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Executive Summary 

Title: A Geopolitical Assessment of Turkey’s Admittance to BRICS 

  

Author: CDR (FN) Maurício Souza, Brazilian Navy  

 

Thesis: A geopolitical analysis of the political, security, and economic sectors of cooperation 

reveals that the admittance of Turkey into BRICS would be beneficial to BRICS and Brazil.  

 

Discussion: During the 2018 BRICS Summit in South Africa, the possibility of a new member 

arose, when the President of Turkey, Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, declared his intention to join the 

block. BRICS is a block of multisectoral cooperation ─ political and security, economic, and 

people-to-people exchange ─ composed by Brazil, Russia, India, China, and South Africa that 

lost strength after the decay of commodities’ prices and some domestic problems of the country 

members. Therefore, it is relevant to assess whether or not the admittance of Turkey can benefit 

BRICS, and particularly Brazil, in achieving their goals. This paper focuses on the political and 

security, and economic sectors of cooperation to assess Turkey’s admittance and identify its 

positive and negative implications. The 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration was the 

primary source used to identify BRICS goals. A comparison of these goals with Turkish internal 

and foreign policy identified alignments and risks involved in the admittance. The admission of 

South Africa in 2010 and its potential to advance BRICS’ goals at that time worked as a baseline 

to assess Turkish admittance, especially in the economic sector. Likewise, the round table 

organized by the Brazilian Ministry of Foreign Affairs in 2017 provided an updated portrayal of 

Brazil’s goals as a BRICS member as a base for comparison with Turkish policies.  

 

Conclusion: The geopolitical elements of Turkey ─ such as the size of its population, its 

geographic position, its military power, and the history of the Ottoman Empire ─ its political and 

security goals, and the promising trajectory of its economy have the potential to advance BRICS 

goals in the political and security and economic sectors of cooperation. A particular concern is 

the recent autocratic measures taken by President Erdoğan and a possible concealed intention of 

using BRICS to strengthen Turkey’s relationship with Russia, instead of a real commitment to 

BRICS values and goals. Overall, the recommendation is that BRICS accepts the admittance and 

that Brazil encourages it. 
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Preface 
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passionate about, which is geopolitics and international relations. Furthermore, to be able to 

conduct research and write about a timely topic such as the admittance of Turkey into BRICS 
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for every second of your lives dedicated to me. I cannot emphasize enough my gratitude to my 
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Kelley, I thank you for your untiring daily dedication and substantial feedback on my work. To 
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dedication in each revision of my writing. To the librarians Mrs. Christi Bayha, Mrs. Deborah 

Rexon, and Mr. Winston Gould, thank you for your friendship, commitment, and meticulous 

attention throughout the research process. Thank you all for helping me to conclude this project.
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Introduction 

When BRIC — Brazil, Russia, India, and China — was created in 2009, its members 

presented consistent economic growth, with the expectation of overtaking the biggest economies 

of the world around the year 2050. Later, the entrance of South Africa strengthened the block — 

now called BRICS — and made it more likely to achieve its goals. The initiative, defined as a 

block of multisectoral cooperation, represented a significant step within the concept of South-

South cooperation. With the decay of commodities prices and some domestic problems of the 

members, however, the block lost strength. In this moment of uncertainty, during the 2018 

BRICS Summit in South Africa, the possibility of a new member arose, when the President of 

Turkey, Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, declared his intention to join BRICS. 

Turkey is an important actor in the international system, but aspects of its growing 

autocracy may complicate its consideration as a member of BRICS. Turkey’s relevance is 

apparent in both its history as the center of the onetime Ottoman Empire and its important 

geopolitical factors, such as its large population and its geographic position between Europe and 

Asia.i Additionally, Turkey’s leadership in the Middle East, mainly based on ethnicity and 

religion, increases the relevance of the country as an agent of stability in a very contested region 

of the planet.1 Despite recent economic constraints, Turkey is a wealthy country and a member 

of the G20.ii Moreover, its army is the second largest among North Atlantic Treaty Organization 

[NATO] members, signifying Turkey’s military power. These factors grant substantial 

geopolitical weight to Turkey in the international system. Hence, the international community 

                                                 

iTurkey’s population exceeds 82 million people, the 19th among countries by population. 
iiA group composed by the 20 major countries in the global financial system and aimed at promoting 

cooperation toward achieving stable and sustainable global economic growth for the benefit of all 

countries. It represents about two-thirds of the world’s population, 85% of global gross domestic product, 

and over 75% of global trade. 
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worries as Turkey becomes a more autocratic regime. Since the attempted coup d’etat against the 

government of President Erdoğan in 2016, he managed to change the legislation and concentrate 

more power in the President’s hands, which weakens the institutions and harms democracy, a 

principle of BRICS and a core value for Brazil.2 

Brazil is a leader in South America with more than 208 million people, the 6th in global 

rank by population. It also has a privileged geographic position and a vast shore that extends 

from below the Tropic of Capricorn to above the Equator. The owner of the fifth largest territory 

in the world is also part of the G20 and figures as the world’s 9th largest economy ⸻ the 1st 

within South America. Recently, Brazil has experienced political instability, mainly derived from 

cases of corruption involving high-level politicians and private companies.  

The complexity of the environment results from the geopolitical weight of Turkey, the 

expectation of growth of BRICS and its role in the international system (IS), as well as the role 

of Brazil in the IS, its geopolitical factors, and its leadership in South America. This context 

raises a central question: from a geopolitical perspective, considering the potential outcomes for 

BRICS and Brazil, what are the advantages and disadvantages of the admittance of Turkey into 

BRICS? And further, what implications would there be, both positive and negative, if Turkey is 

admitted? A geopolitical analysis of the political, security and economic sectors of cooperation 

reveals that the admittance of Turkey into BRICS would be beneficial to BRICS and Brazil. 

Background of BRICS  

BRICS started in 2001 and popularized in 2003 when Jim O’Neill, an economist at 

Goldman Sachs, published an article in which he foresaw that in 2050 Brazil, Russia, India, and 

China’s economies together could surpass the G6 in US dollar terms.3 These countries 

entertained the idea, and in 2006 diplomatic coordination among their chancellors took place 
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outside the United Nations General Assembly. In 2009, the first summit occurred in 

Yekaterinburg, Russia, with the presence of their heads of state and government. In 2011, the 

admittance of South Africa strengthened the block and granted it more depth and 

comprehensiveness. Over the years, the agenda of the annual summits transcended the initial 

financial framework and BRICS became a promising political-diplomatic entity, encompassing 

themes related “to global governance, such as development, peace and security, energy and 

climate change, and social issues” throughout the world.4 

Whereas in the first summit, the Joint Statement of the BRIC Countries' Leaders 

presented fifteen official commitments, in 2018, the 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg 

Declarationiii stated 101 paragraphs of pledges, covering a variety of economic, security, and 

social issues.5 Although not all the promises were fulfilled, according to The Economist, between 

2011 and 2017 BRICS performed a surprising average rate of compliance of 77%, which is very 

much like the G6 rate.6 The broad agenda covered more than thirty areas of cooperation, such as 

finance, agriculture, economics and trade, fight against transnational crime, science and 

technology, health, education, and energy, as well as corporate, academic, and security 

cooperation.7 This expansion revealed that BRICS countries have made significant progress in 

strengthening their ties and expanding their commitment in several areas since the block’s 

creation. Nevertheless, many of the paragraphs of pledges are just statements of cooperation and 

do not represent tangible actionsiv to help each other to achieve individual and collective goals in 

                                                 

iiiThe document is Organized in Six Sections and One Annex: Section I – Preamble; Section II - 

Strengthening Multilateralism, Reforming Global Governance and Addressing Common Challenge; 

Section III - Strengthening and Consolidating Brics Cooperation in International Peace and Security; 

Section IV - Brics Partnership for Global Economic Recovery, Reform of Financial and Economic Global 

Governance Institutions, and The Fourth Industrial Revolution; Section V - People-to-People 

Cooperation; and Annex 1: Johannesburg Plan of Action. 
ivThe Annex 1 of the document presents a plan of action composed by ministerial meetings, senior official 

and sectoral meetings. 
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the three big sectors of cooperation: people-to-people exchange sector, political and security 

sector, and economic sector.8  

People-to-people exchange refers to cooperation in areas such as culture, sport, 

education, film, and youth. Political and security cooperation among BRICS members aims “at 

achieving peace, security, development and cooperation for a more equitable and fairer world.”9 

Although the expansion of areas of cooperation is admirable, the projection of economic growth 

until 2050 sparked BRICS’ conception. Therefore, if a successful partnership in the economic 

area is not the most important goal, it is certainly the foundation to build a successful mutual 

effort in the other sectors. Without disregarding the relevance of people-to-people exchange, 

taking into account a geopolitical perspective, further analysis will focus on the political, 

security, and economic sectors of cooperation. 

Political Cooperation 

A comparison of Turkey’s political position with BRICS’ goals reveals an alignment that 

could benefit the block, as Turkey is one of the emerging countries seeking to have an active 

voice in the international system and also advocates for a more multilateral order. Regarding 

political cooperation, BRICS aims at “advancing the restructuring of the global political 

architecture so that it is more balanced, resting on the pillar of multilateralism.”10 Moreover, 

early in its Preamble, the 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration reaffirms the United 

Nations (UN) as the proper universal intergovernmental entity to lead cooperation and resolve 

disputes among states, whereas “promoting democracy and the rule of law in international 

relations.”11 It also reiterates BRICS’ commitment to the necessary cooperative efforts to shape 

“a more fair, just and representative multipolar international order.”12 Thus, despite its support of 
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the UN, the document also recalls the 2005 World Summit Outcomev to defend a comprehensive 

reform of the UN, including the Security Council (UNSC), to make it more representative, 

effective, and efficient, particularly regarding the participation of Brazil, India, and South 

Africa.13 BRICS’ political cooperation agenda emphasizes the urgent need of an effective 

multilateral system wherein the international community is more important than any single state. 

To achieve it, BRICS clamors for reform of the UN and other multilateral institutions of global 

and regional governance, which would result in benefits beyond the political perspective. 

Turkey is a UN founding member; hence, it agrees with the role of the UN as the proper 

forum to solve disputes and promote democracy.vi Despite evidence and worries of the 

international community about Turkey becoming a more autocratic regime, the Constitution of 

the Republic of Turkey affirms that the country is committed to the principles of democracy, the 

rule of law, and human rights.14 Even President Erdoğan’s speech at the UN's 73rd General 

Assembly meeting defended multilateralism, the international liberal order, and the reform of the 

UN Security Council.15 Nevertheless, recent events indicate Turkey is becoming more autocratic, 

which contradicts Erdoğan’s speech and raise questions about how Turkey would fit in BRICS. 

Since the 2016 coup attempt, Erdoğan took controversial measures to protect the 

government that harmed political rights, civil liberties, and free expression. Moreover, through a 

suspicious constitutional referendum, the President managed to change the constitution, thus 

                                                 

vA Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 16 September 2005 which stresses the importance of 

early reforming the UN, including the Security Council (UNSC), to guarantee an adequate participation of 

developing countries in the international economic decision-making and norm-setting, as well as to make 

the UNSC more broadly representative, efficient and transparent and thus to enhance its effectiveness and 

the legitimacy and implementation of its decisions. The whole document can be found at 

http://www.un.org/en/development/desa/population/migration/generalassembly/docs/globalcompact/A_R

ES_60_1.pdf. 
viFounding Members of the United Nations are the countries that signed the United Nations Convention of 

January 1, 1942 or that took part in the San Francisco Conference, having signed and ratified a Charter. 
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concentrating more power in his own hands. He replaced elected mayors by selected ones and 

persecuted those considered enemies of the state. As a result, according to the Freedom House’s 

Freedom Status, Turkey became a ‘Not Free’ country.16 Apparently, these facts depict a clash of 

values between Turkey and BRICS. However, according to the same classification, China and 

Russia are ‘Not Free’ countries too, and their performance is inferior to Turkey’s. Still, as the 

Democracy Index 2017 reports, while Turkey occupies position 100 among the democracies in 

the world, Russia and India are number 135 and 139, respectively.17 Thus, although the 

international community’s concern about recent devolution of democracy in Turkey is legitimate, 

and that contradicts some of the principles BRICS defends, this would not be a good argument to 

stop Turkey from joining the block. In fact, the negotiations of Turkey’s admittance could 

address some of the problems Turkey faced in recent years and might initiate cooperation 

measures to solve them. Furthermore, the speech of President Erdoğan at the UN's 73rd General 

Assembly meeting shows that Turkey could be a valuable ally in the campaign to reform the UN 

and establish a multilateral international order, a primary claim in BRICS’ political agenda.  

The political agenda of the 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration also 

corroborates the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and the Sustainable Development 
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Goals (SDGs),vii the Paris agreement,viii and cooperation in energy (aiming at universal energy 

access, energy security, energy affordability, reduced pollution, and environmental 

conservation).18 It also acknowledges a plethora of cooperation and research agreements within 

BRICS in the following areas: 

- Energy ─ BRICS Energy Research Cooperation Platform 

- Agriculture ─ BRICS Agricultural Research Platform (ARP) 

- Environment ─ Environmentally Friendly Technology Platform, Clean Rivers 

Umbrella Programme, Partnership for Urban Environment Sustainability Initiative, 

and BRICS Environmentally Sound Technology (BEST) Cooperation Platform 

- Disaster management ─ BRICS Meeting of Heads of Disaster Management in 

Buffalo City 

- Biodiversity 

- Oceans Economyix  

                                                 

viiThe UN defines the Sustainable Development Goals as the blueprint to achieve a better and more 

sustainable future for all. The 17 goals address the main global challenges, including those related to 

poverty, inequality, climate, environmental degradation, prosperity, and peace and justice. They were 

designed to leave no one behind and to be achieved by 2030. More information can be found at 

https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/sustainable-development-goals/. 
viiiThe Paris Agreement builds upon the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change 

(UNFCCC) and brings all nations into a common cause to undertake ambitious efforts to combat climate 

change and adapt to its effects, with enhanced support to assist developing countries to do so. The Paris 

Agreement central aim is to strengthen the global response to the threat of climate change by keeping a 

global temperature rise this century well below 2 degrees Celsius above pre-industrial levels and to 

pursue efforts to limit the temperature increase even further to 1.5 degrees Celsius. Additionally, the 

agreement aims to strengthen the ability of countries to deal with the impacts of climate change. The 

whole document can be found at https://unfccc.int/resource/docs/2015/cop21/eng/l09r01.pdf. 
ixAccording to the 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration Oceans Economy encompasses 

multiple sectors, including the strategic areas of maritime transport, shipbuilding, offshore oil and 

exploration, aquaculture, port development, research and technology, conservation and sustainable use of 

marine resources, marine and coastal tourism, financial and insurance services, as well as coastal 

industrial zone development. 
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- Population issues ─ age structure changes, gender inequality, women’s rights, youth 

development, unemployment, urbanization, and migration. 

Each of the BRICS countries supports the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development and 

the SDG, as does Turkey.19 Nonetheless, although BRICS has declared its support for the Paris 

Agreement, Russia did not ratify it, and Turkey did not either.x When it comes to international 

agreements, there are some inconsistencies between the official viewpoint of BRICS and its 

members individually. Thus, the lack of adherence from Turkey to these treaties cannot compose 

a barrier to its admittance, although any alignment of Turkey and BRICS’s policies would 

smooth consensus within the block in future negotiations. The analysis, however, portrays a 

different scenario when it comes to agreements among BRICS countries and Turkey. 

A target area of cooperation within BRICS is agriculture, and Turkey has a large 

agricultural sector ⸻ the agricultural area comprises more than 49% of its territory ⸻ that 

represents 6.8% of Turkish Gross Domestic Product (GDP).20 Turkey is also one of the few self-

sufficient countries in food production and one of the leaders in the world in agriculture and 

related industries.21 Since 2006, Turkey has established the FAO-Turkey Partnership Programme 

with the Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO). The partnership, 

whose main goal is to enact food security and poverty alleviation, benefits six other countries in 

Central Asia. The focus areas are Food Security, Animal and Plant Genetic Resources, 

Agricultural Policies, Agricultural and Rural Development, Food Safety, and Natural Resources 

Management.22 Thus, Turkey’s expertise in this field has the potential to advance the BRICS 

Agricultural Research Platform and to contribute to achieving the goals of the program. As the 

                                                 

xAs the official position of the two countries in January 10, 2019. https://climateactiontracker.org/. 
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majority of energy to sustain the sector comes from imported fossil fuels, Turkey has decided to 

invest in the energy sector to diversify domestic supply. 

The economic growth that Turkey experimented with in recent decades has increased the 

demand for energy both in the industrial and residential sectors, and Turkey expects this demand 

will grow by 75.4% between 2012 and 2023.23 Turkey’s primary energy sources are natural gas, 

oil, and coal, and the largest part of those are imported. In order to meet the demand, reduce 

fossil fuel imports, and improve energy security, the Turkish government decided to launch the 

National Renewable Energy Action Plan for Turkey. Among several ambitious goals, the plan 

aims at changing the power matrix so that 30% of the total demand is based on renewable 

sources by 2023. The program includes investments in Hydropower, Geothermal power, Solar 

power, Wind power, Biomass power, and other target areas to improve efficiency. All of them 

point to “sustainable industrial development under environmental considerations” and are based 

on some core principles such as cooperation.24 

For instance, in September of 2018, Turkey's Environment and Urbanization Minister 

Murat Kurum declared that Ankara and Moscow need to strengthen their bilateral relations even 

more — in fields such as energy, construction, tourism, and others — as soon as possible.xi In 

October of 2018, Turkey and Germany signed an agreement to develop energy projects that will 

likely expand the €25 billion German companies have invested in Turkey during the last fifteen 

years.25 The potential for growth is clear, the principle of cooperation is declared, and both 

countries have already signed some agreements. It is evident that there are opportunities to 

progress the BRICS Energy Research Cooperation Platform, the Environmentally Friendly 

                                                 

xiOn September 19, 2018 in a joint news conference with Russia's Construction, Housing, and Utilities 

Minister Vladimir Yakushev at the 12th International Real Estate Investment Forum PROESTATE in 

Moscow. 
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Technology Platform, the Clean Rivers Umbrella Programme, the Partnership for Urban 

Environment Sustainability Initiative, and the BRICS Environmentally Sound Technology 

(BEST) Cooperation Platform, with multiple mutual benefits. 

Likewise, there is a promising field of cooperation in disaster management given the 

experience of Turkey in this subject, which could enhance the agenda of the BRICS Meeting of 

Heads of Disaster Management in Buffalo City, in South Africa.xii Turkey’s Disaster and 

Emergency Management Authority (AFAD) is already used to cooperate with several countries, 

such as Bangladesh, Myanmar, Philippines, and Pakistan, that recently sent experts to Turkey to 

learn about its emergency-management system. They intend to work with the Turkish 

Cooperation and Coordination Agency (TIKA) and the Disaster Management Implementation 

and Research Center of the Middle East Technical University in Ankara.26 One of the pillars of 

the Turkish Disaster Management System is preparedness, which includes campaigns of 

education to raise awareness, improve the Disaster Volunteering System, and integrate NGOs to 

the system. Currently, the infrastructure of disaster management provides essential assistance to 

the more than 2.9 million registered Syrian refugees that Turkey hosts.27  

The 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration urges the international community to 

build up a counter-terrorism coalition under the aegis of the United Nations, stressing that the 

fight must respect “international refugee and humanitarian law, human rights and fundamental 

freedoms.”28 BRICS calls on the UN, the international community, and the parties directly 

involved in the humanitarian crisis in Yemen and the conflicts in Afghanistan and Syria to find a 

                                                 

xii96% of our country is under the danger of earthquake hazard, 66% of seismic belt is right on active 

Faultline, and 72% of the population and 75% of industrial plants are under the Earthquake Risk. Turkey 

faced 12 significant disasters since 1980s. 

http://www.oecd.org/gov/risk/HLRF_2013_Plenary_3_Tetik.pdf. 
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solution through dialogue.29 When addressing Syria’s conflict, BRICS condemns terrorism and 

the use of chemical weapons. Particularly about the situation in Syria, BRICS emphasizes its 

commitment to finding a peaceful settlement, under the authority and mediation of the UN and 

complemented by the Astana initiative, which is an endeavor of Russia, Iran, and Turkey held in 

the city of Astana, Kazakhstan, to discuss and negotiate the monitoring of the ceasefire agreed in 

2016, and hopefully the end of the conflict in Syria and a transition to a political process.30 The 

block pressures the UN General Assembly to approve the Comprehensive Convention on 

International Terrorism (CCIT), underscoring the necessity of multilateral negotiations to 

conceive a strategy to inhibit chemical and biological terrorism, as well as those derived from 

Information and Communication Technologies (ICTs). The document cites the advancement 

made with the BRICS Roadmap of Practical Cooperation on Ensuring Security in the Use of 

ICTs and calls for BRICS member States to work out a BRICS intergovernmental agreement 

addressing this subject.  

Terrorism and refugees are two serious themes for Turkey, especially since the conflict in 

Syria initiated in March of 2011 for two key reasons. First, Turkey shares 511 miles of frontier 

with Syria and the civil war has severe impacts inside Turkish territory and population.31 For 

instance, according to the UN Refugee Agency (UNHCR), Turkey hosts 3.3 million Syrian 

refugees, out of 5.6 million that fled from Syria.32 As a result, the Disaster and Emergency 

Management Authority (AFAD) of Turkey took actions to enroll Syrian children in school, to 

provide health care, to provide professional training, and to guarantee access to public services 

for Syrian refugees. The Turkish expenses with humanitarian assistance reached $3.2 billion in 

2015 and jumped to $6 billion in 2016, almost 22% of total international humanitarian assistance 

expenses.33 As an additional attempt to solve the problem, Turkey, Russia, and Iran launched the 
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Astana initiative, which BRICS considers to be complementary to the UN efforts to find a 

peaceful resolution to the conflict in Syria. 

Second, the government considers Syrian Kurdish People’s Protection Units (YPG) an 

extension of the Kurdistan Workers’ Party (PKK), which is a terrorist group according to Turkey 

and the United States.xiii Thus, Turkey shares with BRICS an interest in combating terrorism as 

well as addressing the refugee matter, which enhances its potential to join the block to pressure 

the UN General Assembly to approve the CCIT. Also relevant are the 106 attacks with chemical 

weapons in Syria since September of 2013.34 The words of Ibrahim Kalin, President Erdoğan’s 

spokesman, after a chemical attack in Syria in April of 2018 make Turkey’s posture clear: “The 

entire international community, primarily countries that have an influence on the Syrian regime, 

has a responsibility to take the necessary steps in order to prevent similar war crimes and crimes 

against humanity.”35 Once again, Turkey’s policy towards the use of chemical and biological 

weapons aligns with that of BRICS. 

The Preamble and Section II of the 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration depict 

well how the goals of the block transcended the economic framework initially devised. All the 

political topics regarding ongoing cooperation or potential collaborationism represent a more 

comprehensive view of the responsibilities of BRICS, as well as its firmness of purpose towards 

becoming a key player in the decision-making process within the international system. 

                                                 

xiiiThe participation of Turkey in the conflict is a very complex theme because, despite condemning the 

Bashar al-Assad regime, since the beginning of the 2018 Turkey has been fighting the Kurds of YPG and 

the Syrian Democratic Forces, enemies of Bashar al-Assad. All this, with the help of the Free Syrian 

Army, which Turkey helped to reorganize in 2017. Hence, the Free Syrian Army is now more dedicated 

to fighting against the Kurds in northern Syria than against the Syrian army. Turkey's most recent 

movements and military actions against the Kurds YPG and the Syrian Democratic Forces are particularly 

sensitive because these two armed groups are US allies in Syria and Turkey is a US ally in NATO. The 

conflict also involves other countries such as France, Iran, Israel, Russia, United Kingdom, the UN, and 

other international organizations. Also present in the region are the Hezbollah and the Islamic State. 

Consequently, Turkey’s decisions and actions result in implications to Turkish foreign policy. 



13 

 

Considering that the block shares 41.1% of the world population and 29.6% of the world 

territory, it is natural and understandable that its members pursue the right to be heard in order to 

protect their assets and interests.36 In this context, the posture of Turkey before these political 

subjects is in line with BRICS goals, which indicates that Turkey could become a strategic ally 

to achieve a multilateral international order where developing countries have more influence in 

the decision towards common issues. BRICS and Turkey uphold multilateralism as the best way 

to achieve peace and stability, and the 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration expands 

its pledges and concerns into security issues. 

Security Cooperation 

In terms of security cooperation, BRICS advocates for a “universal collective security 

system enshrined in the UN Charter,” enhancing the prohibition of “the imposition of unilateral 

coercive measures outside the framework of the UN Charter.”37 It also calls for the use of force 

as a last resort and only after the political and diplomatic means fail to guarantee a peaceful 

resolution of disagreements.38 This posture is coherent with the political claim for a multilateral 

order in the international system centered in the UN and based on collective efforts. Turkish 

concerns about security in the Middle East combined with Turkish influence in the region could 

be an advantage to BRICS in order to perform some of the block’s goals regarding global 

security. For instance, while reinforcing some international agreements aiming at peaceful 

settlements of crisis and conflicts, BRICS manifests preoccupation about North Korea and Iran’s 

nuclear programs and considers a resolution for the Israeli-Palestinian impasse as vital to 

achieving peace and security in the Middle East.39 

The geopolitical weight of Turkey and its leadership in the Middle East, primarily based 

on ethnicity and religion, could open a window for BRICS to advance peace and security for the 
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region.40 Arguably, this is not an easy task, considering the volatile relationship among some 

countries in a highly contested area. However, since peace and security in the Middle East is part 

of BRICS’ concerns, Turkish leadership represents an asset that, if used wisely and strategically, 

could contribute to increasing BRICS’ influence in the region. As a result, success in the 

negotiations to achieve peace and security would boost the credibility of the block within the 

international community and benefit its claim for a collective security system in which 

developing countries are heard, except for the unilateral actions of Turkey in Syria. 

In December of 2018, the United States warned Turkey not to attack the Kurdish forces 

in Northern Syria, as Turkey threatened to invade the city of Manbij. The Pentagon accused 

Turkey of trying to take unilateral military action, and the US militaries promised to respond 

aggressively to any attempt of attack.41 However, Turkey also accused the United States of 

unilateral actions in Syria. Thus, the episode marked one more chapter in the turbulent 

relationship between the United States and Turkey, rather than a concern of the international 

community.xiv Nevertheless, as the UNSC had not authorized any action, it is correct to affirm 

that it would constitute a unilateral action. Given that Turkey shares borders with Syria and is 

directly affected by the conflict, it is a challenge for Turkey to abide by the UN and the BRICS 

conception of collective security; hence it may represent a challenge to its admittance to BRICS. 

                                                 

xivSome other problems that harmed the relationship between the United States and Turkey were: In 2003, 

Turkey did not allow the United States to use Incirlik Air Base for the invasion of Iraq;  Since 2016, 

President Erdoğan has encouraged a growing aggressive nationalism that includes an anti-Western and 

anti-American rhetoric; Turkey demands the end of US support for the YPG, particularly in Manbij, 

which the United States alleges to be important to prevent the return of the Islamic State. However, 

Turkey considers the YPG an extension of the PKK from Southeast Turkey, a group classified as 

terrorists by Turkey and the United States; the purchase of a Russian S-400s air-defense missile system; 

the cooperation between Turkey and Russia in Syria’s issues; the imprisonment of the American Pastor, 

Andrew Brunson, accused of involvement with terrorist groups in Turkey; the demand for extradition of 

the exiled Turkish cleric, Fethullah Gulen, leader of the popular movement Hizmet — Turkey considers it 

a terrorist organization — and accused of participation in the 2016 coup attempt. 
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Nonetheless, this issue does not look like enough to preclude Turkey from joining BRICS, since 

Russia, another BRICS member, has also faced accusations of war crimes in Syria.42 

Confirming the wider BRICS’ approach to global collective security, the 10th BRICS 

Summit Johannesburg Declaration evinces the severe threat that an arms race in outer space 

would represent. In this regard, BRICS enhances the Conference on Disarmament as the proper 

forum to discuss the subject in a multilateral perspective and appeals every country to comply 

with the current international norms in order to guarantee the peaceful use of outer space.43 All 

BRICS countries are State Members of the Conference on Disarmament, and so is Turkey.44 

Still regarding security, it is noteworthy that Turkey is a member of the North Atlantic 

Treaty Organization (NATO), a political and military alliance that was created to counter the 

threat posed by the Soviet Union in the aftermath of the World War II. Although NATO has 

expanded its conception of what represents a threat to its members, the alliance still considers 

Russia as one of the primary menaces, especially after the annexation of Crimea and Russian 

actions in Ukraine.45 From Deputy Director of the Russian Research Institute of Cultural and 

Natural Heritage Evgeniy Bakhrevskiy’s perspective, Erdoğan is disappointed with the European 

Union (EU), and for this reason, he is looking for other alliances. Bakhrevskiy also states that 

BRICS is more democratic and requires fewer sacrifices than the EU and NATO. For Stevan 

Gajic, a researcher at the Institute for European Studies in Belgrade, there is a dispute between 

the United States and Russia over Turkey.46 And when it comes to global security, the opinion of 

the strongest military power exerts much influence and can be decisive. 

With this in mind, it is worth noting that there has been much friction in the relationship 

between the United States and Turkey recently, especially since the attempted coup d’etat 

against the government of President Erdoğan in 2016. Although the relations between the two 
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States have always been turbulent, many newspapers, websites, and specialists’ blogs have 

manifested concern about the tension and its possible outcomes and impacts on the United 

States, Turkey, and the international community. Among the reasons for this tension are the fact 

that Turkey has sought to strengthen its relationship with Russia by cooperating with it in Syria’s 

issues,47 and purchasing the Russian S-400s air-defense missile system.48 While the United 

States defends that the system would harm the interoperability among NATO members, Erdoğan 

affirms that he is taking precautions regarding the security of Turkey.49 According to the Russian 

Defense Minister, Sergei Shoigu, NATO wants to preclude Russia from becoming a geopolitical 

competitor.50 

Adding these facts to the declaration of Minister Murat Kurum,xv there is enough 

evidence of an approximation between Ankara and Moscow, which could indicate an attempt at 

geopolitical hedging with Russia. In this context, the following questions come to surface: Is it 

incompatible for Turkey to be part of NATO and BRICS? What would President Erdoğan do if 

NATO told Turkey to choose between one of them? How does Russia see having a NATO 

member inside BRICS? Although the answers for these questions are out of the scope of this 

paper, based on the goals that the10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration makes explicit 

on the three sectors of cooperation of BRICS ─ people-to-people exchange, political and 

security, and economic ─ Turkey’s membership in NATO is no plausible reason to prevent it 

from joining BRICS. According to Boris Dolgov, a specialist from the Center for Arab and 

Islamic Studies at the Institute of Oriental Studies of the Russian Academy of Science, there is 

no incompatibility because BRICS does not oppose any other political or economic alliance.51 

                                                 

xvHe declared that Ankara and Moscow need to strengthen their bilateral relations even more as soon as 

possible. 
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Therefore, there is no incompatibility between BRIC and Turkey regarding their security 

concerns and policy and any disagreement or difference in interpretation is not more severe than 

those existing among BRICS countries. However, the leadership and influence of Turkey could 

be an advantage to BRICS in order to increase its influence and advance the block’s goals 

regarding global security, mainly in the Middle East. 

Economic Cooperation 

Regarding economic issues, Turkey is one of the best candidates to join BRICS, 

especially because of the projections of its economy to the future, with more potential than the 

current member South Africa. However, the crises the country faces currently could harm its 

trajectory to become as powerful as specialists expect. In Jim O’Neill’s view, except for Russia, 

the position of the members in 2018 is close to what he envisioned in 2001. However, he 

recognizes that the block has not developed all its potential and needs to review its modus 

operandi. He underscores the decay of commodities’ prices after the global financial crisis in 

2008 as one of the principal hampers to the prosperity of the block.52 BRICS also recognizes the 

volatility of commodities’ impact in its members’ economy. However, the block states that some 

decisions of major advanced economies are also responsible for the growth decrease. Thus, 

BRICS claims for reform of financial and economic global governance institutions, not only as a 

means to guarantee the development of BRICS’ countries but also to foster global economic 

recovery.53 This open-world economy based on a multilateral trading system would bring 

prosperity to all countries and peoples and for that reason BRICS calls on “all WTO members to 

abide by WTO rules and honor their commitments in the multilateral trading system.”54 

The debate about the reform of the financial and economic global structure occurs in the 

political forum. As stated earlier, Turkey supports the idea of multilateral international order 
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which includes increasing the weight of other countries in the decision-making process regarding 

the economic sphere, especially those with emerging and expanding economies. BRICS country 

members are part of this group and so is Turkey. Thus, Turkey is already an ally of BRICS for 

the achievement of this common goal, especially in platforms such as the WTO and G20, and its 

admittance to BRICS would increase the power of this claim. The ambition of BRICS in the 

political and security sector for a multilateral international system replicates in the economic 

sector. However, for BRICS countries to gain more power of influence, it is also necessary to 

strengthen their economies. With this in mind, the five countries proposed a plan of action 

aiming at increasing industrial cooperation among themselves. 

The plan was formulated in 2017 “under the principle of complementary advantages, 

mutual benefits and win-win cooperation,” and defines multiple key areas of cooperationxvi as 

targets for companies.55 Furthermore, the country members created the BRICS Partnership on 

New Industrial Revolution (PartNIR), aiming at “BRICS cooperation in digitalisation, 

industrialisation, innovation, inclusiveness and investment, to maximise the opportunities and 

address the challenges arising from the 4th Industrial Revolution,”xvii along with other 

initiatives.56 Taking into consideration BRICS’s economic goals and areas of cooperation, the 

question that arises is ‘could Turkey advance them?’ Analysis of Turkey’s economic 

fundamentals reveals that the answer is ‘yes.’ However, to fully answer this question, it is 

essential to grasp some aspects of Turkey’s economy. 

                                                 

xviMining, oil and gas, steel, aluminum, advanced manufacturing, shipbuilding, railway equipment and 

infrastructure, automobile, pharmacy, metallurgy and aircraft manufacturing, and deepen cooperation in 

emerging industries such as new generation information technology, biology, medical apparatus and 

instruments, new energy and new materials, industrial investment, engineering construction, technological 

cooperation and technical assistance. 
xviiThe theme of the 10th BRICS summit was “BRICS in Africa: Collaboration for Inclusive Growth and 

Shared Prosperity in the 4th Industrial Revolution.” 
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After the domestic financial crisis in 2001, Turkey carried out a series of reforms to 

improve its economic ties with Europe and Asia, taking advantage of its privileged geographic 

position. These successful measures granted to Turkey a growth average of 5.1% between 2002 

and 2011. In 2015, Turkey managed to attract $16.5 billion in foreign direct investment. 

Nevertheless, the attempted coup interrupted the golden years of prosperity and the first industry 

affected was tourism.57 Public debts, low-interest rates, and questionable choices in the economic 

policy worsened Turkey’s economic situation. The last straw was a market confidence crisis, as a 

result of the concentration of power in Erdoğan’s hands and the deterioration of the US-Turkey 

relations. On August 10, 2018, President Donald Trump raised tariffs on imports of steel from 

Turkey in 50% and of aluminum in 20%. As a result, in 24 hours, the Lira lost around 20% of its 

value in comparison to the dollar.58 On August 13, the Lira accumulated more than 80% of 

devaluation against the US dollar over the year.59 In the middle of the economic slowdown and 

the rise in inflation, the fear of a profound recession increased after the threats of President 

Trump against Turkey’s economy.60 Looking at the future, Turkey has many challenges to 

overcome in order to keep the pace of economic growth with the population’s growth, which is 

expected to jump from the current 81 million to 104 million by 2050.61 An evaluation of 

Turkey’s Readiness for the Future of Production and competitiveness revealed that the country’s 

sound economic fundamentals could help Turkey to overcome its challenges and perform well in 

the future. 
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Figure 1: Global Map of Readiness Assessment Results 2018 

Source: Readiness for Future of Production Report 2018, World Economic Forum, A.T. Kearney. 

 

 

 

Figure 2: Country Archetypes 

Source: Readiness for Future of Production Report 2018, World Economic Forum, A.T. Kearney. 
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Country Readiness for the Future of Production Report 2018 focuses on inclusive 

transformation and growth in the era of the 4th Industrial Revolution, which was the core of the 

theme of 10th BRICS Summit. Figures 1 and 2 show a comparison among countries regarding 

their Readiness for the Future of Production. The Structure of Production axis represents the 

country’s current baseline of production and assesses complexity and scale of the structure by 

evaluating the economic complexity and the Manufacturing Value Added, both in absolute terms 

and relative to the GDP. The Drives of Production axis depicts “the key enablers that position a 

country to capitalize on the Fourth Industrial Revolution to transform production systems” and 

comprises evaluations on Technology & Innovation, Human Capital, Global Trade & 

Investment, Institutional Framework, Sustainable Resources, and Demand Environment.62 The 

deep analysis provides a sound evaluation of countries economic foundations and their 

readinessxviii to face future challenges and crises.  

Moreover, the methodology of analysis covers vital elements for the 4th Industrial 

Revolution, which match with those BRICS listed as key areas of cooperation. As illustrated, 

except for China, there is not much difference among BRICS countries and Turkey, despite its 

current crises, which qualifies Turkey as an emerging country with economic fundamentals as 

good as or in some cases even better than BRICS countries. Through the viewpoint of South-

South cooperation,xix this partial conclusion indicates that Turkey can be beneficial to BRICS as 

                                                 

xviiiFor the purposes of the Country Readiness Project, “readiness” is the ability to capitalize on future 

production opportunities, mitigate risks and challenges, and be resilient and agile in responding to 

unknown future shocks. 
xixAccording to the United Nations, South-South cooperation is bold, innovative, and growing 

means to strengthen cooperation for the achievement of the Sustainable Development Goals, the 

global plan of action for people, planet and prosperity to eradicate poverty. There is substantive 

evidence showing that South–South trade and investments have the potential to accelerate 

improvements in health, education, social welfare, in harnessing knowledge and exper ience, and 

in establishing critical partnerships which is instrumental to fast tracking the Sustainable 

Development Goals. South-South cooperation involves the kind of cooperation that creates jobs, 
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much as BRICS can be beneficial to Turkey, in order to achieve their common goals. Pule 

Malefane, Ambassador of South Africa to Ankara, confirms this vision: "It is not by accident that 

President Erdoğan was invited to the BRICS Summit. Turkey is being regarded as a strategic ally 

in strengthening South-to-South relations.”63  

Another useful tool to check over country’s drivers of growth is The Global 

Competitiveness Report 2017–2018, which provides an impartial Global Competitiveness Index 

of 137 countries based on twelve pillars: institutions, infrastructure, macroeconomic 

environment, health and primary education, higher education and training, goods market 

efficiency, labor market efficiency, financial market development, technological readiness, 

market size, business sophistication, and innovation. The report defines competitiveness as “the 

set of institutions, policies, and factors that determine the level of productivity of an economy, 

which in turn sets the level of prosperity that the economy can achieve.”64 Table 1 shows two 

different versions of the rank in 2016-2017 and 2017-2018 without significant changes, except 

for South Africa, which places Turkey ahead of South Africa and Brazil and behind the others.  

Table 1: BRICS Countries and Turkey’s Competitiveness Ranks 

Country Rank 2017-2018 Rank 2016-2017 

China 27 28 

Russia 38 43 

India 40 39 

Turkey 53 55 

South Africa 61 47 

Brazil 80 81 

Source (adapted from): World Economic Forum, The Global Competitiveness Report 2017–2018, 13. 

                                                 

strengthens trade, improves infrastructure, transfers technology, promotes regional integration 

and benefits all countries involved. It looks like a perfect match with BRICS goals. 

http://www.undp.org/content/undp/en/home/development-impact/south-south-cooperation.html. 



23 

 

Overall, Turkey’s competitiveness score is on par with BRICS countries and, based on 

elements analyzed in the report, Turkey qualifies as an emerging country with features that differ 

from BRICS countries but with a similar general performance. Thus, although Turkey has 

economic challenges to overcome, its geopolitical factors and solid economic fundamentals 

project a growth trajectory similar to that of BRICS countries, and a partnership could be 

mutually beneficial. 

Some of the economic challenges Ankara must overrun will be the legacies of the 

political phase it is going through, such as the caveats the United States imposed over it, a 

consequence of the deterioration of their relationship. Additionally, Turkey’s relations with the 

EU, which gets nearly 45% of Turkey’s exports and is responsible for 38% of Turkey’s imports, 

has also devolved lately, even though Turkey is still a candidate to the block.65 Therefore, 

considering the trade between Turkey and BRIC countries in 2017 reached about $ 60 billion, 

joining BRICS could be an alternative to increase the health of Turkey’s economy, while 

advancing the idea of building a multilateral international economic order. Despite Turkey’s 

internal problems ─ as well the BRICS countries’ problems ─ one of the main purposes of the 

block is to cooperate and help each other to improve their fundamentals and solve overcome 

their barriers while claiming for a reform of the economic and financial institutions. So, Turkey 

seems to be a promising candidate which is very much aligned with BRICS goals. However, 

with this in mind, one question comes to surface: is Turkey the best candidate to help BRICS to 

advance its goals? The answer to this question is out of the scope of this dissertation, but a 

comparison with the admittance of South Africa into BRICS can bring some enlightenment over 

this issue. 
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Although Turkey formalized its request to join BRICS, other emerging countries with 

solid partnerships with BRICS such as Argentina, Mexico, Indonesia, Nigeria, and Pakistan also 

constitute auspicious candidates. Since 2009, an admittance happened only once, in 2011, when 

South Africa joined the block and gave rise to BRICS. Nevertheless, Jim O’Neil is still skeptical 

about the value of this decision, for two main reasons. First, the economic weight of South 

Africa does not justify its presence in the block, as “China creates another South Africa every 

three or four months.”66 Second, although South Africa is a legitimate democratic representative 

of the African Continent, it does not stand for African countries.67 In fact, although O’Neil 

argues that South Africa does not represent African countries, which is partially true because nor 

all African countries consider themselves represented by South Africa, the presence of South 

Africa advances the political and economic ties between BRICS and African countries.68 Even 

though after South Africa joined the block BRICS countries made much progress, the block is 

still far from achieving the reform that leads to the multilateral order. However, compared to 

South Africa in economic terms, Turkey looks like a much stronger country. 
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Figure 3: Rise of MINTs (US$ trillion) 

Source: World Bank, Goldman Sachs 
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GDP retracted in 2018. However, the projection of Turkey’s growth is much more optimistic 

than South Africa’s, as Table 2 and Figure 4 show. 

Table 2: 2018 Countries’ GDP and projection for 2050 

 2011* 2018* 2050** 

Countries or 

Blocks’ 

GDPs 

GDP 

(billions of US$) 
Rank 

GDP 

(billions of US$) 
Rank 

GDP 

(billions of US$) 
Rank 

World 73,230.00 - 84,840.00 - - - 

United States 15,540.00 1 20,510.00 1 34,102.00 2 

China 7,520.00 2 13,460.00 2 49,853.00 1 

India 1,820.00 10 2,690.00 7 28,021.00 3 

Brazil 2,610.00 7 1,910.00 9 6,532.00 6 

Russia 2,050.00 9 1,580.00 12 5,127.00 10 

South Africa 416.88 29 366.68 32 1,939.00 28 

BRICS 14,416.88 2*** 20,006.68 2*** 91,472.00 1*** 

Turkey 832.50 18 713.51 19 4,087.00 12 

BRICST 15,249.38 2*** 20720.19 1*** 95,559.00 1*** 

Source (adapted from): *International Monetary Fund (IMF), 

https://www.imf.org/external/datamapper/NGDPD@WEO/OEMDC/ADVEC/WEOWORLD. 

** www.pwc.com. 

***Theoretical. 

 

Figure 4 presents the evolution of countries economies considering the GDP (which can 

be interpreted as the total income of the country) Purchase Power Parity (PPP), which is not 

converted to US dollars to perform the comparison, but relative to the cost of living in each 

country. Even in this method, the performance of Turkey’s economy is still by far better than 

South Africa’s, in the present and the future. 
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Figure 4: Projected GDP Rankings (at PPPs) 

Source: The Long View: How Will the Global Economic Order Change by 2050?, PWC. 
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Regarding the economic sector of cooperation, despite the current crises Turkey is going 

through, its fundamentals reveal a high potential to benefit BRICS countries and advance 

BRICS’s goals. Particularly in comparison to South Africa’s association to BRICS in 2011, 

Turkey presents both better current fundamentals and more optimistic projections for the future. 

By strengthening each countries’ economy and increasing the relevance of the block vis a vis the 

current financial and economic institutions and developed countries, Turkey’s admittance could 

also contribute to the achievement of a more multilateral order in the current international 

financial and economic governance system. 

Despite all the indications that Turkey’s admittance would benefit BRICS, there are some 

suspicions about the true intention of the country in requesting to join the block because of two 

key reasons. First, whereas President Erdoğan’s speech defends free trade, multilateralism, and 

the international liberal order, his actions contradict his words. He centralized more power in his 

hands, established more control over the press, and moved away from Western partners like the 

EU and the United States. As a result, Turkey experienced a decline in its economic and political 

institutions, which clashes with the democratic values of BRICS. However the democracy in 

other BRICS countries is also questionable; its country members have been working together for 

many years to develop agreements and find common goals. The possibility that Erdoğan is using 

a rhetorical speech, which lacks real commitment, as an attempt to take Turkey out of the 

economic crisis causes apprehension. 

Second, the populist measures of President Erdoğan have not worked so far, and the crisis 

in Turkey is not over. O’Neil argues that the solution for Turkey’s crisis lies on two pillars: 

internal changes in the monetary and fiscal-policies and a reapproximation of its Western allies.70 

Nevertheless, Erdoğan has already proven to the world that he is not afraid of defying his allies 
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and Turkey’s relations with the EU are still difficult and Washington and Ankara are still 

exchanging threats.71 President Erdoğan still has to deal with this crisis and find a way to shift 

the economy’s course back to the thriving path the economists projected. Thus, the request to 

join BRICS could be interpreted as one more attempt to fortify Turkey’s relation with Russia, 

and not really with BRICS. In this case, Turkey’s admittance would not advance BRICS goals 

and could harm the harmonious relationship the country members built together, which would 

not be in the best interests of India, China, South Africa, and Brazil.xx 

Benefits for Brazil 

Brazil and Turkey established diplomatic relations in 1858, by the signature of the 

Tratado Bilateral de Amizade e Comércio,xxi and have strengthened their ties since then, 

especially in the first decade of the 21st century. During the 2006 War in Lebanon, Turkey 

helped Brazil in the evacuation of Brazilian citizens and in 2010 both countries and Iran signed 

the Tehran Declaration.xxii Despite of the friendship and collaboration, it was only in 2011, when 

the countries signed the Plano de Ação para a Parceria Estratégica,xxiii that they deepened their 

dialogue and cooperation in areas such as international politics, agriculture, science and 

technology, external trade and energy, tourism, literature, teledramaturgy, and so forth. After 

that, Brazil and Turkey signed other agreements and their bilateral trade increased 900% between 

2011 and 2012, reaching US$ 2.1 billion.72 In 2018, the countries organized a series of events to 

celebrate 160 years of their diplomatic relations, while planning to deepen cooperation in 

                                                 

xxMaybe it would still be interesting for Russia as long as Moscow could weaken the ties between Turkey 

and NATO. 
xxiBilateral Treaty of Friendship and Commerce. 
xxiiThe Tehran Declaration was an agreement Brazil, Turkey, and Iran signed in order to figure out a 

solution for the threat that the Iranian nuclear program represented to the international community. 

Although the document solved all the impasses of the previous attempt of negotiation involving the 

uranium enrichment, the UN rejected it. 
xxiiiPlan of Action for the Strategic Partnership. 
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construction and defense industries.73 As a founder country of BRICS, Brazil must assess the 

admittance of Turkey into the block carefully, in order to preserve their relations and identify 

how it advances or harms Brazilian interests within each of the BRICS sectors of cooperation. 

As previously mentioned, the admittance of Turkey into BRICS could benefit the 

political goals of the block, especially its claim for a multilateral international and a reform of 

the vital global institutions such as the UN, which is also an ambition of Brazil. Since 2011, both 

countries decided to intensify the political dialogue and cooperation in multilateral forums, such 

as the UN and G20. In the same year, Brazil supported Turkey’s candidacy to become a non-

permanent member of the UNSC during 2015-2016, and Turkey supported Brazil’s request to be 

an observer in the Organisation of Islamic Cooperation (OIC).xxiv Since the proclamation of the 

Republic in 1889, Brazil has always sought to participate in international forums in order to 

promote multilateralism and a more multipolar international order, and BRICS has become a 

vital platform to carry out its intention.74 Turkey has a similar policy regarding international 

forums, as a founding member of the Council of Europe, a member of NATO and OECD, G20, 

and a candidate for EU. The admittance of Turkey into BRICS would approximate both 

countries even more, with the potential to strengthen the partnership in demanding more 

prominence in international institutions such as the WTO, the G20, and the UNSC. 

As the political and diplomatic relations between Turkey and Brazil are mature and 

successful, the integration of Turkey into BRICS does not constitute a political risk for the South 

American country. However, the recent approximation between President Erdoğan and the 

President of Venezuela Nicolás Maduro could re-create a new version of the diplomatic problem 

                                                 

xxivDespite the mutual support, neither Brazil nor Turkey succeeded in their pleas. Currently, among 

BRICS countries, China and Russia are permanent members and South Africa is a non-permanent 

member of the UNSC. 
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between Brazil and Turkey in 2015xxv, as the current government considers Maduro’s mandate 

illegitimate.75 Nevertheless, it is just a possibility, not a fact, and the opportunities for 

cooperation between the countries are more promising than the possible political problems. In 

fact, Turkey’s expertise in dealing with refugees could be an asset to Brazil, as many 

Venezuelans have fled to Brazil recently. 

According to the UN Refugee Agency (UNHCR), more than 3.3 million refugees have 

already fled from Venezuela to many countries in South America and other regions and the 

number will reach almost 5.4 million until the end of 2019. By then, more than 190 thousand 

refugees will be in Brazil and the country has committed to providing all the assistance to relieve 

their suffering.76 However noble the cause may be, it is not an easy task to absorb all these 

people and create conditions for them to settle down with dignity. In this regard, Turkey has 

proved to be very successful in dealing with the exodus of millions of Refugees from Syria and 

could share its expertise with Brazil. Arguably Turkey does not need to be part of BRICS to 

cooperate with Brazil in this issue, but as the countries would be closer and working to 

strengthening their relations even more, the cooperation would be optimized. 

Nonetheless, the concerns of Brazil regarding security issues are not limited to the 

Brazilian borders and territory, and the union of Brazilian diplomacy with Turkish leadership in 

the Middle East has already achieved significant results in advancing security in the region 

through the 2010 Tehran Declaration on Iran’s nuclear program. Between 2003 and 2009, 

                                                 

xxvIn 2015, Brazilian Senate voted and approved a Motion of Solidarity with the Armenian 

people during the course of the centenary of the campaign of extermination of its population. Turkish 

government called its ambassador in Brazil back to Ankara for consultations and condemned the 

initiative, even though it came from the Brazilian Senate and not the government. After the Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs explained that the political bodies in Brazil were independent and there was little it could 

do about, the relations normalized. 
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Germany, the United Kingdom, France, China, Russia, the United States, and the United Nations 

led the negotiations with Iran regarding its program of enrichment of uranium without attaining 

satisfactory results. Even resolutions of the UNSC and sanctions against Iran did not manage to 

force it to negotiate. In this context, a delegation composed of Brazilian and Turkish diplomats 

traveled to Iran to open a new round of negotiation and after some months the three countries 

agreed to the final text of the Declaration, which presented an alternative for the sanctions the 

United States, the EU, and the UNSC had imposed on Iran so far. In the end, the UN rejected the 

document and there is much discussion about the real reasons behind this turndown.xxvi However, 

the nonacceptance of the United Nations does not invalidate the success that the diplomatic 

partnership between Brazil and Turkey obtained in bringing Iran to the table of negotiations and, 

furthermore, culminating at a signed agreement where Iran abided to every requirement proposed 

by the United States.77 An approximation between the two countries could foster other successful 

initiatives similar to that, especially in the Middle East.xxvii 

Furthermore, it is significant to mention that Turkey’s geographic position does not imply 

any interference with the ‘Brazilian strategic environment’ the National Defense Policy 

defines.78 Thus, regarding South America, joint initiatives to foster collective security are more 

                                                 

xxviApparently, the rejection was influenced by the United States, which since the beginning did not 

believe that Brazil and Turkey would obtain success in the negotiations. Washington was focused in 

carrying out its particular campaign against the “axis of evil” and not to force Iran to comply to the Non-

Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons (NPT), which would indeed have been achieved if the Declaration had 

been accepted. 
xxviiNevertheless, the recent indications that Brazil will change its embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem 

caused a reaction in the Arab League, which could harm the trust of those countries in the Brazilian 

external policy, hence its capacity to negotiate with them. On the other hand, Turkey has reiterated its 

support to Palestine and its critics to Israel. As the government has not made the decision yet, it is 

difficult to speculate over the hypothetical results. However, given the previous diplomatic problem 

between Brazil and Turkey and the sensitivity of the theme, both countries could have to work on an 

agreement on this issue, as the BRICS members do when they disagree. 
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likely to happen in the global sphere than in the regional. Therefore, in terms of security, through 

the Brazilian perspective, there is no hinderance or reservation on the admittance of Turkey into 

BRICS, but opportunities exist to further advance the synergy of the combination of their 

singular expertise, in order to achieve individual and collective goals. 

Although BRICS expanded its areas of cooperation beyond the economic sector of 

cooperation, it is not possible to disconnect the block from the economic goals, as they provide a 

foundation – or, from a realistic viewpoint, power – to its member to increase their influence in 

the international system. Therefore, invigorating the members’ economy must be a permanent 

objective to pursue. Sunil Lal, the Indian Ambassador in Brazil, argues that just being part of 

BRICS will not increase any country’s influence in the international system unless its economy 

becomes powerful.79 Thus, in order to defend its interests, Brazil must grasp how the admittance 

of Turkey could boost or hamper the Brazilian economy and take advantage of the opportunities 

and manage the risks that the accession creates. 

In terms of commercial relations, although BRICS can foster trade among its members, 

they are free to develop bilateral trade with other countries. For instance, Brazil and Turkey have 

already significant trade and the presence of Turkey could intensify this commerce. Therefore, 

the admittance of Turkey into BRICS would cause little impact initially, with the potential to 

increase commercial relations as a result of the approximation. However, even among current 

BRICS countries, the bilateral trade is not the main focus, as the block aims at advancing the 

development of emerging countries and not only their own. From the perspective of Ambassador 

Sergio Florêncio,xxviii trade among BRICS countries is not as promising as the flow of 

                                                 

xxviiiHe served as a diplomat in Ottawa, Tehran, Paris (at UNESCO) and New York (at the UN). He was 

ambassador to Quito, Geneva and Mexico and consul-general in Vancouver. He is currently a researcher 

at the Institute of Applied Economic Research (IPEA). 
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investments. Additionally, Brazil’s Deputy Secretary for Economic and Financial Institutions 

and International Cooperation of the Secretariat for International Affairs, Erivaldo Gomes, 

affirms that, from a Brazilian perspective, a new member from South America would be more 

attractive for the Brazilian private sector.80 Thus, Turkey’s admittance into BRICS would not 

make much difference to the trade balance of Brazil. Consequently, through the economic lens, 

there is not a great contribution to Brazil in Turkey’s admittance, and not relevant harm either.  

From a broader perspective, one more member could make agreements among the 

BRICS countries even more difficult.xxix However, BRICS is the result of extraordinary 

collective diplomatic effort, and the differences of interests and intentions depict more of a 

challenge than an obstruction to BRICS goals. As professor Paulo Esteves, Director-General for 

the Rio-based BRICS Policy Center, contends, although BRICS countries are completely 

different, they are able to find common points of cooperation that enhance their individual 

development and their collective aspirations in the international system.81 Therefore, the 

common ground between Brazil and Turkey that stands out is the desire for reform in the 

economic and financial institutions of governance. 

Conclusions, Recommendations, and Suggestions 

The purpose of this paper was to identify advantages and disadvantages of the admittance 

of Turkey into BRICS after President Erdoğan requested to join the block, as well as the 

implications, both positive and negative, to BRICS and Brazil if Turkey joins the block. After 

analyzing two of BRICS’s three sectors of cooperation, it is clear that Turkey qualifies as an 

emerging country with several political, security, and economic goals that align with BRICS. For 

                                                 

xxixFor instance, although all BRICS countries agree about the need of a reform in the UNSC, China and 

Russia have a different understanding from the other members about how it should be done. Clearly, 

because of their position as a permanent member of the UNSC. 
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example, President Erdoğan’s discourse at the UN advocates for a more multilateral international 

order, a primary political goal BRICS aims at achieving. The geopolitical weight of Turkey, 

exemplified in its privileged geographical position and its leadership in the Middle East, opens to 

BRICS a new door in order to expand its influence on the reform of the global institutions of 

governance, particularly the UNSC. Additionally, it helps BRICS to advance its claim for the 

development of universal collective security, wherein the United Nations is the adequate forum 

to discuss and authorize military interventions in defense of democracy, the rule of law, and 

human rights. 

Regarding the economic sector, there are many opportunities for cooperation in areas 

such as energy, agriculture, tourism, disaster management, environment, biodiversity, oceans 

economy, population issues, counter-terrorism, refugees, and so forth. In spite of some economic 

constraints Turkey faces currently, the country has potential to surpass the crisis and contribute 

to strengthening BRICS even more than its current member South Africa, hence contributing to 

advance BRICS’s goal of becoming a key player in the decision-making process within the 

international system. The consequent approximation of the countries, if BRICS admits Turkey, 

would foster bilateral trade, mitigating Turkey’s dependence on the EU and facilitating the 

access of the other BRICS members to the large Turkish internal market. 

There are not many disadvantages of admitting Turkey into BRICS, but some aspects of 

Turkey’s growing autocracy could complicate its consideration as a member of the block. 

However, they do not represent a definitive hinderance, as there are many questions about the 

way China and Russia define their democracy. Nonetheless, BRICS members developed and 

increased the common points of cooperation since its creation by focusing on common goals and 

respecting different interpretations regarding internal and external policy. Furthermore, the 
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admission of Turkey into BRICS could instill the country to commit itself to solve the internal 

problems that concern the international community, hence improving the diplomatic reputation 

of BRICS. 

Another apparent obstacle is the fact that Turkey is a member of NATO, which indeed 

does not cause any interference with BRICS, as the block does not constitute a military alliance. 

Even though there have been many difficulties in the US-Turkey relationship recently, the 

United States did not object the admittance. However, the possibility that Turkey’s intention not 

to be legitimate but a means to reinforce its ties with Russia constitutes a point of preoccupation 

with serious implications to BRICS countries, because it is vital to preserve and protect the good 

relationship BRICS countries have built along its existence. If Turkey’s commitment to BRICS 

is not legitimate, it could harm this harmony. Before deciding to accept Turkey into BRICS, the 

country members should demand guarantees of Turkey’s commitment to BRICS goals.  

Turkey and Brazil share sound diplomatic relations, and the admission has the potential 

to increase political cooperation in order to advance global security, especially in the Middle 

East, where the partnership between Brazilian Diplomacy and Turkey leadership proved to be 

successful in the negotiation with Iran. In addition, Turkey’s geographic and strategic position 

does not imply any interference with the ‘Brazilian strategic environment’. On the other hand, 

Brazil could take advantage of the expertise Turkey developed in helping refugees from Syria to 

address the problem of Venezuelan refugees. Although President Erdoğan supports Maduro’s 

regime in Venezuela, it does not constitute a barrier, considering the opportunities of increasing 

cooperation in many sectors with the potential to benefit both countries. The common ground 

between Brazil and Turkey that stands out is the desire for reform in the economic and financial 

institutions of governance, particularly the UNSC. 
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Therefore, considering the aforementioned elements of conviction, this paper 

recommends the admittance of Turkey as a member of the block, upon guarantees of Turkey’s 

commitment with BRICS goals and values, because Turkey’s admission would benefit the block 

and would contribute to advance its political, security, and economic goals.xxx Furthermore, this 

paper encourages Brazil to support the admission of Turkey, due to the fact that it would 

promote the standing of both nations, and, in particular, offer Brazil potential political, security, 

and economic benefits. 

In order to expand the knowledge around the subject of this paper, the author suggests the 

following research questions for future studies: 

- What would President Erdoğan do if NATO countries told Turkey to choose between 

NATO or BRICS?  

- How does Russia, as an enemy of NATO, view having a NATO member inside 

BRICS? Is it an opportunity or a threat to Russia? 

- Is Turkey the best candidate to help BRICS to advance its goals? 

- What are the implications, both positive and negative, for Russia, India, China, and 

South Africa if Turkey is admitted into BRICS? 

- What are the prospective scenarios for BRICS, if Turkey is admitted, in a time frame 

of 10, 20, 30, and 40 years? 

 

 

 

                                                 

xxxAlthough these guarantees are difficult to build, this should constitute a key factor and demand a 

diplomatic effort from BRICS country members. 



38 

 

 

Endnotes

1Fuller, Graham E., Turkey and the Arab Spring: Leadership in the Middle East (USA: Bozorg Press, 

2014), 42, 44. 
2BRICS, 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration, § 5. Brazilian Federal Const. art. 1º.  
3O'Neil, Jim, “Building Better Global Economic BRICs,” Global Economics, no. 66 (November 30, 

2001): 1. 
4University of Toronto, BRICS Information Centre: About the BRICS, http://www.brics.utoronto.ca/. 
5BRICS, Joint Statement of the BRIC Countries' Leaders (Yekaterinburg, Russia, June 16, 2009), 

http://www.brics.utoronto.ca/docs/090616-leaders.html. BRICS, BRICS in Africa: Collaboration for 

Inclusive Growth and Shared Prosperity in the 4th Industrial Revolution: 10th BRICS Summit 

Johannesburg Declaration (Johannesburg, South Africa, July 26, 2018), 

http://www.brics.utoronto.ca/docs/180726-johannesburg.html. 
6S.J.C., “Has BRICS Lived up Expectations?” The Economist, July 27, 2018, Hong Kong, 

https://www.economist.com/free-exchange/2018/07/27/has-brics-lived-up-to-expectations. 
7Brazil, Ministry of External Relations, Informação sobre o BRICS. http://brics.itamaraty.gov.br/pt-

br/sobre-o-brics/informacao-sobre-o-brics. 
8BRICS, 10th BRICS Summit, http://www.brics2018.org.za/. 
9BRICS, 10th BRICS Summit, http://www.brics2018.org.za/political-and-security-cooperation/. 
10BRICS, 10th BRICS Summit, http://www.brics2018.org.za/political-and-security-cooperation/. 
11BRICS, 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration, § 8. 
12BRICS, 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration, § 16. 
13BRICS, 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration, § 17. 

http://www.brics.utoronto.ca/docs/180726-johannesburg.html. 
14Constitution of the Republic of Turkey, art. 2. 
15C-Span, Turkish President Erdogan Speaks at U.N. General Assembly (New York: September 25, 

2018). https://www.c-span.org/video/?451988-104/turkish-president-erdogan-speaks-un-general-

assembly. 
16Freedom House, Freedom in the World 2018: Turkey Profile, 

https://freedomhouse.org/report/freedom-world/2018/turkey. 
17The Economist Intelligence Unit, Democracy Index 2017: Free speech under attack, 

http://www.eiu.com/topic/democracy-index. 
18BRICS, 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration, § 22. 

http://www.brics.utoronto.ca/docs/180726-johannesburg.html. 
19United Nations: Sustainable Development Goals – Knowledge Platform, “States Members of the 

United Nations and States members of specialized agencies,” 

https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/. 
20Central Intelligence Agency. The World Factbook. https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-

world-factbook/geos/tu.html. 
21Hafiz Muminjanov and Alptekin Karagöz, Biodiversity of Turkey: Contribution of Genetic Resources 

to Sustainable Agriculture and Food Systems (Ankara: Food and Agriculture Organization of the United 

Nations, 2018), 15. 
22United Nations, Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations, Turkey, 

http://www.fao.org/countryprofiles/index/en/?iso3=TUR. “FAO-Turkey Partnership Programme,” 

YouTube video, November 10, 2016, 2:43, https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=RfEJZO0TqbI. 
23Republic of Turkey, Ministry of Energy and Natural Resources, National Renewable Energy Action 

Plan for Turkey (Turkey: December 2014), 22. 

                                                 

file://///usmcu.edu/MCU_SHARES/GRC/Virtual%20Library/Student%20Papers/All%20CSC/CSC%202019/Informação%20sobre%20o%20BRICS
https://freedomhouse.org/report/freedom-world/freedom-world-2018


39 

 

                                                                                                                                                             

24Republic of Turkey, Ministry of Energy and Natural Resources, National Renewable Energy Action 

Plan for Turkey (Turkey: December 2014), 9, 14 and 67. 
25Republic of Turkey, Ministry of Energy and Natural Resources, “Turkish and Germany energy 

ministers on Friday signed a letter of intent to develop energy projects. The document was signed at the 

Turkish-German Energy Forum held in Turkish capital Ankara” (Ankara: October 26, 2018). 
26"Turkish Disaster Management Model Lauded," Anadolu Agency: AA, Apr 28, 2018. https://search-

proquest-com.lomc.idm.oclc.org/docview/2031797490?accountid=14746. 
27United Nations, “Refugees”, http://www.un.org/en/sections/issues-depth/refugees/. 
28BRICS, 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration, § 34. 

http://www.brics.utoronto.ca/docs/180726-johannesburg.html. 
29BRICS, 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration, § 43, 44, 45, and 46. 

http://www.brics.utoronto.ca/docs/180726-johannesburg.html. 
30United Nations, “Syria: UN, Security Council welcome Astana talks and look forward to intra-Syrian 

negotiations,” UN News, February 1, 2017, https://news.un.org/en/story/2017/02/550632-syria-un-

security-council-welcome-astana-talks-and-look-forward-intra-syrian. 
31United States of America, Department of State, International Boundary Study No 163: Syria – Turkey 

Boundary (March 7, 1978). 
32United Nations, The UN Refugee Agency, “Syria Emergency”, https://www.unhcr.org/en-us/syria-

emergency.html. 
33Disaster and Emergency Management Authority (AFAD), “Turkey Response to Syria Crisis,” 

https://www.afad.gov.tr/en/2601/Turkey-Response-to-Syria-Crisis. 
34Nawal al-Maghafi, BBC News, “How Chemical Weapons Have Helped Bring Assad Close to 

Victory” (October 15, 2018), https://www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-45586903. 
35Reuters, “Turkey Condemns Use of Chemical Weapons in Syria's Douma” (April 8, 2018), 

https://www.reuters.com/article/us-mideast-crisis-syria-douma-turkey/turkey-condemns-use-of-chemical-

weapons-in-syrias-douma-idUSKBN1HF0GJ. 
36BRICS, BRICS Joint Statistics Publication 2017 (Beijing, China: 2017), 19. 
37BRICS, 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration, § 12, 15 and 16. 

http://www.brics.utoronto.ca/docs/180726-johannesburg.html. 
38BRICS, 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration, § 38. 

http://www.brics.utoronto.ca/docs/180726-johannesburg.html. 
39BRICS, 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration, § 41, 47, and 48. 

http://www.brics.utoronto.ca/docs/180726-johannesburg.html. 
40Fuller, Graham E., Turkey and the Arab Spring: Leadership in the Middle East, 42, 44. 
41Ryan Browne, CNN, “US Warns Turkey Not to Attack Syria” (December 12, 2018, updated 6:33 PM 

ET), https://www.cnn.com/2018/12/12/politics/us-warns-turkey-syria/index.html. Rod Nordland, New 

York Times, “On Northern Syria Front Line, U.S. and Turkey Head Into Tense Face-off” (February 7, 

2018), https://www.nytimes.com/2018/02/07/world/middleeast/us-turkey-manbij-kurds.html. 
42The Guardian, “Russia Accused of War Crimes in Syria at UN Security Council Session,” 

https://www.theguardian.com/world/2016/sep/25/russia-accused-war-crimes-syria-un-security-council-

aleppo. 
43BRICS, 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration, § 49. 

http://www.brics.utoronto.ca/docs/180726-johannesburg.html. 
44The United Nations, The United Nations Office at Geneva (UNOG), Member States, 

https://www.unog.ch/80256EE600585943/(httpPages)/6286395D9F8DABA380256EF70073A846?Open

Document. 
45“What is NATO, why does it still exist, and how does it work?” YouTube video, July 6, 2017, 6:40, 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3vN4r2hg0Os. 



40 

 

                                                                                                                                                             

46RT, “Turkey wants to join BRICS because it's disappointed in NATO and EU – analysts,” 

https://www.rt.com/news/434685-turkey-join-brics-eu-nato/.  
47Andrew Higgins and Rick Gladstone, “Russia and Turkey Announce Demilitarized Zone in Last 

Rebel-Held Part of Syria,” The New York Times, September 17, 2018, 

https://www.nytimes.com/2018/09/17/world/middleeast/idlib-syria-russia-turkey.html. 
48“Deal Ordeal: NATO worries over Turkish purchase of Russian S-400 defense systems,” YouTube 

Video, September 14, 2017, https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HU_CWhmVFD8. 
49“Deal Ordeal: NATO worries over Turkish purchase of Russian S-400 defense systems,” YouTube 

Video, September 14, 2017, https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HU_CWhmVFD8. 
50Sputnik Brasil: Rússia, “OTAN busca impedir que Rússia seja concorrente geopolítico', diz ministro 

da Defesa,” July 24, 2018, https://br.sputniknews.com/russia/2018072411796300-otan-russia-defesa-

geopolitica/. 
51Sputnik Brasil: Oriente Médio e África, “Qual é a intenção da Turquia de se juntar ao BRICS? 

Analista explica,” July 30, 2018. https://br.sputniknews.com/oriente_medio_africa/2018073011831999-

turquia-intencao-de-se-juntar-brics/. 
52Project Syndicate, “New Rules for the New Global Economy”, Project Syndicate interviews Jim 

O’Neill, Jul 27, 2018, https://www.project-syndicate.org/onpoint/new-rules-for-the-new-global-economy-

by-jim-o-neill-2018-07?barrier=accesspaylog. 
53BRICS, 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration, § 55. 

http://www.brics.utoronto.ca/docs/180726-johannesburg.html. 
54BRICS, 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration, § 63. 

http://www.brics.utoronto.ca/docs/180726-johannesburg.html. 
55BRICS, Action Plan for Deepening Industrial Cooperation among BRICS Countries (Hangzhou: July 

29, 2017), 2. http://brics.itamaraty.gov.br/images/documentos2017/latest_Action-Plan-for-Deepening-

Industrial-Cooperation-among-BRICS-Countries.pdf. 
56BRICS, 10th BRICS Summit Johannesburg Declaration, § 56. 

http://www.brics.utoronto.ca/docs/180726-johannesburg.html. 
57World Economic Forum, Mapping Global Transformations: Turkey, “Economic Resilience,” 

https://toplink.weforum.org/knowledge/insight/a1Gb0000000LOYzEAO/explore/dimension/a1Gb000000

1kMgcEAE/summary. 
58BBC News, US and Canada, “Trump doubles metal tariffs on Turkey as lira falls by 20%,” (August 

10, 2018), https://www.bbc.com/news/world-us-canada-45123607. 
59Thaís Barcellos, Gabriel Bueno da Costa and Monique Heemann, “Banco Central da Turquia anuncia 

medidas para sustentar lira após desvalorização,” O Estado de S. Paulo (São Paulo: August 13, 2018), 

https://economia.estadao.com.br/noticias/geral,banco-central-da-turquia-anuncia-medidas-para-sustentar-

lira-apos-desvalorizacao,70002447524. 
60Zachary Cohen, “Trump speaks with Erdogan after threatening to 'devastate' Turkey's economy,” CNN 

(January 14, 2019), https://www.cnn.com/2019/01/14/politics/trump-erdogan-turkey-threat-

syria/index.html. 
61World Economic Forum, Mapping Global Transformations: Turkey, “Economic Resilience,” 

https://toplink.weforum.org/knowledge/insight/a1Gb0000000LOYzEAO/explore/dimension/a1Gb000000

1kMgcEAE/summary. 
62World Economic Forum, Country Readiness for the Future of Production Report 2018, v. 

http://www3.weforum.org/docs/FOP_Readiness_Report_2018.pdf. 
63BRICS, 10th BRICS Summit, “BRICS countries view Turkey as strategic partner,” 

http://www.brics2018.org.za/brics-countries-view-turkey-strategic-partner. 
64World Economic Forum, The Global Competitiveness Report 2017–2018, v and 11, 

https://www.weforum.org/reports/the-global-competitiveness-report-2017-2018. 
65World Economic Forum, Mapping Global Transformations: Turkey, “Economic Resilience,” 

https://toplink.weforum.org/knowledge/insight/a1Gb0000000LOYzEAO/explore/dimension/a1Gb0000

001kMgcEAE/summary. 

https://www.nytimes.com/by/andrew-higgins
https://www.nytimes.com/by/rick-gladstone
http://www.brics2018.org.za/brics-countries-view-turkey-strategic-partner


41 

 

                                                                                                                                                             

66Project Syndicate, “New Rules for the New Global Economy”, Project Syndicate interviews Jim 

O’Neill, Jul 27, 2018, https://www.project-syndicate.org/onpoint/new-rules-for-the-new-global-economy-

by-jim-o-neill-2018-07?barrier=accesspaylog. 
67Project Syndicate, “New Rules for the New Global Economy”, Project Syndicate interviews Jim 

O’Neill, Jul 27, 2018, https://www.project-syndicate.org/onpoint/new-rules-for-the-new-global-economy-

by-jim-o-neill-2018-07?barrier=accesspaylog. 
68Pádraig Risteard Carmody, The Rise of the BRICS in Africa: The Geopolitics of South-South Relations 

(London: Zed Books, 2013), 4. 
69Jim O’Neil, MINT: The Next Economic Giants, Turkey – Beyond the Silk Road, BBC Sounds, 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/sounds/play/b03p8311. 
70Jim O’Neil, “The Turkish Emerging Market Timebomb,” Project Syndicate (Prague: August 14, 

2018). https://search-proquest-

com.lomc.idm.oclc.org/docview/2102088461/28AB4266C2A34591PQ/3?accountid=14746. 
71Zachary Cohen, “Trump speaks with Erdogan after threatening to 'devastate' Turkey's economy,” CNN 

(January 14, 2019), https://www.cnn.com/2019/01/14/politics/trump-erdogan-turkey-threat-

syria/index.html. 
72Brazil, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, “República da Turquia”, http://www.itamaraty.gov.br/pt-

BR/ficha-pais/5458-republica-da-turquia. 
73Brazil, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, “160 anos de relações diplomáticas entre o Brasil e a Turquia”, 

http://www.itamaraty.gov.br/pt-BR/notas-a-imprensa/19700-160-anos-de-relacoes-diplomaticas-entre-o-

brasil-e-a-turquia. 
74Ekrem Eddy Güzeldere, Brazil-Turkey: Two Emerging Powers Intensify Relations, Coleção Relações 

Internacionais, (Brasilia: FUNAG - Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 2018), 94,95. 
75Ahval News, “Erdoğan pledges support to Maduro after U.S. backs opposition rival,” January 23, 

2019, https://ahvalnews.com/venezuela-turkey/erdogan-pledges-support-maduro-after-us-backs-

opposition-rival#. Brazil, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, “Situação na Venezuela” (January 10, 2019), 

http://www.itamaraty.gov.br/pt-BR/notas-a-imprensa/19942-situacao-na-venezuela-4. 
76Unite Nations, UN Refugee Agency, Regional Refugee and Migrant Response Plan for Refugees and 

Migrants from Venezuela January - December 2019, 

https://s3.amazonaws.com/unhcrsharedmedia/2018/RMRP_Venezuela_2019_OnlineVersion.pdf. 
77Bruna Leão Lopes Contieri, Camila Schlatter Fernandes, and João Henrique Salles Jung, A 

Importância da Mediação Brasileira para a Segurança Internacional Frente aos Desafios da 

Proliferação Nuclear (Pirassununga: Brazilian Ministry of Defense, XII Congresso Acadêmico sobre 

Defesa Nacional, September 14 to 18, 2015), 12. 

https://www.defesa.gov.br/arquivos/ensino_e_pesquisa/defesa_academia/cadn/artigos/xii_cadn/declaraca

o_teera.pdf. 
78Brazilian Ministry of Defense, Política Nacional de Defesa (Brasília, 2012), 21, 

https://www.defesa.gov.br/estado-e-defesa. 
79"O Brasil, o BRICS e a Agenda Internacional" no Palácio Itamaraty, Fundação Alexandre de Gusmão, 

IV mesa-redonda, afternoon. YouTube video, May 16, 2017, 4:10:12, 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=V-OKmKsPMTs. 
80"O Brasil, o BRICS e a Agenda Internacional" no Palácio Itamaraty, Fundação Alexandre de Gusmão, 

IV mesa-redonda, afternoon. YouTube video, May 16, 2017, 4:10:12, 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=V-OKmKsPMTs. 
81"O Brasil, o BRICS e a Agenda Internacional" no Palácio Itamaraty, Fundação Alexandre de Gusmão, 

IV mesa-redonda, morning. YouTube video, May 16, 2017, 4:50:30, 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=esUCnPZhiQk. 

http://www.itamaraty.gov.br/pt-BR/notas-a-imprensa/19700-160-anos-de-relacoes-diplomaticas-entre-o-brasil-e-a-turquia


42 

Bibliography  

Baumann, Renato, Flávio Damico, Adriana Erthal Abdenur, Maiara Folly, Carlos Márcio 

Cozendey, and Renato G. Flôres Jr. BRICS: Estudos e Documentos. Brasília: Fundação 

Alexandre de Gusmão, 2015. 

 

BBC News. Turkey country profile. July 10, 2018. https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-

17988453. 

 

Brazil. Ministry of Defense. Política Nacional de Defesa. Brasília, 2012. 

https://www.defesa.gov.br/estado-e-defesa. 

 

Brazil. Ministry of External Relations. BRICS. http://brics.itamaraty.gov.br/. 

 

Brazil. Ministry of External Relations. 9th BRICS Summit – Xiamen, September 3-5, 2017. 

August 30, 2017.  http://www.itamaraty.gov.br/en/press-releases/17344-9th-brics-summit-

xiamen-september-3-5-2017. 

 

Brazil. Ministry of Foreign Affairs. “República da Turquia.” http://www.itamaraty.gov.br/pt-

BR/ficha-pais/5458-republica-da-turquia. 

 

Brazil. Ministry of External Relations. 10TH BRICS Summit – Johannesburg Declaration. July 

27, 2018. http://www.itamaraty.gov.br/en/press-releases/19237-10th-brics-summit-

johannesburg-declaration-july-27-2018. 

 

BRICS. 10th BRICS Summit. http://www.brics2018.org.za/. 

 

BRICS. Action Plan for Deepening Industrial Cooperation among BRICS Countries. Hangzhou: 

July 29, 2017. http://brics.itamaraty.gov.br/images/documentos2017/latest_Action-Plan-for-

Deepening-Industrial-Cooperation-among-BRICS-Countries.pdf. 

 

BRICS. BRICS Joint Statistics Publication 2017. Beijing, China: 2017. 

 

Cahen, Claude. The Formation of Turkey: The Seljukid Sultanate of Rum: Eleventh to Fourteenth 

Century. Edited and translated by P.M. Holt.  London: Pearson Education Limited, 2001. 

 

Carmody, Pádraig Risteard. The Rise of the BRICS in Africa: The Geopolitics of South-South 

Relations. London: Zed Books, 2013. 

 

Central Intelligence Agency. The World Factbook. https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-

world-factbook/geos/tu.html. 

 

Contieri, Bruna Leão Lopes, Camila Schlatter Fernandes, and João Henrique Salles Jung. A 

Importância da Mediação Brasileira para a Segurança Internacional Frente aos Desafios da 

Proliferação Nuclear. Pirassununga: Ministry of Defense, XII Congresso Acadêmico sobre 

Defesa Nacional, September 14 to 18, 2015. 



43 

https://www.defesa.gov.br/arquivos/ensino_e_pesquisa/defesa_academia/cadn/artigos/xii_ca

dn/declaracao_teera.pdf. 

 

Frank, William P. "International Business Challenge: Does Adding South Africa Finally make 

the BRIC Countries Relevant?" Journal of International Business Research 12, no. 1 (Jan 1, 

2013), https://search.proquest.com/docview/1370192449. 

 

Fuller, Graham E. Turkey and the Arab Spring: Leadership in the Middle East. USA: Bozorg 

Press, 2014. 

 

Fuller, Graham E., Ian O. Lesser, Paul B. Henze, and J. F. Brown. Turkey's New Geopolitics: 

From the Balkans to Western China. Boulder: Westview Press, 1993. 

 

Fundação Alexandre de Gusmão. IV mesa-redonda "O Brasil, o BRICS e a Agenda 

Internacional" no Palácio Itamaraty. May 16, 2017. Afternoon. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=V-OKmKsPMTs.  

 

Fundação Alexandre de Gusmão. IV mesa-redonda "O Brasil, o BRICS e a Agenda 

Internacional" no Palácio Itamaraty. May 16, 2017. Morning. 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=esUCnPZhiQk. 

 

Global Fire Power. 2018 Military Strength Ranking. https://www.globalfirepower.com/. 

 

Goffman, Daniel. The Ottoman Empire and Early Modern Europe. New Approaches to 

European History. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2002. 

 

Goodwin, Jason. Lords of the Horizons: A History of the Ottoman Empire. New York: Henry 

Holt and Company, 1998. 

 

Güzeldere, Ekrem Eddy. Brazil-Turkey: Two Emerging Powers Intensify Relations. Coleção 

Relações Internacionais. Brasilia: FUNAG - Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 2018. 

 

Jane’s Country Dashboards. Turkey. https://janes-ihs-

com.lomc.idm.oclc.org/dashboard/country/Turkey. 

 

Kirişci, Kemal. The New Geopolitics of Turkey, Syria, and the West. Washington: Brookings 

Institution Press, 2018. https://search.proquest.com/docview/2002056355. 

 

Larrabee, Stephen F. Turkey's New Geopolitics. Survival 52, no. 2 (May 1, 2010): 157-180, 

http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/00396331003764686. 

 

Lima, Melina Moreira Campos. “BRICS: entrada da África do Sul no agrupamento e as 

consequências para o bloco e para o Brasil.” I Semana de Pós-Graduação em Ciência 

Política, July 04, 2015. Universidade de São Carlos. www.semacip.ufscar.br/wp-

content/uploads/2014/12/BRICS-entrada-da-África-do-Sul-no-agrupamento-e-as-

consequências-para-o-país-para-o-bloco-e-para-o-Brasil.pdf. 



44 

 

Muminjanov, Hafiz and Alptekin Karagöz. Biodiversity of Turkey: Contribution of Genetic 

Resources to Sustainable Agriculture and Food Systems. Ankara: Food and Agriculture 

Organization of the United Nations, 2018. 

 

Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD). Country Profiles: Regional 

Facts and Figures. http://www.oecd.org/regional/regional-policy/country-profiles.htm. 

 

O’Neil, Jim. “Building Better Global Economic BRICs.” Global Economics, no. 66 (November 

30, 2001): 1-11, 

https://refworks.proquest.com/library/read/doc:5bb675c5e4b0867894fdb326/. 

 

O’Neil, Jim. MINT: The Next Economic Giants, Turkey – Beyond the Silk Road. BBC Sounds. 

https://www.bbc.co.uk/sounds/play/b03p8311. 

 

Project Syndicate. “New Rules for the New Global Economy”, Project Syndicate interviews Jim 

O’Neill, Jul 27, 2018, https://www.project-syndicate.org/onpoint/new-rules-for-the-new-

global-economy-by-jim-o-neill-2018-07?barrier=accesspaylog. 

 

Republic of Turkey. Disaster and Emergency Management Authority (AFAD), “Turkey 

Response to Syria Crisis,” https://www.afad.gov.tr/en/2601/Turkey-Response-to-Syria-

Crisis. 

 

Republic of Turkey. Ministry of Energy and Natural Resources. http://www.enerji.gov.tr/en-

US/Mainpage. 

 

Republic of Turkey. Ministry of Energy and Natural Resources. National Renewable Energy 

Action Plan for Turkey. Turkey: December 2014. 

 

Shaw, Stanford J. History of the Ottoman Empire and Modern Turkey. Vol. 1. Cambridge: 

Cambridge University Press, 2005. 

 

Shaw, Stanford J. History of the Ottoman Empire and Modern Turkey. Vol. 2. Cambridge: 

Cambridge University Press, 2005. 

 

Stevanato, Ana Marcilia dos Santos.  “De BRIC à BRICS: A inclusão da África do Sul no Foro 

Político- Diplomático.” MBA thesis, Universidade de Brasília, 2016. Instituto de Relações 

Internacionais. 

http://bdm.unb.br/bitstream/10483/17640/1/2016_AnaMarciliadosSantosStevanato_tcc.pdf. 

 

Tetik, Çiğdem. Prime Minister Disaster and Emergency Management Agency. PowerPoint 

presentation. Prime Ministry Disaster and Emergency Management Presidency, Republic of 

Turkey, December 13, 2013. 

http://www.oecd.org/gov/risk/HLRF_2013_Plenary_3_Tetik.pdf. 

 



45 

The Economist Intelligence Unit, Democracy Index 2017: Free speech under attack, 

http://www.eiu.com/topic/democracy-index. 

 

Tosta, Octavio. Teorias Geopolíticas. 1st ed. Rio de Janeiro: Biblioteca do Exército, 1984. 

 

Üngör, Ugur Ümit. The Making of Modern Turkey: Nation and State in Eastern Anatolia: 1913-

1950. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2011.  

 

United Nations. General Assembly. Resolution adopted by the General Assembly on 16 

September 2005: 2005 World Summit Outcome. New York: October 24, 2005. 

http://www.un.org/en/development/desa/population/migration/generalassembly/docs/globalc

ompact/A_RES_60_1.pdf. 

 

United Nations. “Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations.” 

http://www.fao.org/home/en/. 

 

United Nations. “Refugees.” http://www.un.org/en/sections/issues-depth/refugees/. 

 

United Nations: Sustainable Development Goals – Knowledge Platform. “States Members of the 

United Nations and States members of specialized agencies.” 

https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/memberstates/. 

 

United Nations. The UN Refugee Agency. “Syria Emergency.” https://www.unhcr.org/en-

us/syria-emergency.html. 

 

United States of America. Department of State, International Boundary Study No 163: Syria – 

Turkey Boundary. March 7, 1978. 

 

University of Toronto. BRICS Information Centre. http://www.brics.utoronto.ca/. 

 

Wilson, Dominic and Roopa Purushothaman. “Dreaming with BRICs: The Path to 2050.” Global 

Economics, no. 99 (October 1, 2003): 1-17, 

https://www.goldmansachs.com/insights/archive/archive-pdfs/brics-dream.pdf. 

 

World Economic Forum. Country Readiness for the Future of Production Report 2018, 

http://www3.weforum.org/docs/FOP_Readiness_Report_2018.pdf. 

 

World Economic Forum. Mapping Global Transformations: Turkey. “Economic Resilience.” 

https://toplink.weforum.org/knowledge/insight/a1Gb0000000LOYzEAO/explore/dimension/

a1Gb0000001kMgcEAE/summary. 

 

World Economic Forum. The Global Competitiveness Report 2017–2018. 

https://www.weforum.org/reports/the-global-competitiveness-report-2017-2018. 

 

 

 


	Souza_MC_DTIC1
	Souza_CS_Title
	Souza_MC



