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Sea Blindness in Turkish International Relations Literature 

Abstract

Keywords: Sea blindness, Turkish IR literature, global IR literature, international disputes, 
maritime supremacy

1. Introduction

between states. As the seas are crucial for wealth generation and geopolitical dominance, 
states have invested in technology and seamanship to master the seas and make use of the 
opportunities that the seas present. However, in many academic circles, the importance of 
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the seas has not been studied extensively, a circumstance which can be referred to as sea 
blindness.1

to appreciate the importance of the maritime domain by the general public, policy makers, 
governors and scholars. Surely, it is time for the discipline of IR to pay more attention to the 
issues of maritime supremacy in foreign policy-making. The current literature only analyses 

threats, such as political disputes in the Arctic or the South China Sea, maritime piracy in 
2

On the other hand, maritime supremacy essentially covers three basic areas. These are 
maritime economics, sea power and maritime domain studies. Maritime economics refers to 

to military capabilities, maritime economics includes activities such as maritime industry, 
maritime transportation, maritime trade, port and marina management, as well as insurance 

vehicles such as ships, submarines and the infrastructure (such as naval bases) within which 

important part of sea power. At the same time, maritime jurisdiction areas and sovereignty 
issues are among the subjects studied within the framework of sea power. Sea power also 
includes military power, maritime sovereignty, maritime jurisdiction and delimitation, and 
law of the sea. Maritime domain studies, on the other hand, comprises areas such as the 
marine environment, protection of the seas and marine life, maritime safety/security and 
seamanship. Broadly, the aim of reaching safe (navigational safety), secure (free of crimes) 
and clean seas is the main study focus of   this subject area.

1 Gurpreet S. Khurana, “India’s Sea-blindness,”  24, no. 1 (2009), http://www.indiandefencereview.
com/news/indias-sea-blindness/0/, accessed May 4, 2021 Seth Cropsey, 

2 
, 93 (6), 1293.
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Today, maritime supremacy in foreign policy-making is exercised by the states that have 
a broader vision of the seas. Sea blindness, on the other hand, is exhibited by states that 
consider their singular military and security interests as maritime supremacy mostly due to 
the advantages provided by their geopolitical position. However, these constitute only the 
sea power (security/defence) element of maritime supremacy. In addition to this, the other 

disciplines such as maritime logistics, maritime industry, marine insurance, international 

are mostly centred on the military and security dimensions of maritime studies in Turkish 
IR literature. As long as the lack of awareness about maritime economics and the maritime 
domain remains present, sea blindness will always be mentioned with regard to Turkish IR 
literature. In addition, maritime publications in Turkish IR literature are made periodically 
within the framework of maritime disputes encountered in foreign policy (such as the Eastern 
Mediterranean and the Aegean maritime jurisdiction area disputes, Montreux and the Straits 
issue). Publications on establishing maritime supremacy with a broader vision and, for 
instance, Turkey’s potential of becoming a maritime power (using maritime economics, sea 
power and maritime domain studies) are very few.

the Red Sea, the Persian Gulf, the Caspian Sea and the Black Sea are very important for 

so rich and diverse that they cannot be ignored. Turkey perpetuates a struggle for existence 

and ethnically.3 Turkey’s foreign policy is implemented with the aim to become a dominant 

maritime supremacy is again understood as only a security/defence phenomenon. Research 
published in Turkish journals and publishing houses also follows this limited Turkish foreign 
policy perspective. In this study, we have thematically examined the concept of maritime 
supremacy, which we have chosen as our main subject, with both its three dimensions and ten 

we examined the articles of journals and the books/chapters published by the publishing 
houses as main parameters.

in Turkish IR literature. We try to determine whether there is sea blindness in Turkish IR 
literature by comparing both Turkish and foreign publications. The number of scholars that 
analyse the importance of the seas for foreign policy formation is also limited at the global 
level, although it is not as few as the number of Turkish scholars who do so. In this regard, 
studies of several scholars who focus on the seas in political science and IR literature will 

IR literature concerning sea blindness will be provided. This analysis will show the missing 
maritime dimension in the IR discipline. 

3 
2006).
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2. Importance of the Seas for Mankind 
The seas have shaped the welfare level, security perception, social behaviour and foreign 
policy of states for centuries. Moreover, maritime industry is an important element of 
the economies of states as a means of communication with the world. While the strategic 
dimension of maritime supremacy is regularly underlined in IR literature, maritime economics 
and maritime domain studies, which are inseparable components of maritime supremacy, are 
less emphasized. In this context, it can be said that maritime supremacy is explained only 
with regard to its security/defence dimension. 

When you ask people what they know about shipping or how much is traded by sea, they 
will most likely comment on several states’ naval or military capabilities. But one should not 
forget that we are still heavily dependent on the global trading system based on shipping. That 
said, maritime domain explanations are dominated solely by the security/defence lenses.4 In 
fact, most of the products we buy reach us by maritime trade. Considering that 85% of global 
trade is carried out by the maritime sector, sea blindness should not be present given such 
a huge industry.5 However, the seas are mostly analysed in the context of security/defence, 
particularly in IR literature, and this is surely a major shortcoming. 

Today, maritime trade and transportation is the backbone of global capitalism and global 

alternatives, it has played a crucial role in the development of the modern international 
system based on free trade after the Second World War. Due to the huge transportation 
capacity of ships, the price of a unit of transportation (i.e., a container) is extremely cheap 
in terms of shipping costs. Also, due to the right of free navigation in international waters, 
maritime transportation is performed freely at the global level.6

world have grown in ship numbers and tonnage particularly in the last 50–60 years. Several 
international laws and regulations have been enacted, and international organisations have 
also been formed (such as the United Nations International Maritime Organisation, or IMO) 
to ensure the security of international waters. 

Undoubtedly, for economic development, international trade is essential, and maritime 

infrastructures for international trade. Generally, economic development is clearly visible in 
port cities, and unemployment is not a major problem in such areas. With globalisation, the 
importance of maritime transportation (both freight and passenger) has further increased. 
As large amounts of cargo can be transported via ships safely, reliably, and at a low cost, 
maritime transportation of products is the most preferred method of transportation.7 

In addition to being important for global capitalism and global trade, the seas are also 

4  62, no. 3 (2009): 136–46.
5 Routledge, London, 2009). 
6  The right of free navigation in international seas dates back to the Age of Renaissance in Europe. In  (or the 

in 1609, Grotius formulated the new principle that the sea was international territory, and all nations were free to use it for seafaring 
trade. The disputation was directed towards the Portuguese  (sea   under the rule of a state) policy and their claim of 
monopoly on the East Indian Trade. Based on Grotius, free navigation in international seas is considered as a basic right for all states 
of the world in the following centuries. Hugo Grotius, (Lodewijk Elzevir Publishing House, Leuven, 1609).

7  Routledge, London, 2009. 
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the seas by powerful navies is also extremely important. Approximately 5,000 naval ships sail 

safe and secure seas. In this context, maritime domain awareness is critical. This concept is 
8 

domain that could impact economy, safety, security and the environment.9

arena, especially focusing on maritime transportation, with the most important one being 
the IMO. Undoubtedly, countries should coordinate with each other, sharing information to 
ensure maritime security. 

economic power. If a state has a coast that connects to the world’s oceans, it sits in an 
advantageous position. Landlocked countries lie in a more disadvantageous position when 
it comes to international trade and geostrategic dominance. History shows that landlocked 

development. Also, civilisations have prospered in coastal cities where transportation and 

other hand, island states have some advantages in international relations as they can protect 
their lands from foreign attacks by powerful navies. As an exemplary case, the UK is a 
traditional maritime power. It holds the title of the starting site for industrialisation.10 Its 
maritime prowess surely played a key role in this development. 

Undoubtedly, sea power is crucial during times of both peace and war. States that wish 
to achieve an important position in world politics invest in their navy. Also, sea power has 
the important characteristic of deterrence in diplomacy. The concept of gunboat diplomacy is 
used for visible displays of naval power, implying or constituting a direct threat of warfare if 
the terms are not agreeable to the superior force in international politics.11 With gunboat 

political view, but also to realize the desired attitudes. In fact, gunboat diplomacy is a show 
of force with warships.12 To achieve such sea power, a state’s technological competencies and 
naval arsenal should be developed. 

Starting in the 20th century, states that transport goods via land, a highly risky and costly 
method, have declined economically. On the contrary, states that trade freely via the seas have 
economically prospered. Such states have mastered a liberal economy and have supported 
free trade instead of mercantilism. The UK, the Netherlands, Spain, Italy, Japan and the 
USA can be given as examples of such states. They purchase raw materials cheaply from 

other states. By trading internationally mostly via maritime transportation, these states have 

8  Due to the international character of maritime industry, problem solving in maritime domain is done by the International 
Maritime Organization (IMO)-UN, which is a global platform.

9  37, 
no. 2 (2015): 157–82. 

10  

11  James Cable, 

12  (1991), http://www.
, accessed September 17, 2021.



90

All Azimuth

prospered economically.13 
As can be comprehended from the discussion above, the seas clearly play a key role in 

besides sea power, states should seek maritime supremacy, especially in terms of maritime 
economics and maritime domain studies. The most prominent maritime powers, such as the 
UK, the USA, the Netherlands, Spain and Portugal, have reached that level historically by 
pursuing such a maritime supremacy perspective. 

However, studies about the seas are rather limited in the IR discipline, and this limited 

limited in number, several scholars have still underlined the importance of the seas in their 
studies. In particular, the competition between sea and land powers has been an important 
issue in international politics for IR scholars. In this context, the limited scholarly analyses in 
IR about the seas will be summarized in the following pages.

3. Sea Blindness and Utilisation of the Seas in IR: Examples from the Literature 

The seas are important factors of geopolitics, and they are also useful for defence. Land 

history. In political science and IR literature, several scholars have analysed maritime or 
oceanic civilizations (thalassocracies) in opposition to continental Eurasian civilizations 
( ). The terms  and , introduced by Schmitt (1950), 
originate from the terms thalassa (sea) in Greek and (earth) in Latin.14 In Greek 
mythology, thalassa was the primeval spirit of the sea, whose name may be of pre-Greek 
origin.  means earth in general, and ground, land or country in particular cases.

More recently, the Russian strategist Alexandr Dugin used this conceptualisation in his 
thalassocracies (also referred to as Atlanticist) are represented by the United 

Kingdom and the United States, whereas Russia and Germany are typical  (also 
referred to as Eurasian).  underline the importance of markets. Because of 
their geographical location, they have power to promote trade. Individual freedoms and human 
rights in these countries are outcomes of their commercialism. On the contrary,  
are agriculture- and military-oriented, and they are authoritarian.15 In his analyses, Dugin 
favours  and considers Russia as a prime example of one. These ideas are derived 

Kjellen, Halford John Mackinder and Karl Haushofer.16 
In , Thucydides (generally thought of as the father 

of Realism) tells the story of the struggle between Athens and Sparta.17 In this ancient work, 
one can see the importance of naval power as it had an important role in the Peloponnesian 

13  Liam Campling and Alejandro Colas,  
(Verso Press, London, 2021).

14 
15 

1997). 
16  

17  Thucydides, (Penguin Books, London, 2000). 
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to maintain its empire and retain a vital lifeline to its colonies and vassals that helped it to 

During the war, the Spartans not only capitalized on Athens’ many mistakes but importantly 

navy, thus concluding the war in Sparta’s favour. 
In his seminal book Thomas Hobbes used the Leviathan, a mythical creature 

18 That 
said, in this well-known book, this mythical creature is used to represent state power mostly 
on land. According to Judaism, Behemoth, a beast on Earth from the biblical Book of Job 
(Hebrew Bible), and Leviathan (again from the Hebrew Bible, Sea Monster) are destined 

are limited to political discussions on land. 
In 

importance of naval power, particularly for the societies of the Mediterranean.19 In his work, 

state to dominate international politics. 
In his work, 

civilisations have prospered on the coasts of the Mediterranean. By using the capabilities that 
the sea presents, these civilisations communicate with each other and economically prosper 
as a result.20 In this work, Attali shows how civilizations have become dominant powers in 
their regions by using the seas. 

Alfred Thayer Mahan underlines the importance of sea power for geopolitical hegemony. 
Mahan believes that there is a strong link between a country’s political power and the sea. 
Use of the sea in trade and control in war in particular is of utmost importance for Mahan.21 
Mahan focuses on strategic locations such as canals, coaling stations, choke points, and states 
for which control of these locations is crucial for political power. Also, the economic use 
of the seas is crucial for Mahan, and during times of peace, he believes that states should 

highlights the importance of a transnational coalition acting in support of a multinational 
system of free trade. 

Another important scholar on the topic of sea power is Julian Corbett. Corbett does not 

Sea Lines of Communication instead of battle prowess. To gain control of the Sea Lines of 
Communication, destruction or capture of enemy warships and merchants, or conducting a 
naval blockade, are main options for Corbett.22

George Modelski also underlines the value of sea power.23

powers can respond to global problems and construct a global political system as they have 

18  Thomas Hobbes, 
19  

20  

21  Alfred Thayer Mahan, 

22  (Antony Rowe Ltd., Eastbourne, 2009). 
23 
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are regional powers with substantial land armies, as well as more reclusive societies and 
economies. Modelski also argues that the rise and fall of world powers is parallel to the rise 
and decline of industrial and commercial sectors in the global economy. Modelski refers to 

there is a regularity of transition of power between major world powers, all sea powers, such 
as the Dutch Republic, Portugal, the United States and the United Kingdom.24 

Immanuel Wallerstein also utilizes the concept of maritime supremacy in his works. In his 
famous world-systems theory, Wallerstein tells the story of how capitalism changed the world. 
World-systems theory underlines an inter-regional and transnational division of labour, which 
divides the world into core states, semi-periphery states, and periphery states. Core states 
have capital-intensive production, higher skill, and the rest of the world have labour-intensive 

dynamic characteristics. As a result of revolutions in transport technology, individual states 
can gain or lose their core (semi-periphery, periphery) status over time. Certain states become 
world hegemonies for a certain period of time. During the last few centuries, as the world-
system has prospered economically and extended geographically, this hegemony has passed 
from the Netherlands to the US and the UK.25 All of these states have been important sea 
powers and active maritime traders, which has helped them to reach this status. In world-
systems theory Wallerstein underlines the importance of shipping and maritime trade, as well 
as the control of shipping routes, for rising from the periphery to the core. 

relations. Mackinder is considered the founding father of both geopolitics and geostrategy. 

- The World-Island, the interlinked continents of Europe, Asia and Africa (Afro-Eurasia). 
This is the biggest, most crowded, and wealthiest of all possible land combinations.

- The outlying islands, inclusive of the continents of North America, South America, 
and Oceania. 

The Heartland stands at the centre of the World-Island.26 In 1919, Mackinder summarised 
his theory as:27

24  

 
 

25  

26  Halford John Mackinder, “The Geographical Pivot of History,”  23, no. 4 (1904): 421–37.
27  Halford John Mackinder,  (National Defense 

University Press, 1996), 175–93.
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Halford John Mackinder’s Heartland (Pivot Area) Theory28

The power that controls the World-Island would control more than half of the world’s 

resources. The Heartland’s central position and size makes it the key to controlling the 

World-Island.

Heartland vs. Rimland29

Mackinder tried to warn the UK that its dependence on sea power would become 
a weakness as improved land transport would open the Heartland up for invasion and/or 
industrialisation.30 Although he warns Britain not to rely solely on sea power, one can still 
clearly see a land-sea dichotomy in his analyses. He underlines the importance of control 

28

29 https://geography.name/heartland, accessed June 15, 2021.
30 , 

accessed July 5, 2022.
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over the Heartland and thus warns Atlantic powers (particularly Britain) that their maritime 
dominance at the global level may not be enough to control the whole globe. 

Nicholas John Spykman’s work is similar to Mackinder’s, and it is based on the unity of 
the world seas and unity of world politics. However, Spykman also extends it to include unity 
of the airspace. Hence, Spykman underlines the importance of the air force for any country. 

the world into:
- the Heartland 
- the Rimland (same as Mackinder’s “inner or marginal crescent”)

“The Rimland” is a term particularly used by Spykman. His perspective is that the most 
strategic areas in the world are the densely populated eastern, western and southern edges 
of the Eurasian continent. Spykman criticises Mackinder for underlining the importance of 
the Heartland and for his preference for land power over sea power.31 According to Spykman:32

Spykman’s Rimland33

Another important scholar who utilises maritime concepts in his IR analyses is John 

to this theory, the great powers aim for regional hegemony in an anarchic international 

land force is the dominant military power in the modern era, and large bodies of water 
(oceans) limit the capabilities of land armies (he refers to this as the stopping power of 
water). Hence, because of the oceans, no country can become a world hegemon. As a result, 

31 (Routledge, 
London, 2007). 

32

33 , accessed May 22, 2022. 
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34

Therefore, for Mearsheimer, the US should try to become the hegemon of the Western 
Hemisphere only. Also, it should stop the rise of a similar hegemon in the Eastern Hemisphere. 

Asia and the Persian Gulf.35

As another important scholar of IR, Christopher Layne criticizes Mearsheimer’s 
reasoning. As Layne states, “apparently water stops the US from imposing its powers on 
others in distant regions, but it does not stop them from threatening American primacy in the 
Western Hemisphere”.36

Barry Buzan and Ole Wæver also underline the importance of the seas in their analyses. 
These scholars developed Regional Security Complex Theory, in which they argue that 
international security should be analysed from a regional perspective. Moreover, they argue 
that relations between states (and other actors) show regular, geographically-clustered patterns. 
Regional security complexes are, by nature, geographical and consist of neighbouring actors 
that are insulated from one another by natural barriers such as deserts, mountain ranges and 
oceans.37

Jack Levy and William Thompson, on the other hand, argue that leading sea powers do 
not have the capability, nor the incentive, to threaten the domestic political order of other 
major powers.38 Thus, for them, sea powers are non-threatening actors in international 
relations. The real decisive actors of global politics are land powers and regional actors in 
this perspective. 

In the analyses of the above-mentioned theorists, the seas hold a pivotal position in 
discussions of dominance in IR. In some of the examined works, a land-sea dichotomy is 
also visible. Thus, for various scholars of IR, the competition between land-based and sea-
based powers is an important issue in IR. That said, the number of scholars who underline 
the importance of the seas for global dominance is still marginal. Only few of the studies 
summarised in the previous pages could be given as examples. In some of these studies, 
maritime issues are implied, but remain overshadowed by other security topics. There is a fairly 
mainstream discussion on American grand strategy by IR luminaries (like Mearsheimer and 
his critics) that is premised on maritime concepts, but again with a very limited and particular 
focus on the military aspects of naval power. The whole discussion on the (alleged) stopping 

maritime topics are either neglected or are only there as an afterthought to national security. 
The two important aspects of maritime supremacy (maritime economics and maritime 

domain studies) are neglected by most of these scholars. Therefore, one can say that sea 

34  John Mearsheimer, 
35  

25, no. 2 (2002): 233–48.
36 12, no. 2 

(2003): 127.
37  Barry Buzan and Ole Wæver, 

(Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, 2003). 
38  Jack S. Levy and William R. Thompson, “Balancing on Land and at Sea: Do States Ally Against the Leading Global Power?” 

 35, no. 1 (2010): 7–43. 
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present in Turkey up until the last couple of years. The rise in sea-related publications in recent 
years is a result of disputes with Greece and the Greek Cypriot Administration of Southern 
Cyprus (GCASC). Particularly, the defence/security dimension of maritime supremacy is 
merely analysed in Turkish IR literature. Given these observations, an analysis of Turkish 
and global IR literature concerning sea blindness will be made in the following pages.

4. Sea Blindness and Turkish IR Literature

(protection of the seas and marine life) have been shown to bolster states seeking power in 

and maritime-related economic sectors in a country. Here, human resources and the general 
public’s awareness of the maritime domain and economic production in these sectors is of 
utmost importance. Maritime economics also includes maritime industry (trade, transportation 
and ports). Sea power is related to the military capabilities at sea, infrastructure and naval 
capabilities. Particularly, the number of ships (the navy) and the related infrastructure (such as 
naval bases) is crucial. It includes military/naval power, maritime sovereignty and maritime 
jurisdiction and delimitation areas. Maritime domain studies include maritime environment, 
maritime safety/security and seamanship. Safe, secure and clean seas are the main targets of 
policy-makers in this domain. 

As a remedy for sea blindness, the general public should also be included in the broad 
maritime policy decisions of the state. Social activities such as sailing, scuba diving, building 

positive culture around the sea. Coastal areas should be planned so that the seas are easily 
accessible by the public for recreational activities. Maritime trade and transportation, sea 

developed to get a bigger share from the global capitalist production system. The relevant 
high schools and departments or faculties of universities should be established so that the 
youth is aware of the importance of the seas for economic and political development of the 
country. With these strategies, the state and society can become more active in maritime 
economics, sea power and maritime domain studies, which helps move toward the broader 
political vision of becoming a global maritime power. 

maritime economics and maritime domain studies is limited to naval/military capabilities. The 
grand strategy of becoming a maritime power is left on the shoulders of military personnel. 
What’s necessary then is the development of civilian seamanship and sea culture in a country. 
A foreign policy acknowledging the importance of maritime supremacy based on maritime 
economics, sea power and maritime domain studies for global geostrategic and economic 
hegemony is lacking in Turkish foreign policy.

Publications in Turkish IR literature follow Turkish foreign policy and focus mostly on the 
defence/security dimension (sea power) of maritime supremacy. The parameters we use for 
both journals and published books identify maritime supremacy as a subject, with maritime 

surrounding Turkey as a thematic area. (We have only looked at the Turkish publications 
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journals and publishing houses until 31 December 2021 are taken as a criterion. The concept 
of maritime supremacy is not limited to disputes over the delimitation of maritime jurisdiction 
areas (or law of the sea issues) or military/security power issues such as gunboat diplomacy. 
Maritime supremacy also includes maritime economics and maritime domain studies areas. 
In this context, one can see that sea blindness is present in Turkish IR literature by looking at 
Table 1, since most of the publications here are related with the military/security dimension 
of maritime supremacy. The authors of this manuscript have perused the articles published in 
twenty of the most well-known Turkish political science and IR journals about the seas and 
have found out the following results. 

Table 1- Articles Published in Turkish Journals About the Seas

Journals39 Number of 
Articles

40 
of Maritime 
Supremacy

1 All Azimuth - -
2 Alternatif Politika (Alternative Politics) 1 b
3 23 b, c
4 11 a, b
5 Bilig 2 b, c
6 Ege Academic Review - -
7 Gazi Academic Review 3 b
8 Insight Turkey 10 b
9 Journal of Black Sea Studies 4 a, b

10 Journal of Middle East Studies 1 b
11 Journal of Security Sciences 2 b
12 Journal of Security Strategies 16 a, b, c
13 Journal of Security Studies 1 b
14 Marmara University Journal of Political Science 1 c
15 4 b
16 Perceptions 26 b
17 Public and Private International Law Bulletin 18 b, c
18 Siyasal: Journal of Political Science 1 b
19 7 b
20 4 b

As can be seen in the table above, the number of articles published about the seas is rather 
limited in Turkey. Particularly, there is a tendency towards publishing material solely on the 
sea power dimension of maritime supremacy. Of the 20 Turkish journals we analysed to detect 
sea blindness, we have seen that 2 journals did not publish any articles on the seas. Only 3 
of the remaining 18 journals have articles related to a-type,41 and there are 5 journals that 

39 d alphabetically.
40 ies.
41  

 
“A Comparative Model in the Maritime Sector,”  

12, no. 23 (2016): 
,”  

49 (2016): 141–56. 
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published about c-type.42 Except for 1 journal (the 
, which has only 1 publication related to c), almost all of them have b-type.43 We think 

about b and 3 articles are about c in , 
which has a total of 23 articles on the seas. In this journal, there are no articles related to a. 
In the journal , only 1 of the 11 articles is about a and the others are about 
b. When we look at the , we see a little more diversity. This 
journal, which has published 16 articles on the seas, has 11 articles about b, 3 articles about a 
and 2 articles about c. All aspects of maritime supremacy (all a, b, and c) have been published 
in this journal alone. The journal , on the other hand, has 26 articles about the 
seas, but they are all about b. In this journal, articles mostly about Turkey’s Aegean, Eastern 
Mediterranean and Black Sea policies were published. 

, a journal of international law, has published 17 articles. However, only 3 of them are 
related to c and the others are related to b. In this journal, there is no article about a.

Similar observations can also be made about the books/book chapters published in Turkey. 
There are very limited publications on the maritime economics and maritime domain studies 
dimensions of maritime supremacy in Turkish books and book chapters. When we look at the 
20 Turkish publishing houses in Table 2, we see that sea blindness continues to be a trend. 
Only 12 books from the 20 publishers we analysed are about the seas. And 11 of these are 
about b-type,44 while only 1 is about c-type.45 Almost all of the publications related to b are 
about the Aegean and Eastern Mediterranean, and only one of them is about the Black Sea. 
Only TASAM has 1 book about c, and this is about the marine ecosystem. Looking at Table 
2, we see that there is no publication about a46 (on maritime economy), which is an important 
dimension of maritime supremacy.

42 
Perspectives for Local and Regional Cooperation,” 
Turkish Law of Oil Pollution Conventions - Some Recent Developments,”  24, 1-2 

 44, no. 1 (1989): 

 15, no. 32 (2019): 713–30.
43  

Law,”  

 

 29 (1999): 131–55. 
44  The following are some examples of b-type books: Hasret 

Ülger,  (Derin: 
  Ioannidis Dimitrios,  (Nobel: Ankara, 2020) 

2006) . 
45  

 (TASAM, 2019) .
46  There is no publication about a-type books/book chapters in Turkish IR literature.
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Table 2- Books/Book Chapters About the Seas Published by Turkish Publishers 

Publishing House47 Number of Books or 
Chapters

48 of 
Maritime Supremacy

1 Alfa - -
2 Beta 1 b
3 Derin 1 b
4 Detay - -
5 Dost - -
6 Gazi 1 b
7 - -
8 - -
9 - -

10 - -
11 Metis - -
12 Nobel 3 b
13 Remzi - -
14 2 b
15 SETA 1 b
16 Siyasal - -
17 TASAM 2 b, c
18 Turhan 1 b

19 (International Relations Library) - -

20 - -

When analysing international politics, global IR scholars generally base their studies on 

of the three areas of sovereignty of a state (land, sea, air), the land area is prioritised, and the 

decision-makers in Turkey mostly focus on the seas with regard to their security/defence. 
The importance of the seas for geopolitical dominance has only come up in Turkey due to the 
disputes with Greece and GCASC concerning the Aegean Sea and Eastern Mediterranean, 
particularly after the 2000s. Although the dispute with Greece over the Aegean dates back to 
the 1970s, the importance of the seas did not come to the forefront of debates within Turkish 
academic circles or in Turkish IR literature until the last couple of years. 

IR literature. Historically, the Eastern Mediterranean basin has been a very important 
geostrategic region that connects the East and the West. During the last couple of years, 
the seas have become a hot topic in Turkey due to disputes with Greece and the GCASC in 
the Eastern Mediterranean. Coupled with the hydrocarbon research activities in the region, 
supremacy has become a target for Turkish policy-makers. As can be seen from Tables 
1 and 2, publications about the region only focus on sea power, which concerns disputes 
regarding maritime jurisdiction areas. In Turkish foreign policy, sea blindness continues to 
be a trend, and only very recently has the importance of the seas surrounding Turkey been 
comprehended.

47 are listed alphabetically.
48 



100

All Azimuth

made about the Black Sea, examining aspects such as the geopolitical position of the Black 
Sea, the role and importance of the Black Sea in terms of Turkey’s regional and international 
security, and Turkey’s potential to become an important power within the Black Sea region 
as a coastal state.49 Likewise, studies on the Turkish Straits, which are located on the exit 
route of the Black Sea to the Mediterranean, are generally related to issues concerning the 
law of the sea on the basis of the Montreux Convention, and to hard power issues such as 
geostrategic and power balances.50 In the books/book chapters and articles published on the 
Black Sea and the Turkish Straits that unite the continents, only the naval/military force (sea 
power) element is discussed among the factors of maritime supremacy. Since there are almost 
no publications on maritime economics and maritime domain studies, one may conclude that 
sea blindness is prevalent in Turkish IR regarding the Black Sea and the Straits. As a matter 

international system and security in these regions, which began to be referred to as the wide 
Black Sea basin in the post-Cold War period. Also, there is a growing need for studies on 
marine energy security and the maritime environment in these regions.

at the forefront of the places where both regional and non-regional power groups are most 

the richest oil and natural gas deposits in the world. However, the fact that the status of the 

littoral states, especially regarding the rich hydrocarbon reserves. Turkey sees this place as an 
energy transit area in terms of energy projects and pipeline routes in the Caspian.51 The studies 
of Turkish IR scholars on the Caspian, who generally follow Turkish foreign policy, are mostly 
related to the delimitation of maritime jurisdiction areas, sovereignty rights established on 
natural resources, political problems between littoral states, energy companies operating in 

of the resources in the Caspian for Turkey, maritime sovereignty and naval/military power. 
However, there is a need for publications in areas such as maritime economics, protection of 
the marine environment or management of the ports within the region. 

Connecting the Indian Ocean and the Mediterranean, the Red Sea is a crucial waterway 
for the world. The Red Sea and Suez Canal are very important geopolitically given their 

rich oil/natural gas deposits, is a gulf connected to the Indian Ocean in the region between 
southwest Iran and north of the Arabian Peninsula in the Middle East. One-third of the 
world’s oil production is carried out in the Persian Gulf and two-thirds of the world’s oil 
reserves are located in this region. In addition to oil wealth, natural gas is also abundant in 

49 g  1, no. 1 (2007): 197.
50 

 37, no. 1 (2017): 126.
51 sorunu: k

a  12, no. 46 (2016): 24–5.
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52 Studies in Turkish IR literature are limited to political 
power struggles between the Red Sea and Persian Gulf littoral states. In both regions, we see 
a lack of research and a lack of interest in areas such as maritime economics and maritime 
domain studies, which are key factors for maritime supremacy. Thus, we have shown that sea 
blindness is also present in Turkish IR literature about these regions.

as a new area of struggle within the scope of both economic investment opportunities and as 
a new maritime transport route. As a matter of fact, the Arctic and Antarctic regions are very 
important for global actors due to potential natural resources and the sovereignty struggles of 

conditions, they draw attention with the ample hydrocarbon reserves they contain.53 In recent 
years, Turkish IR scholars have started to publish material on topics such as the delimitation 
of maritime jurisdictions on the poles, the sovereignty struggles between littoral states, and 
the policies of organizations such as the EU and NATO on the poles. However, studies on 
only one dimension of maritime supremacy (sea power) have again led to sea blindness with 
regard to these areas. On the other hand, some other studies are also published on the English 

54 and the South China Sea, where there are disputes 
between China, Vietnam, Philippines, Malaysia, Taiwan and Brunei on maritime jurisdiction 

security and defence issues. Turkish scholars have done very limited studies on areas such 
as marine environment policy, maritime economics, maritime transport policy or the South 
China Sea. Due to this situation, it is possible to say that sea blindness also exists for these 
regions. 

robust foreign policy based on attaining supremacy over its surrounding seas and expanding 
its international trade activities by means of maritime transportation, which necessitates the 

maritime issues, its area focus is sadly limited to defence/security issues, focusing primarily 
on a limited consideration of gunboat diplomacy and issues such as hydrocarbon research 
activities in the Eastern Mediterranean against Greece and the GCASC. A broad foreign 
policy based on maritime supremacy that includes maritime economics, sea power, and 
maritime domain studies is wanting in Turkish politics. Similarly, Turkish IR literature lacks 
a broad vision. Without such a strategy, it is anticipated that the limited maritime activities 
and policy-making in Turkey, as well as in the Aegean and the Eastern Mediterranean, are 
destined to be unsuccessful. 

The analysis of the number of articles in Turkish journals and books/book chapters by 
Turkish publishers proves that there is sea blindness in Turkish IR literature. However, sea 
blindness is also a major problem in the broader IR discipline. That said, the number of articles 
that are published in foreign journals on the seas, especially about maritime economics and 

52 odaklanan g m sebepler ve aktörler,”  11, no. 2 (2019): 
327–68.

53 
 

54 
 49, no. 3 

(2018): 433–34.
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maritime domain studies, is much higher than the Turkish ones. The following table shows 
that European-Western and international scholars are aware of the importance of the seas for 
foreign policy-making. Table 3 is organised by the top 20 journals of the Scopus index on 
political science and IR.55 As can be clearly seen here, the number of articles on the seas is 
much higher than the Turkish publications about maritime economics and maritime domain 
studies. However, this number is still not high enough to grasp the importance of the seas for 

the global IR discipline, but this is a topic that should be researched in another paper. 

Journals56 Number of 
Articles

57 of Maritime 
Supremacy

1 American Political Science Review 2 a, b
2 American Journal of Political Science 2 b, c
3 Political Analysis - -
4 International Organization 19 a, b, c
5 British Journal of Political Science - -
6 - -
7 Political Science Research and Methods 2 b
8 Journal of Peace Research 4 b
9 Political Psychology - -

10 European Political Science Review 3 b
11 10 b
12 West European Politics - -
13 Review of International Political Economy - -
14 Policy and Society - -
15 Perspective on Politics - -
16 International Security 16 b
17 26 a, b, c
18 Review of International Organizations 2 b
19 World Politics 2 b
20 European Union Politics - -

When we analyse Table 3, we see that 11 of the 20 foreign journals we examined have 
published articles about the seas. Only 2 of these journals (  

55  
56 in 2021 (Scopus).
57  
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and ) had publications on a,58 b59 and c-type60 articles. 
 has published a total of 19 relevant publications, 7 of which are about a and b, 

with the remaining 5 being about c.  has published 5 articles about a and 
c, and 16 about b. There is even one article about sea blindness in this journal. This article has 
been categorised as c in our analysis, because it is more related to c. 

either. They have been studied only in certain foreign journals with dimensions of a, b and c. 
This situation shows that there is partial sea blindness in foreign journals as well. However, 
when the articles in these journals are compared with Turkish IR literature, we can see that 
dimensions of a, b and c have been studied more in the foreign journals. Contrarily, only the 

by saying that there is a lesser degree of sea blindness in global IR literature as compared to 
Turkish literature.

5. Conclusion

Sea, Red Sea, Persian Gulf, Caspian Sea and Black Sea. However, the publications made 
by Turkish scholars in these regions, which are important for Turkish foreign policy, are 
generally about sea power, or to be more precise, they are largely security- and defence-
oriented. Moreover, when we look at the manuscripts published in refereed journals in the 
discipline of IR in Turkey, we see that there are not many articles on the other two important 
dimensions, namely maritime economics and maritime domain studies. On the other hand, 

basins, and again focus on sea power in international politics. 
Whether we evaluate on a basin basis or with all dimensions of maritime supremacy 

included, we can say that sea blindness is present in Turkish IR literature because scholars 
do not focus on the two major dimensions of maritime supremacy (maritime economics and 
maritime domain studies), nor do they take into account all dimensions of maritime supremacy. 
Another point that should be noted is that the number of security/defence publications based 
on sea power are also low. Such publications in Turkish IR literature increase cyclically 

58 

 31, no. 

 
22, no. 4 (1946): 488–500. 

59 

 73, 

 96, no. 1 (2020): 131–48. 
60  

 93, no. 6 (2017): 1293–
 95, no. 5 (2019): 

 95, no. 5 (2019): 971–78.
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when Turkish foreign policy faces disputes in maritime jurisdiction areas (such as the Aegean 
or the Eastern Mediterranean). Of course, a similar situation exists in IR literature at the 
global level. IR and foreign policy analyses are generally made about the land area of states. 
However, it should be noted that such publications that focus on all dimensions of maritime 
supremacy are still more common globally when compared to Turkish IR literature. 

Turkish IR literature lacks a broader vision about the seas and underestimates the 
importance of maritime supremacy for foreign policy-making. Indeed, the Ottoman 
Empire, Turkey’s predecessor, was a major sea power and controlled the seas of the Eastern 
Mediterranean for more than seven centuries. Modern Turkey should be similarly aware of 
the importance of the seas for foreign policy and should have a broader vision by prioritising 
maritime economics and maritime domain studies as key factors of maritime supremacy. 

result of the recent clashes with Greece and Greek Cypriots, caused by the ongoing dispute in 
recent decades about the sovereignty of the Aegean Sea and the Eastern Mediterranean. If not 
for this dispute, one can say that Turks would be relatively unaware of the importance of the 
seas. Therefore, it is clear that there is a need for ample publications in all areas of maritime 
supremacy in Turkish IR literature. In the future, it is expected that Turkish scholars will 
publish more articles and books/book chapters about these vital topics. 
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