalists retained an interest in the 

Turkic idea, as did some of the center-right. It is worth noting Suleyman Demirel, one of the 

main actors in Turkish foreign policy in the 1990s, visited the Soviet Union and Baku in 1967.98 

Demirel paid attention to economic and cultural cooperation, but most of all this policy was 

oriented towards Moscow's reaction. However, until the collapse of the Soviet Union in the early 

1990s, Turkey had no policy-making towards the Turkic-speaking Soviets republic. This 

disinterest faced Turkey in a situation for which they were not prepared. The response of 

President Turgut Ozal in 1989 to the question about the Karabakh dispute is indicative. His 

response: "Shiite Muslims, the Azerbaijanis were ―closer to Iran than to us"  showed early 

Turkey policy towards to Azerbaijan.99 

Despite this, the similarities between the early 20th century and the late 1980s should not 

be overlooked. Within the Turkish political elite, an interest in Azerbaijan began and most of all 

it was made by society. Thus, the forces in the Turkish political sphere in the late 1980s and 

early 1990s had romantic associations with Azerbaijan. In part, this romanticism kept the 

relationship at levels that are difficult to explain with political pragmatism.100 

Professor Jamil Hasanli summarized the results of the Turkish-Azerbaijani relations that 

developed at the beginning of the century. As he mentions the historical experience of 1918-

1920 retained its significance against the background of the realities of the late 1980s - early 

1990s.101 İdentity based ideas took part in the formation and movements of the struggle of the 
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freedom  Azerbaijan and remained important in  individuals of  the implementation of the 

foreign policy of Azerbaijan. Confirmation of the importance of this period in the formation of 

the Republic of Azerbaijan is that the national awakening movements took the period of the first 

republic as an ideal model, and it also found its place in the romantic tone Turkish-Azerbaijan 

relations in the begining 1990s. The further chapter will analyze Turkish-Azerbaijan relations the 

period of struggle for independence and the so-called second republic. Jamil Hasanli's 

affirmation about the comparative similarity will be especially proven during the period of 

Elchibey and the Popular Front of Azerbaijan. 
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4. Turkey-Azerbaijan relations at the period of struggle for 

independence and the first years of independence 
 

The end of the Cold War and the collapse of the USSR, along with the independence of 

the new states in the Eurasia, led to a new form of struggle between East and West. This 

tendency is also interpreted in a special way in the system of theory of international relations. 

According to some theorists, such as S. Huntington, this will be accompanied by an increase in 

intercultural conflicts and the expansion of hotbeds of conflict102.  On the other hand, according 

to Fukuyama, one of the proponents of the idea, the replacement of the bipolar system with a 

unipolar system should have led to the "end of history"103, ie the end of the war. However, in 

contrast to both approaches, the process of disintegration of the USSR in the Eurasian space, on 

the one hand, while the process of friendship and cooperation is developing, on the other hand, 

it resulted in the triggering of ethnic conflict of Nagorno-Karabakh in Azerbaijan, Transnistria in 

Moldova, Abkhazia and Ossetia in Georgia104.  

The Azerbaijan was one of the states that regained its independence after the collapse 

of the USSR. Like a number of states, Azerbaijan has had to live the joy of freedom in the face of 

measures and threats taken against its sovereignty. This part of the study will discuss the 

processes taking place in the country and the region on the eve of independence in Azerbaijan, 

as well as analyze the success of the steps taken to preserve it in the first years after 

independence. The role of the Turkey on the processes in Azerbaijan and its relations with 

independent Azerbaijan will be analyzed in this area. 

4.1. Struggle for the independence of Azerbaijan and Turkey’s foreign policy 

After Gorbachev was elected General Secretary of the Communist Party of the Soviet 

Union in 1985, we can say that a turning point in relations with the West had begun. The policy 

                                                             
102 J.Steans,L.Pettiford,T.Diez, I. El-Anis, An Introduction to International Relations Theory Perspectives and 
Themes, Third edition, 2010, p.5 
103 J.Steans,L.Pettiford,T.Diez, I. El-Anis, An Introduction to International Relations Theory Perspectives and 
Themes, Third edition, 2010, p.28 
104 Kamrava, Mehran, State-Building in Azerbaijan: The Search for Consolidation, Middle East Journal, 2001, Vol. 
55, No. 2, p. 220 



 

53 
 

of "Perestroika and Glasnost" pursued by Gorbachev after coming to power has played a special 

role in this process105. Thus, the application of this policy in the past, after the general principles 

of international law adopted at the OSCE Helsinki Meeting106, has led to the expansion of the 

wave of democratic development in the republics. However, this process also gave impetus to 

the strengthening of the ideas of national liberation movement in the nations within the 

Union107. Thus, the disintegration of the multi-ethnic state has become inevitable, as the use of 

resources in this area during the Cold War, which led to an arms race with the United States, 

weakened the Union economically and, as a result, increased dissatisfaction. 

However, in the second half of the 1980s, two main features were felt in Turkish foreign 

policy: one of them was marked by the development of nationalism in the manifestation of 

Ataturk's ideas108, on the other hand, it was connected with the East and was accompanied by 

the influence of Islam109. In turn, the first direction was to divide into two directions, modernity 

and integration with the West, and cooperation with the East under the heading of Turkism. 

During this period, Turkish-Azerbaijan relations existed mainly in the cultural sphere and 

were mostly manifested in Azerbaijan under the headings of Turkism and Islamism. Turkey's 

actual ability to influence Azerbaijan has not been so special due to the unstable internal 

situation in Turkey and its efforts to maintain relations with the USSR110. Also, during this 

period, the relations between the two sides were of economic importance, as the USSR-Turkey 

relations were more important than the Azerbaijani-Turkish relations. Other issues are limited 

by authorities of Union. 

In addition to the above, the political situation in Azerbaijan at that time was not so 

good. Thus, the appointment of representatives of other nationalities to leadership positions, 

the implementation of a tough policy in contrast to the disclosure of democratic ideas in official 
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decisions, persecution of political leaders of the nation, filled patience and, as a result, 

expanded the national movements111.  

The second half of the 1980s played a special role in the perception and formation of 

national identity, especially in Azerbaijan. The intellectuals of that time devoted their works to 

such topics as language, culture, and the national heritage of Azerbaijan. Also, in the 

discussions on the history of the nation, the idea that history goes as far as Caucasian Albania, 

the ideas of North-South Azerbaijan were revolt112. It is no coincidence that the names of the 

organizations established at that time also included national identities. Already in 1987 national 

organizations were established in Azerbaijan such as Yurd (Land), Vatan (Homeland), Chanlibel 

(one of the territories mentioned in the Koroghlu epos, one of the national epics of Azerbaijan), 

“Müstəqillər” (Independents), “Tərəqqi” (Progress), “Qala” (Castle), "Aşıq Ələsgər" (famous 

poet), "Ozan" (poet)113. 

Another factor that gave impetus to the national movement was the policy pursued by 

the Armenian SSR in the regarding to Nagorno-Karabakh. At that time, with the mediation of 

the Armenians, who were brought to many high positions, destructive activities were gaining 

momentum in the country, both politically and nationally114. On the other hand, these events 

created favorable conditions for the Armenians living in Karabakh to gain independence. Thus, 

the event that gave impetus to the events and, according to some, the beginning of the 

liberation movement, began with the destruction of the Topkhana forest by Armenians, which 

is considered a material / spiritual example of Azerbaijan115. The purposeful coverage of this 

event by the media caused a wave of protests among the population. 

Another point is that with Gorbachev’s soft policy, along with the growth of ideas of 

Miatsum (Unification) in Armenia as well as Azerbaijan, It also created conditions for the 
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growth of hopes for the annexation of Nagorno-Karabakh to Armenia 116. In 1987, after the 

proposal to transfer these territories to the Armenian SSR did not receive a positive response, a 

wave of protests by Armenians began in the country. At the same time, the first wave of the 

ethno-national conflict between Azerbaijanis and Armenians began, accompanied by the 

mutual expulsion of Azerbaijanis and Armenians. 

However, the holding of an anti-Azerbaijani rally in Armenia on February 19, 1988 to 

consider the status of the Nagorno-Karabakh resulted in the start of demonstrations in 

Azerbaijan. The rallies, which continued in the form of small clashes, became mass after the 

"Sumgait pogrom".117 

All these points were first launched in Azerbaijan under the slogans "Solution of the 

Karabakh issue", "Prevention of Armenian aggression", and then continued with the slogans 

"independence", "freedom", "democracy" and led to the beginning of national movement. 

The continuation of the process in this form was supported by the national movement, 

the Azerbaijan Popular Front, which were previously represented weak union by Baku 

intelligentsia, led to the formation of more organized party118.  

As the Communist Party began to weaken, the Popular Front of Azerbaijan became a 

leading political force. From the early statements of the organizations, it was a reformist liberal 

organization fully supporting of Gorbachev early policy for democratization of society.119 The 

paramount thing in this is that there were no calls for Azerbaijan's independence from the 

USSR. However, by the end of 1989, the Popular Front sufer a split and radicalization. Program 

of PFA clearly representing of idea independence. Restoring independence to the legacy of the 

First Republic, the program provided for the restoration of the tricolor flag, the national anthem 
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and the desire to reunite with the legacy of the Musavat party of 1918-1920 within the 

ideological basis of the movement.120  

Moreover, the radicalization of the organization is fully consistent with the raising of 

ethnic conflict between Armenians and Azerbaijanis. For example, in that time the chairman 

Elchibey starting promoting, the main ideas of PFA orientation of the Pan-Turkism ideas. He 

says, "behind the establishment of the Popular Front of Azerbaijan is to secure full sovereignty 

and independence for Azerbaijan with a view to establishing the Turkish Republic of Democratic 

Azerbaijan."121  However, the introduction Kemalist ideas, according to Elchibey, does not 

involve integration with Turkey. According to him, "Turkey's moral support will be enough for 

us."122 

Such organization and mass character of rallies, in turn, forced Union to take measures, 

and as a result, on January 19, 1990, the Supreme Soviet of the USSR decided to declare a state 

of emergency and martial law in Baku on January 20.  

Prior to the events, Turkish Foreign Minister Mesut Yilmaz called on the USSR leadership 

to exercise restraint in stabilizing the situation in the region: 

“The Turkish nation, which feels a natural affinity for the Azeris with whom they share 

the same language and culture, is watching developments there with a special sensitivity” he 

told the Anatolian News Agency123. 

Despite this call from the Turkish side, the USSR government did not back down from its 

plan and continued its preparations to the military deployment. Upon learning of the incident, 

the Turkish population did not remain silent on the issue, and about 20,000 Turks protested 
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against Soviet violence in Igdir alone124. Along with Igdir, protests continued to rise in Taksim 

Square in Istanbul and other main cities of Turkey125. In these events, the USSR's goal was to 

under control the chaotic situation and to silence the feelings of people. 

Despite the course of events, the Turkish side said that the issue was an internal affair of 

the USSR and did not intend to strain relations, but expressed concern that such a process 

would take place126.  

On January 23, 1990, MP Sabri Aras addressed the Parliament and stated that "the Red 

Army stained Azerbaijan with blood.", and in a telephone conversation with Azerbaijan, he 

stated that heard the phrase of "We don't want anything from you, just make our voice heard 

in the world community." 

Another MP, Kazim Ozev, also criticized the Ozal's indifference and reluctance to take 

action, saying that Azerbaijanis were "Turks and of Turkish descent."127 All this, no matter how 

much interference in official relations was avoided, showed that the processes in the region in 

Turkey were closely monitored and attempts were made to provide moral support to 

Azerbaijanis. 

Seeing that the events became uncontrollable, the USSR leadership aimed to take 

control of the situation by appointing Ayaz Mutallibov instead of A. Vazirov, who was leading 

Azerbaijan at that time. However, this decision was not a reason to calm down the national 

spirit. At First, Mutallibov had to side with the people and the Popular Front, and he joined the 

Moscow criticsm of the military operation against Baku. However, he was forced to tone down 

his criticism due to his close ties to Moscow. He no longer supported the political promotes by 

Popular Front that stronger independence claims. In May 1990, he took advantage of the 

martial law to become as the first President of Azerbaijan SSR without opposition. After the 

failed August Coup in 1991, which was supported by the Mutallibov, he had to officially 
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recognize the independence of Azerbaijan from the de-facto disintegration of the Soviet Union. 

After his victory, the Constitutional Act on Azerbaijan's independence was adopted at a meeting 

of the Supreme Soviet of Azerbaijan on October 18 under the leadership of A. Mutallibov, who 

estimated the process of the collapse of the USSR, and Mutallibov became the first president of 

independent of Azerbaijan. 

4.2. Turkey-Azerbaijan relations in the first years of independence 

 Earlier, Turkey's not receiving positive respond to its application for membership to the 

European Union has led to the strengthening of the wave of ideas Turkism and Islamism in the 

country128. Also, with the collapse of the USSR, Turkey, which had lost some of its importance in 

the West-East struggle feeling excaptation, had to start looking for new alternatives in foreign 

policy. The realist policy of the period no longer seemed so effective in foreign policy. Events 

continued to become more complex, motivated not only by rational behaviors determined by 

national interest, but also by identity, language, religion, and values that led to irrational 

behaviors which can be redefined through political and social processes129. In this area, while 

nationalism continued to grow in Turkey, dissatisfied with the lack of relations with the West, 

the independence of the Turkic states in the Caucasus and Central Asia raised hopes that 

Turkey could play an important role in the Eurasia. 

It is no coincidence that in the process of official recognition of the newly independent 

Turkic states, Turkey's special enthusiasm was already felt in December 1991, the 

independence of all Turkic states was officially recognized130. The choice of relations with 

Azerbaijan among the Turkic states was the closeness of both sides nationally, culturally and 

geographically, as well as the importance of Azerbaijan in neutralizing the role of Russia and 
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Iran in the Caucasus. However, the development of these relations and the degree of closeness 

were affected by the foreign policy course on both sides131. 

The period of Ayaz Mutallibov, the country's first president, is understandable 

characterized by his pro-Russian policy. Thus, it is safe to say that Mutallibov had a special role 

in Azerbaijan's accession to the CIS, which was established after the collapse of the USSR to 

unite the post-Soviet states in one organization and maintain Russian influence. Of course, the 

economic, political and military independence of Azerbaijan, a newly created state in this area, 

did not seem possible, at least in terms of resources. In this regard, membership in the 

organization seems reasonable in a sense. One of Mutallibov's main benefits during his short 

presidency was his ability to prevent threats from the north, albeit temporarily, as a result of 

his pro-Russian policy132. However, there was no such guarantee in the West over Nagorno-

Karabakh conflict with Armenia. On the other hand, Armenia's desire to move forward in this 

area was also part of the struggle for independence. The fact that both sides have a common 

territory raises the question of who will have that territory in case of division. 

As for relations with Turkey, after the declaration of independence, the Prime Minister 

of Azerbaijan Hasan Hasanov visited Turkey to discuss the issue of recognition and met with his 

counterpart Mesut Yilmaz, and the recognition process was successful133.  

In this regard, the fact that Turkey was the first state to recognize its independence also 

revealed a number of contradictions. Thus, Turkey, trying not to damage relations with Russia, 

had to "resolve" the recognition in a common direction. Another point was that the reluctance 

of Western countries, especially the United States, to approach the recognition process was 

creating a contradiction for Turkey, which has good relations with them134. The third was 

related to the situation in Azerbaijan. Thus, although the government, especially A. Mutallibov, 

was in favor of establishing economic relations, the opposition, especially members of the 

Popular Front Party, supported political recognition and closer cooperation. 
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On the other hand the Azerbaijani side was interested in recognizing independence for 

several purposes. The first was to establish bilateral relations and meet the need for cultural 

"Turkey-Azerbaijan" ties. The second was to accelerate the process of recognition by other 

countries, taking advantage of Turkey's influence in the region. The last was related to the 

provision of Nakhchivan, which remained in the enclave with the separation of Armenia and 

Azerbaijan from the USSR135. 

With the mutual recognition, the relevant equipment for the broadcasting of Turkish 

Television in Azerbaijan was secured and a direct telephone line was provided. Food aid was 

also sent to Nakhchivan to address the third issue (in this case Aliyev's special relationship with 

Suleyman Demirel undenable). 

However, the failure of Mutallibov's government, which is not interested in establishing 

such a close relations with Turkey and prefers a unilateral foreign policy, to achieve a successful 

political line in both domestic and foreign policy has led to growing dissatisfaction and 

strengthening the opposition136. 

Contrary to Mutallibov's assumptions that the Karabakh could be kept in Azerbaijan in 

accordance with pro-Russian policy, Nagorno-Karabakh Defence units, strengthened by 

increasing supplies from Armenian mainland, attacked Khojaly on the night of February 25-26, 

1992. Armenian militants attacked the areas inhabited by Azerbaijanis. After the rumours of 

participation of the 366th Regiment of Russia in the process was determined, it became clear 

that Mutallibov's line in foreign policy was ineffective. "Khojaly" events led to nation-building 

movements and turn to critical moment in contemporary history of Azerbaijan and main reason 

of fall Mutallibov government."137.  

Also, Azerbaijanis did not anticipate such brutality between the two nations living 

together for many years, and no measures were taken against them. Thomas De Waal who 
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research Nagorno-Karabakh conflict in that period put the following statement below which 

was dictated by Serj Sarkisyan on the “Khojaly massacre”: 

“Before Khojaly, the Azerbaijanis thought that they were joking with us, they thought 

that the Armenians were people who could not raise their hand against the civilian population. 

We were able to break that(stereotype). And that’s what happened”. This statement means 

that even Armenians didn’t predict such a violation could be happening at that period. 

Statement also shows that Armenian side used those phrase as a tool that it was used to show 

that the genocide was not deliberately planned by them138. 

Even during a visit to Turkey, Mutallibov was asked about the tensions and gave the 

following answer: 

“No. I do not think so. Although there are tensions between the two republics, there will 

be no real war and it is unlikely. Because the government and the state will never allow it ... 139” 

On the contrary, as the situation worsened, Mutallibov's government, seeking to rectify 

the situation, had to turn its face to the West until it could gain Russia's support. International 

organizations were asked to support mediation in the settlement of the Karabakh conflict and 

to publicize the issue. As a result, Azerbaijan became a member of the United Nations on March 

2, 1992140. The internationalization of the conflict in this area can be considered commendable. 

However, neither the OSCE nor the UN was able to influence the solution of the problem and 

resulted in an increase in the number of supporters of the Popular Front. Another point in the 

growth of the Popular Front Party, especially A. Aliyev's (Elchibey) supporters, was the support 

of Turkey, which saw Mutallibov's failed policy.141 
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Due to disappointment with the policy pursued by Russia, Azerbaijan saw an example in 

Ankara, a model for Turkish style state-building, within viable free-market economy and 

supporting from Turkey for resolving Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. 

4.3. Turkey-Azerbaijan Relations During the Rule of the Popular Front of Azerbaijan 

 The choice of the first president A. Mutallibov, who was elected after the restoration of 

independence, in foreign policy, unilateral political course and failure of the settlement of the 

internal situation, the lack of attention to army building, created conditions for the 

strengthening of opposition forces. Continued failures on the Karabakh front the loss of Shusha 

and Lachin on May 9 and 18, respectively, ensured the unification of the physical borders of the 

occupied territories with Armenia. Shusha's important strategic position in Karabakh and, more 

importantly, its spiritual value for Azerbaijanis, has led to growing resentment against the 

government and the idea of "selling" the territories. Also, the continuation of the process has 

resulted in Turkey's support for the opposition142. Azerbaijan's open foreign policy towards 

Russia has been sharply criticized by the Popular Front, especially after the Soviet military 

attack on Baku on January 20, 1990 and Azerbaijan's accession to the Russian-led 

Commonwealth of Independent States. Unsurprisingly, public anger and Russia's influence over 

his presidency, Armenia's military successes in Karabakh, and the Khojaly massacre by 

Armenian forces in February 1992.143 Consecutive events took place in the form of ideas of 

nationalism and national revival in foreign policy. Nationalist sentiments and marginal groups 

(Grey Wolves) came to power. For this reason, this issues played a catalyst role for fall short 

presidency of Mutallibov. 
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4.3.1.Development of Turkey-Azerbaijan relations during the presidency of A. Elchibey 

In the elections held on June 7, 1992, the leader of the Popular Front Party A. Aliyev 

(Elchibey)  was elected President with 60% of the vote144. Elchibey which has been dissident  an 

arrested in the past for being critics of Soviets politics. 

It is no coincidence that Elchibey, who embraced the ideas of pan-Turkism, showed 

special devotion to Turkey, and aimed to establish a "Unified Azerbaijan" (Butov Azərbaycan) by 

uniting the lands of North and South Azerbaijan, made his first official visit to Turkey after being 

elected president145.  

When Elchibey took power, the political situation in the country became complicated. 

At the same time, the Russian threat from the north, the conflict over Nagorno-Karabakh, 

Elchibey's unilateral policy of Turkism achieve political unity with Turkey resulted in the 

intensification of these threats.  

Of course, when analyzing the Elchibey period, we see that some progress has been 

made in the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. Thus, with the formation of military forces, success has 

been achieved on a number of fronts, and the pressure of the Armenians has subsided. 

However, the failure of political activity in this area has resulted in the neglect and even 

condemnation of military successes.  It is no coincidence that the struggle for the liberation of 

lands in the Karabakh war was not well received by the West due to insufficient coverage and 

resulted in the application of the 907th US Amendment to the Freedom Support Act against 

Azerbaijan due to Armenia's military blockade. 

There are several reasons for Turkey's neutral stance in this Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. 

Turkey's NATO membership and the possibility of the conflict being transferred to Turkey in the 

event of foreign intervention could further complicate the situation in the region. It is no 

coincidence that Marshal Yevgeny Shaposhnikov made an appeal to NATO, warning, "Turkey's 
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intervention could create a Third World War."146 The United States, a leading force in NATO, 

also strongly opposed the intervention. 

As a result, Turkey has always had to wait for this subtle line in the settlement of the 

Karabakh conflict. Unlike Turgut Ozal147, pragmatic Suleyman Demirel also said that the 

intervention could be a political mistake, noting the possibility of intervention as follows: "I will 

never do that unless the support of the great powers behind Turkey."148 However, along with 

all the above, political support was provided to Azerbaijan and the Armenian side in the 

Karabakh conflict was officially recognized as an aggressor by Turkey. 

Despite the relations between Turkey and Armenia remain tense due to the issue of the 

Armenian genocide by the Ottoman and the official use of genocide in policy for relations 

between states. Even whit this, it is worth pay attention that Turkey was one of the first 

countries to recognize Armenia's independence after the dissolution of the Soviet Union.149 The 

Turkish authorities have been sensitive about the Karabakh issue even after the disintegrate of 

the Soviet Union and trying to mediation role for resolution of conflict. However, after the 

Khojaly public opinion of Turkey was supported to Azerbaijan in this matter. As a result of the 

continuing Armenian occupation of Karabakh, under pressure from the public and the media, 

the ruling elites of Turkey were forced to take a pro-Azerbaijani position. 

On the other hand, in November 1992, Turkey signed an agreement on the sale 

electricity to Armenia, which caused serious disappointment in Azerbaijan. Only as a result of 

serious protests from Azerbaijani side, the treaty was canceled.150   

After the occupation of Kalbajar on April 3, 1993, Turkey called on Armenia to de-

occupation. However, after the continuation of the Armenian occupation, Turkey side decided 
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to close its borders with Armenia and suspended diplomatic relations.151 In spite of serious 

international pressure on Turkey to open its borders and normalization of relations, Ankara did 

not take the move of opening the border, due the domestic public opinion and position of 

Azerbaijan.  

When it comes to state-building, we can observe the manifestation of democratic 

principles when characterizing the Elchibey period. During this period, the political system and 

the media were allowed to operate freely. As a result of the policy, about 20 political parties, 

including the New Azerbaijan Party founded by Heydar Aliyev, were established. 

In domestic and foreign policy, based on ideas and principles, Elchibey has always put 

forward the Turkish model. During his visit to Turkey, he’s been asked "what are you going to 

do?", in response to the question he stated, "our first path is the path of Mustafa Kemal, then 

we will build our state"152. Elchibey, Kamal's way here also means ensuring the territorial 

integrity of the state, along with the ideas of Turkism, modernity and democracy. It is no 

coincidence that democratic steps have been taken in domestic politics as well, and, as noted 

above, efforts have been made to ensure freedom of thought and expression. 

According to Elchibey, since the domestic policy of the USSR was aimed at the 

dissolution of nations, he always criticized it and tried to eliminate the remnants of this policy 

during his presidency. The Popular Front formulated a nationalistic discourse based on the idea 

of the Turkism of the Azerbaijanis, which underlies the pre-Soviet ethnic and cultural heritage 

of the Azerbaijan Democratic Republic days.153  

 Thus, steps have been taken to switch from the Cyrillic alphabet to Latin, to make the 

state language Turkish and call the nation Turkish. Up to 30 cultural centers have been opened 

to conduct propaganda / agitation work in this area. Another step in this area was taken in 

education, as test examinations were introduced in the university admission process, and 
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several young people were able to be admitted to universities due to their knowledge. Many of 

them were sent to Turkey to study. 

The formation of the Turkism policy arose due to the definition of external enemies, 

that is, Armenians and Russians in the eyes of the Azerbaijani public.154 With this, the PFA 

conceptualized an ideological thesis and nation-building process. Turkism served as an 

instrument of state building and state ideology.  

The Popular Front views Russia and Armenia as a threat for independence. Naturally, 

this domestic policy was reflected in the foreign policy agenda, which by itself provoked Russia 

to support Armenia in the conflict with Azerbaijan.155 It should be underlined that from 1990-

1999 there was not a single visit of the President of Russia to Azerbaijan, which confirm to the 

level of relations during that period.156 

In general, the first part of the Elchibey period can be characterized by some success. 

Here we can note the development of relations with Turkey in a new direction, both culturally 

and politically, as well as the democratic steps taken in state-building and some military 

successes. Under the ideas of Turkism and modernity, the strengthening of national unity in the 

country was ensured, albeit for a short time. Also, although relations were established with 

Turkey during Mutallibov's tenure, the process of opening official representations of Azerbaijan 

in Turkey coincided with the Elchibey period. In April 1992, the embassy and consulates in 

Istanbul and Kars were opened. Negotiations with Turkey began in November 1992 to develop 

trade and economic relations between the two countries, and “the Agreement on Trade and 

Cooperation” entered into force on January 23, 1993157. 
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4.3.2.Turkey's position in the process of the fall of the government of PFA 

Although the Elchibey period of independence began with its own promising ideas and 

proposals, it could not withstand the realities of the time. One of the factors that led to the 

isolation of Azerbaijan was the sharp pro-Turkish political line when he came to power and the 

"Turkey First" approach in foreign policy and the disregard for other political courses. 

Another point is Elchibey's desire to unite "North-South" Azerbaijan, which angered its 

southern neighbor Iran and led Iran to support Armenia rather Azerbaijan158. Also, sharp 

speeches and criticism of communist views prompted Russia to take action against the Elchibey 

government in the north. In this area, they use the forces of pro-Russian Surat Huseynov in 

Ganja. 

Relations with Turkey continued to be damaged by Elchibey's unilateral political line. 

Initially interested in this political line, Turkey, seeing that it was met with concern by both 

Russia and other countries, had to refrain from expressions such as "pan-Turkism", "united 

Turkic world"159. The reason is clear. Strengthening this policy could lead to Russian anger, 

which largely remained main actor in the post-Soviet Turkic countries, and therefore the 

existence of such a political line was considered unacceptable for Russia. Turkey, which 

normalized relations with Russia in 1992, was not interested in such a rift. Turkey also 

supported the settlement of the Karabakh conflict through Russia. For this reason, Elchibey's 

hawkish speeches have led to a decline in relations with Turkey. 

As noted before, another point was that Elchibey's identification of the terms 

"Azerbaijanism" and "Turkism" caused dissatisfaction of other minorities in the country. It is 

true that there was sympathy for the idea of "Turkism" in Azerbaijan, and a large part of the 

population considered themselves such. However, it would not be right to expect a nation that 

has been under Soviet rule for many years, and most importantly, under the influence of 

cooperation and dependence on Russia. It is no coincidence that growing dissatisfaction with 

Elchibey's policy has led to the desire to separate ethnic groups such as Lezgins in the north and 
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Talysh in the south160, and external support to Surat Huseynov, who has concentrated 

paramilitary forces in the Ganja, intented to overthrew Popular Front government together 

with Heydar Aliyev’s comeback. 

Directing the military forces that should be used against the Armenian occupation to 

fight for power caused failures on the front and occupation of Azerbaijan's territory. However, 

one of the main blows to the Elchibey government was the occupation of Kalbajar. Elchibey's 

request for a helicopter from Turkey to evacuate the besieged population, contrary to T. Ozal, 

who said earlier, "This case cannot be solved if we do not show our teeth", was rejected by 

Demirel on the grounds that the process would be assessed as interference in the region, taking 

into account the Russian factor. In the midst of all this, Elchibey's helplessness, unable to find 

support either at home or abroad, led to a gradual decline in the support of the Popular Front.  

Turkey has also refrained from interfering in the above-mentioned events, as it will 

delay the wave and damage international prestige in the international arena against a state 

that is fighting the "Armenian genocide" allegations in a long term161. This period was the 

coming to power of a person capable of establishing normal relations with the countries of the 

region, mainly Russia, which Turkey wanted, and the real candidate here was Heydar Aliyev. 

The establishment of relations with Heydar Aliyev coincided with the blockade of Nakhchivan. 

Thus, while still the chairman of the Supreme Soviet in Nakhchivan, Heydar Aliyev managed to 

establish relations with Turkey especially individual special relations with Suleyman Demirel, 

and thus was able to obtain Turkey's support in meeting Nakhchivan's energy and other needs. 

He was also able to obtain Turkish guarantees against the Armenian intervention in Nakhchivan 

during the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict which is also secured by the 1921 Soviet-Turkey treaties. 

As a result of the above-mentioned processes, Surat Huseynov's support by Russia in 

June 1993 was clearly felt, taking advantage of the growing contradictions in the government. 

In the process, Huseynov, advancing on Baku, wanted to seize power by military coup. Elchibey, 
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who did not have the strength to resist, had to get support from heavy-weight politician Heydar 

Aliyev to resolve the crisis. 

As a result, Elchibey, who lost both his political and leadership reputation, flew to 

Nakhchivan to homeland after Heydar Aliyev's arrival in Baku. Although the reason for 

Elchibey's resignation without any explanation is still unknown, there are several versions. One 

was that he feared that the power struggle would lead to a civil war. Another approach is that 

Elchibey, who is unable to get the necessary support from Turkey, is morally offended. Of 

course, other means of influence are not denied here162. 

As pundit Svante Cornell claim, Elchibey was too Pan-Turkic idealist than the ruling force 

in Ankara. Elchibey's lack of political inexperience made some circles in Turkey regard him as 

destabilizing factor in the region. As facted for this the relationship of Prime Minister Demirel 

more warmer and special with Heydar Aliyev than Elchibey at this period.163 As Thomas Goltz 

noting, the situation that period in Azerbaijan has collapse so much that Ankara began to look 

for an alternative. For Demirel, Heydar Aliyev was an acceptable option. According to Goltz, 

Demirel pushed Elchibey to ask Aliyev to come to Baku and resolve the political jumble. In this 

sense, Ankara played its part in disruption Moscow's plan to place Surat Huseynov in power.164 

But notwithstanding some circles in Turkey perceived the fall of the Elchibey 

government as the loss of Turkey and as the end of the Turkish model of the development of 

post-Soviet countries. This event confirmed the ability of Russia's influence in the internal 

affairs of the former soviet states. 

As the consequence, in June 15, Heydar Aliyev was elected chairman of the Milli Majlis 

and settled relations with Surat Huseynov, who planed to arrive Baku on June 18. The 

subsequent appointment of Huseynov as Prime Minister after Aliyev was elected President 

allows us to assume that power was divided in these negotiations. As a result, first the de-facto, 
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and then de-jure the so-called Second Republic period was terminated, and the period of power 

of the New Azerbaijan Party under the leadership of HeydarAliyev began165. 

In general, when analyzing the first two presidential terms, each of them had its own 

negative features, despite the different approach to Turkey. Perhaps the most important of 

them was the lack of consideration of realities in domestic and foreign policy. For example, A. 

Mutallibov has already made a mistake by ignoring the collapse of the USSR and the people's 

sense of independence. Elchibey, on the other hand, took an extremely idealistic approach, 

ignoring the balanced foreign policy and overestimating the capability of Turkey. As a result, it 

caused division a in the country. Abulfaz Elchibey unlike his predecessor, pursued a staunch 

anti-Russian and anti-Iranian policy that emphasized the pan-Turkism and cooperation of 

Azerbaijan with Turkey. Elchibey's foreign policy priorities were based on the conviction that 

Turkey, and not Russia or Iran, is the best state-building model for Azerbaijan.166 Elchibey 

viewed Turkey as a successful example of  democratic state and positive example of the model 

that the First Republic was (the Azerbaijan Democratic Republic). The problem with this policy 

was the inability to correctly read Turkish domestic policy. In addition, the Kemalist model of 

statehood adopted by Elchibey as an example of imitation weakened  in Turkey itself under the 

onslaught of In addition of Islamic fundamentalism. 

 Neither the unilateral "Turkism" nor the "nationalist" approach, nor the pro-Russian 

policy was the political course by workable to  the Azerbaijan realities in the region. 

Summarize the results of the Turkish policy towards Azerbaijan, one can conclude an 

emotional rather than a rational attitude. First, the use by Turkey of an overly “pan-Turkic” 

policy at the beginning was rejected by the fomer Soviet leaders, and together with it, this 

policy had an imperialistic nature. Unlike Azerbaijan, where the nationalistic Popular Front was 
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come to power, the leaders of Central Asia were especially careful not to infuriate Russia, with 

which they still had important political ties.167  

The second is the failure of Turkey to provide the economic support that promised in 

early years. Having its own internal problems, was unable to play the role of a leading supporter 

for the Azerbaijani economy. Undoubtedly, this was facilitated by the recession that began in 

the 90s in the Turkish economy.  

Thirdly is not the ability to fully support Azerbaijan in the Karabakh conflict. From 1992-

1993 Turkey did not supply anything real to change the alignment of forces in the frontline.168 

In this regard, it is worth noting the lesson of invading Cyprus in 1974, where Turkey suffered 

visible suffer in the economic and image sense. Ankara feared that deeper involvement in the 

Karabakh conflict could lead to a similar result.169  

The fourth, Turkey's relations with Azerbaijan were rollercoaster and were not always 

idealistic, in this case one can also give an example of the individual relations of the Turkish 

politics Turgut Ozal and Suleyman Demirel who differed in their approaches to foreign policy 

towards to Azerbaijan. Along with this, the sudden death of Turgut Ozal, changed the Turkish 

political process, adding an element of unpredictability to the prospects of relations with 

foreign and domestic affairs.170 Turgut Ozal, prime minister from 1983 to 1989 and then 

president until his death in 1993, played a central role in formulating foreign policy to the 

former Soviet states. 
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5. Development of Turkish-Azerbaijani relations during the reign of 

Heydar Aliyev (1993-1999) 

As we said earlier, the coming to power of Heydar Aliyev was a factor in the incorrect 

calculation of foreign and domestic policy by Popular Front of Azerbaijan. In the last years of 

Elchibey's presidency, both the occupation of Azerbaijani lands from the west and internal 

divisions, Surat Huseynov's plans for a military coup with Russian external support forced 

Elchibey to ask support from Heydar Aliyev171. H.Aliyev, who was in Nakhchivan at that time, 

arrived to Baku on June 10, 1993 by Turkish plane. Although he was offered the post of Prime 

Minister, he refused and left for Ganja to start negotiation with S. Huseynov as the speaker of 

the Milli Majlis. As a result of the negotiation with Huseynov, power in the republic was divided 

between S. Huseynov and H. Aliyev 172. 

After the seizure of the de facto government, to formalize process (because Elchibey left 

Baku without resigning), firstly the Milli Majlis sent an appeal to Elchibey to return to Baku 

immediately, on June 21. But due to the unanswered appeal, the transfer of his powers to 

Heydar Aliyev 3 days later ensured the beginning of Heydar Aliyev's rule in Azerbaijan173. 

In general, we can summarize the activities of Heydar Aliyev in the field of solving 

existing problems in both domestic and foreign policy in Azerbaijan at the time of coming to 

power in the form of the following principles: 

- ensuring the integration of Azerbaijan into the world community and end the 

isolation of Azerbaijan due to radical foreign policy 

- to eliminate the chaotic situation and take the necessary steps for the stabilization 

- membership in necessary international organizations, along with the elimination of 

gaps in the foreign policy course and balancing relations with regional powers 
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- resolving the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict within the national interests of 

Azerbaijan174 

It is safe to say that the main focus of all this is on relations with Turkey. Because at that 

time, Turkey was the first country that could be supported in solving political, military, 

economic and social problems in the country, and the sections below will also analyze the 

relations developed in these areas. Since the main period of development of relations falls on 

the presidency of Heydar Aliyev, why the previous agreements were not effective will be 

studied and compared in the following areas. 

 

5.1. Turkish-Azerbaijani political relations during the reign of Heydar Aliyev  

In the early days of Heydar Aliyev's presidency, political relations with Turkey were not 

so cordial. The reasons for this can be summarized as follows. 

Firstly, Turkey wanted to insure itself against the instability of political power in 

Azerbaijan and the fact that both Mutallibov and Elchibey had previously taken a unilateral line 

in foreign policy, leading to Azerbaijan's isolation. Another point was that Russia's open 

interference in the events in Azerbaijan in the North made Turkey not to break relations with 

the Russians. It is no coincidence that during the Karabakh war, contrary to Turkish society, 

official steps were not so widespread175. 

Also, the fact that Turkey initially defended Elchibey, a supporter of "pan-Turkist" ideas 

against Heydar Aliyev176, was one of the points of controversy. In this regard, later, when 

Heydar Aliyev came to power, he accused Turkey of interfering in the internal affairs of 

Azerbaijan. His statement that "we cannot sever long-standing relations with Russia" was both 

criticism of Elchibey's policy and Turkey's support in this area. "Like Turkey, we will try to 

establish good relations with other countries," he said, with those statement, he gave a 
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message that Azerbaijan did not need a "big brother" in foreign policy177. In fact, these 

statements can be considered a major turning point in the consideration of Turkish-Azerbaijani 

relations as more mutually necessary, equal relations. 

It is no coincidence that the views of S. Demirel and H. Aliyev, who later understood that 

"pan-Turkist" ideas irritated other countries, especially Russia178, coincided in this area. One of 

the the rapprochement between the two leaders was another factor in shaping the foundations 

of Turkish-Azerbaijani relations. In this field, after becoming president, Heydar Aliyev made his 

first visits to other countries, including France, with the mediation of Turkey. Taking the 

initiative from France was both the role of the Armenian lobby there and the need to normalize 

relations with the West where France could play the role of a gate179. Aliyev, who was also 

trying to gain access to the West, aimed to gain the support of Western countries in the 

Karabakh issue, which was not possible before. On the other hand, Heydar Aliyev was able to 

gain Turkey's support in ensuring the security of Nakhchivan, which was under siege during the 

war. Tansu Ciller, was stated when she arrived to Moskow to discuss Nagorno Karabakh issue 

with her counterparts that “if even one thumb’s breadth of Nakhchivan’s territory is violated by 

the Armenian aggressors, I will summon the parliament to declare a state of war”180. 

Another factor influencing Turkey's interest in establishing political relations with 

Azerbaijan was the role of the South Caucasus in Central Asia and in Eurasia in general. 

Encouraging factors here were the fact that Iran and Russia have the same interests and also, 

Azerbaijan’s intention to establish relations with Turkey. Turkey, which is not very rich in energy 

resources, also intended to take advantage of Azerbaijan's resources and participate in energy 

policy in Azerbaijan and the region, generally181. 

It is no coincidence that after Heydar Aliyev came to power, he began to take practical 

measures to achieve two necessary issues - peace with Armenia and the settlement of the 
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economic situation in Azerbaijan. Although the first issue was resolved on May 12, 1994, the 

protocol was later signed by the Azerbaijani side with some amendments182. The reason was 

that although there was an Armenian representation in Nagorno-Karabakh, there was no 

representative of the Azerbaijani society. 

During his visit to Turkey in early 1994, Heydar Aliyev managed to sign about 15 

agreements between the two countries. Thus, along with the neutralization of the Russian 

factor in foreign policy, it marked the beginning of a new phase of rapprochement with 

Turkey183. At that time, the relations between the two countries were mostly characterized as 

relations between S. Demirel and H. Aliyev. No matter how pragmatic he may be in foreign 

policy, Heydar Aliyev has never set aside moral values. Describing the Azerbaijani-Turkish 

relations as "one nation, two states"184, H. Aliyev noted that on the one hand, political relations 

between the two sides are based on mutual interests and equality, but on the other hand, 

contributed to the deepening of relations from inter-state relations up to individuals. 

As for the solution of the second issue, after long negotiations and the involvement of 

Western countries in the process with the support of Turkey, an agreement was reached on 

September 20, 1994 to export Azerbaijani oil to the world market, known as the "Contract of 

the Century"185. This agreement, which is considered one of the greatest political successes of 

Azerbaijan in the political arena, ensured the sale of the country's resources, as well as the 

political security with the involvement of powerful states. 

At the same time, post-Karabakh relations between the two countries have not always 

been ideal, and there have been some setbacks. For example, the involvement of Turkish 

officials in the coup against Heydar Aliyev in 1995. Demirel personally informed Heydar Aliyev, 

who was present at the Copenhagen summit, about the plans for the overthrow186. As a result, 
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H. Aliyev was able to thwart the plot against him and, together with the organizers, led to the 

neutralization of Rovshan Javadov. The actions of the special police, known as the OMON, 

under the leadership of Javadov, caused a crisis in the Turkish-Azerbaijani relations187. 

Aliyev claimed that officials from the Turkish embassy in Baku and intelligence officers 

were involved. This episode became a critical point in relations between Azerbaijan and Turkey. 

Only personal relations between Aliyev and Demirel preserved a complete break of Turkish-

Azerbaijani relations. The events of 1995 also clearly show Turkey's policy towards to 

Azerbaijan, euphoric statements and emotional feelings have lost their relevance. Relations 

between countries had to be rethought.188 

In fact, this led Aliyev to create red lines in relations with neighboring countries and not 

will allow to influence domestic processes in the republic. It is worth noting in some way this 

allowed Aliyev to strengthen his position to completely monopolize domestic policy and 

starting repress political opponents. Aftermath brought more realism and material interests 

into relations between Turkey and Azerbaijan, bringing national interests to the agenda. 

However, this decline was very short. In 1995, during Turkish Prime Minister Tansu 

Ciller's official visit to Baku, an agreement was signed to increase Turkey's share in the oil 

contract to 6.75%. Continuing his statement on the agreement, the Prime Minister reiterated 

their support for Azerbaijan in the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict189. 

With the convergence of both cultural proximity and interests in other areas, the 

deepening of Azerbaijani-Turkish relations continued to gain new momentum. Welcoming S. 

Demirel, who arrived in Baku on an official visit in December 1995, at the airport, H. Aliyev's 

statement that the two countries are brothers, that good relations and friendship between the 

parties will continue, showed that relations were developing in a special way190.  
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As a follow-up, Turkish Prime Minister Mesut Yilmaz said in a statement on April 14, 

1996 that relations with Armenia would not be developed until the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict 

was resolved, reiterating their political support for Azerbaijan. The following year, Heydar 

Aliyev's awarding of Turkey's highest award, “the State Medal”, and Aliyev's reiteration of the 

phrase "One nation, two states" at the ceremony were an indication of the high level of 

development of relations. Demonstration of close relations with mutual awards, which were 

founded at that time, later became a tradition that continues today191. 

To summarize the ideas that mentioned above, when we analyze the political relations 

developed during Heydar Aliyev's presidency, we can see that these relations are regulated by a 

very special line. At the beginning, the "balanced foreign policy" was received with skepticism in 

Turkey.192 Ankara were even fears about the deterioration or breakdown of Azerbaijani-Turkish 

relations, which is evidenced by the interference in the internal affairs of Azerbaijan from the 

Turkey. Thus, unlike the previous Elchibey period, which aimed at unilateral and closer 

relations, H. Aliyev strengthened bilateral relations not by the influence of Turkism or Islamism, 

but by national / moral factors based on political necessity. Aliyev brought pragmatism to 

relations, as evidenced by the changes in the formation of identity in Azerbaijan itself. The 

evidence of this can be accented in the speech of Aliyev: 

“Azerbaijan is the homeland of all those living in Azerbaijan regardless of their 

nationality, religion, language, and origin; including Armenians living in Nagorno-Karabakh”.193   

By cancel the decision of the period of the Popular Front of Turkism , a new national 

identity appeared Azerbaijanism and "Azerbaijan First"  Another aspect Turkish-Azerbaijan 

relations is the formation of multi-vector diplomacy, and the creation of trilateralism adding 
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here Georgia.194 This policy also brought economic and energetic benefits for both Azerbaijan 

and Turkey.  

  

5.2. Turkish-Azerbaijani military cooperation in the 1990s 

The first steps towards Turkish-Azerbaijani military cooperation date back to the 

declaration of independence. During Mutallibov's period, an agreement was reached in 1992 

between Turkey and Azerbaijan on cooperation in conducting military exercises. At that time, 

the lack of a centralized army and experience in this field in Azerbaijan necessitated training195. 

Although, Mutallibov, who is also on a visit to Turkey, stressed the need for military 

cooperation and Turkey's support in army building, negotiations did not take place in practice 

due to the discouraging influence of the Russian factor in Turkey and A. Mutallibov's inclination 

towards Russia in the settlement of the Karabakh conflict. 

Elchibey's activity in the field of military cooperation was somewhat distinguished. 

Initially, T. Ozal's support for the idea of "Turkism" and his efforts to take an open position 

against the Armenians created certain hopes for military cooperation, and in 1992, 200 cadets 

were sent to study in Turkey196. 

However, in the field of military / political cooperation, Elchibey's goal is to establish 

closer relations and establish a political union with Turkey, to demand the intervention of the 

Turks in the Karabakh conflict, also, Turkey’s fearing that Azerbaijan's reputation in the 

international community is not so good, has avoided deepening cooperation in this area. Later, 

with the coming to power of S. Demirel, who took a more patient political line197, a period of 

stagnation in military cooperation began. 
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The period of stagnation between the two countries continued after Heydar Aliyev came 

to power, and the development of the process lasted until 1996, when Heydar Aliyev focused 

more on solving political / economic issues. In the settlement of bilateral military relations, H. 

Aliyev intended to use the experience of NATO member Turkey in this field, as well as to 

neutralize Russian pressure using the NATO factor in ensuring security in the region198. 

However, in turn, these issues also acted as an obstacle to the establishment of military 

cooperation with Turkey. It is no coincidence that in order to resolve this issue, Azerbaijan has 

begun to build relations with NATO through Turkey as a first step in this area. With Azerbaijan's 

accession to the NATO’s Partnership for Peace program in 1994, conditions were created for 

Turkish-Azerbaijani military cooperation. Also, by not being a member initiative to NATO, but 

simply cooperating, Heydar Aliyev managed to both neutralize Russia and not to infuriate it199. 

On June 10, 1996, Turkey and Azerbaijan signed an “Agreement on military education, 

technical and scientific cooperation”. However, the close development of cooperation in this 

area coincided with later periods. Although some exercises were held on the Turkish-

Azerbaijani border in the late 1990s, the key point during this period was the representation of 

the Azerbaijani delegation in the NATO Peacekeeping Force within the Turkish delegation. Thus, 

Azerbaijani soldiers also took part in NATO's intervention in the settlement of the Kosovo crisis 

in 1999200. This has created conditions for the promotion of Azerbaijan's prestige in the field of 

promoting peace and stability, as well as the future military development of Turkish-

Azerbaijani, NATO-Azerbaijani relations. 

5.3. Turkish-Azerbaijani economic relations in 1990s 

After regaining its independence, one of the issues facing Azerbaijan was to regulate the 

economy and ensure the country's income. The establishment of relations with Turkey in this 

area seemed attractive to both sides in terms of cultural and necessary needs. Like other 
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relations, we can analyze the period of economic relations with Turkey in the 1990s into three 

parts according to its development characteristics201.  

Although the initial period began with the declaration of independence, the lack of 

mutual trust and confidence in this period led to limited investment opportunities. Thus, strong 

economic dependence on Russia’s market and the ability of Russia to control and the possibility 

of interfering in the domestic market are among the factors hindering this. 

With the coming to power of Elchibey, the second stage in the development of bilateral 

economic relations began. The need for exchange between two nations that are culturally close 

and the lack of difficulty in understanding each other motivated Turks and Azerbaijanis to move 

between the two states202. The signing of the Agreement on Trade and Cooperation between 

the two countries coincided with November 1992203. Also, during this period, the interest of a 

number of Turkish investors in Azerbaijan increased, and up to today there are simultaneity for 

the establishment of companies with foreign investment in the country, such as Azersun204, 

which still has a significant share in production and exports. However, in the following period, 

the escalation of the conflict in Karabakh entered a period when investors were afraid of 

"instability". 

It is no coincidence that after coming to power, Heydar Aliyev began to work for a 

ceasefire with Armenia in order to solve the above-mentioned problem. and the third stage of 

economic relations between Turkey and Azerbaijan has begun with the beginning of attempts 

to replace investments previously made only by individuals, small entrepreneurs, with state 

investments. In establishing relations with Turkey, the Azerbaijani side was interested in other 

countries investing in the country and, as a result, gaining a "useful" image of the country in the 
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field of investment205. Undoubtedly, as a result of this policy, discussions on the export of 

Azerbaijani oil to foreign markets in this area were mediated by Turkey. 

At the initial stage, the main essence of Heydar Aliyev's economic policy was to create 

economic stability in the country by attracting as many investors as possible (for example, in 

the contract of the century, about 80% of the shares divided among the other participants), by 

that it was also an attempt to gain support for resolving the conflict in the framework of 

interests of Azerbaijan206. 

Also, as a continuation of the "Agreement on Trade and Cooperation", cooperation in 

other sectors of the economy, such as the banking sector has begun. For example, factories for 

the production of tea, oil, salt and other agricultural products have been established in the 

country with foreign investment, as well as in exchange for the export of the first products to 

Turkey, industrial products from Turkey - textiles, machinery and equipment, plastic products, 

etc. import was provided207. In addition, branches and representative offices of many 

companies operating in Turkey have been established in Azerbaijan. 

Turkey has also played a special role in meeting the needs of Nakhchivan, which is 

separated from the main part of Azerbaijan and has difficulties in providing energy and 

products.  

In contrast to the needs of the Azerbaijani side, the fact that Turkey sees the region as a 

new investment market can be seen as a chance for Turkey, which is less competitive with the 

Western market. First of all, language, religion and cultural closeness acted as a motivating 

factor for cooperation in this field. In 1994 alone (as a result of negotiations on the contract of 

the century and ensuring stability), Turkey invested $ 40 million to Azerbaijan. As a result, 

Turkey has become the first in terms of foreign investment208. 
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In general, the increase in Turkish investment in the country in the last decade of the 

twentieth century has led to a further deepening of economic ties. In those years, 1267 Turkish 

companies were registered in Azerbaijan. If we classify, the main part of economic relations 

with Turkey was cooperation in energy, trade and investment. The construction of the Baku-

Tbilisi-Ceyhan pipeline and the Baku-Tbilisi-Erzurum gas pipeline should be noted209. The next 

section will discuss energy cooperation and its benefits for both sides. 

5.4. Energy cooperation between Turkey and Azerbaijan in the 1990s  

While oil has always been a key asset in Azerbaijan's energy policy, it is a factor in many 

conflicts of interest in the region. It is no coincidence that the leaders who came to power paid 

attention to this issue. 

Unlike A. Mutallibov (he taking into account the Russian factor, preferred it’s mediation 

in the export of resources), during A. Elchibey's tenure, many steps were taken to bring 

Azerbaijani oil to the world market. Elchibey, who cooperates with Turkey in this field, began 

negotiations in 1992 in this field among Azerbaijan, Turkey and the United Kingdom in the field 

of exploitation of oil fields in the shelf zone of Caspian Sea. According to the project, Azerbaijani 

oil was planned to be transported to the European market via Georgia and Turkey. However, as 

a result of Elchibey's disagreement over the distribution of shares in the negotiations, the UK 

side did not show much interest in the process210. And finally, these talks remained unfinished 

after the events were followed by a coup d'etat in Azerbaijan. 

After coming to power, Heydar Aliyev managed to restore the frozen negotiations, and 

also managed to concentrate energy interests in the region by inviting the United States, 

Norway and Russia to the talks. Also, taking into account the future development, H. Aliyev 

agreed that Azerbaijan did not receive much share in this area, and as a result was able to sign 

the "Contract of the Century". Unlike Elchibey, H. Aliyev aimed to gain the support of major 

powers in the settlement of the Nagorno-Karabakh conflict in the future by ensuring 

                                                             
209 Murad Ismayilov(Edited) and Norman A. Graham(Edited), Turkish-Azerbaijani Relation One nation – two states?, 
p.22 
210 Shafiyev, Farid, Azerbaijan's Geopolitical Landscape: Contemporary Issues, 1991-2018, p. 43 
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Azerbaijan's integration into the world market, attracting foreign investment, ensuring 

economic security in the South Caucasus by attracting economic interests211.  

Another version of the agreement was that H. Aliyev intended for the project to pass 

through the territory of "Nagorno-Karabakh". However, it was agreed to transport oil through 

Georgia, as the lack of stability would prolong the process and, as well as, time was going to 

work against Azerbaijan in terms of financial resources. 

On the other hand, the signing of the Contract of the Century was the easing of 

investment as a result of economic stability in the country which was guaranteed by powerful 

states. Also, initially Turkey's share in this project was limited to 1.75%, but in 1995, after the 

visit of the Turkish Prime Minister to Azerbaijan and the special role of S. Demirel in preventing 

the attempted military coup, the interest rate was increased to 6.75%212. 

While Turkey used to take the first place in investing in Azerbaijan with the signing of 

the oil contract, now, after the involvement of the United States and the United Kingdom in the 

process, Turkey’s position moved to third place. However, this did not mean the weakening of 

Azerbaijani-Turkish relations in this area. Thus, unlike other countries, Turkey also had a share 

in other construction activities carried out under the project. For example, Turkey's share was 

set at 6.15% in the Baku-Tbilisi-Ceyhan project, 9% in the Shah Deniz gas project and 6.75% in 

the Azeri-Chirag-Guneshli project213. 

Taking into account the need to ensure the interests of Russia, which is concerned about 

the establishment of such relations with Turkey and Western countries, H. Aliyev in 1996 

managed to build another project, the Baku-Novorossiysk oil pipeline214. Thus, if the BTC will 

provide oil transportation in the direction of Azerbaijan-Georgia-Turkey, this project will 

transport Baku oil through Russia. However, this, of course, was temporary and served to 

relieve northern pressure on the BTC project. 

                                                             
211 Abilov, Shamkhal, “The Discourse “One Nation Two State”: The Position of Turkey in the Nagorno-Karabakh 
Conflict”, Journal of Caspian Affairs, Vol.1, No.2, (Summer, 2015), p. 30-31 
212 Turkish-Azerbaijani Energy Relations: Significant Leverage in the Implementation of the Foreign Policy Interests 
of Both Countries, Insight Turkey, Vol 7, No 2, 01.04.2015 
213 Turkey welcomes Azeri oil export decision, Reuters, 09.10.1995 
214 SOCAR, Transportation, URL: https://socar.az/socar/en/activities/transportation/baku-novorossiysk-oil-pipeline  
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Cooperation between Azerbaijan and Turkey in the field of energy later created 

conditions for reaching agreements with other Turkic states in the relevant field. Thus, the 

adoption of the "Ankara Declaration" after the meeting of the leaders of Azerbaijan, Turkey and 

Georgia on April 16, 1998, and the meeting of other Turkish states and the US in October can be 

considered a particularly important event in all-Turkish cooperation. Thus, this declaration 

provided for the export of Caspian oil and gas resources through the BTC pipeline. It is true that 

both the position of Turkmenistan in the implementation of this project and the steps taken by 

Russia to prevent this from happening have resulted in the non-implementation of 

negotiations. However, this does not rule out the possibility that this issue may come up again 

in the future215. 

Another important event in Turkish-Azerbaijani energy cooperation was the 

construction of the Baku-Tbilisi-Erzurum gas pipeline216. The construction of this pipeline will 

ultimately facilitate the implementation of the Baku-Tbilisi-Kars railway project, which will 

contribute to the deeper development of communications between the two countries. 

Successful energy cooperation between Turkey and Azerbaijan has contributed to the 

development of relations with Georgia, which has benefited from this cooperation, as well as 

it’s role of reducing Europe's energy dependence on Russia by transporting Caspian oil and gas 

to Europe, it was also able to attract the attention of Western countries to the region. 

5.5. Turkish-Azerbaijani cultural and educational relations in 1990s 

The beginning of the 1990s can be considered significant not only for Azerbaijan but also 

for the whole Turkic world. Thus, the Turkic world, represented by Turkey only in the 

international arena217, has already entered a new stage with the collapse of the USSR and the 

independence of five other Turkish countries - Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan, Turkmenistan, 

Uzbekistan and Kyrgyzstan. 

                                                             
215 Letter dated 98/11/19 from the Permanent Representatives of Azerbaijan, Georgia, Kazakhstan, Turkey and 
Uzbekistan to the United Nations addressed to the Secretary-General, 1998, URL: 
https://digitallibrary.un.org/record/264846  
216 Shafiyev, Farid, Azerbaijan's Geopolitical Landscape: Contemporary Issues, 1991-2018, p. 95 
217 Bozdağlioğlu, Yücel, Turkish foreign policy and Turkish identity: a constructivist approach, p.98 
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Unlike the relations established in other spheres, the development of relations in the 

field of education and culture alone developed in an upward direction, despite the failures of 

the political activity of neither A. Mutallibov nor Elchibey. One of the main reasons for this is 

cultural closeness. Since most of the reforms in the country in a social sphere during the 

Elchibey’s period were aimed at 1993, after his resignation as a result of the coup, 

unfortunately, we could not see the results. 

The common language, religion, cultural and geographical proximity factors we 

mentioned earlier in the cultural sphere led to the formation of a special form of Azerbaijani-

Turkish relations as a result of political support during the reign of Heydar Aliyev. Heydar 

Aliyev's repeated use of the phrase "One nation, two states" in this area and its traditional use 

as an explanation of the relations between the two peoples in society is a factor that shows the 

“specialness” between societies218. 

By "Friendship between the two countries is extremely strong. Azerbaijan's problem is 

our problem. The words of the great Ataturk are an advice for us: the sorrow of Azerbaijan is 

our sorrow, the joy is our joy"219 phrase of S. Demirel emphasizes that the relations between 

the two countries have always been based on necessity in addition to interests. 

One of the biggest steps taken between the two countries in the field of culture was the 

establishment of “Turksoy”. On July 12, 1993, at the meeting of the Ministers of Culture of the 

6 Turkic states and The Northern Cyprus, a new stage of cultural cooperation between the 

Turkic-speaking states officially began with the signing of the Agreement on “the Structure and 

Principles of operation of Turksoy”. After the establishment of “Turksoy”, the summits of the 

Turkic-speaking states were discussed at the summits of the Turkic-speaking states in 1995, 

1996, and 1998, and the message of the unity of the Turkic states was given to the world220. 

                                                             
218 Murad Ismayilov (edited) and Norman A. Graham(edited), Turkish-Azerbaijani Relation One nation – two 
states?, p.48 
219 Hüseynova, Fərqanə, Müstəqillik dövründə Azərbaycan-Türkiyə əlaqələrinin kulturoloji aspektləri, Bakı, 2007, 
p.9 
220 Türksoy hakkinda, URL: https://www.turksoy.org/tr/turksoy/about  
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As a continuation of Heydar Aliyev's policy to involve foreign investment, many steps 

have been taken in the field of education and culture. Among them, we can mention the 

opening of many schools and lyceums in the country with the support and resources of Turkey, 

and then the opening of Qafqaz University, which will be of special importance in the field of 

education in future. 

Although initially there was a problem with the recognition of bilateral diplomas in the 

field of education, after 1998, when the Minister of Education of Azerbaijan Misir Mardanov 

met with his Turkish counterpart and this issue was resolved. Scholarships have also been 

provided for Azerbaijani students to study in Turkey, and the creation of conditions for students 

to study abroad has facilitated the deepening of integration between education systems. In this 

area, special mention should be made of the opening of Turkic-speaking faculties in universities 

and the teaching of the Turkish language and Ataturk's ideas in Azerbaijan. 

In general, the collapse of the USSR not only diminished Turkey importance in the West-

East struggle, but also marked the beginning of a new era with the independence of the above-

mentioned states in national / moral terms. One of the main goals set by Turkey in foreign 

policy during this period is to achieve the establishment of an "all-Turkic" union, and the 

development of relations with Azerbaijan in this area is an undeniable fact. The growing 

development of relations and progress in ensuring bilateral understanding in all spheres of 

society allow us to predict that this political line seems to be possible in the near future. 
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6. Conclusion 

The formation of Turkish-Azerbaijani relations in the last decade of the twentieth 

century, along with the course of the process, was also affected by a number of global events. 

During this period, with the collapse of the USSR, the formation of the New World Order, or the 

change in the "balance of power", the expansion of Western values to the East, the newly 

restored independence of the Republic of Azerbaijan tested several areas in its relations with 

Turkey and choosing different ways to solve the problems is observed. At that time, both the 

processes within Turkey, as well as differences in the views of those in power and their 

approach to relations with Azerbaijan, from time to time created conditions for the beginning 

of a period of ups and downs between the two countries. 

Although the cultural ties between the Turkish-Azerbaijani societies, the pillars of which 

were established in the early twentieth century, were limited to imperialist policy, it was not so 

effective, but made it necessary to develop cultural relations. In this regard, the participation of 

Azerbaijanis in the Battle of Canakkale (1915) in the First World War of the Ottoman Empire, as 

well as the military-political support of the Ottomans in this field after the proclamation of the 

Azerbaijan Democratic Republic in 1918 should be especially noted. Covering a very short time 

in the historical periodic, this period played a special role in the memory of both sides, in the 

formation of national identity. Even as mentioned in the other part of the study, the Turkish 

and Azerbaijani societies did not forget this historical unity, even though it was limited to the 

maximum under the pressure of a 70-year totalitarian system. Nevertheless, the fact that 

Turkish-Azerbaijani relations, which have been limited for 70 years under the influence of a 

realist paradigm, stand behind the notion of survival is the key. During this period, Turkey's 

membership in NATO and the fact that relations with the USSR were not so good, only the 

settlement within the framework of national interests, acted as one of the factors hindering the 

formation of relations with Azerbaijan. However, with all this, the historical identity has not 

been forgotten and the expansion of the national liberation movement with the collapse of the 

USSR has created conditions for the formation of constructivist ideas in the country such as the 

issue of identity, as well as in the World. 
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On the other hand, historical development, closeness in language, religion, culture and, 

most importantly, similar problems of the time and the existence of "common threats" have led 

to the closure of both Turk and Azeri societies and the decision of the leadership analyzing this 

cultural closeness to foreign and domestic policy. The main conditions for the creation of such a 

political environment were Gorbachev’s coming to power in the USSR and attempts to 

normalize relations with the West through the policy of "Perestroika and Glasnost". Along with 

economic factors, this political course, which led to the collapse of the USSR, was accompanied 

by the expansion of the national liberation movement in Azerbaijan and the spread of Pan-

Turkist ideas in the country. 

Turkey's political support for the solution of many political, economic, military and 

cultural problems facing the Republic of Azerbaijan, which regained its independence in 1991, 

has been a motivating factor in accelerating Azerbaijan's recognition process and in other areas.  

In general, when analyzing the last decade of the twentieth century in terms of relations 

between the two sides, it is possible to follow the process in three stages. The division of this 

period over individuals can be considered to be more of an educative factor in the decision-

making and direction of individuals in the management of the USSR. Also, in Azerbaijan, a 

nation that has just emerged from the revolution, as in other nations, the leaders of the 

revolution are determined that a certain period of historical development must be completed 

in order for this situation to continue and develop towards a democratic form. The first of 

them, Ayaz Mutallibov's pro-Russian policy, which was the primary subject of power during this 

period, can be characterized as a period when Turkish-Azerbaijani relations later faded into the 

background. 

Although the government's failure to take into account the collapse of the USSR and the 

loss of Russia's former importance as a power center has led to a cooling of official relations 

with Turkey, cultural ties between the two societies have grown. In this area, Turkish media 

channels and newspapers have already flowed into the country.  

Also, at a time when the end of the Cold War was clearly marked by a continuing 

political course of struggle, resulting in resource depletion and stagnation, political power had 
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to be replaced because it did not adequately assess the realities of the period. The period of 

establishment of Elchibey's government, which is also mentioned in the research work and was 

considered the second stage of Turkish-Azerbaijani relations in the 1990s, appeared as a result 

of the above-mentioned points. 

One of the main features of Elchibey's government, which promotes the "Turkey first" 

factor in the domestic and foreign policy course based on ideas and principles, is the 

development of Turkish-Azerbaijani relations in the cultural sphere. Many steps have been 

taken in terms of education, investments of small and medium entrepreneurs in the country, 

and the teaching of the Turkish language and culture in the country. 

However, the development of the cultural sphere during this period did not manifest 

itself in the political, economic and military spheres. In the political sphere, Elchibey's one-sided 

political course and "Big Brother" approach to Turkey have not only infuriated Russia in the 

region, but also resulted in a cautious stance in relations between Turkey and Azerbaijan. 

Also, in the economic sphere, unsuccessful steps to generate income by exporting the 

country's resources to the world market have resulted in economic stagnation. In addition, 

although some work has been done to build the army and some progress has been made in the 

Nagorno-Karabakh conflict, the above political and economic failures and Turkey's 

unwillingness to participate in the conflict and Russia’s intention to replace government have 

created the threat of a military coup.  

As a result, while the Elchibey period, which sought to pursue a constructive political 

course in domestic and foreign policy, was commendable for its ideas and principles, and as in 

the previous regime, insufficient assessment of the realities of the period led to a change of 

government. The third period of development of Turkish-Azerbaijani relations began with the 

pragmatic approach of Heydar Aliyev, who correctly assessed the opportunity to seize power by 

inviting him to Baku to close the gaps and resolve the current situation in the country. 

Successful steps taken by the government in this area, which learned from previous 

mistakes, eventually resulted in a military ceasefire with Armenia to reduce the military threat, 

achieve economic profitability and stability after the signing of the "Contract of the Century", 
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and “balanced foreign policy” to get foreign support and a balance of interests in the region 

were ensured.  

Taking all these move with the mediation of Turkey has created conditions for the 

development of relations between the two sides. Unlike the previous Elchibey period, the 

implementation of relations with Turkey not on the principle of "big brother", but on the basis 

of mutual interests and needs, did not concern other interested states, and created conditions 

for the development of bilateral relations. Also, the establishment of equal relations in the 

political sphere has led to an increase in mobility between the two societies, which are 

culturally close, and has developed from a “pragmatic” approach to a “special” form. The 

closeness of the personal ideas and political interests of both H.Aliyev and S.Demirel led to the 

development of relations between the two countries towards interpersonal relations.  It is no 

coincidence that the phrase "one nation, two states" was used during this period. In later times, 

the use of this expression in the sense of "brotherhood" was an indication of how close the 

bonds were. 

As a result, when analyzing the dynamics of Turkish-Azerbaijani relations in the 1990s, 

we can see that the relations between the two sides are a factor of necessity rather than 

mutual interests. Although there are differences in the political / economic / military relations 

with the domestic and foreign policy courses of the various parties in power during this period, 

the fact that cultural ties are always on the rise can be considered an example of this need. In 

other words, the main difference between these relations and relations with Georgia, Iran, 

Russia and other countries is that there is less interest, more desire and need. Of course, the 

role of interests in this area is undeniable, but the fact that both societies have helped each 

other in various ways over the course of time, sometimes knowing that their lives would be in 

danger, gives grounds to analyze bilateral relations under a "special" heading. 
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7. Summary 

Due to its location at the East-West, North-South junction, the South Caucasus region 

has always been a region where the interests of neighboring states collide. It is no coincidence 

that even after the collapse of the USSR, this struggle was revived with the emergence of new 

states in this area. 

This thesis aims to analyze the dynamics of relations between the Republic of Azerbaijan 

and Turkey, which regained its independence in the region after the collapse of the USSR. As a 

first step in this area, a number of theoretical approaches have been used to describe the 

relationship between the two sides, such as realism, theories of social constructivism, as well as 

the approach of “special” relations. 

In order to study the basis of Turkish-Azerbaijani relations together with the theoretical 

framework, an analysis of the relations during the establishment of the ADR was conducted and 

special points were noted regarding the development of relations in the context of mutual 

assistance. 

The study and analysis of Turkey's role and importance in the new foreign policy course 

after regaining its independence has been conducted in three parts. Initially, Mutallibov's 

foreign policy course examined relations with Turkey. After the replacement of Mutallibov, who 

was elected with a pro-Russian policy, by Elchibey, a new trend was observed - the dominance 

of constructivist ideas in Turkish-Azerbaijani relations, and the relevant features were reflected 

in this section. With the events working against the Popular Front, H.Aliyev's coming to power 

and applying a pragmatic approach in the course of foreign policy, continuing the Turkish-

Azerbaijani relations within the framework of mutual interests, as a result laid the foundation 

for the formation of closer relations. In this section, the factors that created the conditions for 

the development of relations of interest to take a "special" form and enter a new stage were 

noted, and the relations with other countries were compared. 

In the Conslusion part of the Thesis, the main points mentioned in the other chapters 

were analyzed and the questions asked in the Introduction were answered. 
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Vývoj tématu od zadání projektu do odevzdání práce (max. 10 řádek): 

Původně se práce zaměřovala analýzu bez používání teorii mezinárodních vztahů. Víc práce byla 

zaměřena na historickému analýzu vztahu mezi zeměmi. Starý název práce zni Turkey influence on 

Azerbaijan in the context of Nagorno-Karabakh conflict. časové vymezení byla doba vládnutí Erdogana a 

prezidenta Ilhama Alijeva.  

Z toho důvodu ze časový vymezení byl je větší, byla zvolená krátký časový interval. S tým došlo taky 

změně názvu a výzkumných otázek. Autor také zúžil práci pouze k vztahům  Turecka a Ázerbájdžánu a 

používá teorie mezinárodních vztahů a konflikt Karabahcu nebyl zvolen jako jiný případová studie. 

Struktura práce (hlavní kapitoly obsahu): 

1. Úvod 

2. Teoretický rámec 

3. Historický kontext turecko-ázerbájdžánských vztahů ve 20. století 

4. Turecko-Ázerbájdžánské vztahy v období boje za nezávislost a prvních let nezávislosti 

5. Vývoj turecko-ázerbájdžánských vztahů za vlády Hejdara Alijeva (1993-1999) 

6. Závěr 

Hlavní výsledky práce (max. 10 řádek): 

Výsledek analýzy dynamiky turecko-ázerbájdžánských vztahů v 90. letech 20. století ukazuje, že vztahy 

mezi oběma stranami jsou spíše faktorem nutnosti než vzájemných zájmů. Přestože v tomto období 

existují rozdíly v politických/ekonomických/vojenských vztazích s kurzem domácí a zahraniční politiky 

různých stran u moci, za příklad této potřeby lze považovat skutečnost, že kulturní vazby jsou neustále na 

vzestupu.  Role zájmů v této oblasti je samozřejmě nepopiratelná, ale skutečnost, že si obě společnosti v 

průběhu času různými způsoby vzájemně pomáhaly, někdy i s vědomím, že by mohly být ohroženy, je 

důvodem k analýze bilaterálních vztahů v rámci tzv. „special relationship“. 

Prameny a literatura (výběr nejpodstatnějších):  

Jackson, Robert H., and Georg Sørensen. 2007. Introduction to international relations: theories and 

approaches. Oxford: Oxford University Press 

Steans, Jill, Lloyd Pettiford, Thomas Diez, and Imad El-Anis. 2013. An Introduction to International 

Relations Theory: perspectives and themes. Hoboken: Taylor and Francis 

HAUGEVIK, KRISTIN. 2020. SPECIAL RELATIONSHIPS IN WORLD POLITICS: inter -state friendship and 

diplomacy after the... second world war. [S.l.]: ROUTLEDGE. 

Shafiyev, Farid. 2021. Azerbaijan's Geopolitical Landscape Contemporary Issues, 1991-2018. Prague: 



 

 
 

Karolinum Press. http://public.eblib.com/choice/PublicFullRecord.aspx?p=6480989. 

Bozdaglioglu, Yucel. 2004. Turkish Foreign Policy and Turkish Identity: A Constructivist Approach. 

http://ebookcentral.proquest.com/lib/qut/detail.action?docID=182856. 

Foreign Policy of the Republic of Azerbaijan: the difficult road to Western Integration (1918-1920)”, 

written by Jamil Hasanli  

Swietochowski, Tadeusz. 1995. Russia and Azerbaijan: a borderland in transition. New York: Columbia 

University Press. 

Ismayilov, Murad, and Norman A. Graham. 2016. Turkish-Azerbaijani relations: one nation--two states? 

https://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&scope=site&db=nlebk&db=nlabk&AN=1240124 

Cornell, Svante E. 2015. Azerbaijan since independence. 

https://www.taylorfrancis.com/books/e/9781317476214. 

A. Abbasbəyli, S. Yusifzadə, Beynəlxalq Münasibətlər Tarixi, Bakı, 2009 

Etika výzkumu:**  

Jazyk práce: 

Angličtina 

Podpis studenta a datum 

Schváleno Datum Podpis 

Vedoucí práce             

Vedoucí diplomového semináře             

Vedoucí specializace             

Garant programu             

* BAS – Balkánská a středoevropská studia; ES – Evropská studia; NRS – Německá a rakouská 

studia; RES – Ruská a eurasijská studia; SAS – Severoamerická studia; ZES – Západoevropská studia. 

** Pokud je to relevantní, tj. vyžaduje to charakter výzkumu (nebo jeho zadavatel), data, s nimiž 

pracujete, nebo osobní bezpečnost vaše či dalších účastníků výzkumu, vysvětlete, jak zajistíte dodržení, 

resp. splnění těchto etických aspektů výzkumu: 1) informovaný souhlas s účastí na výzkumu, 2) 

dobrovolná účast na výzkumu, 3) důvěrnost a anonymita zdrojů, 4) bezpečný výzkum (nikomu nevznikne 

újma). 

 

 


