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Abstract

The article provides a comprehensive historiographical analysis of the cultural and
educational dimension of Ukrainian-Turkish relations from 1991 to 2025. The aim of the study is to
systematize the scholarly contributions of Ukrainian and foreign researchers, identify the main
stages, thematic dominants, and methodological approaches to the study of humanitarian
cooperation between Ukraine and Turkey, and outline prospects for further research in this field.
The methodological framework of the study is based on the principles of historicism, systematicity,
and interdisciplinarity, as well as on historiographical analysis, problem-chronological, structural-
functional, and comparative methods, which make it possible to examine cultural and educational
processes within the broader context of international relations and public diplomacy.

The scientific novelty of the research lies in the comprehensive synthesis and critical
reassessment of the historiography of Ukrainian-Turkish cultural and educational relations throughout
the entire period of Ukraine’s independence, taking into account the impact of Russian aggression and
the transformation of the role of the Ukrainian diaspora in Turkey. For the first time, the institutional
forms of humanitarian interaction-namely the activities of higher education institutions, cultural
centers, diaspora organizations, and international institutions—are considered within a single analytical
framework as components of Ukraine’s “soft power” strategy and public diplomacy.

The conclusions substantiate that the current stage of historiography is characterized by a shift
in focus from political and economic aspects to the study of practical mechanisms of cultural and
educational cooperation, which play an increasingly important role in shaping Ukraine’s positive image
in Turkey and countering information challenges. Emphasis is placed on the need for further
interdisciplinary research, particularly the study of Turkish historiography, the regional dimension of
cooperation, and the interaction between state and civic actors in the humanitarian sphere.

Keywords: Ukrainian-Turkish relations, historiography, Ukraine, Turkey, cultural and
educational cooperation, humanitarian diplomacy, soft power, diaspora
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ICTOPIOTPADIA YKPATHCHRO-TYPEIBKUX BJIHOCUH
YV RVJIbTYPHO-OCBITHIN CHEPL: CTAH I IEPCIHERTUBU JTOCALKEHHA

Anpiin Koinr”
IOpiii IpeBHinpbKmit™

AHoTaIisg

V crarTi 3ilcHeH0 KOMILIEKCHI icTopiorpadiuiuii aHaIi3 Ky IbTyPHO-0CBITHBOI'0 BUMIPY
VKpPalHCbKO-TYPEIbKUX BITHOCUH Y IIepiog 3 1991 10 2025 pp. MeToi0 JOCTIKEeHHSI €
CHUCTEMATH3AIl HAYKOBOTO JOPOOKY YKPATHCHKUX i 3apyOiKHUX YUEHUX, BUSABJIEHHS OCHOBHUX
eTamiB, TeMaTUYHUX JTOMIHAHT 1 METOJOJOTIYHUX ITIXOMiB g0 BUBUYEHHS TI'yMaHITAPHOIO
CHiBpOOITHUIITBA MiK YKpaiHoio Ta TypequnHoIo, a TAKO;K OKPECJEHHS MePCIEeKTHB MOTATBIITNX
HAYKOBUX IIOIIVKIB y Il raaysi. MeToj0/I0riYdHy OCHOBY pPOOOTU CTAHOBJIATH IPUHITUAIIN
icTOpuU3My, CUCTEMHOCTI Ta MiKIUCIUILTIHADHOCTI, a TaKOK MeTOJU icTopiorpadiyHoro aHamisy,
MIPO0.IEMHO-XPOHOIOTTYHII, CTPYKTYPHO-(YHKIHOHAIBHUN Ta TOPIBHSJIBHUI IIIXOAM, IO
JO3BOJITIOTH PO3TJIAHYTH KYJIbTYPHO-OCBITHI TPOIIECH B IIHPOKOMY KOHTEKCTI MizKHAPOJTHUX
BiTHOCHH 1 IyO.TiYHOT TUTLTOMATIT.

HaykoBa HOBM3HA JOC/I/KEHHS I10JATA€ Y KOMILIEKCHOMY Y3araJibHEHHI Ta KPUTUYHOMY
ocMUCTIeHHi icTopiorpadil yKpaiHCbKO-TYPelbKUX KYJIbTYPHO-OCBITHIX BiTHOCHH 3a Bech Iepiof
He3aTe;KHOCTI VKpaiHu 3 ypaxyBaHHSAM BILIMBY POCIHCbKOI arpecil Ta Tpancdopmaiii po.ti
VKpaiHCchbKol aiacropu B Typeudnti. Y po0oTi BIlepIie B €IMHOMY aHATITHYHOMY TI0JI PO3TJITHYTO
iHCTUTYIINAHT (DOPMHU TYMAHITAPHOI B3Aa€EMOJIIl — JiSUIBHICTD 3aKJIAMIB BUIOI OCBITH, KY/JIbTYPHUX
LIEHTPIB, JACHOPHUX OPraHizaiiil Ta MiKHAPOIHUX IHCTUTYIHH — AK CKJIAA0BI cTpaTeril «M’sIKol
CUJIN» Ta MyO.IivHOl IUTLIOMATii YKpaiHm.

V BHCHOBKAax OOIDYHTOBAHO, HI0 Cy4acHuil eram icropiorpadil XapakTepu3yeTbes
3MIEHHAM (DOKYCY 3 O TUKO-eKOHOMIUHNUX aCIeKTiB Ha JOCTIKEeHH MPAKTUYHNX MeXaHi3MiB
KYJbTYPHO-OCBITHBOI CIIBIIpalli, fKi BigirpaioTh Jegax BajKIMBIY pob Y  (QOpMyBaHHI
IMO3UTUBHOIO iMi/KYy VKpaiuu B Typedunni Ta npoTuil indopMaliiinuM BUK/IMKaMm. HaroioneHo
Ha HeOOXiTHOCTI MOJAIBIINX MiKIUCIUILTIHADHUX JOCTKEHb, 30KpeMa BHBYEHHS TYPeIbKOl
icropiorpadgii, perioHaILHOTO BUMIPY CIIBPOOITHUIITBA Ta B3AEMOJII JeP:KaBHUX i IPOMAJICHKIX
AKTOPIB y rymMaHiTapHii cdepi.

KmouoBi c/10Ba: YKpaiHCHKO-TYpeINbKi BifHOCUHU, icTopiorpadis, Vkpaina, Typedunna,
KYJIbTYPHO-OCBITHS CITiBIIPAId, F'yMaHiTApHA JUTLTIOMATIs, M’ IKa CIIa, Jiacmopa
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Problem statement. The cultural and educational dimension of Ukrainian-Turkish
relations occupies a special place in the structure of bilateral cooperation, as it forms the
long-term foundations of mutual understanding, trust, and strategic partnership between
the two peoples. The restoration of Ukraine’s independence in 1991 created fundamentally
new conditions for the development of humanitarian contacts with the Republic of Turkey,
which went beyond episodic cultural exchanges and gradually transformed into a
comprehensive system of institutional interaction in the fields of education, science,
culture, and public diplomacy.

The relevance of studying the historiography of Ukrainian-Turkish relations in the
cultural and educational sphere is determined by several factors. First, for a long time, the
humanitarian component of bilateral relations remained on the periphery of scholarly
attention, yielding to political, economic, and security aspects. Second, after the onset of
Russian aggression in 2014, and especially in the context of the full-scale invasion in 2022,
cultural and educational cooperation and the activities of the Ukrainian diaspora in Turkey
have acquired qualitatively new significance as instruments of ‘soft power,” public
diplomacy, and countering Russian narratives. Third, the current stage is characterized by
the emergence of a substantial body of new research that requires systematization, critical
reassessment, and the identification of prospects for further scholarly inquiry.

The aim of the article is to provide a comprehensive analysis of the state and
evolution of the historiography of Ukrainian-Turkish relations in the cultural and
educational sphere during the period 1991-2025, to identify key thematic areas,
methodological approaches, and scholarly debates, and to outline prospects for further
research. The methodological basis of the study consists of the principles of historicism,
systematicity, and interdisciplinarity, which make it possible to examine cultural and
educational processes within the broader context of international relations, public
diplomacy, and transformations of identity.

Presentation of the main material. The current stage in the development of the
historiography of Ukrainian-Turkish relations is characterized by a shift in focus toward
the study of the activities of the Ukrainian diaspora under existential challenges caused by
Russian ageression. In 2024, H. Sahan and V. Shutotskin' carried out a comprehensive
analysis of the state of the Ukrainian community in Turkey, systematizing previous
scholarly works in this field. A particularly promising area of research has become the
study of institutional forms of cultural and educational activity during wartime. Scholars

! Caran I'.B., IllyToukin B.O. HayKoBO-TEXHOIOTTYHE MAPTHEPCTBO VKpainu 3 TypeuunHolo (1992-2021). Bicnuk
Yepracwrozo yuicepcumemy. Cepis «lemopuuni nayxuy, 2022. Bu. 1. C. 167-175. DOI: https://doi.org/10.31651/2076
5008-2022-1-167-175; Carau I'.B., IllyToukin B.O. HanarojkeHHs1 OCBiTHIX 3B’A3KiB VKpaiHu 3 TypeudnHoo Y
nepuri gecatuaiTta XXI crositrs. Bichux Yepracskozo yHieepcumemy. Cepist «lcropuyHi HayKuy», 2021. BUIL 1.
C. 105-112 DOI: https://doi.org/10.31651/2076-5908-2021-1-105-112; Carau I'., [llyToukin B. YKpaiHcbKa jiacriopa B
TypeuuuHi ITiji yac TOBHOMACIITAOHOI'0 BTOPTHEHHS Pocii 10 YKpaiHi: HOBI BUKJIMKU Ta TEH/CHILT. AXmyabmi

NUMAHHA 2YMAHIMAPHUX HAYK: MiZKBY3IBCHKUI 30ipHUK HAyKOBHMX IIPallb MOJOJIMX BYEHUX JIPOTOOUIILKOIO
JIepP;KaBHOIO TIeJlaroriyHoro yHiBepcurery imeHi 7 IBana Ppanka, 2024. T.2. Bum. 78. C.17-23 DOL
https://doi.org/10.24919/2308 4863/78-2-3
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record the activities of more than 20 Ukrainian associations as of 2024, which have served
as a foundation for Saturday schools and Ukrainian classes, meeting the educational needs
of children under conditions dominated by distance learning. Considerable attention is
paid to cooperation with international organizations such as ASAM and UNICEF in
conducting educational training programs for community leaders. At the same time,
researchers document new forms of cultural diplomacy, including the participation of
Ukrainian theatres in Turkish festivals and the organization of mass events such as
Vyshyvanka Day, which serve as instruments for preserving identity and informing Turkish
society about events in Ukraine.

The authors emphasize that in Ukrainian scholarship issues of educational
interaction long remained on the margins, yielding to studies of political and economic
vectors. They systematize the regulatory and legal framework of cooperation, in particular
analyzing the impact of the 1998 Agreement on the intensification of academic exchanges,
and consider education as a strategic instrument of “soft power” that contributes to the
growth of the international prestige of both states. The scientific novelty of their approach
lies in the detailed examination of institutional forms of cooperation through the prism of
the activities of centers of Turkish language and culture at leading Ukrainian higher
education institutions (Kyiv, Odesa, Kharkiv, Lviv, Kherson). H. Sahan and V. Shutotskin
introduce into scholarly circulation a wide range of sources—from university reports to
internship programs (such as summer schools and the Mevlana program)-highlighting the
role of the Turkish Cooperation and Coordination Agency (TIKA) in developing the material
and technical base of Ukrainian Turkology. Of particular interest is their analysis of the
reverse process—the promotion of Ukrainian studies in Turkey, notably the opening of the
specialization “Ukrainian Language and Literature” at Istanbul University-which the
authors define as a qualitatively new stage of cultural diplomacy.

The work by V. Shutotskin® is devoted to the analysis of cooperation between
Ukrainian higher education institutions and Turkey in the twenty-first century. The
researcher systematizes the process of establishing a network of centers of Turkish
language and culture at leading Ukrainian universities, in particular at Taras Shevchenko
National University of Kyiv (2003), Odesa I.I. Mechnikov National University (2003), Kherson
State University (2003), H.S. Skovoroda Kharkiv National Pedagogical University (2010), and
Ivan Franko National University of Lviv (2016). Special attention is paid to the role of the
Turkish Cooperation and Coordination Agency (TIKA), which provided material and
technical support for these centers, thereby facilitating the integration of Ukrainian
education into the international academic space. V. Shutotskin analyzes the effectiveness of
such instruments as the Mevlana exchange program and summer schools, citing as an
example the internship of students from Kherson State University in Ankara (TOMER
Center). The article also highlights the scholarly and methodological contributions of
Ukrainian Turkologists, including the publication of a four-volume Turkish language

“ llyToukin B. TypenbKuUK BEKTOP MiKHAPOHOI JAiJIbHOCTI YKPpaIHCbKUX YHIBepcuTeTiB y XXI ¢T. I'pinuenko —
CemoH MiHCHAPOOHULL HCYPHAL MOA00UX HAYKOSYTS. 2021. Buil. 2. C. 98-107.
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textbook by E. Miniakhmetova in Odesa. The author concludes that this extensive network
of inter-university cooperation not only enriches the cultural potential of both countries
but also serves as a strategic instrument for enhancing Ukraine’s international prestige.

An important contribution to the systematization of the history of cultural and
scholarly relations is the work by a group of archaeologists (S. Biliaieva, L. Kulakovska,
0. Fialko)?, which reveals the evolution of research on Ottoman heritage in Ukraine. The
authors argue that it was precisely the dismantling of the ideological system of the USSR
that made it possible to study previously “forbidden topics” and to integrate Ukrainian
scholarship into the broader context of the history of Turkic peoples. The article provides a
detailed analysis of the results of joint expeditions, in particular in Ochakiv and at the
AKkerman Fortress, carried out with the support of the Turkish Historical Society and the
Turkish Cooperation and Coordination Agency (TIKA). The scholars emphasize the
empirical value of the obtained data (the discovery of a hammam, a barbican, and everyday
artifacts), which made it possible to reconsider the history of the Northern Black Sea region
and laid the groundwork for comparative studies with sites in Turkey (the Kale Fortress).
Special attention is devoted to the institutional dimension of cooperation, the pinnacle of
which was the establishment of the Historical and Cultural Association “Ukraine-Turkey”
in 2005. The authors highlight the role of “scientific diplomacy,” describing large-scale
exhibition projects in Kyiv and Izmir, whose openings took place at the highest state level
(with the participation of ministers and ambassadors), as well as the functioning of a
permanent Turkological section at the “Cossack Times” conferences. Summarizing the
achievements, the researchers point to a substantial body of scholarly output-
approximately 170 published works-which testifies to the formation of a stable Ukrainian-
Turkish scholarly school in the field of archaeology and heritage preservation.

A significant contribution to the comprehensive understanding of the humanitarian
dimension of bilateral relations is the study by S.Sorokin and N.Prorochenko, who
analyzed the dynamics of cooperation over a thirty-year period (1991-2021). The authors
applied a systemic approach, examining the humanitarian sphere in a broad context-as a
set of educational, scholarly, and cultural ties and social projects that serve as the
foundation for political dialogue. The researchers note a certain imbalance in the
relationship, pointing out that the Turkish side demonstrates considerably greater activity
in implementing educational and cultural initiatives, in particular through the activities of
the Yunus Emre Institute and TIKA, aimed at supporting Turkic-speaking minorities in
Ukraine. Special attention is paid to the periodization of relations, with 2014 identified as a
key turning point after which humanitarian contacts acquired an upward dynamic against
the backdrop of shared security challenges. S. Sorokin and N. Prorochenko introduce the
concept of the “Crimean Tatar factor” into scholarly circulation, analyzing the role of the
Mejlis and diaspora organizations in Turkey as mediators of interstate communication. At
the same time, the researchers critically assess the state of Turkish historiography,

3 Birsesa C.0., Kyaakosebka J1B., ®iaako 0.€. Vkpaina — TypeuunHa: rpani criBpobiTHUITBA. Apxeonozia i
oaena icmopin YVipainu. 2019. Buir. 3. C. 184-194.
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pointing to the dominance of economic and energy topics and the sporadic presence of
Russian narratives, which underscores the relevance of forming an independent Ukrainian
perspective on the history of humanitarian cooperation.

An important stage in the conceptualization of the phenomenon of the Ukrainian
presence in Turkey is the work by O. Sukhobokova*, which examines the evolution of the
community from fragmented groups to an organized diaspora. The author argues that the
key motive for consolidation was the desire to preserve national identity and to pass on
language and cultural traditions to children in an ethnically different environment. The
researcher substantiates the thesis that the events of the Revolution of Dignity and the
onset of Russian aggression in 2014 became a catalyst for institutionalization, transforming
cultural and educational centers into a powerful “Ukrainian cultural lobby” that functions
as an effective instrument of cultural diplomacy and counteracts assimilation. The study
provides a detailed analysis of the dynamics of building an organizational network-from
the first centers, such as the “Ukrainian Cultural Society” in Istanbul (2008) and the
“Ukrainian Family” in Antalya (2009), to the establishment of the Coordination Council at
the Embassy of Ukraine in 2017. O. Sukhobokova pays considerable attention to the
educational and artistic dimension, describing the activities of Saturday schools, the
“Roksolana” choir, the “Flowers of Ukraine” ensemble, and the opening of the first
Ukrainian library in Ankara. The regional specificity is addressed separately, in particular
the initiatives of the “Black Sea Association of Ukrainians” in Samsun to organize language
courses and summer camps for the children of Ukrainian defenders, which demonstrates
the continuity of ties with the historical homeland.

The study by L Fedoriv and L. Tanavsky?’ is devoted to the analysis of the regulatory
and legal foundations and the institutional role of the diaspora in shaping a shared cultural
space. The authors applied a systemic approach, combining the examination of the
contractual framework (in particular, the agreements of 1996 and 2011) with an assessment
of the practical activities of civic associations as a key instrument of cultural diplomacy.
The scholars argue that the current stage of cooperation has moved beyond purely artistic
exchanges and has transformed into an effective mechanism of geopolitical influence, in
which the cultural sphere serves as a foundation for political rapprochement and the de-
occupation of Crimea through the revitalization of the heritage of the Qirimli (Crimean
Tatars). On the basis of institutional analysis, the researchers propose a new vision of
future cooperation, substantiating the need to establish a Joint Commission and to
strengthen coordination between state authorities and diaspora organizations, which act as
an effective “cultural lobby” in the context of hybrid threats.

4 Cyxob6o0koBa O. VKpaincbka rpomaza B Typeuuunni: Bij HaUioHAILHOT CHLILHOTH 10 Jacliopu. CXiOHUL ceim.
2021. N2 3. C. 135-148. DOI: https://doi.org/10.15407/0rientw2021.03.135

5 Pepopis 1., Tanasebkuii 1. VKpaiHCbKO-TypelbKa criBipand y cdepi Ky IbTypu: HOpMaTUBHO-TIPABOBA 6a3a Ta
poJib jpiactiopu (1991-2021 pp.). Haykoei 3anucku TepHoninbcvkoz0 HAUIOHAIbHO20 NEOAz02iNm1020 YHIcepcUumemy
ineni Boaooumnupa I'mamiora. Cepia: Iemopia. 2025. Buil. 2. C. 232-240 https://doi.org/10.32782/2307-7778/2025.2.25
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In his work, L. Tanavskyi® proposes a comprehensive approach, viewing tourism not only
as an economic category but also as a platform for intercultural dialogue and an instrument of
“soft power.” The author analyzes the dynamics of bilateral relations in 1991-2021, emphasizing
that the development of tourism infrastructure contributed to the intensification of educational
and scholarly contacts, in particular through the activities of Islamic cultural centers in Ukraine
and the network of Ukrainian community organizations in Turkey, which became hubs for
promoting the history and traditions of both peoples. The significance of the study lies in its
detailed examination of the institutional dimension of cooperation: the author systematizes the
activities of 14 Ukrainian civic organizations in Turkey (as of 2020) and highlights the role of the
High-Level Strategic Council (established in 2011) in deepening exchanges of educational and
scholarly achievements. A separate analytical focus is placed on the humanitarian aspect of
cooperation after the onset of Russia’s full-scale invasion in 2022, when the tourism sector
transformed into a mechanism of social support by providing rehabilitation for Ukrainian
defenders and health programs for children- defined by the author as a new, socially oriented
chapter in the history of bilateral relations.

In the context of studying the tourism sector as a component of public and cultural
diplomacy, special attention should be given to the research by A. Hoshko, K. Kapats, and
0. Vladymyr”. The scholars examine the intensification of tourist flows not only through the
prism of economic indicators but also as an important factor of intercultural
communication with deep historical roots, dating back to the 1649 agreement between
Cossack Ukraine and the Ottoman Empire. The authors conceptualize tourism as an
instrument of European integration processes, emphasizing that active exchanges of
human capital create prerequisites for deepening humanitarian dialogue and mutual
understanding between nations. Of particular value is the empirical material collected by
the authors on the institutional formation of the Ukrainian community in Turkey, which
acts as a key actor in cultural cooperation. The article details the geography of Ukrainian
settlement (Istanbul, Antalya, Bursa, Izmir) and systematizes the activities of the civic
sector: as of 2021, the functioning of 17 Ukrainian associations and a network of Saturday
schools under the patronage of diplomatic missions was recorded. Special emphasis is
placed on academic achievements, in particular the opening in 2018 of the specialization
“Ukrainian Language and Literature” at Istanbul University, which the researchers identify
as a landmark event for consolidating Ukraine’s presence in Turkey’s educational space.

An important stage in the formation of the historiography of Ukrainian-Turkish
relations is the work by T. Lakhmaniuk®, who was among the first to attempt a comprehensive
analysis of bilateral cooperation under new geopolitical conditions. The author critically

% Tamasepkuii L. CriBnpang Mizk VKpaiHoio Ta TypedunHoro y cdepi Typusmy: 3700YTKU Ta IEPCIEKTUBU.
Koncencyc. 2024. N2 2. C. 183-193. https://doi.org/10.31110/consensus/2024-02/183-193

"Tomko A.IO., Kanaup K.M., Braguvup O.M. CHoiBpoGiTHUNTBO B TYPUCTUYHIN cdepi: VKpaina-Typeudnna.
«Axmyanwvui 3a0ay4i cywacHux mexHonoziiy: Marepiamn X MiKHapogHOI HAYKOBO-IIPAKTUYHOI KOHQEPEeHIIil
MOJIOJMX YYEHUX Ta CTYAEHTIB (TePHOIILIb 24—25 JIUCTOIAja, 2021). TepHOIiIb, 2021. T. 2. C. 72—73.

8 Taxmamiok T. Vkpaina i Typeupka Pecrnybiika: 1wissxu cmiBpoOiTHUIITBA.  Vipaina—Eepona—Ceim.
MixcHapoonuil 30ipHux Haykosux npaus. Cepia: Icmopia, MircHapooHi gioHocuHu. 2012, BuilL 9. C. 140—145.
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assesses the state of scholarly research on the topic, noting that at the time of writing her
article, Ukrainian historical scholarship lacked fundamental studies of this issue- a situation
she explains by the short temporal distance and the incomplete nature of the processes of
interstate rapprochement. In her study, the researcher applies a systemic approach,
considering the humanitarian and scientific-technical spheres as integral components of
strategic partnership that develop in parallel with political dialogue and the formation of a
contractual and legal framework. T. Lakhmaniuk pays particular attention to the analysis of the
normative basis of cultural and educational contacts, at the center of which is the Treaty on
Friendship and Cooperation of 4 May 1992. The author notes that this document not only laid
the legal foundations for direct ties between institutions but also defined priority areas of
interaction—- science, technology, informatics, tourism, and sport. She emphasizes that
cooperation in these fields is viewed by both sides within the context of broader integration
processes and a shared movement toward European standards, which gives humanitarian
contacts a strategic dimension within the structure of international relations.

A qualitatively new stage in the study of the humanitarian dimension of Ukrainian-
Turkish relations was marked by the publication in 2022 of a fundamental work by a team
from the International Institute of Education, Culture, and Diaspora Relations
(I. Kliuchkovska, O. Piatkovska, Yu. Marusyk, et al.). Based on a large-scale sociological
survey, this study for the first time in historiography offers a holistic “portrait” of the
contemporary Ukrainian migrant in Turkey, going beyond the traditional description of the
activities of civic organizations. The authors apply an interdisciplinary approach, analyzing
not only the demographic and socio-economic characteristics of the community but also the
deeper processes of identity transformation in a foreign cultural environment, which allows
for a deeper understanding of the motivation and potential of the diaspora as an actor of
cultural diplomacy. Of particular value for research on the cultural and educational sphere is
the analysis of integration strategies of Ukrainians presented in the study. The researchers
provide a detailed account of the problems and challenges migrants face in preserving
national identity, especially with regard to access to Ukrainian education and a Ukrainian-
language environment. The empirical data introduced into scholarly circulation concerning
community demand for cultural products and educational services serve as an important
source base for assessing the effectiveness of existing state cooperation programs and for
outlining prospects for the development of Ukrainian schooling in Turkey.

A landmark contribution to the theoretical understanding of the mechanisms of “soft
power” is the study by V. Tsivatyi'®, who proposes to view Turkey’s public diplomacy not

9 KimoukosebKa L, IT'aTkoBebka O., Mapycuk 10., Uepenenuyk B., Mamiok X. Ykpainuji Typeuuunu: cycIiinerso,
iZIeHTUYHICTD, MalOyTHE. Pe3yapraTul ocaizKenus. JbBiB, 2022. 315 ¢. URL: https://miok.lviv.ua/?p=21047

O [iBaruii B.I. InreaekryarpHuil  enomen my6aiunoi aumuiomarii  Typenpkoi Pecny0uaiku B yMoBax
reonoiTHaHuX Tparchopmaniil XXI cromitrs. Yepaincsko-mypeuski eionocunu kpizs cmosimma: icmopia,
ounomamis, exonomixa, kyasmypa: marepiaan Mizkaap. HayK. KoH®d., M. Kav’snenn-IToi1bCbKIi, 16-17 TPaB.
2025 p. Kam’ssuenp-TTogiibebkuii, 2025; IliBatuii B.I'. Ily6aiuna aumiomaris B VKpaiHi Ta cBiti: coriaabHO-
ryMaHiTapHui, MizKHAPOJHO-TIOJITHUYHII i MPAKTUYHUI BUMIPU 30BHIIIHLOI IMOMITHKUA y cdepi KyJIbTypu
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merely as an instrument of foreign policy but as a unique “intellectual phenomenon” of the
twenty-first century. The author employs an interdisciplinary approach, analyzing the
evolution of Turkey’s diplomatic strategy in the context of global geopolitical
transformations. In his study, the scholar emphasizes that the success of the Turkish model
is based on the synergy between state institutions and non-state actors, in which the
cultural and educational component serves as a key element in shaping a positive image of
the state on the international stage. V. Tsivatyi argues that Ankara effectively utilizes
historical heritage and intellectual potential to build networked communications, offering
valuable experience for the modernization of Ukraine’s public diplomacy. Particular
attention is paid to the institutional dimension of cooperation, specifically the role of the
General Directorate for the Service of Foreign Missions in facilitating bilateral contacts. V.
Tsivatyi introduces factual data into scholarly circulation concerning the practical
implementation of infrastructure and humanitarian projects made possible through
coordination between Ukrainian authorities and Turkish partners. The author underscores
that economic and investment activity (the construction of hotels and offices) is
inextricably linked to cultural presence, creating an integrated ecosystem of interaction.
This approach allows for a rethinking of the historiography of Ukrainian-Turkish relations
by shifting the focus from a traditional narrative of events to an analysis of the deeper
institutional and intellectual foundations of strategic partnership.

Of considerable importance for understanding the institutional framework within
which cultural and educational diplomacy develops is the study by A. Zaporozhchenko™.
The author analyzes the activities of the High-Level Strategic Council as the main
mechanism of bilateral interaction established in 2011. Although the focus of the work is on
political and economic aspects, for the historiography of the humanitarian sphere this
study is valuable due to the proposed periodization: the researcher argues that the
concretization and systematization of relations occurred only after 2016. This conclusion
enables cultural historians to correlate political activation with the dynamics of educational
exchanges and the expansion of the network of Ukrainian community organizations in
Turkey, demonstrating the dependence of humanitarian initiatives on the political will of
state leaders. Methodologically, A. Zaporozhchenko’s approach is characterized by critical
realism, which contrasts with the complementary tone of many survey studies. The author
highlights existing asymmetries, in particular the negative trade balance for Ukraine and
the duality of Ankara’s position, which, while providing military support to Kyiv, maintains
close ties with the Russian Federation as a “more important partner.” Such an assessment
encourages researchers in the cultural sphere to consider “soft power” not as an isolated
phenomenon but as a critically necessary instrument for compensating political risks and
strengthening Ukraine’s agency in the context of Turkey’s complex geopolitical balancing.

(1991-2025 pp.). CouianvHo-zymanimapni GIOHOCUHIU 6 CYMACHIL VEPATHI: GUKAUKU MA NEPCNEKMUGHU: KOACKMUCHA
monozpagpia. Xapkis: CT HTM «HoBuii Kypcy, 2025. C. 73—88.

" 3anoposkueHko A. CTBOPEHHS YKPaiHCHKO-TYpelbKoi CTpaTeriyHoi pajgy BHCOKOrO piBHS 1 €BOJIOIA
BiTHOCUH MizK KpaiHamu. [oaimuxyc. 2020. N2 4. C. 83-92. DOI: https://doi.org/10.24195/2414 9616.2020-4.13
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An important contribution to the study of the pragmatic aspects of cultural and
humanitarian cooperation is the research by S. Yurchenko and P. Batrak, who examine
the tourism sector as a strategic resource for national development and an instrument of
international positioning. The authors focus on the analysis of the regulatory framework
and institutional mechanisms that enabled Turkey to transform its historical and cultural
potential into a powerful hospitality industry. From a historiographical perspective, this
work is illustrative of the transition from a descriptive study of tourist flows to an in-depth
analysis of governance models, in particular Turkey’s “Tourism Strategy of Turkey - 2023,”
which demonstrates a shift in scholarly focus toward identifying effective algorithms for
reforming Ukraine’s humanitarian sphere. The researchers argue for the necessity of
implementing the Turkish experience of state stimulation of the sector within Ukrainian
realities. The article provides a detailed examination of investment attraction instruments
and marketing approaches to promoting national cultural products, which are proposed as
a model for modernizing Ukraine’s domestic tourism infrastructure. This approach makes
it possible to view Ukrainian-Turkish relations not only as a partnership of equals but also
as a process of transferring successful state practices, in which Turkey serves as a role
model for effective cultural management.

Conclusions. The conducted analysis demonstrates that the historiography of
Ukrainian-Turkish relations in the cultural and educational sphere has undergone a
complex evolution- from fragmentary and declarative references in early works of the
1990s and early 2000s to the formation of a comprehensive, multidimensional research
field in the period 2010-2025. At the initial stage, scholarly studies focused primarily on the
legal and regulatory foundations of cooperation and the political context of strategic
partnership, while the humanitarian component was treated as auxiliary.

A qualitatively new stage in the development of historiography is associated with the
recognition of the role of cultural and educational interaction as an instrument of “soft
power” and public diplomacy. In the works of Ukrainian scholars (H. Sahan, V. Shutotskin,
0. Sukhobokova, I. Fedoriv, I. Tanavskyi, and others), a clear shift can be observed from
interstate declarations to the analysis of institutional practices, including the activities of
universities, cultural centers, diaspora organizations, international academic mobility
programs, and joint research projects. A significant achievement of contemporary
historiography has been the introduction into scholarly circulation of a wide range of
sources— from university reports and sociological surveys to materials produced by civic
organizations and international institutions.

A separate and particularly promising research direction is the analysis of the role of
the Ukrainian diaspora in Turkey, which under wartime conditions has transformed from a
cultural and educational milieu into an influential actor of public diplomacy. Contemporary
studies convincingly demonstrate that the network of Saturday schools, cultural events,

2 JOpuenko C., Barpak I1. JlepskaBHe pery ioBaHHsg pO3BUTKY TYPUCTUYHOI AisibHoCT B Typeuunni: 10CBiz 118
VKpaiuu. Bicnux XHY imeni B.H. Kapasina. Cepia «Miicnapooni eionocunu. Exonomira. Kpainosnaccmeo.
Typusmy. 2018. Buir 8. C. 172-180. DOI: https://doi.org/10.26565/231095132018820
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inter-university programs, and social and humanitarian initiatives has become not only a
mechanism for preserving identity but also a factor in shaping a pro-Ukrainian discourse
within Turkish society.

At the same time, historiographical analysis reveals a number of problems and gaps.
In particular, Turkish historiography of Ukrainian-Turkish humanitarian relations remains
insufficiently studied, as do the mechanisms of interaction between state institutions and
diaspora structures and the regional dimension of cultural and educational cooperation.
Promising avenues for further research include interdisciplinary studies combining
history, international relations, sociology, and cultural studies, as well as comparative
analyses of the models of cultural diplomacy employed by Ukraine and Turkey.

Thus, the historiography of Ukrainian-Turkish relations in the cultural and
educational sphere is currently at a stage of active formation and conceptual renewal. Its
further development is important not only for the scholarly understanding of the past and
present of bilateral relations but also for shaping an effective humanitarian strategy for
Ukraine in the context of prolonged security challenges and the struggle to assert its own
subjectivity in the international arena.
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