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Abstract: Russia is where Eurasianism first emerged, and it has since spread to other nations in the region, including Turkey and Kazakhstan. Turkey has always been at the core of the collision and fusion of Eastern and Western civilizations as a link and middleman between Europe and Asia. However, this has also given Turkey a strange and contradictory identity, since it is both European and Asian while simultaneously not being either. This has become more clear in recent years, as Turkey has been demoted to the embarrassing status of a second-class nation. Meanwhile Russia's new Eurasianism has been presented just in time, satiated Turkey's desire to regain its status as a major state by laying the groundwork for patriotism and reshaping the dominant ideologies and values of the nation to foster unity. It should be highlighted that Turkish Eurasianism is not a distinct ideology but rather a "interpretation" of Turkey's primary geopolitical traditions. The Eurasianist perspective is used in this paper to organize and categorize Turkish political thought, in which the left-wing nationalists (such as Kemalists) advocate an alliance with Russian neo-Eurasians in order to forge an anti-Western geopolitical alliance, while right-wing nationalists (Turkists and pan-Turkists) oppose Russia and seek to restore Turkey's historical influence in the South Caucasus and Central Asia. The neo-Ottomanists among the nationalists concentrate more on Africa and the Middle East. At last, The centrist Eurasians between the left and right wings continually adjust their diplomatic strategies in accordance with the existing circumstances and are connected to and benefit from the above three. This paper attempts to analyze Turkey's foreign policy from the perspective of Eurasianism by combining the aforementioned schools of thought in order to better understand the geopolitical significance and fundamental national interests guiding Turkey's foreign policy, which is conducive for the advancement of Sino-Turkish relations and deeper cooperation in the future.
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Research Significance
Turkey's geopolitical importance is self-evident given its location in the South Caucasus-North Mesopotamia region and its direct involvement in at least seven other regions (Western Europe, the Balkans, the Aegean and Eastern Mediterranean, the Middle East, the Caucasus-Caspian region, Central Asia, and the Black Sea). Moreover, Turkey is a significant Islamic nation in the Middle East with over 90% of its people professing Islam. At the same time, Turkey has been fully westernized and secularized since Kemal's Reforms, making it the first Islamic nation to introduce Western-style liberties and democracy. When it comes to its membership, Turkey is a member of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation, the Organization of Turkic-speaking Countries, and NATO. It is also a candidate for negotiations in the European Union, dialogue partner with the Shanghai Cooperation Organization and strategic partner with the African Union Organization. All of those diverse political identities has encouraged Turkey’s "ambition" to become a regional or even global power. However, ever since the Ottoman Empire, Turkish intellectuals have been troubled by the Sphinx puzzle of "where shall we head towards", on which Turkey has spent a long time searching for its own national cultural identity in the midst of this cultural and national duality. What’s worse, with the collapse of the Soviet Union and the breakdown of the bipolar pattern, Turkey lost its former historic strategic role as a bridgehead against the Soviet Union and Communism. The West's interest in Turkey quickly decreased, leading to the reemergence of the long-suppressed anti-Turkish stereotypes. Therefore, in order to replace its excessive reliance on the West and accomplish its national aim of reviving and revitalizing, Turkey was compelled to seek out a new national strategy to diversify its foreign relations.
Under this context, the values of Eurasianism, which originated in Russia, are adopted by Turkey. Russia’s Euroasianism is basically between westernism and nationalism. It is neither blindly westernized nor conservative and self-proclaimed like Slavicism. On the contrary, it is inclusive, seeing Russia as a unique Eurasian world, a civilizational system independent of the East and the West, exploring a unique path of development. Hence, this school of thought inspired Turkey to construct its own geopolitical concept of Eurasia, affirming itself as a bridge to unite the two cultures of the East and the West and to form a new cultural type so that it could develop its own political and economic model benefiting from the good sides of both the East and  the West. 
In conclusion, a thorough examination of Turkish Eurasianism is helpful for further understanding the theoretical and psychological underpinnings of contemporary Turkish politics, as well as its subtle influence on Turkish social thought, national development priorities and its decision-making mechanism. It also has positive practical implications for how China-Turkey relations should be handled. However, it is worth noting that Turkey, while continuing the tradition of Eurasianism that emphasizes the East, has advanced the argument of "geography over blood," which tends to weaken the essence of the state, and has been accused by foreign media of "reviving the imperial claims of the former Ottoman space." Furthermore, Turkey's use of Eurasianism is also based on the belief that it is the center of or the leader of the continent, which is prone to lead to  interstate frictions and conflicts of interests.

The Categories of Turkish Eurasianism
It is vital to define "Eurasia" in order to grasp "Eurasianism" more thoroughly. Despite the fact that Eurasia is a concept that has fascinated numerous geopolitical scholars, it does not have a specific definition and a coherent political project. As a result, different scholars have given it different meanings to serve their specific geopolitical interests. For instance, Mackinder divided the world into the Pivot Zone, the Inner Crescent, and the Outer Crescent in his book “The Geographic Pivot of History”. The so-called Pivot Zone is the region of the north-central Eurasian continent that includes what is now Russia, Central Asia, Mongolia, Pakistan, Iran, and part of the Chinese territory.
Brzezinski, in his "The Great Game of Chess", pointed out that the Eurasian continent, which stretches from Lisbon to Vladivostok, can be compared to a large game of chess, in which contains geostrategic players like Germany, France, Russia, China, India, as well as geopolitical pivot countries such as Ukraine, Turkey, South Korea, Iran and Azerbaijan. Even George Orwell, the novelist, fictionally created the concept of "Eurasian kingdom" in his work. In short, the definition of "Eurasia" is controversial among academics, but it is this ambiguity and flexibility that attracts a wide range of politicians and intellectuals. For example, Dugin, one of the most radical conservative figures of contemporary Russian society, bases his views on Mackinder and Haushoffer, like the statement that "Eurasia is the continental heart of the world, and Russia is the center of the continental heart". He then transformed the Russian classical Eurasianism and put forward the prestigious new Eurasianism with Russia being the core. Turkey, following the idea of Russia’s new Eurasianism, also proposed its own Eurasianism with Turkey being the focal point of the Eurasian continent in an effort to give full play to its geo-strategic advantages by fusing them with its own geopolitical ideas. 
In Turkey, Eurasianism is considered to be the fourth political philosophy after Turkism, Islamism and Westernism. First circulating among socialist-leaning Kemalists, Eurasianism quickly spread and influenced a large number of Turkists and even some Islamists and Westernists. Generally speaking, Turkish scholars are used to classify Eurasianism into three categories: "national Eurasianism," "multicultural Eurasianism," and "Western Eurasianism," but this research prefers to classify Turkish Eurasianism based on the political stances of Turkish political parties, that is "Kemalism-Eurasianism" on the left, "Turkism-Eurasianism" and "Neo-Ottomanism-Eurasianism"  on the right. The "Constructive Eurasianism", which is a newly fostered concept, serves as the middle bridge between the left and the right wings.

Kemalism-Eurasianism
As the "vanguard" of Turkish Eurasianism, Kemalism-Eurasianism is centered on Kemalism and the Turkish nation-state respectively. Therefore, the key to a better understanding of the Kemalist-Eurasianist ideology is to comprehend the notion of Kemalist revolution and its guiding principles, Turkish nation-state and Turkish national identity.
Kemalism, also known as Atatürkism, was the official ideology of the Turkish Republic that guided its transition from the multi-religious, multi-ethnic Ottoman Empire to a secular, democratic and unified modern state based on six basic principles (republicanism, populism, nationalism, secularism, statism and revolutionism). Many people mistakenly equate Kemalism with Westernizationism, but fundamental Kemalism  just hoped to realize the modernization of the state through learning from the West and was actually anti-imperialist in nature.
But after World War II, in fear of being isolated, the anti-imperialist tenets of Kemalism and its neutral foreign policy posture were abandoned by the Turkish government, who instead sought an unconditional Western alliance through NATO membership and shift from statism to liberalism. In 1960, the pro-Western democratically elected government was overthrown in a military coup and a very liberal constitution was subsequently promulgated by the military government. Socialist and communist ideologies flourished for the first time in Turkey under this new democratic political climate, and a significant fusion began to take place between the Kemalists and socialists, with a shared emphasis on "anti-imperialism, egalitarianism, and statism", as well as "the consolidation of state power and fight against the bourgeoisie.” Their common concern gave birth to Kemalist socialism, which lasted only till the military coup of 1971, when Marxists and the non-Marxist left were suppressed. The military government at that time followed the U.S. policy of supporting political Islamism and national separatism against the Turkish socialist movement in order to become an outpost of U.S. Middle East policy and better integrated into the greater Middle East Initiative.
Until the 1990s, globalization under US hegemony and the EU concepts of "federalism" and "regionalism" greatly undermined the populism, statism and revolutionism principles of Kemalism; The post-structuralism and neoliberalism challenges to the concept of the state; Political Islamization and the rise of Kurdish national separatism threatened Turkey's state structure, social system, values, and modernity; US’s occupation of Iraq, the accession of Cyprus to the EU and the rise of Turkey and the asymmetrical relations between Turkey and the EU under the customs union agreement, all have drastically influenced the position of Turkish political parties and intensified the anti-Westernist ideology of the Turkish public. People gradually came to believe that the pro-European and American policies of the Turkish government were the reason for the decline of the secular and social nation-state in Turkey, and that the EU has never took a sincere attitude toward Turkey's membership, only attempting to divide Turkey and restore their imperialist power of the Treaty of Sèvres.
In this context, the Kemalists merged with Russia’s neo-Eurasianism, whose core idea was to construct a supranational identity on a geopolitical basis by reinventing a new Russian cultural community and its liberal ideology as an alternative to the U.S.-dominated unipolar world and its so-called liberal ideology. The goal is to reshape the international political order by raising the banner of "new Eurasian nationalism" to establish a strategic Eurasian alliance and build a new Eurasian value system in a pluralistic and civilized world. Political parties and groups such as the Republican People's Party (CHP), the Workers' Party (IP), and the Democratic Left Party (DSP) have converged to promote a strong secular and socialized Turkish unitary state and are generally opposed to pro-Western policies and globalization. In the eyes of Kemalist-Eurasians, Eurasianism is Kemalist fundamentalism, a proper political practice that seeks to restore the basic principles of Kemalism. As Attilâ İlhan, the pioneer of Kemalist-Eurasianism, put it, Kemal was not pro-Western, but an anti-Western liberator of the Third World, always aware that the real contradiction was between the oppressor and the oppressed nations, and that the struggle in Turkey today does not belong to Turkey alone, but that Turkey is defending the cause of all oppressed nations. It is the cause of all the oppressed nations, the cause of all the Eastern nations.
The Turkish Workers' Party took the lead in colloborating with Dugin's International Eurasian Movement in Russia, firmly believing that Dugin's new Eurasianism's construction of a model of regional economic integration was the only rational strategy for opposing European and American hegemony and resisting national separatism and religious extremism. They believe that Western powers and international organizations such as the International Monetary Fund and the World Bank are the main destabilizing factors affecting the sovereignty and security of Eurasian countries, and therefore Russia, Turkey, China and India, as countries with similar experiences of anti-imperialist struggle, should form an alliance to reject the so-called Western cultural, historical, political and economic standards and reshape a more egalitarian economic and social policy. Attila Ilhan, for example, claims that the Black Sea Economic Cooperation (BSEC) and the Economic Cooperation Organization (ECO) have great potential to help Turkey prosper in the 21st century within reach. Mehmet Perinçek even stated that every country in the world, except the United States, could become a member of the Eurasian Union, where the Latin America could be Eurasian Union’s left door and the North Africa the southern door . He believes that this union is the only way to save Turkey from the attacks of the United States, and therefore Eurasianism is not an alternative to Turkey's foreign policy, but the only one.
However, despite the fact that Kemalist-Eurasianism and Russia’s neo-Eurasianism share many political, economic, and military features of anti-Atlanticism and anti-globalization, the context of their emergence, goal setting, ideology and philosophy behind differs vastly: Kemalist-Eurasianism places the nation-state at the center and calls for nation-state unite to resist globalization and neoliberalism on the basis of strategic cooperation, but it does not completely reject the European expressions in philosophy and political thinking. Dugin, on the other hand, advocates the establishment of a Russian-led Eurasian empire that prioritize Russian cultural and civilizational identity and build a new "objective" globalization as an alternative to the current one, with a relatively comprehensive and independent ideological system historically, intellectually, philosophically, and scientifically.
In sum, Kemalist-Eurasianist ideology is an international extension of the Turkish national revolution, with roots in the Kemalist revolution and historical left-wing nationalist philosophy. However, Kemalist-Eurasianists were sometimes suspected of being ultra-nationalist and pro-Russian radicals who aimed to overthrow the government through military coups and serve the interests of conservative nationalist groups in Turkey or represent the Russian fifth column. In fact, the key word in Kemalist-Eurasianism is "anti-imperialist," which makes it fundamentally different from the expansionist and imperialist Russia’s neo-Eurasianism. Nor was its nationalism narrowly racist, but rather progressive in its emphasis on polycentric unity and its belief that "all the peoples that make up the Turkish Republic are Turkish", distinguishing itself from the Turkism and neo-Ottomanism.

Neo-Ottomanism-Eurasianism
Similarly, the term "neo-Ottomanism-Eurasianism" obliges us to recall the concepts of "Ottomanism" and "neo-Ottomanism".
Ottomanism first appeared during the Ottoman Empire’s first constitutional era in 1876-1878. According to the Ottoman elite, the empire needed a panacea to counter the separatist sentiments awakening within its borders. Ottomanism aimed to transcend religious, ethnic, and linguistic differences and to achieve equality and unity among all Ottoman people by creating a common Ottoman citizenship that would maintain the loyalty of Greek, Serbian, Bulgarian, Armenian, and Albanian separatists. 
However, these expectations were not met, and the ideology of Ottomanism was replaced by the ideology of Turkish nationalism, which rose to prominence in the early 20th century. In 1923, Kemal Atatürk defined the political basis of the Turkish Republic as a strong, modern, secular nation-state, and he therefore strongly opposed the inheritance of the Ottoman Empire's behindhand legacy from political, social, to the intellectual aspects. Kemal's revolutionary political and social changes successfully influenced Turkish foreign policy until the end of the Cold War at the end of 20th century, when Turkey’s leaders took advantage of the strategic opportunity presented by the new geopolitical situation to refocus on the former territories and peoples of the Ottoman Empire. Among them, the Turgut Özal government's shift in foreign policy focus to the Balkans and Central Asia was considered as the first step toward neo-Ottomanism.
Turkish neo-Ottomanism is based on four basic principles: origin, soil, language and Ottoman perception. It advocates respect for Turkey's Ottoman history and portrays the Ottoman Empire as a positive example of political pluralism and openness to life, a great multi-ethnic empire that ruled over the Middle East, North Africa, the Balkans and parts of Central Europe. It is this glorious past that gives contemporary Turkey a "global perspective," and thus the Republic of Turkey needs to engage more politically in the areas formerly ruled by the Ottoman Empire and make the transition from the periphery of the Euro-Atlantic system of the bipolar world to the "central state" of the post-bipolar world.   
Ahmet Davutolu, for example, is regarded as the chief architect of "neo-Ottomanism." He emphasizes that Turkey has geographical advantages that other central countries do not have: Germany, for example, is the central country of Europe, but it is far from Asia and Africa. Iran is located in the heart of Asia, but it is far away from Europe and Africa. Turkey, on the other hand, is a country connecting both Asia and Europe, and is very close to Africa. Turkey is more than a bridge between the two points, nor is it simply an ordinary country located between the Islamic world and the West, but a country with a unique character and therefore cannot pursue a passive foreign policy. Based on this premise, he argues in Strategic Depth that Turkey needs to prioritize opportunities for economic and commercial potential in the Afro-Eurasian continent, thus elevating itself to the important position of a diplomatic, political, socio-cultural and commercial crossroads between Western and Muslim civilizations.
It is his Afro-Eurasian discourse that links neo-Ottomanism with Eurasianist thought. In fact, Neo-Ottomanism and Turkish Eurasianism share striking similarities in terms of geographical scope and political goals. As Turkey developed the neo-Ottoman concept with the aim of promoting better communication and cooperation between Western and Eastern civilizations, Eurasianism also advocates the promotion of multiculturalism throughout Eurasia, especially in the territories of the former Ottoman Empire, encouraging communities with civilizations beyond the Afro-Eurasian convergence to cooperate on the basis of shared values.
The formal combination of "neo-Ottomanism-Eurasianism" first appeared in journal Yarın (Tomorrow) back in 2002. This political discourse sees neo-Ottomanist-Eurasians as assigning Turkey a leading role in the Eurasian paradigm by placing Turkey at the center of a series of geopolitical interconnections, emphasizing its ethnocultural, historical, and economic ties to the former Ottoman territories in the Middle East and the Balkans, as well as its ethnic, cultural, and economic ties to the South Caucasus and Central Asia. Conservatives and Islamists have embraced Neo-Ottomanism-Eurasianism through discursive practices, i.e., the re-imagining of the Turkish nation and the formation of a transnational identity based on Ottoman historical heritage, Sunni Muslim identity, and the geographical space of the former empire.
It is important to note that neo-Ottomanism-Eurasianism is not politically motivated by the reconstruction of the Ottoman Empire, but rather seeks to create a space of cooperation in the former Ottoman territories and to escape the ambiguity of ethnic and religious identity brought about by globalization by pursuing the social and cultural diversity of the Ottoman Empire. Neo-Ottomanism-Eurasianism not only balanced and broadened the horizon of Kemalism, but also helped Turkey to break out of its excessive fascination with Western identity and development trajectory. As a result, this idea gained many admirers within Turkey and was touted by different interest groups. Its concrete practice was reflected in the İsmail Cem period and the Davutoğlu period. Cem, for example, repeatedly stated that the future belonged to Eurasia, and by emphasizing the uniqueness of Turkey's multi-ethnic, multicultural, and multi-religious history and advocating for the inheritance of the empire's cultural and political heritage, Turkey's Asian and European identities could be more naturally integrated. This period saw the first emergence of the multidimensional foreign policy idea, which aimed to broaden the horizons of Turkish foreign policy to be fully oriented toward the Middle East, Asia, and Europe. It was also during this period that Turkey gained the status of a candidate for the European Union and also expanded its influence in Central Asia through cooperation with China. As for Davutoğlu, he is known for his "Afro-Eurasian" strategy, a theory of "strategic depth" that sought to establish Turkey as a center of diplomatic, political, cultural and, above all, economic attraction to the peoples and countries of the Afro-Eurasian interface (he likens it to Mackinder's "heartland") and creates a supra-Turkish identity by expanding Turkey's cooperation with different fields, making Turkey a supra-regional leader.

Turkism-Eurasianism
As mentioned earlier, the first wave of Turkish Eurasianism began with the collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991. As Turkey's geopolitical anxiety over its strategic relations with the United States and Europe continued to rise, Turkish policymakers sought to restore its importance in the eyes of the West and establish a sphere of influence in the region by emphasizing Turkey's special historical, religious, and cultural ties with the newly independent Caucasus and the Turkic republics of Central Asia. Thus, the reason for Eurasianism to be included in the Turkish political spectrum at the very start actually lies in the fact that Turkey equated the concept of Eurasia with the Turkic republics of Central Asia and the Caucasus at that time.
Initially, Turkey was encouraged by the U.S. and Europe to establish extensive political, economic and cultural ties with the Central Asian and Caucasus republics, but this series of positive initiatives was labeled as "pan-Turkism" and was seen as challenging Russia's authority in the space. In order to maintain good relations with Russia and keep a multi-focused and pluralistic foreign policy strategy, Turkish officials acted cautiously at a later stage, rejecting the accusation of pan-Turkism and stating that their foreign policy is not expansionist or seeking a regional monopoly of hegemony, but is based on the spiritual and cultural unity of Turks and the Turkic world, hoping to serve as a bridge for the EU and the US to develop relations with the newly independent states and strengthen the Turkic world’s connection to the outside world. Some Turkicists then developed the concept of "Turkic-Eurasianism" as a buffer against the hostility of Russia and Central Asian countries. For example, the influence of Turkic-Eurasianism can be glimpsed in the foreign policy of the Özal period, when the Turkish government focused on economic and cultural "soft power" and pursued an economically oriented, pragmatic, multidimensional, and proactive foreign policy. During this period, Turkey played its role as an intermediary between Central Asian countries and Europe and the United States, as evidenced by the  establishment of the Summit of Turkic-speaking Countries in 1992 under Özal's leadership and the creation of the International Organization of Turkic Culture (Uluslararası Türk Kültürü Teşkilatı, or TÜRKSOY) in 1993. The latter is a cultural initiative among Turkic-speaking countries with a role equivalent to UNESCO. Turkey has also provided significant diplomatic assistance to the Central Asian countries, seeking to help them join the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE, later OSCE), World Bank, International Monetary Fund (IMF) and the Economic Cooperation Organization (ECO). In summary, the Özal government has worked to integrate Turkic-speaking countries with the rest of the world, emphasizing regional cooperation in Eurasia while highlighting their Turkic identity in order to enhance its strategic position in the eyes of its Western allies.
However, as the EU continued to postpone Turkey's application for European membership with commitments, especially after 2003, when Turkey suffered from  continuous disagreements with Europe and the United States over issues including Cyprus and Iraq, Turkey stopped seeking an active leadership role in the post-Soviet space and gradually but decisively admitting its limits of political and economic influence, shifting its focus to the Middle East rather than the Caucasus and Central Asia. The latter's efforts were also limited as much as possible to promoting economic, scientific, educational, social, and cultural cooperation among member states rather than directly addressing the complicated political security problems of the Caucasus and Central Asia .
In short, Turkic-Eurasianism is not so much "Eurasianism", but rather "Turkism" under the guise of "Eurasianism" with its focus on the Turkic republics of the Caucasus and Central Asia,. In this political discourse, "Eurasianism" is a pragmatic tool rather than an end in itself to advance Turkey's influence in the region. This also leads to the concept of  "Constructive Eurasianism" that will be elaborated later.

Constructive Eurasianism
The concept of "constructive Eurasianism" is not widely accepted, but it has recently appeared frequently in the Turkish media and entered the public eye. The growing "popularity" of the term stems from the Russia-Ukraine conflict in 2022, where Turkey, a NATO member and EU candidate, maintains good relations with the West, Russia and Ukraine at the same time, which again makes people wonder: How does Turkey view NATO and the EU? How does Turkey see itself in terms of ideology? Where is Turkey's foreign policy heading towards? Constructive Eurasianism claims to provide answers for those questions like a panacea. In fact, constructive Eurasianism is not as "newly born" as it seems, but has long been a part of the Turkish Republic's domestic and foreign affairs.
During the Cold War, Turkey's foreign policy was dominated by anti-communism, turned exclusively toward the West, while ignoring its geographical advantages and potential. After the collapse of the Soviet Union, Turkey recognized that it should seize the moment and shift from the one-dimensional foreign policy, at which point the concept of Eurasia well represented Turkey's desire to serve as an economic and political model for the newly independent states in the post-Soviet space. Later, as the world’s political and economic center of gravity gradually shifted from the West to the East, Turkish leaders and public opinion became more in favor of Constructive Eurasianism, also known as pragmatic Eurasianism. Between 2002 and 2012, this discourse was mainly adopted by opposition political parties, movements and intellectuals to criticize Turkey's over-Europeanization reforms. And after 2013 it was adopted by President Erdogan to criticize Turkey's Western partners' policies toward Turkey and to find new allies in the Eurasian region, expressing Turkey's frustration and insecurity with Europe and the United States .
Despite its occasional assertive attitude towards NATO and the EU, Turkey has always had long-standing and deep-rooted political and economic ties with the West, while its relations with developing Asia are not as deep as advocated. Turkey's large trade deficits with Russia and China are highly detrimental to its macroeconomic balance, therefore, the anti-Western Eurasianism will not benefit Turkey, which will remain a Western- and European-oriented country for the foreseeable future.
However, through Constructive Eurasianism, Turkey continues to strengthen its institutionalized ties with the West while focusing on the potential  cooperation with the Asia. This pragmatic Eurasianism refuses to create new rivalries and confrontations, meanwhile encourages regional cooperation and enables Turkey to properly position itself in a changing world, as in the case of Turkey's "zero-problem diplomacy" policy and "proactive" stance. In short, for Turkish policymakers, the discourse of Constructive Eurasianism is not a guiding ideology, but a practical tool for realizing their political vision for their neighbors, acting as a "bridge" between Europe and Asia, pursuing geopolitical interests and addressing political and diplomatic challenges.
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	Views on national identity
	Peoples that make up the Republic of Turkey are all Turkish peoples.
	Blood-based Turkic peoples
	Lineage, soil, language and Ottoman perception -based peoples 
	National interests -based

	Views on Eurasia
	The Turkish paradigm of democratic national liberation serves as a model for other oppressed nations to unite in opposition to today's "globalized democracy" and dictatorial form of capitalism.
	Turkey acts as a cultural and historical magnet for several newly independent Caucasus and Central Asian governments, as well as a link for the European Union and the United States to strengthen relations with Turkic countries.
	Turkey is directly and historically responsible for the highly volatile post-Ottoman region (the Balkans and Black Sea region, as well as the Middle East and North Africa) and serves as the glue that connects Europe and Asia.
	Integration with the West while maintaining good relations with the East.

	Diplomatic Policies
	Defending the cause of all oppressed nations, calling for alliances with nation-states with similar experiences of anti-imperialist struggle, such as Russia, China, and Iran, to oppose European and American hegemony, reject so-called Western cultural, historical, political, and economic standards, and reshape more egalitarian economic and social policies.
	By exercising economic and political influence on the mostly Turkic-speaking post-Soviet governments of Central Asia, Turkey hopes to boost its strategic importance in Westerners’ eyes. This discourse does not seek a monopoly status, but rather assists Turkic states in strengthening their links with the outside world, achieving a strategic picture of "zero-problem diplomacy," and build a more stable partnership.
	Re-imagining the Turkish nation, emphasizing Turkey's ethno-cultural, historical, and economic ties with former Ottoman territories in the Middle East and Balkans, as well as the South Caucasus and Central Asia, calls on Turkey to unite the countries of the post-Ottoman space, such as prioritizing opportunities for economic and commercial potential in the Afro-Eurasian continent, thus elevating itself to a significant diplomatic, political, socio-cultural, and economic position.
	Refusing to create new rivalries and confrontations, it seeks to forge new avenues of cooperation that will allow Turkey to properly position itself in a ever changing world, that is, to integrate with the West while maintaining good relations with the East. Given Turkey's recent domestic economic  crisis, Turkish policymakers have prioritized practicality over ideology in establishing its regional priorities.



Turkey's unique geographic location and pluralistic identity bring both opportunities and challenges, of which the question of how to maximize national interests has become a struggle for Turkish politicians and scholars. The mainstream Kemalism, Turkism, and Ottomanism in Turkey do not fully represent the ideology that guides Turkey's official foreign policy, but Eurasianism, an organic combination of local schools of thought, may provide a new perspective for analyzing Turkey's "left-right" and "balanced pluralism" foreign policy. "The various schools of thought share many common viewpoints, yet each has its own unique focus. Among them, "Constructive Eurasianism" especially reflects Turkey's pragmatic spirit, and its realist nature facilitates our understanding of Turkey's domestic and foreign affairs, including Turkey's role as a mediator in the current Russian-Ukrainian conflict mediation process. In conclusion, this paper argues that Turkey has never confined itself to a single ideology, but has always adjusted itself based on its national interests. This flexible and evolving strategic consideration has kept Turkey's foreign policy up-to-date and alive at all times, demonstrating the fact that ideology can be a means but never an end in Turkey.
However, Turkey's Eurasianism also needs to be careful not to fall prey to traditional geopolitical hollow arguments, where old wine is served in new bottles. And it should be handled with prudence when using this ideology. If it is not properly controlled and turns into pan-Turkism and pan-Ottomanism, it will further destabilize and provoke violence, further increasing the potential danger of the already great conflicts in the region. China, Central Asian countries and so on also need to be alert to some negative voices of division or extremism such as pan-Islamism and pan-Turkism. By looking critically at Turkey's Eurasianism and take the best from it, new theoretical support can be concluded and implemented for the further development of relations between the two sides in the future.
