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OZET

Bu calisma, 11 Eyliil saldirilarinin ardindan hem akademik hem de politik
cevrelerde tartismalara neden olan ve ABD’nin savunma stratejisi olarak
benimsedigi énleyici savunma doktrinini ortaya ¢ikaran glivenlik ihtiyaglarini
ele almaktadir. Diigsmandan 6énce davranarak saldiri hazirliklarini bosa c¢ikaran
onleyici saldiri, uluslararasi hukukta Birlesmis Milletler’in (BM) kurulusundan
énce bir yapilagelis kurali olarak vardi. Ancak Ikinci Diinya Savasi’nin ardindan
gii¢ kullaniminin yasaklanmasiyla birlikte 6nleyici saldir1 da tartisma konusu
olmaktan c¢ikmigti. Ancak bugin, devletlerin birbirlerine karsi kullandiklari
caydiricilik stratejisi terorist tehditlere karsi etkili olamamaktadir. Bu tiir
tehditlerin saldiriya déoniismeden 6nce ortadan kaldirilmasi gerekmektedir. Aksi
takdirde yeni tehditlere kargi savunma anlamsiz héle gelecektir. Yeni tehditlere
karsi eski stratejilerle savunma yapmanin giigliigii, gerilimin ortaya cikisi ve
uyari stresi kavramlariyla ve sekiller yardimiyla aciklanmaktadir. Makalemizin
ikinci kismi, bu yeni giivenlik stratejisinin uluslararasi giivenlik agisindan
ortaya koydugu yeni riskleri ele almaktadir. Onleyici saldiri stratejisi, sorunlarin
baris¢i yéntemlerle ¢6ziime kavusturulmasi yerine saldiri igin yeni firsatlar ve
yasal bir zemin olusturabilir. Diplomatik yéntemlerle c¢b6ziimlenebilecek
sorunlar savasa déniisebilir. Gii¢ kullaniminin tiim sisteme yayilmasi ile
kollektif gtivenlik sistemi ¢okebilir. Ancak tiim bu risklere ragmen yeni glivenlik
stratejilerine ihtiya¢c oldugu da bir gergektir. Ancak bu strateji, tek tarafli
onleyici saldir1 yerine ¢ok tarafli yéntemlere ve BM Giivenlik Konseyi’nin
merkezi rol oynadigi siireglerle gerceklestiriimelidir.
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ABSTRACT

This study elaborates on the new security needs which shortly after the
September 11 attacks led the US government to declare “preventive self-
defense,” an extremely controversial concept in both academic and policy
circles, as a foreign policy doctrine. The principle of preventive strike as a rule
of customary international law, meaning the use of force before enemy for
defensive purposes predates the establishment of the UN. However during the
post Second World War period, the use of force was declared illegal, and after
that the preventive use of force was out of discussion. Today, the policy of
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deterrence is effective against the states but not against the terrorist
organizations as a defensive strategy. There is a need to terminate such
threats before they are actualized as attacks, otherwise defense against new
threats will be meaningless. Difficulties of defense with old strategies against
new threats are explained here through the emergence of tensions and the
duration of warning, which do not exist in the current security environment.
However, the second part of the article discusses the risk elements that this
new security strategy brings in to the international security environment.
Instead of creating conditions for peaceful solutions for the problems,
preventive self-defense can create new opportunities and a legal base for the
attackers. The problems that can be resolved through diplomatic methods can
turn into causes of bloody wars. The system-wide spread of use of force might
cause the collective security system to collapse. Despite these risks, the need
for new security arrangements and principles is obvious. However this strategy
should include multilateral methods that put the UN Security Council at the
center, not the unilateral preventive strikes.
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