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Abstract

Our research aims to compare and analyze the historical and contemporary arguments for the existence of the
'Great Game' in Central Asia with the new' Great Game theory in the South Caucasus and to evaluate the
problems of using this theory. In addition, the “Great Game” in the process from the past to the present, the
challenging issues in the South Caucasus, the rivalry between Turkey and Russia in the face of promising
potential, and the effects of this competition on regional policies are discussed. In this sense, the geopolitical
rivalry between Turkey and Russia in the region can be interpreted as a new' Great Game that shares similarities
with the great power rivalries of the 21st century, but there are also some clear differences from the traditional
Great Game. Calismamin ana argiimam, Giiney Kafkasya devletleri ile Tiirkiye arasinda yakin iliskiler
kurulmasinda bélgesel durum ve Rus faktoriiniin olasi etkileri, bélgedeki Tiirkiye-Rusya rekabeti, Ermenistan-
Azerbaycan savasimn sonuclar analiz edilmistir. Tiirkiye ve Rusya'min bélgesel politikasinda. In the study, it
was tried to explain the dynamics and development of the region where there is serious competition, including
global actors as well as the countries of the region. In the research, in order to support its main argument,
comparative-political analysis, systematic approach to international relations, historical and expert analysis,
examination of documents, cause-effect, analysis-synthesis methods from general logic and estimation methods
have been widely used.
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Oz

Aragtirmamiz, Orta Asya'daki 'Biiyiik Oyun'un varligina dair tarihsel ve ¢agdas argiimanlar1 Giiney Kafkasya'daki
'yeni' Biiyiik Oyun teorisi ile karsilagtirmayi, analiz etmeyi ve bu teorinin kullanmanin sorunlarini degerlendirmeyi

amaclamaktadir. Ayrica ke¢misden gilintimiize gelen siirecde “Biiyiik Oyun” ve onun olusturdugu Giliney
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Kafkasya'daki zorlu konular, gelecek vaat eden potansiyel karsisinda Tiirkiye-Rusya rekabeti, bu rekabetin bolge
politikalarina etkileri ele alinmaktadir. Bu anlamda bolgediki Tiirkiye ve Rusya arasindaki jeopolitik rekabetin, 21.
Yiizyildaki biiyiik giiclerin rekabetiyle benzerlikler paylasan 'yeni' bir Biiyiik Oyun olarak yorumlanabilir, ancak
geleneksel Biiyiik Oyun'a gore bazi acik farkhiliklar da vardir. Calismanin temel argiimani, Giiney Kafkas devletleri
ile Tiirkiye arasinda yakin iligkiler kurulmasinda bdélgesel durumu ve Rusya faktoriiniin olas etkileri, bolgedeki
Tiirkiye-Rusya rekabeti, Ermenistan-Azerbaycan savaginin sonuclarinin Tiirkiye ve Rusyamin bdlgesel
politikasinda analiz edilmistir. Calismada kiiresel aktorlerin yani sira bolge tilkeleri de dahil olmak {izere ciddi bir
rekabetin oldugu bolgenin dinamiklerini ve gelisimini agiklamay1 calisilmisti. Arastirmada ana argiimanini
desteklemek {iizere karsilastirmali-politik analiz, uluslararas: iligkilere sistematik yaklagim, tarihsel ve uzman
analiz, belge inceleme, neden-sonug, genel mantiktan analiz-sentez yontemleri ve tahmin yontemleri yaygin olarak

kullanilmigtir.

Anahtar kelimeler: Giiney Kafkasya, Tiirkiye, Giircistan, "Yeni biiyiik oyun", jeopolitik
Introduction

One of the characteristics of the 9os of the 20th century was the realization of international relations at
the level of states and the continued influence of power politics on these relations. According to the
traditional realist approach, sovereign states are considered as the main actors at the center of
international relations. From the point of view of the realist approach, the states that are considered as
the main unit in international politics pursue their own interests selfishly, and the most important
element they use to achieve these goals is material power. In the 9os of the last century, the collapse of
US was a turning point for the South Caucasus region. During this period, the main focus of the world
was on the safe transportation of Caspian Sea basin oil and gas resources to the European markets.
States and transnational companies entered into a great competition in the region for the transportation
of energy resources to the world market, and the regional states suffered the most damage in this
competition. It seems that new shades are emerging in the background of the increased activity of big
states that want to realize their geopolitical interests in the region, which is closely related to the foreign
policy of the regional states. During this period, as a result of the West, especially the USA and Russia,
becoming more active in the competition of interests in the region, a complex and risky picture emerged
in the region. In particular, the diverse ethnic composition of the region played an important role in this
competition. Though the South Caucasus occupies a small area on the world map, the scale of the
interest in the region is much bigger than its geographical size. The collapse of the SSRU altered the
geopolitical dynamics of the South Caucasus as each of the successor states sought to define their own
national interests and policy priorities. Another effect of the collapse of the SU was that it permitted

other powers to vie for influence in the former South Caucasus.

With the end of the Cold War, the South Caucasus suddenly became one of the main areas of regional
and global power struggles. Azerbaijan, Georgia and Armenia, which are South Caucasian states, have
never been ambitious players in global processes at any stage of history. Especially in the stages of the
formation of the modern international relations system (mainly the stages after the 1st and 2nd World
Wars), on the one hand, the "appetite" of Russia, and on the other hand, the lack of power to prevent

this "appetite" of the regional and global conditions, made the South Caucasus republics even
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independent states. did not even allow them to continue their existence. Thus, Azerbaijan, Armenia and
Georgia were able to take their places in the system of modern international relations only with the
collapse of the USSR. On the other hand, the young states trying to protect independence without having
the opportunity to fully understand what it really is, were faced with internal political-military processes

and more importantly (in the case of Azerbaijan and Georgia) with the problem of territorial integrity.

This article seeks to engage in the discussion, through literature review and expert interviews, whether
a “New Great Game” currently can be said to exist or not. In order to set the theoretical and conceptual
scene, the first step is to understand what is meant by competition for power and influence. This article
outlines the perspectives and engagement of Russia and Turkey — the primary foreign powers contesting
for influence, the complexity of the current state of the interplay of the two countries that constitute the
Georgia and the primary external actors of Russia and Turkey, before finally moving to the discussion
whether a “New Great Game” actually exists. If it does, that also begs the question, what are the
similarities and differences with the “Old Great Game”? We used the comparative analysis method to
come up with more plausible outcomes for the region’s better future. Comparative analysis, synthesis,
inductive and deductive methods have been used to come up with conclusive answers. The objects of
study include influence, institutions, policy, interests and threats, effects and predictions. During the
examination of the subject, the information obtained from the mass media published in Turkey-Russia
and other countries, the documents signed bilaterally and multilaterally in the South Caucasus, the
materials of the official meetings allowed the subject to be examined and the necessary results to be

obtained.
Methodology

There are many different approaches and theoretical lenses to study international relations and make
sense of events, trends and processes. While there are established theoretical lenses such as realism,
constructivism, Marxism, feminism, and others, neo-liberalism has been chosen as the means of making
sense of this case study. As well, this article the comparative-political analysis method was widely used
in the research. Using this method, the materials of the mutual meetings of the heads of state and
government of Turkey, Georgia and Russia were extensively analyzed. It is also based on a systematic
approach to international relations, historical and expert analysis, examination of documents, causes -
consequences, analysis-synthesis methods from general logic and prediction methods. This article seeks
to critically engage in the popular and academic debates, past and present, on the existence of a Great
Game. As such, the goal is to examine the what, how and why rhetoric of the geopolitical troupes in
these texts and the interaction and any influence between academic and popular sources. The fact the
Great Game is used in various different regions implies that the value is not found in a clear explanatory
value, but rather in politically symbolic value that influences perceptions and expectations. The
combination of these approaches is expected to yield results on the ontology (what exists) and
epistemology (knowledge and how we ‘know’ things) of reactions to mediated textual depictions of the

New Great Game event within the context of the Old Great Game.
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South Caucasus as part of the "New Great Game"'.

The South Caucasus region, called the "Eurasian Balkans" (Xostarnya, 2021), is a region of geostrategic
importance, located between the Caspian and the Black Sea, the world's main transit trade route. This
trade region, which has been the center of interest of England and Russia throughout history, became
the area of interest of international organizations and states along with the three regional states with
the collapse of the USSR. Due to its strategic importance, the region has been the focus of great powers
throughout history. The crisis caused by the regional and international power struggle during the Cold
War led to the collapse of USSR. Moscow, which experienced economic and political problems at the
end of the 80s of the 20th century, brought up the lost power competition in the region at the beginning
of the new century. Currently, Russia, which is trying to strengthen its influence mechanisms in the
South Caucasus, is able to use the internal problems of the states in the region to shape their foreign
policy. On the other hand, the states of the region are also fighting for leadership. Various theoretical
approaches allow us to study international relations and make sense of events, trends, and processes.
Weighing pros and cons, considerations such as the specifics of the case, i.e., the study of the influence
of international institutions on international security politics and relations, provides the tools with
which to delve into the roles played by Turkey versus Russia in the Georgia where the global political
hegemony of liberal democracy prevails. Liberalism tends to expand its zone of influence, which, in the
context of this article, is likely to bring it into competition or conflict as Russia views the region as a

zone of its interests and influence(Iskandarov et al., 2019: 9).

While the South Caucasus was previously considered to be on the periphery of the international agenda,
after the dissolution of the SU and the subsequent formation of newly independent states, it became
much more important both to its neighbors and influential non-regional actors(Markedonov. 2012).
The rivalry between Turkey, Iran and Russia, eager to fill the vacuum left by the collapse of the USSR,
was called the Great Game because it recalled the struggle between the British Empire and the Russian
Tsar in the 19th century. Over time, when it was understood that first Iran, and then Turkey, could not
play the intended big game, and their economic, political and social powers were insufficient, the sides
of the Second Great Game were reshaped. What is the "New Big Game" and when did it appear? The
concept of "big game" was first used by British explorer Arthur Connolly, who served in Central Asia in
1837-1840. This concept, which was used in Rudyard Kipling's novel "Who" in 1901, became widespread
thanks to the Englishman Halford Mackinder. In fact, this concept was used in the 19th century in the
Central Asian region to express the regional power struggle between the British Empire, the world
power of that time, and the Russian Empire, the great power of Asia. Russia's invasion of the Caucasus
and Central Asia, and then its desire to descend on the Indian Ocean, caused a conflict with England.
In the mentioned period, Mackinder hypothesized that "Whoever rules Eurasia rules the world"

(Bahadir, 2014: 16)

From the 18th century until the break-up of the Soviet Union in 1991, Russia was the dominant power
in the region. This region constituted Russia’s and later the SU’s southern border and was considered

part of its “strategic backyard” or “zone of privileged interest” as the then President Dmitry Medvedev
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referred to it. In terms of politics, economics, and security, it is simply not feasible to separate the links
and effects between Russia (especially the Northern Caucasus) and the South Caucasus.10 The disputes
over the Soviet-era autonomous entities led to the wars in Nagorno-Karabakh, Abkhazia, and South
Ossetia, bringing economic instability and security problems to the South Caucasus. These ongoing
conflicts weakened the South Caucasus states and provided an opening for the regional and global
powers to restart their competition for influence over the region. Starting from 1998, the formation of
regional alliances among Turkey, Georgia, and Azerbaijan brought Iran into closer cooperation with
Armenia and Russia (Gafarli et al., 2019) In the mid-2000s, the term “spheres of privileged interests”
was used with the intention to signify a move away from ‘influence’ asit was much more specific and
identifiable. In addition, policy moved away from an ideologically guided course to one that used
pervasive pragmatism (Trenin, 2009: 3). Russia currently faces a number of different foreign actors and
organizations seeking to expand their influence in the region, such as the USSR, Turkey, Iran, NATO,
and the European Union. With a growing rift between Russia on the one hand and the US and the EU
on the other in regard to Ukraine and Syria and an escalating conflict in Nagorno-Karabakh that might
draw in regional powers, the South Caucasus may well become the third spot for employing the strategy

of encircling Russia (Gafarli et al., 2019).

With the collapse of the USSR in the South Caucasus region, some issues left over from the beginning
of the last century began to be on the agenda, which made the region confused. The presence of the
region in this situation also threatened the existence of new independent states here. Due to its
geopolitical and strategic importance, the region has always been at the forefront of the foreign policy
of world states, and has been at the center of political games throughout history by the powers that want
to dominate the continent. Previously, the South Caucasus was on the periphery of the international
agenda, but after the emergence of newly independent states, it became more important for both its
neighbors and influential actors outside the region. On the other hand, the South Caucasus is a
multifaceted geopolitical region that occupies a strategic place in the transportation of Caspian Sea oil
and gas (Larenkov, 2017). On the one hand, after the collapse of the CIS, there were states that hoped
that everything would change radically with the creation of the CIS under the leadership of Russia,
which is considered its successor, on the other hand, these states faced their own internal problems -
the formation of states, the creation of national economies, the fight against extremism, etc. were busy
with One of the main problems of the region was the issue of safe and quick transportation of energy
resources to the Western markets, which resulted in conflict with the states interested in the region,

especially Turkey and Russia.

Why did the South Caucasus region become the field of competition of the great powers? Because the
South Caucasus region is of great importance for the Western world, especially the USA, and for the
region's neighbors - Russia, Turkey, and Iran - in terms of their strategic goals. In general, the South
Caucasus region has several strategic importance for the West, especially the United States, in modern

times:

»  Encircle (encircle) Russia, which is perceived as a threat (and a source of danger);
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»  Surrounding Iran, which is perceived as a source of threat;

»  Owning natural resources in the region, participating in contracts related to oil and gas fields (both

strategic interests and economic/commercial reasons);

» Toreliably ensure the export of natural resources in the region to the international markets (so as
to be able to have alternative natural resources and to create a diversity of export routes for the

states of the region - political interests);
»  Use as an alternative market;

»  Mainly in security (“anti-terrorist activities”) and other global policies, and at the same time using
Central Asia as a transit region in the direction of these goals (so that the Central Asian region is
the West's rivals/enemies Russia from the south, Iran from the east, China from the north It is also
important from the point of view of encirclement from the west. From another point of view,
Central Asia is very important from the point of view of being a region located in the middle of
nuclear powers representing four different faiths - Russia, China, India and Pakistan). (Aslanli,

2013)

One of the main players in the energy competition in the region, the basis of the regional strategy of the
USA is the energy resources in the Caspian basin and their safe transportation. USA administration
does not care who is in power in the regional states. Washington's main interest is the energy policy of
the regional states of Azerbaijan and Georgia. In order to undermine Moscow's regional policy, the SU
is trying to get ahead of Russia and Iran, which support it in regional politics, by replacing pro-Russian
or pro-Russian regimes that tend to balance between the SU and Russia with regimes that shift power
with Russia. Thus, Georgia's geopolitics has made it even more important in the changing conjuncture
of international relations. In this sense, Russia and Georgia, living together and in peace in the SU,
suddenly became "enemy" after the disintegration of the SU. Georgia, on the other hand, is a country
that is of interest to Europe at the NATO and EU level, as well as the USA. This is actually a result of
changing international balances. Georgia is a new phase in the conflict between the West and Russia,
especially the USA, and Russia is making efforts to put Georgia back in its orbit. Because it is said that
the separation of Russia and Georgia harmed the Russians more than the other territorial losses caused
by the disintegration of the USSR (Ar1, 2010: 110). Despite all the encouraging signs, it soon became
clear that Turkey was neither able to take advantage of them nor was it alone trying to fill the power
vacuum. It's a replica of the "Great Game" century, when the Russian Federation (RF), Turkey, Iran and
the US (among others) imagine themselves as the main players. The rivalry between them gained
economic, political, ideological and religious dimensions, thus creating various opportunities for
widespread conflicts. In line with Thilisi's policy of deepening its relations with the West at all levels for
the last 8 years, it should be considered as the main elements of Georgia's foreign policy that it acts
cautiously with Russia and avoids steps that will anger the official Moscow. However, according to some
analysts, Russia's "separation" of Abkhazia and South Ossetia from Georgia reduced Moscow's

geostrategic interests in Georgia. According to them, Russia strengthens its military-political presence
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in the South Caucasus by taking control of the territory of Georgia, South Ossetia and Abkhazia, which
it recognizes as "independence", and by placing military bases in these regions, and the full integration
of Georgia into the main structures of the West. For Turkey, the prospect of a military confrontation
with Iran or Russia has caused enough concern. Turkey was concerned that Iran would try to influence
the identity of the Muslim population in the Caucasus, and this was shared at the time by the RF and
the West in general. Iran is concerned that Turkey's active role in the region may create pan-Turkish
hegemony on its borders. Thus, there was a short-term competition between two opposing models of
political development for the Turkish-Muslim peoples of Eurasia: the secular model of Turkey with its
political pluralism and the Islamic model supported by Iran. But it soon became clear that neither

country had enough political influence or economic power to support its ambitions.

As a result of the expansion in 2007, the South Caucasus became a border region with the EU (via the
Black Sea), which naturally resulted in the organization's active approach to the internal problems of
the region. However, the South Caucasus has different meanings in the EU's new neighborhood concept,
the role of America in the Middle East, and the "role model" of Russia's integration into the CIS
countries. It should be noted that the South Caucasus region is of special importance in all these models
(AZORTAC, 2019). Some experts have formed the idea of creating a new union similar to the EU in the
Caucasus by Turkey after the collapse of the SU. Turkey was more eager to create such a union in the
Black Sea and Caucasus region. Turkey was trying to turn the region into a unique Schengen zone and
a region of peace. But for this stage, it was necessary to quickly resolve the rotten conflicts in the South
Caucasus. The Russian umbrella must be replaced, but not with a European umbrella from across the
ocean or alien to Caucasian values. The presence of this umbrella neighboring Turkey would be very
important for the states of the region. In this case, there would be no need to revise the borders and
separatism would not find support among the different nationalities living in the region. The fact that
Caspian energy resources play a major role in the competition of major states with interests in the region
and the presence of important actors such as the EU, USA and China who want to share in the
distribution of these resources makes the political situation in the region tense, which complicates the
internal political situation of the states here. Therefore, it does not jeopardize Russian dominance in
the region. Because its influence is not accompanied by a political and military presence unlike the West.
However, regardless of how regional dynamics play out in the coming years, China's growing presence
in the South Caucasus is a factor that can no longer be ignored. It may not receive the same level of
consideration in the media or in policy circles that the traditional interplay between Russia and the
West in the region (Rinna, 2015). According to Ishik Bora, even though China genuinely does not seek
to be militarily present in the region and endeavours to improve commercial ties, it could come to a
position where it might appear to be the strongest candidate to balance Russia in the South Caucasus

(Bora, 2017).

In the 20th century, the countries of the South Caucasus gained their independence for the second time
- Georgia and Azerbaijan, with the exception of Armenia, turned their faces to the West, but this process

was not very clear. There are experts who still see the South Caucasus as a post-Soviet space. Because
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Russia did not give up its interests in this region with the power it got from being the successor of the
SU. However, it is a mistake to analyze the recent turbulent events only as part of the Russian periphery.
Although these states in the region are trying to integrate into the EU, they cannot get away from Russia.
At the same time, the South Caucasus is one of the regions ready to explode in the Eurasian continent
with its ethnic diversity. This allows Russia, which defends separatism, to interfere in the internal affairs
of regional states. It should be recalled that after the collapse of the USSR there were 9 armed clashes,

6 of which took place in the Caucasus region (Shukurova, 2021).

In this competition, Russia tried to gather the states included in the former Soviet geography within the
framework of an institution like the CIS and supported leaders close to Moscow's politics. Turkey's
South Caucasus policy is based on the establishment of permanent peace and security in the region. We
should also note that Ankara, which previously had only a marginal influence in the region, became one
of the important players in the regions (South Caucasus and Central Asia regions) in which it was not
actively involved with the collapse of SU. Although it is unlikely that the economic and political
conditions in the region will stabilize in the short term, they will undoubtedly continue their efforts to
create new interdependence networks between Ankara and the regional states. Undoubtedly, other
regional players, especially Russia and Iran, will continue to view these policies with suspicion and
create regional problems. Even if Turkey's initial position on Eurasia was somewhat unrealistic, the
effects it created set the tone for Ankara's policy. Although Turkey has not necessarily become the model
that the new states in the region aspire to, its developing market relations, secular, pluralistic approach
to Islam, and democracy continue to have their appeal in the region. Meanwhile, Turkey learned two
important lessons from its relations with Russia: Russia is an important economic partner for Turkey,
and to take into account the risk of a direct confrontation with Moscow, which pursues an overly
aggressive foreign policy in the region, and to prioritize cooperation with a sensitive policy towards

Russia.

Azerbaijan, which gained its independence for the second time in the 20th century in the South
Caucasus, used to export oil to European countries through the Black Sea, Georgia has maintained its
importance in the transit route, as it did in the SU era. According to the Concept of Europe-South
Caucasus relations, Azerbaijan and Georgia, which are the current participants of the integration into
the Central Europe, are an important condition for their economic development to enter the Western
markets. According to another periphery approach, the South Caucasus is of great transit importance
between other regions from a functional point of view, accordingly, the trade relations of the EU with
the South Caucasus are peripheral and the region as a consumer market is important for the EU
countries. This is primarily related to the safe transportation of Caspian basin energy resources. Because
the safe transportation of Caspian basin energy resources can reduce the EU's dependence on the
Persian Gulf and Russia. This is the basis of the security and stability policy in the region, and to achieve
this, the EU must first resolve the conflicts in the South Caucasus. However, this does not mean that
the South Caucasus does not interfere with the economic and security interests of Europe. Because

Caspian Sea energy resources have already attracted the interest of European oil companies and occupy
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a certain place in the EU's energy security system. The Armenia-Azerbaijan and Russia-Georgia
disagreements could indeed destabilize the EU's southern borders, making them relevant to Europe's
core interests, particularly the EU's South Caucasus policy. For this purpose, the EU tries not to strain
relations with Russia in the South Caucasus policy. However, Russia's attack on Ukraine and aggressive
policy may lead the EU to change its cooperation policy with Russia, which may result in both sides

facing an economic crisis.

In modern times, the energy factor plays a key role in shaping international relations. Inequitable
distribution of energy resources on earth leads to merciless struggle between great powers in
international relations, which leads to weakening of regional states. Russia, which is one of the most
important actors of energy policy, continues its policy of control over the production, export and
transportation of energy resources against the countries of the South Caucasus in order to maintain this
monopoly structure it has built to a large extent. Therefore, it is important to study the development,
content and goals of this policy of Russia. Turkey is not only an important power, but also one of the
most active geostrategic actors in the region, trying to create a free trade zone by reducing the Russian
"pressure” on the South Caucasus, which has a rapidly changing and multipolar structure, and the rising

feeling of foreign "power centers".

Turkey-Russia regional cooperation in the region after the Armenian-

Azerbaijani war: problems and future perspectives

Among the factors that play a key role in the formation of the foreign policy of each state, including the
defense strategy, the country's geographical position, geopolitical location, territorial capacity,
population, economic, military, scientific and technical potential occupy an important place. Foreign
policy in general is a mixed phenomenon. In modern times, the determination of foreign policy
depended on a number of factors. It includes economic, ethnic, geographical and other factors. Foreign
policy is realized when all these factors interact with each other. When the genius Bonaparte asked
Napoleon who are the neighbors, he answered; Neighbours! I choose the neighbors (Napolyon, 1862:
3). However, B.Napoleon forgot the first of the factors determining the state's foreign policy. Because
in his time, war was the main tool in determining international relations. Before analyzing the decisions
of small states regarding foreign policy and defense strategies in modern times, the question of which

countries should be defined as small states should be answered.

There have been different academic arguments both for and against the proposition that there is
currently a New Great Game underway in the South Caucasus. First, let us summarise the changes
to the environment that potentially could support a “New Great Game”. Trenin states that Russia’s
North and South Caucasus policy centred upon the goal of suppressing the insurgency in Chechnya,
which was considered as being largely fulfilled in 2004. All other issues were treated as being of
secondary or tertiary importance(Iskandarovetal, 2019). There was a shift in goals after Chechnya
was largely pacified, which centred on resisting the spread of Western and US influence in the

Commonwealth of Independent States. “From this perspective, Armenia featured as Russia’s regional



South Caucasus: From Competition to Cooperation between Turkey and Russia” ODUSOBIAD 13

Atif / Citation: ASADOV, Murad. (2023). “The "New Great Game" Conflict and Cooperation Area ‘®
(2),1955-1974 Doi: 10.48146/odusobiad.1203863

bulwark and security base; Georgia, a pro-US implantation within Russia’s sphere; and Azerbaijan,
a nominally neutral battleground in Russian-US competition”. This situation sets the scene for
continued competition for influence in the region based especially on energy issues andgeopolitical
spheres. The Old Great Game involved the attempt to limit the territorial expansion and influence of
one Empire, which was seen as a direct threat to the other Empire (Iskandarov & Gawliczek, 2020:
26-27).

The emergence of new independent states in the South Caucasus, which began with the collapse of the
SU, was accompanied by a number of important political-geographical and socio-economic processes.
Among them, as a result of the transformation of the system of economic, political and humanitarian
relations, the transition to the multi-vector political model of the three South Caucasus countries was
first observed. The end of two years of Russian slavery opened a window for the development of the
region. However, Russia intended to continue the policy of "divide and rule" by establishing new
alliances (for Armenia, which is a member of the Eurasian Economic Union and the Collective Security
Treaty Organization, the above-mentioned closeness with Russia is presented as a form of formality)
(ibrahimov, 2021: 7). Especially at the beginning of the 21st century, Moscow's usurping policy began

to manifest itself in the South Caucasus and Central Asia.

One of the newly independent states in the South Caucasus was Georgia, which has been at the center
of the game in the region since its first independence. However, despite this, there was no serious
change in Georgia's foreign policy strategy, which was due to the recession in the country. In our
opinion, one of the main factors influencing the foreign policy of Georgia at this time was Russia's
usurpation policy. Georgia is part of the South Caucasus region, called the "Balkans of Eurasia", which
has become the focus of the world's attention since the collapse of the SU. Located on the Ukraine-Black
Sea-Azerbaijan-Caspian-Central Asia line, Turkey-Russia line, Russia-Iran line and Turkey-Azerbaijan-
Caspian Sea-Central Asia line, Georgia is in a "transit" geographical position. The Black Sea ports, which

are in the interests of Russia, are mainly geographical areas (Ar1, 2010: 107-108).

In our opinion, in order to understand Turkey and Russia the regional politics of in this context, it is
important to study the cooperation with Azerbaijan, the leading state of the region, especially the
political relations after the 44-day war. This development has greatly weakened USA-Turkey joint
activities in various directions. In particular, the activation of one of these two states in the South
Caucasus does not mean the activation of the other. However, considering that Turkey and Iran are the
big states of the region, it is possible to estimate that such a situation may bring out certain risks, taking
into account the existence of serious influence here. At the same time, another factor should not be
forgotten. On the other hand, Turkey is currently cooperating with Russia in the geopolitical aspect in
the South Caucasus. After the war between Azerbaijan and Armenia, the two states achieved serious
results in the resolution of the conflict in the true sense of the word. Even to the extent that a number
of big states with geopolitical proximity to Turkey-Russia regional cooperation are jealous of this
relationship. After the recent events, in our opinion, Turkey is changing its geopolitical course. The main

reason for this is that the Great Powers have not yet given up their interests and are working to secure
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them. For now, the USA and Russia seem to be more active. Recently, France and Germany are also
making some efforts. Against their background, the two big states of the region, Iran and Turkey, have
taken a somewhat passive position. In such a situation, can the "3+2" formula, i.e. the geopolitical
configuration of "USA, Russia, EU plus Turkey and Iran" be created for the sake of peace in the region?
The answer to this question is unknown. However, the situation in the region can change dramatically
at any moment, and the initiative will now be in the hands of states that are not active on the field. This

scenario is not excluded either (AZERTAC, 2019)

Georgia is the only South Caucasian state that has direct access to the Black Sea. This has a direct impact
on the regional geopolitics of Georgia. Thus, the Caspian Sea basin needs a stable Georgia to transport
its safe energy resources to the European markets. According to modern geopolitical theories, the Black
Sea, which constitutes one of the main globalizations of world trade, is an important region where the
interests of great powers intersect. Because according to Mackinder's "land dominance theory", the
Black Sea, which provides the easiest access to the "central" region, connects Europe with the Middle
East and Asia according to Spykman's "peripheral belt theory". According to Mahan's "theory of
maritime dominance", a power that dominates the Black Sea would have the geographical position to
control the region. According to Schaklian's "air dominance theory", the Black Sea is geographically
positioned to dominate the central region and the world island (Karadeniz Ekonomik Isbirligi ve
Tirkiye, 1995: 2). In Thilisi's foreign policy strategy, the deepening of relations with 3 important actors
of international relations (NATO, EU, USA) is considered a priority, and a lot of work has been done in
this direction. Despite this, Georgia has still not been able to achieve its main goals in its relations with
all three power centers. Thus, the country's NATO and EU membership seems uncertain in the near
future, and the United States does not seem eager to provide security guarantees to Georgia outside of

NATO. All these factors periodically increase the security risks around Georgia (Mammadli, 2020: 5).

In Georgia's foreign policy, it attaches special importance to relations with other regional "players" such
as Iran. The factors that official Thilisi considers a priority in relations with Turkey are related to the
country's regional economic and security interests. In recent years, Georgia has greatly expanded
cooperation with Turkey in the economic - trade, energy, security - defense fields. We can note that the
serious foundations of not only bilateral, but also tripartite (Azerbaijan — Georgia — Turkey) partnership
relations have been formed, especially regarding energy and security. As a result of this cooperation,
large energy and transport projects (BTC, Baku-Thilisi-Erzurum gas pipeline, Southern Gas Corridor,
Baku-Thilisi-Kars railway line, etc.) were implemented in the region. In June 2012, the Trabzon
Declaration signed jointly by the foreign ministers of the three countries defined the general contours
of Georgia-Azerbaijan-Turkey relations in the region. From a conceptual point of view, Georgia is
primarily interested in Turkey's active participation in the processes taking place in the South Caucasus
due to the Russian factor. Despite the strategic partnership between the two countries, it would not be
right to ignore some problems that have appeared in Georgia-Turkey relations in recent years. The
increasing influence of Turkey in the former territories of the Ottoman Empire, Azerbaijan and

Abkhazia, is one of the main points of concern for official Thilisi. In particular, Turkey's establishment
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of unofficial political, economic, and cultural relations with the unrecognized Republic of Abkhazia

creates tension in Thilisi-Ankara relations from time to time (Ibrahimov, 2021: 7).

Some of the problems facing Georgia recently seem to have deep historical roots. Some of them seem to
have emerged in the process of national identity building, especially after independence. The reason for
experiencing such serious negative or opposite effects in this process is that national identity is built on
terms of assimilation and marginalization (or alienation, alienation) rather than inclusive elements in
a fragile geography in terms of both religion and ethnicity. This national identity established in Georgia
had a deep impact on its foreign policy, especially in the first years of independence. In the early years,
the establishment of internal peace and the preservation of relations with Russia, a harsh attitude
and/or policy led to a biased and marginalized attitude towards ex-Soviet workers at home, and a hostile
attitude towards Russia in foreign policy. If we take into account the problem of Abkhazia and South
Ossetia, nationalist politics stands out as the most important reason why these two regional problems
cannot be solved peacefully. In the post-independence period, this policy of ethnic-religious nationalism
and religious separatism, implemented in Georgia's internal policy, causes unrest within the country,

which slows down its foreign policy.

In Russia, especially after V. Putin came to power, his close circle, towards Georgia, the South Caucasian
state, remained the same as during the Soviet era within the framework of rational policy. Official
Moscow tried to have a say in the production, transportation and distribution of energy resources in the
region. This policy continues to be successfully implemented over Armenia, and especially after the
2008 war with Georgia, Moscow's control over Yerevan has strengthened. Georgia was looking for allies
in the region in order to get rid of Russian pressure, especially developing relations with Azerbaijan was
in the interest of Thilisi. The North-South natural gas pipeline and a number of energy cooperations
continue to exist between the two countries in the field of energy. And Russia tries not to strain relations
with Azerbaijan, especially since Moscow's energy policy history is intertwined with Baku's energy
history, it never wants to lose this country. In this direction, it wants to continue its presence in this
market by developing energy-based projects with Azerbaijan. The rigid structure of the Russian state
power is especially evident in the processes taking place in the energy field in the countries of the South
Caucasus. So much so that official Moscow constantly emphasizes its desire to have a say in energy
production and transport lines. This situation causes South Caucasus countries to constantly face

problems in cooperating with other countries and attracting foreign capital to the region.

After the 44-day war between Azerbaijan and Armenia, it is difficult to assess the regional policy of
Turkey and Russia. Some experts, considering the cooperation of Ankara and Moscow in the region
after the 44-day fair war of Azerbaijan, emphasize the role that the activity of the center of both states
in Agdam will play in strengthening peace in the South Caucasus, especially in the development of
partnership relations between Moscow and Ankara. "Moscow-Baku" agency writes: "It is difficult to
overestimate the role of both Russia and Turkey in achieving a solution to the Karabakh conflict. A
Russia-Turkey monitoring center has been opened, whose specialists monitor compliance with the

ceasefire regime and deal with conflict prevention. In turn, their security is ensured by Azerbaijani



U 0DU Sosyal Bilimler Arastirmalari Dergisi / ISSN: 1309-9302 / dergipark.org.tr/tr/pub/odusobiad -

troops. This indicates the perfect interaction between the three countries - Russia, Turkey and
Azerbaijan. We see how the Russia-Turkey-Azerbaijan axis, which experts have been talking about for
many years, has become a reality. In my opinion, based on the example of the work of the Russian-
Turkish joint monitoring center, Moscow and Ankara can create an algorithm for similar interaction in
other regions where their interests collide in the future. We have often heard about certain conflicts in
Libya and Syria, but Russia and Turkey still managed to negotiate and resolve all issues. I believe that

if such joint centers are created, all issues will be resolved faster"( Young, 2020).

Russia, Azerbaijan and Turkey have taken steps that encourage each of the states to cooperate and solve
the problem that has arisen. In recent years, Azerbaijan has been able to convey its position to Russia.
Azerbaijan expressed its support for peace in the region through its diplomatic course. With the 44-day
Patriotic War, Azerbaijan was able to convey not only to the Russian elite, but also to the great powers
of the world, that it is possible to resolve ethnic and territorial conflicts in the region soon within the
territorial integrity of the regional states. It is the main guarantee that there will be no eternal fears
about the presence of Turkey, which is trying to create a pan-Turkist space around itself by participating
in the settlement of the conflict between Russia, Azerbaijan and Armenia. To prevent this, Russia was
obliged to actively participate in the process related to Karabakh. When evaluating the mutual activity
of Russia and Turkey on the settlement of the conflict, it is important to understand the background of
the formation of such a format. Russia's extremely tense relations with the West forced it to strengthen
its geopolitical positions in the region after the 44-day war. Both Moscow and Ankara should consider
the "American factor" when taking any political steps in the region. However, Russia's attack on Ukraine
has slowed down the South Caucasus policy of the official Washington. Russia-Turkey cooperation in
the South Caucasus will not be easy, but both countries have the opportunity to skillfully solve their

national tasks without interfering with each other, on the contrary, by strengthening mutual activity.

Ankara's successful diplomatic move has boosted its image as a strong player capable of securing
military victories for its partners in the South Caucasus, Azerbaijan and Georgia. At the same time,
Turkey's role in settling the conflict, which is one of the main obstacles for peace and stability in the
region, is undeniable, even though the Kremlin peace agreement is with the participation of Russia.
However, the situation in the region is still very fragile. Despite the rapid arrival of Russian
peacekeepers, some key aspects of the agreement, including the withdrawal of Armenian troops from
Nagorno-Karabakh, have not yet been implemented. The time bomb in the agreement sealed by Moscow
on November 10 is that this document does not mention the future status of "Nagorno-Karabakh". In
five years, Baku will have legal grounds to demand the withdrawal of Russian peacekeeping troops from
its territory and will be able to restore full control of Karabakh by military force. This would create an
unpleasant dilemma for the Kremlin. Russia's withdrawal probably meant Azerbaijan's success in
regional geopolitics. The stay of the Russian peacekeepers would harm their relations with Azerbaijan
and cause a lot of international criticism. Therefore, Russia is likely to use this narrow window of
opportunity to maintain its presence in the region through diplomacy. For now, it appears that the

mission is impossible. Having gained significant leverage on the battlefield, Baku has improved its
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position in negotiations and is unlikely to accept much autonomy for Nagorno-Karabakh. At the same
time, Armenian society is unlikely to become more flexible even after the initial emotional shock is over,
and Yerevan is forced to face the grim reality. When Russia's relations with the United States
deteriorate, it is difficult to imagine international diplomatic efforts to find a compromise. In particular,
Russia's attack on Ukraine brought the relations with the USA and the EU to a peak, which makes the

South Caucasus region very dangerous and there are many risks ahead.

The historical analysis of the processes taken place in the South Caucasus after the demise of the USSR
proves that “New Great Game” has already started and continues today, with different actors,
however, with the same purpose. The South Caucasus is one of the primary regions where the
external actors flex their muscles, sap each other’s strength. Regional and global actors like Russia,
Turkey, Iran, China and the US, leading organizations like EU, NATO, EEU and CSTO are the actors
involved in this struggle. Russia is the most assertive one amongst all players, which has a capacity
to meddle in domestic affairs of the countries in the region. The US/EU approach of trying to
change the values and norms of the region is perceived as provocative by Moscow. China has
economically engaged, refraing itself from associating with political issues. Nonetheless, its potential
for future processes can not be ignored. Iran is enthusiastic to be represented in regional processes
and tries to exclude other external actors, highlighting 3+3 model. Turkey does not have as strong
clouts as Russia has, however, its presence offsets Iran’s dominance. The only way for the South
Caucasus countries to eradicate their existing problems is to strike the right balance between external
(global and regional) actors, of course based on the principle of reciprocity. Multipolarity is a key to this
kind of foreign policy. This strategy will reduce the on-going tension between Russia and the West
regarding the region. It will appease the growing hysteria in Iran. Europe is vulnerable to energy
coercion and Azerbaijan-Georgia-Turkey tandem offers it the best option to withstand this coercion
and have an access to the natural resources of the Central Asian countries. Maintaining security in
the region is in the interest of energy-importing, transit and energy-exporting countries, which need
to ensure the security of their industry and pipeline infrastructure. This in its turn necessitates the
close cooperation between the West and South Caucasus countries (Iskandarov & Gawliczek, 2019: 26).
NATO provides the best tools to enable the regional countries to boost their security and an option
of multipolarity does not rule out close cooperation with the Alliance (Gawliczek, 2019: 112). The
“New Great Game” seems to be inexorable, and its negative impact is inevitable, however it is possible

to get through the ongoing rivalry with minor political damage in case the proposed strategy is adopted.

The South Caucasus is a new area where Turkey can increase its influence with its political, economic
and cultural relations. In such conditions, the events taking place in Central Asia are changing
depending on the international situation in the Caucasus. The "Great Game" idea, which started in the
19th century, was later included in the Caucasus region, and this game, which was going on historically
between the two empires, later caused tension between the peoples of the region. At the end of the last
century, the USA and the EU, which had political interests in the region, tried to use Turkey, which

historically had political and kinship ties with the region. Their main desire was to reduce the pressure
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of Russia, the successor of SU, in the region and to transport Caspian energy resources to free and safe
Western markets. One of the main goals was to build an alternative "southern energy corridor” to
Russia, which has become a problem, especially after V. Putin came to power in Russia. Although the
Western countries trying to bring Ankara against Moscow succeeded to some extent, the recent events
in the region, especially after the 44-day war between Armenia and Azerbaijan, the cooperation between
Turkey and Russia with the aim of creating peace and stability in the region frustrated the plan of the
West. On the other hand, Turkey, which has political, economic and cultural relations with the region,
has some issues that need to be resolved soon in order to realize these goals. However, the geopolitical
situation in the region and the interests of the big powers do not mean that these issues, especially the
"frozen" territorial disputes, will be resolved in the future. However, although Turkey cannot solve most
of these problems in the region, it can help in solving some issues. Turkey in order to maintain peace

and stability in the region for its own benefit

» established high-level relations with Georgia and Azerbaijan, which are the leading states of the

region, and should be a reliable ally for both countries in the region;

» In the foreign policy of Azerbaijan and Georgia, they should help solve their problems with their

regional neighbors and support them in every field;

» After peace is established in the South Caucasus, defense-oriented security relations should be

established with these countries;

» To assist in all aspects of the implementation of economic system exchange and cooperation and to

encourage all kinds of private initiatives;

» Turkey should prevent Iran from falling under the religious and economic influence of Russia by

creating conditions for cultural, economic and social rapprochement with the region.
Conclusion

Turkey, which built its foreign and security strategy after the Second World War on the background of
burying the aggressive position of the SU and integrating its policy with the West, welcomed the collapse
of the USSR with the end of the Cold War. However, it was impossible for a NATO member state to
intervene in the political processes in the South Caucasus and Central Asia at that time. Although the
emergence of liberal democracies in Eastern Europe has created a buffer zone between Western Europe
and Russia, Turkey still feels threatened by ongoing uncertainties regarding its immediate
neighborhood. Armenia is the only ally of Russia in the South Caucasus (Georgia is under the sphere of
influence of the USA, and Azerbaijan is a part of Turkey's Eurasian project with all economic and human
relations with Russia). After Armenia leaves Russia's sphere of influence, the South Caucasus will
become a huge Turkey-West belt. And Turkey will cut Russia's eyebrows in the Middle East, and will
also be an obstacle for all forces trying to disrupt the political situation and stability in the South
Caucasus region. Turkey is still participating as a spectator in the Great Game between the great powers

in the region. US efforts are at the point of self-harm in the short term. In this context, the situation of
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Azerbaijan, especially after the 44-day war, is of great importance. In addition to the possibility that any
tension in Azerbaijan could reverberate in Turkey, there is also a sense of responsibility that it supports

and gives.

Turkey should be cautious in its political relations with Georgia, the most pro-Western state of the South
Caucasus. Thus, the orientation of Thilisi towards the West, especially the coming to power of M.
Saakashvili after the color revolution, the increase of anti-Russian tendencies in Georgia resulted in the
more sensitive behavior of Turkey with Russia, the main trade partner, in the region. On the other hand,
the transfer of Caspian Sea energy resources to the Western markets via safe Georgia, which enables
Turkey to transform from an energy importer to an exporter, is the common interest of Ankara and
Thilisi. Georgia is the most important regional country to implement regional geopolitics in the short
term for the security of the South Caucasus and Central Asia, which has become one of the important
expansions of Turkey's foreign policy, and Turkey's access to the region. Turkey intends to achieve some

goals by removing Russian and Western influence in the region:

» To create a convenient transition zone for transport routes with Russia, Turkey's main trade

partner, by ensuring security in the region;
»  Turning this region into a buffer zone against the possibility of a revival of Russian expansionism:

»  To benefit from the economic potential of the region under the condition of maintaining the

principle of mutual interest in order to strengthen the economy of Turkey:

Thus, despite Russia and Turkey's longstanding political rivalry in the South Caucasus, Moscow is now
more open to cooperation with Ankara in the region, according to the study. As a result of Russia's
failure to fulfill its expectations, Georgia turned its face from Russia to the West and the United States.
This situation also became a turning point in the development of bilateral relations between Georgia
and Turkey. Georgia tends to resolve ethnic and territorial conflicts within the country not with Russia,
but through the United States and international organizations, NATO and the UN. For this reason, first
of all, relations with the border neighbor Turkey, which is the best ally of the United States and NATO,
should be at a good level. In addition, Turkey is the country that provides the most support for Georgia's
efforts to join NATO.
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Genislendirilmis Ozet

Giiney Kafkasya, diinya haritasinda kiiciik bir yer kaplasa da bélgeye olan ilgi cografi boyutundan ¢ok daha
biiyiik. SB'nin ¢okiisii, Giiney Kafkasya'min jeopolitik dinamiklerini temelden degistirdi. SB'nin ¢okiistiniin bir
baska etkisi, diger giiclerin bélgeye niifuz icin rekabet etmelerine izin vermesiydi. Jeopolitik ve stratejik 6nemi
acisindan bolge, kiiresel giiglerin dis politikasinin her zaman én saflarinda yer almistir. Hegemonik giicler, tarth
boyunca komsu bélgelere niifuz etmek i¢in bunu kullanmislardir. Giiney Kafkasya daha énce uluslararast
giindemin ¢eperinde kabul edilirken, SB'nin dagilmas: ve ardindan yeni bagunsiz devletlerin kurulmasindan
sonra hem komsulart hem de bolgesel olmayan etkili aktorler igin ¢cok daha onemli hale geldi. Bununda nedent
Giiney Kafkasya, Hazar petrol ve gazimin tasitnmasinda stratejik bir noktayt isgal eden cesitli jeopolitik bir

bolgedir.

Tiirkiye, Giiney Kafkasya'min en Bati yanhsi devleti olan Giircistan ile siyasi iliskilerinde dikkatli olmahdir.
Boylece Tiflis'in Bati'ya yoénelmesi, o6zellikle renk devrimi sonrast M. Saakashvilinin tktidara gelmesi,
Giircistan'da Rus karsiti egilimlerin artmasi, Tiirkiyenin ana ticaret ortagi olan Rusya'ya kars: daha duyarh
davranmasina neden olmustur. bélge. Ote yandan Tiirkiye'nin enerji ithalatcisi konumundan ihracatet
konumuna ge¢gmesini saglayan Hazar Denizi enerji kaynaklarimin giivenli Giircistan iizerinden Bati pazarlarina
aktarilmasi Ankara ve Tiflis'in ortak ¢ikaridir. Giircistan, Tiirkiye'nin dis politikasumin onemli agiimlarindan
birt haline gelen Giiney Kafkasya ve Orta Asya'min giivenligi ve Tiirkiye'nin bélgeye erisimi icin kisa vadede
bolgesel jeopolitigi uygulayan en onemli bolge iilkesidir. Tiirkiye, bolgedeki Rus ve Bati etkisini ortadan

kaldirarak baz hedeflere ulasmak istiyor:

»  Bolgede giivenligi saglayarak Tiirkiye'nin ana ticaret ortagi olan Rusya ile ulasim yollar: i¢cin uygun bir
gecis bolgesi olusturmak;

»  Rusya yayimacihguun canlanma thtimaline karst bu bélgeyi tampon bolge haline getirmek:

»  Tiirkiye ekonomisini giiclendirmek icin karsihkl ¢ikar ilkesini siirdiirmek kaydwyla bélgenin ekonomik

potansiyelinden yararlanmak:

Rusya ve Tiirkiye'nin politika ve etkisinin goriiniir degerinde onemli bir fark varken, Giiney Kafkasya Rusya'min
¢tkarlar ve giivenligi icin kritik olarak goériiliiyor. 2008'de Giircistan'da yasanan bes giin savast ve 2014'te
Kirim'in ilhaki, Rusya'min sahaya bir amag duygusuyla déndiigiinii ve iddialiligim eylemleriyle kamitladigin
gosterdi. Rusya, “Yakin Yurtdisi’nda etkisini gostermek icin tiim duraklar: geri ¢cekecek ve Sovyet sonrast alanda
baska yerlerde oldugu gibi kendisini baskin bir gii¢ olarak yeniden ortaya koyacaktir. Rusya'ya yakinhg ile
Giiney Kafkasya bu “yakin yurt dist” i¢inde ilk sirada yer aliyor. Giiney Kafkasya iilkelerinin (Giircistan ve

Azerbaycan) donmus ¢catismalarla ilgili sorunlarim ortadan kaldirmasinin tek yolu, Tiirkiye Rusya ile arasinda
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dogru dengeyi kurmali, ¢iinkii Rusya bolgedeki siyasi emellerinden vazgegmiyor. Ancak Tiirkiye ile isbirligi her

ti¢ tilke i¢in de son derece 6nemlidir.

Arastirmada karsilastirmali-politik analiz yontemi yaygin olarak kullamlmistir. Bu yontem kullamlarak,
Tiirkiye, Giircistan ve Azrbaycan devlet ve hiikiimet baskanlariun karsilikli toplantilarinin materyalleri genis
bir sekilde analiz edilmirti. Ayrica uluslararas: iliskilere sistematik bir yaklasim, tarihsel ve uzman analizi,
belgelerin incelenmest, nedenleri - sonuclari, genel mantik ve tahmin yéntemlerinden analiz-sentez yontemlerine

dayanmaktadir.

Bu ¢alismanin amaci, Azerbaycan, Giircistan ve Tiirkiye ticgeni arasinda 1990l yillarda baslayan ikili iliskilerin
neden ve nasul iiclii stratejik iliskilere doniistiigiinii ve bu ii¢ devlet arasindakisavunma ve giivenlik alamindaki
isbirligi boyutlar: arastirilmis, bu isbirliginin bélge i¢in mevcut beklentileri ve riskleri ortaya konulmustur.
Ayrica, Ermenistan — Azerbaycan savasindan sonra bolgedeki durum, Tiirkiyenin bolge politikasi, bolgesellesme
stirecinde Tiirkiye-Rusya iliskileri incelenmis ve aym zamanda bu konuda ortaya ¢ikan zorluklarin nedenlerini

¢ozmek i¢in baz tavsiyyelere yer verilmistir.



Atif / Citation: ASADOV, Murad. (2023). “The "New Great Game" Conflict and Cooperation Area
1974 - South Caucasus: From Competition to Cooperation between Turkey and Russia” ODUSOBIAD 13
(2),1955-1974 Doi: 10.48146/odusobiad.1203863





