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Abstract

The Arctic Ocean's becoming open wider to international navigation for most of the time in parallel with global warming has
attracted the attention of the world to this region. As today's economic conditions reveal the necessity to deliver products to the
global market as quickly as possible, the possibility of intense use of the Arctic Ocean is increasing. This study aims to emphasize the
increasing importance of the Arctic region from a maritime economics perspective and on the other hand to evaluate the possible
results of being a party for Turkey to the Svalbard (originally Spitsbergen) Treaty. It is expected that the increase in global
temperatures will result in important outcomes in the region especially regarding the new emerging navigational routes and sharing
of the natural resources in the region. Analysis has been made on the impact of new security concerns on the sustainable maritime
economy likely to arise in the Arctic region. As a result, the importance of mutual international efforts to maintain stability was

emphasized and the importance of being a party to the Svalbard Treaty for Turkey was highlighted.

Keywords: Arctic, Svalbard Treaty, Maritime Strategy, Geostrategy, Maritime Economics.

Introduction

Svalbard, one of the high-Arctic archipelagos with a
total landmass of 61,000 km? and has the northernmost
permanent settlements, is a part of the Kingdom of
Norway whose sovereignty is confirmed by a treaty of
1920 signed in Paris. As the human-induced climate
change and melting and decreasing sea ice have caused
physical and socio-economical transformations within
the Arctic region, Svalbard got more of its share.

The Arctic has warmed up more than twice as fast as the
rest of the Earth, a phenomenon accepted as Arctic
amplification (Serreze and Barry, 2011). Because of the
warming of the atmosphere, the sea ice extent diminishes
in summer at about 12% per decade, and the ocean can
reflect only 10% of the sun’s rays which is known as
"the albedo effect”". As a consequence, when the ocean
warms up, the melting of the sea ice cover increases
(German Arctic Office, 2020a; Moholdt et al., 2010).

This unprecedented change in the Arctic has various and
deep effects on people living in the Arctic, ecosystems,
resources as well as the geopolitics of the region. The
changes do not affect only the Arctic but also the rest of
the globe, not only through the loss of glaciers’
contribution to sea-level rise but also through the role in
the global climate system and on mid-latitude weather
patterns and also with its influence on a great ocean
conveyor belt which is also known as "thermohaline
circulation”. It is estimated that the Arctic Ocean could
be mostly free of sea ice in summer periods as early as

the late 2030s (ACIA, 2004; AMAP, 2017; AMAP,
2019).

As the Arctic has swiftly been transforming into a new
state, Svalbard also experiences the outcomes of climate
change at a more surpassing rate compared to any other
place in Norway (Kaltenborn, @streng and Hovelsrud,
2019). Owing to its unique location between the
geographic North Pole and the northern coasts of
Scandinavia, Svalbard has been an important region of
intensive scientific researches and observations, yet it
has the highest warming rate within the Arctic region
(The RCN, 2019). That is why many states tend to
increase their interest in the Arctic, especially in the last
40 years. It was stated that the rate of melting of sea ice,
which reaches 20% in the last years in the Arctic, may
increase gradually until 2040, and when approaching
2040, sea ice may melt completely during the summer
months. Around 2050, the soils of Northern European
countries will probably be flooded due to the high water
level (Aksenov et al., 2017; Ulker et al., 2018; Cheng et
al., 2019; Selin et al., 2020; Schuler et al., 2020; Erol et
al., 2021). If global warming continues at this level, it is
expected that the importance of new maritime trade
routes in the Arctic region, which can be used very
limitedly today, will increase gradually.

The Arctic region surrounding the North Pole comprises
the Arctic Ocean surrounded by the northern parts of
three continents; Asia, Europe, and North America
(Figure 1). The Arctic Ocean is unlike the other oceans
on earth and due to its special location and climate, the
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lands which surround it are one-of-a-kind (NSIDC,
2021a). It is covered with ice and considered the smallest
ocean in the world with an area of 14,090,000 km? and
five times larger than that of the largest sea, the
Mediterranean. It is shallow compared to other oceans
and its average depth is 987 meters (Britannica, 2021).
These descriptions of the Arctic have also become more
attentive regarding the human and political factors that
have legislative authority in the region for global politics
(AMAP, 1998; Greaves, 2016; Pezard et al., 2018; Togt,
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Currently, the Arctic is considered to compose of
territories and sub nautical areas within eight sovereign
states that listed as Canada, Denmark, Finland, Iceland,
Norway, Russia, Sweden, and the USA, while is
considered to accommodate nearly four million
inhabitants with 50% being Russian (Huebert et al.,
2012). The Arctic terrestrial landscape covers an area of
approximately 13.4 million km? (AMAP, 1998).

Materials and Methods

The aim of this study is (1) To emphasize the increasing
importance of the Arctic region from a maritime
economics perspective and (2) To discuss Turkey's
interest in the Arctic region and evaluate being a party to
the Svalbard Treaty.

Within the scope of this study, the document analysis
method, as one of the qualitative research methods, was
used. First of all, all books, articles, and official
documents published in Turkish and English regarding
the Svalbard Islands, the Svalbard Treaty, and the recent
developments in the Arctic region were reviewed and
included in the scan. The sources included in the survey

were analyzed using the document analysis method and
the findings were discussed in the conclusion section.
There were discussions about the importance of joining
the Svalbard Treaty for Turkey in the media. A common
understanding and consensus at the earlier stages of the
discussions in the newspapers had been reached in 2020.
It has been discerned that there are only a few
publications about Svalbard Treaty in Turkish and it is
decided to write an article on this subject.

Literature Review
The Arctic region with its security and geopolitical
dimension

The results of the Cold War have changed the
geopolitical situation that had kept the Arctic away from
superpower competition, smothering occasions for the
development of the region, and the requirement for a
considerable amount of military deployment to this sea
area. This resulted in the interaction of political
conversion with the altering environment which
influenced the security of the Arctic countries in a
minimum of three ways: catalyzation of regional
cooperation; increase in risks of exceptional border
disputes and resource development. These changes
caused the Arctic to become a more attainable area to
countries and commercial persons and contribute to the
rise of a variety of non-traditional security problems
(Greaves, 2016; Pezard et al., 2018; Togt, 2019).

From the conventional interstate security point of view,
the Arctic region was much secure between 1991
through 2010 relative to the security in the previous
years. In the modern era, however, the Arctic has
experienced remilitarization and improvements in
international issues relatively. Arctic nations have
extended their military expenses and actions, while
certain nations even have used discourses in revealing
their regional interests. Circumpolar nations have made
reoccurring investments in Arctic military capabilities,
reacted and overreacted to military actions of each other,
and expulsed claims of nations having no coast to the
Arctic Ocean such as South Korea and China to become
a more valid factor in the region, even though these
countries have made investments in Arctic researches
and ice-breakers (Huebert et al., 2012). The maritime
sector, due to growth in common activities such as
tourism and destination-based shipping, also needs assets
to be placed within regions to provide means of search
and rescue for potential accidents.

To increase regional coordination and cooperation, a
ministerial-level forum called the Arctic Council has
been created among the Arctic States in 1996.
Indigenous peoples living in the region have also
participated in this forum. Eight Arctic states joined the
Council, whose main aim is to protect the environment
(Ho, 2009; Lasserre, 2014).

In addition to protecting the environment, the Arctic
Council also aims to find solutions to the problems that
the countries in the Arctic have with each other in this
region. Among these problems, the management of the
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region and its use in maritime activities stand out.
Although the melting of the sea ice in the Arctic Ocean
caused environmental problems, it also created new
commercial opportunities for the countries in the region
and economically strong states. New commercial routes
have emerged with the melting of ice in some parts of

the Arctic Ocean, which have been covered with sea ice
almost most of the year for centuries (Figure 2). The
desire of the countries in the region to dominate new
shipping routes due to their commercial interests is
frequently the agenda item of the Arctic Council
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Figure 2. Arctic Shipping Routes, (Eurasian Geopolitics, 2021)

With the increasingly diminishing of the sea ice, states
have turned their interest more and more to the
delimitation of their maritime boundaries in the Arctic
region which resulted in them expressing their interests
in many disputes. This situation has proceeded with
them coinciding with their requirements to declare their
claims for their continental shelves in the ratification of
the UN Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS)
(Riddell-Dixon, 2008). While in the Barents Sea in 2010,
Norway and Russia have carried out negotiations about
their boundaries, maritime disputes still exist among
Canada and Greenland (Denmark) and Canada and the
United States. There also are submissions among the
Canadian, Danish, and Russian continental shelves under
UNCLOS to the UN Commission on the Limits of the
Continental Shelf (CLCS) which has geographic
overlaps.

Additionally, to symbolic value to particular Arctic
geographic regions, mostly to the North Pole, the real
reason behind countries’ interests in trying to improve
and prove their Arctic sovereignty, is the wish for
possibly the greatest financial benefit in the future from
resources in the Arctic region (Mazo, 2014). In the
future, the focus of attention may be on shipping routes,
fishing, unexplored oil and natural gas resources known
to exist in the region, and hydrocarbons under risk
(Gautier et al., 2009).

Change in the environment has caused the occurrence of
unconventional security issues. Although unconventional

risks have not yet been realized in the region, more
conventional risks such as acts of terrorism, drug and
arms smuggling, human trafficking have caused a high
level of attention to shift to the Arctic region and have
led armed forces to create training scenarios (Chater and
Greaves, 2014). Many of these unconventional security
issues are also about the exploitation of Arctic resources.
Newly established security governance applications are
currently being applied as a response to perils
concerning the increasing capacity of maritime traffic,
for instance, new conventions on region-based search
and rescue operations and oil spill emergency response
operations (Fondahl and Sirina, 2006).

Considering the interchanging environment causing new
perils, such as growing risks to ships, to oil rigs caused
by sea ice, unforeseeable weather conditions, and newly
occurring security issues, including the Arctic ecosystem
itself. Many circumpolar states have also created a
tendency for activism or remonstrations concerning
global warming and resource exploitation as an unlawful
act as well as criminal, terrorist activities or threats to
their national interests. It is stated that Canada and
Russia, specifically, have been establishing new
legislative movements to police domestic resistance and
allow them to legalize their goal for resource extraction
(United Nations, 2009). Thus, security issues in the
Arctic have been formed as direct impacts of
environmental changes and enabled activities in course
of the environment interceding concepts of security
perils in the Arctic region. Currently, the security issues
pinpointed by Arctic states emphasize the relationships
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among changes in the environment, national defense,
sovereign territoriality, resource exploitation, and local
political opposition (Greaves, 2016; Pezard et al., 2018;
Togt, 2019).

Arctic local inhabitants have generally defined
environmental changes as a threat to their security,
although such declarations have not been acknowledged
by the sovereign nations. People who are affected
heavily by the consequences of Arctic climate change
can mobilize at least a sufficient political response
because they cannot successfully perform security
demands on issues facing their communities (Greaves,
2016; NSIDC, 2021b).

The importance of the Svalbard Islands in the Arctic

Its unique geography and easy accessibility for tourists,
researchers, and students, research programs, and higher
education opportunities in different Arctic disciplines,
research stations, and well-organized infrastructures
connected to international networks made Svalbard
Islands become one of the most important Arctic
scientific research areas and tourist destinations (Figure
3). Additionally, in the Global Seed Vault in
Longyearbyen, deep inside a mountain and well above
sea level, seeds vital to humanity's future are being
stored. A very large amount of these seeds from almost
one million varieties of food plants are kept in a huge
safety depot that houses the world's largest agricultural
biodiversity collection. The Global Seed Vault, also
called the "doomsday vault", was created for use of
humankind in the event of an apocalyptic event or a
global disaster (Duggan, 2021). In the year 2020,
additional 82,501 seed samples have been safeguarded in
the Vault, thus reached 1,074,533 samples in total
originating from almost every country in the world,
including Turkey (Svalbard Global Seed Vault, 2021).
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Figure 3. Svalbard Archipelago Map (NPI, 2021)

The islands were used as an expedition base for polar
exploration as well as coal exploitation at the beginning

of the twentieth century. And at present, a far-off
Norwegian archipelago, just 1,000 km away from the
North Pole, with an international status in the High
North, Svalbard occupies a fundamental place for polar
scientific researches as an exclusive part of the
circumpolar natural laboratory. Thus, Svalbard has
always been amongst the preferences of the Norwegian
governments. Since the Arctic has become a part of the
international economic and political systems (Southcott
and Heinine, 2010) and the decrease in coal mining
activities due to falling in the prices, the Norwegian
government has boosted its efforts to establish a
contemporary research community, particularly in Ny-
Alesund. Today, there are twenty research stations of
which fourteen are permanent from ten different
countries in Ny-Alesund (The RCN, 2019).

Longyearbyen which is the administrative center and
hosts the governor's office has the largest infrastructure
namely the Svalbard Science Center, University Center
in Svalbard (UNIS), and some parts of the Norwegian
Polar Institute (SSF, 2020). It has also become the main
hub for international polar higher education. Consisting
almost 20% of the population and producing nearly the
same amount of economic activity, as the world’s
northernmost higher education center, UNIS has become
the principal contributory institution to the community in
Longyearbyen (Misund, Aksnes, Christiansen, and
Arlov, 2017).

In addition to the mostly Norwegian population in
Longyearbyen and international  scientists and
researchers in Ny-Alesund, there is a Russian settlement
in Barentsburg. Besides, in the south of the Spitsbergen
Island at 77° North latitude, Polish Polar Station-
Hornsund was established in 1957 and modernized in
1978 (Misund et al., 2017; Polish Polar Station, 2020).
Having the fastest rate of global warming within the
Arctic, multidisciplinary flagship programs have been
developed and accomplished. With its international
population, Svalbard is expected to experience more
structural changes in the future.

The Scope of the Spitsbergen

(Svalbard) Treaty

The situation of Spitsbergen, which did not belong to
any country until the early twentieth century, changed
when mining began to become an important industry in
the region. As the land in the region started to become
precious, the need for a reliable administration and
legislation came to the fore. Many options were
discussed, including joint management by Norway,
Sweden, and Russia, which are the countries
geographically close to Spitsbergen. As interest in the
region waned due to the First World War, Norway
persuaded other countries to take Spitsbergen under
Norwegian rule during the post-war period of peace
negotiations in Paris. Thus, with the "Spitsbergen
Treaty" signed at Versailles on February 9, 1920,
Spitsbergen  officially came under  Norwegian
sovereignty. Today, this agreement is commonly referred
to as the "Svalbard Treaty", although it is not historically
correct (Spitsbergen-Svalbard.com, 2021).
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This treaty was enacted on 14 August 1925 with the term
"Svalbard law" and entered into the Norwegian legal
system. However, according to the treaty, Spitsbergen
did not become a part of the country as it was on
Norway's mainland (Royal Ministry of Justice, 1988;
spitsbergen-svalbard.com, 2021). The treaty has some
special stipulations that concern other countries. The
important points highlighted in these stipulations are:

» In Spitsbergen islands under Norwegian full
and absolute sovereignty, citizens of all
signatory states will have equal liberty of access
and entry to the waters, fjords, and ports of the
islands and may undertake economic activities
“on a footing of absolute equality”.

» Nationals of signatory states may acquire, enjoy
and exercise the right of ownership of property,
the taxes, dues, and duties levied will be
devoted only for Svalbard and will not exceed
what is required.

» No country, including Norway, is allowed to
establish naval bases and to construct any
fortifications in the islands, which may be used
for military intentions (Spitsbergen-
Svalbard.com, 2021).

» According to Article 10 of the Treaty, Third
Powers will be invited by the Government of
the French Republic to comply with the existing
Treaty. The responsibility to notify other
signatories  will rest with the French
Government (Royal Ministry of Justice, 1988;
spitsbergen-svalbard.com, 2021).

Economic importance of the Arctic region, natural
resources, and emerging shipping routes

The EU emphasized the importance of the maritime
issues in 2007 and demonstrated the Integrated Maritime
Policy (IMP). Five years later the EU decided to adopt
the “Blue Growth Initiative” (Commission of the
European Communities, 2007; European Commission,
2012). Blue Growth is a comprehensive approach that
captures the entire marine and maritime sector. This
long-term strategy's main purpose is to endorse feasible
sea and ocean growth. The EU accepts the marine and
maritime environment as stimulating variables for the
European economy and has realized that there is a
tremendous potential for sustainable economic growth in
maritime contribution (European Commission, 2012). In
this framework, the increasing importance of the Arctic
Ocean is in the scope of the EU's agenda.

As the depositary state of the Svalbard Treaty and one of
the important members of the European Union, France
has repeatedly expressed its vital interest in Arctic-
related issues, such as scientific, economic, ecological
ethics, political and defense subjects. France, a non-
Arctic state and an observer of the Arctic Council since
2000, highlights the importance of resources in the
Arctic Ocean and also supports freedom of navigation. It
is also concerned, directly or indirectly, with the far
north part of the planet for worldwide scientific

attraction. France wishes greater scientific collaboration
in the area, where it seeks to actively participate by
increasing its resources and investing more into Arctic
science research. In June 2016, French Minister of
Foreign Affairs and International Development, Jean-
Marc Ayrault pointed out France’s financial interests in
the Arctic region in a document (Ayrault, 2016).
Although there is uncertainty covering the exploitation
of natural resources and secure utilization of opened-up
Arctic maritime transportation routes as the results of
constant and fast changes in the Arctic Ocean, new
delimitation issues have surfaced. Even though the
countries in the Arctic region will be affected greatly,
considering the issues related to economic actions,
environmental occurrences, and maritime security, it is
required for France to surmount on to the region
regarding national benefits and its international
responsibilities and also considering its membership to
EU and NATO which means that it has to contribute to
retaining of the security and stability in the Arctic region
(Ayrault, 2016). Although the military role of the Arctic
has diminished since the cold war ended, there is still
room for maneuver considering the conflict of interests,
especially since Russia’s strategic actions have changed.
Russia’s involvement in regional matters implies that the
Arctic has slowly become a cooperation area among the
Arctic 8 as well as NATO.

Seabed researches have not been carried out effectively
for many years because of the large and intensive sea ice
extent. But after the assessment report of the US
Geological Survey completed in 2008, it is estimated
that 90 billion barrels of oil, 1,669 trillion cubic feet of
natural gas, and 44 billion barrels of natural gas liquids
may be found in the region (Robertson, 2008).

With the increasing impact of global warming in the
Arctic Ocean, new trans shipping routes have emerged
that enable navigation between the North Atlantic Ocean
and the North Pacific Ocean in a much shorter time. For
example, while the current maritime trade route between
Asia (Busan) and Northern Europe (Rotterdam) is
approximately 11,450 nautical miles (21,200 km), these
new routes could reduce this distance to approximately
7,240 nautical miles (13,400 km) (Figure 4). Attractive
Trans-Arctic routes offer up to %40 shortcuts in the
routes between the northern and central European and
the north-eastern Asian ports, namely Chinese, Japan,
and South Korean ports (Humpert, 2013; Mersin et al.,
2019). Arctic maritime trade routes have the potential of
reshaping the global transport geography in respect to
liner and tramp shipping (Theocharis et al., 2018). Thus,
maritime companies will not only save fuel but also will
be able to get more voyage planning opportunities thanks
to the ships completing their voyages in a shorter time.
This great economic benefit that can be achieved has
resulted in states as well as the companies feeling the
need to operate in this region. But on the other hand,
companies will be forced to have ice-class ships or to get
icebreaker support during the voyages. This will reduce
their profits (Aksenov et al., 2015; Zhang et al., 2016).
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Figure 4. Suez Canal Route versus Northern Sea Route (German Arctic Office, 2020b).

Another important factor for the Arctic Ocean is that it
has rich natural gas and oil deposits as well as minerals
such as iron, copper, aluminium, nickel, phosphate,
chromite, bauxite, and coal which have been discovered
at very shallow depths. The discoveries of gold,
diamond, and titanium, which are rare mines in the
region show that the region will play an important role in
the economy for the years to come. The fact that the
region is home to a large number of sea creatures means
that the fishing sector can also develop (Ragner, 2008;
Lindstad et al., 2015; Zhang et al., 2016; Yumashev et
al., 2017, Erol et al., 2021). The drilling of the natural
resources and transportation of these extracted resources
to the European and Asian markets will be possible by
using Trans Arctic Sea Routes (Lindholt, 2006;
Desjardins, 2016; Seval, 2019; Erol et al., 2021).

Results and Discussion

During the last year, the risks of working without stock
due to the difficulties in supply chains started to direct
companies to work with more stocks. It is thought that
this change, which is seen as a shift from "just in time"
production to "just in case" production, will give a new
impetus to international shipping. It has become
important to deliver products as quickly as possible in
the global market. In this context, the Arctic Ocean
routes may be discussed more, especially in the post-
pandemic period, as they provide shorter transportation
times.

Evaluation of the importance of the Arctic region

Increasingly diminishing sea ice has attracted the
regional countries to the delimitation of their maritime
boundaries in the Arctic. The main reason for this strive
is to gain control over some areas of the Arctic to be able
to exploit economic advantages. Recently, the Arctic
states have increased military expenses and operations to
demonstrate their regional interests in the Arctic Ocean.
Within this context, conventional maritime security
risks, as well as the potential economic benefits of the
region highly, attract the international community’s
attention to the Arctic. As of today, the maritime security
issues highlighted in the Arctic region are national

defense, sovereign rights, environmental changes, and
natural resources extraction. With all the recent
developments in the Arctic, and reviewing the new
security concerns, it is needed to emphasize the
emerging security strategies in the Arctic region with a
view to its repercussions in global maritime economics.
Countries that have a coastline to the Arctic Ocean
namely Norway, Denmark, Canada, and the USA are
also members of NATO. It may be foreseen that Russia,
which had many contradictions with NATO in the past,
will be confronted by NATO in the Arctic region in the
future. In this context, it is evaluated that issues such as
maritime jurisdiction, sharing of natural resources, and
freedom of navigation may constitute contentious issues
resulting in “conflict of interests” in the area which may
cause a high possibility of the Arctic region becoming a
“Possible Arctic Conflict Area” soon. A consistent and
maintained Standing Naval Force-Arctic formed by
NATO in the Arctic could assist in preserving stability
and security in the region. Within this perspective as a
NATO member Turkey may join to this naval force.
However, the possibility of a confrontation between
Russia and NATO would keep maritime security issues
to continue to be on the priority list of the global agenda
for the years to come.

In addition to the security perspective, it is possible to
predict that the consequences of global warming in the
Arctic Ocean will increase the importance of the islands
of Svalbard, which has an effective geographic location.
The Svalbard Islands perform a very important service
for polar scientific research, as they have an international
status as well as hosting the Global Seed Vault, which
was created considering the possibility of humanity
encountering a disaster.

On the northern part of the earth, among other places, the
infrastructure of the Svalbard Archipelago provides an
excellent opportunity for researchers and scientists to
make research and observations as if it is a natural
laboratory. The foundation of the Arctic Council as a
high-level ~forum to develop cooperation and
coordination among the Arctic states is very important
for the governance of the Arctic, which is different from
Antarctica. There are non Arctic states as the Arctic
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Council observers. These countries are China, France,
Germany, India, Italy, Japan, Poland, Republic of Korea,
Singapore, Spain, Switzerland, The Netherlands, and
The United Kingdom. Additionally, 13 inter-
governmental and inter-parliamentary organizations and
12 non-governmental organizations lay in this status. In
the Arctic Council, all decisions are taken under the
exclusive right and responsibilities of the eight
permanent Arctic states. Only once observer status has
been granted, countries having this role may be invited
to the Arctic Council meetings. Observers, who have the
right to observe the work of the Arctic Council, can
contribute to the activities of the Council by participating
at the level of Working Groups (The Arctic Council,
2021). Nevertheless, the determination of the non Arctic
states to become the observer in the Council and efforts
to gain legitimacy through established research stations
and scientific expeditions are significant parameters for
Turkey to consider before applying to Arctic Council.

Turkey's interest in the Svalbard Treaty

There has been an increase in scientific studies
conducted in the Arctic region in the last 20 years. It is a
known fact that besides the scientific benefits of the
studies conducted in the region, it brings prestige to the
countries that carry out these activities. In recent years,
an environment of common understanding has been
increasing among countries on the necessity of taking
effective measures against global warming. From a
political point of view to be among these countries will
be a separate source of prestige for Turkey. It is also
important to be "visible" in such activities to be among
the active actors in global politics. After signing the
Svalbard Treaty, like all the other nationals of the
contracting parties, Turkish nationals will equally have
been granted the right to engage in maritime, industrial,
mining, or commercial activities on the Islands as well as
in the territorial waters (Biiyiiksagnak and Ozsoy, 2018).
The Treaty also permits researchers and scientists to
conduct scientific activities in the Islands and the
students to attend higher education lectures in Arctic
sciences at the Svalbard University Center. As a
powerful country, Turkey's presence in all of the world's
seas and oceans is among the activities that are required
in terms of her national interests. From this point of
view, it is important to evaluate the Northern shipping
routes and mining opportunities that are likely to be used
in the region.

Today, considered as the emerging global superpower,
China was not invited to adhere to the Svalbard Treaty
by France at the beginning. As the great state of the time,
France later had to invite China to be a party to the
Treaty to compete with the new rising power, the USA
which was not satisfied with the results of the Paris
Peace Conference and therefore initiated its own
Washington Naval Conference in 1921 with the
participation of the Republic of China (Liu, 2021). On
the other hand, coincidentally, on just the same date with
the signing ceremony (9" of February, 1920) of the
Svalbard Treaty, to recover their homeland during its
Independence War, Turkish national forces were fighting
against French military forces who occupied the south-

eastern part of Anatolia (Kocatiirk, 1983). In other
words, the two states were at war when the agreement
was signed. Naturally, France did not think to invite
Turkey to sign the Svalbard Treaty then. The reason why
Turkish diplomats remained uninterested in the Treaty
since then remains a question mark.

After three national scientific expeditions to Antarctica
(TAE-I, 1I, and 1) between 2017-2019, Turkish
scientists headed north in the summer of 2019 with the
first Turkish Arctic Scientific Expedition (TASE) to
show Turkey’s interest in Arctic for the first time in the
history. 7 researchers from different universities
participated in the expedition between 11-26 July. In
addition to gathering microplastic, plankton, seawater,
and sediment samples from 14 various stations, air
quality and maritime meteorology measurements, sea
ice, and glacier observations were conducted in the cold
waters around the Svalbard Islands. Selecting the
Svalbard Islands as the site for the first Turkish Arctic
Expedition was giving a hint to the international
communities.

Conclusion

The growing importance of the Arctic Ocean and the
maritime security interests of states extend to a practice
that includes the projection of security beyond their
territorial waters into international waters and perhaps
global maritime areas. Considering that the common
interests of humanity should be at the forefront rather
than the interests of countries, it is important to establish
the necessary understanding and policies regarding
maritime security in the international arena without
delay.

National polar scientific expeditions have contributed
substantially to Turkey’s global image. After four
successful national expeditions, the next step of Turkey
in Antarctic polar research activities should be to
establish a sustainable scientific base on Horseshoe
Island which lies in the Antarctic Peninsula. As Turkey
historically has ambitions to take part actively in global
politics, it has been participating in global challenges
such as contributing to the fight against global warming
and climate change by way of conducting national
scientific expeditions and sending scientists to foreign
scientific expeditions/stations at both Polar Regions.

It is also thought that it would be convenient for Turkey
to be a party state to the Svalbard Treaty and join among
the 46 signatory states, as of 2021. By signing the 101-
year treaty Turkey will, first of all, be able to show its
interest and relevance in the Arctic region. Planning and
executing the first national Arctic scientific expedition in
2019 particularly on and around the Svalbard
Archipelago strongly supports that view as well. If
Turkey becomes a party state to Svalbard Treaty,
Turkish nationals will have the opportunity to get
property ownership rights and equal liberty of access to
the fjords and ports of the islands as well as conducting
all commercial activities on an equal basis.

356



Cetin and Biiviiksagnak / IJEGEO 8(3): 350-358 (2021)

Since Turkey, as a maritime country surrounded on three
sides by seas, has significant potential with its merchant
fleet and dynamic manpower within the maritime
industry, it will have a great chance to take advantage of
this potential considering the economic opportunities
emerging for the global maritime transportation due to
the recent developments in the Arctic Ocean. It is
believed that after signing the Svalbard Treaty and
maintaining the polar scientific expeditions, Turkey will
finally become an observer member at the Arctic
Council and have a chance to increase its prestige as a
global actor.
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