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Abstract The main feature or understanding of Turkish foreign policy has been analysed in three
dimensions in the article called “Change and Transformation in Turkey’s Foreign Policy”. The
first one the foreign policy is depended on the West in terms of its international system and this
dependence beginning with the foundation of the republic is divided into two sub-terms. In the term
till the beginning of the Cold War, Turkey was inclined to be closer to the West. During the second
term from the beginning of the Cold War up to this date, Turkey has been integrated with the Eastern
Bloc and its institutional bodies under the leadership of the EU and has tried to make its domestic
and foreign policy be consistent with the EU, NATO, and Europe. In the second dimension, the
foreign policy, in terms of the infrastructure of the philosophy and theory of the foreign policy
has been adopted to the Western values and principles; in other words, modernization, nation state
and hegemony. Within the scope of the third dimension, the foreign policy has given importance
on political, ideological and military methods and tools. Turkey’s political; military and strategic,
economic, social and diplomatic relations have been shaped according to the Westernization targets.
In this study, it has been examined whether there is a change and transformation or if so, in what
direction the change and transformation is, the position of Turkey in the current international
composition and whetheter there is a change and transformation in any if these areas. On the other

hand, the latest progress in the foreign policy has also been taken into consideration.
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INTRODUCTION: Theoretical frame-

work for the Transformation and change

First of all, we shall explain what we mean
by change and transformation. In order to
find out whether there has been a change in
international policy in general and a change
in Turkish foreign policy in particular; it
will be good to refer to the views of the
Realist/Neo-Realist theory and the Liberal/

Neo-Liberal theory.

According to Realists and especially Neo-
Realists, a change in international policy
is out of question until the “anarchic struc-
ture” of the current international system
ends and a totally different international
system structure such as a hierarchic one is
in force. Therefore; since 17th century when

the “Westphalia System” was set up, inter-
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national relations have continued without
any change, and quality has always been the
same. And there will be no change as long

as the anarchic structure of the system lasts.

As for Neo-Realists, a change in interna-
tional policy is possible; anarchic structure
of the international system has been improv-
ing gradually and positively. Especially the
international institutions and organizations
that have come up, and the international le-
gal orders and regimes that have developed
within the last fifty years have caused a sig-
nificant transform in the anarchic structure
of the international system. Though the an-
archic structure hasn’t totally disappeared,
a semi-hierarchic and semi-anarchic com-
posite structure has been on the rise. Some
of the most significant indicators of this
transformation are the following: no more
(big) battles in international politics; partial
transfer of domination from the govern-
ments to international superstructures such
as in the example of the European Union;
in many international issues, functioning
of international regimes consisting of rules,

procedures and organizations.

Considering these two theories; the first step
we shall take in order to find out whether
there has been a change or a shift in Turkish
foreign policy or not, and if yes, in which
way, is to reveal the position of Turkey in
current international anarchic structure and

among the international power holders, the

main characteristics of its foreign policy and
to analyze whether there has been a change
or shift in these issues.

For this purpose, we are going to reveal the
main characteristics of Turkish foreign poli-
cy at first. And then, we are going to go over
its historical performance. Finally; we are

going to view recent developments.

MAIN CHARACTERISTICS/

CONCEPTION OF TURKISH FOR-
EIGN POLICY

It is possible to analyze the main charac-
teristics or conception of Turkish foreign
policy in three aspects: Firstly; ‘concerning
the main trend or attitude within the inter-
national structure’, Turkish foreign policy
heads towards the West. This trend which
started with the foundation of the Turkish
Republic has mainly developed under two
sub-periods. Until the beginning of the Cold
War, Turkey had actually intended to es-
tablish closeness with the West; however,
because of the troubles with the U.K. and
France, it got close to the Soviet Union and
followed a balance of power policy. Even
so0; this policy did not prevent it from form-
ing close relations with the U.K., France or
the United Nations they dominate, or form-
ing efficient economical and commercial re-
lations with Germany and Italy. In the sec-

ond sub-period that is from the beginning
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of the Cold War since today; Turkey has got
integrated with the Western Block and its
corporation structures, and started to estab-
lish both its domestic and foreign polices in
accordance with the USA, NATO and Eu-
rope to a large extent (Baskin, 2006:45).

Secondly, ‘concerning the theorical or phil-
osophical sub-structure of foreign policy’,
Turkish governmental policy in general,
and foreign policy in particular were formed
within the framework of Western values and
principles, which means modernization,
nation-state and sovereignty(Bal,2002: 33).
Its main characteristic in this sense is that, it
was established and implemented according
to classical Realist theory. The Realist theo-
ry played a significant role in Turkey’s tak-
ing side with the USA in Cold War against
the Soviet Union and empowering its West-
ernization trend (G6zen, 2010: 17-35).

Thirdly, ‘concerning the means and meth-
ods of foreign policy’, Turkish foreign poli-
cy mostly depended on political, ideological
and military means and methods. Partially
as a requirement of USA-NATO strategies
within the sense of Cold War, and partially
as a requirement of the historical structure
of the Turkish Republic(Dag1,2005:6) and
foundational philosophy principles; “Real-
ist scepticism and hard power” means were
used in international politics. It was con-
sidered that, ideological and political val-

ues of a state had to be in parallel with its

economic, commercial and social relations,
and any foreign policy channel that failed
to ensure this harmony was less developed.
Ideological, military and political relations/
connections (high politics) overlapped with
economic, commercial and social relations/
connections (Ayata, 2007: 95). To put more
precisely we can say that; both politic, mili-
tary, strategic relations and commercial,
social, diplomatic relations of Turkey took
form in parallel with Westernization objec-

tives.

CONTINUITY AND CHANGE IN
TURKISH FOREIGN POLICY WITH-
IN HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE

Looking from the historical perspective, we
can claim that there hasn’t been any struc-
tural change or shift in basic characteristics
of Turkish foreign policy since the begin-
nings of the Cold War until today. Though
some breakups or fluctuations had actually
occured, these cannot be viewed as changes,
as they do not affect the basic character or
the core. We will try to support this claim of
ours in subsequent chapters with some ar-
guments, examples and data from Turkish

foreign policy history.

There is a large literature stating that there
had been a change in Turkish foreign poli-
cy between the years 1960-1990; that is, it
drifted away from the USA-NATO based
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foreign policy. According to this literature;
Turkey abondened the USA-Western based
policy and followed a “multi-sided” and
“relatively independent” one instead. Thus;
it headed towards regions and states from
the Soviet Union to the Middle East, which
have different types of ideologic, politic, re-
ligious and economic features (Armaoglu,
2004: 452).

These literature and claims are not valid;
because, there has never been a significant
change in Turkey’s main foreign policy
trend and theory: There has not been any
shift from its tendency towards the USA,
NATO and the West in general though Tur-
key tried to develop its diplomatic and com-
mercial relations with the Soviet Union and
the Middle-East countries (Nas, 2011:117-
131). And this attitude was not based on
a philosophical, theorical or instrumental
shift, but on its reaction against the policies
of the USA and the Western countries, con-
cerning the Cyprus issue especially. In other
words; Turkey’s heading towards the Soviet
Union, Arabic and Islamic countries was
just a reactional attitude against the West, it
was not a core change. USA-NATO based
(Udo, 1996: 23), real-political and ideo-
logical foreign policy of Turkey has largely

continued.

Diplomatic and economic closeness seen
in this period with the Soviet Union, Ara-

bic and Islamic countries may be regarded

as a partial instrumental change in foreign
policy (Bostanoglu: 2008: 416). As Turkey
developed its commercial, financial and
economic relations with the Soviet Union,
the degree of threat from this country was
relatively decreased; and the risk for an
ideologic, military or political battle rap-
idly disappeared in time. This instrumen-
tal change in foreign policy helped Turkey
develop powerful economic, commercial,
social, energy and contractor ship relations
with the Soviet Union, especially as from
the second half of 1980s(Hale,2002: 113).
The Soviets became a “commercial partner”
from then on (Ayata, 2007: 95).

A similar change in the means of foreign
policy concerning the Arabic and Islamic
countries powerfully emerged, especially in
1980s. It was such a powerful change that,
the most significant foreign trade partners of
Turkey in mid-1980s had been the 5 coun-
tries in the Middle-East (Iraq, Iran, Libia,
Saudi Arabia and Kuwait). When this state,
which came along during the period of Ozal
superseded the commercial relations of
Turkey with Western countries; some com-
plaints, views or worries considering that
Turkish foreign policy started to move away
from the West, emerged both in Turkey and
in the West(G6zen,2000: 53).

However; these worries and complaints
were ignoring the main dynamic of Turkish
policy, which was the USA and NATO. In
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this period, Turkey’s relations with the USA
and NATO lived its “golden age” in history.
Ozal’s governments and governmental in-
stitutions were in a “strategic consensus”
with the USA. The mild policy of Turkey
regarding Iran’s Revolution, Iran-Iraq War
and Arab-Israil battle did not disturb West-
ern countries; and even, it empowered its
strategical significance in the eye of these
countries. As a result, the relationship be-
tween Turkey —the USA was experiencing a
favorable period with 1980 DECA (Agree-
ment on Defence and Economic Coopera-
tion)(Armaoglu,2004: 465) Thus; Turkey’s
extension towards the Middle-East and the
Soviets was not a change in its foreign pol-
icy, but rather, an improvement that was in
conformity and parallel with the strategies
of the USA and NATO. In 1980s, there was
an attitude “additional” to the Western one
instead of the “reactional” attitude followed
in1960s- 1970s against the West (Baris ve
Asli, 2002: 7). This new attitude did not
change the main direction of Turkey or its
structural state in the sense of ideology/

theory.

The most significant evidence and indicator
of this is Turkey’s policy regarding 1990-
1 Gulf War. Following Iraq’s occupation
of Kuwait, Turkey placed an embargo on
Iraq, which had been its most significant
commercial and economic partner (Hibeler,
2006: 1-19). Turkey took an indirect role

in the military operation and supported the
Gulf Coalition policies under the leader-
ship of the USA. Even though this policy is
understandable as it was formed within the
framework of the decisions given by UN Se-
curity Council of the Coalition established
against Iraq; it shall be accepted all process
was carried out under the leadership of the
USA (Father) Bush Management and this; it
is an American strategy in the core. So; Tur-
key’s Gulf War policy can be regarded as a

USA assistance policy deep down.

TURKISH FOREIGN POLICY AFTER
THE COLD WAR

When the Post- Cold War Period that de-
veloped along 1990s came out, two- poled
structure of the international system had sig-
nificantly changed (yet, its anarchis struc-
ture remained the same); but, there had not
been any basic change or shift in Turkey’s
foreign policy. That is, its main foreign
policy trend, ideology and means remained
USA and NATO based (Yenigiin, 2004: 27).
Even, it strengthened more. Though there
had been some changes on social and intel-
lectual levels, no significant change took
place regarding the government and foreign

policy issue.

Some politicians and intellectuals claim
that; Turkey followed a different foreign
policy at this period. According to them;
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Turkey adopted a “Eurasia” based foreign
policy instead of a Western one. It desired
to play the role of a leader or moderator and
lead the re-structuring of the region. These
views have reality, but the question is; can
they be regarded as a change, a shift in the

main policy?

First of all, we have to realize a point: Tur-
key’s Eurasia opening or policy did not
develop independently from the USA and
NATO strategies actually. In close coopera-
tion with the USA, NATO and even Israel,
and within the framework of Euroean val-
ues and ideology; Turkey tried to re-struc-
ture Eurasia. It is a fact that, this attempt
aimed to strengthen the power and benefits
of Turkey eventually; yet, it does not imply

a change or a shift in Turkish foreign policy.

The exclusive exception that emerged in
1990s as a core change in Turkish foreign
policy was the Refah-Yol Government in-
cluding Refah Party. Though the coalition
partner, President of Dogru Yol Party and
the State Vice-President, Ciller had not
been in favor of the change; the President
Necmettin Erbakan and his team made a
great effort to head Turkish foreign policy
towards the Islamic and Eastern countries
(Kurubas, 2009: 59). He leaded the foun-
dation of D-8 project for this purpose; and
made attempts for the change of Turkey’s
policy concerning Iraq and the Middle-East.

However; Refah-Yol Government was dis-

missed by a coup after being in force for a
period as short as one year. Therefore; nei-
ther the projects could be implemented ap-
propriately, nor the objective for a change or

shift could be realised.

There have been some serious attempts and
developments in order to achieve a change
and shift in Turkish foreign policy in the
late period that emerged when AK Party
came into power in 2002, and they are still
in progress; yet, this process could not be
fully completed. There aren’t any firm signs
or clues forecasting this, either. It shall be
accepted that; during AK Party govern-
ments, there have been attempts to realise a
change and shift in Turkey’s foreign policy.
Here are some of these attempts: “With the
Letter of 1st March, 2003, for the first time
in history Turkey followed a Middle-East
policy obviously different from the USA’s;
on 3rd October 2005, the European Union
full membership process started; Turkey
tried to play an active role within the Islamic
Conference Organization; Neo-Ottomanism
politics was robustly put into practice (Inat,
2006: 25).

UNDERSTANDING OF THE AKP’S
FOREIGN POLICY

Though this surprising development expe-
rienced in Turkey-EU relations after 2002

may seem as the follow-up of the traditional
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Westernization ideology, it implies a shift in
Turkey’s foreign policy from the USA-NA-
TO axis towards the EU. And considering
the battles of balance and benefits seen be-
tween the USA and EU, it can be regarded
as a serious change. Moreover; this included
a change in ideological and theorical aspect.
For the first time in Turkey’s history, a gov-
ernment tried to adopt a foreign policy in
parallel with Liberal/Neo-Liberal theory in-
stead of the Realist one (Gozen, 2010: 27).

The Neo-Liberal policy adopted by this
period’s leader actor AK Party in political
and economic issues is the main reason for
the process of change and shift in Turkey’s
foreign policy dynamics. AK Party’s ideo-
logic policy which is mainly based on free-
doms in political arena, state of law, plural-
ism and market economy and its attempts
towards full membership in the EU which
plays the main role in implementation of
this ideology, i.e., radical reforms made in
order to meet the Kopenhag Criteria have
inevitably shifted Turkish foreign policy
from the USA-NATO axis towards the EU
(Davutoglu, 2004: 43). This change in the
sense of trend and theory reflected in for-
eign policy instruments, as well. Thus; Tur-
key and its foreign policy started to use soft
politics instruments such as economy, iden-
tity, human rights, civil government and di-
ologue rather than hard politics instruments

such as military and strategy. That Turkey

stood against the USA’s occupation of Iraq
can be regarded as an important sign of this
change. Because, with this attitude, Turkey
has adopted a policy in favor of peace in-

stead of war.

However; this process rapidly slowed down
especially after 2005, and even came to a
stop in many aspects. Turkey’s European
Union full membership process experienced
a radical failure and as a result, there was an
unfavorable development in Turkey’s view
of the EU. EU scepticsm has increased on
state, government, bureaucracy and social
levels. Thus; a shift towards the past periods
got empowered in theorical and instrumen-
tal aspects, and the rapid change and shift
seen between the years 2003-2005 came al-

most to a full stop.

There are three main reasons for this: First
of them is the resistance and different atti-
tudes revealed within AK Party itself and
by “national (ist) actors” outside. EU scepti-
cism, defined as “Reform Fatigue” by some,
i.e., the rejection that “We shall not precede
such rapidly for the EU” caused opposition
within AK Party. Opposition that emerged
within Turkey shall also be mentioned.
Campaigns, acts and play politics held by
military, political, economic and bureau-
cratic “nationalist” actors in order to hinder
the EU full membership process suppressed
the AK Part government. As a result; the

government and party members, and es-
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pecially the President, Erdogan preferred
a more “nationalist” policy and statement
(Gozen, 2010: 28).

The second one is the opposition that
emerged and developed within the EU
against the membership of Turkey. Sarkozy
and Merkel being the firsts, the EU coun-
tries started to stand against the full mem-
bership of Turkey. It shall be paid attention
that, in this process, European Court of Hu-
man Rights gave decisions against “turban
freedom” (Bag, 2006:11). Both the opposi-
tions in EU countries and these kind of deci-
sions given by EU organizations heleped to
strengthen the views of the government and
social actors in Turkey which claimed that
“the EU did not want Turkey”.

As the third, the USA’s Middle-East policy
which includes Iraq, Iran, Arabia-Israel and
Afghanistan, and developments based on
this caused Turkey head towards the Mid-
dle- East again (Migdalovitz, 2010: 2). That
Turkey has focused on the Middle-East in
this context may exclusively mean it shifted
back to its traditional Turkish foreign poli-
cy: The policy that aimed to re-structure the
Middle-East and especially Iraq in coopera-
tion with the USA was a policy seen in 1950s
and 1980s actually. This policy not only
covered the “trend” towards the USA, but
also the requirement for a Realist and hard
politics based foreign policy in “theorical”

and “ instrumental” aspects(Gozen,2010:

29).

Eventually; Turkish foreign policy gradual-
ly started to take form and be implemented
according to the old/traditional (Cold War
period) view. The most significant point we
shall emphasize in this period and process
is the reflection of the Minister of Foreign
Affairs, Prof. Dr. Ahmet Davutoglu’s “Stra-
tegic Depth” based view on Turkish foreign
policy (Davutoglu, 2009: 67). This is sig-
nificant not only because Davutoglu served
as AK Party’s Foreign Policy Chief-Advisor
since 2003, but also because of the fact that
he was assigned as the Minister of Foreign
Affairs in May, 2009.

Saying at the beginning, what we are going
to tell in the end; “Neo-Ottomanism” lies
in the core of Davutoglu’s foreign policy
philosophy. Neo-Ottomanism was first put
forward by the Deceased President of the
Republic, Turgut Ozal and the intellectuals
around him in early 1990s. Davutoglu re-
formulated this view in a more academic and
systematic style in his book titled as ““Strate-
gic Depth: Turkey’s International Standing”
that was issued in 2001(Cinar, 2011:10). At
first glance, this “Neo-Ottamanism” poli-
cy supported both by Ozal and Davutoglu
seems to bring a change and shift in Turkish
foreign policy; because it requires that, Tur-
key heads towards the Ottoman geography
“as a trend”, acts according to the cultural,

social and historical codes of the region “as
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a theory”, and uses religious, cultural, so-
cial and historical means ‘“as instruments”
(Calis, 2001: 418).

On the other hand; Davutoglu’s Neo-Ot-
tomanism policy has significant differenc-
es from Ozal’s. These differences can be
summarized as the following: Davutoglu’s
Neo-Ottomanism policy is mostly “govern-
ment-based”, so, it is compatible with the
“Realist theory”. The conception of “Strat-
egy” Davutoglu uses is mostly in “macro
or grand theory” category and depends on
“military-strategic force”. Thus; it is more
“status-quoist” concerning human rights,
market economy and the superiority of law.
It generally analyzes international relations
within the sense of “classical security”. Al-
though Ozal and Davutoglu both accepted
the USA and NATO as the trend of Turkish
foreign policy, due to the structure of the in-
ternational system after the 11th September
period, we can say that Davutoglu relied
more on the USA, and less on the EU. Tur-
key’s membership in the EU is an important
objective for Davutoglu, yet it is neither a
“crucial necessity” nor a measurement for
civilization or values (Caman, 2005: 55).
The Middle-East and the Ottoman geogra-
phy and civilization is much more important

and crucial.

Davutoglu is a decision maker who had
played a significant role in the formation of
Turkey’s Middle-East policy, and the trend

towards the region. Hence; his assignment
as the Minister of Foreign Affairs was not a
casual but a “deliberate choice” that would
help him play a more active role concerning
the developments about Iraq, Iran, Syria,
Philistine and Lebanon which are among
the important issues of Turkish foreign pol-
icy. On the other hand; Davutoglu focused
on the USA ever since his early days. That
he made one of his first visits to the USA
and stated as “The benefits of Turkey and
the USA (under the management of Obama)
totally overlap with each other” confirms
the impression that Davutoglu will focus on
traditional trend, theory and means in Turk-
ish foreign policy. If this impression comes
to life, it 1s poosible to predict that the tra-
ditional state of Turkish foreign policy will
continue and the process of change and shift
seen between the years 2003-5 will stop
giving no way to a similar attitude in near

future.

Here it shall be mentioned that, the Neo-Ot-
tomanism policy is not in conflict with the
USA managements or the strategies of other
Western organizations anyway. Actors such
as the USA and Israel, which see the Neo-
Ottomanism policy as a an “anti-dote” or a
“balance factor” against Iran’s radical ideol-
ogy and politics, sympathize with AK Party
and Davutoglu who try to follow Neo-Otto-
manism in coordination with the USA and

West; and they support Turkey’s active role
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in the region. Turkey is glad to be working
in cooperation with the USA, and the USA
considers Neo-Ottomanism as a favorable
alternative, this mutual support requires sta-
bility both in domestic and foreign policies
of Turkey (Uslu, 2006: 132). AK Party and
its current policies are regarded as being

necessary for the endurance of this stability.

Even though Turkey’s latest foreign poli-
cies concerning critical countries such as
Iraq, Syria, Iran, Israel and Armenia and the
Middle-East, Caucasia and the Balkans are
the results of its own initiative; they are not
in conflict with the strategic perspectives of
the USA or the NATO coalition. As a mat-
ter of fact, it may even be possible to claim
that, Turkey’s “strategic depth” of Turkey
overlaps with the USA-NATO’s “strategic
depth”.

CONCLUSION

The attempts for change and shift seen lately
in Turkish foreign policy is not an alternative
against Turkey’s “USA-NATO — Western”
based foreign policy adopted since the Cold
War. On the contrary, they have developed
within the framework of a close contact or
“modus vivendi”. Turkey’s full membership
in the EU, its Neo-Ottomanism policy, and
active role in ICO are not fully independent,
autonomous or alternative policies. Instead,

it is a new state that emerged as a result of

the harmony between the new hegamonia or
imperial structure of the USA and the power
of Turkey stemming from its identity advan-
tage in a new environment and period after
the 11th September.

In other words; the EU and Neo-Ottoman-
ism policies of Turkey have not brought a
significant and core change to its tradition-
al foreign policy dynamics and structural
position. Considering Turkey’s structural
position in the international system as the
main indicator, we cannot say that change
processes that came out time to time failed
to be influential. Because, the USA-based
trend and attitude of Turkey it has obtained
in AK Party period, and the Liberal (Unreal-
ist) and identity based foreign policy are not
in contrast with each other; on the contrary,

they are complementary.

In conclusion it can be said that; a serious
change or shift in the main dynamics of the
USA-NATO-Western based foreign policy
of Turkey which has last since the Cold War
is not in question. Turkey still continues its
foreign policy in contact and communica-
tion with this focus. Turkey has gained sig-
nificance in current structure and paradigm;
however, this change in significance devel-
oped within the USA based foreign policy
and paradigm that had been in use for more
than 50 years. So to say; the passangers in
a bus may have a better position when they

change seats, however, this won’t change
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the destination they are to arrive at. The
states of Turkey and its foreign policy suit

this anology.

Therefore; the conditions below shall come
true for the emergence of a real and per-
menant change and shift in Turkish foreign
policy: The US hegamonia in the interna-
tional system shall change, or at least, Tur-
key shall establish or take place in a differ-
ent structure. The closeness seen lately be-
tween Turkey-Russia and Turkey-EU is not
that kind of a state. The Neo-Ottomanism
project can only come true if these countries
adopt a structure that is different from the
USA’s, which is not probable today. Turk-
ish foreign policy shall give importance to
civilization perspective. If this brings a new
order based on contemporary values of the

region, it may create a structural shift.

The developments seen in two issues above
will increase the trend towards using “soft
politics” means in Turkish domestic and
foreign policy. That is; instead of military
forces or means, Turkey will initiate the use
of mechanisms that will improve diaolgue,
negotiation, democracy, peace and coopera-
tion to solve its troubles in domestic and

foreign policies.

It is obvious that; Turkey shall renew its do-
mestic policy at first in order to achieve such
change in Turkish foreign policy. Democ-

racy, superiority of law, pluralism, market

economy and human rights which are the
essentials of an effective domestic policy
may be reflected on Turkish foreign policy,
as well. Hence; the constitutional, legal, so-
cial, economic and cultural structures have
to be strengthened; and for Turkey, this is
a critical choice between change and status
quo. It is not only a conceptual choice, but
also a choice between the ones that are in fa-
vor of change and the ones that are in favor

of status quo.

Current international system, i.e., the anar-
chic structure will continue to be the “bor-
ders” of change and shift in Turkish foreign
policy as long as the roles of Turkey’s his-
torical position and traditional USA-NATO

based foreign policy in this structure last.
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TURK DIS POLITiKASINDA SUREKLILIK VE
DEGIiSIiM SURECIH

Ozet: Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti, imparatorluktan cumhuriyete gegis siirecinde hayatin her safhasinda
bir dizi devrim gerceklestirmigtir. Bu degigim stirecine Tiirk dis politikas1 da dahil olmus, amaci
sadece ulus devletin sinirlarini koruma, varligini devam ettirme noktasina gelmistir. “Tiirk D1s Po-
litikasinda Stireklilik ve Degisim Siireci” olarak adlandirilan bu ¢alismada Tiirk dis politikasinin
temel 0zelligi ve anlayisi, farkli donemlere ayrilarak analiz edilmektedir. Bunlardan ilki, Atatiirk
donemi Tiirk dis politikasidir. Bu donem oncelikle devletin olusumu ve devletin bagimsizliginin
korunmasina yonelik uygulanan politikalarin dénemidir. Bu donemde Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti, Bati
taraftar1 politikalar izlemeye baslamis, batilasmak icin hayatin her sathasinda reformlara gitmistir.
Soguk savasin baslangicina kadar olan donemde Tiirkiye Batrya yakin bir tavir sergilemistir. Soguk
savagin baslangicindan bu giine kadar olan ikinci donemde ise Tiirkiye, Avrupa Birligi 6nderliginde
Bati Bloguna ve onun kurumsal yapisina entegre olmaya ¢aligmistir. Tiirkiye Cumbhuriyeti, i¢ ve dis
politikasini olustururken NATO ve Avrupa Birligiyle uyumlu olmasina 6zen gostermistir. Baska bir
ifade ile Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti, dis politika felsefesini Bat1 degerleri ve prensipleri iizerine kurmaya
calismis ve Bat1 degerlerini bir prensip olarak kabul etmistir. Bagka bir ifadeyle Tiirkiye, modern-
lesme, ulus-devlet ve hegomanya gibi kavramlar1 kullanmistir. Tiirk dig politikasinin 1990-2002
yillar1 arasini kapsayan ti¢iincii doneminde ise Tiirkiye; siyasi, ideolojik ve askeri yontem ve araclar
iizerinde dnemle durmustur. Bu déonemde Tiirkiye Avrupa Birligi uyum siireci konusuna agirlik ver-
meye baglamis Avrupa Birligi yolunda ciddi bir adim atmis ve 1996 yilinda Giimriik Birligi Anlas-
masini onaylamis, ylrirliige koymustur. Yine 1990- 2002 yillar1 arasinda Tiirkiye, Avrupa Birligi
yolunda yeni bir sayfa agmis, 1999 yilinda AB, Tiirkiye’ye adaylik statiisii vermistir. Bu donemde
Tirkiye-AB arasindaki iliski normallesmeye baslamistir. 2002 sonrast donem ise Tiirkiye nin An-
kara merkezli diisinmeye basladig1 ve gergek bir bolgesel gili¢ oldugu, bolgesel ve hatta kiiresel
hedeflerin ortaya atilmaya baslandig1 bir donem olmaktadir. Bu ¢alismanin amaci, 6ncelikle bagin-
dan gliniimiize Tiirk dis politikasina sekil veren temel faktorlerin ¢ercevesini ¢izmek, daha sonra ise
Tiirk dis politikasindaki temel degisimleri 6zetlemek ve 2002 sonrasi yeni yonelimleri vurgulamak

ve analiz etmektir.
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