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Dear readers/followers,

In recent years, the political landscape of the U.S. (United States) has experienced profound
transformations that have significantly heightened social tensions and brought American politics
to the forefront of global public attention. As the global hegemon, political and socio-economic
developments within the U.S. are not merely domestic issues but are intricately linked to the
broader international order. Consequently, shifts in the U.S. political environment reverberate far
beyond its borders, affecting international relations and global stability. This dynamic is
particularly evident in U.S.-Turkiye relations, where changes in American political paradigms

profoundly influence bilateral ties between these two nations.

The rise of political polarization in the United States has been one of the most notable
developments in recent years. This polarization has manifested in increasingly divisive rhetoric,
policy gridlock, and social unrest. The 2024 presidential election, in particular, will mark a
significant turning point, with a new and somewhat unusual election race between Kamala Harris
— after President Joe Biden’s withdrawal — and the assassination attempt on Donald Trump

highlighting deep-seated divisions within American society.

The impact of U.S. political developments on its relationship with Turkiye exemplifies the
intricate connection between domestic politics and foreign policy. Historically, U.S.-Turkiye
relations have been characterized by strategic cooperation, particularly within the framework of
NATO. However, recent years have seen increasing strain in this relationship, influenced by a
combination of domestic political shifts in both countries and broader geopolitical dynamics. In
this political conjuncture, a new special issue on U.S. domestic politics and the country’s global

diplomatic ties (e.g., with Tirkiye) is a much-needed addition to the growing scholarly literature.
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As such, our editorial team at UPA Strategic Affairs is pleased to present our new special issue

on U.S. politics and U.S.-Turkiye relations.

While the U.S. is undergoing a tumultuous time, as mentioned above, we — in Turkiye — are
having difficulties as the country’s entire economic and financial System is being radically
reformed along the lines of the economic premier Mehmet Simsek’s structural adjustment
program. Though high inflation, currency devaluation, and an entirely new set of taxes may
create problems for Turkish researchers aiming to access a wide variety of resources, attend
international conferences, and produce high-quality works, UPA Strategic Affairs continues its
quest for being a widely respected academic platform to raise the standards of Turkish
scholarship and represent the country’s up-and-coming new generation of experts with original
scientific studies in the fields of Political Science and International Relations (IR) in particular —

alongside other social science fields such as Sociology and Economics.

We are truly grateful for your kind attention and wish you a pleasant time reading our latest

issue.

Assoc. Prof. Oguzhan GOKSEL
Marmara University
Editor-in-Chief of UPA Strategic Affairs

16.08.2024
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TURKISH-AMERICAN ECONOMIC RELATIONS FROM THE PAST TO THE
FUTURE

Oytun MECIK?

Abstract: Turkish-American economic relations represent the economic dimension of the
political and strategic ties between the two countries, encompassing significant factors such as
trade volume, direct investments, military cooperation, and strategic partnerships. These
relations, which began in the post-World War 11 era, were shaped by the economic and
military aid provided by the United States to Tlrkiye. During the Cold War, programs like the
Marshall Plan and the Truman Doctrine contributed to the modernization of Tiirkiye’s
infrastructure and the enhancement of its defense capacity. The 1990s saw further deepening
of these ties under the influence of globalization, and the 2000s brought even more dynamism
with Tirkiye’s rapid economic growth and reforms. Today, despite current challenges such as
trade wars, embargoes, and sanctions, there are still opportunities for cooperation in strategic
areas like energy, defense, and technology. This study examines the historical development of

Turkish-American economic relations and explores how they might evolve in the future.

Keywords: Turkish-American Economic Relations, Cold War, Marshall Plan, Trade Volume,

Strategic Partnership.
Article Category: Economics / International Relations
Date of Submission: 24.05.2024
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GECMISTEN GELECEGE TURK-AMERIKAN EKONOMIK iLiSKiLERI

Ozet: Turk-Amerikan ekonomik iliskileri, siyasi ve stratejik baglarin ekonomik boyutunu
olusturur ve iki iilke arasindaki ticaret hacmi, dogrudan yatirimlar, askeri ig birligi ve stratejik
ortakliklar gibi bircok énemli faktorii kapsar. ikinci Diinya Savasi sonras1 donemde baslayan
bu ekonomik iliskiler, Amerika Birlesik Devletleri’nin Turkiye’ye sagladigi ekonomik ve
askeri yardimlarla sekillenmistir. Soguk Savas donemi boyunca Marshall Plan1 ve Truman
Doktrini gibi programlar araciligiyla Tiirkiye’nin altyapisi modernize edilmis ve savunma
kapasitesi artirilmistir. 1990’larda kiiresellesme etkisiyle derinlesen bu iligkiler, 2000°li
yillarda Tiirkiye’nin hizli ekonomik biiylimesi ve reformlarla daha da dinamik hale gelmistir.
Gunlimuzde ise, ticaret savaglari, ambargolar ve yaptirimlar gibi mevcut engellere ragmen,
enerji, savunma ve teknoloji gibi stratejik alanlarda is birligi firsatlar1 devam etmektedir. Bu
calismada, Tiirk-Amerikan ekonomik iliskilerinin tarihsel gelisimi ve gelecekte nasil

sekillenebilecegi ele alinmaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Tirk-dmerikan Ekonomik [liskileri, Soguk Savas, Marshall Plan,
Ticaret Hacmi, Stratejik Ortaklik.
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Introduction

Turkish-American economic relations constitute the economic dimension of the political and
strategic ties between the two countries. These relations include many important factors such
as trade volume, direct investments, military cooperation, and strategic partnerships between
the two countries. Economic relations between two countries affect not only economic

interests but also political and strategic balances.

Economic relations that started after the Second World War? were shaped by the economic
and military aid provided by the United States (U.S.) to Tiirkiye during the Cold War? period.
Aid was provided to Tirkiye through programs such as the Marshall Plan* and the Truman
Doctrine® contributed to the modernization of the country’s economic infrastructure and
increased defense capacity. During this period, the economic support given by the U.S. to
Turkiye provided significant developments in the country’s industrial and agricultural sectors,
and military relations were strengthened with NATO® membership.

In the 1990s, Turkish-American relations deepened further under the influence of
globalization. During this period, Tlrkiye’s transition to a free-market economy and IMF-
supported economic reforms had a positive impact on trade and investment relations with the
U.S. Privatization policies and free trade agreements have strengthened the economic ties

between the two countries. Additionally, the integration of the global economy in the post-

2 World War 11 was a global conflict that took place between the Allies (U.S., United Kingdom, Soviet Union,
and others) and the Axis powers (Germany, Italy, and Japan) between 1939 and 1945 and caused great
destruction around the world. See; Thomas A. Hughes & John Graham Royde-Smith, “World War 11,
Encyclopedia Britannica, Date of Accession: 01.05.2024 from https.//www.britannica.com/event/World-War-I1.
3 It is the period of political, ideological, and military tension between the United States (U.S.) and the Soviet
Union (USSR) between 1947 and 1991, following World War I1. During this period, the two superpowers used
various methods such as propaganda, espionage, arms races, and proxy wars to expand their global influence
without engaging in direct military conflict. See; Encyclopedia Britannica, “Cold War”, Date of Accession:
01.05.2024 from https://www.britannica.com/event/Cold-War.

4 It is a program carried out by the U.S. between 1948 and 1952 to provide economic aid to Western European
countries. This plan aimed to rebuild the European economies devastated after the Second World War and
prevent the spread of communism. See; Encyclopedia Britannica, “Marshall Plan”, Date of Accession:
01.05.2024 from https://www.britannica.com/event/Marshall-Plan.

® It is a foreign policy doctrine declared by U.S. President Harry S. Truman in 1947, under which the U.S.
undertakes to provide economic and military assistance to threatened countries around the world to counter the
expansionist policies of the Soviet Union. This doctrine, which started with aid to Greece and Turkiye in
particular, formed the basis of Washington’s global strategy against the Soviet Union during the Cold War. See;
Encyclopedia Britannica, “Truman Doctrine”, Date of Accession: 01.05.2024 from
https://www.britannica.com/event/Truman-Doctrine.

5 NATO (North Atlantic Treaty Organization) is a military alliance established in 1949 to provide collective
defense among its members. The main purpose of the organization is to protect the security of its member
countries, with the principle that an attack on one of its members is considered an attack on all of them. See;
David G. Haglund, “North Atlantic Treaty Organization”, Encyclopedia Britannica, Date of Accession:
01.05.2024 from https://www.britannica.com/topic/North-Atlantic-Treaty-Organization.
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Cold War period allowed Turkiye to increase its trade and foreign direct investments with the
United States.

The reforms carried out in the Turkish economy in the 2000s enabled the economy to enter a
period of rapid growth. Banking sector reforms, ensuring public finance discipline, and
structural reforms have contributed to economic relations with the U.S. becoming more
dynamic. During this period, the trade volume between the two countries increased
significantly and partnerships deepened in areas such as energy projects and defense industry
cooperation. Turkiye’s economic growth and stability have placed its trade and investment
relations with the U.S. on a firmer footing.’

Today, Turkish-American economic relations have entered a period full of both opportunities
and difficulties. Although current problems such as trade wars, embargoes, and sanctions have
created tension in relations, opportunities for cooperation in strategic areas such as energy,
defense, and technology continue. A new page has been opened in relations with the Biden
administration, and efforts to improve trade relations through diplomacy and dialogue have
come to the fore. In the future, new collaborations are envisaged in areas such as the digital
economy, green energy, and the defense industry, and it is aimed to encourage direct foreign

investments by expanding free trade agreements.®

In this article, the historical development, important turning points, and the status of Turkish-
American economic relations will be discussed. Additionally, the effects of these relations on
the economies and policies of both countries will be examined. The article aims to provide the
reader with a comprehensive perspective to better understand why these relationships are

essential and how they may be shaped in the future.
1. Periods and Characteristics of Turkiye-U.S. Economic Relations

When the economic relations between Tirkiye and United States are considered by period, a
significant development can be seen after the Second World War. During this period, the U.S.
provided economic and military aid to Turkiye through the Marshall Plan and the Truman
Doctrine, thus contributing to the modernization of the Turkish economy and increasing its
defense capacity. During the Cold War, Tlrkiye’s membership in NATO strengthened its

strategic partnership with the U.S. and deepened economic relations.

" Giil Tuba Dagc1 (2012), “Turkey-US Relations in Justice and Development Partys Era”, Alternatives: Turkish
Journal of International Relations, Vol. 11, no: 2, pp. 1-11.

8 Saban Kardas (2011), “Turkish-American Relations in the 2000s: Revisiting the Basic Parameters of
Partnership?”, Perceptions: Journal of International Affairs, Vol. 16, no: 3, pp. 25-52.
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Tirkiye had the opportunity to modernize its economy by developing its agricultural and
industrial infrastructure with the aid it received within the scope of the Marshall Plan. The
Marshall Plan has provided significant developments in Tlrkiye’s infrastructure investments,
industrial facilities, and education. During this period, the aid provided by the U.S. to Turkiye
made significant contributions to the growth and industrialization of the Turkish economy.
For example, the agricultural machinery and technology transfer provided to Tirkiye within

the scope of Marshall Aid helped modernize the agricultural sector.

During the Cold War, although the trade volume was limited the foundations of economic
relations were laid. Trade barriers such as tariffs and quotas have restricted the growth of
trade between the two countries. For example, agricultural products such as wheat and corn
imported from the Turkiye have made significant contributions to the agricultural sector. On
the other hand, Tiirkiye’s exports to the U.S. are concentrated in sectors such as textile and

ready-made clothing.

After the end of the Cold War, economic relations between Turkiye and the U.S. entered a
new era. During this period, Turkiye’s transition to a free-market economy and economic
reforms positively affected trade and investment relations with the U.S. In the 1990s,
economic liberalization policies and the privatization process strengthened the economic ties
between the two countries. Turkiye’s relations with the IMF and the World Bank played an
important role in the economic reform process. These reforms ensured Tirkiye’s

macroeconomic stability and facilitated the attraction of foreign investments to the country.®

Turkiye’s signing of a Customs Union® agreement with the European Union in 1995 also
affected its trade relations with the U.S. This agreement made a significant change in
Turkiye’s foreign trade policy, enabling important steps to be taken towards developing free
trade agreements and bilateral trade with the U.S. The Customs Union has created a
significant transformation in Turkiye’s trade policy and contributed to the more accessible
and more open development of trade relations with the U.S. Trade volume with the U.S. has

increased, especially in the automotive and white goods sectors.

In the 1990s, Turkish-American economic relations deepened further under the influence of

globalization. Tirkiye’s transition to a free-market economy and IMF-supported economic

® Mustafa Aydin (2005), “Turkish Foreign Policy at the End of The Cold War: Roots and Dynamics”, The
Turkish Yearbook of International Relations Vol. 36, no: 1, pp. 1-36.

10 It is the initial type of economic integration of common customs tariffs against the third standard, in which
customs duties and restrictions between member countries are abolished. This union allows goods to move
between members’ countries and enables economic coming together by eliminating trade barriers.



Oytun MECIK UPA Strategic Affairs 5 (2)

reforms have positively affected trade and investment relations with the U.S. Privatization
policies and free trade agreements have strengthened the economic ties between the two
countries. The process of integration into the global economy has helped Turkiye increase its
trade and foreign direct investments with the United States.

The economic reforms carried out in the 2000s enabled the Turkish economy to enter a period
of rapid growth. Banking sector reforms, ensuring public finance discipline, and structural
reforms have contributed to making economic relations with the U.S. more dynamic. During
this period, the trade volume between the two countries increased significantly and
partnerships deepened in areas such as energy projects and defense industry cooperation.
Tirkiye’s economic growth and stability have placed its trade and investment relations with
the U.S. on a firmer footing. During this period, Tirkiye’s GDP increased significantly, and

per capita income increased.!

The trade volume between Tirkiye and the U.S. increased significantly in the 2000s. Between
2002 and 2020, the trade volume between the two countries almost quadrupled. During this
period, trade volume increased significantly, especially in the automotive, defense industry,
and textile sectors. Among the most essential items in Turkiye’s exports to the U.S. were
automotive spare parts, machinery and devices, textile products, and foodstuffs. Aircraft and
aircraft parts, electronic devices, medical supplies, and agricultural products came to the fore

in U.S. exports to Turkiye.

Energy projects, defense industry collaborations, and other economic partnerships were the
main elements of economic relations between the two countries in the 2000s. For example,
Tirkiye’s TANAP (Trans-Anatolian Natural Gas Pipeline)!? project has contributed to
regional energy security with the support of the United States. Additionally, collaborations in
the field of defense industry have helped Tirkiye develop its domestic defense industry.
American defense companies such as Lockheed Martin, Boeing, and Raytheon have
strengthened the military and technological cooperation between the two countries by

contributing to Turkiye’s defense projects.

11 Hugh Bredenkamp & Mats Josefsson & Carl-Johan Lindgren & Siireyya Serdengecti (2009), “Turkey’s
Renaissance: From Banking Crisis to Economic Revival”, in (Eduard Brau & lan McDonald eds.) Successes of
the International Monetary Fund, London: Palgrave Macmillan, pp. 64-84.

12 It is a pipeline that carries natural gas from Azerbaijan to Europe via Turkiye. The pipeline, which became
operational in 2018, is part of the Southern Gas Corridor and aims to increase energy security and reduce
Europe's energy dependence on Russia. See; TANAP, “Executive Summary”, Date of Accession: 05.05.2024
from https://www.tanap.com/store/file/23b5452f44ba006d1708b53749438367.pdf.



https://www.tanap.com/store/file/23b5452f44ba006d1708b53749438367.pdf

Oytun MECIK UPA Strategic Affairs 5 (2)

In recent years, there have been both opportunities and challenges in economic relations
between Tirkiye and the United States. Although problems such as trade wars, embargoes,
and sanctions have created tension in the relations between the two countries, opportunities

for cooperation in strategic areas such as energy, defense, and technology continue.

During the Trump administration, there were uncertainties in the U.S.’s trade relations with
Tirkiye. Additional customs duties especially applied to strategically important products such
as steel and aluminum, negatively affected Turkiye’s exports to the U.S. Additionally, the
Trump administration brought CAATSA® sanctions to the agenda due to Tiirkiye’s purchase
of S-400 air defense systems, creating tension in relations.'* Trade wars and embargoes have
created uncertainties in Turkish-American economic relations and worried investors.
However, despite these problems, opportunities for cooperation continue in areas such as
energy, defense, and technology. Tirkiye’s efforts to increase domestic production capacity in
the defense industry may make its cooperation with the United States more strategic.
Additionally, there is potential for cooperation in new areas such as renewable energy and the

digital economy.

With the Biden administration, efforts to improve trade relations through diplomacy and
dialogue have come to the fore. In the future, new collaborations are envisaged in areas such
as the digital economy, green energy, and defense industry, and it is aimed to encourage direct

foreign investments by expanding free trade agreements.

The Biden administration aimed to open a new page in Turkiye-U.S. economic relations.
Emphasizing diplomacy and dialogue instead of trade wars has created a positive atmosphere
in relations. The Biden administration tried to improve trade relations and strengthen strategic
partnerships with Tlrkiye. In addition to defense industry, there is a high potential for

cooperation in new areas such as the renewable energy and the digital economy.®

13 It is a law passed by the United States Congress in 2017 that provides for the imposition of economic
sanctions against Iran, North Korea, and Russia. This law aims to deter such activities by targeting countries that
engage in activities against the interests of the United States and individuals and organizations doing business
with these countries. For details, see; Sener Celik (2022), “ABD Yaptirimlarinin Uluslararasi Insan Haklarmna
Etkisi: GMA ve CAATSA Kapsaminda Bir Degerlendirme”, Ankara Universitesi SBF Dergisi, Vol. 77, no: 1,
pp. 179-203.

14 For a detailed analysis on this, see; Ozan Ormeci & Cenk Ozgen & Eren Alper Yilmaz (2022), “F-35 Crisis:
Will Turkish-US Defense Cooperation Continue?”, Middle East Policy, Vol. 29, no: 2, Summer 2022, pp. 85-97.
15 Bargin Yinang (2023), “A “new era” in Turkish-American Relations?”, Yetkin Report, 08.09.2023, Date of
Accession: 05.05.2024 from https://yetkinreport.com/en/2023/09/08/a-new-era-with-the-us/.
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2. The Main Determinants of Turkiye-U.S. Economic Relations
2.1. The Effect of Political Relations

Political relations between Tirkiye and America are one of the main factors that determine
the course of economic relations. In recent years, different approaches to the Syrian crisis,
counter-terrorism strategies, and human rights issues have caused political tensions between

two countries.

The Irag War, which started in 2003, was an important turning point in Turkiye-U.S.
relations. Turkiye displayed a cautious attitude towards the demands of the U.S. before the
war, and in the vote held in the Turkish Grand National Assembly on March 1, 2003, it did
not allow the passage of U.S. soldiers to Iraq via TUrkiye. This decision created severe tension
in Turkiye-U.S. relations and was also reflected in economic relations. During this period,
there was a significant pause in Turkiye’s exports to the U.S. and indirect investments from
the U.S.

The 2008 global financial crisis affected Turkiye-U.S. economic relations as well as the rest
of the world. The economic recession in the U.S. during the crisis negatively affected
Turkiye’s exports to the U.S. and caused the Turkish lira to lose value. However, the
expansionary monetary policies implemented by the U.S. to overcome the crisis increased the

capital flow to Turkiye and provided liquidity to the Turkish economy.

More recently, The Gezi Park events and the December 17-25 corruption investigations in
2013 caused the beginning of a new era in Turkiye’s domestic politics and relations with the
U.S. In this process, the shaking of political stability in Turkiye and the diplomatic tensions
with the U.S. also had adverse effects on economic relations. Foreign investors’ confidence in

Turkiye decreased and there was a decrease in direct investments from the U.S.

The failed coup attempt in 2016 and the U.S.’s subsequent failure to extradite Muslim cleric
Fethullah Gilen became a new source of tension in Turkiye-U.S. relations. This situation was
also reflected in economic relations and led to the Pastor Andrew Brunson crisis in 2018. The
economic sanctions imposed by the U.S. on Tirkiye due to the non-release of Pastor Brunson
caused the Turkish lira to lose its value rapidly and an economic crisis occurred. During this

period, TUrkiye’s exports to the U.S. and investments from the U.S. decreased significantly.

Finally, Turkiye’s purchase of the S-400 air missile defense system from Russia in 2019
became a new source of tension in Tirkiye-U.S. relations, and Washington imposed

CAATSA sanctions on Tulrkiye. These sanctions negatively affected Turkiye’s defense

11
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industry and economic relations with the U.S. Sanctions restricted Tirkiye’s technology
transfer from the U.S. as well as defense industry collaborations with the U.S. and created

stagnation in economic relations.

During this period, Turkiye-U.S. economic relations were shaped by political events and had
various effects on the economies of both countries. Political tensions have increased the
uncertainty in economic relations, but opportunities for cooperation have also arisen from
time to time. In the future, diplomatic solutions and mutual understanding will be of great

importance to strengthen economic relations between the two countries.
2.2. Importance and Change of Investments

In the last 20 years, investments between Tirkiye and the U.S. have followed a fluctuating
course due to the influence of political events and economic factors. After the 2001 crisis,
with the “Strengthening the Turkish Economy”!® starting to yield results, Turkiye’s
investment environment improved, and the investments of American companies increased.

For example, in 2007, General Electric invested $1.5 billion in the energy sector in Turkiye.

Although American investments decreased during the 2008 global financial crisis, Turkiye’s
rapid recovery from the crisis and its growth potential continued to attract the attention of
investors. In the early 2010s, Citibank increased its assets in Tirkiye, and in 2011, it acquired

shares from Garanti Bank in Turkiye, investing $3.8 billion.’

2013 created uncertainty in Torkiye due to the Gezi Park protests and corruption
investigations and negatively affected American investments. The coup attempt in 2016 and
the subsequent Pastor Andrew Brunson crisis caused the Turkish lira to lose value and
American investments to decrease. For example, while American direct foreign investments
to Turkiye were 1.5 billion dollars in 2017, this figure decreased to 300 million dollars in
2018.

16 It is a comprehensive reform program that was implemented after the severe economic crisis in Turkiye in
2001, which aimed to restructure the economy. The program included basic elements such as ensuring
macroeconomic stability, disciplining public finances, strengthening the banking sector, and carrying out
structural reforms. This program, carried out by Tirkiye in cooperation with the IMF, aimed to promote
economic growth and ensure that crises do not recur. See; TCMB, “Strengthening the Turkish Economy”, Date
of Accession: 10.05.2024 from https://www.tcmb.gov.tr/wps/wcm/connect/c1e0d048-983a-4a2a-a2b5-
a0c24089be91/strengteningecon.pdf?MOD=AJPERES&CACHEID=ROOTWORKSPACE-c1e0d048-983a-
4a2a-a2b5-a0c24089be91-m4uchm9.

17 Dani Rodrik (2009), “The Turkish Economy After the Crisis”, Discussion Paper, no: 2009/9, Turkish
Economic Association, Ankara, Date of Accession: 10.05.2024 from
https://www.econstor.eu/bitstream/10419/81581/1/619932791.pdf.
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Tlrkiye’s purchase of the S-400 air missile defense system from Russia in 2019 and the
U.S.’s implementation of CAATSA sanctions further complicated the economic relations
between the two countries. These sanctions restricted cooperation in the fields of the defense
industry and technology transfer and reduced the interest of American investors in Turkiye.
However, with the Biden administration, diplomacy and dialogue have come to the fore and
efforts to increase economic cooperation have continued. New cooperation opportunities have
emerged in areas such as renewable energy and the digital economy. The amount of direct
foreign investment from the U.S. to Tirkiye in 2021 was around 500 million dollars, and this

figure is expected to increase in the coming years.

As a result, while investments between Tirkiye and America have fluctuated and decreased
from time to time depending on political and economic factors, the future of relations between
the two countries will be shaped depending on cooperation efforts and political stability.

2.3. The Role of Trade and Changes in Trade Volume

In the last 20 years, the trade volume between Tiirkiye and America has generally increased
despite periodic fluctuations. In 2002, the trade volume between Turkiye and the U.S. was
approximately 6 billion dollars. During this period, Turkiye’s exports to the U.S. were
approximately 3 billion dollars, and the U.S.’s exports to Turkiye were approximately 3
billion dollars. While textiles, automotive spare parts, and agricultural products were among
Tlrkiye’s important export items, machinery, chemicals, and aircraft parts stood out in its

imports from the U.S.

By 2010, the trade volume between Turkiye and the U.S. reached 14 billion dollars. Tirkiye’s
exports to the U.S. amounted to 6 billion dollars, and the U.S.’s exports to Tirkiye amounted
to 8 billion dollars. During this period, while Turkiye’s economy proliferated, its commercial
relations with the U.S. continued to strengthen. Particularly energy projects and cooperation

in the defense industry contributed to the increase in trade volume.

In 2018, the trade volume between Turkiye and the U.S. approached 20 billion dollars.
Turkiye’s exports to the U.S. increased to 8 billion dollars, and the U.S.’s exports to Tirkiye
increased to 12 billion dollars. However, political tensions and economic crises during this
period caused fluctuations in trade relations. In particular, the additional customs duties and
sanctions imposed by the Trump administration on Turkiye negatively affected the trade

volume.
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In the 2020s, the trade volume between Turkiye and the U.S. started to recover again. In 2021,
the trade volume between the two countries amounted to approximately 21 billion dollars.
Tirkiye’s exports to the U.S. reached 10 billion dollars and U.S.’s exports to Trkiye reached
11 billion dollars. The Biden administration’s policies, which prioritize diplomacy and
dialogue, contributed to the improvement of trade relations between the two countries. New
areas of cooperation such as renewable energy, the digital economy, and the healthcare sector

allow the trade volume to increase further in the future.

As a result, although the trade volume between Tiirkiye and the U.S. has experienced various
fluctuations in the last two decades, it generally tends to increase. These relations, shaped
under the influence of political and economic factors, may become even stronger in the future

in line with the cooperation and dialogue efforts of the two countries.
2.4. The Impact of Debt Situation

Relations with the U.S. include many factors that directly and indirectly affect Turkiye’s debt
stock. Mainly due to the influence of the U.S. in the global economy and the dollar being the
reserve currency, changes in the economic policies and interest rates of the U.S. directly affect
developing countries such as Turkiye. In 2013, the U.S. Federal Reserve’s announcement that
it would reduce monetary expansion led to financial fluctuations and exchange rate pressures
in countries such as Tlrkiye. During this period, Turkiye’s borrowing costs increased, and the

management of the debt stock became more difficult.

Strong economic relations with the United States made it easier for Tirkiye to attract foreign
direct investments. In the early 2000s, Turkiye received significant direct investment from the
United States. For example, between 2006 and 2008, direct investments from the U.S. reached
approximately 6 billion dollars. These investments reduced Turkiye’s external borrowing
requirement and supported its economic growth. However, in the 2010s, due to increased
political tensions and economic uncertainties, there was a decrease in the amount of FDI

coming from the U.S., which increased Turkiye’s borrowing needs.

Trade relations with the U.S. affected Turkiye’s current account deficit and therefore, its debt
stock. While trade volume increased in the 2000s, Turkiye’s exports and imports to the U.S.
grew in a balanced manner. For example, in 2011, Turkiye’s exports to the U.S. were 4.6
billion dollars and its imports were 14.6 billion dollars. This trade deficit increased Turkiye’s

current account deficit and increased its borrowing need. The imbalance in Turkiye’s trade

14



Oytun MECIK UPA Strategic Affairs 5 (2)

with the U.S. negatively affected its foreign exchange reserves and led to an increase in the
foreign debt stock.

Tensions in political relations also affected Turkiye’s debt stock. In particular, the Pastor
Brunson crisis in 2018 caused the Turkish lira to lose value rapidly and Turkiye’s borrowing
costs to rise. The sanctions and additional customs duties imposed by the U.S. on Turkiye
negatively affected Turkiye’s economic stability and made the sustainability of its foreign
debt stock difficult. During this period, while Turkiye’s borrowing costs increased, investor
confidence decreased, and economic growth slowed down.

As a result, economic relations with the U.S. affected Turkiye’s debt stock in various ways.
Changes in financial markets, direct investments, trade volume, and political relations played
a decisive role in Turkiye’s borrowing requirements and costs. These factors have had a

significant impact in shaping Tirkiye’s economic policies and debt management.
2.5. The Impact of Global Economic Developments

Global economic developments significantly affect the economic relations between Tirkiye
and the U.S. The 2008 global financial crisis is one of the most prominent examples of this
interaction. Although the crisis started in the U.S., its effects quickly spread to the global
economy and deeply affected developing countries such as Tirkiye. The monetary expansion
policies implemented by the U.S. to control the crisis encouraged economic growth by
increasing the flow of hot money to Turkiye. However, this also increased Turkiye’s external

borrowing and made the economy more fragile.

The Federal Reserve’s signal to reduce monetary expansion in 2013 caused significant
fluctuations in many emerging market economies, including Turkiye. These policy changes
increased Turkiye’s borrowing costs and caused fluctuations in its financial markets. This
fluctuation in exchange rates negatively affected Turkiye’s trade balance and investment
relations with the U.S. While Tirkiye’s exports to the U.S. lost their cost advantage, their

imports became more expensive.

The pandemic period also clearly revealed the impact of global economic developments on
Turkiye-U.S. relations. The COVID-19 pandemic has caused global trade and investment
flows to severely decline. Turkiye’s exports to the U.S. experienced significant declines,
especially in the aviation, automotive, and textile sectors. Supply chain problems and demand
contractions caused by the epidemic reduced the trade volume between the two countries.

During the same period, expansionary fiscal and monetary policies implemented by the
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United States created inflationary pressures in countries such as Tirkiye and led to volatility

in exchange rates.®

The slowdown or acceleration of global economic growth also directly affects the economic
relations between the two countries. For example, during the period when global economic
growth accelerated in the mid-2010s, Turkiye’s trade volume and investment relations with
the U.S. also followed a positive course. The growth of the global economy has helped
Tirkiye expand its export markets and attract more investment from the United States.
However, periods of recession or crisis in the global economy weaken these positive
relationships.

As a result, global economic developments are one of the critical factors shaping the
economic relations between Turkiye and the U.S. Financial crises, changes in monetary
policies, and global growth dynamics directly affect trade, and investment flows between the
two countries. In this context, the ability of both countries to adapt to global economic
conditions is critical for the sustainability of relations.

3. The Future of Turkiye-U.S. Economic Relations

Turkish-American economic relations have historically gone through various phases and have
been shaped in line with the economic and strategic interests of both countries. These
relationships have generally been solid and stable despite periodic fluctuations. From the Cold
War period until today, economic relations between the two countries have developed as a
reflection of political and strategic ties. The economic development and regional strategies of

both countries have been significantly affected by these relations.

Economic relations between Tirkiye and the U.S. are of great importance for both countries.
These relations play a critical role not only in terms of trade and investments but also in terms
of strategic cooperation and regional stability. Continuing economic healthily and sustainably
can strengthen the position of both countries in the global economy. While Tirkiye’s access
to the U.S. market increases its exports, U.S. investments in Turkiye provide a significant

advantage in its regional strategies.

In the future, it is important to expand free trade agreements, increase foreign direct
investments, and cooperate in innovative sectors to further develop economic relations

between the two countries. Additionally, diplomatic efforts need to be increased to solve

18 Nilay Ozlem Tirkmen & Ramazan Erturgut (2022), “Covid-19 Effect in Export: Analysis of Turkey’s Export
Performance to Top 5 Countries in Export”, Elektronik Sosyal Bilimler Dergisi, Vol. 21, no: 84, October 2022,
pp. 1826-1840.
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problems such as trade wars and embargoes. Increasing the mutual economic dependency of
both countries can ensure the stability and sustainability of relations. Education and cultural
exchange programs can contribute to establishing economic relations on a more solid

foundation by increasing mutual understanding.

Turkish-American economic relations have an ever-changing dynamism. Therefore, it is
essential to conduct further research to analyze the relationships in depth and identify future
trends. Examining the effects of economic reforms, the consequences of trade policies, and
investment opportunities can provide a more comprehensive understanding. In addition, the
regional and global economic strategies of Turkiye and the U.S. play an important role in

determining the future course of relations.

Strengthening diplomatic relations between the two countries is essential for the sustainability
of economic relations. Active use of diplomatic channels can help facilitate trade agreements
and investment projects. Additionally, quickly implementing diplomatic solutions in times of

crisis can prevent economic relations from being damaged.

Social and cultural interaction can help Turkish-American economic relations build not only
trade but also strong ties between people. Cultural events, business meetings, and training
programs can strengthen cooperation by increasing understanding between the two countries.
Exchange programs, especially among young people, can ensure that future generations have

stronger relationships.

These recommendations are important for Tirkiye-U.S. economic relations to become
stronger and more resilient to future challenges. Cooperation between the two countries is not
only based on economic interests but can also contribute to the strengthening of strategic

partnerships.

Possible scenarios for the future of Turkish-American economic relations can be discussed as

follows:

e Normalization:

If the tensions in political and military relations are resolved, a normalization in Turkish-
American economic relations can be expected. In this scenario, there may be a revival in
economic cooperation with the removal of U.S. sanctions against Tirkiye and the
strengthening of diplomatic relations. While American companies’ investments in Turkiye are
expected to increase and trade volume to expand, mutual economic integration is likely to

deepen further.
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e If Tension Continues:

If political and military tensions continue, there will be problems in Turkiye-U.S. economic
relations. In this case, it is expected that the sanctions imposed by the U.S. against Turkiye
will continue and mutual trade will be negatively affected. While there may be a decrease in
the investments of American companies in Turkiye, it is likely that the trade volume will
stagnate, and uncertainties will increase. In this scenario, it will be clearly seen that the
decline in economic cooperation is affected by tensions in the political and military fields.

e New Areas of Cooperation:

Developing new collaborations between Tirkiye and the U.S. in areas such as global
warming, migration, and the fight against terrorism can also contribute to the strengthening of
economic relations. Economic cooperation is expected to deepen further with the realization
of joint projects and investments, especially in areas such as technology, green energy, and
health. In this scenario, the two countries focusing on their common interests and creating
new areas of cooperation may positively affect the future course of Turkish-American

economic relations.

Whether these scenarios come true or not will play an important role in determining the future
course of Turkiye-U.S. economic relations. It is vital for the sustainability of economic
relations that both countries engage in constructive dialogue and cooperation, considering

their common interests.
Conclusion

The evolution of Turkish-American economic relations reflects the broader political and
strategic ties that have defined the interactions between the two nations over decades. From
the post-World War 11 era to the present day, these relations have navigated through various
phases of growth, challenges, and adaptation to the ever-changing global dynamics. The
historical trajectory of this relationship underscores the crucial role that economic aid, trade
agreements, and strategic partnerships have played in shaping the economic landscapes of

both countries.

In the aftermath of World War Il, the Marshall Plan and the Truman Doctrine were
instrumental in laying the foundation for Tlrkiye’s economic modernization. These initiatives
not only provided much-needed financial assistance but also facilitated the transfer of
knowledge and technology, setting the stage for Tirkiye’s economic development. The

country’s subsequent membership in NATO further solidified its strategic alliance with the
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United States during the Cold War, embedding Turkiye within the Western economic and
security architecture.

As the Cold War ended, Turkiye’s transition to a free-market economy, bolstered by IMF-
supported reforms, marked a significant shift in its economic policies and international
economic relations. The signing of the Customs Union agreement with the European Union in
1995 represented another milestone, as it opened new avenues for trade and investment,
particularly with the United States. This period of economic liberalization and integration led
to increased bilateral trade and investment flows, further deepening the economic ties between

the two nations.

However, the path of Turkish-American economic relations has not been without its
obstacles. Political tensions, trade disputes, and sanctions have periodically strained these
relations, sometimes leading to significant economic repercussions. For instance, Trump
administration’s imposition of tariffs and the CAATSA sanctions in response to Tirkiye’s
purchase of the S-400 air missile defense systems from Russia exemplifies the complex
interplay between political decisions and economic outcomes. These events have not only
impacted trade volumes and investment flows but have also tested the resilience of the

bilateral relationship.

Looking forward, the future of Turkish-American economic relations will depend on the
ability of both countries to navigate geopolitical uncertainties, resolve disputes amicably, and
capitalize on mutual interests. Achieving normalization in their relationship, mitigating
tensions, and exploring new areas of cooperation will require sustained dialogue and
constructive engagement. The evolving global economic environment, marked by challenges
such as climate change, technological disruption, and shifting trade patterns, further

underscores the need for a resilient and adaptable partnership.

In conclusion, Turkish-American economic relations hold immense potential to drive
economic growth, foster innovation, and contribute to regional and global stability. By
building on past achievements and addressing current challenges through strategic and
constructive engagement, Turkiye and the U.S. can forge a path toward a prosperous and
mutually beneficial future. The success of this partnership will hinge on a shared commitment
to dialogue, collaboration, and the pursuit of common goals, ensuring that both nations

continue to thrive in an increasingly interconnected world.
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Abstract: Many factors have contributed to the global rise of political polarization in recent
years — such as the electoral successes of populist leaders, the emergence of social media-
based echo chambers, rising economic insecurities, and an intensifying rivalry between
globalists and nationalists worldwide. In this context, a comparative study of polarization in
the U.S. (United States of America) and Turkiye offers an intriguing opportunity. Examining
the similarities and differences between their experiences may teach researchers a lot about
the origins of polarization, its adverse effects on democratic governance and potential
solutions. The Republicans and the Democrats in the U.S. have grown more ideologically
opposed during the past decade in particular, leading to political violence as became evident
with the 6™ January 2021 Capitol Riot and the 13" July 2024 assassination attempt targeting
Donald Trump. A great schism has also shaped Turkish politics as the long reign of the AKP
(Justice and Development Party) since 2002 has polarized secularists and Islamists as well as
Kurdish and Turkish nationalists. It will be argued that while authoritarian inclinations,
political institutions, and historical legacies are distinctive to each setting; identity politics,
economic inequalities, and social media driven echo chambers are major commonalities. A
number of insights on reducing polarization will be derived from this comparative analysis,
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IKi MILLET, BiR AYRIM:

TURKIYE VE ABD’DE SiYASIi KUTUPLASMANIN KOKENLERININ
INCELENMESI

Ozet: Popiilist liderlerin se¢im basarilari, sosyal medya temelli yank1 odalarinm ortaya ¢ikisi,
artan ekonomik guvensizlikler ve kiireselciler ile milliyetciler arasinda yogunlasan rekabet
gibi pek cok faktor son yillarda siyasi kutuplagsmanin diinya ¢apinda yiikselisine yol agt1. Bu
baglamda, ABD (Amerika Birlesik Devletleri) ve Tiirkiye’deki kutuplagsma olgusunun
karsilastirmali olarak incelenmesi bize degerli bir firsat sunmaktadir. Deneyimleri arasindaki
benzerlik ve farkliliklar1 incelemek; arastirmacilara kutuplasmanin kokenleri, demokratik
yOnetimler Gzerindeki olumsuz etkileri ve kutuplagsmay1 azaltict olas1 ¢oziimler hakkinda ¢ok
sey Ogretebilir. ABD’de Cumhuriyetgiler ve Demokratlar arasinda 6zellikle son on yilda
derin bir ideolojik ucurum olustu ve bu durum, 6 Ocak 2021 Capitol Isyam1 ve Donald
Trump’a yonelik 13 Temmuz 2024’teki suikast girisiminde agik¢a goriildiigi {izere siyasi
siddete de yol acti. AKP’nin (Adalet ve Kalkinma Partisi) 2002’den bu yana siiren uzun
hegemonyasi ise, laikler ve Islamcilarm yani sira Kirt ve Tirk milliyetcileri arasmda da
¢ekismelere neden oldu; boylelikle 2000°1i yillarin bagindan bu yana kutuplasma meselesi
Turk siyasetini sekillendiren temel bir olgu haline geldi. Otoriter egilimler, siyasi kurumlar ve
tarihi miraslar iki iilke arasinda farkliliklar gosterirken, kimlik siyasetinin yiikselisi,
ekonomik adaletsizlikler ve sosyal medyanin yonlendirdigi yanki odalarinin belirmesi baslica
ortak noktalaridir. Bu karsilastirmali analizde s6z konusu iilkelerde ve diinya c¢aginda
kutuplagsmanin azaltilmasina iligskin faydali 6neriler elde edilecektir ve bunlarin basinda farkl
ideolojileri temsil eden partiler/toplumsal harcketlerden olusan koalisyonlar kurmanin
gerekliligi, ekonomik esitsizligi azaltma, kapsayici hiikiimet tarzimi tesvik etme ve medya

cesitliligini saglamak gelmektedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Kutuplasma, Popiilizm, Demokratik Erozyon, Tiirkiye, ABD.
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Introduction

Political or ideological polarization refers to a situation where there is a dramatic decrease in
the number of people/groups holding moderate views and a shift towards extremes in the
distribution of political attitudes among the public and political elites. Political polarization
has been the subject of a great deal of research, particularly in democracies where different
political ideologies and parties are commonplace.? The scholarly literature provides several
definitions of ideological/political polarization, with an emphasis on both personal and
societal dimensions. Polarization can be better understood by looking to “Social Identity
Theory”.? Part of an individual’s identity, according to this view, comes from the social group
to which they belong, and that includes political parties. Adopting the ideological stances of a
political party is a certain way for members to get closer to that group and further isolate

themselves from others.

The polarization of political parties and elites is an important consideration. In order to set
themselves apart from the competition and rally their support base, political elites frequently
take on divisive and populist stances.* Partisan media, campaign rhetoric, and social networks
are some of the ways in which this division among the elites could reach the general
population. An even more divided electorate is the result of polarized political leaders who
are able to sway popular opinion. Ideological divisions are exacerbated by the media and the
information landscape. The explosion of social media and the development of biased news
providers have led to the emergence of “echo chambers” in which people only see content

that confirms their own views. As people become increasingly rigid in their ideological

2 There are numerous works in the field of Comparative Politics that study the roots of political polarization
across multiple countries. These works analyze various factors contributing to polarization, such as historical
legacies, economic conditions, political institutions, media environments, and social dynamics. Several of these
valuable works have been utilized to conceptualize the drivers of polarization in this article, see; William Crotty
(2015), Polarized Politics: The Impact of Divisiveness in the US Political System, Boulder: Lynne Rienner
Publishers; Jennifer McCoy & Tahmina Rahman & Murat Somer (2018), “Polarization and the Global Crisis of
Democracy: Common Patterns, Dynamics, and Pernicious Consequences for Democratic Polities”, American
Behavioral Scientist, Vol. 62, no: 1, pp. 16-42; Christian F. Rostbell (2024), “Polarization and the Democratic
System: Kinds, Reasons, and Sites”, Perspectives on Politics [Online], pp. 1-17; Daron Acemoglu & James
Robinson (2012), Why Nations Fail: The Origins of Power, Prosperity, and Poverty, New York: Crown
Business; Christopher H. Achen & Larry M. Bartels (2016), Democracy for Realists: Why Elections Do Not
Produce Responsive Government, Princeton: Princeton University Press; Marjorie J. Spruill (2017), Divided We
Stand: The Battle Over Women'’s Rights and Family Values That Polarized American Politics, New York:
Bloomsbury; Benjamin Moffitt (2016), The Global Rise of Populism: Performance, Political Style, and
Representation, Stanford: Stanford University Press; Sergei Guriev & Elias Papaioannou (2022), “The Political
Economy of Populism”, Journal of Economic Literature, Vol. 60, no: 3, pp. 753-832.

3 Richard Jenkins (2014), Social ldentity 4™ Edition, London and New York: Routledge, pp. 92-117.

# Adam M. Enders (2021), “Issues versus Affect: How Do Elite and Mass Polarization Compare?”, The Journal
of Politics, Vol. 83, no: 4, pp. 1872-1877.
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beliefs, this kind of selective exposure might cause them to strengthen their attitudes and

further divide society.

Rather than viewing compromise as an essential part of democratic administration, polarized
cultures tend to frame policy arguments in zero-sum terms. When one party has control of the
government, it can become even more radical with the adoption of policies that further
polarize the population and make collaboration in the future more difficult. Social
cohesiveness can be eroded by ideological division at the societal level. People tend to
engage in social sorting, where they establish networks and communities based on political
affiliation, and they may grow less tolerant of opposing perspectives as they get more aligned
with their ideological in-groups. This could deepen existing societal divides and hinder

efforts to foster mutual understanding and communication across sectors.

To quantify ideological polarization, political scientists use a variety of tools. Research on
political topics, party affiliation, and ideological self-placement is often conducted through
surveys and public opinion polls. To measure the level of polarization and monitor its
evolution over time, tools like factor analysis and scaling approaches are employed.®
Furthermore, insights on elite polarization may be gained through content analysis of media
and parliamentary statements. Researchers can gauge the degree of polarization in political
discourse by analyzing the language and framing employed by politicians and media
organizations. Researching ideological clustering and echo chambers in online communities
can be aided by network analysis, which maps the interactions and information flows among
members. This approach is especially helpful for examining polarization in social media

contexts.?

Tackling the issue of ideological division is no easy feat. Some have suggested shifting the
focus away from extremist ideas and toward more moderate ones by modifying the electoral
system to include measures like open primaries and ranked-choice voting.” Individuals can be
better equipped to navigate the information environment and less likely to fall for political
propaganda if civic education is improved to foster critical thinking and media literacy. One
way to promote understanding and lessen polarization is to promote deliberative democratic

practices, which include citizens having organized and civil conversations about political

5 Aaron Bramson & Patrick Grim & Daniel J. Singer & William J. Berger & Graham Sack & Steven Fisher &
Carissa Flocken & Bennett Holman (2017), “Understanding Polarization: Meanings, Measures, and Model
Evaluation”, Philosophy of Science, Vol. 84 (January), pp. 115-159.

® 1bid., p. 118.

" Christian F. Rostbgll (2024), “Polarization and the Democratic System: Kinds, Reasons, and Sites”, pp. 1-17.
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matters. A better educated and less divided population can be achieved via the promotion of
fair and diversified media coverage and the implementation of legislation to combat
disinformation and misinformation. The complex issue of ideological polarization has far-
reaching consequences for social cohesiveness and democratic rule. Political scientists strive
to help create measures to reduce its harmful impacts and foster a healthy democratic debate

by studying its sources, repercussions and possible cures.

Studying ideological polarization in the U.S. and Turkiye provides a fascinating chance to
compare the various political, economic, and social factors that impact polarization dynamics.
Ideological division has been more pronounced in both nations in the last several decades,
despite their different historical paths and geopolitical situations. There is a lengthy history of
democratic institutions and political rivalry in the United States, which was founded as one of
the first democratic republics of the world in the late 18" century. The country’s political
structure has long been defined by a steady duopoly, with Republicans and Democrats
holding sway. In the U.S., polarization has been on the rise in recent decades, with the two
main political parties increasingly ideologically divided on cultural, economic, and social
concerns. In contrast, Turkiye’s history of democratization since the late 1940s has been
more convoluted and tumultuous — frequently interrupted by military coups (in 1960, 1971,
1980, and 1997), civil strife (e.g. during the late 1970s) and political instability (e.g. during
the 1990s). With the AKP’s (Justice and Development Party) meteoric climb to power in the
early 2000s, Turkish politics underwent a sea change, radically dividing secularists and

Islamists as well as many ethnic and political factions.

A notable point of comparison is the political systems of the United States and Turkiye. The
presidential system in the United States is characterized by checks and balances and
separation of powers, in contrast to Turkiye’s increasingly concentrated “super-presidential”
executive power — with very limited checks and balances — following the constitutional
referendum of 2017 that greatly increased presidential authority.® How political
disagreements are handled, and power is allocated can be impacted by these institutional
disparities, which in turn affect polarization dynamics. Political elites in both the United
States and Turkiye have also played a major role in fueling ideological division. The United
States has well-documented political elite division, especially inside the Congress.® There has

been a decrease in bipartisan collaboration and legislative stagnation because of the growing

8 Sinem Adar & Gunter Seufert (2021), Turkey’s Presidential System after Two and a Half Years: An Overview
of Institutions and Politics, Berlin: Stiftung Wissenschaft und Politik.
® William Crotty (2015), Polarized Politics: The Impact of Divisiveness in the US Political System, pp. 95-124.
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ideological uniformity among the Republican and Democratic parties since the early 2010s.
By appealing to the most fundamentalist beliefs of their supporters, leaders like Donald
Trump have further split the political spectrum.

Important causes of division in the two nations stem from cultural and social aspects. Some
of the most divisive topics in American culture today include immigration, racial identity,
and cultural values. Political polarization has worsened due to the emergence of identity
politics, in which social identities like gender, ethnicity, and religion are strongly linked to
political choices. Deep cultural gaps, typically along political lines, are on display in debates
over topics such as LGBTQ rights, immigration laws, and police brutality. Similarly, social
identity plays a major role in polarization in Turkiye. Though secularists and minorities (i.e.
Kurds and Alevis) are alienated by the AKP, a large segment of the populace connects with

its emphasis on Islamic values and Turkish nationalism.°

The future of democratic rule in both nations is highly predicated on the degree of ideological
division. Political violence has escalated, faith in democratic institutions has plummeted, and
legislation has stalled due to division in the United States.! The efficacy of democratic rule is
weakened when the government fails to resolve important matters because of political
differences. An increase in authoritarianism and a weakening of democratic standards have
also emerged as outcomes of division in Tirkiye. The negative effects of polarization on
democratic administration are seen in the erosion of judicial independence, the consolidation
of power in the executive branch, and the repression of dissent. Weak democratic institutions
are exacerbated by the difficulty in reaching consensus on critical topics due to the widening
societal differences. To better understand the causes, effects, and possible solutions to
ideological polarization, it is helpful to compare Tirkiye and the United States. To combat
polarization and foster a healthier democratic debate, scholars and politicians must first

comprehend these processes.

The comparison between Tirkiye and the U.S. in this article can provide valuable insights
into how political polarization affects democracies with different historical and institutional
contexts. We will explore whether there are universal drivers of polarization and democratic

erosion or if these processes are deeply context dependent. The study can also contribute to

10 Senem Aydin-Diizgit (2019), “The Islamist-Secularist Divide and Turkey’s Descent into Severe Polarization”,
in Thomas Carothers & Andrew O’Donohue (eds.) Democracies Divided: The Global Challenge of Political
Polarization, Washington: Brookings Institution Press, pp. 17-37.

11 Rachel Kleinfeld (2024), “The Rising Tide of Political Violence: An Attempted Assassination of Trump Is
Part of a Global Trend”, Foreign Affairs, 19.07.2024. Date of Accession: 10.05.2024 from
https://www.foreignaffairs.com/united-states/rising-tide-political-violence.
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the literature on authoritarian resilience, populism, and the global challenges facing
democracies today. By comparing a relatively mature U.S. democracy with a younger and
more fragile Turkish one, we can assess the conditions under which democratic norms are
more likely to erode and the effectiveness of different responses to these challenges. For
instance, lessons learned from Tiirkiye’s experience with a strong executive branch and
weakening checks and balances could inform debates on executive overreach and the
importance of institutional safeguards in the U.S. In summary, this comparison is valuable for
enriching the academic literature as well as providing practical lessons for policymakers

worldwide.
1. Literature Review and Research Methodology

In recent years, several valuable academic works have studied political polarization in the
U.S. and Turkiye separately, but a comparative analysis of the similarities and differences in
the causes, manifestations, and consequences of polarization in both countries is still needed.
Murat Somer’s research delves into the destructive connection between political polarization
and democratic erosion in Tlrkiye, discussing how ethnic, religious, and ideological
identities are mobilized by political actors such as President Erdogan to sustain divisions as
an electoral success tactic.’> Somer explores how political polarization creates conditions
conducive to the rise of authoritarianism. Senem Aydin-Dizgit and Evren Balta focus on the
perceptions of polarization by various civil society and political elites in Tirkiye, concluding
that a significant portion of intellectuals and politicians have noticed the intensifying level of
polarization in the country.'® The study uses data from a workshop and in-depth qualitative
interviews to illustrate how polarization manifests in political behavior and attitudes. It
discusses the implications of polarization for political stability and democratic practices in
Turkiye. Cengiz Yilmaz and Ozlem Ozdemir’s innovative multi-disciplinary study attempts
to measure the impact of around a dozen factors on driving ideological polarization in
Turkiye, from economic voting behavior to collective trauma effects.!* Adam Szymanski and

Ahmet Furkan Cihangiroglu’s study focuses on the correlation between the AKP’s intentional

12 Murat Somer (2018), “Turkey: The Slippery Slope from Reformist to Revolutionary Polarization and
Democratic Breakdown”, The Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, Vol. 681, no: 1,
pp. 42-61.

13 Senem Aydin-Diizgit & Evren Balta (2019), “When Elites Polarize over Polarization: Framing the
Polarization Debate in Turkey”, New Perspectives on Turkey, no: 60, pp. 153-176.

4 Cengiz Yilmaz & Ozlem Ozdemir (2012), “Factors driving the political polarization process in Turkey:
Relative effects of a number of determinants ranging from economic voting behavior to collective trauma
effects”, Iktisat, I;vletme ve Finans Dergisi, Vol. 7, no: 311, pp. 9-39.
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societal divisiveness and Tirkiye’s deteriorating economic performance.’® It proposes the
theory that the current level of polarization in the country is caused by the AKP
administration’s efforts to divert society’s focus away from economic difficulties and onto
other topics that may be exploited. Content analysis is the primary research approach
employed by the scholars. They provide credence to the idea that TUrkiye’s decision-makers

make extensive use of polarization as a diversionary political tactic.

Akin to Murat Somer’s work on Tirkiye, Rachel Kleinfeld discusses the intricate connections
between democratic erosion and polarization in the U.S. while also arguing that the situation
is increasingly tense and has already triggered dangerous levels of political violence between
Democrats and Republicans in the streets.!® Nathan J. Canen, Chad Kendall, and Francesco
Trebbi studies the workings of political polarization in the U.S. as a force deliberately driven
by the two parties to maximize their votes.!” They conclude that the U.S.’s particular first-
past-the-post system in which extremely small margins of a few thousand votes in half a
dozen federal states may decide the victor of presidential elections is the main culprit behind
the choice of political parties to resort to tactics of increasing polarization via demonization
of their opponents. Shanto lyengar et al. studies the impact biased media outlets and the rise
of social media has had on the surge of political polarization in the U.S., also employing the
social identity theory of the field of political sociology.'® Gordon Heltzel and Kristin Laurin’s
work notes that the U.S. has reached record levels of polarization unseen in its entire history,
arguing that political parties and media institutions have the utmost importance in

determining whether polarization may continue to endanger American democracy.®

As can be deduced from the above literature, Tirkiye and the U.S. have unique historical
legacies that shape their political landscapes. In Tirkiye, the legacy of the Ottoman Empire

and the founding principles of the Republic play significant roles, while in the U.S., the

15 Adam Szymanski & Ahmet Furkan Cihangiroglu (2023), “Deliberate polarization as a distractive political
strategy in economic downturns: the case of Turkey”, British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies [Online]. Date
of Accession: 10.05.2024 from https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/13530194.2023.2251140.

16 Rachel Kleinfeld (2023), “Polarization, Democracy, and Political Violence in the United States: What the
Research Says”, Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, Date of Accession: 10.05.2024 from
https://carnegie-production-assets.s3.amazonaws.com/static/files/Kleinfeld_Polarization_final_3.pdf.

17 Nathan J. Canen & Chad Kendall & Francesco Trebbi (2020), “Political Parties as Drivers of U.S.
Polarization: 1927-2018”, National Bureau of Economic Research, December, Date of Accession: 10.05.2024
from https://www.nber.org/papers/w28296.

18 Shanto lyengar & Yphtach Lelkes & Matthew Levendusky & Neil Malhotra & Sean J. Westwood (2019),
“The Origins and Consequences of Affective Polarization in the United States”, Annual Review of Political
Science, no: 22, pp. 129-146.

19 Gordon Heltzel & Kristin Laurin (2020), “Polarization in America: two possible futures”, Current Opinion in
Behavioral Sciences, no: 34, pp. 179-184.
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legacy of slavery and civil rights movements are crucial factors. Differences in political
institutions, such as the former parliamentary system — and the new “super-presidential
system”?° since 2018 — in Tirkiye versus the presidential system in the U.S., affect how
polarization manifests and are managed. In both countries, media plays a critical role in
shaping public opinion and reinforcing polarized views. However, the extent of government
control over the media varies; with Turkiye experiencing more direct government
intervention compared to the U.S. Identity politics is a significant driver of polarization in
both countries, with religious and ethnic identities being particularly salient in Turkiye, while
racial and ideological identities are more prominent in the U.S. Both countries face
challenges to their democratic institutions due to polarization. In Tirkiye, democratic erosion
is often seen in terms of authoritarianism and repression, while in the U.S., it is reflected in
institutional gridlock and declining public trust in democratic processes.?* The comparative
study of political polarization in the U.S. and Turkiye would reveal both commonalities and
unique aspects of each country’s experience. By examining these factors, scholars can better
understand the mechanisms driving polarization and develop strategies to mitigate its adverse

effects.

Though the two country case studies have been studied separately in the context of
polarization in the aforementioned valuable works, this article seeks to offer original
contributions to the literature with a comparative discussion. The article will combine the
relatively under-studied political economy (focusing on the impact of economic insecurity on
polarization) dimension with political science approaches (discussing the roles of political
systems, leaders and social media). In addition, a key part of the analysis will be to conclude
the study with a list of concrete policy recommendations to mitigate the damaging effects of
polarization on democracy of both countries. As such, the potential effectiveness of various
policy responses to polarization in both countries will be discussed (i.e. electoral reforms,
education initiatives, and social programs aimed at reducing divisions) in an attempt to
contribute to the growing scholarly literature. When researchers conduct comparative
analyses of the political experiences of two countries, they employ a variety of methods to
ensure a nuanced understanding — ranging from qualitative approaches, which provide depth

and context, to quantitative techniques, which offer breadth and statistical rigor. This study

20 Adar and Seufert (2021), Turkey’s Presidential System after Two and a Half Years.
21 Jennifer McCoy & Tahmina Rahman & Murat Somer (2018), “Polarization and the Global Crisis of
Democracy: Common Patterns, Dynamics, and Pernicious Consequences for Democratic Polities”, pp. 16-42
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will employ a combination of Case Study Method,?? the MDSD (Most Different Systems
Design)? and the Cross-National Statistical Analysis.?*

2. What is Driving and Deepening Political Polarization?

The term polarization describes the sharp narrowing of political spectrum because of people’s
more radical views on important issues. Both the general population and political leaders are
susceptible to this phenomenon, which can take many forms. To address the effects of
ideological polarization on democratic government, social cohesiveness, and public policy, it
is essential to understand the factors that contribute to it. Social identity, elite conduct, the
information and media environments, psychological mechanisms, economic variables,
cultural dynamics, and psychological processes are some of the drivers of ideological

polarization that are examined in this article.

Social Identity Theory, which holds that people’s involvement in social groups contributes to
their self-concept, is a major factor in the ideological polarization that we see today.?® Many
people find their sense of self in their affiliation with a certain political party. People are
more inclined to embrace the ideological stances of the political party with which they
connect strongly. This leads to polarization since it strengthens group cohesiveness and
makes in-groups and out-groups more different. The propensity to show preference for one’s
own group above other groups is known as in-group bias. As a result of this prejudice, people
may treat those in their own group more favorably and devalue those in other groups. This
manifests itself in politics as a stronger affinity for one’s own party and a more negative

attitude against the other. Members of the two major political parties in many democracies

22 This method is a qualitative research approach used to explore complex phenomena within their real-life
context. This method involves an in-depth, detailed examination of a small number of cases, allowing
researchers to gain a comprehensive understanding of the subject matter. The case study method is particularly
useful in Political Science for studying intricate political systems, institutions, events, or processes. For more
information, see; Arend Lijphart (1971), “Comparative Politics and the Comparative Method”, American
Political Science Review, Vol. 65, no: 3, pp. 682-693.

23 The MDSD method compares countries that are different in many respects but have similar outcomes. This
helps identify common factors that lead to similar outcomes despite the countries’ differences. This method is
suitable for this study because Turkiye and the U.S. have major differences in their degree of democratization,
political culture, economic life, and institutions; yet both suffer from intense political polarization. See; Arend
Lijphart (1971), “Comparative Politics and the Comparative Method”, pp. 682-693.

24 This method involves the comparative analysis of numerical data from multiple countries. Researchers use
large datasets to identify patterns, correlations, and causal relationships between variables. In the case of this
study, we look at the correlation between rising political polarization and income and wealth inequality in our
two nations. See; David Collier (1993), “The Comparative Method”, in Ada W. Finifter (ed.) Political Science:
The State of Discipline, Washington DC: American Political Science Association, pp. 105-119.

% Isaac D. Mehlhaff (2023), “A Group-Based Approach to Measuring Polarization”, American Political Science
Review [Online], pp. 1-9.
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increasingly regard each other with distrust and hate, a phenomenon that is borne out by these

dynamics.?

Extremism in political ideology is also the product of powerful political figures, such as party
leaders. If they want to stand out from the crowd and rally their supporters, they will
frequently take more extreme stances. This kind of conduct is most noticeable when
candidates are vying for party nominations in the primary by appealing to the party’s more
ideologically devoted members. This can lead to increasing polarization among political
elites, which in turn affects the political climate as a whole. Political leaders’ actions in
legislatures also exacerbate divisiveness. Moderates within the party run the risk of being
silenced when party leaders put an emphasis on discipline and unity. Methods like party-line
voting and imposing party discipline on crucial votes only serve to heighten this dynamic.?’
Legislative deadlock and deepening polarization can ensue as a consequence of parties that

are more ideologically united and less amenable to compromise.

Ideological polarization and the formation of political attitudes are both influenced by the
media landscape. The proliferation of ideologically biased news organizations has led to the
establishment of echo chambers in which people only see stories that confirm their own
views. The biased framing and selective coverage that partisan media sources frequently use
might further divide audiences by offering an inflated view of political problems. By using
algorithmic filtering to create tailored information environments, social media platforms have
further deepened division.?® Because these algorithms give more weight to material that is
similar to what consumers have already shown an interest in, they cause what are known as
“filter bubbles”. People in these “bubbles” are less likely to meet opposing viewpoints and
more likely to encounter information that supports their current opinions. Polarization and the

reinforcement of ideological beliefs can result from this kind of selective exposure.

Another factor contributing to division is the dissemination of false information through
social media. Disinformation may distort people’s perceptions of political problems and
actors, which in turn can influence public opinion. False information spreads more easily and

has more adherents when it fits in with people’s ideological tendencies. Attempts to combat

%6 Benjamin Moffitt (2016), The Global Rise of Populism: Performance, Political Style, and Representation, pp.
134-147.

27 Christopher H. Achen & Larry M. Bartels (2016), Democracy for Realists: Why Elections Do Not Produce
Responsive Government, pp. 297-321.

28 Chris Bail (2021), Breaking the Social Media Prism: How to Make Our Platforms Less Polarizing, Princeton:
Princeton University Press; Emily Kubina & Christian von Sikorki (2021), “The Role of (Social) Media in
Political Polarization: A Systematic Review”, Annals of the International Communication Association, Vol. 45,
no: 3, pp. 188-206.
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disinformation are frequently obstructed by specific ideological groupings’ entrenched
mistrust of the media. According to Cognitive Dissonance Theory, people feel guilty or
uncomfortable when they have to face facts that go against their beliefs.?® They may engage
in dissonance reduction, which involves ignoring or downplaying the contradicting facts, in
order to ease this pain. Political polarization makes people more inclined to ignore or
downplay data that contradicts their preconceived notions, which only serves to harden their

stances.

An expansion of the concept of cognitive dissonance, motivated reasoning proposes that
people’s biased processing of information to reinforce their ideological predispositions. As an
example of this kind of processing, one may pay more attention to data that supports their
existing worldview and less weight to data that challenges it. When people perceive new
information in a way that confirms their ideological beliefs, motivated reasoning might cause
them to become even more divided. Ideological polarization is driven, in large part, by
emotions. Anger, fear, and contempt, according to the research, might heighten already
extreme viewpoints. Emotional appeals in political discourse have the potential to galvanize
supporters and demonize opponents. Another way that emotional reactions might deepen
divided beliefs is by making people interact with political problems more viscerally and less

rationally.*

One of the main — but largely under-studied — causes of ideological polarization is economic
disparity.3! The politicization of economic issues can occur when the wealth disparity grows,
and economic concerns are amplified. Both right-wing (conservative and/or nationalist) and
left-wing (socialist or “left-liberal”®?) populist movements, with drastically differing views
on how to fix the economy, might arise because of this dynamic. In addition to fueling
animosity towards perceived elites and exacerbating sentiments of relative hardship,
economic disparity can amplify polarization. Because of this upheaval, ultra-nationalist and
populist discourse might flourish, as can the idea of blaming immigration and trade policies
for the economy’s problems. As a result of competing demands for economic policy, existing

political differences have the potential to exacerbate ideological polarization.

29 Eddie Harmon-Jones & Judson Mills (2019), “An introduction to cognitive dissonance theory and an
overview of current perspectives on the theory”, in Eddie Harmon-Jones (ed.) Cognitive Dissonance:
Reexamining a Pivotal Theory in Psychology, New York: American Psychological Association, pp. 3-24.

%0 Ibid., pp. 11-19.

31 Sergei Guriev & Elias Papaioannou (2022), “The Political Economy of Populism”, pp. 753-832

32 Doug Rossinow (2008), Visions of Progress: The Left-Liberal Tradition in America, Philadelphia: University
of Pennsylvania Press.
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Ideological division is fueled in large part by cultural identity and values. Many people feel
very strongly about cultural problems like gender equality, LGBTQ rights, and immigration
because of the tight connections between these topics and people’s identities and beliefs.®
When people feel their way of life is being threatened, it can cause a schism due to cultural
differences in values. By painting cultural problems in divisive light, powerful politicians and
news organizations may deepen these schisms. A person’s religious ideas can influence their
stance on several political matters, including foreign policy and social policies. Political
parties risk escalating religious tensions when they form alliances with certain religious
organizations. Disagreements on contentious moral issues, such as same-sex marriage and
abortion, can exacerbate existing partisan divides. Another factor that might contribute to
polarization is shifts in demographics, such as more racial and cultural variety. Diversity in
society can lead to tensions over national and cultural identity. Political disputes about

multiculturalism, affirmative action, and immigration may become more polarized as a result.

Electoral systems can impact the degree of ideological division in a country. More diverse
political parties and more coalition-building are hallmarks of systems that use proportional
representation to distribute seats. On the other hand, majoritarian voting systems like first-
past-the-post might encourage political parties to take more extreme stances in order to stand
out and rally their supporters. Therefore, the incentives for political players to polarize may
be influenced by the design of election systems.®* Governmental structure and party
organization are examples of political institutions that drive polarization. Parties with strict
party discipline and strong party control tend to be less flexible and more ideologically
united. The filibuster in the U.S. Senate is one example of an institutional system that allows
minorities to use their veto power, which can lead to partisanship and legislative deadlock.
Thus, the level of ideological polarization in a community may be affected by the structure

and operation of its political institutions.

Electoral reforms are one way to lessen the impact of ideological division. One way to
encourage politicians to reach out to more moderate voters and lessen the spotlight on
extremist ideas is to implement ranked-choice voting. Another way to lessen polarization is to

have open primaries, where voters of all parties are welcome to participate — which would

33 Christopher T. Stout (2020), The Case for Identity Politics: Polarization, Demographic Change, and Racial
Appeals, Charlottesville: University of Virginia Press; Zein Murib (2018), “Trumpism, Citizenship, and the
Future of the LGBTQ Movement”, Politics & Gender, Vol. 14, no: 4, pp. 649-672.

3 Kamil Bernaerts & Benjamin Blanckaert & Didier Caluwaerts (2023), “Institutional design and polarization:
Do consensus democracies fare better in fighting polarization than majoritarian democracies?”,
Democratization, Vol. 30, no: 2, pp. 153-172.
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likely lead to the nomination of more moderate candidates.®* By encouraging deliberative
democratic behaviors and strengthening civic education, we may create a more educated and
involved populace, which in turn reduces division. Citizenship education has the potential to
improve people’s ability to understand and use various forms of media by fostering critical
thinking and media literacy.

One notable way to reduce the economic grievances that fuel polarization is to implement
policies that encourage inclusive development and social mobility, which in turn address
economic inequality. Social safety nets, education and training programs, and progressive
taxes are all examples of what may fall under this category. The economic drivers of division
can be mitigated if policymakers tackle the underlying issues of economic inequality and

dislocation.3¢

The following two sections of the article will examine the cases of the U.S. and Tdrkiye in an
attempt to understand which of the aforementioned political/institutional, economic, and

social factors covered in this section has driven and deepened polarization in these societies.
3. The Roots of Political Polarization in the U.S.

An increasingly distinctive feature of American politics is the extreme ideological division
that exists inside the country. The chasm that has grown between conservatives (i.e.
Republican Party supporters) and liberals (i.e. Democratic Party supporters) over the last
several decades has serious consequences for the United States’ global leadership, unity in
society, and Washington’s public policy. In this section, we look at the many causes of the
growing ideological divide in the U.S., including past events, current politics, the role of

social media, economic issues, political institutions, and societal shifts.

The 1960s Civil Rights Movement was a watershed moment in American history, ushering in
massive societal and political shifts. A reorganization of political factions followed the
movement’s triumph in ending segregation and achieving racial equality. Once linked with
the South before the 1970s, the Democratic Party grew more progressive and civil rights
oriented, while the Republican Party began to attract conservative white people who were
against these socio-political changes.’ The ideological divisiveness that would worsen in the

decades that followed was laid down by this realignment. In an effort to win over white

% Ibid., pp. 161-166.

% Alexander J. Stewart & Nolan McCarty & Joanna J. Bryson (2020), “Polarization under rising inequality and
economic decline”, Science Advances, Vol. 6, no: 50, pp. 1-9.

37 David Darmofal & Ryan Strickler (2019), Demography, Politics, and Partisan Polarization in the United
States, 1828-2016, London: Springer, pp. 34-61.
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Southerners who were disillusioned with the party’s leadership, the Republican Party adopted
what was known as the “Southern Strategy” towards the end of the 20" century. The GOP
was able to turn the South into a bastion by appealing to conservative ideals and the hostility
to federal intrusion in state issues.® As a result of this change in strategy, the Republican
Party shifted to support conservative policies and the Democratic Party to support liberal
ones, further dividing American politics.

Political polarization in the U.S. has also been worsened by gerrymandering, which is the
process of creating electoral districts in a way that benefits one political party at the expense
of another. Gerrymandering lessens the motivation for politicians to court moderate votes by
making districts safe for incumbents. Candidates, on the other hand, put all their energy into
rallying their base, which typically includes voters with more radical ideologies. More
polarized politicians are elected because of this process, which deepens ideological
differences.® Several cases of recent years highlight how both major political parties have
engaged in gerrymandering to gain political advantage, leading to numerous legal challenges
and significant political debates — all of which have significantly intensified social tensions

and consolidated bipolarization in the country.

Throughout the 2010s, the congressional map of North Carolina was challenged multiple
times for being racially and politically gerrymandered. In 2016, a federal court struck down
the map, stating that race was used predominantly in drawing two districts. The court ordered
the state to redraw its districts, which were then challenged again for partisan
gerrymandering.*® Maryland’s 6™ Congressional District had traditionally been a Republican
stronghold, but after the redrawing of the area by Democratic lawmakers to favor their party,
it has shifted towards being a Democratic dominant zone.** The case reached the Supreme
Court where the plaintiffs argued that the redistricting was an unconstitutional partisan
gerrymander. The Pennsylvania Supreme Court ruled in 2018 that the state’s congressional

map was an unconstitutional partisan gerrymander.*> The map, drawn by Republicans in

38 John White (2015), What Happened to the Republican Party? And What It Means for American Presidential
Politics, New York: Routledge, pp. 4-28.

39 Kamil Bernaerts & Benjamin Blanckaert & Didier Caluwaerts (2023), “Institutional design and polarization:
Do consensus democracies fare better in fighting polarization than majoritarian democracies?”, pp. 164-168.
40 Zach Montellaro & Josh Gerstein (2022), “Supreme Court to hear case on GOP ‘independent legislature’
theory that could radically reshape elections”, Politico, 30.06.2022, Date of Accession: 10.05.2024 from
https://www.politico.com/news/2022/06/30/supreme-court-gop-independent-legislature-theory-reshape-
elections-00043471.

41 Brennan Center for Justice (2019), “Lamone v. Benisek”, 29.07.2019, Date of Accession: 10.05.2024 from
https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/court-cases/lamone-v-benisek.

42 |bid.
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2011, was found to disproportionately favor their party. The court ordered a new map, which

resulted in a more balanced representation in subsequent elections.

One major factor that has exacerbated the ideological divide in the United States is the
proliferation of politically biased media. News outlets on cable and internet, such as MSNBC
and Fox News, target certain ideological groups, isolating viewers who see mostly content
that supports their preexisting views.** For instance, MSNBC leans more toward leftist
opinions, whereas Fox News is often believed to support conservative ones. A more divided
media environment is the result of this segmentation, which isolates audiences into echo
chambers where they only see content that confirms their own political views. By offering
biased views on political matters and denigrating opposing opinions, this biased exposure to
partisan media deepens pre-existing ideological gaps. The media environment becomes more
fragmented as a result, making it harder for people of different ideologies to communicate
and comprehend one another. By giving more weight to material that corresponds with users’
established tastes and previous actions, algorithmic filtering on social media platforms also
serve to deepen existing divisions. As a result, people become trapped in filter bubbles where
they only see content that supports their own views, further dividing society along ideological
lines. This dynamic is made worse by the fact that sensationalist and disinformational content
is often shared on social media. The biased use of social media to disseminate misinformation
and conspiracy theories during the 2020 presidential election is a prime example of how these

platforms may exacerbate divisions in society.*

One of the main causes of ideological polarization is economic disparity. Growing economic
inequality gives rise to animosity toward those seen as part of the privileged. Populist
movements, which advocate for drastically different answers to economic issues, can arise on
both the left and the right in response to economic upheaval, such as job losses caused by
globalization and technological improvements. As many factions try to solve their economic
problems with diverse policy suggestions, this dynamic exacerbates division. A growing
disparity between the wealthiest Americans and everyone else has been a hallmark of

America’s income inequality for decades. The Gini coefficient, with O indicating complete

43 Martin Haselmayer & Markus Wagner & Thomas M. Meyer (2017), “Partisan Bias in Message Selection:
Media Gatekeeping of Party Press Releases”, Political Communication, Vol. 34, no: 3, pp. 367-384; Kenneth
Kim (2019), “The Hostile Media Phenomenon: Testing the Effect of News Framing on Perceptions of Media
Bias”, Communication Research Reports, Vol. 36, no: 1, pp. 35-44.

4 McKay Coppins (2020), “The Billion-Dollar Disinformation Campaign to Re-Elect the President”, The
Atlantic, March 2020, Date of Accession: 10.05.2024 from
https://www.theatlantic.com/magazine/archive/2020/03/the-2020-disinformation-war/605530/.
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equality and 1 indicating complete inequality, is the principal metric for income inequality.
The Gini coefficient, the income share and the net average wealth of richest % 1 have all

increased over the last several decades, showing widening inequality (see Table 1).

Many American workers have seen their wages remain stagnant due to the reduction in
domestic employment in specific sectors brought about by the outsourcing of manufacturing
and other jobs to nations with cheaper labor costs.*> There is a robust relationship between
income and level of education. The steep increase in the price of college in the United States
has made it out of reach for many people with lower incomes and has only served to deepen
the economic gap. Workers are less able to negotiate for improved working conditions and
greater salaries due to the fall of unions and collective bargaining. Furthermore, many
workers now face economic volatility due to the growth of the gig economy and insecure
employment.*® The rich have benefited from tax policies that have lowered taxes on higher
wages and capital gains, which have widened the income gap. Many workers have seen their
actual salaries decline because minimum wage rules have failed to keep up with inflation.

Polarization and instability in politics can result from large economic gaps.

Table 1. The Evolution of Income and Wealth Inequality in the U.S.

1975 1990 2005 2020
Share of Income Earned by Top % 1 % 8 % 13 % 17 % 20
Gini Index 35.7 38.3 41 39.7
Net Average Wealth of Top % 1 520K $ 2.8M $ 7.1M $ 15.3M $

Net Average Wealth of Bottom % 50 12.2K $ 124K $ 12.7K $ 13.6K $

Source: World Bank and World Inequality Database (as of 26 July 2024).

%5 Bryan Jung (2022), “Americans’ Real Wages Fall Again as Inflation Soars to Fresh 40-Year High”, The
Epoch Times, 13.07.2022.

46 Mindy Shoss & Shiyang Su & Ann Schlotzhauer & Nicole Carusone (2022), “Job Insecurity Harms Both
Employees and Employers”, Harvard Business Review, 26.09.2022, Date of Accession: 10.05.2024 from
https://hbr.org/2022/09/job-insecurity-harms-both-employees-and-employers.
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The wealth gap in the United States is far wider than the income gap. The wealthiest one
percent of Americans control a disproportionately large amount of the country’s wealth,
while the poorest half of the population own almost nothing.*” The advantages of money,
social networks, and opportunity are more readily available to those who are born into it.
Assets such as stocks, real estate, and enterprises have the potential to increase in value over
time, and those with higher incomes have more possibilities to do so. Rising property prices
and the subprime mortgage crisis have made it impossible for many people to enter the
housing market, despite the fact that homeownership is a key method of accumulating wealth
in the U.S. Campaign donations, lobbying, and media dominance give the wealthy a
disproportionate amount of power over Washington, which they use to further their own
interests and keep inequality in place.*® A loss of faith in institutions and societal stability can
result from widening income gaps. The possibility of social unrest grows whenever a sizable
portion of the populace experiences a loss of agency. There is surely a correlation between
the deepening of ideological polarization, increase of widespread social dissatisfaction due to
chronic income and wealth inequality and the emergent political violence in the U.S.*° A
significant portion of radicalized “Trumpists”, for example, have been argued to hail from

low-income households.%°

Foreign policy has also played a significant role in recent years in terms of deepening the
divide between political parties and among the general populace in the United States.
Historically, foreign policy had been a domain where bipartisan cooperation was more
common, as the U.S. navigated global conflicts like the Second World War and the Cold
War.®! For example, a notable instance of cooperation was seen in the aftermath of attacks on
September 11, 2001, as a foreign policy consensus emerged with both major parties
supporting military action in Afghanistan. However, the subsequent invasion of Iraq in 2003,
based on controversial claims about weapons of mass destruction, significantly fractured this
unity. The Democratic Party increasingly viewed the war as unjustified and mismanaged,

while many Republicans supported it as a necessary step in the “War on Terror”.%? The

47 For more details, see; Thomas M. Shapiro (2017), Toxic Inequality: How America’s Wealth Gap Destroys
Mobility, Deepens the Racial Divide, and Threatens Our Future, New York: Basic Books.

48 Rebecca Solnit (2024), “In the Shadow of Silicon Valley”, London Review of Books, Vol. 46, no: 3, pp. 7-11.
49 Krige Siebrits (2022), “Economic Inequality and Political Polarization”, Taiwan Journal of Democracy, Vol.
18, no: 1, p. 41.

%0 Burt Neuborne (2019), When at Times the Mob Is Swayed: A Citizen’s Guide to Defending Our Republic,
New York: The New Press.

51 Michael H. Hunt (1987), Ideology and U. S. Foreign Policy, New Haven: Yale University.

52 Melvyn P. Leffler (2005), “9/11 and American Foreign Policy”, Diplomatic History, Vol. 29, no: 3, pp. 395-
413.
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intense debates over the legitimacy, execution, and consequences of the Iraq War exacerbated
existing ideological divides, contributing to long-lasting partisan bitterness.

Polarization between Republicans and Democrats on issues of foreign policy further
increased during the tenure of President Barack Obama. Conservatives criticized Obama for
being too passive in international conflicts and perceived his foreign policy as weakening
America’s global stance.®® In contrast, many liberals criticized him for continuing military
interventions and the ethical implications of drone warfare.>* The Iran Nuclear Deal (JCPOA
— Joint Comprehensive Plan of Action) in 2015 is another significant example. The
agreement, which aimed to curb Iran’s nuclear program in exchange for lifting economic
sanctions, was lauded by many Democrats as a diplomatic triumph, but vehemently opposed
by Republicans who viewed it as dangerously lenient and detrimental to U.S. and Israeli
security interests.>® This division extended beyond Congress, influencing public opinion and
media narratives, thereby deepening the partisan divide.%

Donald Trump’s presidency marked a dramatic shift in U.S. foreign policy, characterized by
his “America First” doctrine. His administration’s approach to international relations was
highly polarizing. Key decisions, such as withdrawing from the Paris Climate Agreement,
pulling out of the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP), renegotiating NAFTA, and the
contentious dealings with NATO allies, were divisive. Republicans largely supported
Trump’s stance as a necessary recalibration of U.S. foreign policy to prioritize national
interests. In contrast, Democrats criticized his actions as reckless and damaging to

Washington’s global standing and alliances.®’

President Donald Trump’s personal approach to Russian President Vladimir Putin was
notably conciliatory. Trump repeatedly praised Putin and expressed a desire to improve U.S.-
Russia relations, which sparked significant controversy and allegations of undue leniency.®®
Despite Trump’s personal overtures, his administration implemented several measures that

were tough on Russia. Key actions included imposing sanctions on Russian individuals and

%3 Kenneth A. Schultz (2017), “Perils of Polarization for U.S. Foreign Policy”, The Washington Quarterly, Vol.
40, no: 4, pp. 7-28.

% Ibid.

% |bid.

% Gary C. Jacobson (2011), “Obama and the Polarized Public”, in James A. Thurber (ed.) Obama in Office: The
First Two Years, New York: Routledge, pp. 19-40.

5" Shah M. Tarzi (2019), “The Trump Divide and Partisan Attitudes Regarding US Foreign Policy: Select
Theoretical and Empirical Observations”, International Studies, Vol. 56, no: 1, pp. 46-57.

%8 Florian Boller & Lukas D. Herr (2020), “From Washington without Love: Congressional Foreign Policy
Making and US-Russian Relations under President Trump”, Contemporary Politics, Vol. 26, no: 1, pp. 17-37.
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entities for activities such as human rights abuses in Ukraine. The administration also
expelled Russian diplomats in response to the poisoning of a former Russian spy in the UK.
The Biden administration has taken a markedly firmer stance toward Russia, emphasizing
accountability and strengthening alliances. President Joe Biden’s administration swiftly
imposed a new wave of sanctions on Russia. Biden has emphasized the importance of a
united front against Russian aggression, especially in Eastern Europe. This approach
contrasts with Trump’s occasional criticism of NATO and his focus on burden-sharing
among member states. The Trump and Biden administrations have adopted significantly
different approaches to U.S.-Russia relations. Trump’s tenure was marked by a dichotomy
between his personal affinity for Putin and the administration’s enforcement of sanctions and
strategic measures. In contrast, Biden has pursued a more consistently confrontational and
principled stance, engaging Russia from a position of firm resolve in the context of the
ongoing Ukraine War. These contrasting approaches reflect broader differences in foreign
policy philosophy that originate out of the bipolar ideological positions of Republicans and

Democrats.
4. The Impact of Political Polarization on Democracy in the U.S.

Political polarization in the U.S. has also worsened due to the emergence of identity politics,
in which social identities like gender, ethnicity, and religion are strongly linked to political
choices.® Separate political factions representing the interests of particular identity groups
might emerge as a result of identity politics. This has the potential to be a potent instrument
for promoting social justice, but it also has the risk of adding to polarization by fostering
inflexible borders of identification and diminishing chances for communication and
cooperation across different groups. “Culture wars” on issues such as racial justice, abortion,

gun control, and LGBTQ+ rights frequently show how divided American society is.

One recent example is the fight for transgender people to have equal access to restrooms.®
Similarly, the deep ideological schism on reproductive rights is reflected in the continuing
fight over abortion rights, which is illustrated by the divisiveness surrounding numerous legal
cases to the Supreme Court and limitations at the state level.%! Social movements and protests

are prime instances of people becoming deeply divided along ideological lines. Since its

%9 For more details, see; Christopher T. Stout (2020), The Case for Identity Politics: Polarization, Demographic
Change, and Racial Appeals.

60 Tom Dart (2017), “Transgender 'bathroom bill' leaves Texas Christians deeply divided”, The Guardian,
06.08.2017.

81 Greer Donley (2022), “Medication Abortion Exceptionalism”, Cornell Law Review, Vol. 107, no: 3, pp. 627-
704.
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inception, the Black Lives Matter (BLM) movement has been at the center of the national
conversation about police brutality and racial equality. Reflecting profound ideological
differences, some see BLM as an affront to law and order, while others see it as an essential
reaction to systematic racism.®? The contrasting viewpoints on social and racial justice
concerns are further demonstrated by the counter-protests, such the pro-Republican “Blue

Lives Matter” movement that backs police officers.

The consequences of ideological polarization for democratic rule are substantial. Legislative
deadlock is one of the most noticeable outcomes. Finding common ground is becoming more
and more difficult as the ideological gap between the parties grows. This dynamic leads to
deadlocks in policymaking, which in turn hinders the government’s capacity to do its job and
leaves important problems unsolved. Political instability and a decline in public faith in
democratic institutions are both exacerbated by legislative deadlock. For example, when it
comes to healthcare reform, immigration laws, and budget allocations, it is very uncommon
for parties to remain firmly committed to their ideological convictions, leading to impasses in
the debates. The Affordable Care Act (ACA), sometimes known as “Obamacare” is a prime
example of this deadlock. The political chasm over healthcare policy was on full display in
the 2010 passing of the ACA with not a single Republican vote and the several attempts by
Republicans to dismantle it that followed.%® Another sign of parliamentary deadlock caused
by ideological division is government shutdowns. The longest U.S. shutdown ever, which
lasted 35 days from December 2018 to January 2019, is the most recent and glaring example
of this. A controversial topic reflecting larger arguments about immigration and national
security, the financial cost of a border wall became the source of this closure when President
Trump and congressional Democrats could not come to an agreement. The impact of
ideologically driven shutdowns on government operations and public faith in democratic

institutions is glaringly obvious.

By giving an advantage to candidates who can win over the most radical members of their
party, the primary election process of the U.S. political system also tends to deepen pre-
existing divisions. Candidates take more ideologically conservative stances to win over their
party’s base during the primary. In the 2016 presidential primaries, this phenomenon was on

full display as Bernie Sanders and Donald Trump, who embodied the party’s most radical

82 Alvin B. Tillery Jr. (2019), “What Kind of Movement is Black Lives Matter? The View from Twitter”,
Journal of Race, Ethnicity, and Politics, Vol. 4, no: 2, pp. 297-323.

8 For more details, see; Steven Brill (2015), America’s Bitter Pill: Money, Politics, Back-Room Deals, and the
Fight to Fix Our Broken Healthcare System, New York: Random House.
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elements, garnered substantial support. This dynamic has the potential to further polarize
candidates and the political environment as a whole.

The Capitol Riot on 6 January 2021 was one of the most egregious instances of political
violence resulting from ideological strife. A group of armed pro-Trump militias attempted to
change the 2020 presidential election results by storming the U.S. Capitol. This historic
assault on a pillar of American democracy demonstrated the tremendous zeal with which
some people are prepared to act in accordance with their deeply divided political views. This
incident demonstrated how ideological divisions may quickly lead to bloodshed, which in
turn undermines democratic rule. Rising levels of domestic terrorism and hate crimes are
further signs of sharp ideological divisions. Extremist ideology is a common motivator for
domestic terrorist attacks and hate organizations, according to the FBI and the Southern
Poverty Law Center (SPLC).%* The Pittsburg synagogue incident in 2018, in which a shooter
targeted Jewish worshippers, and the 2017 Charlottesville demonstration, in which white
supremacists fought with counter-protesters in the streets, are examples of how violent acts

against perceived adversaries can result from extreme ideas.

Republicans and Democrats could not be more divided about climate change. Despite
Republicans’ skepticism of climate science and opposition to regulatory measures, surveys
reveal that Democrats are more inclined to recognize the scientific consensus on climate
change and favor actions to address it.°®> The contrasting policies of the last several
administrations are evidence of how this divide influences policymaking. The stark difference
between the Obama and Trump administrations’ approaches to climate action and
environmental regulation highlights the influence of ideological divisions on policy responses
to pressing global issues. The COVID-19 epidemic also served to highlight and worsen the
already existing ideological divide. There was a marked party divide in the reactions to public
health initiatives like vaccination drives and mask requirements. Research shows that
Republicans, swayed by political figures and media accounts that minimize the seriousness of

the illness, were less inclined to wear masks and take vaccines.®® In regions where people

84 Southern Poverty Law Center (2018), “General Hate”, 08.08.2018, Date of Accession: 10.05.2024 from
https://web.archive.org/web/20180408201658/https://www.splcenter.org/fighting-hate/extremist-
files/ideology/general-hate.

% For more details, see; Naomi Klein (2019), On Fire: The Burning Case for a Green New Deal, New York:
Allen Lane.

8 Katharina Gabriela Pfaff & Thomas Plimper & Eric Neumayer (2023), “Polarized Politics: Protest Against
COVID-19 Containment Policies in the USA”, Political Science Quarterly, Vol. 138, no: 1, pp. 23-46.
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were more resistant to health measures, illness and death rates were greater, and this
polarization made it harder to execute consistent public health programs.

To combat polarization, it is crucial to encourage collaboration and conversation across
different political parties. Efforts to promote bipartisan cooperation among legislators have
the potential to heal ideological wounds and create a more cooperative political climate. One
group working to lessen partisanship and increase the efficacy of legislation is the Problem
Solvers Caucus in Congress.®” Its members come from both parties and are dedicated to
finding common ground on important topics. One other way to reduce polarization via
lessening the effect of biased news and algorithmic filtering is to increase media literacy and
promote diversified media intake. In order to combat the spread of false information in
today’s media landscape, people can benefit from educational programs that teach them to
think critically and analyze media effectively. Another way to combat the rise of echo

chambers is to encourage people to read news stories from a range of outlets.

Rebuilding social cohesiveness requires promoting community involvement and conversation
that transcends ideological barriers. To lessen polarization, there should be initiatives that
unite people in talking about their problems and finding solutions they can all agree on.
Intergroup contact interventions, town hall gatherings and civic dialogues all provide
opportunities for people with different perspectives to meet face-to-face and have meaningful
discussions. Legislative deadlock, election procedures, media consumption patterns, social
disputes, and other facets of American culture and politics attest to the country’s extreme
degree of ideological polarization. This section has discussed how polarization affects
government, social cohesiveness, and public safety in the U.S. Promoting bipartisan
collaboration, improving media literacy, and encouraging community involvement are all
necessary steps in the multi-pronged fight against polarization. We may strive for a more

united and inclusive society by identifying and resolving the root causes of polarization.
5. The Roots of Political Polarization in Turkiye

There has been a great deal of ideological division in Turkiye since the early 2000s. Its
political stability, social cohesiveness, and economic progress are all severely impacted by
this split. Historical legacies, political dynamics, media impacts, economic variables, and
societal changes are some of the many aspects and causes of ideological division in Turkiye

that are examined in this section. These factors can provide light on where polarization in

87 For more details, see; Josh Gottheimer & Tom Reed (2017), “Let’s Stop the Bickering and Fix the Health
Care System”, New York Times, 04.08.2017.
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Turkiye has come from and how it will shape the future of the country. Mustafa Kemal
Atatlrk launched a secular modernization movement called Kemalism when he established
the Turkish Republic in 1923. In its pursuit of making Turkiye a secular modern nation-state,
this ideology prioritized secularism, Turkish nationalism, and cultural Westernization. The
long-standing friction between secularists and Islamists in Tirkiye was caused by this vision
clashing with the deeply established Islamic traditions. Secular elites are generally seen by
the Turkish conservative political tradition as disconnected from the religious majority due to

this schism, which has altered the political scene.%®

The divisiveness in Turkiye was further exacerbated by the country’s history of military
coups. In an effort to limit the impact of political Islam and other anti-Kemalist ideologies
(e.g. socialism), the Kemalist military stepped into politics on many occasions (1960, 1971,
1980, and 1997), seeing itself as the protector of Atatiirk’s secular and nationalist Republic.
More animosity and distrust developed between religious conservatives and secularists as a
result of these actions. The ideological divide was further widened when conservatives and
Islamists viewed the military’s activities as anti-democratic. A notable change occurred in
Turkish politics with the emergence of Recep Tayyip Erdogan’s Justice and Development
Party (AKP or AK Parti) in the early 2000s. With its foundations in political Islam, the AKP
was able to win over religious and conservative groups who had felt left out by the secular
ruling class.® Its programs, which mixed social conservatism with economic liberalism, were
well-received by the Turkish people and helped propel the party to victory in successive
elections (i.e. in 2002, 2007, 2011, 2015, 2018, and 2023). On the other hand, polarization
has worsened due to the AKP’s rise to power and its authoritarian tendencies, which have

helped to consolidate power and silence critics.”

A major contributor to the divisiveness in Tirkiye has been the leadership style of President
Erdogan. Society is more divided as a result of his polarizing speeches, which he has used on
numerous occasions to target secularists/Kemalists, socialists, feminists, liberals, Kurdish and

Alevi rights activists, and many opposition parties (e.g. CHP — Republican People’s Party)

% For a detailed study, see; Senem Aydm-Diizgit (2019), “The Islamist-Secularist Divide”, pp. 17-37.
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Political Studies, VVol. 54, no: 2, pp. 245-279; Hakan Yavuzyilmaz & Dimitris Tsarouhas (2023), “Opening the
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and non-governmental organizations.”* The political landscape has been further divided by
President Erdogan’s method of government, which involves consolidating authority,
weakening checks and balances, and intimidating opposition with long-term imprisonment
sentences.’? There is a great deal of ideological tension because of his divisive storylines,

which frequently include portraying political opponents as dangers to national security.”

Partly as a result of government control and censorship, the Turkish media landscape has
grown split. The media landscape is significantly biased towards pro-government narratives
since many critical media outlets have been either taken over or repressed by the AKP
administration.” There has been a lot of pressure on independent and alternative media, with
journalists facing jail, fines, and legal harassment. Independent and opposition media are
under intense pressure, in contrast to pro-government outlets like Sabah and A Haber, which
relentlessly promote AKP narratives and policies. Cumhuriyet, Sézcl, and Halk Tv are just a
few examples of the critical publications and television networks that face ongoing threats of
censorship, legal action, and penalties. As a result of media polarization, preexisting
ideological gaps are further deepened and various parts of society are exposed to wildly
divergent information. Despite giving a new venue for dissenting opinions, social media has
exacerbated divisions in society. By limiting users’ exposure to content that disagrees with
their views, social media platforms can essentially act as echo chambers, further solidifying
users’ ideological convictions. Disinformation and propaganda circulated on social media
have deepened existing tensions, with opposing viewpoints on contentious matters like the
Kurdish question, foreign policy direction, animal rights issue, and economic growth adding
fuel to the fire.” Social media outlets such as Facebook and Twitter had a significant role in

organizing and mobilizing the 2013 Gezi Park protests, which began as a local environmental
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protest and grew into huge anti-government rallies across the country.’® In reaction, the
government tried to restrict online activism and block social media sites, drawing attention to
the way in which these platforms exacerbate ideological divisions. Meanwhile, pro-AKP
narratives are pushed by pro-government social media operations that utilize bots and trolls to
harass opposition individuals, further dividing the online sphere.’’

Another major factor that contributes to division in Turkiye is economic disparity. The AKP
has presided over periods of robust economic growth in the 2000s and early 2010s; however
hyper-inflation, income inequality, and wealth inequality have remained rampant, and the
economy has been in a downward spiral since the mid-2010s (see Table 2). Economic
development has disproportionately favored urban areas, especially in the west, over rural
and eastern areas.’® There is a correlation between the economic gap and ideological gulfs;
generally speaking, rural regions are more religious and conservative, whilst metropolitan
areas are more secular and liberal. Therefore, ideological polarization may be fueled by
economic grievances, as various groups try to resolve their problems through different
political channels. Proponents of the AKP’s economic policies say they have helped the
country flourish thanks to their emphasis on building and real estate as well as other massive
infrastructural projects.” On the other hand, those who are against these policies say that they
cause corruption, economic instability, and environmental damage.®® Economic model
debates highlight larger ideological differences; the AKP supports a pro-business, neoliberal
free-market agenda, while the opposition parties, especially the CHP, call for more social
welfare and wealth equality. Economic policy polarization affects voter preferences and
public opinion. As inflation and income and wealth inequality has reached increasingly
severe levels over the years under the AKP rule, economic dissatisfaction has come to the

foreground of bipolarization and further deepened divisions (see Table 2).

6 Oguzhan Goksel & Omer Tekdemir (2018), “Questioning the ‘Immortal State’: The Gezi Protests and the
Short-Lived Human Security Moment in Turkey”, British Journal of Middle Eastern Studies, Vol. 45, no: 3, pp.
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“Social media use and political participation: the Turkish case”, Turkish Studies, Vol. 23, no: 3, pp. 450-473.

78 For a comprehensive study, see; Giines Asik & Ulas Karakog & Sevket Pamuk (2023), “Regional inequalities
and the West—East divide in Turkey since 19137, The Economic History Review, Vol. 76, no: 4, pp. 1305-1332.
™ For a detailed study of Tiirkiye’s political economy of development under the AKP rule, see; Gorkem
Altinérs & Umit Akgay (2022), “Authoritarian neoliberalism, crisis, and consolidation: the political economy of
regime change in Turkey”, Globalizations, Vol. 19, no: 7, pp. 1029-1053.

8 Firat Kimya (2019), “Political economy of corruption in Turkey: declining petty corruption, rise of
cronyism?”, Turkish Studies, Vol. 20, no: 3, pp. 351-376.
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Table 2. The Evolution of Inflation and Income and Wealth Inequality in Turkiye

1995 2005 2015 2022
Share of Income Earned by Top % 1 % 21.5 % 18.2 % 20.9 % 20.4
Gini Index 38.5 42.6 40.8 43.7
Share of Wealth by Top % 1 % 46 % 37 % 39.5 % 37.4
Share of Wealth by Bottom % 50 % 1 % 3.3 % 3.2 % 3.2
Inflation Rate % 89 % 8.1 % 7.6 % 72.3

Source: World Bank and World Inequality Database (as of 26 July 2024).

Another factor that has exacerbated division is the AKP’s dependence on patronage and
clientelism to sustain its support base.®! A severely divided political economy has resulted
from accusations that the party is utilizing state resources to favor its supporters and penalize
those who oppose it. Further erosion of faith in institutions and deepening of ideological
differences have resulted from corruption scandals, including as the 2013 corruption
investigation involving high-ranking officials and businesses linked to the AKP. Opposition
supporters’ animosity and mistrust of the government is intensified by the widespread belief

that it participates in corrupt practices and shows favoritism/nepotism.8?

Ideological divisions in Turkiye also stem from the Kurdish Question. There are now
significant rifts in Turkish society as a result of the protracted armed conflict between the
Turkish Armed Forces and the PKK (Kurdistan Workers” Party) — which is recognized by
Turkiye, the U.S., Britain, Japan, the EU (European Union), and NATO (North Atlantic

Organization) as a terrorist organization.® Turkish nationalist ideology and some Kurdish

81 Diizgiin Arslantas & Senol Arslantas (2022), “How does clientelism foster electoral dominance? Evidence
from Turkey”, Asian Journal of Comparative Politics, Vol. 7, no: 3, pp. 559-575.

82 |bid.; Firat Kimya (2019), “Political economy of corruption in Turkey: declining petty corruption, rise of
cronyism?”, pp. 365-370.

8 | e Monde (2022), “NATO deal with Sweden and Finland: Ankara celebrates 'national victory, worries mount
in Stockholm™, 29.06.2022, Date of Accession: 10.05.2024 from
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activists’ demands for autonomy and more cultural rights frequently clash. The violent
conflict has persisted despite intermittent peace negotiations and reforms, which have not
unfortunately succeeded in reducing bipolarization among Turkish and Kurdish nationalists.®*
The political climate has become even more complex and politicized as a result of the AKP’s
inconsistent position on the Kurdish Question, which has ranged from negotiations to military

solutions over the years.

In recent years, foreign policy has played an increasingly significant role in exacerbating
divisions within Turkiye — not unlike in the United States. In the early years of the AKP’s
rule, Turkiye pursued a foreign policy aimed at integrating with the European Union (EU).
This policy, which included democratic reforms, enjoyed broad support across the political
spectrum as it promised enhanced democratic governance.®® However, as EU accession talks
stalled, Erdogan’s foreign policy increasingly adopted a neo-Ottoman vision, seeking to
expand Turkish influence across the Middle East, North Africa, and the Balkans. This vision
appealed to nationalist and conservative segments of Turkish society, but it also alienated
secularists and liberals who viewed this approach as a departure from Tiirkiye’s Western-
oriented approach.®® Tiirkiye’s involvement in the Syrian Civil War and its contentious
relationship with Israel has been particularly polarizing. The AKP’s support for the Muslim
Brotherhood in Egypt and Hamas in Gaza has drawn criticism from secular and some
nationalist factions who argue that such policies compromise Tiirkiye’s security and
economic interests.®” Conversely, conservative and Islamist groups have supported these

policies as aligning with Tiirkiye’s moral and strategic interests.

Tirkiye’s relations with Western allies, particularly the United States and NATO, have been
another source of polarization. Erdogan’s purchase of the Russian S-400 missile defense
system, have strained Tiirkiye’s relations with its NATO allies. This move has been defended
by the AKP as a sovereign right and a means to diversify Tirkiye’s defense partnerships.

However, it has been criticized by opposition parties who view it as jeopardizing Tiirkiye’s

https://www.lemonde.fr/en/international/article/2022/06/29/nato-deal-with-sweden-and-finland-ankara-
celebrates-national-victory-worries-mount-in-stockholm_5988325_4.html.
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Consistent Tutelage to Volatile Securitization”, Alternatives, Vol. 44, no: 1, pp. 35-49.

8 Paul Kubicek (2005), “The European Union and Grassroots Democratization in Turkey”, Turkish Studies,
Vol. 6, no: 3, pp. 361-377.

8 M. Hakan Yavuz (2022), “The Motives behind the AKP’s Foreign Policy: Neo-Ottomanism and Strategic
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strategic alignment with the West and its membership in NATO.® The CHP, Tiirkiye’s main
opposition party, presents a markedly different vision for the country’s foreign policy. One of
the central tenets of the CHP’s foreign policy is a strong commitment to closer integration
with Western institutions, particularly the EU and NATO. The CHP advocates for revitalizing
Tiirkiye’s EU accession process, which has stalled under Erdogan. The party believes that EU
membership would not only bolster Tiirkiye’s economy but also reinforce democratic values
and human rights.8 This stance contrasts sharply with the AKP’s drift away from the EU,
driven by both the slow pace of negotiations and a pivot toward more independent regional

policies.

The AKP has pursued a pragmatic and strategic engagement with Russia, characterized by a
willingness to cooperate on various fronts despite underlying tensions. Key areas of
cooperation include energy, defense, and regional conflicts. The AKP views Russia as an
important partner in diversifying Tiirkiye’s energy sources, exemplified by the TurkStream
pipeline, which delivers Russian natural gas to Tirkiye and Europe. In the Middle East,
particularly in Syria, the AKP has balanced cooperation and competition with Russia. Both
countries support opposing sides in the Syrian Civil War but have managed to coordinate
actions through mechanisms like the Astana Peace Process. The CHP has been a vocal critic
of the AKP’s decision to purchase the S-400 system, arguing that it jeopardizes Tiirkiye’s
strategic relationship with NATO and the United States. The CHP contends that the
acquisition undermines Tiirkiye’s defense interoperability with its NATO allies and exposes
the country to unnecessary risks, including economic sanctions, and diplomatic isolation.®
The CHP also critiques the AKP’s perceived leniency towards Russia's authoritarianism and
human rights record. The CHP argues for a foreign policy that upholds democratic values and
human rights, suggesting that closer ties with Russia under Erdogan compromise these

principles.®!

The AKP and CHP differ significantly in their approach to relations with Russia. The AKP’s
strategy is characterized by pragmatic engagement and strategic cooperation, particularly in
energy and defense, despite the resulting tensions with NATO. In contrast, the CHP

advocates for a more cautious approach, emphasizing the importance of maintaining strong

8 Vicken Cheterian (2023), “Friend and Foe: Russia—Turkey relations before and after the war in Ukraine”,
Small Wars & Insurgencies, Vol. 34, no: 7, pp. 1271-1294.

89 M. Hakan Yavuz & Ahmet Erdi Oztiirk (2023), Kemal Kiligdaroglu and the New Republican People’s Party
in Turkey, London: Palgrave Macmillan, pp. 123-138.

% Ibid.

%1 Ibid.
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ties with Western allies and upholding democratic values. These differences reflect broader
ideological divides and strategic visions within Turkish politics, shaping the country’s foreign

policy direction.
6. The Impact of Political Polarization on Democracy in Turkiye

Not unlike the wide divide between the Republicans and Democrats in the U.S., Turkish
politics mostly revolve around the ideological clash between the ruling party (from 2002 to
present) AKP and the established main opposition CHP — albeit there are other significant
parties in the country such as the AKP’s ally Turkish nationalist MHP (Nationalist Action
Party), pro-Kurdish DEM (Peoples’ Equality and Democracy Party), the rising new Islamist
opposition YRP (New Welfare Party), and the ZP (Victory Party) known for its fanatical anti-
immigrant stance and far-right populist leader Umit Ozdag. Campaign speeches from the
AKP and the CHP have frequently shown how far apart their ideologies are. In the most
recent 2023 presidential elections and 2024 municipal elections, for example, there was
intense rivalry, with Erdogan portraying the contest as a fight for the “survival” of the
country and the CHP highlighting democratic principles and effective leadership.®? Turkish
politics is characterized by this ideological bipolarization, as seen in the contrast between the
AKP’s emphasis on national identity, Islam, and traditional values, and the CHP’s discursive

focus on secularism, modernity, and democracy.

Another illustration of the AKP-CHP division was the constitutional referendum that took
place in 2017, leading to the change from a parliamentary to a super-presidential
administration. Voters’ polarized views were on full display in the referendum’s close 51.4 %
approval rate. Proponents of the shift included the AKP and its ally MHP, who contended
that the shift would lead to more stable and efficient government. Opposition groups like the
CHP warned that it would weaken democratic safeguards and pave the way for dictatorship.
The bitter campaigns, characterized by claims of media bias and unethical tactics,
demonstrated the wide ideological divide between those who favor and those who oppose the

presidential system.

Part of the reason people are so divided is because of the conflict between religious

conservatism and secularism. Secularists view the AKP’s policies which support religious

2 M. Hakan Yavuz (2023), “A Torn Country: Erdogan’s Turkey and the Elections of 2023”, Middle East
Policy, Vol. 30, no: 3, pp. 81-94; Meral Ugur-Cinar (2023), “Elections and Democracy in Turkey:
Reconsidering Competitive Authoritarianism in the Age of Democratic Backsliding”, The Political Quarterly,
Vol. 94, no: 3, pp. 445-451; Ezgi Elgi (2024), “Right-wing populism in Turkey and the 2023 elections”,
Southeast European and Black Sea Studies, Vol. 24, no: 2, pp. 297-317.
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education, Islamic ideals in public life and the building of many mosques as a departure from
Atatiirk’s secular ideas.%® Equal rights for women and gender parity are also hotly debated
topics. The AKP’s traditionalist views on gender roles and family values are frequently at
odds with those of feminists, socialists, and secularists who fight for equal rights for women
at every field of life. AKP proposals to limit abortion or alter family law were two examples
of legislation that received the ire of women’s rights activists and illustrated the ideological
gap. Every year on International Women’s Day, there are marches that highlight how divided

people are on gender issues; these feminist marches are frequently opposed by police.®*

One well-known instance of — and perhaps the most notable turning point for the deepening
of polarization — the violent political outcomes that can result from extreme ideological
division was the 2013 Gezi Park demonstrations. Demonstrations against the government
spread across the country after they started as a modest protest in Istanbul against the planned
reconstruction of a park. The government’s and its critics’ schism was on full display in the
harsh police reaction that led to the deaths and severe injuries of numerous protestors.® A
wide range of groups such as Kemalists, environmentalists, feminists, socialists, anti-
capitalist Muslims, LGBTQ groups, Alevi rights activists, and pro-Kurdish activists came
together during the rallies to oppose Erdogan’s growingly autocratic leadership.®® Protesters
were portrayed by the government as traitors and foreign agents, which only served to further
split the population and exacerbate ideological divisions. Another noteworthy instance in
Turkiye’s divisiveness and bloodshed occurred during and after the failed coup attempt on 15
July 2016. Following the coup attempt, the government ordered a widespread purge of those
it held responsible for the coup from the ranks of the military, the courts, universities, and the
public service.®” The coup and its aftermath highlighted the wide ideological divide across the

country — even among religious conservatives as the FETO (Gulenist Terrorist Organization)

9 Sebnem Gumuscu (2024), “The AKP and Stealth Islamization in Turkey”, Turkish Studies, Vol. 25, no: 3, pp.
371-397.

% Emily McGarvey (2023), “International Women’s Day: Istanbul women defy ban on protests”, BBC News,
09.03.2023, Date of Accession: 10.05.2024 from https://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-64897655.

% Kivang Atak & Donatella della Porta (2016), “Popular uprisings in Turkey: Police culpability and constraints
on dialogue-oriented policing in Gezi Park and beyond”, European Journal of Criminology, Vol. 13, no: 5, pp.
610-625.

% Oguzhan Goksel & Omer Tekdemir (2018), “Questioning the ‘Immortal State’: The Gezi Protests and the
Short-Lived Human Security Moment in Turkey”, pp. 381-387.

7 Gizem Tugba Ozkut & Jiilide As¢1 (2020), “Long-Lasting State of Emergency: Use of (In)security for
Consolidation of Power in Turkey”, Democracy and Security, Vol. 16, no: 3, pp. 189-209.
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members leading the coup attempt were members of an Islamist fraternity that had recently
switched from close ally to an ardent enemy of the AKP administration. %

A new but extremely intense schism has opened in Turkish society as a result of the influx of
Syrian refugees. With more than 3.6 million officially, Turkiye is the world’s largest home
for Syrian refugees.*® Rising levels of nationalism and anti-immigration sentiment are direct
results of the social and economic stresses allegedly brought on by the influx of so many
refugees. Opposition parties such as the ZP (Victory Party) have harshly criticized the AKP’s
open-door policy towards Syrian migrants, despite its lauded humanitarianism. This matter
has escalated into a major political flashpoint in Turkiye, highlighting deeper ideological
differences between anti-immigrant Turkish nationalists and secularists on one hand and

relatively more pro-immigrant religious conservatives on the other side.

As noted by notable scholars such as Murat Somer and as has been the case in the U.S.,
democratic erosion has been a major outcome of ideological division in Turkiye.!%
Democratic norms and institutions have been weakened by the consolidation of power in the
hands of the executive and the weakening of the independence of the judiciary. A zero-sum
political climate has emerged as a result of polarization, making compromise harder and
making political opponents seem like existential dangers. Because of this setting,
authoritarian behaviors have flourished, and democratic safeguards have been compromised.
The deteriorating levels of collaboration and confidence between various ideological factions
are clear signs of socio-political disintegration. The CHP and AKP, secularists and religious
conservatives and Turkish nationalists, and pro-Kurdish groups are deeply divided, leading to
an atmosphere of mutual animosity and distrust. This disintegration of society makes it harder
to solve common problems that call for widespread collaboration and weakens social

cohesiveness.

The only way to combat division in Tlrkiye is to support more inclusive forms of
government. That all parts of society have a say and are heard in decision-making is an
important aspect of political reconciliation. It is critical to work toward bridging ideological

divides via conversation and compromise. A more inclusive and less divided political climate

% Hatem Ete (2018), “Reframing the July 15 Coup Attempt: A Political and Sociological Examination”, Bilig,
no: 87, pp. 179-202.

% For more details, see; Suat Kiniklioglu (2020), “Syrian refugees in Turkey: changing attitudes and fortunes”,
Stiftung Wissenschaft und Politik Working Paper, Date of Accession: 10.05.2024 from https://www.swp-
berlin.org/10.18449/2020C05/.

100 Murat Somer (2018), “Turkey: The Slippery Slope from Reformist to Revolutionary Polarization and
Democratic Breakdown”, pp. 42-61.
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may be achieved by bolstering democratic institutions, safeguarding the rule of law, and
guaranteeing the independence of the judiciary. To lessen divisiveness, media changes are
equally essential. Promoting educated public discourse and providing a forum for many
opinions may be achieved via ensuring an independent and diversified media environment.
Crucial measures include safeguarding press freedom, fighting disinformation, and promoting
ethical journalism. People can learn to reject the effect of biased media and develop critical
thinking skills through media literacy classes. Resolving economic inequality is critical in
reducing polarization-inspiring social and economic issues. Social cohesiveness may be
enhanced by policies that encourage equitable economic development, lessen geographical
inequalities, and provide every person a chance to succeed. To combat economic inequality
and its roots, we need social safety nets and strategic investments in healthcare, education,

and infrastructure.
Conclusion: Comparative Analysis and Theoretical Implications

Many democracies (e.g. France, Britain, and Germany) throughout the globe are dealing with
varying degrees of political polarization. Given their very different political, social, and
historical backgrounds, studying Turkiye and the U.S. side by side has offered us a great
chance to learn about the dynamics of political division. Since Tiirkiye’s first transition to a
multi-party democracy in 1950, the country has had enormous difficulties with
democratization, military tutelage, and political turmoil. Today, the country is evaluated to be
a “hybrid regime” at best — for instance by Economist Intelligence Unit — while there are also
more critical observers such as the world-famous Freedom House Index that has downgraded
the country from “partly free” to “not free” since the mid-2010s.2%! In contrast, the United
States has had a far longer history of democratization — though not without major problems,
severe crises and fluctuations (e.g. institution of slavery until 1865, the 1861-1865 Civil War,
de jure racial segregation until the late 1960s, and ongoing de facto racial segregation).
Today, the U.S. is generally seen as a “free society” and “consolidated/advanced democracy”
by observers.1%2 However, it is important to note that it has been experiencing a degree of

democratic erosion in parallel with high polarization as its overall democratic score declined

101 Economist Intelligence Unit (2023), “Our World in Data — Democracy Index”. Date of Accession:
10.05.2024 from https://ourworldindata.org/grapher/democracy-index-eiu; Freedom House (2024), “Freedom in
the World 2024 Report — Turkey”, Date of Accession: 10.05.2024 from
https://freedomhouse.org/country/turkey/freedom-world/2024.

102 Acemoglu and Robinson (2012), Why Nations Fail; Kamil Bernaerts & Benjamin Blanckaert & Didier
Caluwaerts (2023), “Institutional design and polarization: Do consensus democracies fare better in fighting
polarization than majoritarian democracies?”’; Moffitt (2016), The Global Rise of Populism.
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from being a “full democracy” with 8.2 points (out of maximum 10.0) in 2006 to 7.8 points in
2023 (now a so-called “flawed democracy”) according to Economist Intelligence Unit.1%® The
Freedom House Index also acknowledges this negative trajectory as their latest report argues
that the score of the U.S. democracy declined from 89 points (out of maximum 100) in 2017
to 83 points by 2024.1%4 Looking at how polarization has played out in these two different

nations reveal the common dynamics at play as well as case-specific causes of polarization.

From the aforementioned sections, it can be surmised that identity politics is a major factor in
the division that exists in both the United States and Turkiye. Political affiliations in the
United States are frequently defined by racial, religious, and ideological characteristics.
Identity politics has a history of polarizing voters, as shown in the civil rights struggle, the
growth of evangelical Christianity, and, more recently, in the development of the Tea Party
and Trumpism (MAGA movement). In Turkiye, ideological (Kemalist vs. conservative),
religious (secular vs. Islamist, Sunni vs. Alevi), and ethnic (Kurdish vs. Turkish)
characteristics all play a major role in dividing the country. Disagreements have become even
more pronounced due to the ongoing Kurdish Question, the Syrian refugee crisis, growing
economic problems (e.g. inflation and income inequality), and President Recep Tayyip

Erdogan’s combative style and longstanding hegemony.

Economic inequality in particular has been found to be one of the shared drivers of intense
polarization in both countries. Both left-wing (like Bernie Sanders) and right-wing (like
Donald Trump) populist movements have emerged in the United States as a result of the
rising economic inequality that has disenfranchised the middle class and working class.
Discontent has also been exacerbated in Tirkiye by economic difficulties including inflation,
unemployment, and regional inequities. During the 2000s and early 2010s, Tirkiye had
macro-economic stability (single-digit inflation, globally valuable currency, and relatively
high average purchasing power) and political stability stemming from democratic reforms
undertaken as part of the country’s European Union accession negotiations. From the mid-
2010s onwards, however, several interrelated factors (i.e. deterioration of the country’s global
image, democratic erosion, and macro-economic difficulties) have increased socio-economic

and political tensions. As inflation and purchasing power difficulties are more pronounced in

103 Economist Intelligence Unit (2023), “Our World in Data — Democracy Index”, Date of Accession:
10.05.2024 from https://ourworldindata.org/grapher/democracy-index-eiu.

104 Freedom in the World 2024 Report — Turkey”, Date of Accession: 10.05.2024 from
https://freedomhouse.org/country/turkey/freedom-world/2024.
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metropolitan areas, polarization between urban dwellers and rural population intensified.1%
This can clearly be seen in the electoral choices of the divergent communities — the urban
areas becoming increasingly anti-AKP whereas the rural ones remaining mostly pro-AKP as

was evident in the 2023 presidential elections and 2024 municipal elections.%

A lot will depend on the Turkish economy, including its growth, unemployment, and inflation
rates. Reducing political tensions may be possible with effective economic reforms and
raising living standards. It will also be critical to address economic imbalances, especially
those between rural and urban communities as well as between the richest % 1 and the
bottom % 50 of the population. Both economic disparity and the difficulty of climbing the
social ladder will also remain major issues in the United States. Reducing the socioeconomic
underpinnings of polarization may be achieved by policies that address income disparities,
improve access to healthcare and education, and increase economic possibilities. The
changing nature of work due to factors like automation, globalization, and technology
progress will have an effect on people’s sense of economic stability and justice, which in turn

may influence their political views and the degree to which they are divided.

In both nations, the media is crucial in creating and exacerbating divisions. Fox News and
MSNBC serve conservative and liberal viewers, respectively, in the divided American media
landscape. Same roles are played by the pro-AKP TRT and A Haber on one hand and the anti-
AKP Sozcu and Halk Tv outlets on the other side in Turkish media system. By isolating users
in echo chambers where they only see content that confirms their own opinions, social media
also serves to deepen this chasm. There is a lot of partisanship in Tulrkiye’s media because
the government controls most of the stations albeit there are a lot of alternative outlets.
Government propaganda and opposition mobilization both make use of social media

channels, which further emphasizes the importance of these platforms.

Political divisiveness is greatly impacted by the unique historical legacies of both Turkiye
and the United States. Despite the United States’ proud tradition of democratic rule, long-
standing differences have emerged over contentious topics including immigration, civil
rights, and slavery. Although it offers stability, the two-party system also reinforces extreme
opposites. The division in Turkiye is shaped by its military coup past, the Ottoman Empire’s

legacy, and the founding ideas of the Turkish Republic under Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk. This

105 Serdar Gocen (2023), “Inflation and income inequality linkages: do institutions matter?”, Applied Economics
[Online].

106 yiiksek Segim Kurulu (2024), “Sandik Sonuglar1 ve Tutanaklar”, Date of Accession: 10.05.2024 from
https://sonuc.ysk.gov.tr/sorgu.
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country’s secularist-Kemalist vs. Islamist-conservative schism has its origins in the early 20™"
century modern nation-state formation process and has lasting effects on modern politics.
Hence, though the historical trajectories of Turkiye and the U.S. are divergent, historical

legacy serves to drive polarization in both societies for sure.

The political and institutional system of the United States, characterized by presidentialism,
separation of powers, and the first-past-the-post (FPP) electoral system, plays a significant
role in shaping the dynamics of political polarization. The U.S. presidential system creates a
high-stakes, winner-takes-all competition. Unlike parliamentary systems (e.g. Germany)
where power is more diffusely distributed among several parties on a proportional basis, the
presidential system concentrates executive power in a single individual, leading to intense
partisan competition for control of the presidency. This exacerbates polarization, as
Republican and Democratic parties and their voters become more entrenched in their
positions to secure the presidency. Both the executive and the legislature are directly elected,
which often create conflicts between these branches, especially under divided government.
Such conflicts intensify polarization, as each branch claims a mandate from the electorate,

leading to zero-sum confrontations rather than cooperative governance.

The FPP (First-Past-the-Post) electoral system in the U.S. strongly incentivizes a two-party
system, as smaller parties struggle to win seats. This binary choice intensifies polarization by
reducing the diversity of political representation and forcing voters into a dichotomous
decision. FPP often results in a lack of proportionality between the percentage of votes
received and the number of seats won, leading to feelings of disenfranchisement among
voters of the losing party. This exacerbates polarization by creating a sense of injustice or
illegitimacy among those who feel their views are not adequately represented. The U.S.
political system’s structure, with its emphasis on presidentialism and the FPP electoral
system, combine to create a political environment that fosters intense partisan competition,

legislative gridlock and a polarized electorate.

Tiirkiye’s political and institutional system, characterized by an all-powerful presidentialism,
limited separation of powers and a weak judicial balance, is closely connected to the
dynamics of political polarization in the country. The 2017 transition to a highly centralized
presidential system has concentrated executive power in the hands of President Erdogan. This
centralization reduces checks and balances and diminishes the role of other branches of
government, leading to a more polarized political environment. The president’s ability to

govern with minimal oversight creates an “us versus them” mentality, where Erdogan’s
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supporters and opponents become deeply entrenched in their positions. The Turkish
parliament’s role has been significantly weakened under the presidential system, limiting its
ability to serve as a check on executive power. This erosion of legislative independence has
led to a rubber-stamp parliament, where meaningful debate and opposition are stifled. This
lack of a strong, independent legislative branch reduces opportunities for political pluralism
and dialogue, contributing to a more polarized political landscape.

The limited separation of powers in the country results in the executive branch dominating
other branches of government, reducing their ability to function independently. This
dominance creates a polarized environment where political competition is reduced to a
struggle for control of the presidency, sidelining other political institutions and actors. The
judiciary in Tirkiye has been increasingly politicized, with judicial appointments and
decisions often reflecting the interests of the AKP. This undermines the judiciary’s role as an
impartial arbiter and erodes public trust in the judicial system. When the judiciary is seen as
an extension of the executive branch, it contributes to polarization by reducing avenues for
legal recourse and reinforcing the perception of a biased system. A weak judicial balance
allows for the suppression of political dissent through legal means, such as the prosecution of
opposition figures, journalists, and activists. This legal repression further polarizes society by
creating an environment where opposition voices are silenced, and political debate is stifled.
The centralization of power in the executive, the erosion of legislative and judicial
independence, and the suppression of dissent all contribute to an environment where political
polarization is both a cause and a consequence of the system’s design in Tirkiye. This
polarization is likely to persist as long as the system remains highly centralized and lacks

effective checks and balances.

The United States’ relative democratic resiliency in the face of adversity stands in stark
contrast to Turkiye’s current experience away from democracy towards authoritarianism. The
theoretical implication could be that less-consolidated democracies (with weaker separation
of powers) such as Turkiye have a much higher risk of erosion when facing intense
polarization. The Machiavellian uses of polarization by the AKP as a means of political
control is demonstrated by the commonly employed rhetoric of “patriotic us” versus
“degenerate them”.!%” Indeed, President Erdogan’s style of governance in this way is

extremely similar to former President (and current nominee) Trump’s aggressive discourses

W07 Ezgi Elgi (2024), “Right-wing populism in Turkey and the 2023 elections”, pp. 309-314.
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towards what he considers “traitorous liberals” of Hollywood, New York Times, or CNN.1%®
In the United States, there have been worries about a decline in democracy, especially under
Trump’s presidency. However, despite intense partisanship and conflict, a level of democracy
in the U.S. has been preserved through civil society and institutional balances. Nevertheless,
democracies in both nations currently face serious risks stemming from polarization — albeit
said risks are higher in Turkiye. The Capitol Riot on 6 January 2021 and the assassination
attempt on Trump’s life on 13 July 2024 are examples of what tragedies can possibly occur as
a result of political violence, legislative paralysis, and the degradation of democratic
standards in the United States’ increasingly polarized political climate.

Polarization has a devastating effect on social cohesiveness. Communities in the United
States have grown increasingly hostile toward individuals who hold different political
opinions as a result of polarization. The Turkish government’s social policies have also
further intensified religious and ethnic tensions, which in turn weaken societal cohesiveness.
The difficulties of preserving national unity in a deeply divided society are particularly
shown by the lingering Kurdish Question. Ineffective policymaking and governance emerge
as an outcome of polarization. In the United States, when politicians are too divided to work
together, crucial topics like healthcare, immigration, and climate change devolve into
political fights. As a result of partisanship, Turkiye’s policymakers are accused of making
irrational choices that put party interests ahead of the public good.'®® Gains in the near term
but instability in the long run result from the AKP’s prioritization of power consolidation

above inclusive and durable policy solutions.

Another key factor will be how involved and politically minded Turkiye’s youth are. Perhaps
new divisions will be formed, or old ones will be widened by politically conscious and
technologically savvy youth. The Kurdish Question and the relationship between religious
and secular identities will remain important. A lessening of polarization can be achieved
through campaigns that encourage openness and communication among diverse cultural and
ethnic groups. American divisiveness will be shaped by ongoing discussions on cultural and
identity issues, including LGBTQ+ rights, racial justice, and immigration. Efforts to lessen
tensions can be supported by policies and discourse that prioritize inclusion and diversity

appreciation.

108 Caroline Nagel (2019), “Populism, immigration and the Trump phenomenon in the U.S.”, Environment and
Planning C: Politics and Space, Vol. 37, no: 1, pp. 12-16.
109 Berk Esen & Sebnem Gumuscu (2023), “How Erdogan’s Populism Won Again”, pp. 26-29.

59



Oguzhan GOKSEL UPA Strategic Affairs 5 (2)

The significance of encouraging inclusive government is one important takeaway from the
U.S. and Turkiye comparative research. One way to lessen the impact of division is to work
towards building ruling coalitions that transcend party lines. To support more moderate
politicians, this might entail voting reforms in the United States, such ranked-choice voting.
Tensions in Turkiye might be alleviated by encouraging communication amongst religious
and ethnic minority groups and by guaranteeing that all citizens have a voice in government
via empowering civil society organizations. The key to effectively controlling division is
bolstering democratic institutions. In the United States, it is crucial to safeguard voting rights,
promote media diversity, and strengthen the independence of the judiciary. Reversing
authoritarian policies, safeguarding journalistic freedom, and reestablishing judicial
independence are of the utmost importance in Turkiye. In order to foster democratic ideals
and keep governments responsible, both nations may benefit from strong civil society
participation. Another way to lessen division is to tackle economic inequality. Some of the
issues that drive division can be alleviated in both the U.S. and Tirkiye through policies that
try to reduce wealth and opportunity inequality. A more just society, free of populist and

polarizing rhetoric is possible via investments in healthcare, social safety nets, and education.

Examining the causes of political polarization in Turkiye and the United States sheds light on
shared and distinct characteristics. While authoritarian inclinations, historical legacies, and
media environments are distinctive to each setting, identity politics, economic inequalities,
and media environments are found to be major commonalities. There must be a concerted
effort to lessen the impact of polarization because of its far-reaching consequences, which
endanger democratic stability, social cohesiveness, and good governance. Both nations may
take steps to build a more stable and united society by tackling economic disparity,
encouraging inclusive governance, and strengthening democratic institutions. The results of
2024 presidential election in the U.S. (Donald Trump versus Kamala Harris) and a potential
early presidential election in 2026 or 2027 in Turkiye — in which incumbent Erdogan may
face a strong challenge from the charismatic CHP mayor of Istanbul, Ekrem imamoglu — can
be expected to make decisive impacts on the future of polarization in the two nations. If the
victorious political leaders decide to steer their societies away from the long-entrenched
populist usage of polarization, they may be able to trigger new eras of political reconciliation

in their respective countries.

By offering a moderate alternative, a united social and political opposition to the ruling AKP

has the potential to decrease polarization in Tirkiye. On the other hand, if the Turkish
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opposition chooses to embrace tactics that are just as divisive, they risk increasing it. The
level of bipartisan collaboration in the U.S. Congress is of the utmost importance. Any
attempts at bipartisan cooperation have the potential to lessen polarization, which has been
exacerbated by gridlock and partisan strife. Polarization will be shaped by the words and
deeds of influential political personalities, such as the President-to-be following the 2024
elections. Leaders who promote harmony and shared values can assist in mending fences,
while those who use differences for personal benefit, like Trump, will only serve to deepen
the rifts. What type of leadership the newly nominated Democratic candidate, Kamala Harris,
might make — after President Joe Biden withdrew from seeking reelection — will determine

the extent to which partisan divisions are widened.
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Ozet: Soguk Savas sonras1 dsnemde, Amerika Birlesik Devletleri’nin (ABD) siyasi, giivenlik
ve ekonomik politikalarinda 6nemli degisimler yasanmustir. ABD, tek kutuplu yapisal diizen
icerisinde problem ¢oziicii politikalar yiirlitmeye biiyiik 6nem gostermistir. Yeni donemde
diinyanin herhangi bir bolgesinde meydana gelen bir gelisme, Amerikan ¢ikarlarin1 dogrudan
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THE FOREIGN POLICY REPORT CARD OF THE US PRESIDENTS:
AN ASSESSMENT FROM A HUMANITARIAN POINT OF VIEW (1993-2024)

Abstract: In the post-Cold War period, there have been significant changes in the political,
security, and economic policies of the United States (U.S.). The U.S. has shown great
importance to conducting problem-solving policies within the unipolar structural order. Even
if a development occurring in any region of the world in the new period does not directly
concern American interests, it has not been possible for the U.S. to remain indifferent to
problems. However, in time, increasing inward-looking practices of the U.S., its acting in
accordance with its national interests in the face of common problems, and its efforts to direct
the international structure according to its own interests have led to losing its competence
within the system. The policy followed by the U.S. by leading its financial capabilities has led
to the decline of its role in national and international governance. While the U.S. has lost the
power and authority it has in the international arena and over international organizations, it
has also damaged its current legitimacy by ignoring the concepts of democracy, international
law, and human rights, which are of great importance in the U.S. organization. A revisionist,
change-oriented understanding prevails in the place of policies that bring the individual to the
forefront in the transforming structural order, and material power elements come to the fore
more. This study will cover the foreign policy report card of the U.S. from the period of Bill

Clinton, who took office in the post-Cold War period, to the period of Joe Biden.
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Giris

Soguk Savag’m sona ermesini miteakiben, Amerika Birlesik Devletleri (ABD) dis
politikasinda kokli degisimler meydana gelmistir. Soguk Savas sonrast ABD dis politikasi,
kiresel gii¢ dinamikleri, uluslararas: giivenlik tehditleri ve kiiresel ekonomik kosullara bagli
olarak evrilmistir. Sovyetler Birligi’nin 1991°deki ¢okiisii, ABD’yi tek kutuplu dlnya
diizeninin lideri olarak konumlandirmustir. Bu donemde, ABD, kiresel liderlik rolini
ustlenmeye devam etmistir. ABD, tek kutuplu diinya duzenindeki roliini surdirtrken, yeni
tehdit ve firsatlarla basa ¢ikma stratejileri gelistirmistir. Bu siirecte, insan haklari, uluslararasi
1s birligi, ticaret ve gilivenlik gibi konular siirekli olarak giindemde kalmistir. Soguk Savas
doneminde benimsenen geleneksel giivenlik anlayist “devietlerin giivenligi” temelinde
sekillenirken, Soguk Savas sonrast donemde giivenlik daha ¢ok “insan giivenligi” temelinde
tanimlanmaya baslanmistir. “Insani miidahale” kavrammm “koruma sorumlulugu” doktrini
ile kullanilmasi egemenligin sadece hak degil, ayn1 zamanda devletlere karsi tanman bir

sorumluluk oldugunu da 6n plana ¢ikarmustir.

Bu makale, Amerikan dis politikasinin uygulama asamasinda i¢ siyasi dinamiklerin de goz
onitinde bulunduruldugu siireglerle birlikte ABD’nin demokrasi, insan haklar1 ve dzgiirliikler
ekseninde kiiresel bir gii¢ olma pesinde farkli cografyalarda degisken politikalar izledigini ve
s6z konusu politikalarin ortak noktasnin Amerikan ¢ikarlar1 oldugunu ileri sirmektedir.
ABD’nin deger-¢ikar ikilemi arasindaki kalarak, zamanla ¢ikar eksenli dis politikaya yonelik
artan egilimi, normatif temellere dayandirilarak insa edilmis olan gii¢ basamaklarini ise arka
plana atmaktadir. Bu kapsamda, Liberal Kurumsalcilik kuramui ile ele alman bu ¢alismada,
ABD’nin liberal diinya diizeni icerisinde riza olusturarak yonetme anlayisi, kurumsal yapilar
Uzerindeki h&kimiyeti ve normatif degerlere yaptigi vurgu incelenmis ve diinya liderligi veya
hegemonya kavramu ile bunun ¢6ziimlenmesi amaglanmistir. Bu kapsamda, normatif guc ile

iliskilendirilen Liberal Kurumsalci teori ¢alismanin kuramsal ¢er¢evesini olusturmaktadir.

Makalenin birinci béliminde Liberal Kurumsal yapiyi ele alarak normatif giiciin insasina
odaklanilmis ve insan haklari, demokrasi ve uluslararasi hukuk gibi kavramlarm tahakkiim
kavramina nasil hizmet ettigi gosterilmek istenmistir. Liberal Kurumsal ¢ercevede ele alinan
bu ¢alisma, ABD kurumlarmin evrensel degerlerin yayilmasinda oynadigi rolii 6n plana
¢ikararak, lilkelerin zaman igerisinde dis politika kararlarinda yasanan degisimi bunun
yansimasi olarak degerlendirmektedir. ABD liderliginde insa edilen liberal diizeninin

erozyona ugradigi 21. yiizyil icerisinde ABD Baskanlarinin izledigi dis politika stratejilerinde,

73



Seda Gozde TOKATLI UPA Strategic Affairs 5 (2)

ulusal strateji belgeleri de énemli bir rol oynamistir. Bu ¢alisma, Dogu (Asya) merkezli bir
diinya diizeninde dogru evrilmekte olan kiresel dizen igerisinde Batili degerler tarafindan
inga edilen uluslararas1 kurum ve kurallarin kabullnun eskiye nazaran daha fazla zorlastigini,
evrensel degerlerin takipgisinin veya koruyucusunun arttk ABD olmadigini ve Bati
giidiimiinde insa edilen merkezi yapilagmalarin gorevlerini eskisi gibi yerine getiremedigi
yonundeki hipotezi giiclendirmeyi amaglamaktadir. ABD’nin dis politikasinda yasanan
gelismeler, diger devletlerin ve uluslararasi kuruluslarin stratejilerinde de 6nemli degisimlere
yol agmistir. ABD’nin degisen konjonktiirde ulusal yap1 igerisinde aldigi kararlarin
uluslararasi alandaki uygulamalara ters diismesi de sistem igerisindeki inandiriciligmin zaman

icerisinde kaybetmesine yol agmustir.

Caligmanin ikinci boliimiinde, ABD Baskanlarmin dig politika karnelerini degerlendirirken,
insan haklar1 agisindan birkag O6nemli faktorii géz Oniinde bulundurmak gerekmektedir.
ABD’nin dis politikasi, genellikle insan haklar1 ve demokrasi gibi evrensel degerleri tesvik
etme amaci tagisa da, bu hedeflere ulasma sekli ve uygulamalari zaman i¢inde degiskenlik
gostermistir. 21. yiizyi1lda ABD nin “Once Amerika” ilkesi temelinde izledigi ¢ikar odakli dis
politika anlayis1 ve diger bazi iilkelere cifte standart yaklasimi cercevesinde gelisen
diplomatik yaklasimi, insan haklar1 karnesine de olumsuz olarak yansimistir. ABD
Baskanlarinin dis politika karneleri, insan haklar1 agisindan bakildiginda olduk¢a karmasiktir.
Bagkanlar, genelde, ulusal giivenlik ¢ikarlar1 ve uluslararasi hukuk ilkeleri arasinda dengede
kalarak insan haklar1 politikalarmi sekillendirmislerdir. Bu siiregte bazi Bagkanlar insan
haklar1 konusunda daha aktif bir tutum sergilerken, diger bazilar1 da ulusal givenlik veya
stratejik ¢ikarlar nedeniyle bu konular1 gormezden gelmis ve bu nedenle ¢esitli elestirilere
maruz kalmistir. Ancak her Baskan’m politikalari, dogal olarak, yonettikleri ddnemin
uluslararasi kosullar1 ve i¢ politik olaylar1 temelinde sekillenmistir. Paul Kennedy’ye gore,
ABD, sonunda diger tiim hegemon gugcler gibi bir noktada diisiise gegecek ve mevcut
konumunu kaybedecektir.? Nitekim ABD’nin sistem icerisindeki liderlik vasfinin geriledigi
yoniinde tartigmalar da son yillarda hiz kazanmaktadir. Bu konu 6zellikle 2003 Irak Savasi
ardindan islenmeye baslanmis ve 2000’lerde Rusya’nin toparlanmasi ve 2010’larda da Cin’in
hizl1 ekonomik yiikselisi nedeniyle popiiler bir akademik tartigma haline gelmistir. Bu slrecte,
devlet merkezli tehdit unsurunun ortadan kalkmasi ile devletlerin diismanlarini direkt olarak

tanimlayamadigi yeni bir doneme de gecis yapilmistir. Soguk Savas sonrasi donemde

2 Paul Kennedy (1987), The Rise and Fall of Great Powers: Economic Chance and Military Conflict
From 1500 to 2000, New York: Random House, ss. 514-540.
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diismanin eskiye nazaran daha az goriiniir olmasi jeopolitik belirsizlige yol agarken, istihbarat

kavramina olan bakis agisini da haliyle degistirmistir.

Bu calisma, 20. ylizyilin baglar1 itibariyle yiikselise gecen ABD’nin ekonomik giiciiniin es
zamanli olarak uluslararasi diizenin siyasi ve askeri unsurlarina da sirayet etmesiyle Ikinci
Diinya Savasi’nin sonu itibariyle Washington’in diinya liderligine gelmesini normatif
giiciiniin temelleri iizerinden ele alirken, 21. yiizyildan itibaren ABD’nin yasadig1 siyasi,
ekonomik ve deger temelli gii¢ kaybin1 6n plana ¢ikararak, Amerika’nin normatif gictnin

sistem icerisindeki doniistimiinii incelemeyi amaglamaktadir.
1. Liberal Kurumsalcilik Teorisi Cercevesinde ABD Dis Politikasi

Uluslararast yapi icerisinde yer alan aktorlerin birbiri ile artan is birligi hem “ériimcek agr”
gibi karigik bir sekilde, hem de “karmagsik karsilikli bagimlilik” gergevesinde i¢ ice gegmis
sekildedir.®. ABD’nin neoliberal politikalar1 hem iilke i¢inde, hem de uluslararasi diizeyde
biliyiik bir etki yaratmustir. Neoliberalizm, serbest piyasa ekonomisini tesvik eden, devlet
miidahalesini azaltan ve 0Ozellestirmeyi destekleyen bir ekonomik ve politik felsefedir.
ABD’nin neoliberalizme olan bagliligi, 6zellikle 1980’lerden itibaren belirgin hale gelmistir.
Ronald Reagan’in Baskanlig1 sirasinda (1981-1989), neoliberal politikalar, ABD’de genis ve
acik bir sekilde benimsendi. Ornegin, vergi indirimleri, deregiilasyon (regiilasyonlarin
kaldirilmas1) ve 6zellestirme bu donemin 6ne ¢ikan kavramlar1 ve politikalariydi. Reagan’in
politikalari, serbest piyasa prensiplerinin yaygmnlasmasmna ve devlet miidahalesinin
azalmasma yol acti. Bill Clinton doneminde de (1993-2001) ABD’de neoliberalizmin
uygulanmas1 devam etmistir. Ozel sektdriin genislemesi, ticaret anlasmalar1 (6rnegin NAFTA)
Ve piyasayla barisik sosyal glivenlik reformlar1 bu donemde de hizlanarak uygulandi. Clinton
yonetimi, birgok neoliberal politikay: siirdiirdii ve hatta bazilarin1 genisletti. Bill Clinton
yonetiminin diger iilkeler iizerinde uygulamaya koydugu genisleme stratejisi “Washington
Uzlasisr” ilkeleri cergevesinde yiirlitiilmiistiir. Clinton’in serbest piyasanm Oniindeki
miidahaleci engellerin kaldirilmasina yonelik aldigi 6nlemler, mali ve finans politikalarindaki
genisleme reformlar1 ve uluslararasi yatirim aginin degismesine yonelik yapilan anlagmalar,

bu tarz bir dis politikanin yansimasidir.

Uluslararast Iligkiler literatiiriinde neoliberalizm olarak da kaydedilen Liberal Kurumsalcilik
teorisinin karsilikli bagimliliklar 1s18inda ¢izmis oldugu ABD’nin diinya liderligi yoniindeki

imaji, Washington’in sahip oldugu ekonomik, siyasi, askeri ve stratejik Ustlnlik ile birlikte,

% Robert Keohane & Joseph S. Nye (2011), Power and Interdependence, New York: Longman, ss. 19-31.
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etkilesim icerisinde bulunulan aktdrlerin -ABD ile esit diizeyde olmamalarina ragmen- kazan-
kazan (win-win) sonucunu doguracak liberal uluslararasi diizene bagliliklarina ve
Washington’in bu sistemin garantorii oldugu yoniindeki inanglarina dayanmaktadir. Ornegin,
ABD onciiliigiinde insa edilen neoliberal kurumsalciligin en 6nemli aktorleri olan IMF
(Uluslararasi1 Para Fonu), WB (Diinya Bankas1) ve G-7 gibi uluslararasi kuruluslar araciligiyla
neoliberal politikalar desteklenerek, kiiresellesmenin gelismesine 6nemli katkilar saglanmuistir.
Bu sayede, bir¢ok devlet, esit statiide olmasalar da, gelisimlerinin devamini saglayan ABD ve

mevcut uluslararasi sisteme destek vermislerdir.

20. yiizyilin ikinci yarisi itibariyle etkinligi ifade edilen Amerikan hegemonyasi, devlet yapisi
kadar ulusiistii iliskilerin de belirleyici oldugu ve liberal hiiviyet kazanmis yeni uluslararasi
diizende, rizaya dayall, is birlik¢i ve entegre edici 6zellikleriyle, gii¢ dengelerini empoze eden
baskict bir hegemon yaratmak yerine, Batili partnerleri tarafindan uluslararasi siyaseti
duzenlemeye davet edilen bir nevi “sembolik imparatorluk” olarak degerlendirilmistir.*
Yapisal liberalizm teorisinde hegemon aktor olarak, ABD, piyasa karsit1 bir ekonomik model
uygulayan Sovyetleri dengelemenin yani sira, Bat1 Avrupali partnerleri arasinda ve Sovyetlere
kars1 onlarin yaninda -NATO sayesinde- glvenlik dengesini de kurarak, Avrupa’daki

mevcudiyetini stirdirmeyi amaglamis ve bunda basarili olmustur.

ABD, Ikinci Diinya Savasi’na dogru giden yolda, 0 zamana kadar diinyanin geri kalanindan
kendisini izole eden politikalarindan siyrilarak, kiresel diinya diizeni igerisinde etkili bir dis
politika yiiriitmeye baslamistir. Washington, Ikinci Diinya Savasi sonrasinda uluslararasi
sistem icerisinde kendisini tek ve en giiclii iilke ilan etmis; bunu sahip oldugu niikleer
teknolojiyi Japonya’da siviller iizerinde atom bombasini test ederek tiim diinyaya gostermis
ve giderek daha aktif bir dis politikaya izlemeye baslamistir. ABD, bu siirecte Soguk
Savag’tan da galip ¢ikmay1 basarmustir. ABD, 11 Eylil (9/11) ter6r saldirilarma kadar olan
stiregte, uluslararasi sistemde yapici, is birlik¢i ve uluslararasi hukuka uygun hareket etmeye
genelde onem vermistir. Soguk Savag’m sona ermesiyle ise, ABD’nin uluslararasi
kurumlardaki rolii ve uluslararasi normlara yaklasimi, daha ¢ok gii¢ politikalar1 ve ulusal

¢ikarla uygun olarak sekillenmeye baslamustir.

ABD’nin dis politikasi, biiyiik 6l¢iide stratejik ¢ikarlar ve giic dengesi ile sekillenir. ABD’nin
kendi ulusunun ¢ikarlarim1 Ortadogu basta olmak iizere diinyanin her yerinde savunmaya

baslamasiyla, yeniden “Realist” goriise doniildiigii ve bunun 11 Eyliil saldirilar1 sonrasinda

* Geir Lundestad (1986), “Empire by Invitation? The United States and Western Europe, 1945-1952”, Journal of
Peace Research, Cilt 23, Say1: 3, ss. 263-277.
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pekistigi goriilmiistiir.> Christopher Layne, ABD Baskanlarmm Demokrat veya Cumhuriyetci
olmalarina bakilmaksizin, hepsinin Amerikan hakimiyetini muhafaza etmeye yonelik
amaglarmin bulundugunu, fakat tek kutuplu anmn artik sona erdigini dile getirmistir.® ABD’nin
dis politikasinda, 6zellikle se¢cim donemlerinde i¢ politik baskilarin etkisi géz Oniinde
bulundurulsa da, temel stratejik hedefler genellikle ulusal ¢ikarlar dogrultusunda
sekillenmektedir. ABD’nin deger-cikar ikilemi arasindaki kalarak ¢ikar eksenli dig politikaya
yonelik artan egilimi ise, normatif temellere dayandirilarak insa edilmis olan uluslararasi

diizenin temel ilkelerini arka plana atmaktadir.

Liberal uluslararasi diizenin isleyisini ABD’nin demokratik, hukuka dayali, tahmin edilebilir,
seffaf ve is birligine agik siyasal devlet yapisi ve finansal kurumlarmin saglam yapisiyla ifade
eden lkenberry, normatif degerler 1s5181nda ortaya koydugu hegemonik diizende ABD’nin
liderligi azalsa da, sistemin Washington’1 hala belirleyici yapacagmni diisiinmektedir.” ABD
dis politika yapim siirecine yon veren temel unsurlardan birisi de “megsruiyet” ilkesi olmustur.
ABD’nin her tirli dis politika davranisin1 mesru olarak saymasi, Amerikan kamuoyu ve karar

alicilarinda, kendi ulusal ¢ikarlarinin saglanmasi igin yeterli bir neden olarak gortlmektedir.
2. ABD Baskanlarinin Dis Politika Karnesi

ABD yonetimi igerisinde se¢im sonrasi koltugu devir alan her yeni yonetim, kendi ulusal
ekonomik veya politik stratejilerini tanimlayarak ve bunu diinyaya ilan ederek, uluslararasi
sistem icerisindeki izleyecegi yolu agik¢a ifade etmistir. Amerikan politika yapicilari,
politikalarmi olusturur ve uluslararasi kamuoyuna izah ederken, ulusal ¢ikarlarmi daha ¢ok
Idealizm prizmasmndan ifade etmektedirler. Nitekim iki kutuplu yapmm sona ermesiyle
birlikte ABD’nin savunageldigi serbest piyasa ekonomisi dinyadaki neredeyse tim siyasi
aktorler tarafindan benimsenmis, yine Washington’in iizerinde durdugu insan haklar1
sOylemleri tim diinyada daha fazla 6n plana ¢ikarilmis ve kiire genelinde artis gosteren sivil
toplum faaliyetleri ile de adalet ve baris kavramlarmm 6nemi daha fazla vurgulanmustir.
Soguk Savag’in sona ermesiyle birlikte, Sovyetlerin denge unsuru olarak devreden

¢ikmasiyla, ABD, uluslararasi sistemi sekillendiren ve yonlendiren tek devlet olmus ve yeni

5 Ersin Dedekoca (2011), “ABD-Cin iliskilerinin Ekonomi-Politigi ve Yenidiinya Diizeni Olusumuna
Katkilar1”, Yiiksek Lisans Tezi, Kadir Has Universitesi, Istanbul, Tiirkiye, s. 134.

® Christopher Layne (2011), “The Unipolar Exit: Beyond the Pax Americana”, Cambridge Review of
International Affairs, Cilt 24, Say: 2, s. 153.

" Bakiiz; G. John Ikenberry (1996), “The Future of International Leadership”, Political Science Quarterly, Cilt
111, Say1: 3, ss. 385-402; G. John Ikenberry (2018), “The End of Liberal World Order?”, International Affairs,
Cilt 94, Sayr: 1, ss. 7-23.
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dinya dizenindeki hegemonyasini ilan etmistir. ABD’nin artan demokrasi ve insan haklari

sOylemleri, ayrica, Bat1 degerlerinin evrensel nitelik kazanmasina da yol agmustir.

Charles Krauthammer, Amerika’nin sistem igerisinde sahip oldugu hegemon giice vurgu
yaparken, ayni zamanda Washington’in diinya diizeni igerisine barig ve istikrara yonelik attigi
adimlar1 da 6n plana ¢ikarmaktadir. ABD’nin tek kutuplu diinyanin liderligini yapmasi, diinya
diizeninin kurallarin1 ortaya koymasi ve onlarin uygulanmasi ydniinde caba gostermesi,
yazara gore diinya baris1 icin cok gereklidir.® ABD, bugiine kadar, cok taraflilik ilkesi
gercevesinde, insan haklari, demokrasi ve liberal yonetim modelinin devamlilig1 igin 6nemli
girisimlerde bulunmustur. Kiiresel piyasalar icerisindeki hakimiyeti ele gegiren ABD,
askeri/giivenlik kanadinda da uluslararasi operasyonlarda 6ncil ve aktif rol oynayan, baris

insasi1 projelerine 6nciiliik eden ve NATO nun stratejilerini belirleyen bir devlet olmustur.

ABD, 1990’lh yillardan sonra olusan tek kutuplu yapiyr “Yeni Dinya Duzeni” olarak
adlandirmistir. ABD’nin hegemonya kurmaya c¢alistigi bu tek kutuplu yapi, zamanla ise
Washington’in hatalar1 nedeniyle ciddi darbeler almaya baslamistir. Cok kutuplu yapida,
Amerika’nin sahip oldugu hegemon giiciin mesrulugunun sorgulanmaya baglanmasi,

ABD’nin kiiresel gliciiniin de gerilemesine sebep olmustur.

21. yiizyilin ilk ¢eyreginde, ABD, uluslararasi arenada hi¢ olmadig1 kadar korumaci, bencil ve
yalniz hareket etmeye baslamistir. Amerika’nin bu yonde devam eden tavri ise, ylkselmekte
olan bazi devletlere (Cin) veya ezeli rakiplerine (Rusya) avantaj olarak yansimistir. Soguk
Savas sonras1 donemde ABD’nin daha ¢ok sert giice dogru yonelmesi, uluslararasi alanda var

olan prestijini ve uzun yillardir insa ettigi normatif kimligini kaybetmesine yol agmuistir.

Eski ABD Dasisleri Bakani ve Ulusal Giivenlik Danismani Henry A. Kissinger, “Amerikan dis
politikasini degerlerin mi yoksa ¢ikarlarin mi”, yani “Idealizmin mi yoksa Realizmin mi
yénlendirecegine odaklanilmalr” ifadesine yer vererek, ABD dis politikasinin idealizm ve
Realizm ikilemi igerisinde kaldigini ve i¢ politik kiiltiiriin dis politika lizerinde doniisiim etkisi

yaratabilecegini dile getirmistir.®

Bu calisma, Soguk Savas sonras1 donemi temel alarak, ABD Bagskanlarmin dis politikalarini
incelemeyi ve alman kararlari insani boyutta analiz etmeyi amaglamaktadir. Caligmada,

ABD’nin yillar igerisinde degisen stratejileri ve onceden daha yogun degerler ekseninde

8 Charles, Krauthammer (1990/1991), “The Unipolar Moment”, Foreign Affairs, Cilt 70, Say1: 1, ss. 23-
33.

® Henry Kissinger (2002), Amerika 'mn Dis Politikaya Ihtiyact Var Mi?, Ceviri: Tayfun Evyapan, Ankara:
ODTU Gelistirme Vakfi Yayincilik, s. 12.
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sekillenen dis politika anlayisinin ¢ikar kavrami altinda nasil yenilendigi tartigilacaktir. Soguk
Savas sonrasi ABD Baskanlarinin dis politikalari, gesitli stratejik, ekonomik ve askeri
hedefler dogrultusunda sekillenmistir. Nitekim her ABD Baskani, uluslararasi iligskilerde
belirli bir vizyon ve stratejiye uygun hareket etmistir.

2.1. Amerikan Giiciiniin Insas1: Bill Clinton Dénemi (1993-2001)

Bill Clinton yonetiminin 1998 yilinda yayinlanan “Yeni bir Yiizyil icin Ulusal Giivenlik ve
Strateji Belgesi”, icerisinde 6nemli bazi ulusal hedeflere yer vermistir. “Yasamsal Cikarlar”
baglig1 altinda, belgede, ABD, kendi ulusunun varligma yonelik tehditleri 6n plana ¢ikararak,
ulusal ¢ikarlarmi korumay1, “Onemli Ulusal Cikarlar” bashg: ile tehdit olusturabilecek olgu,
eylem ve davramslar1 ortaya koyarak diger devletlerin ¢ikarlarimi korumayi ve “Insani
Cikarlar” kavrami ile insan haklar, demokrasi ve kalkinma kavramlarmin Onemini
vurgulayarak kiiresel ¢ikarlar1 korumayr hedeflemistir.’® Soguk Savas sonrasi dénemde,
Clinton yonetiminin kiiresellesme catis1 altinda benimsedigi liberal iktisadi model, askeri
miidahaleler kapsaminda yiriittiigii insani amagli operasyonlar ve uluslararas1 Orgiitler
araciligiyla ile gelistirilen karsilikli iliski ag1, Washington’in kiresel diizlemde artan gliciine
biiyiik katki saglamustir. Clinton yoénetimi, Realizm kurammin vurguladigi zora dayali bir
iligki yerine, uluslararasi toplum iizerinde ahlaki liderlik yontemiyle insa edilen rizaya dayali

yOnetim bicimini basariyla kurgulamistir.

Clinton dénemi Savunma Bakani1 Yardimcisi olan Joseph Nye ise, yumusak gii¢ (soft power)
kavramimi, “baskalarina cazip gelerek ve onlart ikna ederek, hedeflerinizi benimsemelerini
saglayarak istediginizi elde etme hiineri” olarak tanimlamstir.!! Baskan Clinton’m
uluslararasi Orgiitler araciligiyla beraber hareket etmesi de aldig1 kararlarin uluslararasi alanda
mesru bir zeminde kabul gormesine katki saglamigtir. Bu donemde, Balkanlar, ABD’nin 6zel
ilgi alanlarmna giren bolgelerden olmustur. Ornegin, ABD, NATO destegi ile Balkanlar’da
yiiriittigli ¢cok tarafli politikalar1 ve insani amacgli sagladigi dis yardimlar: ile uluslararasi
toplumun goéziinde normatif giiclinii arttirmay1 basarmis ve NATO’ya da uluslararasi sistem
icerisinde varhigmni tekrar kanitlama olanagi tanmmustir. Clinton yonetimi ddneminde,

Bosna’da kapsamli bir baris anlagmasina aracilik edilmis, Makedonya’da ortaya c¢ikan

10 Beyaz Saray (1998), A National Security Strategy for a New Century, Ekim 1998, Erigim Tarihi: 10.04.2024,
Erisim Adresi: https://history.defense.gov/Portals/70/Documents/nss/nss1998.pdf?ver=z11p-
sJtgDvXOMO01YVnfqgA%3D%3D.

11 Joseph S. Nye (2003), Amerikan Giictiniin Paradoksu, Ceviren: Girol Koca, istanbul: Literatiir Yaymcilik, ss.
10-11.
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catisgmanin daha da yayilmasi Onlenmis ve NATO’nun Baris i¢in Ortaklik Programi

baslatilmugtr. 2

Clinton yonetimi, bazen konu ABD c¢ikarlarmi1 dogrudan ilgilendirmese de, Ustin gicini
gostermek amaciyla bolgesel sorunlara daha fazla miidahil olmaya calismistir. Bagkan
Clinton, liberal uluslararasiciligi tutarl, ama ayni zamanda Amerika’nin geleneksel dis
politika hedefleriyle de ortiisen bir dizi somut politika dnceligi ile one ¢ikarmustir.® Bu
donemde devletlerin egemenlik ilkesi ile i¢ islerine karismama ilkesi yeniden gozden
gecirilirken, Birlesmis Milletler (BM) tarafindan 2001 yilinda “Midahale ve Devlet
Egemenligi Uluslararast Komisyonu” (ICISS) tarafindan ayni isimle anilacak olan bir rapor
ortaya konmustur.’* “Koruma sorumlulugu doktrini” (R2P) kapsaminda, devletlerin sistem
icerisindeki gii¢ kullanma Olgiitleri belirlenmis ve devlet egemenligi ile insani miidahale
yaklagimi arasindaki fark daha net olarak ortaya ¢ikarilmistir. BM de, “koruma sorumlulugu”
doktrinini benimseyerek, “insani mudahale” kavrammin 6nemini vurgulamustir. Birlesmis
Milletler tarafindan da ©on plana ¢ikarilan koruma sorumlulugu doktrini kapsaminda,
devletlerin, vatandaslarini, soykirim, savas suglari, etnik temizlik ve insanlhiga kars1 islenen
suclara kars1 koruma sorumlulugu bulunmaktadir. Bu 6greti dogrultusunda, devletler, eger
belirtilen sorumluluklar:1 yerine getirmede basarisiz olurlarsa, uluslararas: toplum, bu goérevi

devletlerden devralma hakkina sahip olacaktir.

Bill Clinton déneminde, insani miidahale kavramui ile baris1 koruma doktrini, bir tir barisi
yaratma kavrami olarak yeniden deger kazanmustir. ABD yoOnetimi, Bosna ve Kosova
operasyonlarinda yer alarak hem insani giivenlik kavraminin 6nemini ortaya koymus, hem de
hegemonik giiciinii korumak icin proaktif bir dis politika yiiriitmiistiir. Ornegin, Clinton
doneminde, ABD, Bosna ve Kosova’daki etnik catismalara miidahil oldu ve Baris Giicii
operasyonlariyla bu bdlgelerde istikrar saglamaya calisti. Ortadogu’da ise, Israil ve Filistin
arasindaki barig siireci igin gesitli somut girisimlerde bulunuldu ve samimiyetle ¢6zum
amaglandi. BM ve NATO is birligi dogrultusunda olusturulan baris giicii projeleri ise, bolgede
yeni diizenin ingasi, barigin devamliligi ve altyap: faaliyetlerinin yeniden tesis edilmesi

amacina yonelik olmugtur. NATO tarafindan saglanan ¢ok yonlii destek 1996 yili itibariyle

12 Beyaz Saray (1995), A National Security Strategy of Engagement and Enlargement, Subat 1995, Erisim
Tarihi: 10.04.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://history.defense.gov/Portals/70/Documents/nss/nss1995.pdf?ver=2014-
06-25-121226-437.

13 James McCormick (2009), American Foreign Policy and Process, Wadsworth Publishing, ss. 188-189.

1% Global Centre for the Responsibility to Protect (2001), “The Responsibility to Protect: Report of the
International Commission on Intervention and State Sovereignty, 20017, Erisim Tarihi: 15.04.2024, Erigsim
Adresi: https://www.globalr2p.org/resources/the-responsibility-to-protect-report-of-the-international-
commission-on-intervention-and-state-sovereignty-2001/.
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Avrupa Birligi’ne devredilmistir. NATO, 1992 yilinda baslayan ve ii¢ yil siiren Bosna’daki
catismay1 sonlandirmus, iilke igerisindeki barigin yeniden tesisine yonelik girisimlerde
bulunmug ve yeniden yapilandirilma islevlerinden dolay1 kurulusa “hizmet madalyast”
verilmistir. Her ne kadar ge¢ kalmmmis bir miidahale 6rnegi olsa da, Bosna midahalesinin
sonlandirilmasinda Clinton yonetiminin tek basina gosterdigi tistiin basari, uluslararasi alanda
itibarmin diizeltmesine yardimci olmustur. Bosna Hersek miidahalesi ile birlikte Kosova Krizi
de acil miidahalenin ne kadar dnemli oldugunu bir kez daha ortaya koymustur. Ornegin, 1999
yilinda meydana gelen Kosova Krizi, zamanlama ve igerik bakimmdan Amerikan dis
politikasinin daha hizli ve daha kararli oldugunu ortaya koymustur.®®> NATO, aldig1 tek tarafli
miidahale politikast ile bdlge lizerindeki giiciiniin ne kadar 6dnemli oldugunu gostermistir.
ABD’nin 1997 yilindan itibaren Kosova’nin bagimsizlik siirecinde ve yeniden yapilanma
faaliyetlerine verdigi ¢ok yonli destek, Ulke igerisindeki yumusak giiciiniin de gelisimini
saglamistir. ABD’nin NATO catis1 altinda yiiriittigii Kosova miidahalesinde BM Guvenlik
Konseyi yetkilendirmesinin olmamasi ise, “yasal olmayan fakat mesru” bir midahale olarak
tanimlanmasiyla birlikte uluslararasi kamuoyunda insancil miidahalenin yasalligi ve
mesruiyeti ciddi bigimde tartisiimistir.’® ABD, NATO baglammnda yer alan insani
mudahalelerinde her ne kadar gesitli siyasi veya stratejik amaclar gitse de, ABD, BM’den
once hareket ederek birgok insanin Oliimiinii engellemis ve uluslararasi toplumun giivenini

kazanmay1 basarmistir.

NATO’nun BM Kkararlar1 ¢er¢evesinde askeri miidahaleler igerisinde yer almasi uluslararasi
sistem igerisindeki mesruiyet giiciinii arttirirken, insani degerleri 6n plana ¢ikaran yaklasimi
ise kurumsal glciiniin daha kolay kabul gormesini saglamaktadir. ABD’nin NATO
araciligiyla yiiriittiigii askeri operasyonunun insani amaclar ugruna gerceklesmis olmasi
ABD’nin normatif giiciiniin gelisine 6nemli katki saglamustir. Bill Clinton, Bosha ve Kosova
orneklerinde uluslararasi ¢atismalarin ¢6ziimiinde insani miidahale adina -ge¢ de olsa- dnemli

adimlar atmustir.

15 Tayyar A1 & Ferhat Piringgi (2011), “Soguk Savas Sonrasinda ABD’nin Balkan Politikas1”, Alternatif
Politika, Cilt 3, Say1: 1, Mayis 2011, s. 10.

16 Bruno Simma (1999), “NATO, the UN and the Use of Force: Legal Aspects”, European Journal of
International Law, Cilt 10, Say:: 1, ss. 1-22.
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2.2. Amerikan Miidahaleciligi ve ABD’nin Prestij Kaybi: George W. Bush
Dénemi (2001-2009)

George W. Bush donemi, onemli krizlere imza atilan tartigmali bir donem olmustur.
2001°deki sok niteligindeki 11 Eylul (9/11) teror saldirilari, ABD’nin dis politikasini koklii
sekilde degistirdi. 11 Eylil teror saldirilart sonrasinda, ABD, uluslararas: kararlart hice
sayarak ve uluslararasi hukuka aykir1 davraniglar sergileyerek kendi insa ettigi normatif
diizenin yikilmasina ve kiiresel yonetisim iizerindeki etkin pozisyonunun kaybolmasina yol
acmustir. Amerika’nin 6zellikle Bush doneminden aldigi yanhs kararlar ve uluslararasi is
birligi yerine tek tarafli politikalara oncelik vermesi, neticede kuresel liderlik pozisyonunu

menfi yonde etkilemistir.

Bush yonetimi, terdrle miicadele kapsaminda Afganistan ve Irak’a askeri miidahalelerde
bulunmustur. “Klresel Terorle Savas” (Global War on Terror) stratejisi, bu dénemde
Washington’da dis politikanin ana ekseni haline geldi. Ancak ABD, bu politikasina yonelik
destek saglamakta zorlaninca, tek kutuplu diinya sistemi icerisinde kendi iradesini diger
devletlere kabul ettirme konusunda énemli sorunlarla karsilasmaya baslamistir. ABD, 11
Eyliil teror saldirilar1 sonrasinda sistem igerisinde hem miittefikleri tarafindan terk edilmis,
hem de mittefiklerine gereksinim duymadan askeri ¢6ziim temelli stratejilere yonelerek
uluslararas1 is birligi olusturma anlayisindan uzak kalmistir. 11 Eyliil terér saldirilar:
sonucunda, ABD ulusal givenlik stratejisi kokli bir degisime ugramustir. ABD, Bush
doneminde, karisik hegemonya modelini insa ederek, ulusal ¢ikarlar ile sistemik ¢ikarlarin

ortiismesi durumunda sert gii¢ kullanimma dncelik vermeye baslamustir. !’

Unlii dis politika analisti John Mearsheimer, “Bound to Fail” adli makalesinde, 1990-2004
aras1 donemi “uluslararast liberal diizenin altin yillar?” olarak tanimlarken, 2005-2019 arasi1
donemi de “liberal diizenin ¢okiisii” olarak degerlendirmistir.'® Liberal diizen igerisinde ulusal
degerlerin gatigmaya baglamasiyla milliyet¢ilik olgusu daha 6n plana ¢ikmustir. 11 Eylil teror
saldirilari, ABD’nin hegemonya konumundan uzaklasmasma yol agmistir; ¢linkii hegemonya
sadece giic ve zora dayanan askeri giicten olusmamaktadir, giiciin riza ile birlestirilmesi

gerekmektedir.’® ABD, bu sok terdr saldiris1 karsisinda dfkeyle ve tek basina hareket ederek,

17 Bu konuda detayl1 bir caligma icin, bakiniz; Ozan Ormeci & Sina Kisacitk & Gamze Helvacikéylii (2023), “21.
Yiizyila Damgasmi Vuracak Biiyiik Gii¢ Rekabeti: ABD-Cin Iliskileri”, icinde (editorler: Hasret Comak &
Burak Sakir Seker & Huriye Yildirim Cinar) Kiresel Aktorler ve Biyik Gii¢c Rekabeti Ankara: Nobel Akademik
Yayincilik, ss. 425-471.

18 John Mearsheimer (2019), “Bound to Fail: The Rise and Fall of the Liberal International Order”,

International Security, Cilt 43, Say1: 4, s. 28.

19 Atilla Eralp (2014), Devlet ve Otesi, istanbul: Iletisim Yaynlari, s. 180.
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muttefiklerini de kiistiirmeye baglamistir. ABD’nin zora dayali yonetim anlayisina yonelmesi
ise, sistem igerisinde ¢ikarlarinin daha fazla korunmasmi mimkiin kilmaktadir. ABD, sistem
icerisindeki sahip oldugu {istiin giiclinli kaybetmesi sonucunda uluslararasi yapiy1
sekillendirme yetisini de kaybetmeye baslamistir. BM igerisinde yer alan devletler, “tek
kutuplu sistemin sonuna gelindigi, ABD 'nin artik eskisi kadar gii¢lii olmadigi ve uluslararasi

sorunlart ABD 'nin istedigi gibi tek basina ¢ozemeyece$i” mesajmi vermislerdir.°

ABD, 11 Eyliil teror saldirilarina kadar olan siirecte, uluslararasi sistemde yapici, is birlik¢i ve
uluslararasi hukuka uygun olarak hareket etmeye blylik dnem vermis ve bu konuda azami
0zen gostermistir. ABD, uluslararas1 kurumlar araciligi ile kurdugu yakin is birligi olusumlari,
hasim devletlere kars1 gelistirdigi ¢cevreleme politikalar1 ve normatif etik degerlerine yaptigi
vurgu ile tek kutuplu yapi iizerinde kurdugu hakimiyetini bu donemde basarili bir sekilde
yiriitmiistiir. ABD’nin artan demokrasi ve insan haklari séylemleri de Bati degerlerinin
evrensel bir kimlik kazanmasina yol agmistir. Bu dénemde ABD’nin stratejik belgelerinde de,
ABD’nin deger ve ¢ikarlarmin bir araya getirildigi Amerikan ulusalcilig1 6n plana ¢ikarilmas,
diinyanin daha miireffeh ve yasanabilir bir yer olmasi i¢in ¢aba sarf edilmesi, siyasi ve iktisadi
Ozgiirliiklerin desteklenmesi, diger devletlerle bariscil iligkilerin saglanmasi ve insan onuruna
saygi duyulmasi gibi evrensel hedeflere de yer verilmistir. 11 Eyliil teror saldirilar1 sonrasinda
degisiklige ugrayan ve balistik fiize sorunundan terdrle miicadele sorununa doniisen Bush
Doktrini ise, “tek taraflilik ilkesi”, “Onleyici vurus” anlayis1 ve “demokrasi ihract” gibi U¢

farkl bilesenden olusmaktadir.?!

11 Eyliil teror saldirilar1 sonrasinda Bush yonetiminin giivenlik soylemi ve pratiginin 6zellikle
Ortadogu’da Amerikan karsithgmi yiikselttigi de gozlemlenmistir.?? Radikal Islam motifli
teror tehdidi ise, sadece Amerikan ¢ikarlarmi degil, ayn1 zamanda kiiresel diinya diizeni de
tehdit etmektedir. Ancak ilgingti, ABD hegemonyasi nedeniyle, bu tehdide ragmen
Washington’in tek tarafli politikalar1 bu ddnemde muttefiklerinde dahi blyuk destek

bulmamistir. Ornegin, ABD’yi “siddetin ve terériin magduru” kilan 11 Eyliil saldirilarindan

20 Murat Ercan & Ali Ayata (2018), “Degisen Uluslararas: Sistemde ABD’nin Ortadogu politikalarinm
Siirdiirilebilirligi”, Akademik Bakis, Say1: 69, s. 127.

2L Engin Akgay & Ozdemir Akbal (2013), “ABD Giivenlik Politikasinda Soylem ve Pratik”, Yonetim Bilimleri
Dergisi, Cilt 11, Sayi: 22, s. 20.

22 John Kane (2007), “Schizophrenic Nationalism and Anti-Americanism”, iginde Brendan O’Connor (ed.) Anti-
Americanism: Historical Perspectives, Oxford: Greenwood Publishing, s. 52.
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yaklasik iki ay sonra Avrupa’da yapilan bir kamuoyu yoklamasma gore, Avrupalilarin

yarisindan fazlasi (yiizde 53) ABD’yi diinya baris1 i¢in bir tehdit olarak gérmekteydi.?

ABD hukimetinin kendisini ter6r magduru olarak ilan etmesi Afganistan ve Irak
miidahalelerinde aradigi destegi bulmasinda ¢ok etkili olmamis, aksine mevcut guctnin
diisise gegmesine yol agmustir. Nitekim Irak ve Afganistan savaslar1 (isgalleri), beraberinde
sivil 6limlerini, multeci krizlerini ve genis ¢apli insani sorunlar1 getirdi. Savaslarin insan
haklar1 agisindan etkileri ve Ozellikle sivil 6limleri, bu donemde genis ¢aplh tartismalara ve

elestirilere neden oldu.

Amerikali Unli sosyolog Immanuel Wallerstein, 1970’ten 2001’e¢ kadar olan dénemi
tanimlarken, bu siireci “Amerikan hegemonyasinin gerilemeye basladigi donem” olarak ifade
etmekte, 2001°den bu yana ise ABD’nin tek tarafli politikalar ile konumunu giiglendirmeye
calistigin1 fakat bu politikalarin aslinda bu diislistin hizin1 ve derinligini arttrdigimi dile
getirmektedir.?* Nitekim Clinton yonetimiyle insa edilen ¢ok tarafli ve savunmaci dis politika
anlayisi, Bush yonetimi ile tek tarafli ve saldirgan bir dig politikaya dogru cevrilmistir.
Clinton’in demokratik barig ve uluslararasi adalet sdylemini yerle bir eden Bush’un tiim
diinyada terorle savas soylemi, askeri gii¢ kullanimimnin 6niindeki biitiin engelleri ortadan
kaldirmistir.?® Bush yonetiminin terére karst savas doktrini kapsaminda yiiriittiigii asiri
yayilmaci ve saldirgan dis politika anlayis1 ise, kire genelinde gii¢ politikalarinda degisimi

tetiklemistir.

Insan haklar1 baglaminda, Bush déneminde, Guantanamo Kérfezi’nde kurulan cezaevinde
gbzaltinda tutulan Kisilerin durumu uluslararasi elestirilere neden olmustur. Buradaki bir¢ok
tutuklu, sugsuz olduklarini iddia etti ve uzun siire yargilanmadan tutuldu. Gozalt1 kosullar1 ve
siirsiz siireli gozalti uygulamalari, ciddi insan haklari ihlalleri olarak degerlendirildi ve
Washington’in kendi dayattig1 ilkeleri bile goz ardi ettigi algis1 yaratti. Guantanamo’daki bazi
sorgulamalar, “zorla sorgulama” veya “gelismis sorgulama teknikleri” olarak adlandirilan
tartigmali yontemler kullamlarak yapildi. Ornegin, 2004 yilinda, Irak’taki Abu Ghraib
Hapishanesi’nde tutuklulara yonelik iskence ve kotii muamele goriintiileri medyada yer aldi
ve ABD imajmna inanilmaz zarar verdi. Afganistan, Irak ve diger bolge iilkelerinde

tutuklananlarin tiirlii iskencelere maruz kaldigi Guantanamo Hapishanesi’nde toplam 797 kisi

23 Sergio Fabbrini (2004), “Layers of Anti-Americanism: Americanization, American Unilateralism and Anti-
Americanism in a European Perspective”, European Journal of American Culture, Cilt 23, Sayi: 2, ss. 79-94.

24 Immanuel Wallerstein (2006), “The Curve of American Power”, New Left Review, Cilt 40, Say:: 1, ss. 1-20.
25 Omer Kurtbag (2010), Amerikan Yeni Sagi ve Dig Politikast, Ankara: USAK Yayinlari, s. 305.
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iskence gormiistiir.?® Bu olaylar, Bush yonetiminin insan haklar1 standartlarma olan bagliligini
sorgulattt ve uluslararast kamuoyunda biiyiik tepkilere yol agti. Bush yodnetiminin terdrle
miicadele politikalari, 6zellikle Afganistan ve Irak savaglar1 baglaminda elestirildi. Savaslar,
sivillerin zarar gérmesine, altyapmin tahrip olmasina ve genis ¢apli insani krizlere yol agti. Bu

durum, uluslararas1 insan haklar1 ve savas hukukuna aykir1 olarak degerlendirildi.

Bagkan Bush’un benimsedigi yayilmaci siyaset anlayisi, ABD’nin ulusal ve uluslararasi
zeminde sahip oldugu inandiricili§min sorgulanmasma yol agmistir. Bush’un koltuga
gecmesiyle demokrasi, insan haklar1 ve hukukun {stiinliigii gibi evrensel degerler goz ardi
edilmis, askeri ve giivenlik ¢ikarlarin1 temel alan tek tarafli eylemlere daha fazla yonelim
olmustur. ABD’nin deger ve ¢ikar ikilemi arasinda kalarak ¢ikarlarina oncelik vermesi ise,

evrensel degerlere karsisinda pasif bir politika yiiriitmesine yol agmustir.

Neticede, Amerika’nin sert giiciinii 6n plana ¢ikaran politika ve sOylemleri, uzun yillar
icerisinde insa ettigi demokratik diinya diizenini tehlikeye sokmustur. Bush yonetimi,
uluslararas1 sistem igerisinde kendi perspektifinde baris ve Ozgiirlik adina savasirken,
Ozgiirlik kavramina en ¢ok zarar veren devleti ABD haline getirmis, bircok ulkedeki i¢
karisikliklar1 derinlestirmis ve kiiresel degerleri de zedelemistir. Bush yOnetimi, bazi
uluslararasi insan haklar1 anlasmalarin1 ve Birlesmis Milletler’in insan haklar1 standartlarini
desteklerken, diger yandan bu standartlarla celisen politikalar da uygulamistir. Ornegin,
2003’te Irak’a yapilan tek tarafli askeri miidahale, uluslararasi hukukun ag¢ik bir ihlali olarak

degerlendirilmektedir.
2.3. D1s Politikada Yasanan Doniisiim: Barack Obama Donemi (2009-2017)

ABD’nin ilk Afrikali Amerikali Baskan1 olan Barack Obama’nin Baskanlik donemi (2009-
2017), Amerikan i¢ ve dis politikasinda onemli degisiklikler ve yeniliklerle bilinir.
Neorealizm ve diger uluslararas: iligkiler teorileri ¢cercevesinde degerlendirilmesi, bu donemin
kiresel stratejik dinamikleri ve ABD’nin diinya {izerindeki rolii hakkinda derinlemesine bir
anlayig saglar. Bush donemi sonrasinda diinyadaki tepkileri fark eden Obama yonetimi, tek
tarafli politika yiiriitme segenegini daha az kullanarak, daha ¢ok bdlgesel is birligi
cergevesinde politikalara yonelmistir. Obama’nin Disisleri Bakani Hillary Clinton, ABD
Senatosu’nda yapti31 konusmasinda “Diinyada ABD liderliginin eksikliginin hissedildigini”,

bu eksikligi gidermek i¢in de “bltun diplomatik, ekonomik, askeri, siyasi, yasal, kilttrel

26 TRT Haber (2022), “ABD'nin "kara lekesi" Guantanamo 20 yildir agik”, 11.01.2022, Erigim Tarihi:
10.04.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://www.trthaber.com/haber/dunya/abdnin-kara-lekesi-guantanamo-20-vildir-
acik 643925.html.
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araglar i¢inde en uygun olamini veya olanlarinin bilegimini kullanacaklarini” agikga ifade

etmistir. 2

Obama da, dis politikada ¢ok tarafli diplomasi ve uluslararasi is birligini tesvik eden daha
iliml bir yaklagimi1 benimsedi. Bu ¢ergevede, uluslararasi sorunlarin ¢éziimiinde koalisyonlar
ve uluslararas1 6rgutlilerle etkin is birligi yapmaya calisti. Obama, BM ve diger uluslararasi
kuruluglarin roliinii de Onemseyerek, bu platformlarda ABD adina aktif olmaya ¢alisti.
Neorealizm gercevesinde, Obama’nin dis politikasi, giic dengesi, uluslararasi is birligi ve
stratejik cikarlar dogrultusunda sekillenmistir. Ozellikle, terdrle miicadele ve Asya-Pasifik
stratejisi, Demokrat yonetimin neorealist bir perspektiften giic ve gilivenlik arayigini
yansitmigtir. Barack Obama’nin  Baskanligi, hem i¢, hem de dis politikada 6nemli

dontistimlere ve stratejik degisikliklere vesile olmustur.

Oncelikle, 2008 ekonomik krizi, ABD ve tim diinyada neoliberal politikalarin gozden
gecirilmesine neden olmustur. ABD’nin giicinde yasanan diisme, 2008 yilinda yasanan
ekonomik krizle daha belirgin bir hal almaya baslamistir. 2008 ekonomik krizi sonrasinda
ABD igerisinde yasanan ekonomik durgunluk artmustir. Dlnyada da birgok Ulke krizden
olumsuz etkilenmistir. Bu ise, ABD’nin uluslararasi piyasalar tizerindeki hakimiyetinin
sorgulanmasina sebep olmustur. Neoliberal kurallar iizerine normatif ilkeler temelinde insa

edilmis olan sistem, 2008 ekonomik krizi ile 6nemli bir darbe almuistir.

Insan haklar1 baglaminda, 2010 yilinda imzalanan Saglik Hizmetleri Reformu, saglk sigortasi
kapsamin1 genigleterek milyonlarca Amerikali’nin saglik hizmetlerine erisimini artirmayi
amaclamistir. Bu reform, saglik hizmetlerinde esitlik saglama ve diisiik gelirli bireyler igin
daha iyi erisim imkani tanima hedefiyle 6nemli bir adim olarak degerlendirilmistir. Bireysel
Ozgurlukler konusunda da ilerici olan Obama, LGBT haklari1 da destekleyici bir durus
sergiledi. Ornegin, 2011°de, “Evlilik Esitligi” konusundaki miispet tutumunu agik¢a ifade etti.
Nitekim 2015’teki ABD Yuksek Mahkemesi’nin karariyla escinsel evliligin iilke genelinde

yasal hale gelmesi Obama yonetiminin 6nemli bir basarisi olarak kabul edildi.

2010 yilinda, Obama, askeri hizmetteki escinsel bireylerin agik¢a hizmet edebilecegi “Don 't
Ask, Don't Tell” politikasi ile ilgili yasag: kaldirdi. Bu adim, askeri esitlik ve LGBT haklar1
acisindan biiytik bir ilerleme olarak goriildii. Obama yonetimi, ceza adaleti reformuna yonelik

de gesitli girisimlerde bulundu. Kitle hapsetme ve 6zellikle uyusturucu suglari i¢in verilen agir

21'U.S. Department of State (2009), “Foreign Policy Address at the Council on Foreign Relations - Question-and-
Answer Session: Hillary Rodham Clinton”, 15.07.2009, Erisim Tarihi: 10.04.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://2009-
2017.state.gov/secretary/20092013clinton/rm/2009a/july/126085.htm, s. 3.
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cezalar konusundaki elestiriler dogrultusunda, su¢ cezasi sisteminde reformlar yapildi ve bazi
cezalarin hafifletilmesi saglandi. Ornegin, 2015°’te imzalanan Paris iklim Anlasmasi, iklim
degisikligiyle miicadelede kiiresel bir ¢aba olarak degerlendirildi. Anlasma, diisiik gelirli

ulkeler ve insan haklar1 agisindan iklim degisikliginin etkilerini azaltma amaci tasidi.

Obama, Baskanlik déoneminde Guantanamo Korfezi’ndeki cezaevinin kapatilmasi igin ¢abalar
gosterdi; ancak Kongre’nin karsit tutumu ve diger engeller nedeniyle bu hedefe tam olarak
ulasamadi. Obama, Baskanlik doneminde her ne kadar diinyanin en kotii hapishanesi olarak
adlandirilan Guantanamo Hapishanesi’ni kapatma yonlnde vaatlerde bulunsa da, kayitlara
gecen bu kara lekeyi silmeyi bagaramamistir. Giniimizde, Amerikan Kkiiresel siyasetini analiz
eden onemli disiiniirler, uluslararasi sistemin Bati (ABD) hakimiyetindeki bir liberal diinya
diizeninden yeni ve ¢ok merkezli bir diinyaya gecis siireci igerisinde oldugunu kabul

etmektedirler.8

Sonug olarak, Obama, uluslararasi diizeyde insan haklar1 ve demokrasi tesvikini 6n planda
tutan bir yaklasimi benimsedi. Bu dénemde, Kiiresel insan haklar1 ihlalleri ve demokratik geri
cekilmelere karsi diplomatik baskilar ve uluslararasi is birlikleri kullanildi. iran niikleer
anlasmas1 (JCPOA) ile onemli bir dis politik hedefe ulastigi vurgulandi. Bu dénemde
ABD’nin Bush donemindeki olumsuz imaj1 toparlansa da, yine de maddi olarak Cin’in
yiikselisi ve Rusya’nin toparlanmasi devam etmis ve ABD’nin kiiresel hegemonyasi

zayiflamistir.

2.4. Amerikan Giiciinde Yasanan Gerileme ve Giiciin Doniisiimii: Donald Trump
Donemi (2017-2021)

Donald Trump’in Baskanlik dénemi (2017-2021), insan haklar1 agisindan birgok tartismali
olay ve politika icermektedir. Donald Trump y6netimi, ulusal ¢gikarlar1 6n planda tutarak, ¢ok
tarafli anlagmalar ve uluslararasi is birliklerinin mesruiyetini sorgulamistir. Donald Trump
yonetimiyle benimsenen dis politika anlayisi, ABD acisindan degerler biitiiniiniin ¢ikar
kavram gergevesinde yeniden sekillendigini gostermektedir. Ornegin, ABD’nin BM insan
haklar1 sozlesmesine aykir1 davranmaya bagslamasi, iilke igerisinde artan kemer sikma
politikalari, Transatlantik ittifak igerisinde farklilasan ¢ikarlar ve serbest ticareti kisitlamaya
yonelik artan yaptirimlar, ABD’nin uluslararas1 sistemdeki tek ses olma ozelligini
kaybetmesine yol agmistir. ABD’nin geleneksek dis politika anlayisinin disina ¢ikmasi ise,

sistem icerisindeki kabul gérme oraninin yeniden sorgulanmasina zemin hazirlamistir.

28 G. John Ikenberry (2018), “The End of Liberal World Order?”, International Affairs, Cilt 94, Say1: 1, ss. 7-23.
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Insani boyutta ele aldigimizda, bu donemde ABD dis politikas1 gesitli meydan okumalar ile
kars1 karsiya kalmistir. Ornegin, Trump, ABD-Meksika sinirinda biiyiik bir fiziksel duvar insa
edilmesini tesvik etmistir.?® Bu proje, gé¢menlerin tlkeye girisini engellemeyi amagladi;
ancak insan haklar1 savunuculari, duvarin insanlart hedef alarak ayrimciliga neden oldugunu
ve sivilleri tehlikeli durumlara distirdiiglinii  belirtti. Trump yOnetiminin go¢menlik
politikalari, 6zellikle Miisliiman iilkelerden gelen bireyler i¢in giris kisitlamalar1 getirdi.
Ornegin, 2017°de ilan edilen seyahat yasagi, Miisliiman c¢ogunluklu iilkelere giris
kisitlamalar1 getirerek genis capli ayrimcilik elestirilere neden oldu. Sistemik ayrimcilik
kapsaminda, Trump yoOnetiminin gdé¢menlik ve i¢ politika uygulamalari, sistematik
ayrimciliga ve insan haklar1 ihlallerine yol actig1 yoniinde genis ¢apta elestirilere neden oldu.
Amerika igerisinde “biz ve onlar” soylemleri altinda ifade edilen gruplar arasinda siyahi
(Afrikali Amerikali) niifus da yer almaktadir. Gé¢menlik politikalari, dzellikle miilteci ve

azmnlik topluluklarina yonelik ayrimcilikla iliskilendirildi.

2020°de George Floyd’un Minneapolis’te bir polis memuru tarafindan oldiiriilmesi, iilke
genelinde biiylik protestolara ve polis siddeti karsit1 hareketlere yol agti. Trump, bu olaylar
sirasinda, bazi durumlarda polis siddetini ve sert giivenlik Onlemlerini destekledi, bu da
haliyle elestirilere neden oldu. Trump yonetimi, “Black Lives Matter” protestolarina kars1 da
sert Onlemler aldi. Protestolar sirasinda polis ve giivenlik gii¢lerinin uyguladigi sert miidahale,
insan haklar1 savunucular1 tarafindan asir1 ve orantisiz olarak degerlendirildi. Bu dénemde,
Trump, medya ve basin organlarin1 da sik¢a hedef aldi ve “sahte haber” olarak adlandirdig:
haberlerle miicadele etti. Bu yaklasim, basm oOzgiirliigli ve bagimsizligi konusundaki

endiseleri artirdi.

Donald Trump’in Baskanlig1 sirasinda baglayan COVID-19 pandemisi ise, diinya genelinde
ve ABD’de biiylik bir kriz yaratti. 2019 yilinda tiim diinyay: etkisi altmma alan COVID-19
salgini, demokratik devletlerin basarisizligini ortaya koyarak, sinirlarin daha belirgin hale
gelmesine ve bencil (milliyetgi) davranislarin daha 6n plana ¢ikmasina yol agmustir. Trump
yonetiminin zaman icerisinde asilarin hizli sekilde gelistirilmesini ve dagitimmi saglamasi,
pandeminin kontrol altma alinmasina aslinda biiyiik katki sagladi. Ancak pandeminin ilk
doneminde, Trump’in ciddiyetsiz yonetimi ve olumsuz kamu saghg: iletisimi, dinya

genelinde genis capli elestirilere de yol agmustir.

2 Jack Goodman & Micah Luxen (2019), “Trump’in Meksika duvarinin ne kadari insa edildi?”, BBC News
Tirkce, 09.01.2019, Erisim Tarihi: 10.04.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://www.bbc.com/turkce/haberler-dunya-
46804549.
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Amitav Acharya, Amerikan Diinyasinin Sonu (The End of American World) adli kitabinda
ABD’nin liderliginde kurulan bu diizenin evrensel olma konusundaki iddiasini elestirerek,
sistemin Amerika’nin ¢ikarlarina hizmet etmesi yoniindeki varsayimmi ortaya koymaktadir.3°
ABD’nin Afganistan ve Irak’a demokrasi gotiirmedeki basarisizligi, Washington’in Misir’da
2013 yilinda gergeklesen askeri darbeyi desteklemesi, 6 Ocak 2020 tarihinde yasanan ABD
Kongre baskini ve Ulke igerisinde giderek artan asir1 sagci popiilist ve ayristirict sdylemler,
liberal yonetim modelinin kendi icerisinde yasadigi mesruiyet krizini ortaya koymaktadir.
Donald Trump yonetiminin tarafsiz ve ¢ikar odakli yonetim anlayisi, Amerika’nin uzun

yillardir inga etmeye calistig1 liberal diinya diizenine biiyiik zarar vermistir.
2.5. Amerikan Riiyasinin Sonu: Joe Biden D6nemi (2021-2024)

Joe Biden’in Baskanlik donemi (2021-2024), insan haklar1 agisindan ¢esitli onemli adimlar ve
tartigmalar igeriyor. Biden, Bagkan olarak insan haklar1 konusunu hem i¢ politikada, hem de
uluslararas1 diizeyde oncelikli bir konu olarak belirledi. Biden yonetimi, ¢ok tarafliligi ve
uluslararasi ittifaklar1 yeniden canlandirma g¢abasi igerisinde oldu. Bu donemde NATO ve
diger uluslararasi organizasyonlarla is birligine 6nem verilmistir. Dis politika karnesini insani
boyutta ele aldigimizda ise, Biden yonetimi, COVID-19 pandemisinin etkilerini hafifletmek
ve ekonomik toparlanmayr hizlandirmak icin biliyiik 6lgekli altyap1 yatirimlar1 ve istihdam
paketleri sundu. Bu paketler, diisiikk gelirli topluluklar ve is¢i sinifi i¢in sosyal ve ekonomik
esitsizliklerin azaltilmasmi amacladi. Saglik sisteminde daha fazla kapsayicilik saglamak i¢in
cesitli reformlar Onerdi ve COVID-19 pandemisi sirasinda saglik hizmetlerine erigimi
artirmaya calist1. Ek olarak, Biden, LGBT bireylerin esit haklarmi desteklemeye devam etti.
Demokray yonetim, trans bireylerin saglik hizmetlerine erisimini ve anti-diskriminasyon

(ayrimci1) yasalarini giiclendirmeye yonelik cesitli somut adimlar atmistir.

Joe Biden, 2021°de “Demokrasi Zirvesi” diizenleyerek, kiiresel demokratik degerlerin ve
insan haklarimm savunulmasina yonelik bir platform olusturdu. Bu Zirve, demokrasiyi
destekleme ve otoriter yonetimlere kars1 durma amaci tasidi. “Otoriterlige karsi miicadele”,
“yolsuzlukla mucadele” ve “insan haklarina saygiy tegvik etmek” olmak iizere, ii¢ ana baglik
altinda cereyan eden Zirve’de, demokrasilerin karsi karsiya oldugu smamalar ve firsatlara
odaklamldi.®! Biden doneminde yasanan bir diger onemli gelisme ise, Cin’in Uygur

Turklerine yonelik insan haklari ihlallerinin kinanmasi ve bu konuda uluslararasi baski

30 Amitav Acharya (2018), The End of The American World Order, New York: Polity Press.

31 Gllru Gezer (2023), “Demokrasi Zirvesi ve Tiirkiye”, The Independent Tirkge, 27.03.2023, Erigim Tarihi:
10.04.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://www.indyturk.com/node/619216/t%C3%BCrki%CC%87yeden-
sesler/demokrasi-zirvesi-ve-t%C3%BCrkiye,27.03.2023.
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olusturulmasi olmustur. Cin’in Tibet ve Hong Kong’daki insan haklar1 ihlalleri konusunda da

elestirilerde bulunmustur.

Joe Biden, Donald Trump’in geri cekildigi Paris Iklim Anlagsmasi’na yeniden katilim
saglayarak kiiresel iklim degisikligi ile miicadelede uluslararasi ig birligini desteklemeyi ve
cevresel haklar1 gliglendirmeyi amaglamistir. Biden, iklim degisikligi ile miicadele ederken,
sosyal adaleti g6z Onlnde bulunduran politikalar da gelistirmistir. Diistik gelirli ve
marjinallesmis topluluklarin iklim degisikliginin etkilerine karsi daha fazla korunmasimni
hedeflemistir. Biden yonetimi, Trump donemindeki sert smir politikalarmi yumusatmay1 ve
goecmenlere yonelik daha insani bir yaklasim benimsemeyi hedeflemistir. Ancak bu strecte
simirda yasanan zorluklar ve miilteci krizleri tartismalara neden oldu. Biden doneminin insani
boyutu, cesitli basarilar ve zorluklarla sekillenmis olup, insan haklar1 alaninda daha fazla

ilerleme ve iyilestirme gerektiren konular1 icermektedir.

2021 yilinda Freedom House kurulusu tarafindan yaymlanan rapor, 2020’de diinya nifusunun
yaklagik yiizde 75’inin demokratik bozulmayla karsi karsiya kalan bir iilkede yasadigini
belirterek, “uzun bir demokratik durgunlugun” derinlestigini savundu. Raporda, ayrica,
ABD’ye de dikkat g¢ekilerek, ABD’nin son 10 yilda en fazla demokratik diislis yasayan 25
iilke arasinda olduguna dikkat cekildi.*?

7 Ekim’den bu yana devam eden Israil-Filistin ¢atismasinda Israil’e yonelik destegini devam
ettiren ve savasin son bulmasina yonelik arabuluculuk girisimlerinde bulunmaktan kaginan
ABD, insan haklar1 kapsaminda bu konu nedeniyle sinifta kalmistir. ABD, normatif kimligin
yeniden sorgulandigi Israil-Filistin ¢atismasinda tarafli politikalar benimseyerek insani
krizlerin ¢dziimiinii higbir katk1 saglamamustir. Ornegin, ABD Baskani Joe Biden, 14 milyar
dolari Israil, 61 milyar dolar1 Ukrayna i¢in olan yardimlar1 da kapsayan 105 milyar dolarhk
biitge talebinde bulunmustur.**ABD’nin {srail tarafinda yer alarak milyonlarca insanmn
oliimiine géz yummasi, gerekli yardimlarm ulasmasinda pasif bir durus izlemesi ve Israil’e
yonelik destegini agik¢a ortaya koymasi, ABD’nin imajimi diinya genelinde olumsuz yénde

etkilemistir. ABD, Israil’e halen gii¢lii bir siyasi ve askeri destek sunmaktadir, ABD’nin

32 Heather Evenneth (2022), “Democracy under threat: a case for co-ordinated action?”, House of Lords Library,
27.01.2022, Erisim Tarihi: 10.04.2024, Erisim Adresi: https:/lordslibrary.parliament.uk/democracy-under-
threat-a-case-for-co-ordinated-action/.

% Dildar Baykan Atalay (2023), “Biden Yo6netiminin Ukrayna ve Israil igin talep ettigi biitge Senatoya takildi”,
AA, Erigim Tarihi: 10.04.2023, Erisim Adresi: https://www.aa.com.tr/tr/dunya/biden-yonetiminin-ukrayna-ve-
israil-icin-talep-ettigi-butce-senato-engeline-takildi-/3075524.
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Israil’in giivenligini ve varligmi koruma amacimni1 tasidig1 ne siiriilse de, ayn1 zamanda Filistin

halkinin haklar1 ve insani durumuyla ilgili ciddi endiseler ortaya ¢ikmustir.
Sonug

Bir zamanlarin “rlya Ulkesi” olarak tanimlanan ABD’nin giderek kotiilesen normatif imaj1, bu
calismada donemsel degisiklik gdsteren olaylar ve kisiler ekseninde ele alinmistir. ABD’nin
bdlgesel ve uluslararas1 miidahale kararlarmi uluslararas1 hukuk kurallara uygun, ortak ¢ikar
prensibi altinda ve bolgesel giiclerin destegini alarak gergeklestirmesi zamanla kaybettigi
sempatiyi tekrar kazanmasini saglayacaktir. NiteKim yumusak gii¢ siyaseti ile One ¢ikan
Bagkan Clinton’in déneminde, ABD’nin normatif giiciine iligkin séylemi iyilestirme yoluna
gittigi acikca goriilmiis, uluslararasi diizenin ¢esitlilik kazanan etnik ve kiiltiirel temelli
sorunlar karsisinda olumlu adimlar atmis, uluslararas1 kurumlarin, serbest ticaret ve finansal

para politikalarmin ingasinda 6nemli bir rol oynanmustir.

Bagkan Bush’un demokrasi gétiirme hedefi dogrultusunda yiiriittiigii askeri miidahaleler ise
ABD’nin kendi benimsedigi demokratik yonetim anlayisi ile ters diismiistiir. 11 Eylil teror
saldirilar1 sonrasinda tanimlanan terére karsi savas sdylemleri ABD yOnetiminin zora dayali
yonetim anlayigina zemin hazirlarken, geleneksel dis politika anlayisina aykir1 politikalar
yuritilmesine yol agmistir. ABD ydnetiminin hem ulusal zeminde, hem de uluslararasi sistem
icerisinde yasadig1 gliven boslugu, ayn1 zamanda itibar ve giic kayb1 anlamina da gelmektedir.
George W. Bush yoOnetiminin ¢ikar prensibine oncelik vererek yiiriittiigi uzun vadeli
operasyonlar, elverissiz ortam ve yetersiz imkanlar, diinya genelinde insan haklar1 ihlallerinin
de oniinii agmistir. ABD, kendisini liberal degerleri savunan, demokratik ve diger devletlere
rol model olan bir devlet olarak tanimlarken, donemsel olarak hipokrasiye basvurarak itibarini
kaybetmistir. Bush yonetimi, 11 Eylil terdr saldirilar1 sonrasinda hegemonyaci miicadele
icerisine girmis, tek tarafli gli¢ arayisini demokrasi ve insan haklar1 kavramlarindan taviz

vererek yiirlitmiistiir.

Bush doneminde sarsilmamaya baglayan ABD hegemonyasi, Obama yonetimi ile yeniden
istikrara kavusturulmaya calismistir. Obama yonetimi dis politikasi, hem sert, hem de
yumusak giiciin bir arada kullanildig: biitiinciil bir strateji ile devam etmistir. i¢ politikada
saglik reformu, LGBT haklar1 ve ceza adaleti reformlar1 gibi konularda onemli adimlar
atilmistir. Uluslararas1 diizeyde ise, insan haklar1 ve demokrasileri tesvik etme cabalari,
eszamanli olarak giivenlik oncelikleri ve stratejik cikarlarla karmasik bir iligki iginde

olmustur. Obama’nin politikalari, ulusal ve kiresel diizeyde ¢ikarlar ve idealler arasinda
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dengeli bir yaklasim sergilemeye calisti; ancak cesitli zorluklar ve elestirilerle de karsilasti.
Obama yonetimiyle her ne kadar diplomasi, ¢ok taraflilik, ¢ok kiiltlirliillik ve liberal yonetim
kavramlarina yeniden vurgu yapilsa da, Trump yonetimiyle beraber sifir toplamli bir anlayisa
gecildi ve ABD’de ayrilikgr stratejiler, milliyetcilik olgusu ve tek taraflilik yeniden deger

kazanmaya baglad1.

Donald Trump’in Baskanlik donemi, insan haklar1 agisindan birgok tartismali olay1 ve
politikay1 igermektedir. Gogmenlik politikalari, polis siddeti, basin dzgiirligii ve ceza adaleti
konularinda uygulanan politikalar, genis ¢apta elestiriler almistir. Uluslararas: diizeyde, insan
haklar1 savunuculugu ve kiiresel iligkilerdeki yaklasim, cogu zaman yetersiz ve duzensiz
olarak degerlendirilmistir. Trump doneminin insan haklar1 performansi hem i¢, hem de dis
politikada ¢esitli zorluklar ve elestirilerle sekillenmistir. Trump’in insan haklar1 konusunda
uluslararas1 alanda yeterince aktif olmamasi, bazi insan haklar1 savunucular1 tarafindan
elestirilmistir. Trump yonetiminin kiiresel yonetisim tlizerinde paydas olma yoniindeki isteksiz
tavri, milliyetgilik ideolojisinin her gecen giin daha fazla 6nem kazanmasi ve ¢ikar odakli
politikalara yonelmesi kiresel birlik ve ortak miicadele ruhunu kaybetmesine yol agmustir.
Ozellikle 2019 yilinda ortaya ¢ikan COVID-19 pandemisinde kiiresel ydnetisimin en 6nemli
saglik kurulusu olan ve Bat1 giidiimiinde hareket eden Diinya Saglk Orgiitii ve sistemin lider
giicii olan ABD’nin ortak sorun olan kiiresel salgin karsisinda izledigi pasif durus sorunun
¢Ozlimiinii zorlastirmis, milyonlarca insanin hayatmi kaybetmesine yol a¢gmis ve kiiresel

diizenin isleyisini kokiinden degistirmistir.3*

Joe Biden yoOnetimi ise, Trump’a tepki olarak secilmesine karsm, Israil’e verdigi kosulsuz
askeri ve ekonomik destekle insan haklar1 ihlallerinin g6z ardi edilmesine yol agabilecek bir
durum yaratmaktadir. Bu destek, ABD’nin insan haklar1 standartlarina nasil uyum sagladigi
konusunda hakli tartismalara neden olmaktadir. ABD’ nin Israil’e yonelik politikalari, insan
haklar ihlalleri ve uluslararas1 hukukun ihlali konusundaki elestirilerle kars1 karsiya kalmastir.
Bu elestiriler, ABD nin Israil’in askeri operasyonlarina verdigi destek ve Filistin’e yonelik
ekonomik ve insani yardimlarla dengeleme politikalar1 gibi konular etrafinda donmektedir.
Rusya-Ukrayna Savasi kapsaminda karsilastirdigimizda, ABD’nin Ukrayna’ya yonelik
sagladig1 askeri ve ekonomik destegi veya arabuluculuk girisimlerinin benzerini Israil-Filistin

catigmasinda gérmek miimkiin degildir. ABD’nin ¢ifte standart ilkesine uygun hareket ederek,

% Ralf Roloff (2021), “COVID-19 and No One’s World: What Impact for the European Union?”, Connections:
The Quarterly Journal, Cilt 19, Say: 2, s. 27
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ayrilik¢1 ve oOtekilestirici bir dis politika uygulamalarma devam etmesi ise, insan haklari

karnesinde olumsuz geri bildirimler ortaya ¢ikarmaktadir.

Sonug olarak, baris ve 6zgiirliik adina savasan ABD, birey ve toplumlarin 6zgiirligiine biiyiik
zararlar vermekte, etik nedenleri bahane ederek giristigi miidahalelerde ise etik dis1 davranig
ornekleri sergilemektedir. Lider giic olan ABD’nin diger iilkelere insan haklari ihra¢ eden
iilke statiisiinii veya evrensel ilkeler olarak tanimlanan demokrasi, uluslararasi hukuk ve
insani degerlere dayal1 politikalar1 tiim diinya adina temsil etmesi gerekmektedir. Hegemon
gii¢ olabilmenin en 6nemli ayag1 olan yumusak gii¢c kavrami, temsili demokrasi, basarili insan
haklar1 uygulamalari, riza ile yonetim modeli ve uluslararasi: hukuk ekseninde sekillenen dis

politika aracglariyla islevsellik kazanmaktadir.

ABD’nin karsilikli bagimliliklar cercevesinde ortak c¢ikarlar temelinde bir dis politika
anlayisma geri donmesi yeniden kiiresel sahnedeki yerini almasina katki saglayacaktir. ABD,
eski normatif guctini yeniden kazanmak istiyorsa, kiiresel zeminde ¢ok tarafli bir dis politika
benimsemesi, barisin saglanmasima yonelik caba igerisine girmesi, karsiliklilik prensibini
sOylemlerinde daha fazla vurgulamasi ve ortak sorunlar karsisinda yapici ve oncli bir rol
oynamasi gerekmektedir. ABD Bagkanlarmin kararlari, uluslararasi iligkiler ve kiiresel denge
Uzerinde buyik etkiye sahiptir. Bu nedenle, ABD se¢imlerinin sonuglari, sadece Amerika
degil, tim diinya i¢in 6nemli ve genis kapsamli sonuglar dogurabilir. Uluslararasi sistem
icerisinde var olan kurallarinin insan haklar1 ¢ergevesinde revize edildigi, uluslararasi hukuk
ve kurumlar gergevesinde ortak sorunlara cevap bulunabildigi ve ortak fikir birliginin
saglanabilecegi yeni bir diinya diizeni insa etmek miimkiindiir. ABD igerisinde artan
kutuplasma ise, kiiresellesme karsithgi ve artan korumacilik politikalar1 nedeniyle uluslararasi

sistem icerisinde Washington’in rol model iilke olma 6zelligine zarar vermistir.

Bu calisma, Amerikan Baskanlarmin izledigi politikalarda yasanan degisimi ele alirken, bir
devletin hegemon gii¢ olmasinda ideoloji kavraminin 6nemine yer vermesi gerektiginin altin1
¢izmektedir. Calisma, deger, ilke ve prensiplerin diger devletler iizerindeki cezbedici roliinii
ortaya ¢ikarmayi amacglamis ve normatif gii¢ parametrelerinin diger devletleri ikna etmede
oynadig1 doniistlirticti  etkiyi ortaya koymustur. Caliymanin genis siirece yayilarak
incelenmesindeki asil amag ise, normatif gii¢ unsurlarindan uzaklagsmanin devletin giiciiniin

doniislim siirecine girmesinde belirleyici bir isleve sahip olabilecegini gostermektir.
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Ozet: Amerika Birlesik Devletleri (ABD), giiniimiiz diinyasinda icra ettigi politikalarla en
etkili aktordiir. Soguk Savas’in bitisinden sonra, ABD, tek kutuplu yeni dinya dizeninin
hegemonu olarak sert glcuyle politikalarin1 diger aktorlere kabul ettirmek istemistir. Bu
cercevede, Ortadogu bolgesi, ABD’nin giiclinii gostermesi igin elverisli bir alan olmustur.
ABD’nin Ortadogu’yu kendi planlari ¢ergevesinde sekillendirebilmesi igin icra edilen Kérfez
Savasi, bu bakimdan kapilarin sonuna kadar agilmasini saglamistir. Ortadogu’da araliklarla
operasyon yapan ABD igin 11 Eylil 2001 saldirilar1 daha da elverigli bir hareket alani
agmigtir. Buyik Ortadogu Projesi ve Arap Bahari gibi sireclerle 2010 yilindan itibaren
bolgedeki halklar ve devlet dis1 aktorler de ABD’nin tasarim planma dahil edilmistir. Bu
makale, Soguk Savas sonrasinda ABD’nin Ortadogu politikasinda degisen stratejilerine
ragmen hi¢ degismeyen ¢ikarlarini ger¢eklestirme motivasyonunu analiz etmektedir. B6lgesel
aktorlerin ABD politikalarma kars1 tepkileri, kapsamli bir sekilde kesitsel olarak
incelenmistir. ABD’nin sert giiciiyle bolgeye defalarca kez miidahalelerine ve agik bir sekilde
Israil’e destek vermesine ragmen diger aktorlerin neden bu tehdide karsi birlik ve biitiinliik
olusturamadigma da yanit aranmistir. Calisma, Realizm teorisi gercevesinde bdlgesel gug
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ANALYSIS OF U.S. MIDDLE EAST POLICY WITHIN THE FRAMEWORK OF
STRATEGIC TRANSFORMATIONS (1990-2024)

Abstract: The United States of America (U.S.) is the most effective actor in today’s world
with the policies it implements. After the end of the Cold War, the U.S., as the hegemon of
the new unipolar world order, wanted to impose its policies on other actors with its hard
power. In this context, the Middle East region became a suitable area for the U.S. to show its
power. The Gulf War, which was carried out especially so that the U.S. could shape the
Middle East within the framework of its own plans, ensured that the doors were opened wide
in this respect. The September 11, 2001 (9/11) attacks opened a more suitable area of action
for the U.S., who operated intermittently in the Middle East. With developments such as the
Greater Middle East Project and the Arab Spring, the peoples and non-state actors in the
region have also been included in the U.S.’s design plan since 2010. This article analyzes the
motivation of the U.S. to realize its interests, which have never changed despite its changing
strategies in the Middle East policy after the Cold War. The reactions of regional actors to
U.S. policies have been examined comprehensively in a cross-sectional manner. It also sought
an answer to why other actors could not form unity and integrity against this threat despite the
U.S.’s repeated interventions in the region with its hard power and its open support for Israel.
The study aims to make an original contribution to the field of International Relations by
analyzing the change and transformation of the regional balance of power within the

framework of Realist theory.

Keywords: United States, Middle East, Arab Spring, 9/11.
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Giris

Amerika Birlesik Devletleri (ABD), giiniimiiz diinyasinda uluslararasi iliskilere yon veren
basat aktordiir. Soguk Savas doneminde Sovyetler Birligi ile biiyiik bir miicadeleye girmis ve
sonunda bu savastan muzaffer sekilde ¢ikmistir. Ardindan, 1990 yilindan itibaren, ABD,
kiresel seviyede super gi¢ dlzeyinde kalan tek aktor olmustur. Dolayisiyla, ABD
onderliginde, yeni ve tek kutuplu bir diunya duzeni sekillenmistir. ABD’nin bu ortamda
1990’11 yillar boyunca izledigi politikalar ise daha ¢ok sert gliciinii gostermesi yoluyla tezahir
etmistir. Irak’m Kuveyt’i isgalinin ardindan baslayan Korfez Savasi ile ABD’nin bdlgeye
mudahalesi, yeni dinya dizenini blylk 6lcude kendisi sekillendiren siiper giicin gelecege
dair planlar1 i¢in ¢ok 6nemli ¢ikarimlar saglamustir. Irak’1 siirekli kontrol altinda tutan yeni
sistemdeki tek hegemon, bu sayede Ortadogu’yu kendi ¢ikarlari dogrultusunda

sekillendirebilmenin de kapisini agmustir.

Yeni milenyumun baslangicindaki 11 Eyliil 2001 (9/11) teror saldirilari, gerek ABD, gerekse
de diger onemli uluslararas1 aktorlerin siyasi planlarini ciddi sekilde degistirmistir. ABD’nin
kendi topraklarinda ilk kez maruz kaldig: saldirilar, bu glcli aktore uluslararasi alanda diger
devletlere miidahalede bulunabilme mesruiyetini saglamistir. Ancak 11 Eylil saldirilari,
Oziinde ABD i¢in varolussal bir tehdidi icermedigi gibi, diinya ¢apinda kendi giivenligini
saglama ve sert gii¢ girisimlerini mesrulastirma gerekcesiyle icra edilen operasyonlara da
yeterli kanit1 teskil etmemistir. ABD’nin uluslararasi terorle miicadele (terore karsi kiiresel
savas) sOylemiyle baslattig1r 6nleyici savas yaklasimi, giiniimiizde dahi giincelligini koruyan
bir konsepttir. ABD, Onleyici savas gerekgesiyle basta Afganistan olmak (zere gesitli egemen
devletlere miidahalede bulunulmustur. Irak, Libya ve Suriye bu politikadan dogrudan
etkilenirken, “ser ekseni” olarak tanimlanan Iran gibi aktorler de hedefe oturtulmustur. Biiyiik
Ortadogu Projesi ve sonrasinda gelisen Arap Bahari olaylarinda ise, Ortadogu, ABD’nin
¢ikarlar1 dogrultusunda yeniden sekillendirilmek istenmistir. Bu girisimlerde, ABD
tarafindan, demokrasi, istikrar, insan haklarmm saglanmasi, Ozgiirlestirme ve medeniyet
getirme gibi sdylemler kullanilmistir. 11 Eyliil 2001 saldirilarinin gerekge yapilmasiyla
Ortadogu’ya mudahalede bulunulmasmin etkileri glinumizde devam eden énemli sorunlarin

da temelidir.

Ancak ilgingtir ki, ABD’nin Ortadogu’ya yapmus oldugu higbir mudahale olumlu
sonuglanmamustir.  Ornegin, aradan gecen 20 yilm ardindan varolussal tehdit olarak
tanimlanan Taliban’a Afganistan’in yonetimi yeniden teslim edilmis ve ABD, Joe Biden

doneminde, bu iilkeden adeta kagarcasina g¢ekilmistir. Demokrasi getirilecegi vaadiyle isgal
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edilen bir diger devlet olan Irak ise fiiliyatta ii¢ pargaya boliinmiistiir. Libya’da Bati
mudahalesi sonucunda Kaddafi rejimi yikilirken, yerine hentiz yeni bir devlet ingasi
gerceklestirilememistir. Suriye’de ise Besar Esad yonetimi devrilmek istenmis, ancak ulke
bilyiik bir kaosa siiriiklenerek istikrarsiz bir ortama neden olunmustur. Israil konusunda ise,
Washington, her zaman giiglii bir sekilde Israil’i destekleyerek, bu devletin Ortadogu’da daha
etkili bir konuma gelmesini saglamistir. Bu slrecte Suudi Arabistan ile de iliskiler
gelistirilmis ve Riyad, Iran’m karsisma gii¢li bir mezhepsel rakip olarak ¢ikarilmak
istenmistir. Iran ise, Washington nezdinde “ser ekseni” kapsaminda tanimlanirken, bu giicli
bolgesel aktorle biyik bir micadele igerisine girilmistir. Buna karsm, Iran da, “direnis
ekseni” olarak adlandirdigi bir yontemle bolgedeki Sii milis kuvvetleri destekleyerek, Irak,
Suriye, Libnan ve Yemen’de kendi stratejik yaklasimmni ve savunma doktrinini uygulamaya

sokmustur.

Bunlara ek olarak, ABD’nin azalan hegemonik giiciine karsi Sovyetler Birligi’nin devami
olan Rusya Federasyonu da zamanla yeniden toparlanmaya baslamistir. Yeltsin déneminde
dibe vuran Rusya’nin giicii ve caydiriciligi, Vladimir Putin déoneminde yeniden ylikselise
gegmistir. Ayrica, 2000’lerden itibaren ekonomik olarak ¢ok guclenen ve ABD’ye ekonomik
giic ve tiretim kapasitesi olarak meydan okumaya baslayan Cin Halk Cumhuriyeti de yeni
dénemde ABD’ye ciddi bir rakip olmustur. Bunlarin yani sira, Tirkiye gibi geleneksel bir
miittefik devlet de son yillarda ABD eksenli politikalardan uzaklasmis ve Ankara’da
ABD’nin kiiresel liderligine duyulan giiven giderek azalmustir. Tek kutuplu diinya diizeninde
blylk hakimiyeti olan ABD’ye yeni donemde rakip olarak ortaya ¢ikan Cin ve Rusya gibi
bilyiik ve iran gibi baz1 bolgesel giicler, son derece mesru ve etkili bir sekilde Washington’a
meydan okumuslardir. Washington ise, bu meydan okumalar karsisinda geleneksel
miittefiklerini (Avrupa iilkeleri, Israil, Birlesik Krallik, Japonya vs.) bir araya getirmeye ve
yeni bir hizalanma politikas1 olusturmaya gayret etmistir. Ortadogu bolgesi de, bu gig

milcadelesi i¢in elverisli bir snama alani olmustur.

Soguk Savag donemindeki komiinizm tehlikesini atlatan ABD’nin Soguk Savas donemi
sonrasindaki yeni stratejik hedefi, islam dininin radikal yorumlarindan kaynaklanan asirici
siyasi hareketler ve terdr gruplariyla miicadele baglaminda Ortadogu, Kuzey Afrika ve Asya
bolgeleri olmustur. Tek kutuplu diinya dizeninde ¢ikarlar1 ve sistemin isleyisi i¢in bazi
ulkelere dogrudan askeri miidahalelerde bulunan ABD, yeni milenyumla beraber azalan
giiclinii perdelemek icin diinya ¢apinda daha aktif bir politika izlemistir. Yapilan askeri

miidahalelerle istikrarsizlastirilan Afganistan, Irak, Libya ve Suriye gibi Ulkelerde ise buytk
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giivenlik bosluklart meydana gelmistir. Biiylk Ortadogu Projesi ve Arap Bahari slrecleri
vasitasiyla bolge halklar1 ve devlet disi aktorler de ABD’nin ¢ikarlari igin stratejik planlara
dahil edilmistir. Ancak zaman igerisinde, demokrasi, 0zglrluk ve medeniyet getirme gibi
vaatlerle girisilen ve halen devam eden Biylk Ortadogu Projesi’nin soylem ve eylemleri

arasindaki baglantmin uyusmadigi goriilmiistiir.

Ortadogu, siddet ve gerilim ile anilirken, bundan en biiyiik fayday: ise ABD ve onun ezeli
miittefiki Israil saglamistir. Bu makale, 1990-2024 yillar1 arasmmda ABD’nin deger-¢ikar
ikilemi arasinda kalarak, kendi cikarlarim1 degerler c¢atis1 altinda gosterme ve giiciini
mesrulastirma yoniinde artan cabasini ortaya koymay1 amaglamaktadir. Calismada, ABD’nin
degisen ve azalan kiresel guciiniin bolgesel etkileri ve bunun bdlgedeki aktorlere yansimalari
degerlendirilecektir. Makale; teorik ¢erceve, ABD’nin Ortadogu’da izledigi politikalara dair
ilkeleri, ¢ikarlar1 ve askeri glicl, zaman kesitsel olarak ABD’nin Ortadogu politikalari,
incelenen zaman siirecinde ABD’nin Ortadogu politikasinin analiz edilmesi ve bu g¢ergevede
varilan sonuglar1 kapsamaktadir. Calisma, Uluslararas: lliskiler alanina bdlgesel gii¢
dengelerinin degisimi ve doniisiimii hakkindaki kapsamli analizleriyle 6zgiin katkilar

saglamay1 amaglamaktadir.
1. Teorik Cergeve

Soguk Savas donemi boyunca uluslararasi sistemi biiyiik 6l¢iide iki stper gucin sistemi
kontrol ettigi goriilmiistiir. Ancak Sovyetler Birligi’nin dagilmasiyla sistemde tek siiper gii¢
olarak artik yalmizca ABD kalmistir. Tek kutuplu diinya diizeni -dogal olarak- birgcok
yenilikleri icermistir. Bu dénemde, ABD, kiresel seviyede hakimiyetini butiin devletlere
kabul ettirebilmek icin zaman zaman sert gii¢ unsurlarinit da kullanmayi tercih etmistir. Bu
stratejinin uygulama alani ise ¢ogu zaman Ortadogu bolgesi olmustur. ABD’nin Korfez
Savagi nedeniyle Irak’a ilk kez 1990’larm basinda miidahale etmesi, ona Ortadogu’ya
yerlesmesi ve bolgeyi sekillendirebilmesi i¢in biitiin imkan ve olanaklart sunmustur. Bu
sayede, ABD, Ortadogu bolgesine yonelik olarak gicini politik, ekonomik ve askeri
boyutlartyla yansitabilmis ve Israil’in giivenligi, Iran’m kontrol altina alinmasi ve Kiirtlerin
gelecegi gibi 6nemli jeopolitik konularda stratejik tercihlerini bolge tlkelerine dikte etmeye
calismustir. Nitekim Irak’a 2003 yilindaki yapilan ikinci miidahale, enerji kaynaklarina sahip
olan ¢ok onemli bir aktoriin kontrol altinda tutulmasma yonelik stratejik bir adimdir. ABD,
Ortadogu bolgesinde bu sayede zengin petrol kaynaklarina erismis ve bdlgedeki etkisini ve

nifuzunu arttirmustir.
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ABD’nin Ortadogu’da uyguladigi 6nemli bir gii¢ ve giivenlik yaklagimi da miittefiklik ve
diisman belirleme stratejisine dayanmaktadir. Uygulanan biitiin askeri operasyonlarda bu
ayrima Ozellikle dikkat edilmistir. Bolgede Washington perspektifinde vazgecilmez muttefik
olarak goriilen en 6nemli aktor Israil’dir. srail’in varhig1 ve giivenligi, ABD icin Ortadogu’da
odaklanilan baslica hayati ¢ikardir. Yahudi Devleti’nin bolgedeki ¢ikarlari, ABD’nin bdlgeye
yonelik askeri mdudahaleleri i¢in i¢ kamuoyunda oOnemli bir mesruiyet saglarken,
diismanlastirilan diger aktorlere yonelik olarak da sert giiciin uygulanmasina mesru gerekge
olusturmaktadir. Bu baglamda, basta iran olmak {izere “ser ekseni” kapsamimnda tanimlanan
bolgesel aktorlere yonelik saldirilar, bdlgesel planlarin gergeklestirilmesine dair 6nemli

stratejik hamlelerdir.

Genis bir bakis agisiyla degerlendirildiginde, Soguk Savas’in bitisinden itibaren hegemonik
glcund tim dunyaya gostermek isteyen ABD igin Ortadogu bolgesi elverisli bir alan
olagelmistir. Ozellikle Korfez Savasi ve sonrasinda araliklarla yapilan miidahaleler, bélgenin
ABD i¢in stratejik Onemini ortaya koymustur. 11 Eylil 2001 saldirilar1 ise biitiin giic
unsurlariyla bolgeyi kendi ¢ikarlar1 dogrultusunda tasarlayabilme imkanini hegemona
saglamistir. Nitekim Biiyiikk Ortadogu Projesi, ABD’nin ¢ikarlar1 i¢in en onemli girisim
olmustur. Bu projenin devaminda gelisen Arap Bahar1 olaylar1 ise, bdlgesel diizenin tamamen
sarsilmasina, istikrarsizlifa ve gilivenlik bosluguna neden olmustur. ABD’nin bu
eylemlerindeki sdylemi ise Realist teorinin argiimanlariyla uyusmamistir. Washington
cephesinde, salt ulusal ¢ikarlardan daha ziyade, demokrasi, insan haklari, istikrar ve
medeniyet soylemleri ile diger aktorlerin istikrar1 vurgulanmis ve ABD ile uyumlu hareket
eden devletlerin daha iyi bir konuma getirilecekleri vadedilmistir.? Ancak kendi ¢ikarlar
dogrultusunda giiclinii en iist seviyeye cikarmak isteyen ve bu konumunu stirdiiriilebilir
kilmak isteyen bir aktor perspektifinde “neden digerlerinin gelismesini istesin?” gibi sorularla
da literatiirde sik¢a karsilasilmaktadir. ABD’nin sdylemleri ile eylemleri arasindaki teorik

baglanti, tam da bu noktada kendini géstermistir.

Bolgeye yapilan miidahaleler, ABD ve Israil’in ¢ikarlarna katki saglarken, diger aktorler ise
bundan genelde zarar gérmiislerdir. Mezhepsel g¢ekismeler (ABD miidahaleleri sonrasinda
artan Sinni-Sii rekabeti), yeni ortaya ¢ikan din temelli teror orgiitleri (ABD mudahaleleri
sonrasinda gii¢ kazanan El Kaide ve ISID gibi yapilar), askeri darbeler, catisma ve siddet

sarmalmin yogunlagsmasi ve en nihayetinde diizen ve kaos ikileminde bdlgeye kaosun hakim

2 Mehmet Emir (2021), “Yirminci Yildoniimiinde 11 Eyliil: Kopenhag Okulu Cergevesinde ABD ig ve Dis
Politikasinin Degerlendirilmesi”, International Journal of Politics and Security, Cilt 3, Say:: 3, s. 286.
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olmasi, ABD politikalarinda Realist teorinin artan 6nemini ortaya koymaktadir. Ayrica, bu
durum, 1990’larin basindaki giiciinde olmayan ABD i¢in Rusya ve Cin gibi diger biiyiik
guclerin bolgede hdkimiyet kurmasi ve kendisine meydan okumasina yonelik etkili bir karsi
hamledir. Ortadogu h&kimiyetini uzun zaman Once kaybetme riskiyle karsi karsiya kalan
ABD i¢in uyguladig: stratejiler sonu¢ odaklidir ve ayni zamanda ulusal ¢ikarlarina hizmet

etmektedir.
2. ABD’nin Ortadogu’da izledigi Politikalara Dair Ilkeleri, Cikarlar ve Askeri Giicii

ABD’nin 21. yiizyilda Ortadogu politikasi resmi kaynak verilerine dayanarak 5 temel ilkeden
olusmaktadir.® Bu ilkeler; ortaklik, caydiricilik, diplomasi, entegrasyon ve degerlerdir. Beyaz

Saray, bu ilkeleri su sekilde agiklamaktadir:

Ortakhk: ABD, uluslararasi sisteme uyan Ulkelerle ortakliklar1 desteklemeye ve
giglendirmeye devam edecek ve bu iilkelerin dig tehditlere karsi kendilerini

savunabilmelerine yardimc1 olacaktir.

Caydincihk: ABD, yabanci veya bolgesel giiclerin askeri yignaklar, saldirilar veya tehditler
yoluyla bagka bir iilkeye veya bolgeye hakim olma ¢abalarina engel olacaktir. Washington,
Hiirmiiz Bogaz1 ve Babiilmendep de dahil olmak (izere Ortadogu’nun su yollarinda seyriisefer

Ozgiirliigiinii tehlikeye atmasina izin vermeyecektir.

Diplomasi: ABD, sadece bolgesel istikrara yonelik tehditleri 6nlemeye ¢alismayacak, ayni

zamanda diplomasi yoluyla gerilimi diisiirmeye ve ¢atigmalar1 sona erdirmeye calisacaktir.

Entegrasyon: ABD, her ulusun egemenligine ve bagimsizligina saygi duyarken, miimkiin

olan her yerde siyasi, ekonomik ve glivenlik baglantilar1 kuracaktir.
Degerler: ABD, insan haklarin1 ve BM Sarti’nda yer alan degerleri her zaman savunacaktir.

ABD’nin ilkeleri, esas olarak ¢ikarlarina yonelik sinirlarin ¢ergcevesini olusturmaktadir. Kendi
h@kimiyetini taniyan aktorlerle ortaklik iliskisi izlenecegi belirtilirken, politik, ekonomik ve
giivenliklerine destek verilecegi vurgulanmaktadir. Uluslararasi orgiitler nezdindeki
degerlerin Ortadogu aktorleri tarafindan uygulanmasi gerektigi ve bunun igin diplomatik
yontemlerin kullanilacagi duyurulmaktadir. ABD’nin ilkelerine karsi bolgesel aktorlerin buna

uymamasi ve bunun yaninda bolge disindaki biiyiik giiglerin stratejilerine karsi her tiirlii

% The White House (2022), “Fact Sheet: The United States Strengthens Cooperation with Middle East Partners to
Address 21st Century Challenges”, Erisim Tarihi: 21.07.2024, Erisim Adresi:
https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/statements-releases/2022/07/16.
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caydirici dnlemin almacagi bildirilmektedir. Sonug olarak, ABD’nin ilkeleri ger¢eklestirmek

istedigi ¢ikarlarin bir izdiisimiidiir.

Bu ilkeler cercevesinde, ABD’nin Ortadogu politikasi, 5 temel ¢ikara dayanmaktadir.*
Bunlar; (1) enerji ve ticaretin uluslararasi piyasalara agilmasini saglamak, (2) kitle imha
silahlarinin yayilmasini 6nlemek, (3) teror orgutleriyle mucadele etmek, (4) dost ve muttefik
iilkelerin yaninda durmak ve son olarak da (5) blyuk guclerle micadele ederek onlarin
stratejilerine karsi koymaktir. Bu ¢ikarlar, o6zellikle petrol ticaret giivenligini saglama,
Israil’in varligmi ve giivenligini destekleme ile Ortadogu bolgesinde diger biiyiik giiclerin

ABD hékimiyetine kars1 denge kurmasini engellemeye odaklanmustir.

Petrol, 6zellikle Ikinci Diinya Savasi’ndan beri ABD’nin Ortadogu’da bulunmasmin temel
gerekcesidir. ABD, kendi enerji kaynaklari yeterli olmasma ragmen petroliin kontrolii
uzerinden hem politik, hem de ekonomik ¢ikarlarmi gergeklestirmektedir. Israil ise, ABD
politikasinda vazgegilemez bir aktordiir. Kurulus ilanindan yalnizca 11 dakika sonra aceleyle
bu devletin taninmis olmasi, ona verilen tarihsel énemi yeterince vurgulamaktadir.> Bunun
yani sira, ABD’nin yiice Islam dinine mensup baz1 devlet ve gruplara yonelik kararli olumsuz
eylemleri de devam etmektedir.® Ortadogu bolgesi, ABD’nin kiiresel politikalarmda daima
oncelikli bir odak olmustur. Bolgenin devletler arasindaki dengeyi degistirebilme kapasitesi
nedeniyle SSCB ve ardili Rusya ile giinlimiizde giiciinii arttiran Cin’in stratejik hamlelerine
kars1 daima Onleyici girisimlerde bulunulmustur. Sonug olarak, ABD’nin Ortadogu’da halen

biiyiik ¢ikarlar1 vardir.”

ABD’nin ¢ikarlarini saglamaya yonelik sahip oldugu en onemli aract ABD Ordusu’dur. Bu
sayede, Washington, Ikinci Diinya Savasi’ndan beri kiiresel politikalarinda giiciinii diger
aktorler iizerinde onemli bir sémiirii ve caydirma stratejisi olarak kullanmaktadir. Ozellikle
Ortadogu bolgesine “demokrasi, insan haklar: ve medeniyet getirme” gibi sdylemlerle yapilan

miidahalelerin hemen hepsi milyonlarca insanin 6liimiiyle beraber ¢ok biiylik ekonomik kayba

4 Middle East Institute (2020), “Election 2020 - Challenges & Opportunities for US Policy in the Middle East”,
Erigim Tarihi: 21.07.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://www.jstor.org/stable/resrep25885.3.

5 Council on Foreign Relations (2024), “Middle East & North Africa: The Essentials - U.S. Foreign Policy:
Middle East and North Africa”, Erisim Tarihi: 22.07.2024, Erisim Adresi:
https://education.cfr.org/learn/learning-journey/middle-east-north-africa-essentials/us-foreign-policy-middle-
east-and-north-africa.

® Jonathan Panikoff (2022), “Shifting Priorities: The US and the Middle East in A Multipolar World”, Atlantic
Council, 12.07.2022, Erisim Tarihi: 22.07.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/in-depth-
research-reports/shifting-priorities-the-us-and-the-middle-east-in-a-multipolar-world/.

" Marc Lynch (2024), “The United States and the Middle East”, World Affairs Councils, Erisim Tarihi:
23.07.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://worldaffairscouncils.org/wp-content/uploads/1_Mideast.pdf.
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da neden olmustur.® ABD, bu eylemlerini gergeklestirirken, diger aktorleri de miittefiklik
goriiniimii ile siddet ve gerilime dahil ederek yapilanin ¢ok yonlii ve mesru bir eylem oldugu
gorintistni vermeye caligmistir. Ancak uluslararasi adaleti saglama ve barigi getirme
seklindeki ve mesru kaynagi belirsiz sdylemler ilizerinden icra edilen askeri harekatlar,
yeryuziindeki hemen her aktor igin en biyuk varolussal tehdidi igermistir. Tasarladig1 diizeni
politik, ekonomik ve askeri alanlarda zorla kabul ettirmek isteyen ABD’nin Ortadogu

politikasi da, dogal olarak, yalnizca ulusal ¢ikarlarini gergeklestirmeye yonelik olmustur.

Sovyetler Birligi’nin dagilmasmin ardindan diinya ¢apimnda hegemona doniisen ABD’nin
karsisinda ona meydan okuyabilecek biiyiik bir aktér kalmamistir. ABD’nin tek kutuplu
dinya hakimiyeti bir nevi sert giiciinii gosterme eylemine doniismiistiir. Soguk Savas
sonrasinda gecen 20 yilda dort savasa katilan ABD’nin bu eylemi, kendi ulusal tarihinin
yizde 10’undan daha azina tekabiil etmesine ragmen dahil oldugu toplam savaglarin ylzde
25’inden fazlasma karsilik gelmistir.® ABD’nin Soguk Savas’m bitisinden beri dahil oldugu
higbir ¢atisma ya da savas gergekten bir varolussal tehdidi icermemistir. Washington, dinya
capinda kendi politik tasarimina uymayan devletlere miidahale edebilmek i¢in, olusturulmus
yapay tehditler karsisinda mesru askeri giic kullanimi i¢in gerekli destegi saglanmak
istemistir.

ABD’nin kiiresel hakimiyeti 4 ana strateji ¢ergevesinde gerceklestirilmektedir. Bu konuda en
onemli unsur, ABD’nin niikleer gilice sahip olmasidir. Bunun yaninda, sindirme tarzi
bombalama (Almanya, Japonya, Kore, Hindi¢ini), kimyasal silah (Vietnam) kullanim1 ve
ekonomik yaptirimlar (Kiiba, Irak, Yugoslavya, iran) gibi farkli politika setleri de

uygulanmaktadir. Biitiin bu yontemleri koordineli sekilde uygulayan tek aktor ise ABDdir.°

Bu yontemlerin yaninda, uluslararas: 6rgiitler de ABD’nin kiiresel seviyedeki tahakkiimii i¢cin
etkili bir sekilde kullanilmaktadir. 11 Eylil 2001 saldirilarinin ardindan Afganistan, Irak,
Libya ve Suriye gibi aktorlere asker? harekatlar diizenlenmistir. NATO’nun bir Uye Ulkesine
yapilmig saldiriya toplu reaksiyon vermeyi amaglayan 5. maddesi, 6rgitun tarihinde ilk ve tek

defa olmak (zere 11 Eyliil saldirilar1 sonrasinda ABD igin yiiriirlige konulmusgtur.!!

8 Haydar Cakmak (2016), ABD ’nin Kiiresel Miidahaleleri 1801 'den Giiniimiize, Ankara: Kaynak Yayinlari.

® Nuno P. Monteiro (2011), “Unrest Assured Why Unipolarity Is Not Peaceful”, International Security, Cilt 36,
Sayi: 3, sS. 9-40; Mehmet Emir (2019), “Almanya’nin 1990-2018 Yillar1 Arasindaki Ekonomik Giiciiniin Askeri
Giice Tahvili”, Yiiksek Lisans Tezi, Ufuk Universitesi, Ankara, Tiirkiye, s. 250.

10 Carl Boggs (2017), “The American Nuclear Warfare State”, i¢inde (editér: Edwin Daniel Jacob) Rethinking
Security in the Twenty-First Century, New Jersey: Palgrave Macmillan, ss. 42-43; Mehmet Emir (2019),
“Almanya’nin 1990-2018 Yillar1 Arasindaki Ekonomik Giiciiniin Askeri Giice Tahvili”, s. 250.

11 Mehmet Emir (2021), “Milenyum Caginda AB Kimliginin Analizi (2010-2018)”, International Journal of
Politics and Security, Cilt 3, Say1: 2, s. 190.
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NATO’ya en biiyiik mali destegi veren aktdriin ABD oldugu®? da dikkate alinirsa, nihayetinde
bu orgiitin ABD ¢ikarlariyla uyumlu stratejiler izlemesi olagan bir durumdur.!®* Bunun
yaninda, Birlesmis Milletler Giivenlik Konseyi siyaset/diplomasi yoniiyle, Uluslararas1 Para
Fonu (IMF) ve Diinya Bankasi (WB) da ekonomi yoniiyle diger aktorlere karsi dnemli birer

tehdit unsuru olarak kullanilmaktadir.

Ikinci Diinya Savasi’ndan sonra ABD’nin olusturdugun yeni hegemonik diizen ve
emperyalizmin adi1 “kiiresellesme” olarak tanimlanmistir. Bu baglamda, 11 Eylil teror
saldirilar1 da Washington eksenli kiiresellesme politikalarim askeri/giivenlik boyutlarinin
gerekgesini olusturmustur. Insan haklari, demokrasi ve uluslararasi terdrle miicadele gibi
sOylemlerle icra edilen askeri harekéatlarin tamami, aslinda uluslararasi sistemdeki hegemonik
aktor olan ABD’nin ¢ikarlarini gergeklestirmesi i¢in gerekli mesruiyeti saglamaya yoneliktir.
Bunu somutlastirmak gerekirse; Afganistan’da varolussal bir tehdit 6znesi olarak tanimlanan
Taliban’a 20 y1l aradan sonra iilke yonetiminin yeniden teslim edilmesi ve 2000’lerin basinda
“kitle imha silahi var” bahanesiyle isgal edilen ve ilerleyen yillarda bu iddianin gergek disi
oldugunun ortaya ¢iktig1 Irak’m basina gelenler bu konuda verilebilecek en iyi drneklerdir.
Libya ve Suriye’de istikrarin bozulmasi ve sebep olunan giivenlik bosluklar1 ise diger bazi
guncel érneklerdir. Hig siiphesiz, Ortadogu’da ABD’nin en biiyiik varlik sebebi, Israil’in
varolusunu ve giivenligini saglamaktir. Bununla beraber, bolgesel seviyede en 6nemli ABD
miittefiki olan Israil, 400°den fazla niikleer silaha sahip olmasma ragmen Niikleer Silahlarin
Onlenmesi Antlasmasi’n1 halen imzalamamustir. Ortadogu bolgesinde milyonlarca insanin
Olmesine ve sakat kalmasina neden olan ve bununla beraber milyonlarca insan1 gé¢ etmek
zorunda birakan ABD’nin miittefiki Israil’e yonelik kitle imha silahlarin1 dnleyici bir tutum

takinmamasi ise, Washington’m izledigi iki ylzIi politikay: gostermektedir.*

ABD’nin, tehdit acisindan degerlendirildiginde, ancak niikleer silahlarin etkileri baglaminda
cesitli risklere maruz kalabilecek oldukg¢a giivenli bir konumda oldugu gorulmektedir. Buna

karsin, kendisine yonelik hicbir varolussal tehlike igermemesine ragmen, ABD, Ortadogu’ya

12 Statista (2023), “Defense Spending and Arms Trade”, Erisim Tarihi: 17.04.2024, Erisim Adresi:
https://www.statista.com/study/12526/defense-spending-and-arms-trade-statista-dossier/. NATO (yesi Ulkelerin
askeri harcamalar1 baglamimda ABD’nin 2023 yil1 i¢in biit¢esi 860 milyar dolardir. ABD’yi, sirasiyla Almanya,
Ingiltere (Birlesik Krallik) ve Fransa takip etmektedir.

13 Mehmet Emir (2022), “Almanya’nin 1990-2018 Yillar1 Arasindaki Ekonomik Giiciiniin Askeri Giice
Déniisiim Analizi”, Anadolu Strateji Dergisi, Cilt 4, Say:: 2, s. 47.

14 Omer Liitfi Tagcioglu (2009), ABD 'nin Kiiresellesme Politikalari, Ortadogu’da Tiirkiye 'ye Bigilen Rol,
Ankara: Nobel Yaym Dagitim, ss. 20-181; Mehmet Emir (2019), “Almanya’nin 1990-2018 Yillar1 Arasindaki
Ekonomik Giicliniin Askeri Giice Tahvili”, ss. 251-252.
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yonelik askeri miidahaleleri icin yaklasik 6 trilyon dolar harcamistir.’® ABD tarafindan
ozellikle 11 Eyliil 2001 saldirilarinin ardindan diinyanin giivenligini saglayan merkezi otorite
gibi hareket edildigi gozlemlenmistir. Baris saglayici oldugu sdylemiyle hareket eden
ABD’nin askeri harcamalar1 muazzam seviyededir.'® Koruma sorumlulugu!’ kapsaminda
miidahale mesruiyetini medeniyet getirme niyetine baglayan ABD’nin askeri gii¢ seviyesi de
diger aktorlerle kiyaslanmayacak kadar yuksek bir seviyededir. Niikleer silahlariyla beraber

diistiniildiigiinde, ABD’nin kiiresel anlamda askeri alanda baskin bir giicii vardir.

ABD’nin 11 Eyliil saldirilarinin ardindan uluslararasi terdrle miicadele kapsaminda baglattigi
kiiresel savas beklenen etkiyi yaratmamistir. ABD’nin sonsuz savasmi baslatmasidan beri
kiiresel teror katlanarak artmistir. ABD’nin uyguladigi bu konseptin sonucunda milyonlarca
insanin yasami ise olumsuz bir sekilde etkilenmistir. Sonsuz savas vizyonunun en azindan
2050 yilina kadar devam edecegi degerlendirilmektedir.’® Yakmn zaman siirecinde kiiresel
politikalar baglaminda ABD icin Cin baslica rakip olarak goriiliirken, Ortadogu’da ise Israil’e
¢ok biiyiik miktarda ekonomik yardim yapilmustir.'® Israil’e yapilan askeri yardimlar, 2011
yilindan itibaren 3 milyar dolar1 ge¢mistir. ABD’nin Israil’e yaptigi yardimlar kendi

kamuoyunda ise yeterince destek gérmemistir.?

ABD’nin askeri giicii diger hi¢ bir aktor ile kiyaslanmayacak kadar biiylik ve caydiricidir.
1990 yilindan baslayarak diinya ¢apmnda ABD’nin icra ettigi politikalariyla sdylemlerinin
genelde uyusmadigi goriilmektedir. Washington tarafindan, demokrasi, baris, refah, insan
haklar1 ve medeniyet getirme sdylemlerinin tam karsisinda yer alan bazi eylemlerin
uygulandig1 goriilmiistiir. Kiiresel seviyede egitim, kiiltiir ve saglik alanlarinda biiyiik bir
hayirsever tilke imaji ¢izilirken, uygulamada ise korkung bir silahlanma egilimi ve buna bagh
olarak diinyanin pek ¢ok yerinde askeri iislerle birlikte kontrol mekanizmasi isletilmektedir.

1990 yilindan baslayarak giiniimiize kadarki zaman siirecinde ABD’nin sdylem ve eylemleri

15 Mehmet Emir (2021), “Yirminci Yildéniimiinde 11 Eyliil: Kopenhag Okulu Cergevesinde ABD I¢ ve Dis
Politikasinin Degerlendirilmesi”, ss. 293-294.

16 Statista (2023), “Defense Spending and Arms Trade”, Erisim Tarihi: 17.04.2024, Erisim Adresi:
https://www.statista.com/study/12526/defense-spending-and-arms-trade-statista-dossier/, ss. 7-10. ABD’nin
yalnizca 2022 yilindaki askeri harcamasi 877 milyar dolardir. ABD’nin askeri harcamalari, 2022 yilinda kiiresel
seviyede yapilan toplam harcamanin ylizde 39’una denk gelmektedir. Neticede, diger higbir devletin askeri
harcamalar1 ABD ile mukayese edilebilir seviyede degildir.

7 Alex J. Bellamy (2017), “Insani Miidahale”, icinde (editér: Alan Collins) Cagdas Giivenlik Calismalarst,
Istanbul: R6le Akademik Yaymncilik, ss. 291-292.

18 Mehmet Emir (2021), “Yirminci Y1ldéniimiinde 11 Eyliil: Kopenhag Okulu Cercevesinde ABD I¢ ve Dis
Politikasinin Degerlendirilmesi”, s. 295.

19 Statista (2023), “Proposed United States Military Aid to Israel from 2009 to 20207, Erigim Tarihi: 17.04.2024,
Erisim Adresi: https://www.statista.com/statistics/209368/proposed-us-military-aid-to-israel/.

20 Statista (2023), “Do you favor the U.S. increasing, decreasing, or maintaining the same amount of military aid
to Israel?”, Erigim Tarihi: 17.04.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://www.statista.com/statistics/1417617/opinion-
israeli-military-aid-us/.
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arasinda tamamen zitliklar goriilmektedir. Ortadogu bolgesi ise, bu ¢eliskilerden en fazla zarar
goren cografya olmustur. Barig, demokrasi ve insan haklar1 sdylemlerinin uygulamadaki
karsilig1 siddet, catisma, savas, sivil kayiplar, istikrarsizlik ve giivenlik boslugu olmustur. Bu
baglamda, ABD’nin Ortadogu’da izledigi politik motivasyonunun analiz edebilmesi bélgesel

cikar alanlar1 ile dogrudan iliskilidir.
3. ABD’nin Ortadogu’daki Cikar Unsurlari
3.1. Petrol

Petrollin ihracat1 baglaminda, Basra Korfezi ve Hiirmiiz Bogazi, ABD igin bdlgedeki en
stratejik yerlerdir. ABD’nin istikrar i¢in en ¢ok dikkat ettigi yerlerin basinda bu bolge
gelmektedir. Ozellikle Iran ile bu konuda zaman zaman sorunlarin yasandig1 goriilmiistiir.
Petroliin bulundugu iilkelerin giivenligi de ABD icin hayati bir konudur. Bu ulkelerin
disaridan ya da birbirleri arasmmda herhangi bir isgal ve saldirisina miisamaha
gosterilmemektedir. Petrol bolgelerindeki istikrar ve giivenlik sorunlari, bununla beraber
kiresel bir ekonomik felaketi de getirme riski tasimaktadir. Bu durumun farkinda olan ABD

tarafindan petrol bdlgeleri siirekli kontrol altinda tutulmaktadir.

Ayrica dolarin kiiresel rezerv olmasi da petrol ile yakindan ilgilidir. Petrol piyasasindaki
durma ya da tikanma, dogrudan ABD cikarlarina kars1 olumsuz bir etki yapacaktir. Kendi
topraklarinda enerji yoniinden sorun yasamayacak olsa da, diger aktérlerin olumsuz
etkilenmeleri karsisinda ABD’nin ¢ikarlar1 biiyiik oranda zarar gorecektir. Bu nedenle, her
tirlii olasiliga kars1 hazirlik yapan ABD, her an olusabilecek bir soruna yonelik olarak ¢esitli
planlar yapmaktadir. Petroliin serbest ticareti icin en ideal olan yol ise enerjinin strekli ihrac
edilebilmesidir. Ancak herhangi bir sorun ¢ikmasi durumunda petrol arzinin baska bir aktor
tarafindan tstlenilmesine dair stratejiler de izlenmektedir. En kotii olasilik ise, bitlin petrol
bolgelerindeki arzin durmasidir. Bunun olmamasi igin biitiincll bir ¢aba sarf edilmektedir.
Ozellikle Iran’m politikalar: enerji giivenligi ve transferi baglamindaki gelismeler ABD

nezdinde dikkatle izlenmektedir.
3.2. Niikleer Silahlarin Yayilmasin1 Onleme

ABD’nin Ortadogu politikalarinda petroliin yaninda giivenlik konusu da énemlidir. Ozellikle
“haydut devlet” olarak goriilen aktorlere karsi daha dikkatli bir durus sergilenmektedir. Bu
baglamda, bilhassa Iran’a yonelik gok kat1 bir politika izlenmektedir. iran’in niikleer silahlara
sahip olamamas1 i¢in her tiirlii caba gosterilmekte ve Tahran’daki rejim bu konuda agir

yaptirnmlara da tabii tutulmaktadir. 2015 yilinda imzalanan JCPOA anlasmasiyla, iran’mn
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niikleer programindan vazgegmesi karsiliginda bu Ulkeye uygulanan agir yaptirimlarin
hafifletilmesi s0zu verilmistir. Sonrasinda dénemin ABD Bagkani Donald Trump 2018
yilinda bu antlasmadan geri c¢ekilerek yaptirimlarin Onceki haliyle devam edecegini
duyurmustur.?! Bunun yaninda, ABD’nin Ortadogu’da bulunmasmin en énemli nedenlerinden
birisi olan Israil niikleer silahlara sahiptir. Ancak Israil’in niikleer silahlara sahip olmasi, ABD
acisindan bir sorun teskil etmemektedir. Yani Iran’in niikleer silahlara sahip olmasi dengeleri
degistirebilecek bir unsur olarak goriiliirken, Israil’in bu silahlara sahip olmasinda herhangi

bir sakinca goriilmemektedir.
3.3. Israil’in Giivenligi

ABD’nin Israil ile kurdugu giiclii stratejik baglarin koklii bir gegmisi vardir. Israil’in kurulus
ilanindan sadece 11 dakika sonra bu iilkeyi tantyan ABD’nin bundan sonraki politik yaklagimi
ve izledigi stratejiler daima miittefiklik gergevesinde gelismistir. ABD’nin Israil ile bu kadar
yakin politikalar izlemesi, Ortadogu bdlgesinde ona yodnelik gdrece olumsuz tutum
takinilmasina neden olmustur. Mislimanlarin ¢ogunlukta oldugu bir bdlgede Filistin
Devleti’nin yerine kurulan Yahudi Devleti’nin bu kadar giiglii bir sekilde desteklenmesi ise
bélgede ABD’ye yonelik yaklasimin halklar nezdinde ¢ogunlukla hasmane olusuna mesru bir
gerekce saglamistir. ABD’nin Israil’e Demir Kubbe ve benzeri ileri askeri savunma ve
teknoloji imkéanlar1 saglamasi da bu aktoriin bolgedeki diger devletlerle arasindaki giig
dengesini degistirmistir. Bunun yaninda, Israil’e diizenli olarak yapilan ekonomik yardimlar
da bu aktérin ekonomik, siyasi ve askeri giiciinii arttrmaktadir. ABD, askeri ve ekonomik
yardimlarin yaninda, Israil’in basta Filistin olmak iizere hukuk dis1 operasyonlarinin
sorusturulmasini 6zellikle Birlesmis Milletler nezdinde veto etmekte ve her sekilde Israil’i

korumaktadir.
3.4. Demokratiklestirme Eylemleri

2010 yili sonlarinda baslayan Arap Bahar1 girisimi, ABD’nin Ortadogu politikast agisindan
onemli bir donim noktasidir. O gine kadar bdlgedeki diktatoryal rejimlere Amerikan
cikarlarima aykiri hareket etmedigi siirece destek veren ABD, Arap Bahari hamlesiyle
Ortadogu’da yasayan halklara 6zgiir se¢imlere dayali demokrasinin getirilecegini vadetmistir.

Tunus’ta baslayan olaylar kisa siirede Misir, Yemen ve Libya’ya da yayilmistir. Yalnizca

21 BBC News Tiirkce (2018), “ABD Bagskani Trump iran niikleer Anlasmasmdan Cekildiklerini A¢ikladi”,
07.05.2018, Erisim Tarihi: 17.04.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://www.bbc.com/turkce/haberler-dunya-
44033357#:~:text=ABD%20Ba%C5%9Fkan%C4%B1%20Donald%20Trump%2C%20Beyaz, % C3%A7ekilirse
n%20pi%C5%9Fman%200lursun%22%20uyar%C4%B1s%C4%B1nda%20bulunmu%C5%9Ftu.,%20Eri%C5%
9Fim%20Tarihi:%20%2013.08.2024.
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Tunus’ta kismi bir basaridan s6z edilebilirken, olaylar esnasinda ¢ok sayida can kaybinin
yasandigi gorilmiistiir. Ayrica Arap Bahari olaylar1 hicbir devlete fayda saglamamistir.
Olaylardan 6nceki hallerinden farkli bir konumda olmayan Ortadogu aktoérleri de zamanla bu

durumu sorgulanmustir.

Arap Bahar1 olaylarindan en ¢ok ¢ikar saglayan aktor ise kuskusuz Israil’dir. Bolgedeki
istikrarsizlik ve giivenlik boslugu Israil’in daha fazla 6n plana ¢ikmasimi saglamustir. Nitekim
Suriye’deki karisiklik sayesinde, Israil, Golan Tepeleri’ni ilhak etmis, bolgedeki Israil karsit1
hareketleri destekleyen Besar Esad rejimi zayiflatilmis ve ABD ve Israil yanlhisi Kiirt
hareketleri gii¢lendirilmistir. Demokratiklesme girisimlerinin neden Suudi Arabistan gibi
monarsik ve otoriter bir rejime uygulanmadigi ise kuskusuz dikkat cekici bir husustur.
Dolayisiyla, demokratiklestirme yaklasimi, daha ziyade Amerikan ¢ikarlar1 cercevesinde

secici bir sekilde ve belirli aktorlere kars1 uygulanmistir.
3.5. Terdrle Mucadele

ABD, 11 Eyliil 2001 saldirilarindan sonra uluslararasi arenada terdrle miicadeleye agirhik
vermistir. 11 Eylil sonrast benimsenen politikalarda bu yaklasimm izleri agikca
gorulmektedir. Ortadogu bolgesi, ABD agisindan odaklanilan baslica terérle miicadele alani
olmustur. ABD i¢in El Kaide 6rgltt oncelikle mucadele edilmesi gereken aktor olarak hedef
alimmistir. El Kaide’nin uluslararas1 alandaki saldir1 kapasitesine dikkat cekilerek, bu
gerekgeyle orgiitiin giiclii oldugu Ortadogu’daki yapilanmasi yok edilmek istenmistir. ABD,
bu konuda basta Suudi Arabistan ve Urdiin gibi miittefikleriyle beraber ortak bir strateji
izlemistir. Diger taraftan, Irak isgali esnasinda ortaya ¢ikan direnis hareketleri zamanla Irak
ve Sam Islam Devleti-ISID’e doniismiistiir. Irak ve Suriye’yi etkileyen gelismeler sonrasinda

kurulan ISID olusumu da ABD tarafindan hedef alinmistr.

Bdlgedeki Kurtleri miicadele icin muttefik olarak benimseyen ABD, sorunun ¢6zimiine dair
yeni ortaklartyla beraber hareket etmistir. ABD tarafindan ISID ile miicadele edilecegi
gerekcesiyle Kiirtlere cok sayida arag, silah ve miithimmat lojistik destegi saglanmustur.
Tiirkiye’nin konuya dair yaklasimi ise bu destegin gelecekte kurulmasi planlanan Kiirt
Devleti’nin altyapist igin verildigi kugskusuna dayanmaktadir. Bu gergevede, Irak ve Suriye’de
bircok askeri hareket icra eden Tirkiye, bu baglamda ABD’ye karst 6n alict bir strateji

izlemektedir. Neticede, ABD’nin uluslararasi terérle miicadele konsepti sonucunda teror
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eylemleri azalmadig1 gibi bu tip olaylarda artis goriilmiistiir.?? Bu nedenle, ABD’nin izledigi
kiresel ve bolgesel politikalarin bir tepkisi olarak ortaya g¢ikan eylemlerin dikkatli analiz
edilmesi gerekmektedir. Bu eylemler ABD’nin Soguk Savas sonrasinda tek siiper gii¢ olarak
kalmasmin ardindan izledigi politikalarin bir sonucudur. Giiniimiizde halen bu politikalarina

israrla devam eden ABD’ye kars1 bu yonde tepkisel eylemler de devam etmektedir.

Bu konuda literatiire girmis ve halen cevap bulamamis bazi énemli basliklar vardir. Ornegin,
ABD’nin terdr ve tehdit kaygilarinin uluslararasi alandaki mesrulugu nedir? ABD’nin tehdit
algilamalarmin uluslararas1 alanda diger aktorler tarafindan algilanmasi hangi 0Olglide
gerceklesmektedir? Kiiresel seviyede terdr ve tehdit algilamalar1 kime gore ve neye gore
yapilmaktadir? Dost ve diisman algis1 kimin bakis acisina gore degerlendirilecektir? ABD’ nin
NATO uzerindeki etkisi ve bu askeri yapilanmanin kiiresel seviyede icra ettigi operasyonlarin
mesrulugu nedir? Uluslararas1 mahkemelere dahi konu olan Israil’in Filistinlilere ydnelik
insanlik dis1 eylemlerini protesto eden Husiler neden terdrist ilan edilmektedir?? Husilerin
eylemlerine yonelik “Ozel kapsamda belirlenmis teroristler” olarak ilan edilmeleri, ABD’nin
ne kadar kolay bir sekilde kendi ¢ikarlarina aykir1 gordiigii gruplar1 ya da olusumlar1 hukuk
dis1 gosterebildigini dogrulamaktadir. Ustelik, bu seviye uygun goriilmemis olacak ki, aslinda

bu grubun “yabanc: terdr 6rgutl” seklinde tanimlanmasi gerektigi de vurgulanmustir.

Sonu¢ olarak, kendi ¢ikarlarina aykir1 goriilen yapilanmalar terér Orgiitii seklinde
tamimlanirken, bu durum devletler seviyesinde ise “haydut devlet” ve “ser ekseni” gibi
kavramlarla sistemdeki diger aktorlere benimsetilmeye c¢alisilmaktadir. ABD, kendi
cikarlarina aykir1 gordiigii organizasyonlar1 6zellikle sert giliciiniin bir uzantisi olarak askeri
yontemlerle bastrma ya da yok etme stratejisini uygulamaktadir. Analiz edilen zaman
kesitlerinin tamammda ABD’nin bu ydntemi belirleyici bir enstriman olarak kullandig:

gorulmektedir.

4. Soguk Savas Sonrasi Yeni Diinya Diizeninde ABD’nin Ortadogu Politikas1 (1990-
2001)

ABD’nin 1990’larin basinda hegemon gii¢ olarak ilk biiyiik icraati1 Korfez Savasi olmustur.

Saddam Hiiseyin yonetimindeki Irak’in Kuveyt’e saldirmast ABD igin bdlgeye miidahale

22 Mehmet Emir (2021), “Yirminci Yildéniimiinde 11 Eyliil: Kopenhag Okulu Cergevesinde ABD I¢ ve Dis
Politikasinin Degerlendirilmesi”, s. 295.

23 Brent Sadler & Nicole Robinson (2024), “Bad U.S. Policy Has Enabled the Current Chaos in the Middle
East”, The Heritage Foundation, 09.05.2024, Erigsim Tarihi: 23.07.2024, Erisim Adresi:
https://www.heritage.org/middle-east/report/bad-us-policy-has-enabled-the-current-chaos-the-middle-east.
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firsat1 dogurmustur.?* ABD’nin miidahale giiciinii saglayan en 6nemli unsur ise SSCB’nin
dagilmis olmasi ve ardindan ortaya ¢ikan bolgesel gilic boslugunu kendi istedigi sekilde
doldurabilme potansiyeli olmustur. Bu durum, hegemonun yeni dinya diizenine yon verme
istegini gostermistir. Ancak ABD’nin Irak’a miidahale etmesinin bazi olumsuz sonuglar1 da
olmustur. Bu baglamda ABD’nin savasi, Islamc1 gruplar tarafindan olumlu karsilanmamis ve
Islam cografyasinda bu gii¢lii ve Sovyetlere karsi miispet olarak goriilen aktore yonelik

olumsuz bir bakis algis1 sekillenmistir.

ABD’nin Ortadogu politikas1 sayesinde Israil ise daha genis bir hareket alan1 kazanmistir.
Sonsuz dostlugun vermis oldugu giic motivasyonu, bu devletin bolgesinde gelecekte daha
revizyonist bir politika izleyecegini gostermistir. Suudi Arabistan, yeni diizende ABD’ye
yakin durma stratejisini benimsemistir. Riyad yonetiminin izledigi bu politikadaki en biiylk
cikari ise, Iran’a kars1 geride kalmamak icin, kiiresel capta yeni bir diizen olusturmaya ¢alisan
stiper giiciin destegini alarak bolgesinde daha etkili hamleler yapabilme potansiyeli olmustur.

Israil ve Suudi Arabistan’in bu noktada politik beklentileri de yakinlagmistir.

ABD’nin 1990’larda izledigi Ortadogu politikasi hegemon giiciiniin uzantist olarak tezahiir
etmistir. Korfez Savasi’ndaki Irak miidahalesi ise Islam cografyasinda ABD’ye kars: olan
nefreti arttirmustir. Israil’e karsi sonsuz destek politikas1 zaten bdlge halklarinda tepki ¢eken
ABD’nin bu stratejiyi de kararlilikla devam ettirdigi goriilmiistiir. SSCB yikilincaya kadar
komiinizmi blyik bir tehlike olarak algilayan kiiresel hegemonun yeni diismani ise Islam
dinine dayali bazi radikal hareket ve gruplar olmustur. Yiice Islam dini “radikalizm ve
terérizmle”?® bagdastirilarak, bunun iizerine yeni politikalar sekillendirilmistir. Bin yillik bir
tarihsel siire¢ kapanirken, ABD’nin izledigi stratejiler yeni binyilin baslangicinda kaldigi
yerden devam etmistir. Yeni binyilin baslangicinda ortaya ¢ikan “Ser Ekseni, Haydut Devlet,
Kiiresel Terér ve Onleyici Savas” sdylemleriyle, ABD, Islam dini ve Islam’m yasandigi

bolgeler ve aktorleri hedefe koymaya baglamistir.
4.1. Irak’m Kuveyt’i isgali ve Iran ile iliskiler

Saddam Hiiseyin’in Kuveyt’i iggalindeki en Onemli nedenlerden birisi de hi¢ kuskusuz
ulkesinin icinde bulundugu istikrarsiz durumdu. Kuveyt’in iggali, Saddam ydnetimine

icislerindeki sorunlarin baska bir yere yonlendirebilmesini saglayacakti. Saddam da bu sayede

24 Michael Barnett (1998), Dialogues in Arab Politics: Negotiations in Regional Order, New York: Columbia
University Press, s. 218.

25 Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order,
New York: Cambridge University Press, s. 159.
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iktidarin1 saglamlastirabilecegini hesaplamist1.?® Ancak ABD’nin bu isgali kabullenecegini
diistinmekle biiyiik bir hata yapmisti. Dénemin ABD Blyikelgisi April Glaspie ile isgalden
once goriisen Irak lideri, bu planinm nasil bir tepki ile karsilasacagini gérmek istemistir.?’
Bayan Glaspie’nin bu goériismeyi diplomasinin geregi olarak Beyaz Saray’a ilettigine kusku
yoktur. ABD’nin Kuveyt isgaline yaklagiminda bir sorun olmadigi seklinde varilan yanlis
algi, ilerleyen siirecte Irak’m biitiin gelecegini etkilemistir. Saddam, Kuveyt isgaliyle diinya
petrol rezervinin yiizde 20’sini kontrolii altina almistir.?® Ancak ABD’nin sert giiciiyle Kuveyt
isgalini sona erdirmek zorunda kalmasi Irak’t biitiin yonleriyle olumsuz bir sekilde
etkilemistir. Biiyiik kaybina ragmen, Saddam, maglubiyeti, SSCB sonras1 Bat1 ve Siyonizm’le
miicadele olarak tanimlamistir.’® Bu hamlesiyle hem yurt icinde, hem de bdlgede
emperyalizmle miicadele goriinimii vermek istemistir. Ayrica Amerikan emperyalizmi ve
Siyonist emelleri birlikte degerlendirmistir.*® Saddam’m bu sdylemi, Arap diinyasinda ciddi
karsilik bulmustur.3® ABD’nin uyguladigi yaptirmmlar karsisinda Irak lideri bir yandan
iilkesinin ekonomik durumunu toparlamaya g¢alisirken, diger yandan da halkta ABD nefretini
pekistirme stratejisini izlemistir.*?> Saddam, iilkesindeki durumu diizeltmeye calisirken, bir
yandan da Israil-Filistin ¢catismalarinda Filistinlilere lojistik destek saglamistir.®? Irak liderinin
bu stratejisi Filistinliler arasinda karsilik bulmus ve onun prestijini arttirmistir. Arap
diinyasinda sevilmeyen liderlerin desteklenmesi ve Israil-Filistin geriliminde acikca Israil’in

desteklenmesi, ABD’ye kars1 nefreti ve orgiitlenmeyi arttirmustir. 3

% F, Gregory Gause 111 (2009), The International Relations of the Persian Gulf, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, ss. 94-95.

27 Sarku'l Avsat (2023), “ABD’nin Bagdat Biiyiikelgisi, Iraklilara Gertrude Bell’i Hatirlatiyor”, 05.04.2023,
Erisim Tarihi: 24.07.2024, Erigsim Adresi:
https://turkish.aawsat.com/home/article/4255306/abd%E2%80%99nin-ba%C4%9Fdat-
b%C3%BCy%C3%BCkel%C3%AT7isi-irakl%C4%B1lara-gertrude-bell%E2%80%99i-
hat%C4%B1rlat%C4%B1lyor.

2 F, Gregory Gause 111 (2009), The International Relations of the Persian Gulf, s. 103.

29 Marion Farouk-Sluglett & Peter Sluglett (1994), “Iraq and the New World Order”, i¢inde (editérler: Tareq Y.
Ismael & Jacqueline S. Ismael) The Gulf War and the New World Order: International Relations of the Middle
East, Gainesville: Univ. Press of Florida, s. 283.

30 Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, s.
136; Shibley Telhami (1994), “Explaining U.S. Behavior in the Gulf Crisis”, i¢inde (editorler: Tareq Y. Ismael
& Jacqueline S. Ismael) The Gulf War and the New World Order: International Relations of the Middle East,
Gainesville: Univ. Press of Florida, s. 160.

81 Ussama Makdisi (2002), ““ Anti-Americanism’ in the Arab world: An Interpretation of a Brief History”, The
Journal of American History, Cilt 89, Say: 2, s. 539.

32 Raymond Hinnebusch (2003), The International Politics of the Middle East, New York: Manchester
University Press, s. 233.

33 Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, s.
137.
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1980-1988 yillar1 arasinda siiren Iran-Irak Savasi’min ardindan Bat1 ile iletisimini en alt
diizeye indiren Iran, yeni diinya diizeninde Irak’m Kuveyt’i isgalinde tarafsiz kalmustir. Yeni
donemdeki Amerikan nefreti iran otoritesi icin de elverisli bir strateji izleme olanagi
saglamistir. Rejimin giiclii baglarla kalmasi i¢in zaten kuvvetli olan dini otorite ve halk
birlikteligine dair Amerikan karsithg: iyi bir argiiman saglamustir. Iran, 1990’larin basinda
Irak Savasi’nin olumsuz sonuglarindan kurtulmak i¢in yeni bir stratejik hamle baslatmstir. Bu
surecte, Ozel sektoriin genislemesi, serbest ticaretin gelistirilmesi ve daha uzlasmaci bir dis
politika izlenmesi stratejileri uygulanmistir. Bati Avrupa ve Korfez iilkeleriyle iligkilerin
yumusama dénemine girmesi gerektigi de eszamanli olarak savunulmustur.®® Iran’m bu
politikas1 kismen basariya ulasmistir. Ancak Ulkede iki bash bir yonetimin olmasi izlenen
politikalarin istikrarin1 ve basarismni etkilemistir.>® Reformcu yonetim Bati ile iliskilere daha
yakinken, dini otorite ise Ozellikle Filistin’de yasanan catismalar ¢ergevesinde dini motifli
politikalar1 benimsemistir.®” iran, 1990’larda Korfez iilkelerinden ABD’ye kars1 politikasma
yonelik destek aramustir. Dini otoritenin siyasi agirhgi karsisinda bolgesel rakibi Suudi

Arabistan’m ABD ile iliskileri ise daha fazla giiclenmistir.®
4.2. Suudi Arabistan, Masir ve Suriye ile iliskiler

Yeni diinya diizeninde Iran ve Irak’m ABD igin tehdit olarak algilanmalar1 nedeniyle Suudi
Arabistan ile miittefiklik baginin kurulmasi kolaylagmistir. Suudi Arabistan’da konuslanan
ABD askeri glcl ise bu iilkede c¢esitli tepkilerle karsilagsmustir. Ancak Soguk Savas
sonrasinda dini referansli yonetim sekline ragmen Suudi Arabistan’in ABD i¢in glclu bir
miittefik olduguna siiphe yoktur. Korfez Savasi’nda, Suudi Arabistan, bu zorlu savasin
maliyeti olarak ABD’ye 36 milyar dolar 6demistir.>® Riyad yonetimi, 1991 yili Mart ayinda
Arap Kolektif Giivenlik Plani’n1 igeren Sam Bildirisi’ni imzalamasma ragmen, ABD ile olan
is birligine dncelik vermistir.*® Ulke, bir yandan liberalizmin normlarina uymaya calisirken,

diger yandan da benimsenen politikaya dair bu durumun Islam’a uygun bir hareket tarzi

35 Haleh Vagziri (1995), “The Islamic Republic and Its Neighbors: Ideology and the National Interest in Iran’s
Foreign Policy during the Khomeini Decade”, Doktora Tezi, Georgetown Universitesi, ABD, s. 245.

36 Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, s.
142.

37 Eva Patricia Rakel (2007), “Iranian Foreign Policy since the Iranian Islamic Revolution: 1979-2006,
Perspectives on Global Development & Technology, Cilt 6, Sayi: 1-3, ss. 178-179.

38 Jubin M. Goodarzi (2006), Syria and Iran: Diplomatic Alliance and Power Politics in the Middle East,
London: Tauris Academic Studies, s. 43.

39 Euronews (2020), “Suudi Arabistan, Ulkeyi Koruyan Askerler Igin ABD’ye 500 Milyon Dolar Odedi”,
17.01.2020, Erisim Tarihi: 24.07.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://tr.euronews.com/2020/01/17/suudi-arabistan-
ulkeyi-koruyan-askerler-icin-abd-ye-500-milyon-dolar-odedi.

40 Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, s.
144.
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oldugunu duyurmustur.*! Bu atilim ile Suudi Arabistan’n uluslararasi iliskilerinde daha 1liml1
bir politikay1 tercih ettigine deginilmistir.*> Ulkenin bu sekildeki bir yaklasimi Islam
cer¢evesinde benimsemesi hem Batili dostlarina, hem de Korfez tlkelerine olumlu bir izlenim

verme amacini tasirken, diger yandan da Iran’a kars1 bir iistiinliik ifadesini icermistir.

Suudi Arabistan’in bu stratejisi Usame bin Ladin gibi radikal muhaliflerin ise tepkisini ¢cekmis
ve bunun Uzerine “kiresel cihat” ilan edilmistir. Gegmiste bazi Suudilerin de destegiyle teskil
edilen El Kaide orgitiniin ise yalnizca devlet dis1 bir aktdr olacag: diisiiniilmiistiir. Oyle Ki,
Suudi yonetimi tarafindan bu Orgiitiin uluslararas: alanda yaptig1 bazi girisimler baslangigta
desteklenmistir. Ancak ABD ile yakinlagma sonucu meydana gelen olumsuz bakis agis1 ve

muhalif ayrisma, 11 Eyliil 2001 saldirilarma giden yolu agmustir.*®

Misir ise, 1990 yilindan baslayarak ABD ile yakin iliskiler gelistirmeye ¢alisan Ortadogu’nun
en énemli aktorlerinden birisidir. Ulke, yeni diizene uyum saglamaya c¢alisirken, neoliberal
yaklagimi da benimsemistir. Korfez Savasi sirasmnda ABD’yi destekleyen Misir’in bu politik
durusu karsiliksiz kalmamistir. Bat1 devletlerine olan 20,2 milyar dolarlik borcunun yarisi
silinmistir.** Ayrica, aldig1 IMF kredisinin 6deme sliresi de uzatilmistir. Neoliberal ekonomi
diizeni Misir’in belirli kesimlerini daha zengin ederken, halkin geliri arasinda biyuk bir
esitsizlige neden olmustur.*® Bu donemde dini inang temelinde gelisen siyasal hareketler
agirhik kazanmistir. Ozellikle Thvan adiyla da bilinen Miisliiman Kardesler’in saglik ve egitim
alaninda aktif bir sekilde rol aldig1 goriilmiistiir.*® Ancak orgiitiin bu tesebbiislerinden yoksul
halk degil, ¢ogunlukla orta sinif faydalanabilmistir.*” Misir Cumhurbaskan1 Hiisnii Miibarek
tarafindan Miisliman Kardesler 6rgitlenmesi 1980’lerden itibaren siki kontrol altinda

tutulmustur. Bu nedenle, Miisliman Kardesler’in ticari faaliyetleri bazi istisnalar disinda

41 Shahram Chubin & Charles Tripp (2014), Iran-Saudi Arabia Relations and Regional Order, Abingdon:
Routledge, s. 48.

2 Ag.e.,s. 49,

43 Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, ss.
145-146.

44 Steven Greenhouse (1991), “Half of Egypt's $20.2 Billion Debt Being Forgiven by U.S. and Allies”, The New
York Times, 27.05.1991, Erisim Tarihi: 24.07.2024, Erisim Adresi:
https://www.nytimes.com/1991/05/27/business/half-of-egypt-s-20.2-billion-debt-being-forgiven-by-us-and-
allies.html; Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional
Order, s. 147.

4 Karen Pfeifer (1999), “How Tunisia, Morocco, Jordan and Even Egypt Became IMF ‘Success Stories’ in the
1990s”, Middle East Report, Say:: 210, ss. 23-27.

46 Jane Harrigan & Hamed El-Said (2009), Economic Liberalisation, Social Capital and Islamic Welfare
Provision, London: Palgrave Macmillan, ss. 100-104.

47 Janine Clark (2004), “Social Movement Theory and Patron-Clientelism: Islamic Social Institutions and the
Middle Class in Egypt, Jordan, and Yemen”, Comparative Political Studies, Cilt 37, Say1: 8, s. 941.

115


https://www.nytimes.com/1991/05/27/business/half-of-egypt-s-20.2-billion-debt-being-forgiven-by-us-and-allies.html
https://www.nytimes.com/1991/05/27/business/half-of-egypt-s-20.2-billion-debt-being-forgiven-by-us-and-allies.html

Mehmet EMIR UPA Strategic Affairs 5 (2)

cogunlukla devletin resmi kayitlarinda yer almamustir.*® Zaten ekonomik olarak devlete bir

tehdit olusturmadiklar1 gibi pasif bir dindarlig1 tercih etmislerdir.*

Misir, 1990°larda 6zellikle ABD ve Israil ile yakin iliskileri nedeniyle radikal bir muhalefetle
kars1 karstya kalmistir. Halk, vesayetciler ve Siyasal Islamcilar arasindaki siyasi akimlar
arasinda kalmistir.>® Ancak bu dénemde halen Miibarek rejimi cok giiclidir. Misir’da da
belirli bir tabani olan El Kaide 6rgiti ise, rejim degisikligi yerine dogrudan uzak diismana
yani ABD’ye saldirmasmin sonrasinda halkta gereken degisimin olacagini Ongdrmiistiir.
Diger bir ifadeyle, Misir ve Suudi Arabistan gibi ABD ve Israil dostu rejimlerin ancak asil
diismana saldirmakla degisebilecegi diisiiniilmiistiir.>* Tipk1 Suudi Arabistan’da oldugu gibi,

Misir’da da muhalefetin dislanmasi ise 11 Eyliil 2001 saldirilarina giden yolu agmustir.

Suriye ise, Korfez Savasi sirasinda politik olarak ABD’nin operasyonunu desteklemistir.
Bununla beraber, slre¢ icerisinde eylemsel olarak tarafsizligin1 korumustur. Sam rejimi, ABD
ve Suudi Arabistan karsisinda ekonomik ve belirli 6l¢iilerde politik beklenti odakl bir strateji
izlemistir. Suriye, ayn1 dénemde Iran ve Filistin ile iyi iliskilerini muhafaza ederken, Israil’i
tanimay1 ise kabul etmemistir. Korfez Savasi esnasinda ABD’nin desteklenmesindeki asil
beklenti Israil’in isgali altinda olan Golan Tepeleri’nin geri alinabilecegi umuduydu. Buna ek
olarak, Filistin’de siddetin sona erdirilerek baris ortaminin gelebilecegi beklentisi de izlenen
stratejiyi etkilemistir. ABD ve Avrupa Toplulugu’ndan (sonrasinda Avrupa Birligi) ekonomik
olarak destek alma yaklasimi da Suriye’nin izledigi politikalarda 6nemli bir gerekce
olmustur.®? Israil ile diplomatik iliskilerin baslayabilecegi ve bunun neticesinde karsilikli
yumusama stirecinde Golan Tepeleri’nin iade edilebilecegi diistincesi de bu dénemde Suriye
yonetiminde hakimdi.>® Ancak 1967°de kaybedilen bu topraklar, giiniimiizde dahi Israil’in

isgali altindadir. Bununla beraber, devletin giivenlik kurumlar1 ve halkta Israil’e ydnelik

48 Stephan Roll (2013), “Egypt’s Business Elite after Mubarak: A Powerful Player between Generals and
Brotherhood”, Stiftung Wissenschaft und Politik (German Institute for International and Security Affairs), Sayi:
8, September 2013, Berlin, ss. 13-15; Gillian Kennedy (2017), From Independence to Revolution: Egypt's
Islamists and the Contest for Power, London: C. Hurst & Co, s. 138.

49 Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, s.
148.

%0 Raymond William Baker (2006), Islam without Fear: Egypt and the New Islamists, Cambridge: Harvard
University Press, ss. 216-217.

51 Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, s.
150.

52 Ann Mosely Lesch (1991), “Contrasting Reactions to the Persian Gulf Crisis: Egypt, Syria, Jordan, and the
Palestinians”, Middle East Journal, Cilt 45, Say1: 1, s. 42.

%3 Emile El-Hokayem (2007), “Hizballah and Syria: Outgrowing the Proxy Relationship”, Washington
Quarterly, Cilt 30, Say1: 2, ss. 38-39.
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olumsuz tepkiler varken, Saddam ise desteklenen bir lider olarak goriilmiistiir.>* Suriye, bu
donemde ideolojik olarak Suudi Arabistan ile yakm is birligi icinde kalmistir.® Ulkedeki
cihatgilar da zamanla El Kaide’ye katilmig ve 2003 Irak Savasi’nda bu iilkeye gegmislerdir.

4.3. Israil ve Filistin Arasinda Baris Goriismeleri

Filistin ve Israil arasindaki siddete ve gerilime son vermek amaciyla ABD’nin
koordinatorliigiinde 1991 yilinda Madrid’de dizenlenen konferansta iki tarafin bir araya
getirilmesi saglanmistir. Goriismelerin ardindan, 1993 yilinda Oslo Antlagmasi ile gerilimin
ve siddetin sonlandirilarak bolgede barisin hakim olmasi planlanmistir. Neticede, Israil ve
Filistin Kurtulus Orgiitii (FKO) karsilikli olarak taninnustir. Bununla birlikte, israil ve Urdiin
arasinda da 1994 yilinda bir baris antlasmas1 imzalanmustir. Israil’deki radikal dinci partiler
ise Oslo Antlagsmasi’ndan memnun olmamislardir. Siyonist bakis agisindan yaklasildiginda,
ulasilmasi gereken “vadedilmis topraklar” ilkiisiiyle bagdasmayan bu antlasmaya kars1 biyuk

tepki gosterilmistir.

Israil’in Filistinlilere yonelik eylemlerinde en ¢ok giivendikleri aktdr ise daima ABD
olmustur. Oysaki Madrid Konferansi ve Oslo Barigs Antlagmasi her iki aktoriin de barig i¢cinde
yasayabileceginin 6nemli bir gostergesidir. Fakat bolgeye barism gelmesi, Israil sag1 icin
tarihsel ve dinsel baglamda istenen bir durum degildir. Eger Israil’in karsisinda
diisman/diismanlar olmazsa, dini metinlerdeki kehanetler gergeklesmeyecek ve dolayisiyla
vadedilmis topraklar Glklsiine giden yolda atilan adimlarin mesruiyeti saglanamamis
olacaktir. 1967 yilindaki Alt1 Giin Savasi’nda Israil Genelkurmay Baskani ve sonrasinda
iilkenin Basbakani olan Yitzhak Rabin, “Yalniz yasayan bir halk olmak zorunda degiliz” ve
“artik tiim diinyanmin bize karsi oldugu da dogru degil” demistir.>® Basbakan Rabin, Ortadogu
barisina yapmis oldugu ¢ok degerli katkinin karsiligi olarak 1994 yilinda Nobel Baris
Odiili ne layik goriilmiistiir. Ancak Genelkurmay Baskanligi’na kadar yiikselmis bir asker ve
sonrasinda ¢ok onemli bir devlet adami olan Rabin, baris istemesi ve buna dair kararli adimlar
atmasinin bedelini caniyla demistir.>’ Rabin’in 6ldUriilmesi, Israil’in revizyonist politikalari

icin ABD ve Avrupa Birligi’nden aldig1 destegin devamini saglamistir.

5% Ann Mosely Lesch (1991), “Contrasting Reactions to the Persian Gulf Crisis: Egypt, Syria, Jordan, and the
Palestinians”, s. 43; Raymond Hinnebusch (1996), “Does Syria Want Peace? Syrian Policy in the Syrian-Israeli
Peace Negotiations”, Journal of Palestine Studies, Cilt 26, Say1: 1, ss. 46-49.

% Charles R. Lister (2015), The Syrian Jihad: Al-Qaeda, the Islamic State and the Evolution of an Insurgency,
London: Hurst, s. 31.

%6 Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, s.
155.

57 Britannica, “Assassination of Yitzhak Rabin”, Erisim Tarihi: 24.07.2024, Erisim Adresi:
https://www.britannica.com/topic/assassination-of-Yitzhak-Rabin.
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Yahudilerin vadedilmis topraklar ulkistine Hiristiyan Siyonistler de kararlilikla destek
vermislerdir. Islam dini ve Araplara karsi Siyonist yaklasimiyla “Yahudi-H:ristiyan”
medeniyetinin varolugsal savas sdylemi ile miicadele edilmeye devam edilmistir.>® Gelecege
dair bu miicadele siireci, bolgede daha fazlasin1 yapmak isteyen Israil hiikiimetleri i¢in de

onemli bir motivasyon ve destek kaynagi olmustur.
5. 11 Eylul 2001 Saldirilart ve Sonrasinda ABD’nin Sonsuz Savasi (2001-2011)

11 Eyltl 2001 tarihinde Diinya Ticaret Merkezi Ikiz Kuleleri ve Pentagon’a yapilan teror
saldirilari, ABD agisindan kiiresel seviyede El Kaide orgiitiiniin yuvalandigi bircok bdlge ve
devlete askeri miidahalelerde bulunabilmenin firsatin1 yaratmustir. Bu siirecin ardindan,
ozellikle Iran ve Suriye ile geri doniilmez bir sekilde diismanlasma politikasi izlenmistir. “Ser
ekseni” ve “haydut devlet” tanimlamalariyla bu dénemde bélgedeki devletlere yeni roller
bigilmistir. Bunun yaninda, Israil ile zaten iyi bir seyir izleyen iligkiler daha siki bir sekilde
devam etmistir. Bu durum ise, Israil’in Filistinlilere karsi izledigi siddet politikasinin
seviyesini arttrmustir. 2001°de Afganistan’mn isgaliyle baslayan siireg, 2003’te Irak’m
tamamen isgal edilmesiyle devam etmistir. Kiiresel terér kavramiyla beraber onleyici savas
stratejisi uygulamaya konularak, ABD’ye karsi tehdit algist her nereden geliyorsa o yere

uluslararasi hukuk hige sayilarak askeri harekatlar diizenlenmistir.

ABD acisindan 11 Eyliil saldirilar1 devletleri iki tercihten birisini segcmeye zorlamistir. Bu
donemde ABD Baskani George W. Bush’un, “Ya bizdensiniz ya da bize karsisiniz” yaklasimi
ile bolgedeki devletlere kars1 agik bir tehdit ve zorlama politikas1 kullanildig1 gériilmektedir.>®
ABD ve miittefiklerinin yaninda durmayanlar ise “direnis ekseni” olarak degerlendirilmistir.5°
Direnis ekseni icinde yer alan aktorlerden olan iran, Suriye, Hizbullah ve Hamas, bu
donemden baslayarak ABD ve Israil’in politikalarin1 benimsememislerdir. Bu nedenle de,

ABD ve Israil’in bolgedeki baslica hedefleri olmuslardir.

Genel olarak degerlendirildiginde, 11 Eyliil 2001 saldirilarindan sonra diinya diizeni biiyiik
degisime ugramistir. Bilhassa Ortadogu bolgesi ABD’nin uyguladigi sertlik yanlisi
politikalardan olumsuz etkilenmistir. Irak ve Iran’in ardindan Suriye de bu dénemde “ser
ekseni”’ne dahil edilmistir. Suriye, ayrica Liibnan’daki askeri varligm1 sonlandirmistir. Iran ve

Suudi Arabistan arasindaki mezhep temelli niifuz miicadelesi ise siddetlenmistir. Israil’in

%8 Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, s.
155.

5959 Mehmet Emir (2021), “Yirminci Yildéniimiinde 11 Eyliil: Kopenhag Okulu Cergevesinde ABD ig ve Dis
Politikasinin Degerlendirilmesi”, s. 294.

60 Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, s.
162.
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Filistinlilere yonelik saldirilar1 ve genislemesi ise hizlanmistir. Liibnan’a yonelik sonugsuz
kalan saldirilar1 sonrasinda yapilan ateskes ile Israil Ordusu bu tilkeden geri cekilmistir. Bu
siiregte Iran destekli Hizbullah’mn ise Liibnan’daki etkisinin artti1 goriilmiistiir. Misir’daki
Miisliman Kardesler hareketi de ABD’nin Biiyiikk Ortadogu Projesi’nden sonra gig¢
kazanmustir. Oyle ki, hareketin, bu siirecin ardindan giderek daha fazla dikkat ceken siyasi
faaliyetleri, zamanla Ulke yOnetimini degistirecek ileri bir seviyeye varmistir. Bu donemde
Ortadogu’daki gelismeler ise biiyiik bir degisimin habercisi olmus ve bu degisimler de

ilerleyen yillarda Arap Bahar1 devrimci dalgas: ile su yliziine ¢ikmistir.
5.1. Irak’mn Isgali ve Iran’in Hedef Alinmasi

Korfez Savasi’nda Kuveyt’i isgal girisimi geri puskirtiulen Irak, sonrasinda kendisine
uygulanan yaptirimlara 10 yil dayanabilmistir. Diinya petrol rezervinin yizde 11’ine sahip
olan llkenin bu donemde halki fakirlesmistir. Irak’in izledigi politikalar istikrarsizken, ayni
zamanda bolge tlkelerine giiven vermekten de uzaktir. 2003 yilinda kitle imha silahlarinin
bulundugu gerekgesiyle ABD tarafindan Irak’a kapsamli bir askeri harekat diizenlenmis ve
diktatoryal Saddam Hiiseyin rejimine son verilmistir. Bu sayede, ABD, giivenilmez gérdigii
eski bir miittefikini tasfiye etmistir. Kitle imha silahlariin bulundugu bilgisinin ise ilerleyen
surecte gercek disi oldugu ve Baskan Bush’un istihbarat raporlariyla kandirildigi ortaya
cikmistir. Bu baglamda, Bagkanlar1 bile kullanabilen bir gii¢ tarafindan, aslinda bolgeye
askeri miidahalede bulunmaya dair mesruiyet saglama gerekg¢esiyle bu argiimanin kullanildig:
goriilmiistiir. Sonu¢ olarak, ABD’nin ¢ikarlar1 ¢ercevesinde Irak’a kapsamli bir askeri

operasyon diizenlenmistir.

Bu siireci degerlendiren analizlerde, kapsamli bir bakis acisiyla, ABD tarafindan o donemde,
Irak petrol rezervlerinin istikrar1 ve giivenligi i¢in buralarin mutlaka Bati kontroliinde olmasi
gerektigi degerlendirilmis ve miidahale i¢in kritik bir gerek¢e sunulmustur. Irak’m petrol
ticaretinde arz kesintisi ya da kisitlamasi yapmasi suretiyle ABD’nin ekonomik ¢ikarlarina
zarar verdigi vurgusu da yapilmistir.®* Ayrica Irak liderinin 11 Eyliil saldirilariyla ilgili bir
kinama agiklamasi yapmamasi da onun bulundugu konumda daha fazla kalmamas1 gerektigi

seklinde degerlendirilmistir.®?

61 Nafeez Ahmed (2014), “Iraq Invasion was about Oil”, The Guardian, 20.03.2014, Erisim Tarihi: 24.07.2024,
Erisim Adresi: https://www.theguardian.com/environment/earth-insight/2014/mar/20/iraq-war-oil-resources-
energy-peak-scarcity-economy.

62 Patrick Bishop (2001), “Baghdad at Last Offers Sympathy to US”, The Telegraph, 19.09.2001, Erisim Tarihi:
24.07.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://www.telegraph.co.uk/news/worldnews/middleeast/irag/1341022/Baghdad-at-
last-offers-sympathy-to-US.html.
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Iran, 11 Eyliil 2001 saldirilarindan hemen sonrasinda bunu yapanlar1 kmamis ve Amerikan
halki ile dayanigsma iginde oldugunu duyurmustur. Ancak bu ¢aba dahi onun ser ekseni olarak
adlandirilan ve ABD c¢ikarlarma ters diisen Ulkeler Kkategorisine girmesine engel
olamamustir.%® Tahran, iyi niyet gostergesi olarak bu donemde terorle miicadele kapsaminda
Suudi Arabistan ile bir anlasma imzalamstir.?* Ancak Iran’m yaptig: bu tip hamleler, onun
gelecek donemde Irak ve Kuzey Kore ile beraber ABD politikalarinda hedefe oturtulmasini
onleyememistir. ABD’nin bu sekilde bir politikay1 benimsemesi ise Iran tarafindan tepkiyle
karsilanmistir.  Bu baglamda, Iran’m -Dini Lider’in ifadesiyle- “Biiyiik Seytan” ile

goriismesinin sonugsuz kaldigi goriilmiistiir.
5.2. Suudi Arabistan ile iliskiler

Biitiin ¢abalarma ragmen Iran’in ABD i¢in hedef iilkelerden birisi haline gelmesi Suudi
Arabistan tarafindansa iyi karsilanan bir gelisme olmustur. Bu donemde, iran’in dislandig1 her
senaryoda Suudi Arabistan’in ¢ikarlar1 bundan olumlu bir sekilde etkilenmistir.%® 11 Eylil
saldirilarin1 gergeklestirenlerin ¢ok biiyiik bir kisminin ve El Kaide orgutu yoneticisi Usama
Bin Ladin’in Suudi kokenli olmasi ilkenin stratejik yaklasimimi degistirmemistir. El
Kaide’nin kurulus yerinin Suudi Arabistan olmasi da ayrica dikkat cekici bir unsurdur.
Bununla beraber, Suudi Arabistan yonetimi, Bati ile iliskilerini her zaman uyumlu ve dikkatli

bir ¢izgide tutmustur.

Bolgedeki baslica rakibi Iran, Islam Devrimi sonrasinda radikal bir politika degisikligi
yasarken, Suudi Arabistan bu durumu Bat1 ile daha fazla yakinlasarak ¢ikar temelli iliskilerini
gelistirme yoniiyle degerlendirmistir.%® Diger taraftan, ABD acismndan Suudi Arabistan’in
gerek bolge dengelerini saglamak, gerekse de uluslararasi piyasalara petroliin givenli bir
sekilde akmasini devam ettirmek icin vazgecilemez bir aktdr oldugu anlasilmistir. ABD’nin
kiresel seviyedeki glclni koruyabilmesi ile Suudi Arabistan’la iligkileri arasinda dogrusal
bir baglant1 vardir. Amerikan dstiinliigiiniin devam etmesi i¢in petrol-dolar iligkisinin giiglii
kalmas1 ve siirekliligin saglanmasi ¢ok dnemli bir dnceliktir. Bu nedenle, Suudi Arabistan’in

mutlakiyetci ve kat1 Islam’a dayali yonetim sekli ABD igin higbir zaman ciddi bir sorun teskil

83 Anoushiravan Ehteshami (2008), “Iran and Its Immediate Neighbourhood”, i¢inde (editorler: Anoushiravan
Ehteshami & Mahjoob Zweiri) Iran’s Foreign Policy: from Khatami to Ahmadinejad, Reading: Ithaca Press, s.
132.

64 Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, s.
163.

8 David Ottaway (2009), “The King and Us: U.S.-Saudi Relations in the Wake of 9/11”, Foreign Affairs, Cilt
88, Say1: 3, s. 130.

8 Adam Hanieh (2018), Money, Markets, and Monarchies: The Gulf Cooperation Council and the Political
Economy of the Contemporary Middle East, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, s. 34.
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etmemistir. Bunun yaninda, Suudilere yapilan silah satiglarinda hiz kesilmemesi noktasinda

Riyad yonetimi, ABD’nin 11 Eyliil sonrasinda benimsedigi kiiresel terérle miicadele ilkesini
aynen benimsemistir. Suudi yonetimi, bu durumu igiglerinde muhalefeti bastirmak i¢in bir
firsat olarak da degerlendirmistir.” Bunun yaninda, Suudi Arabistan, halk 6rgitlenmelerine
dayali Miisliiman Kardesler (Thvan) orgiitiinii iilkenin en énemli sorun kaynaklarindan birisi
olarak gormiistiir.®® Bu 6rgit, eszamanl olarak &zellikle Misir’da gii¢ kazanmustir. 11 Eylil
saldirilarindan sonra Suudi Arabistan ve Misir, “timli Islam™ (moderate Islam) adi verilen bir
tir anlayismi tercih etmis ve kendilerini “radikal Islam” c¢izgisinden ayristirmaya
calismislardir. Ilimli Islam modeli, kiiresel terdrle miicadele icin ABD ile daha yakmn bir iliski
gelistirmenin yaninda, esas olarak dini degil, siyasi yonli bir egilimdir.® ABD’ye yonelik
yiiriitiillen kiiresel cihada karsi 1limli Islam modeliyle siddetin azaltilabilecegi diisiincesi
ABD’nin dis politikasi i¢in elverisli bir alan saglamistir. Diger yandan, bu donemde Siilik de,
Urdiin, Misir ve Suudi Arabistan’da agik bir sekilde otekilestirilerek, Iran’a yonelik 6n alici

bir politik kararhlik gosterilmistir.”

Iran ve Suudi Arabistan arasidaki gii¢ miicadelesi, bu donemde ABD’nin ¢ikarlarma uygun
bir konjonktir olusturmustur. iran’in giiciiniin kirilmasi, Suudi Arabistan’m istenen siyasi
yoriingede tutulmasi ve bu sayede Ortadogu aktorlerinin tercihlerine yon verebilme firsati
ABD’nin bdlge politikalar1 i¢in pozitif unsurlar olarak gériilmiistiir. ABD’nin Irak batakligina
saplandig1 bu donemde onun emperyalist eylemlerine yonelik siddetli tepkiler, -kismen de

olsa- bu sekilde engellenmeye galisilmistir.
5.3. Arap-Israil Catisma Dinamikleri

ABD’nin 11 Eyliil sonrast donemde izledigi sertlik yanlis1 politikalara en cok uyum gosteren
aktor Suudi Arabistan olmustur. ABD’nin Iran’a yonelik hasmane yaklasim bu donemde
Riyad tarafindan olumlu karsilanmigtir. Bunun yaninda, Suudi Arabistan, 2002 yilinda Arap
Baris1 Girisimi’ni baglatnustir. Bu  girisimin  &zii, Israil ile sorunlarin ¢dziilmesine

dayanmustir.” Israil’in 1967 de isgal ettigi yerlerden ayrilmas karsiliginda onun taninmasi ve

7 Noam Chomsky & Gilbert Achcar (2007), Perilous Power: The Middle East &U.S. Foreign Policy: Dialogues
on Terror, Democracy, War, and Justice, Boulder: Paradigm Publishers, s. 13.

8 Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, s.
166.

8 Age.,s. 167.

70 Elizabeth Monier (2015), “Egypt, Iran, and the Hizbullah Cell: Using Sectarianism to ‘De-Arabize’ and
Regionalize Threats to National Interests”, The Middle East Journal, Cilt 69, Sayi: 3, ss. 343-346.

> Arap Baris1 Girisimi, kimilerine gére 2020 yilinda imzalanan ibrahim Anlagmalari’nin éncii hamlesidir.
Bolgesel barisin saglanabilmesi i¢in 6nemli bir niyet gostergesidir.
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iliskilerin normallesmesi 6ngériilmiistiir.”> Suudi Arabistan, bu hamlesiyle hem ABD’nin
guvenilir mittefiki, hem de barigsever ve makul bir devlet oldugunu gostermeye c¢aligmustir.
Ancak Israil tarafindan bu girisime karsilik verilmemis ve siddet politikasma devam
edilmistir. Iran’in ser ekseni kapsamina sokulmasi ve Hamas’m terdr rgiitii kategorisinde yer
almas1 Israil igin politik kosullarm ¢ikarlar dogrultusunda daha iyi bir sekilde
kullanilabilmesini saglanustir. 2008 yilinda donemin Israil Disisleri Bakami Tzipi Livni,
iilkesinin Hamas ile miicadelesini Bati’nin miicadelesi olarak tanimlamis ve ABD ile Avrupa
iilkelerini kendilerine destek olmaya davet etmistir.” Israil’in Filistinlilere yonelik uyguladig1
siddeti siirekli arttirmasi karsisinda Oslo Baris Antlasmasi siirecinden de hizla
uzaklasilmistir.” Izlenen bu gerilim ve siddet politikasi, beklenen barisin olumlu havasimni
ortadan kaldirmis ve terdr, siddet ve siiphecilik egilimleri iki aktoriin iligkilerini belirleyen

belirgin kavramlar olmustur.
5.4. iran, Liibnan, Suriye ve Misir ile iliskiler

ABD’nin 11 Eyliil politikalar1 sonucunda dislanan Iran’m sosyal ve ekonomik yapis1 bu
aktoriin izledigi politikalarina dogrudan yansimistir. Se¢im sonucunda reformistlerin yerine
tercih edilen muhafazakar Cumhurbaskan1 Mahmud Ahmedinejad yonetiminde, iran Devrim
Muhafizlari, tilke yonetimi ve dis politika yapim siirecinde daha etkin bir 6zne haline
gelmistir.”® Devrim Mubhafizlari, fran Parlamentosu’nun icte birine de hakim olmustur.’
Bunun yani1 sira, Ahmedinejad tarafindan halka en koétiiniin geride kaldig1 ve en iyinin gelmesi
icin biitiin cabanin sarf edildigi mesaji iletilmistir.”” ABD’nin iran’1 ser eksenine dahil etmesi
karsiiginda, “Biiyiik Seytan”, ayn1 zamanda iran’mn rejimini de saglamlastrmustir. Bununla
beraber, Iran’m destekledigi Hizbullah’m Liibnan’da 2006 yilinda Israil karsisinda elde ettigi
gorece basari ve Israil’in ateskes sonrasinda geri ¢ekilmesi (daha dncesinde 2000 yilinda isgal
bolgesinden cekilmisti) Iran ve destekgilerine bilyiik moral vermistir. Bu sekilde, bdlgede
Israil’in silah giiciiyle yenilebilecegi algis1 olusmustur. Iran, bu donemde hem Hizbullah, hem

de Hamas ile giiclii iliskilerini devam ettirmistir. Israil’e ydnelik her hamle iceride dini

72 Elie Podeh (2014), “Israel and the Arab Peace Initiative, 2002-2014: A Plausible Missed Opportunity”, The
Middle East Journal, Cilt 68, Say1: 4, s. 586.

73 Sandra Simonsen (2019), “Discursive Legitimation Strategies: The Evolving Legitimation of War in Israeli
Public Diplomacy”, Discourse & Society, Cilt 30, Say: 5, s. 510.

74 Guy Ben-Porat & Shlomo Mizrahi (2005), “Political Culture, Alternative Politics and Foreign Policy: The
Case of Israel”, Policy Sciences, Say1: 38, ss. 184-187.

75 Eva Patricia Rakel (2007), “Iranian Foreign Policy since the Iranian Islamic Revolution: 1979-2006, s. 181.
6 Roozbeh Safshekan & Farzan Sabet (2010), “The Ayatollah's Praetorians: the Islamic Revolutionary Guard
Corps and the 2009 Election Crisis”, The Middle East Journal, Cilt 64, Sayi: 4, s. 544.

" Manochehr Dorraj & Michael Dodson (2009), “Neo-Populism in Comparative Perspective: Iran and
Venezuela”, Comparative Studies of South Asia, Africa and the Middle East, Cilt 29, Say:: 1, s. 143; Ewan Stein
(2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, s. 170.
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otoriteyi saglamlastirirken, reformist beklentileri zayiflatmistir.”® Iran rejimi ise, ABD nin de

tipk1 SSCB gibi uzun bir zaman gegmeden ¢okiise gegecegini degerlendirmistir.’

Iran’in direnis ekseninde Hizbullah-Hamas baglantismi saglamasi nedeniyle Suriye de bu
siirecte ¢ok onemli bir aktordiir. ABD tarafindan ser eksenine dahil edilmesiyle®® beraber
Golan Tepeleri’ni geri alma umudu kalmayan Suriye, iran ve Hizbullah’a giderek daha fazla
yanasmustir. Iran’in bolgesel politikalar1 agisindan da bu durum miispet bir gelisme olmustur.
Suriye agisindan ise, 2003 yilinda isgal edilen Irak gibi bir akibetin kendisini de bekledigi
algist olusmustur. Suriye’de Iran’in kurumsallasmasina benzer bir siyasi reform yapisi
olmadig1 i¢in ise, muhaliflerin beklentilerine politik alan iginde cevap verme olanagi
olmamigstir. Ser eksenine dahil edilmesinin ardindan 2005 yilinda Liibnan’daki askeri varligi
da sona eren Suriye, bu dénemden itibaren siirekli gii¢ kaybeden ve kirilgan bir aktor haline

gelmistir.

Liibnan’da Hizbullah’1n etkisi ortaya ¢ikan gii¢ boslugunu doldurmasi sayesinde artmistir. Bu
andan itibaren Israil’e yonelik saldirilarini arttran Hizbullah, Ortadogu’da dengelerin
degisebilecegini gostermistir. Yeni gelismeler ¢ercevesinde Hizbullah artik Liibnan’in en
giiclii aktdrii olmus ve bu sayede Iran’dan daha fazla destek almustir. israil ve onun en biiyiik
miittefiki ABD’ye karsi en yakin tehlike bdlgesinde giiclii bir meydan okuma girigimi
Hizbullah’1 daha fazla dikkate aliman bir aktor seviyesine yiikseltmistir. Hizbullah, artik
Suriye ile de daha giiclii iligkiler gelistirebilmistir. Ancak 2011 yilinda Suriye rejimi politik ve

ekonomik gii¢ kaybmin olumsuz sonuglariyla karsilasacaktir.

Misir ise, ¢ikarlar1 dogrultusunda Ortadogu giivenligi i¢in ABD ile miittefiklik iliskisini
giiclendirdigi gibi, Gazze Seridi blokaji ve Hamas’a mesafeli durusuyla da Israil ile
baglantisini istikrarli bir seviyede tutmayi basarmustir. Kahire, ABD’nin kiiresel terorle
miicadelesine kararli bir destek sunarken, buna dair hukuksuz istihbarat toplama ve iskenceyi
iceren uygulamalara da karsi ¢ikmamigtir. Hatta Kahire’deki rejimin buna belirli smirlar

cercevesinde dahil oldugu da iddia edilmistir.8!

ABD Bagkan1 George W. Bush’un yeni bir strateji olarak one slirdiigii Biiyiik Ortadogu

Projesi de Misir tarafindan olumlu karsilanmistir. Bush, Irak’taki basarisizliginit yeni bir

BAge.,s 171

9 Masoud Kazemzadeh (2007), “Ahmadinejad's Foreign Policy”, Comparative Studies of South Asia, Africa and
the Middle East, Cilt 27, Say1: 2, s. 426.

80 BBC News (2002), “US expands 'axis of evil”, 06.05.2002, Erisim Tarihi: 20.07.2024, Erisim Adresi:
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/1971852.stm.

81 Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, s.
178.
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hamle ile telafi etmek istemis ve bunun i¢in Misir’t demokratiklesmenin rol modeli olarak
gostermistir.%? Cumhurbaskan1 Miibarek, bu proje ¢ercevesinde basin iizerindeki sansiirii
gevsetmis ve muhalefete daha fazla alan agmustir. Bu sayede, 2005 yilindaki
Cumbhurbaskanligi ve Parlamento secimlerinde Miisliman Kardesler biiyiikk bir giig
kazanmustir. Parlamento’ya 88 bagimsiz milletvekili gonderen Miisliiman Kardesler, tlkenin
daha rekabetci bir siyasi yapiya doniisiimiinii ifade etmistir.®® 2005 yilindan itibaren
Miisliman Kardesler hareketi Misir’da siirekli gii¢c kazanmstir. Diger bir ifadeyle, Musliman
Kardesler Orgutl, biiyilk yonetimsel baskilara ragmen her yil halkin destegini daha fazla
alarak giictinii arttirmistir. 25 Ocak 2011 glnu ise Misir tarihi i¢in ¢ok 6nemlidir. Misir’da
yonetime karsi beklenen degisim talepleri bu tarihte nihayet kitlesel halk hareketlerine
dontigsmiistiir. 25 Ocak-11 Subat 2011 tarihleri arasindaki kitlesel gosteriler karsisinda
Mibarek goérevini Askeri Konsey’e devretmistir. Boylece, 30 yil siiren Miibarek donemi

kapanmustir.
6. Arap Bahan ve Sonrasinda Ortadogu’nun Bélgesel Diizeni (2011-2020)

Arap Bahar1 olaylari, 2010 yili sonlarindan baslayarak biitiin Ortadogu bolgesini etkileyen bir
dizi halk hareketinden olusmaktadir.3 Otoriter yonetimlere karsi halkin beklentilerinden
kaynaklanan ve ulke yonetimlerine gosterilen dogrudan tepkisel bir eylemler zinciridir. Bu
srecte, Kitleler, otoriter ve baskici liderlerin yerine daha demokratik ve 6zgurlikcu bir siyasi
diizen i¢in harekete gegmistir. Ancak bazi analizlere gore, Arap Bahari eylemleri de eskKi
Sovyet cografyasindaki “renkli devrimler” gibi Bati merkezli bir projenin uzantisi veya
Buyik Ortadogu Projesi’nin bir pargasidir. Bu yaklasima gére, ABD’nin bolgeyi yeniden
kendi c¢ikarlar1 dogrultusunda sekillendirme girisiminin de ©&nemli bir unsurudur. Bu
dogrultuda, ABD, Obama déneminde, bdlgedeki 1limli islamci giigleri iktidara tasiyarak,

bolgedeki ¢ikarlarini ve gliciinii korumay1 amaglamastir.

Arap Bahari slreci, kismi bir demokratiklesme deneyimi yasayan Tunus ve tarihinde ilk kez
Ozgiir ve demokratik seg¢imler diizenleyen Misir diginda, eski yonetimlerin degismesini
saglayamamis ve bu nedenle basarili olamamistir. Ayrica Misir’da da kisa siire igerisinde yeni

askeri diizene doniilmiis ve Tunus’ta da parlamenter demokrasi zaman icerisinde daha otoriter

82 Yoram Meital (2006), “The Struggle over Political Order in Egypt: The 2005 Elections”, The Middle East
Journal, Cilt 60, Say1: 2, s. 264.

8 Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, s.
179.

8 Detaylar igin bakiniz; Ozan Ormeci & Marwen Ben Jennana (2024), “The Effect of the European Union’s
Southern Neighborhood Policy on the Tunisian Democratization Process”, UPA Strategic Affairs, Cilt 5, Sayi: 1,
Mart 2024, ss. 48-50.
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bir Baskanlik sistemine dogru evrilmistir. Arap Bahari siirecinde Ortadogu cografyasinda
bolgesel liderlik anlayisi ise bir¢ok Ulkeyi ve toplumsal/siyasi grubu cezbetmistir. Bu slirecte
“rol model” olarak 6ne ¢ikarilan Tiirkiye, Siinni Islam anlayismin énemli merkezlerinden olan
Suudi Arabistan, devrimci hareketlere ve zellikle Sii gruplara daima esin kaynagi olan iran,
El Cezire (Al Jazeera) kanal1 sayesinde biiyiik bir yumusak giice erisen Katar, kendisine 6zgu
bir demokratik rejim olusturmaya baglayan Tunus, birgok Arap Ulkesinde 0Ozgurlik
taleplerinin arttig1 ve secimlerin giindeme geldigi bir ortamda hizla yiikselise gecen Ihvan
veya Miisliiman Kardesler gibi gruplarm yaninda, ISID ve El Kaide gibi radikal Islam
anlayisma dayali teror gruplar1 da Arap Bahar1 doneminde bdlgenin yeniden tasarlanmasi
sirasinda kendi Islam anlayislarini diger aktorlere kabul ettirmek istemislerdir. Ancak
ABD’nin tasarladigi Arap Bahari olaylar1 beklenen etkiyi olusturamamis ve birtakim pozitif
gelismeler yasansa da, higbir aktor digerleri lizerinde belirleyici bir hakimiyet kuramamis ve
bolge genelinde bir 1liml1 Islami yonetim modeli olusturulamamustir. Neticede Tiirkiye’de bile

demokrasi ¢itas1 glivenlik riskleri nedeniyle Arap Bahari siireci sonrasinda hizla azalmistir.

[ran agisindan ise, bu Ulkedeki dini otoritenin ABD’ye direnisi Arap Bahar1 siirecinde de
devam etmistir. Iran, Suriye’deki olasi rejim degisikligine agiktan karsit bir politika
izlemistir.%% Tahran, Suriye’nin toprak biitiinliigiine vurgu yapmis ve Besar Esad rejiminin
devamini saglamak igin farkli stratejiler uygulamistir. Dini otorite, bu yeni donemde yapacagi
siyasi hamlelerde reform yanlilarinin biiyiikk degisim beklentileri karsisinda daha dikkatli
hareket etmistir. Diger yandan, Suudi Arabistan ise, bdlgesel liderlik konusunda 6zellikle
Iran’1 engelleyen bazi stratejilere odaklanmistir. Yemen’de daha aktif bir politika izleyen
fran’m etkinliginden rahatsiz olmus ve bunu &nlemeye calismistir. ABD ile iyi iliskiler
gelistirirken, Suriye’de ise muhalif unsurlara destek vererek demokratik bir geg¢is olmasi
stratejisini izlemistir. Bu baglamda, Riyad, Suriye’de agiktan rejim muhaliflerini
desteklemistir. Israil ise, bu slrecte, dzellikle Hamas’a karsi uyguladig sertlik politikasini
stirdiirmiistiir. Filistin’e yonelik politikasini degistirmedigi gibi, Arap Bahar1 olaylarini kendi
¢ikarlar1 dogrultusunda degerlendirmistir. Tel Aviv, bu stirecte Arap-israil barigma dair farkl
bir politika izlememistir. Arap Bahar1 olaylar1 zamanla Iran ve Suudi Arabistan arasinda
mezhepsel bir gii¢ miicadelesine doniisiirken, Israil agisindan ise Filistinlilere karsi uyguladig1

politikalarini daha etkin bir sekilde devam ettirebilme firsat1 olarak degerlendirilmistir.

8 Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, s.
184.
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Genis bir c¢ergeveden degerlendirildiginde, Arap Bahar1 sireci baslangigta Misir’da
Miisliiman Kardesler orgitiiniin yiikselisini saglanus olsa da, sonrasinda fhvancilar darbe
girigimiyle iktidardan uzaklastirilmiglardir. Demokrasi getirme sdylemiyle baslatilan ABD
projesinin ilk olumsuz sonucu burada goriilmiis ve ilgingtir ki ABD de Sisi’nin yaptigi
darbeyi kinamamistir. Suriye ve Yemen’deki eylemlerden de olumlu bir sonug alinamamustir.
Suriye’de Esad rejimi biiyiik gii¢liiklere ragmen yerinde kalirken, Yemen’de Husilerin daha
da giiclendigi goriilmiistiir. Suudi Arabistan ve Iran arasinda mezhepsel bolge liderligi
rekabeti ise bu slirecte yogunlasmistir. EK olarak, ISID gibi din temelli ve siddet yanlis1 bazi
teror orgitlerinin ortaya ¢ikti1 ve Islam dinine biiyiik leke siiren bu radikal gruplarm bolgesel
sorunlarm artmasina neden oldugu gériilmiistiir. Bu siirecte Israil’in Filistinlilere yonelik
saldirilarinda ve yayilma (yerlesme) politikalarinda da keza somut bir artig goriilmiistiir.
Mauttefiki ABD ile uyumlu olarak, Israil de bu sirecte Iran ve Suriye’ye karsit politikalar
izlemistir. iran ise, kendisini ser ekseni olarak tanimlayan ABD’ye kars: ortaklariyla beraber
direnis ekseninde miicadelesini siirdiirmiistiir. Niikleer programinin rafa kaldirilmasi
karsiliginda yaptirimlarin hafifletilmesine yonelik anlasma ABD ile iligkileri bir siireligine
yumusatsa da, Donald Trump’in Baskanligi doneminde Washington’da yeniden eski
yaklasima déniilmiistiir. Baskan Trump déneminde, ABD, Suudi Arabistan, Misir ve Israil ile
iliskilerin daha yakin olmasma 6zen gostermis ve Abraham (Ibrahim) Anlasmalari ile Israil’i

Arap devletleri nezdinde mesrulastirmistir.

2017 yilinda goreve baslayan ABD Baskani Donald Trump déneminde Ortadogu iliskilerinde
ciddi degisimler gdriilmiistiir. Trump, Iran ile imzalanan niikleer anlasmadan (JCPOA) geri
cekilerek, bu tlkeye yonelik sert yaptirimlar uygulamaya devam etmistir. Trump, Iran’a kars:
Obama yonetiminden daha sert bir tavir takinarak Ortadogu’da bu aktorlin etkinligini
smirlayict bir strateji benimsemistir. Bu cercevede, onemli bir Iran Generali olan Kasim
Sitileymani de ABD tarafindan oldiiriilmistiir. Trump, Ulkesinin Suudi Arabistan ve Birlesik
Arap Emirlikleri (BAE) ile miittefiklik iligkisini ise daha giiglii bir sekilde devam ettirmistir.
Ornegin, bu donemde Yemen’e askeri olarak miidahalede bulunan Suudi Arabistan
desteklenmistir. Iran’in karsisinda yer alan Suudi yonetiminin buna dair her hamlesine politik,
ekonomik ve lojistik destek saglanmustir. Trump, Israil ile ikili iligkileri daha fazla
guclendirme stratejisi de izlemistir. Bu baglamda, 2017 yilinda Kudiis’ii Israil’in baskenti
olarak tanimig ve ABD Biiyiikelgiligi’ni buraya tagimistir. Diger yandan, Filistin yonetimiyle
iliskilere eski Bagkanlardan daha az énem vermistir. Daha ziyade ISIiD ile miicadeleye agirlik

vermig, ancak onun doneminde yapilan askeri operasyonlarla Orgiit tamamen yok
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edilememistir. Trump yonetimi, Suriye’de Rusya ve Iran’m etkinligini kirmaya ¢ahismus,
ancak bunda basarili olamamistir. Trump, ayrica, Suriye’deki Kiirt gruplara ISID ile miicadele
gerekgesiyle biyuk miktarda askeri destek saglanmistir. Trump doneminde Ortadogu’ya
yonelik bircok strateji izlense de, bunlar, ABD’nin ¢ikarlarmi gergeklestirmesi i¢in yetersiz

kalmis ve bolgedeki istikrarsizlik hali devam etmistir.
6.1. Arap Bahan ve Dini Cerceveli Yeni Bolgesel Diizen

Arap Bahari olaylar1 her ne kadar Ortadogu’da halklarin demokrasi beklentisi seklinde
baslasa da, devaminda bolgesel giiclerin Islam dini ¢ercevesinde giic dengelerini kendi
lehlerine cevirme rekabetine doniismiistiir. Ekonomik yonden ¢ok giiglii bir aktoér olan Katar
da bu politikaya dahil olmustur. Katar, Miisliman Kardesler orgiitiine 8 milyon dolar yardim
yaparken, Hamas’a ise 1 milyar dolarmn iizerinde destekte bulunmustur.!® Bunun yaninda,
Suriye’de ise muhaliflere ekonomik destek vermistir. Katar, ABD’nin korumasi altinda bir
devlet olarak politikalarini belirli sinirlar gergevesinde gerceklestirebilmistir. Ortadogu’daki
en bilyiik ABD iissiiniin Katar’da olmasi, Israil ile daha iyi iliskiler gelistirebilmesi ve El
Cezire televizyonu ile etkili bir medya giiciine sahip olmasi bu kiicik aktoriin de dikkate

almmasini saglamistir.

Misir’da Miibarek rejiminin devrilmesinden sonra Miisliiman Kardesler hareketinin Oniinde
onu sinirlandirabilecek bir engel kalmamistir. 15 Subat 2011 tarihinde iktidarin1 Askeri
Konsey’e devreden Miibarek rejiminin ardindan siyasi olarak guclni ortaya koyabilen
Miisliiman Kardesler, tlke tarihindeki ilk demokratik ve 6zgir se¢imleri kazanmis ve ertesi
yil Thvan destekli siyaset¢i Muhammed Mursi yeni Misir Cumhurbaskani olmustur. Mursi
yonetimindeki Misir, Suriye I¢ Savasi’nda muhaliflere destek vermistir. Ayrica iilkede sosyal
ve ekonomik birtakim diizenlemeler de yapilmistir. Cumhurbaskanm1 Mursi, ilk yurt dist
ziyareti igin Suudi Arabistan’a gitmistir. Doha’da 2013 yili Mart ayinda diizenlenen Arap
Liderleri Zirvesi’nde, Mursi, “Muswr, herhangi bir iilkenin i¢ islerine karismamaya dikkat
ediyor... Herkesin bunun farkinda olmasini istiyorum. Miswr kimsenin iglerine karismaz ve
kimsenin Misirn islerine karismasini da asla kabul etmeyecektir.” ifadesini kullanmustir.®’
Mursi doneminde Israil ile iliskiler ashnda o kadar da gerilimli olmamustir. iki iilke arasindaki
iligkiler eski haliyle devam etmistir. Gazze ile Misir’m baglantis1 olan Refah smir Kapisi ise

eskiden oldugu gibi yine kapali tutulmustur. Mursi, Iran’a kars1 ise olumsuz tavir takinmaktan

8 Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, s.
186.
8 Age.
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kagmmustir. Nitekim kendisi, fran’1 30 y1l aradan sonra ziyaret eden ilk Misir Cumhurbaskani
olmustur. Ancak Mursi, o6zellikle Suriye’de iran’a karsi bir politika izlemekten
vazgecmemistir. Suriye’deki yasanan siddet olaylarinda taraflarin tutumlar1 farkli olmustur.
Buna karsin, Mursi’nin izledigi politikalar daha ¢ok kendi llkesinde tepki ¢ekmistir. Halkta
olusan tepkinin sonlandirilmasi i¢in Misir Ordusu Mursi’ye Once bir muhtira vermistir. 1
Temmuz’da verilen muhtiranin ardindan, 3 Temmuz 2013 tarihinde de Mursi yonetimine
karst Misir Ordusu tarafindan bir askeri darbe yapilmistir. Mursi ve bir¢ok Miisliiman
Kardesler 6rgiti Uyesi gézaltina alinmig ve ardindan tutuklanmistir. Miisliiman Kardesler
orgutinin faaliyetleri yasaklanmig ve yeni donemde onceden Genelkurmay Baskani olan
Abdilfettah el-Sisi Cumhurbaskani olmustur.

Suriye’de ise bu siirecte Besar Esad rejimine karsi giliclii bir muhalif isyan baslamistir. Esad
rejimi yerine Bati degerlerine daha yakin yeni bir yOnetimin kurulmasi i¢in genis bir
koalisyon olusturulmustur. Rejim ile siddetli ¢atigmalara giren isyancilar ise baslarda genis
topraklar1 kontrolleri altina alsalar da, ilerleyen siirecte bliylik basar1 elde edememistir. 2014
yilina gelindiginde ise, Suriye’nin diizensiz ve istikrarsiz yapisindan kaynaklanan olumsuz
durumundan faydalanarak halifeligini ilan eden ISID teroér orgitil tarafindan iilke
topraklarmin 6nemli bir kismi1 ele gecirilmistir. ISID, vahset uygulamasma dayali gesitli
korku yontemleri uygulayarak bu déonemde ¢ok genis bir alanda kontrolii saglamistir. Ancak
Suriye rejimi, Tiirkiye, Batili iilkeler ve Korfez iilkelerinin biitiin ugraslarina ragmen, iran ve
Rusya’nin destegi sayesinde yikilmamistir. 2015 yili sonlarinda Rusya’nin Suriye’ye askeri
olarak miidahale etmesiyle de rejim kendisini giivenceye almistir. Yani bir anlamda ABD ve
muttefiklerinin Suriye’de rejim degisikligi girisimleri basarisiz olmustur. Ancak ABD’nin
Ortadogu’daki ¢ikarlarina yonelik planlarinda herhangi bir degisiklik goriilmemistir. ABD,
Katar’daki askeri Uste 10.000°den fazla askerini konuslandirmaya devam etmistir.
Washington, kiresel terérle miicadele sdyleminden de vazgegmemistir. Ortadogu’ya silahli
insansiz hava araci sevkiyatin1 da hizlandirmugtir. Iran’mn diismanlastirilmasma da aynen
devam edilmistir. ABD tarafindan izlenen politikalarda, Suudi Arabistan’in yaninda
durularak, Sunni-Sii mezhepsel rekabetinin bdlgede bir ayrisma nedeni olarak kalmasi ve

bblgenin pargali yapisinin devamina dikkat edilmistir.

ABD’de Bagkanliga segilen Barack Obama déneminde Iran politikas degismese de, ISID’e
karsi ortak bir yaklasimin benimsendigi goriilmiistiir.® 2015 yili Agustos ayinda Iran’m

niikleer programmi durdurmasi karsiliginda uluslararasi1 yaptirimlarin - smirlandirilmasi

8 Age., s 194,
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konusunda anlagsmaya varilmistir. Ortak Kapsamli Eylem Plan1 veya JCPOA, ABD, Birlesmis
Milletler Guvenlik Konseyi’nin daimi dyeleri ve Almanya (P5+1) ile iran arasinda
imzalanmistir. ABD Bagkan1 Obama, yapilan antlagsmaya farkli bir amag daha yikleyerek, bu
durumun dini otoriteye kars1 reformistleri giiclendirecegini ifade etmistir.3® Oysaki asil ¢aba
Buylk Ortadogu Projesi’ne direnen bir aktoriin daha fazla gtiglenmesini 6nlemeye yoneliktir.
Diger yandan, iran ve onun 6nemli bir uzantis1 olan Hizbullah, Suriye I¢ Savas1 basladigindan
beri bu aktdre ydnelik politikalarini dncelikli olarak uygulamislardir. Israil’e ydnelik icra
edilen politikalarda bir degisiklik olmasa da, Suriye’de Esad rejiminin yerinde kalmasi1 daha
oncelikli bir giindem olmustur. Ser ekseni olarak tanimlanan ve buna karsin kendi direnis
ekseninde yer alan &nemli bir aktdriin varligi hem Iran, hem de Hizbullah igin 6nemli bir
¢ikar unsurudur. iran Dini Lideri Ali Hamaney, “A4BD ve Israil'in Muslimanlar arasinda
nifak tohumu ekerken, Islam Cumhuriyeti'ne karsi El Kaide ve ISID'i kurduklarimi ancak
simdi sonuclarina katlandiklarini” ifade etmistir.’® Buna karsin, Iran’daki reformistler izlenen
Suriye politikasin1 benimsememislerdir. Onlara gore, Bat ile iligkilerin yumusama siirecine
devam edilmesi gerekiyordu.®® Buna karsm, dini otorite i¢in mevcut durum mezhep politikas
iizerinden elverigli bir politika izleme olanagi saglamistir. Dini otoritenin Suriye politikasi

sayesinde iilke icindeki reformistlerin beklentileri de zayiflanustir.%?
6.2. Bat1 Yanhs1 Aktorler ve Ayaklanmalar

ABD’nin Iran ile iliskilerinde Ortak Kapsamli Eylem Plan1 (JCPOA) vasitasiyla yumusama
stirecine girmesi Suudi Arabistan tarafindan olumlu karsilanmamistir. Bolgede ABD’nin en
onemli Musliman miittefiki olan Suudi Arabistan, Iran’m mevcut konumunun devam etmesi
gerektigini degerlendirmistir. Iran ile ABD arasinda politik olarak iliskilerin normallesmesi
ise Suudi Arabistan’in 6nemini azaltacakti. Bu nedenle, ikili iligkilerdeki yakinlagsma Suudi
Arabistan’m ¢ikarlarina aykir1 bir gelisme olmustur. Diger yandan, Israil de bu gelismelerden
rahatsiz olmustur. ABD’nin Iran ile belirli bir seviyede ortak uzlasiya varma ihtimali Israil’in
de ¢ikarlarina ters diisen bir gelismeydi. Israil icin iran en basta gelen diisman olduguna gore,
ABD ile Iran arasindaki yumusama siireci Israil’in miittefiki ile olan iliskilerini olumsuz
yonde etkileyecekti. Bu nedenle, bolgedeki ABD miittefikleri bu yakinlagsmay1 ¢ikarlarina

aykiri olarak gérmislerdir.

8% Age.

% Shahram Akbarzadeh (2015), “Iran and Daesh: The Case of a Reluctant Shia Power”, Middle East Policy, Cilt
22, Say1: 3, s. 46.

%1 Emile El-Hokayem (2007), “Hizballah and Syria: Outgrowing the Proxy Relationship”, s. 56.

92 Shahram Akbarzadeh (2015), “Iran and Daesh: The Case of a Reluctant Shia Power”, s. 51.
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Israil ve Suudi Arabistan’in Iran’a karsi olmalar1 onlar1 ortak bir zeminde bulusturmustur.
D6nemin ABD Baskani: Obama, Israil’in Bat1 Seria’daki isgal ettigi topraklar1 durdurmasina
yonelik 2334 sayili Birlesmis Milletler Guivenlik Konseyi kararini desteklemistir. Ancak bu,
oziinde sadece sembolik bir hamleydi. Ayrica, ABD, miittefiki Israil’e olan 3,1 milyar
dolarlik askeri yardimmi bu dénemde 3,8 milyar dolara yiikseltmistir. Israil Basbakani
Binyamin Netanyahu’ya gore, bolgedeki seytanlar “fran, Hizbullah, Hamas, ISID ve
Miisliiman Kardesler”dir. Iran ile varilan nikleer anlasmanin durdurulmasi ve yaptirimlarin
hafifletilmesi Israil icin kabul edilemez bir gelisme olmustur. Nitekim Netanyahu,
antlasmanm Iran’1 8diillendirdigini, bunun sayesinde yiiz milyarlarca dolar kazanilacagini ve

bu paranm Ortadogu’da terdriin finansmanimda kullanilacagini ifade etmistir.®®

Suudi Arabistan agisindan Arap Bahar1 olaylarinin iilke i¢indeki muhalefeti harekete gegirme
ihtimali 6nemli ve dikkate alinan bir risk unsuru olmustur. Ozellikle Misir’daki halk hareketi
sonucunda devrilen rejimden cok etkilenilmistir. Bu baglamda, Miisliman Kardesler
hakimiyetinin Suudi Arabistan muhalefeti igin Onemli bir 6rnek teskil etmesinden
endigelenilmistir. Riyad yonetimi, 6zellikle ekonomik boyutuyla yaptigi diizenlemelerle
halkin ayaklanma ihtimalini ortadan kaldirmistir. Ekonomik olarak iicretlerin artisi, istihdam
saglanmasi ve konut siibvansiyonlar1 saglanmistir. Bu harcamalar 100 milyar dolar1 asmistir.%*
Ancak 2014-2016 yillar1 arasinda petroliin varil fiyatmin 110 dolardan 30 dolara diismesi

karsisinda bu durum rejimin ekonomik planlarini olumsuz yénde etkilemistir.%

Bu donemde uluslararasi kamuoyunda tanmnmaya baslayan Suudi Arabistan Veliaht Prensi
Muhammed bin Selman’m girisimleriyle, halkin sosyal giivenlik hizmetleri ve ekonomik
refah1 desteklenerek herhangi bir rejim degisikligine gerek olmadigi algis1 yaratilmistir. Prens
Muhammed, gereken reformlar1 kendilerinin yapabilecegi fikriyle “Vizyon 2030 girisimini
de uygulamaya gecirmistir. Veliaht Prens, devletin yonetim bigimindeki bazi degisimlerle
modern bir yapiya gecilebilecegi varsayimiyla hareket etmistir. Bu yeni yaklasim ile iilke
icinde istikrarin saglanabilecegi ve ayn1 zamanda daha etkili bir dis politikanin izlenebilecegi
ongoriilmiistiir.”® Dis politika miicadelesi dzellikle Iran ve Miisliiman Kardesler’in Suudi

Arabistan nifuz alanindaki eylemlerini etkisiz hale getirmeye dayanmistir. Suudi rejimine

9 Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, s.
198.

% Ag.e.,s. 199.

% A.K. Pasha (2016), “Saudi Arabia and the Iranian Nuclear Deal”, Contemporary Review of the Middle East,
Cilt 3, Say1: 4, s. 394.

% Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, s.
199.
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muhalefet edenler de Siilik ile iliskilendirilerek Stekilestirilmistir.®” Ayrica, Muhammed bin
Selman, &zellikle iilkenin Islam dinini daha 1limli uygulamaya basladigin1 da belirterek, tlke
genelinde daha hosgoriilii bir yaklasimin benimsendigini vurgulamistir. Bu konuda din

ulemasmnin da reform yonlii fetvalar vermesine yonelik sert telkinlerde bulunulmustur. %

Mezhepcilik temelinde bir dis politika izlenmesi, geleneksel olarak Suudi rejiminin ¢ikarlari
icin elverisli olmustur. Nitekim ABD’nin tanimlamasma uygun olarak, iran, ISID ve
Miisliman Kardesler, Veliaht Prens Muhammed bin Selman tarafindan Suudi Arabistan’in

“ser Uicgeni” olarak nitelendirilmistir.®

Misliman Kardesler orgiitii, Arap Bahari’nin
yayilmast baglaminda olumsuz bir sekilde kavramsallastirilirken, diger taraftan Suriye halki
da Iran rejiminin etkisindeki bir yonetimin elinde olan ve kurtarilmas: gereken din kardesleri
olarak tanimlanmustir.’®® Suudi yonetimi, bir yandan Miisliman Kardesler hareketini hedef

alirken, bir yandan da kontrolii altinda olmayan Islamc1 drgiitlerin giiclenmesini istememistir.

Suudi Arabistan ile Misir arasindaki iliskiler bolgesel liderlik konusunda da kritik 6nem
tagimistir. Nitekim Misir’da 2013 yili Temmuz aymda Misir’da gergeklestirilen darbeye
Suudi Arabistan ve BAE’nin ekonomik destek sagladigi iddia edilmistir. Suudi rejimi, Mursi
yonetiminin devrilmesini olumlu karsilamis ve ordunun iktidarda olmasmi desteklemistir.%*
Darbenin ardindan Suudi Arabistan tarafindan Misir'a 12 milyar dolarlik bir ekonomik yardim
da yapilmustir.2%? Sisi liderligindeki yeni Misir yonetimi, Suudi Arabistan politikalariyla daha
uyumlu hareket etmis ve bu iilkeyle bir yakinlasma i¢inde olmustur. Misir rejimi de, Suudi
stratejileriyle hizalanirken, Sinni mezhepsel yaklasim ve Iran’a bakis konusunda da ayni
sekilde hareket etmeye baslamistir. Sisi, yapmis oldugu darbenin mesruiyetini halkindan
aldigin1 ve siddet ve teror eylemlerinin 6nlenmesi maksadiyla bu girisimin gergeklestirildigini

ifade etmistir.!®® Sisi’nin bakis agisina gore, Miisliiman Kardesler ve ISID gibi islamci

9 A.g.e., s. 200.

% Simon Mabon (2018), “It’s a Family Affair: Religion, Geopolitics and the Rise of Mohammed bin Salman”,
Insight Turkey, Cilt 20, Say:: 2, ss. 57-58.

% The Economist (2018), “Saudi Arabia turns against Political Islam”, 21.06.2018, Erisim Tarihi: 27.07.2024,
Erisim Adresi: https://www.economist.com/special-report/2018/06/21/saudi-arabia-turns-against-political-islam.
100 Stéphane Lacroix (2014), “Saudi Islamists and the Arab Spring”, London School of Economics and Political
Science, Kuwait Programme on Development, Governance and Globalisation in the Gulf States, Sayi: 36, May1s
2014, Erisim Tarihi: 27.07.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://eprints.lse.ac.uk/56725/1/Lacroix_Saudi-lslamists-and-
theArab-Spring_2014.pdf; Line Khatib (2017), “Syria, Saudi Arabia, the UAE and Qatar: the ‘Sectarianization’
of the Syrian Conflict and Undermining of Democratization in the Region”, British Journal of Middle Eastern
Studies, Cilt 46, Say1: 3, s. 398.

101 Ewan Stein (2021), International Relations in the Middle East Hegemonic Strategies and Regional Order, ss.
201-202.

102 Matthew Hedges & Giorgio Cafiero (2017), “The GCC and the Muslim Brotherhood: What does the Future
Hold?”, Middle East Policy, Cilt 24, Say:: 1, s. 134.

103 Joyce Van de Bildt (2015), “The Quest for Legitimacy in Postrevolutionary Egypt: Propaganda and
Controlling Narratives”, The Journal of the Middle East and Africa, Cilt 6, Say1: 3-4, s. 257.
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orgiitler siddet iireten tehdit 6zneleridir.'® Yeni Misir yonetiminin dis politikada baslica odak
konular1; mezhep temelli bolgesel gii¢ hareketleri, terorle miicadele ve istikrarin saglanmasi

cergevesinde sekillenmistir.

Suudi Arabistan’m Suriye’deki Miisliman Kardesler hareketine yonelik yaklagimi ise daha
pozitif olmustur. Genelde Ihvan’m her koluna karsi duran Riyad, Suriye’de ise rejim
degisikligine uzun siire destek ¢ikmis ve Suriye’de Esad yonetiminin diglanmasina dnciilitk
etmistir. Hatta 2015 yilinda Suudi yOnetimi tarafindan yapilan agiklamada, Misliman
Kardesler ile herhangi bir sorunlarmin olmadig1 duyurulmustur.’®® Ayni yil, Veliaht Prens,
terdrle miicadele i¢in miisterek bir askeri yapilanmanm kuruldugunu da agiklamistir.2%® Suudi
Arabistan, Iran’a kars1 yeni bir blok olusturarak miittefiki ABD ile yakmlagmasimi siirdiirmek
istemistir.2%” fran ve ABD arasmdaki niikleer anlasmanm durdurulmasi gergevesinde baslayan

yumusama politikasini kendi ¢ikarlarina aykir1 gormiis ve bu yonde bir stratejiyi izlemistir.
6.3. Otoriter Duzenler ve Bolgesel Aktorler Arasindaki Cekismeler

Misir’da askeri darbe yapilmasi ve Suriye’de ise Esad rejiminin devam etmesi, ABD’nin
Buyik Ortadogu Projesi igin demokrasi yoniiyle basarisizligimi ortaya koymustur. Bununla
beraber, ABD’nin gii¢lii rakipleri Rusya ve Cin de bolgede etkili politikalar izlemistir. 2008
yilindaki “mortgage krizi” ile ekonomik olarak sarsilan ABD, bunun yaninda Ortadogu’da
demokrasi getirme gerekgesiyle tesebbiis ettigi mudahalelerde de basarisiz olmustur.
ABD’nin Suriye ve Libya gibi Ulkelerdeki askeri harekatlarmi demokrasi ve insan haklari
s@ylemi ile baslatmasi ve ardindan buralarda nihayetindeki eylem tarzi, asil niyetin ¢ok farkl

oldugunu gostermistir.

ABD’nin Ortadogu’da istedigi hizda degisimi gergeklestirememesi tizerine olusan basarisizlik
durumu Suudi Arabistan’1 da harekete gegirmistir. Riyadi, bu ¢ercevede Yemen’deki Husilere
yonelik saldirilar gergeklestirerek, bu grubun Ulkesini tehdit etmesine karsi 6nlem almistir.
Ancak bu siirecte asil gerekge hem iran ile ortak hareket eden bir grubun sindirilmesi, hem de
olas1 demokrasi taleplerinin {ilkeye sigramasinin engellenmesi olmustur. Yemen, “Stinnilerin

Siilere karst bir miicadele alani” olarak goriilmiis ve bununla Iran’m bdlgesel rekabetine

104 Bruce K. Rutherford (2018), “Egypt’s New Authoritarianism under Sisi”, The Middle East Journal, Cilt 72,
Say1: 2, s. 199.

105 Toby Matthiesen (2015), “The Domestic Sources of Saudi Foreign Policy: Islamists and the State in the Wake
of the Arab Uprisings”, Brookings Institution, Agustos 2015, Erisim Tarihi: 28.07.2024,
https://www.brookings.edu/wp-content/uploads/2016/07/Saudi-Arabia_Matthiesen-FINAL.pdf.

196 Simon Mabon (2018), “It’s a Family Affair: Religion, Geopolitics and the Rise of Mohammed bin Salman”,
S. 58.

107 Matthew Hedges & Giorgio Cafiero (2017), “The GCC and the Muslim Brotherhood: What does the Future
Hold?”, s. 134.
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karsilik verilmek istenmistir.’%® Suriye’de muhalefete verilen destege ragmen bu iilkeye agik
bir midahaleden kacinilirken, Yemen’e yonelik ise bizzat askeri giigle saldirilar
gerceklestirilmistir. Suudi Arabistan yonetimi, bu anlamda secici bir stratejik yaklagimi
benimsemistir. Ulkenin Misir ile olan iliskileri ise ¢ok daha iyi bir seviyede olmustur. Her iki
ABD midittefikinin de, -demokrasi ile yonetilmeseler de- hegemon giigle iyi iliskilerine devam
ettikleri goriilmistiir. Bu donemde Misir i¢in en dnemli tehdit kaynagi Miisliiman Kardesler
olurken, Suudi Arabistan i¢in ise yayilmaci politikasi nedeniyle iran olmustur. Yani
mezhepsel ayrigma ve karsilikli bloklasmanin etkisi, agik olarak izlenen stratejilerde de

gorilmiistiir.

7. ABD’nin 2020-2024 Yillar1 Arasindaki Ortadogu Politikasi: Israil’e Yonelik Sonsuz
Destek

ABD’nin yakm zaman siirecinde izledigi Ortadogu politikas1, bir nevi Israil ile iligkilerinin
bolgeye yansimasidir. Israil’in bdlgedeki revizyonist stratejisi sonucu birgok aktore askeri
harekat diizenlemesi ile ABD’nin politikalar1 hizalanmustir. Israil’in Filistin, Liibnan, Suriye,
Iran ve Yemen saldirilarma tam destek verilmistir. ABD’nin bdlgedeki biitiin uluslararasi

iliskiler hamleleri Israil ve onun askeri eylemleri odaginda gerceklesmistir.

ABD, kurulusundan itibaren Israil’i desteklemistir. Bununla beraber, Israil’in yaptig1 biitiin
hukuk dis1 eylemlerin uluslararas1 orgiitlerde sorusturulmasini da engellemistir. Birlesmis
Milletler Giivenlik Konseyi’'nde Israil aleyhine hi¢bir kararin ¢ikmasma izin vermemistir. Bu
aktoriin aleyhine olan biitiin karar tasarilar1 ABD tarafindan veto edilmistir.'% Israil’in Gazze
Seridi’nde icra ettigi ve on binlerce masum insanin hayatini kaybettigi asimetrik savasta yine
bas destekcisi ABD olmustur. ABD Baskani Joe Biden, Israil’i acikca desteklerken, “Yahudi
degilim ancak ben de Siyonistim” ifadesini kullanmistir. Ayn1 zamanda ABD Disisleri Bakani
Antony Blinken da, 7 Ekim saldiris1 sonras1 Israil’i ziyaret ederken, “Bir Yahudi olarak

buradayim” demistir.}*® Bir 6nceki ABD Baskani Donald Trump’in da Kudiis’ii Israil’in

108 May Darwich (2018), “The Saudi Intervention in Yemen: Struggling for Status”, Insight Turkey, Cilt 20,
Say1: 2, s. 125.

109 Sputnik News (2023), “Rusya: ABD’nin Vetosu, Gazze’de ‘Yanlishikla’ Degil, Bilingli Kan Dékiilmesi
Anlama Geliyor”, 11.12.2023, Erisim Tarihi: 13.12.2023, Erisim Adresi:
https://anlatilaninotesi.com.tr/20231211/rusya-abdnin-vetosu-gazzede-yanlislikla-degil-bilincli-kan-dokulmesi-
anlamina-geliyor-1078323953.html; Ayse irem Tiryaki (2023), “ABD'li Aktivist West: ABD’nin Israil’in
Eylemlerini Sona Erdirme Amaci Tasiyan Oylamay1 Veto Etmesi, Ahlaki Bir Cokiistiir”, Anadolu Ajanst,
10.12.2023, Erisim Tarihi: 13.12.2023, Erisim Adresi: https://www.aa.com.tr/tr/dunya/abdli-aktivist-west-
abdnin-israilin-eylemlerini-sona-erdirme-amaci-tasiyan-oylamayi-veto-etmesi-ahlaki-bir-cokustur/3078629.

110 Mehmet Emir (2024), “Israil’in Hamas Savas1 Baglaminda Teopolitik Motivasyonu ile Miittefiklik Iligkisinin
Bolgesel Etki Analizi”, UPA Strategic Affairs, Cilt 5, Sayr: 1, Mart 2024, ss. 211-212.
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baskenti olarak tanidig1 diisliniiliirse, ikili iligkilerin zirvesinde olunan bir zamanin yasandigi

gorulmektedir.

Israil’in Liibnan, Suriye, iran ve Yemen saldirilarinda da ayni destek istikrarli bir sekilde
devam etmistir. Egemen devletlerin topraklarma uluslararasi haklar1 hige sayilarak saldirilar
yapilmakta ve bolgesel giivenlik azami derecede riskli hale getirilmektedir.!!! Ortadogu’da
Israil’in saldirilari, Uluslararas1 Adalet Divani ve Uluslararas1 Ceza Mahkemesi’nde goriilen
bashca davalar olmasina ragmen, basta ABD olmak iizere Ingiltere ve Avrupa Birligi iiyesi
devletler de Yahudi Devleti’ni desteklemeye devam etmislerdir.!'? Diger yandan, bolgede
ABD’nin bas muttefiki olan israil, Ortadogu’da gerceklestirdigi saldirilar1 i¢ kamuoyunda

mesrulastirmak i¢in dini bir motivasyon da tretmektedir.

Israil’in dini inanis1, politik, ekonomik ve askeri eylemselligini dogrudan etkilemektedir.!*
Dini inaniglar1 geregi kendilerine Ortadogu’da belirli bir topragin vadedildigine inanan
Yahudiler, bu amaglarina “vadedilmis topraklar” Glkisuyle ulasmak istemektedir. Kendilerini
“Tanrt'nmin se¢ilmis halki” olarak géren ve diger insanlar1 onlarin hizmetine verilmis olarak
degerlendiren Siyonizm yaklasimi, Israil’in biitiin icra ettigi politikalarm temelini
olusturmaktadir.'** Siyonist anlayisa gore, Firat ve Dicle nehirleri arasinda kalan topraklar
Yahudilere vadedilmistir ve bu topraklar her ne pahasina olursa olsun alinmalidir. Ancak
Israil’in biiyiik iilkiisini gerceklestirmek istedigi yerlerde kurulmus egemen devletler ve
buralarda yasayan otokton halklar vardir. Bu durum, dogal olarak, ilerleyen sireclerde de
Israil’in sekiiler bir devlete doniismedigi siirece bdlgesel diger aktorlerle siirekli ¢atismalarin
yasanacagini isaret etmektedir. Kendilerini tistiin irk olarak goren Yahudilerin bu diisiinceleri
“Vadedilmis topraklar” teopolitik tlkislyle birlikte degerlendirildiginde, kag¢inilmaz olarak
bdlgede siddetin artacagi ve bununla beraber durumun bolgedeki diger aktorler igin de blyik
tehditler icerdigi goriilmektedir. Israil’in revizyonist politikas: ise, hem devletler hukuk, hem

de insan haklar1 hukukuna aykiridir.**®

111 Mehmet Emir (2023), Avrupa Birligi 'nin Gelisen Libya Politikasi: Gog ve Giivenlik, Ankara: Nobel
Akademik Yaymcilik, s. 193.

112 Mehmet Emir (2024), “Israil’in Hamas Savas1 Baglaninda Teopolitik Motivasyonu ile Miittefiklik liskisinin
Bolgesel Etki Analizi”, ss. 214-215.

113 Mehmet Emir (2023), “Israil’in Gazze Operasyonu Baglaminda Degerlendirmeler”, Uluslararasi Politika
Akademisi, 13.12.2023, Erisim Tarihi: 13.01.2024, Erisim Adresi:
https://politikaakademisi.org/2023/12/13/israilin-gazze-operasyonu-baglaminda-degerlendirmeler/.

114 Mehmet Emir (2024), “Israil’in Hamas Savas1 Baglaninda Teopolitik Motivasyonu ile Miittefiklik Iliskisinin
Bolgesel Etki Analizi”, ss. 207-210.

115 Mehmet Emir (2024), “Liibnan ve iran'a Yonelik Saldirilar Hakkinda Degerlendirmeler”, Uluslararast
Politika Akademisi, 05.01.2024, Erisim Tarihi: 13.01.2024, Erisim Adresi:
https://politikaakademisi.org/2024/01/05/lubnan-ve-irana-yonelik-saldirilar-hakkinda-degerlendirmeler/;
Mehmet Emir (2023), “Israil’in Gazze Operasyonu Baglaminda Degerlendirmeler”, Uluslararasi Politika
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Israil Bagbakan1 Binyamin Netanyahu’nun Gazze Seridi saldirilar1 i¢in kullandig1 “Yeseya
kehanetlerini gergeklestirecegiz” sdylemi, bu aktoriin icra ettigi politikalarda ve askeri
eylemlerde dini motivasyonunun ne kadar giiclii oldugunu dogrulamustir.!!® Kurulusundan
beri bir “giivenlik devleti” niteligiyle hareket eden Israil i¢in Siyonist hedeflere varmak en
temel Ulkidir. Ustelik Siyonist olmak i¢in Yahudi olunmasi dahi zorunlu degildir.
Dolayisiyla, ateistler ve hatta Hiristiyanlardan da Siyonistler ¢ikmaktadir.!t’ Farkli
diisiincelere sahip olan Israil vatandaslar1 olsa da, devletin temel motivasyonu Siyonist
soylemle sekillenmis dini 6zellikli eylem tarzina dayanmaktadir. Farkli din seriatlar1 olsa da,
Yahudilik ayn1 zamanda rrksal bir biitiinliigii temsil ettigi icin, en nihayetinde Israil kamuoyu
cogunlukla ortak bir uyum zemininde hareket edebilmektedir.}'® Bu durum, bazi tepkilere
ragmen Netanyahu’ya genis bir stratejik alan agmaktadir. Bibi’nin 6zellikle ABD ile
iliskilerini iyi seviyede tutmasi icra edilen askeri operasyonlar yoniiyle biiylik avantajlar
saglamaktadir. Israil’in ¢ikarlarm1 ABD’nin ¢ikarlar1 ile de 6zdeslestiren Netanyahu, her
firsatta eylemlerinin aslinda  biitlin  miittefiklerinin  yararma oldugu sdylemini
vurgulamaktadir.'*® ABD Baskanlar1 ve Disisleri Bakanlari’nin etnik ve dini aidiyetleri de
(Yahudilige destek veren Hiristiyanlik kollar1 veya bizzat Yahudilik) Israil’in ¢ikarlar1 icin

daha elverisli bir hareket alani1 saglamaktadir.

7.1. israil’in iran ve Liibnan Saldirilar ile ABD’nin Bu Duruma Ydnelik Politik

Yaklasimi

Israil’in Ortadogu bodlgesindeki en biiyiik rakibi iran’dir. Israil, 6zellikle ABD ile iyi iliskiler
gelistirerek ¢ikarlar1 dogrultusunda stratejiler izlemektedir. Buna karsilik, Iran da, hem
[srail’in, hem de ABD’nin bas hedefi konumundadir. ABD tarafindan ser ekseninde
tanimlanan Iran, sahip oldugu biitiin giiciiyle kendisine kars1 yiiriitiilen politikalar1 etkisiz

kilmaya ¢aligmaktadir. Irak, Suriye, Liibnan, Yemen ve Filistin’de aktif bir politik ve askeri

Akademisi, 13.12.2023, Erisim Tarihi: 13.01.2024, Erisim Adresi:
https://politikaakademisi.org/2023/12/13/israilin-gazze-operasyonu-baglaminda-degerlendirmeler/.

116 NTV (2023), “Netanyahu’dan Gazze’ye kara harekati hazirhginda "Yesaya kehanetleri" vurgusu: Yesaya
kehanetleri nelerdir?”, 27.10.2023, Erisim Tarihi: 10.01.2024, Erisim Adresi:
https://www.ntv.com.tr/galeri/dunya/netanyahudan-gazzeye-kara-harekati-hazirliginda-yesaya-kehanetleri-
vurgusu-yesaya-kehanetleri-nelerdir,ZBDhTWx6AkupBffp-sGj7g.

117 Mehmet Emir (2024), “Israil’in Hamas Savas1 Baglaminda Teopolitik Motivasyonu ile Miittefiklik iliskisinin
Bolgesel Etki Analizi”, s. 2009.

118 A g.e., s. 210.

119724 (2024), “Netanyahu, disarida binler kendisini protesto ederken ABD Kongresi’ne "Bizim savagimiz sizin
savaginiz" dedi; onlarca Demokrat boykot etti”, 25.07.2024, Erisim Tarihi: 05.08.2024, Erisim Adresi:
https://www.t24.com.tr/haber/netanyahu-disarida-binler-kendisini-protesto-ederken-abd-kongresi-ne-bizim-
savasimiz-sizin-savasiniz-dedi-onlarca-demokrat-boykot-etti,1176017.
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¢abanm igindedir. Israil’in yaninda mezhepsel bir diizlemde Suudi Arabistan ile de bolgesel

liderlik miicadelesi vermektedir.

[ran’n icra ettigi politikalarndaki en giiclii miittefikleri Rusya ve Cin’dir. Ancak yakin
gegmiste Kasim Siileymani gibi ¢ok énemli, hatta efsanevi bir komutaninin ABD tarafindan
oldiiriilmesi Iran icin biiyiik bir prestij kaybi olmustur. Bunun yaninda, Suriye’deki
diplomatik misyonunun vurulmasi da Tahran’in bdlgesel giiciinii kismen sorgulatir olmustur.
1 Nisan 2024 tarihindeki saldiri, Iran icin daha dikkatli bir politika izlemesi gerektigi
konusunda 6nemli bir gostergedir. Iran, miittefikleri Rusya ve Cin tarafindan bolgede
yeterince desteklenmemektedir. Rusya ve Cin agisindan Iran 6nemli bir enerji aktdrii
olmasina ragmen izledigi stratejik yaklagimlarin sonucunda verilecek gucli destek ile ABD,
Ingiltere (Birlesik Krallik) ve Avrupa Birligi ile iliskilerin gerilmesi istenmemektedir.
Dolaysiyla, Iran, icra edecegi politikalarm neredeyse tamaminda tekil aktdr olarak kendi
guicline dayanmak zorundadir. Bu dogrultuda, kisa siire dnce Hamas lideri Ismail Haniye’nin

Tahran’da dldiiriilmesi de yeni bir veri olmus ve Iran’in giiciinii tartismaya agmistir.

Vadedilmis topraklar amacma erismek icin biitiin giiciinii kullanan israil’e basta ABD olmak
Uzere Batili devletler tarafindan verilen destekler, onun hareket kapasitesini ve uluslararasi
mesruiyetini arttirmaktadir. Israil’in Filistin ve Liibnan engellerini asmasi, yeni bir politik
durumun insa edilecegi anlamina gelmektedir. Iran ise, gerek Hamas, gerekse de Hizbullah

iizerinden Israil’in yayilmaci politikasini engellemeye ¢alismaktadir.

Buyiuk Ortadogu Projesi’nin asli uygulayicisi ABD olmasina ragmen, bundan en fazla
bolgesel ¢ikar1 Israil saglamaktadir. Bolgenin istikrarsizlastirilmast ABD igin onemli bir
yonetim avantaji saglarken, Israil agisindan da bu istikrarsizlik iizerinden vadedilmis topraklar
iilkiisiine ulasma istegi gerceklestirilmektedir. ABD, Ingiltere ve Israil ile miittefiklik iligkisi
kuran Ortadogu devletlerinin kendilerine Biiyiik Ortadogu Projesi kapsaminda bigilen

boliinme roliinden kaginamayacaklar1 degerlendirilmektedir.

Israil, 2024 yilinmn heniiz baslangicinda 2 Ocak 2024 tarihinde Hamas’m {ist diizey bir
yoneticisi olan Salih el Aruri’yi Beyrut’ta insansiz hava araciyla diizenledigi saldiriyla
Oldiirmiistiir. Hamas ile Gazze Seridi’nde devam eden savasin yaninda, Liibnan topraklarinda
diizenlenen saldir1 da Israil’in smir tanimayan operasyon motivasyonunu ortaya

koymaktadir.® Suriye’de Iranli General Musavi’'nin &ldiiriilmesi ve daha &nce ABD

120 Laura Kelly (2024), “Attacks in Lebanon, Iran inject new volatility into Middle East”, The Hill, 01.03.2024,
Erisim Tarihi: 01.04.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://thehill.com/policy/international/4387875-lebanon-iran-attacks-
middle-east-volatility/.
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tarafindan Oldiriilen General Kasim Siileymani’'nin anma toreninde yapilan saldirilar da
vurgulanmalidir.*?! {srail, miittefiki ABD’nin destegiyle icra ettigi saldirilarla siddet sarmalini
daha genis bir cepheye yayarak biitiin Ortadogu’da etkili olmak icin biyik caba sarf
etmistir.'?> Aruri suikast1 Hamas’a yonelik ¢ok onemli bir saldiriyken, Hizbullah da kendi
topraklarinda bdyle bir eylemin gergeklestirilmesini intikam  gerekcesi olarak
degerlendirmistir.}?® iran da artan siddet karsisinda tepkisiz kalmayacagmi duyurmustur.'?*

Israil’in baslattig1 siddet sarmali, zaman siirecinde daha fazla yayilmistir.
7.2. ABD’nin Yemen’de Husilere Yonelik Mudahaleleri

Yemen’in belirli bolgelerine hakim olan Husiler, Israil’in Gazze Seridi’nde Hamas’a ydnelik
olarak baglatilan ancak sonrasinda sivil katliamina doniisen saldirilarna dair tepki olarak
Aden Korfezi ve Kizildeniz’de ticaret gemilerini hedef alan bir dizi eyleme girigmistir. Dikkat
cekici bir tepki gosterme eylemi olan bu girisimlerde, 30’dan fazla ticaret gemisi hedef
almmuistir. Husilerin bu eylemlerine kars1 Birlesmis Milletler Giivenlik Konseyi tarafindan 10
Ocak 2024 tarihinde miidahale karar1 ¢ikarilmistir.'?® Gazze’de devam eden insanlik disi
eylemlere yonelik tepki vermeyen ABD, bu siddetin durdurulmasi i¢in eylemde bulunan
Husilere karsi harekete gegmis ve sert giliciinii kullanmistir. Birlesmis Milletler Giivenlik

Konseyi karar1 da, yapilan bu miidahaleye mesruiyet saglamistir.

ABD ve muttefiki Birlesik Krallik, 12 Ocak 2024 tarihinde Yemen’in en 6nemli kentleri

Sana, Taiz, Hudeyde, Zemar ve Sada’y1 savas ucaklariyla vurmustur.'?® Ancak bu saldiri,

121 Eyronews (2023), “Iran Devrim Muhafizlar1 Ordusu iiyesi General Musavi Sam yakinlarinda israil
saldirisinda oldiirildi”, 25.12.2023, Erisim Tarihi: 10.04.2024, Erisim Adresi:
https://tr.euronews.com/2023/12/25/iran-devrim-muhafizari-ordusu-uyesi-general-musavi-sam-yakinlarinda-
israil-saldirisinda-
ol#:~:text=%C4%B0ran%20Devrim%20Muhaf%C4%B1zlar%C4%B1%200rdusu'ndan%20General%20Razi%
20Musavi%2C%20Suriye',son%20dakika%20geli%C5%9Fmesi'%200larak%20duyuruldu.

122 Mark MacKinnon (2024), “Attack on Hamas leader in Lebanon, bombing in Iran heighten fears of Gaza war
spilling beyond its borders”, The Globe and Mail, 03.01.2024, Erisim Tarihi: 15.03.2024, Erisim Adresi:
https://www.theglobeandmail.com/world/article-israel-hamas-middle-east-war/; David Gritten (2024), “Iran
leader vows harsh response to deadly bombings that killed 84”, BBC News, 04.01.2024, Erisim Tarihi:
15.03.2024, Erisim Adresi: https.//www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-67872281.

123 Lahav Harkov (2024), “Assassinated Hamas leader Saleh Al-Arouri was key conduit between Hamas, Iran”,
Jewish Insider, 04.01.2024, Erisim Tarihi: 20.04.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://jewishinsider.com/2024/01/hamas-
hezbollah-saleh-al-arouri-assassination-israel-war/.

124 Jared Malsin & Carrie Keller-Lynn (2023), “Israel-Iran Tensions Rise as Israeli Forces Trade Fire With
Militias in Syria, Lebanon”, The Wall Street Journal, 30.12.2023, Erigim Tarihi: 20.04.2024, Erisim Adresi:
https://www.wsj.com/world/middle-east/israel-iran-tensions-rise-as-israeli-forces-trade-fire-with-militias-in-
syria-lebanon-9b9b9chl.

125 BBC News Tirkge (2024), “BMGK’dan Kizildeniz karar1: Husilerin saldirilart acilen durmali”, 10.01.2024,
Erisim Tarihi: 20.04.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://www.bbc.com/turkce/articles/cyd0221g31yo.

126 | olita C. Baldor & Tara Copp (2024), “US, British militaries launch massive retaliatory strike against
Iranian-backed Houthis in Yemen”, AP, 12.01.2024, Erisim Tarihi: 21.04.2024, Erisim Adresi:
https://apnews.com/article/yemen-houthis-biden-retaliation-attacks-0804b93372cd5e874a0dd03513fe36a2.
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Birlesmis Milletler Giivenlik Konseyi’nden ¢ikan karara aykiridir. Glvenlik Konseyi’nin
karar1 Kizildeniz’deki seyir giivenliginin saglanmasina yonelik olmasina ragmen, bu saldirida
Yemen sehirleri keyfi olarak bombalanmistir. Yemen gibi egemen bir devlete saldir
diizenlenerek uluslararast hukuk ¢ignenmistir. Saldirida askeri hedeflerin yaninda iiretim
tesisleri de vurulmustur.'?’ ABD Baskan1 Joe Biden, saldir1 talimatmi kendisinin verdigini ve
gerekirse daha fazla saldirmin da gerceklestirilebilecegini sdylemistir.'?® Konsey’de alman
saldir1 kararinda c¢ekimser kalan Rusya bu saldirtyr uluslararast hukuka aykiri olarak

nitelendirirken, iran da saldirry1 kinamistir.*?°

Gazze’de yasanan olaylardan dolayr Uluslararast Adalet Divami ve Uluslararast Ceza
Mahkemesi harekete gegmisken bunu dikkate almayan ABD ve Birlesik Krallik, bu katliama
tepki gdsteren Yemen’e ise saldirmistir.?3® Ekonomik ¢ikarlar1 icin askeri harekat diizenleyen
muttefikler, insan haklar1 ihlallerini durdurmak igin herhangi bir girisimde bulunmamuslardir.
Diizenlenen operasyon Husileri yildirmaya ve zayiflatmaya yonelik olsa da, bu aktor
eylemlerinden vazge¢memistir.'®* Sistematik bir sekilde Ortadogu’da gerilimi trmandiran
Israil’in bu siddet igeren politikasma ragmen ABD tarafindan destekleniyor olmasi, iKi

miittefikin “ruh ikizi” olarak ayni1 dogrultuda hareket ettiklerini géstermektedir.

Neticede, Ortadogu’ya baris ve medeniyet getirecegi sOylemiyle harcket eden ABD’nin
eylemselligindeki niyetleri ve hareketleri arasinda bir uyum olmadigi anlasilmistir. Nitekim
ABD’den destek alan Israil, 21 Temmuz 2024 tarihinde Hudeyde Limani’n1 da vurmustur.
Israil Savunma Bakani Yoav Gallant’in saldirtyr degerlendirmesi aslinda her seyi
Ozetlemektedir: “Hudeyde’de su an devam eden bir yangin var, biitiin Ortadogu’dan

goriilebiliyor ve vermek istedigi mesaj ¢ok acik”.*3?

27 Anadolu Ajanst (2024), “ABD ve Ingiliz savas ugaklar1 Yemen'e hava saldirist diizenledi”, 12.01.2024,
Erisim Tarihi: 21.04.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://www.aa.com.tr/tr/dunya/abd-ve-ingiliz-savas-ucaklari-yemene-
hava-saldirisi-duzenledi-/3106661.

128 TRT Haber (2024), “ABD ve Ingiltere, Yemen'de saldir1 baslatt1”, 12.01.2024, Erisim Tarihi: 22.04.2024,
Erisim Adresi: https://www.trthaber.com/haber/dunya/abd-ve-ingiltere-yemende-saldiri-baslatti-828356.html.
129 Euronews (2024), “ABD ve Ingiltere'nin Yemen'deki saldirilarma iran ve Rusya tepkili, Suudi Arabistan
'kaygil1”’, 12.01.2024, Erigsim Tarihi: 21.04.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://tr.euronews.com/2024/01/12/abd-ve-
ingilterenin-yemendeki-saldirilarina-iran-ve-rusya-tepkili-suudi-arabistan-kaygili.

130 Mehmet Emir (2023), “Israil’in Gazze Operasyonu Baglaminda Degerlendirmeler”, Uluslararasi Politika
Akademisi, 13.12.2023, Erisim Tarihi: 13.01.2024, Erisim Adresi:
https://politikaakademisi.org/2023/12/13/israilin-gazze-operasyonu-baglaminda-degerlendirmeler/.

131 Anna Gordon (2024), “Who Are the Houthi Rebels? Red Sea Attacks Result in U.S. and U.K. Strikes on
Yemen”, Time, 12.01.2024, Erisim Tarihi: 22.04.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://time.com/6554861/yemen-houthi-
rebels-history-cause-israel-hamas-war/.

132 BBC News Tiirkce (2024), “Israil, Husilerin kontroliindeki Hudeyde Liman1 vurdu”, 21.07.2024, Erisim
Tarihi: 08.06.2024, Erisim Adresi: https://www.bbc.com/turkce/articles/cv2gj7dw7lyo.
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7.3. ABD’nin Sadik ve Degismeyen Muttefiki: Suudi Arabistan

Suudi Arabistan, 2020 yilindan itibaren giiniimiize kadar tipki 1990°larin basinda oldugu gibi
sadik ve itaatkar bir ABD miittefiki olmustur. ABD’nin uyguladig: iran politikalarina tam
destek vermistir. iran’in niikleer bir giic olmasmdan cekinen Suudi yonetimi, bdlgesel
rakibinin etkisini azaltmak icin butin stratejik kartlar1 kullanmaktadir. Ibrahim
Anlasmalari’nin kararli bir destekgisi olarak, Riyad’in gelecek zaman siirecinde Israil ile
yakinlasmasmin siirecegi degerlendirilmektedir. AKtor, ayni zamanda Yemen’de Husilere
kars1 da teyakkuz halindedir. Liibnan Hizbullah’min giiglenmesini de istememektedir.
Suriye’de ise, ABD politikalartyla tam uyumlanmistir. iran ve destekledigi aktdrlere kars
varolussal bir miicadele verilirken, Miislimanlara yonelik ¢ok siddetli askeri harekatlar
diizenleyen Israil ile gii¢lii ve dostane iliskiler kurulmasina dikkat edilmektedir. Israil’in
teopolitik eylem tarzina karst Suudi Arabistan’in -reel politik geregi- yiice Islam dininin
gerekleriyle tamamen zit bir politik durusu benimsedigi goriilmektedir. Petroliin ihracati ile
ilgili diger biiyiik aktorlerle iligkilerini gelistirmeye ¢aligsa da, ABD ile tamamen uyumlu olan
politikasinda herhangi bir degisiklige gitmemistir. Cemal Kasik¢1 cinayetiyle diinya
gindemine oturan Suudi Arabistan, ardindan insan haklariyla ilgili smirli etkiye sahip
birtakim diizenlemelere yonelmistir. Ortadogu’da ABD politikalariyla en uyumlu Miisliiman
devlet Suudi Arabistan’dir. Demokrasi, insan haklar1 ve modernlige yonelis kaygis1 ise ikili
iligkilerde oOncelikli konular degildir. Suudi Arabistan i¢in ¢ikarlar Ortiistiigii siirece dini
yaklasim onemsenmemektedir. Ekonomi temelli bir motivasyonla hareket eden bu aktorin
yakin zamanda izledigi politikalarinda herhangi bir stratejik degisime gitmeyecegi

ongorulmektedir.
7.4. ABD’nin Giivenilir ve istikrarh Miittefiki: Misir

Misir ve ABD arasindaki iligskiler Cumhurbaskani Sisi yOnetiminde istikrarli bir sekilde
devam etmektedir. ABD tarafindan Misir’da -her ne kadar Israil ile kiyaslanmayacak bir
miktarda olsa da- askeri destek saglanmaktadir. Komsusu Libya’da heniiz diizenin ve
istikrarin saglanamamasi karsisinda bir an dnce devlet diizeninin insas1 konusunda ABD ile
yakin bir politika izlemektedir. Libya’da ise Halife Hafter cephesine daha yakmn bir politik
durus sergilenmektedir. Israil-Hamas Savasi’ndan en fazla etkilenen aktorlerden birisi de hig
kuskusuz Misir’dir. Kahire, Gazze Seridi’nde yasayan ve Israil saldirilartyla giineye zorunlu
goc eden Filistinlilerin Sina Yarimadasi’na yerlestirilmesi ve bunlarm sorumlulugunun
Misir’a gecmesi fikrine tamamen karsidir. Refah Sinir Kapisindan ¢ok az sayida ve siki

kontrollii bir sekilde insani yardimin ge¢mesine miisaade eden Misir i¢in Filistinlilerin
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gelecegi oOncelikli bir siyasi gundem konusudur. Bununla beraber, Dogu Akdeniz’deki
dogalgaz kaynaklar1 konusunda ABD ile yakin bir iligki i¢cindedir. Enerji kaynaklarinin
kullanilmas1 vasitasiyla ekonomisini gliglendirmeyi amaglayan Misir icin ABD ile uyumlu
iliskiler ¢ok dnemli bir dnceliktir. Iran ile iliskilerini ise daha dengeli bir sekilde ancak ABD
ile uyumuna da dikkat ederek surdirmektedir. Nihayetinde, Misir’da darbe ile yOnetime
ge¢mis bir hiikkiimetin varligt ABD ile iliskilerini slrdurebilmesi igin bir sorun teskil
etmemektedir.

7.5. ABD’ye Kars1 Ortadogu’da Direnis Ekseninin Sembolii: fran

ABD’nin uzun zamandir diisman olarak tanimladig: iran, biitiin yaptirim ve saldirilara ragmen
onemli bir bolgesel giictiir. ABD’nin ser ekseni cergevesinde miicadele ettigi iran, biitiin gig
unsurlarini kullanarak hegemona direnmektedir. Iran igin miittefikleriyle beraber Israil ve
ABD’ye karsi biitiin alanlarda miicadele verilmesi varolussal bir giivenlik konusudur. Bu
baglamda, Iran ydnetiminin sdylemiyle “kiicUk seytan” (Israil) ve “biiyiik seytan” (ABD) ile
direnis ekseni cercevesinde surekli micadele edilmektedir. ABD’nin Afganistan’dan
cekilmesi sonrasmmda Afgan is birlikgilerini topraklarinda barmdirmayan iran, bunlarm
komsusuna gecisini saglamaktadir. Irak’ta etkin bir giicii olan Iran, ayn1 zamanda Suriye’de
de aktif bir politika izlemektedir. Tahran, Libnan’daki Hizbullah’in ana destekgisi ve lojistik

saglayicisidir. Yemenli Husiler de ayni sekilde Iran tarafindan biiyiik destek gérmektedir.

Son zamanlarda 6nemli bir Hizbullah komutani olan Fuad Siikrii ve Hamas’in Siyasi Biiro
Sefi Ismail Haniye nin 6ldiiriilmesi iran igin Israil’e yonelik mutlaka gii¢ dengesini saglayici
bir tepki verilmesini zorunlu kilmistir. Bununla birlikte, bu aktérin Rusya ve Cin ile gucli
iliskiler gelistirerek hegemon ve miittefiklerine karsi bir giic dengesi olusturma g¢abasi da
gozlemlenmektedir. Cin, Kusak ve Yol Projesi kapsaminda Iran ile 2021 yilinda bir “Stratejik
Ortaklik Antlasmasr” imzalamistir. Bu antlagma, bir¢ok alanda iki {ilke arasinda 25 yillik bir
is birligini igermektedir. Bununla beraber, Cin, Iran ve Suudi Arabistan arasindaki gerilimin
sonlandirilmasi igin iki aktorii de bir araya getirmistir. Ortadogu’daki agirligini daha fazla
arttirmak isteyen Cin, ¢ikarlar1 geregi Iran’mn da destekledigi Filistinli 6rgiitleri de bir araya
getirerek  arabuluculuk yapmis ve gorlismeler sonucunda “Pekin  Deklarasyonu”
imzalanmistir. Cin’in Kusak ve Yol Girisimi’nde izledigi politikalar ABD’ye kars1 giiclii bir
meydan okumayt igerirken, gorece Iran’m ¢ikarlarma da uygun olmustur. Sonug olarak, tlke
icerisindeki reformist hareketlere ragmen, dini otoritenin sdylemiyle Iran’in “seytanlarla

mucadelesi” devam etmektedir.
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8. ABD’nin 1990-2024 Yillar1 Arasindaki Ortadogu Politikasinin Analizi

Ortadogu bolgesi, her zaman dikkat ¢eken bir cografya olagelmistir. Tarihsel siirecte blyiik
glclerin hakim olmak istedikleri stratejik konumu, bu bdlgeyi degismez bir odak haline
getirmistir. Soguk Savas doneminde iki siiper gii¢ arasindaki en énemli rekabetin yagsandigi
bolge de hi¢ siiphesiz Ortadogu’dur. Soguk Savas’m sona ermesi bir¢ok yeniligi de
beraberinde getirmistir. Yeni diinya diizeninde tek siiper gii¢c olan ABD’nin politikalar1, dogal
olarak baskin bir etki yaratmistir. Hegemon oldugu dénemin hemen baslangicinda Irak’in
Kuveyt’i isgali sonrasinda Korfez Savasi’na girilmesi, ABD’nin yeni donemdeki baslica
odagmin Ortadogu olacagini gostermistir. Nitekim sonraki gelismeler de bu baslangigla dogru

orantili bir sekilde devam etmistir.

11 Eylil 2001 saldirilar: biitiin diinyay1 derinden sarsmistir. ABD’nin uluslararas: terdrle
miicadele kapsaminda baslattig1 6nleyici savas konsepti, Ortadogu’da bir¢ok aktorii olumsuz
bir sekilde etkilemistir. Yapilan saldirtyr varolugsal bir tehdit olarak degerlendiren ABD,
bunun ardindan iran ve Irak gibi aktorleri ser ekseni olarak tanimlamistir. Afganistan’a
yapilan ilk askeri harekatin etkileri, zamanla bolgesel bir yayilma gostererek Irak, Suriye ve

Libya’ya kadar uzanmistir.

Ancak Ortadogu’da icra edilen higbir askeri miidahale bolgeye yarar saglamamis ve
istikrarsizliga yol agmustir. Varolugsal bir tehdit olarak goriilen Taliban’a 20 yil sonra iilke
yonetimi yeniden teslim edilmistir. Bu durum karsisinda tehdit 6znesinin gergek dis1 oldugu
ortaya ¢cikmustir. Irak li¢ parcaya boliiniirken, Suriye’de diizen ve istikrar bozulmustur.
Libya’da Kaddafi rejimi yikilirken, yerine giivenligin saglandigi ve istikrarli bir yapi
yerlestirilememistir. Biiyiikk Ortadogu Projesi ve onun 6nemli bir uzantis1 olarak Arap Bahari
girisimi ile bolgesel bir tasarim planlanmistir. Ortadogu’ya demokrasi ve medeniyet
getirilmesi sOylemiyle girisilen eylemlerin sonucunda ise ¢ok sayida insan hayatini
kaybetmistir. Ayrica bdlgenin hassas dengeler {izerinde duran istikrar1 da bozulmustur. Bu
girisimler sonucunda en biiyiik ¢ikar1t ABD’nin miittefiki Israil elde etmistir. israil, ABD’den
gelen sonsuz destek karsisinda Filistinlilere yonelik Uluslararasi Adalet Divani ve
Uluslararas1 Ceza Mahkemesi’ne dahi dava konusu olan bir katliama neden olmustur.
Liibnan, Suriye ve Iran’da uluslararasi hukuka aykir1 olarak saldirilar diizenleyen Israil, bu
stirecte bircok suikast de gergeklestirmistir. ABD’nin de Kasim Siileymani gibi eylemleri

dikkate alinirsa, miittefikler arasinda gii¢lii bir koordinasyonun oldugu goértlmektedir.
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ABD i¢in 6nemli bir miittefik olan Suudi Arabistan’in Ortadogu politikasi ise birgok yonden
dikkat cekicidir. ABD’nin Soguk Savas sonrasinda yiice Islam dinini ve onun yasandig
iilkeleri hedef almas1 karsisinda Suudi Arabistan bu aktoriin yaninda yer almistir. Milyonlarca
Miisliimanin 6ldiiriilmesi, uzuvlarini kaybedecek sekilde yaralanmasi ve go¢ etmek zorunda
birakilmas1 dahi Suudi Arabistan’m ABD’yi destek motivasyonunu degistirmemistir. Iran ile
mezhep temelli bir bolgesel rekabet icine giren Suudi rejimi, bu aktorin butin eylemlerine
kars1 amansiz bir miicadele i¢indedir. Ancak aktoriin her politik hamlesi Iran’a zarar verirken,
aynt zamanda ABD ve Israil’in ¢ikarlarma da hizmet etmektedir. Dolayisiyla, Suudi
Arabistan’m politikalarinda teopolitik yaklagim ancak Iran’a yonelik otekilestirme stratejisi

iizerinden uygulanmaktadir.

Diger yandan, Israil ise, dini referanslarla politik, ekonomik ve askeri alanlarda hareket
etmektedir. Yeseya kehanetlerinin gergeklestirilecegi soylemiyle baslatilan siddet ve gerilim
iceren operasyonlar halen stirmektedir. Ustelik bu harekatlara ABD Baskani ve Disisleri
Bakani seviyesinde dahi dini igerikli sdylemlerle destek verilmistir. Israil’e kars1 bir giic
dengesi saglanamadigi siirece Ortadogu’da bu aktoriin agirhigir hissedilecektir. Yahudi
Devleti, glciini tek parca olarak kullanmp hareket ederken, onun hedefinde olan Islam

devletleri ise par¢alanmus bir halde giigsiiz ve ayrik bir gériiniim vermektedirler.

Genel olarak, yazar tarafindan, ABD’nin Biiyiik Ortadogu Projesi ve Arap Bahari gibi
girisimleriyle demokrasinin ve medeniyetin getirilmesi maksadini tasimadigi ve bu séylemleri
ancak kiiresel ¢ikarlarimi gerceklestirmek i¢in kullandig1 degerlendirilmektedir. Demokrasi ile
ilgisi bulunmayan Suudi Arabistan ile muttefiklik iliskisi, darbe ile yonetimde bulunan Misir
ile giiclii bir yakimlasma, Israil’e her tiirli hukuksuzluga ragmen verilen destek, Irak’in
par¢alanmasi, Suriye ve Libya’da yasanan oliimler, istikrarsizlik ve sebep olunan giivenlik

boslugu bu yaklasimi dogrulamaktadir.
Sonug

Uluslararasi Iliskiler disiplininde, gii¢ doniisiimleri ve dengeleri siirekli etkilesim halinde olan
olgulardir. Dolayisiyla, sistemdeki her aktér hem kendi, hem de diger aktorlerin giic
durumunu siirekli degerlendirmektedir. Buradan hareketle izlenecek politikalara dair
stratejiler belirlenmektedir. ABD’nin kiiresel giicii Soguk Savas’in bitisindeki halinden
uzaktir. Aktor i¢in gilivenlik ve ¢ikar iliskisi vazgecilemez bir biitlinliige sahip oldugundan,

dogal olarak izlenen politikalarda da bu iki kavramin dogrudan etkisi goriilmektedir.
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Giiniimiiz diinyasinda Uluslararas1 Iliskiler alanindaki en gii¢lii ve etkin aktdr halen ABD dir.
Soguk Savas’in bitisinden beri ABD’nin uluslararasi sistemdeki hakim konumu belirli bir
oranda azalmasina ragmen halen devam etmektedir. Ortadogu cografyasi ise, bu aktor igin en
onemli ve stratejik bolgedir. Gerek enerji kaynaklari, gerekse de stratejik konumu ve dini
yoniiyle bolge daima dikkat ¢ekici olmustur. Bu nedenle, ABD i¢in Soguk Savas’in bitisinden

itibaren bolge stratejik 6nemini korumaktadir.

Ortadogu gibi ABD i¢in vazgegilemez bir bolge odaginda tarihsel siirecte degisen kosullara
gore izlenen politikalardaki degisimler aktoriin eylemlerini anlamlandirmamiza yardimci
olmaktadir. Bu cergeveden zaman kesitsel olarak yapilan analizlerde, ABD stratejilerinin
giicii oraninda degistigi, ancak aktorin c¢ikar maksimizasyonundan asla vazge¢cmedigi
goriilmiistiir. Akilli gli¢ unsurlar1 odaginda ve esnek politikalar1 cergevesinde izledigi
stratejileriyle bolgedeki en etkili giu¢c halen ABD’dir. Ortadogu bolgesine yonelik olarak
ABD’nin izledigi politikalar ve degisen stratejileri uluslararasi iligkilerdeki gliclin doniistimii
ve dengesinin degerlendirilebilmesi igin gok 6nemli bir dlcuttir. Bu sayede, hem ABD’nin,
hem de sistemde yer alan diger aktorlerin politik karar ve tutumlarina dair beklentiler
guvenilir ve gecerli bir analiz dizlemine oturtulabilir. Konu baglaminda ABD’nin izledigi

politikalar ve degisen stratejilerine dair varilan sonuglar asagida sunulmustur;

Soguk Savag’in bitisinden sonra tek siiper gii¢ olarak kalan ABD’nin yeni diinya diizenini
nasil sekillendirecegi biitlin diinyada 6nemli bir giindem konusu olmustur. ABD’nin yumusak
giicii yerine sert giicliyle politika izleyecegi ¢ok zaman ge¢cmeden anlasilmistir. Irak’in
Kuveyt’i isgali oncesinde Saddam Hiiseyin’in ABD Biiyiikelgisi ile goriismesi ve bunun
iizerine askeri harekata baslamasi1 hegemonun zimni dahi olsa bunu sorun olarak gérmedigini
gostermektedir. Ardindan Irak’a yonelik baslatilan operasyon ile ABD’nin yeni donemde
nasil bir yol izleyecegi diinya kamuoyuna gosterilmistir.1990’11 yillar boyunca ABD’nin diger
bolgelerde dahil olmak {izere izledigi sert ve miidahaleci politikalar degismemistir. Bu
donemde Sovyetler Birligi’'nin ardili olan Rusya Federasyonu ise yavas yavas yeniden
toparlanmaya baslamistir. ABD i¢in kendi ¢ikarlarmi gerceklestirmeye ¢alisirken dikkat ettigi

onemli bir unsur da bu gelismedir.

11 Eylil 2001 saldirilar1 ise hem ABD, hem de diinya tarihinde 6nemli bir doniim noktasidir.
ABD’de gerceklestirilen saldirilar varolussal bir tehdit 6znesi olarak sunulmustur. Bu
saldirilar giiniimiizde dahi devam eden ABD politikalarinin mesruiyet ¢ergevesini
olusturmustur. 11 Eyliil saldirilarmin ardindan NATO ve BM Givenlik Konseyi gibi

uluslararas1 orgiitler ABD’nin eylemleri i¢in harekete ge¢irilmistir. Diger bir ifadeyle,
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uluslararasi orgiitler de miidahalede bulunabilmenin bir gerekgesi yapilmistir. Uluslararasi
terdr ve bununla miicadele i¢in 6nleyici savas yaklasimi gibi kavramlar Uluslararas: iliskiler
alanindaki degerlendirmelere dahil edilmistir. Ser ekseni ve haydut devlet gibi yeni
terminolojilerle iran, Irak ve sonrasinda Suriye gibi aktorler hedef alinmistir. Bu devletlere
yonelik ABD’nin saldirilar1 ve yaptirimlarinin agir sonuglart olmustur. ABD, kendi bakis
acismni uluslararast sistemdeki diger aktorlere zorla uygulatmaya calismistir. ABD’nin
yaklagimina gore terdrist kabul edilen orgiitler ile onun ¢ikarlarina uygun hareket etmeyen
aktorlere yonelik olarak diger devletlerce de ayni sekilde bir tutumun takmilmasi istenmistir.
ABD’nin ter0rist olarak kabul ettigi orgiitler ile ser ekseni devletlerine kars1 onun yaklagimini

benimsemeyen aktorler de hedefe konulmustur.

2010’lu yillara gelindiginde ise, ABD’nin kiiresel giiclinde azalma egilimi belirginlesmistir.
ABD, kuresel stratejilerini belirlerken, giiciinii toparlamanin esiginde olan Rusya’nin yaninda
ekonomik olarak yiikselise gegen Cin’i de hesaba katmak zorunda kalmistir. Dolayisiyla, bu
durum biitiin politikalarini etkilemistir. Bu donemde internet kullaniminin artmasi ve sosyal
medyanin yayginlasmasi sayesinde Ortadogu’da halklar ve dini referanshi devlet disi
aktorlerde ABD politikalarinin bir parcasi haline getirilmistir. Bu baglamda, yazara gore,
Buyik Ortadogu Projesi’nin bir unsuru olan Arap Bahar1 girisimi ABD tarafindan
desteklenerek yiiriirliige konmustur. Soylemsel olarak demokrasi ve medeniyet getirme
argiimanlarinin 6n plana ¢iktig1 bu donemde Tunus’ta baslayan olaylar biitiin bolgeye
yayilmistir. Yemen ve Libya’da Devlet Baskanlarinin 6ldiiriilmesi ile sonuglanan eylemlerin
tamamindan bolge halklar1 yarar gormemistir. Zira istikrarsizliklarin arttigi Ortadogu’da
giivenlik bosluklar1 olusmustur. Misir’da Miisliiman Kardesler iktidar1 ¢ok kisa siirmiis ve
askeri darbe yOnetimi {ilkenin basina ge¢mistir. ABD agisindan demokrasi ile herhangi bir
bagi olmayan Suudi Arabistan ve darbe ile iilke yonetimini ele gegiren Misir gibi aktorlerle
miittefiklik iligskisinde bulunmak ise bir sorun teskil etmemistir. Oysaki demokrasi ve
medeniyeti getirecek bir biiyiik giicin bu aktorlerin yaninda degil, Karsisinda yer almasi
gerekirdi. Israil ile degismeyen miittefiklik iliskisi bu dénemde daha da gelistirilmistir.
Israil’in Filistin ve Liibnan halklarma kars1 baslattig1 askeri operasyonlar uluslararasi hukuka
aykir: olmasma ragmen desteklenmistir. Arap Bahar1 olaylarindan en fazla yararlanan bolge

iilkesi Israil olmustur.

2020 yilindan itibaren gliniimiize kadar devam eden siiregte ABD’nin Ortadogu politikasi
miittefikler ve miicadele edilen diigmanlar yaklagimiyla devam etmektedir. Suudi Arabistan,

1990’larm basindan itibaren ABD’ye sadik bir aktordiir ve Suudi yonetiminin bu tavri hi¢
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degismemistir. Rusya ve Cin ile ekonomik iligkilerini gelistirmeye calissa da, ABD ile
iliskileri Riyad i¢in daima onceliklidir. Bunun yaninda, Ortadogu’da uluslararasi kamuoyunun
dahi biiyiik tepkisini ¢eken Israil ile yakin iliskiler gelistirme gayretindedir. iran ile bolgesel
liderlik rekabeti devam etmektedir. Veliaht Prens Muhammed bin Salman, birtakim
reformlarla 1limli Islam modeline 6rnek olma ¢abasindadir. Misir ve Birlesik Arap Emirlikleri
de Suudi Arabistan ile benzer politikalar izlemektedir. Iran, 2015 yilinda ¢ok kisa siire
yumusayan iliskilere ragmen halen ABD ve miittefiki Israil’in hedefindedir. Direnis ekseni
cercevesinde kendisine bicilen bdlgenin kaybeden aktéri olma rolini tersine cevirmeye
calismaktadir. Bu baglamda Irak, Suriye, Liibnan, Yemen ve Filistin’de aktif bir politika
izlemektedir. Israil ise biitiin gelismelerden en kazancli ¢ikan aktdrdiir. ABD ve onun yaninda
Birlesik Krallik ile Avrupa Birligi’nin de destegini alarak gii¢ potansiyelini katlamaktadir. Bu
destek sayesinde bdlgede sirekli askeri harekatlar diizenleyerek vadedilmis topraklar

iilkiisiine ulagmaya ¢alismaktadir.

Sonug olarak, ABD’nin tek kutuplu diinyadaki hegemon hakimiyetinden giinimize kadarki
zaman sirecinde Ortadogu’da izledigi sertlik yanlisi politikalar degismemistir. Stratejik
degisiklikler yapmis olsa da, Washington, kendi ulusal ¢ikarlarmi izlemekten asla
vazgecmemistir. Israil ise ABD icin her zaman en oncelikli bdlge aktoriidiir ve diger
aktorlerden farkli bir sekilde degerlendirilmektedir. Suudi Arabistan ve onu takip eden
aktorler ise siirekli kontrol altinda tutulmaktadir. Iran ve onun yaninda yer alan aktorlerle de
amansiz bir sekilde miicadeleye devam edilmektedir. Rusya ve Cin gibi yiikseliste olan
devletlerin bolgede daha etkili olmasi da siirekli engellenmektedir. Ortadogu’nun

istikrarsizlig1 ve giivenlik boslugu ABD’nin ¢ikarlar1 i¢in benimsedigi yegane ¢oziimdr.
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Abstract: This paper explores the evolving alliance between the United States and Greece in the
21% century, highlighting how shared challenges, interdependence, and a common worldview
have strengthened their partnership. The study employs a multifaceted theoretical framework,
integrating Realism, Liberalism, and Constructivism, to analyze the alliance’s development from
its Cold War origins to its contemporary shape and growing significance amidst geopolitical
shifts in the Eastern Mediterranean. It examines strategic imperatives driving cooperation,
including security concerns regarding Russia and Tiirkiye, and the role of NATO and European
Union membership in fostering trust and collaboration. Additionally, the study delves into the
evolving identities and perceptions that shape the partnership, emphasizing Greece’s position as
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ABD-YUNANISTAN ORTAKLIGININ 21. YUZYILDA DERINLESTiRiLMESI:
ORTAK ZORLUKLAR VE ORTAK DUNYA GORUSU EN IYI DOSTLARI YARATIR
Nikolaos STELGIAS

Oz: Bu makale, 21. yiizy1lda ABD ve Yunanistan arasinda gelisen ittifaki incelemekte ve ortak
zorluklarm, karsilikli bagimliligin ve ortak bir diinya goriisiiniin bu ortaklig1 nasil giiclendirdigini
vurgulamaktadir. Calisma, ittifakin Soguk Savas kokenlerinden giinlimiizdeki haline kadar olan
gelisimini ve Dogu Akdeniz’deki jeopolitik degisimlerin ortasinda artan dnemini analiz etmek
amaciyla Realizm, Liberalizm ve Konstriiktivizmi bir araya getiren ¢ok yonlii bir teorik gerceve
kullanmaktadir. Rusya ve Tiirkiye ile ilgili giivenlik endiseleri ile NATO ve AB iiyeliginin giiven
ve 1s birligini tesvik etmedeki rolii gibi is birligini yonlendiren stratejik zorunluluklar da
incelenmektedir. Analiz, Yunanistan’in istikrarsiz bir bolgede istikrar saglayici bir gili¢ olarak
konumunu vurgularken, ortakligi sekillendiren degisen kimlikler ve algilar1 da gdzler Oniine
sermektedir. Bu ittifakin motivasyonlar1 ve sonuclar1 lizerine 6nemli sorulari ele alan calisma,
politika yapicilar ve akademisyenler i¢cin degerli bilgiler sunmakta ve karmasik bir jeopolitik
ortamda bolgesel giivenlik ile uluslararasi ortakliklarin dinamikleri ilizerine tartigmalara katkida

bulunmaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Amerika Birlesik Devletleri, Yunanistan, Dogu Akdeniz.
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Introduction: The Evolving U.S.-Greece Alliance in the 215 Century

The dawn of the 21 century ushered a rapidly changing geopolitical landscape, particularly in
the Eastern Mediterranean. Amidst these shifts, the United States (U.S.)-Greece alliance has not
only endured but also flourished, transcending its Cold War origins to become a robust
partnership encompassing defense, security, and economic cooperation. This enduring alliance, a
beacon of stability in a shifting world, has piqued the interest of regional players like Russia and
Tiirkiye, who recognize its potential to influence their strategic interests. Understanding the
motivations and implications of this evolving partnership is not only important but also crucial

for deciphering the region’s complex dynamics.

This study delves into the U.S.-Greece alliance in the 21% century, moving beyond a
straightforward historical account to provide a nuanced analysis through the combined lenses of
Realism, Liberalism, and Constructivism. While existing literature acknowledges the alliance’s
significance, it often relies on a single theoretical framework, limiting the scope of analysis. This
study emphasizes the importance of using a comprehensive theoretical approach to understand
the interplay of power, institutions, and shared identities in shaping the relationship. This multi-

theoretical approach ensures a thorough and robust analysis of the alliance’s dynamics.

The study first establishes a concise historical context to provide a comprehensive assessment,
tracing the alliance’s evolution from its Cold War beginnings to its post-Cold War adaptation.
The historical review illuminates the foundation upon which the 21 century partnership is built.
It then moves into a detailed analysis of the alliance’s contemporary dynamics, employing the

theoretical framework to shed light on the key components that drive its strengthening.

This analysis examines three crucial issues. First, the strategic imperatives that drive closer
cooperation: Analyzing how shared security concerns, particularly vis-a-vis Russia and Tiirkiye,
coupled with Greece’s strategic location, have incentivized a deeper partnership. Second, the role
of institutions and shared values: Exploring the influence of NATO and EU membership, shared
principles, and collaborative frameworks in nurturing trust and solidifying the alliance. Third, the
evolving identities and perceptions shaping the relationship: Investigating Greece’s role in a
troubled region. By examining these factors, the study underscores the urgent need to understand

the implications of this evolving partnership in the Eastern Mediterranean.
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This study provides crucial findings for policymakers, diplomats, and academics looking to
thoroughly understand the intricate geopolitical landscape in the Eastern Mediterranean region.
The article makes a significant contribution to the current dialogue on regional security by
presenting a detailed examination of the alliance between the U.S. and Greece. It underscores the
complex and multidimensional nature of modern-day alliances and their influence on regional

power dynamics.

While valuable, the existing literature on the U.S.-Greece alliance falls short of capturing the full
complexity of the relationship, especially in the wake of the significant geopolitical shifts of the
early 2020s. Works like Rizas (2009)? and Kitroeff (2011) provide crucial historical background
but predate the current dynamics in the Eastern Mediterranean. More recent analyses, such as
those by Mikelis and Kyriakos (2015)* and Tziarras (2023)° focus on specific aspects of the
relationship, like defense cooperation or energy security, rather than offering a holistic view. To
address this gap, the study offers a thorough analysis that encompasses the recent developments
in the Eastern Mediterranean. This includes the reemergence of great power competition, the
EastMed pipeline project, and the ongoing tensions between Greece and Tiirkiye. By employing
a multi-theoretical framework, this study offers a more nuanced understanding of the alliance’s
motivations and implications, contributing fresh insights to the existing literature and informing

contemporary policy debates.
1. Theoretical Framework: The Quest for Security, Interdependence, and Shared Identities

This study delves into the complex dynamics of the U.S.-Greece relationship, a significant case
study in International Relations and Political Science. By employing Realism, Liberalism, and

Constructivism, three prominent schools of thought, we aim to illuminate the nature and

2 Sotiris Rizas (2009), “Managing a Conflict between Allies: United States Policy towards Greece and Turkey in
Relation to the Aegean Dispute, 1974-76”, Cold War History, Vol. 9, no: 3, pp. 367-387.

3 Alexander Kitroeff (2011), “Greece and the US during the Cold War”, Diplomatic History, Vol. 35, no: 5,
November 2011, pp. 929-932.

4 Kyriakos Mikelis (2015), “Realist Stronghold in the Land of Thucydides? Appraising and Resisting a Realist
Tradition in Greece”, European Quarterly of Political Attitudes and Mentalities, Vol. 4, no: 4, pp. 15-32.

% Zenonas Tziarras (2023), “Drivers of Crisis in the Greek-Turkish Protracted Conflict: A Neoclassical Realist
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evolution of this strategic partnership, which has implications for the broader understanding of

international alliances and power dynamics.

Waltz’s Structural Realism posits that states prioritize power and self-interest in the anarchic
international system, primarily focusing on security because of the lack of a global sovereign.
This constant potential for conflict incentivizes states to forge alliances to balance power against
potential adversaries.® Even states with benign intentions are trapped in a security dilemma
within this system. As they bolster their defenses, other states perceive it as a threat and
reciprocate, potentially leading to arms races and conflict, even if neither party desires it.” The
U.S.-Greece alliance, particularly during the Cold War, can be analyzed through the realist prism.
Both states, faced with the Soviet threat, sought security through collective defense within
NATO. In contemporary times, emerging complexities have fostered a closer, multifaceted
partnership between the two nations, as evidenced in the subsequent analysis. This perspective
suggests that a shared imperative and specifically the need to counter a common threat within a

volatile global order was the primary force that drove the alliance.

While Waltz emphasizes balancing against threats, realist scholar Randall Schweller offers an
alternative perspective on alliance formation: bandwagoning. Schweller’s bandwagon theory
argues that states, particularly those seeking to revise the existing order, might align with a more
robust power, not out of fear but to partake in the spoils of potential victory. Schweller identifies
four types of strategies: “jackal” (joining to profit from conflict), “piling on” (siding with the
likely victor), “wave of the future” (aligning with a rising power), and “contagion” (following
the lead of others).® A nuanced historical analysis of U.S.-Greece relations necessitates
examining whether Greece’s alignment with the U.S. falls within the parameters of the
bandwagon theory. Specifically, this study seeks to determine whether Greece views its
relationship with the U.S. as instrumental in advancing its national interests within a U.S.-led

global order, a geopolitical structure that has significantly influenced the dynamics of the U.S.-

6 Kenneth N. Waltz (2010), Theory of International Politics, Long Grove, I1l: Waveland Press, pp. 102-128.

" Ibid., pp. 5-51.

8 Randall L. Schweller (1994), “Bandwagoning for Profit: Bringing the Revisionist State Back In”, International
Security, Vol. 19, no: 1, pp. 72-107.
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Greece relationship. The subsequent sections will endeavor to address this question

comprehensively.

In contrast to Realism’s emphasis on power, Liberalism underscores the potential for cooperation
and interdependence between states.® Liberals suggest that international institutions, common
norms, and economic ties can mitigate the dangers of anarchy. Liberalism argues that institutions
like the United Nations and NATO provide platforms for communication and diplomacy,
reducing the likelihood of miscalculation and conflict. Furthermore, increasing economic
interdependence promotes shared interests, rendering conflict less appealing.l® The relationship
between the U.S. and Greece extends beyond security cooperation. As NATO members, with
economic ties and shared democratic values, the two countries are committed to a rules-based

global order.

Constructivism highlights the role of shared ideas, norms, and identities in shaping state
behavior. It claims that both material factors and the social construction of reality influence the
international system. Constructivists, such as Alexander Wendt, challenge the materialist focus of
Realism. Wendt argues that ideas and culture actively shape power dynamics and national
interests. For instance, sovereignty only holds power because states recognize and adhere to it as
a shared norm.!* Shared values, like democracy and human rights, are emphasized by
constructivists as a basis for alliances.!> These shared understandings create a sense of
community and common purpose, leading to cooperation.’®> The U.S.-Greece alliance has a
constructive perspective, particularly in the post-Cold War era. Both states identify as
democracies, share values such as the rule of law, and often frame their cooperation to promote
these values globally. Constructivists argue that these shared beliefs contribute to the alliance’s

resilience even as material threats evolve.

® M. Bimbo Ogunbanjo (2020), “Realism and Liberalism: How Relevant Are They for Explaining or Understanding
the Globalization of World Politics?”, NIU Journal of Humanities, Vol. 5, no: 2, pp. 105-125.

10 Robert Owen Keohane & Joseph S. Nye (1977), Power and Interdependence: World Politics in Transition, Little,
Brown.

11 Alexander Wendt (1999), Social Theory of International Politics, Cambridge Studies in International Relations,
Cambridge, UK & New York: Cambridge University Press.

12 Martha Finnemore (1996), National Interests in International Society, Cornell Studies in Political Economy,
Ithaca, N.Y: Cornell University Press.

13 Emanuel Adler (1997), “Seizing the Middle Ground: Constructivism in World Politics”, European Journal of
International Relations, Vol. 3, no: 3, pp. 319-363.
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Using Realism, Liberalism, and Constructivism simultaneously can be tricky because of their
differing assumptions. However, rather than viewing them as mutually exclusive, this study
leverages their combined explanatory power through a complementary lens. In other words, we
argue that although these theories offer distinct lenses, they are not mutually exclusive but
provide complementary insights into the complexities of the U.S.-Greece relationship.
Examining the U.S.-Greece partnership through each theoretical lens illuminates different facets
of the relationship. Realism helps explain the initial security-driven rationale and the continuous
maneuvering within the global power balance. The Realism school provides the foundation by
explaining how the alliance was formed during the Cold War based on security concerns. It also
allows analyzing how changing power dynamics (e.g., the rise of new threats) continue to
influence the relationship. Liberalism sheds light on the role of shared institutions and economic
ties in fostering cooperation and deepening interdependence. The liberal school explains that
deepening cooperation is beyond security matters. It helps us understand how shared institutions
like NATO and economic ties create interdependence and incentivize continued partnership. The
school of Constructivism adds depth by exploring the role of shared values and identities. This
lens is crucial for understanding the resilience of the alliance even as immediate Cold War threats
have receded. Finally, Constructivism highlights the importance of shared democratic values and
identities in shaping perceptions and sustaining the partnership beyond immediate security
concerns. Through a careful synthesis of these perspectives, this study seeks to present a holistic
and intricate analysis of the U.S.-Greece alliance, shedding light on its development and
transformations over the years. This approach allows for a richer, more nuanced analysis of the

U.S.-Greece relationship than any single theory could provide in isolation.
2. The U.S.-Greece Alliance through the 20™" Century: A Short Glimpse of the Past

The U.S.-Greece alliance is not a static picture, but a constantly growing tapestry woven from
historical events, geopolitical realities, and a deep-rooted commitment to shared democratic
values. This shared commitment to democracy is a unifying force in the partnership, even when
tension and disagreement inevitably arise, highlighting the complex interplay of national
interests and ideological commitments. Understanding this interplay is crucial to navigating the

future of U.S.-Greece relations.
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While formal U.S.-Greece diplomatic relations began in 1868, the foundation for deeper ties
emerged towards the end of the century, fueled by significant Greek immigration to the United
States.’* World War II and its aftermath forged the modern U.S.-Greece relationship. With
Greece devastated by war and facing a communist insurgency, the United States recognized the
country’s strategic importance in the emerging Cold War order and stepped in to provide crucial
support.’® The Truman Doctrine, articulated in 1947, marked a watershed moment in U.S.-
Greece relations. Driven by the fear of Soviet expansionism, the doctrine pledged American
support to countries resisting communist pressure. Greece, caught in a violent civil war with
communist forces, emerged as a major recipient.!® The Marshall Plan that followed (1948)
offered crucial economic help, aiding the reconstruction of Greece’s devastated infrastructure
and setting the stage for future economic development.!” The U.S. aid significantly strengthened
the National Army, which since the end of 1946 had been facing the Democratic Army that was
staffed by Greek communists and their allies in various parts of the country. With this support, in
August 1949, the internationally recognized Greek government defeated the “Provisional
Democratic Government” supported by the Communist Party of Greece and its allies.'® Greece
became a crucial U.S. ally during the Cold War, strengthening NATO’s southeastern defense and
blocking Soviet influence in the Mediterranean. American help during this period encompassed
more than mere financial support; it advanced a specific model of capitalism and democracy
reflective of American ideals.!® The U.S.’s fixation on containing communism led to overlooking
or even silently supporting undemocratic regimes as long as they maintained a solid anti-

communist stance.
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The United States had conflicting emotions about the military junta that took control in Greece in
1967. The financial and military aid from Washington to the oppressive regime caused anger and
resentment in Greece, revealing a complicated situation. This period showcases the divergence
between the U.S.’s commitment to democracy and its pursuit of strategic goals, bringing
attention to the inherent contradictions in its foreign policy.?’ The junta’s downfall in 1974,
triggered partly by the Cyprus Conflict and Tiirkiye’s subsequent intervention to the island, led
to a decline in U.S.-Greece relations and a lingering atmosphere of suspicion and animosity.?:
The restoration of democracy in Greece in 1974 was a turning point that allowed for the
reevaluation and rebuilding of strained diplomatic relations between the two countries. Under
President Carter, the U.S. shifted its approach during the same period, emphasizing support for
democratic principles.?> The 1980s and 1990s saw a gradual improvement in relations,
characterized by increased collaboration on various issues, including trade, security, and
counterterrorism.?® The U.S. began engaging with Greece in a broader Transatlantic context after

Greece became a member of the European Union in 1981.%

Greece’s EU membership provided a new economic and political support source, weakening its
reliance on the United States. This newfound autonomy enabled Greece to pursue a distinctly
“European” and independent foreign policy across various fronts. During this period, the
Panhellenic Socialist Party (PASOK) ascended to power in Athens, garnering significant support
from substantial segments of society through populist rhetoric that was often critical of the West
and especially NATO. During this time, the U.S.-Greece relations were also influenced by the

actions of the Greek terrorist group “/7 November”. American diplomats and military personnel

2 James Edward Miller (2009), The United States and the Making of Modern Greece: History and Power, 1950-
1974, Chapel Hill (N. C.): University of North Carolina Press.

2L Eirini Karamouzi (2014), Greece, the EEC and the Cold War, 1974-1979: The Second Enlargement, Palgrave
Macmillan.

22 Kenton Clymer (2003), “Jimmy Carter, Human Rights, and Cambodia”, Diplomatic History, Vol. 27, no: 2, pp.
245-278.

23 Antonis Klapsis (2022), “The Greek Transition to Democracy”, in (eds. by ed. Antonios V. Klapsis et al.) The
Greek Junta and the International System: A Case Study of Southern European Dictatorships, 1967-74, London &
New York: Routledge/Taylor & Francis Group; Theodore A. Couloumbis (1983), The United States, Greece, and
Turkey: The Troubled Triangle, New York, N.Y: Praeger.

24 Nimrod Goren & Muriel Asseburg & Thanos Dokos & Ehud Eiran & Gabriel Mitchell & Panayotis Tsakonas
(2018), “The Eastern Mediterranean: New Dynamics and Potential for Cooperation”, EuroMeSCo Joint Policy
Study, European Institute of the Mediterranean (IEMed), March 2018, Date of Accession: 10.05.2024 from
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were targeted by the group, leading to tension between the two nations. The Greek government

was compelled by the U.S. to act against the organization.?®

Despite ideological and political differences, Athens and Washington cooperated extensively and
found areas of agreement. Greece played a significant role in supporting the U.S. during the First
Gulf War and the War on Terror.?® However, its stance shifted on the breakup of Yugoslavia and

the official name change of Skopje (later known as North Macedonia).?’

3. The U.S.-Greece Alliance in the 21% Century: The Common Challenges and Shared
Worldview Make the Best Friends

3.1. Balancing Powers: The U.S.-Greece Partnership Amidst Regional Challenges

As stated above, the United States and Greece forged a complex collaboration in the mid-20%
century, particularly in the aftermath of World War II and during the Cold War. These two NATO
partners collaborated throughout the Cold War era despite facing multiple obstacles. Starting in
the 2010s, the partnership took on new dimensions, with closer ties in defense, economy, and
culture. This evolution raises several questions: What factors account for this development? Why
did the United States increasingly rely on Greece to promote its regional interests? What
prompted Athens to seek greater collaboration with Washington during this specific historical
juncture? To address these questions, we use theoretical frameworks from the schools of
Realism, Liberalism, and Constructivism. These theories share a common focus on the uncertain
environment of International Relations. Realism suggests that states are driven to prioritize their
security and national interests in an uncertain international reality. In this context, the realist
perspective is integral in understanding the motivations behind the expanding U.S.-Greece

partnership.

% George. Kassimeris (2001), Europe’s Last Red Terrorists: The Revolutionary Organization 17 November, New
York: New York University Press.

%6 Christos Kassimeris (2010), Greece and the American Embrace: Greek Foreign Policy Towards Turkey, the US
and the Western Alliance, London & New York: Tauris Academic Publishers.
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In the early 2010s, the complex dynamics in the Eastern Mediterranean -characterized by
unresolved issues in Cyprus and Palestine and socio-economic turmoil- became even more
intricate because of several recent developments. The Western bloc was grappling with the
fallout from a new financial crisis while rising challenges from Russia and China increasingly
confronted the U.S. The Arab Spring triggered significant socio-political upheavals in the
Levant.?® During this period, Moscow’s and Ankara’s actions affected the region’s developments
significantly. In the 2010s, as Russia’s relations with the West rapidly deteriorated -especially
following its actions in Ukraine-, Moscow found itself increasingly at odds with Western powers.
With the annexation of Crimea, relations between Russia and the West took a significant turn for
the worse.?® Concurrently, Tiirkiye’s pursuit of an independent foreign policy led to
confrontations with its NATO allies, particularly the United States. Moreover, from 2015
onwards, especially after the failed coup attempt (2016), U.S.-Tiirkiye relations faced
considerable challenges.®® The repercussions of the failed coup, refugee crisis, and conflicts in

the Aegean and Eastern Mediterranean added strain to Tiirkiye’s ties with Greece.3!

Another level of complexity was introduced by discovering additional energy reserves in the
region.®? During the same period, Russia rekindled its interest in the Eastern Mediterranean by
getting involved in the Syrian crisis.>® This development coincided with increasing diplomatic

t34

tensions between China and the West™ as well as Tiirkiye’s attempts to expand its regional

influence.® To ensure a higher level of security and stability in the Eastern Mediterranean
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Theoretical Discussions in a Post-Arab Spring’ Scenario”, Middle East Critique, Vol. 24, no: 1, pp. 1-7; Ziya Onis
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region®, the U.S. sought to strengthen its alliance with Greece in response to growing
geopolitical challenges.®” Both parties benefited from this strategic alignment. Greece’s
strategically important location that allows her to support NATO’s eastern flank, enhance energy
security in Southeastern Europe, and promote regional partnerships, made it a valuable ally for
the U.S.% At the same time, the U.S. provided Greece with the opportunity to strengthen national
security and advance strategic interests through a closer alliance.®® This mutual benefit
underscores the fact that the U.S.-Greece partnership is based on equality and fairness, ensuring

that both parties gain from the relationship.

Washington and Athens have taken a realistic approach to their bilateral relations, resulting in
various initiatives that aim to enhance their alliance. This involves a pragmatic assessment of
their respective national interests and the geopolitical realities of the region. The two countries
have focused on strengthening the United States military capabilities in Greece, forging new
collaborative agreements across different sectors, and promoting Greece’s partnerships with
other U.S. regional partners. In 2019, the two countries signed a revised defense cooperation
agreement that enabled the U.S. military to increase its presence in Greece. This involves
utilizing the Souda Base in Crete and deploying American troops to other Greek military
installations.®® In the same period, Greece strengthened its collaborative network with several
Eastern Mediterranean countries, which all happened to be U.S. allies. The strategic alignment
primarily stems from a shared focus on energy security, regional stability, and addressing

common challenges, particularly from Tirkiye. Greece and Cyprus have shown a more robust
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partnership by actively collaborating on the EastMed pipeline project, which is a prime example
of their joint efforts in energy exploration. This project aims to establish a direct route for
transporting natural gas from the Eastern Mediterranean to Europe, circumventing Tiirkiye.*!
Greece has developed close relationships with Israel, participating in shared military drills and
trilateral meetings that strengthen its security partnership.*> The partnership with Saudi Arabia
was also developed, focusing on economic cooperation and defense. Likewise, Greece has found
a valuable ally in the United Arab Emirates (UAE), as they have strengthened their trade and

investment ties, focusing on the technology and tourism industries.*®

3.2. Overcoming Anarchy: The Role of International Norms, Rules, and

Organizations in Strengthening U.S.-Greece Relations

The realist framework provides an important insight into the influential factors driving the
alliance between the United States and Greece today. Realism, and especially the focus on
security concerns, forms a solid basis for comprehending the fundamental dynamics of the U.S.-
Greece relationship. The liberal school, as a supportive element for our analysis, enhances our
comprehension by highlighting the importance of economic interdependence and institutional
cooperation in this partnership, offering valuable insights. The U.S.-Greece alliance in the
contemporary global landscape is focused on security concerns, economic interdependence, and

institutional collaboration.

When the U.S.-Greece alliance is viewed through the liberal lens, it is made clear that economic
interdependence plays a crucial role in its reinforcement. Trade and investment have become
vital aspects of the developing economic relationship between the U.S. and Greece. The
economic benefits of this interdependence are significant, with both countries gaining access to
new markets and resources. Recent statistics underline the growing economic ties between the

two nations. In 2011, U.S. exports to Greece totaled approximately $1.1 billion, while imports

“1 Toannis N. Grigoriadis (2020), “The Eastern Mediterranean as an Emerging Crisis Zone: Greece and Cyprus in a
Volatile Regional Environment”, Eastern Mediterranean in Unchartered Waters: Perspectives on Emerging
Geopolitical Realities, Ankara Konrad Adenauer Stiftung (KAS4Security), p. 1.
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Turkey’s Adventurism”, Israel Journal of Foreign Affairs, Vol. 14, no: 3, pp. 447-456.
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pp- 307-330.
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from Greece amounted to about $798 million. By 2023, U.S. exports to Greece had increased to
roughly $1.75 billion, and imports had risen to around $2.06 billion.** This economic
interdependence favors a sense of mutual benefit and discourages actions that might jeopardize

the financial well-being of either nation.

The liberal perspective also underscores the role of international institutions in fostering
cooperation and addressing everyday challenges. A prime example is the U.S.’s support for
Greece during the Greek debt crisis, channeled through institutions like the International
Monetary Fund (IMF). The IMF, as a global financial institution, provided financial assistance to
Greece in the form of loans and debt restructuring programs. While this support was met with
debate, it nevertheless serves as proof of the role that international cooperation has in mitigating

economic crises and maintaining global financial stability.*®

The U.S.-Greece partnership flourishes within the broader contexts of NATO and the European
Union. These organizations provide platforms for collaborative problem-solving and action
across crucial areas like security and economic progress. Notably, NATO membership has played
a pivotal role in strengthening the U.S.-Greece alliance. It has created a robust institutional
structure that has facilitated the growth and development of this partnership.*® The mutual
commitment to collective defense and security principles, as enshrined in the NATO framework,
has further solidified the ties binding Greece, the U.S., and their regional allies together. The
U.S. Congress has acknowledged Greece’s vital role as “a reliable NATO ally which promotes

security and stability in the Eastern Mediterranean” *’
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Furthermore, Greece’s participation in both NATO and the European Union is a testament to its
shared dedication to democratic principles, legal fairness, and human rights.*® This shared
commitment paves the way for multidimensional cooperation, ultimately reinforcing its bond
with the United States. A clear example of this is the U.S.’s recent upgrade of strategic facilities
in Alexandroupolis or Alexandroupoli (Dedeagag). The increased U.S. presence near the Greece-
Tiirkiye border underscores the strategic partnership between the United States and Greece,
which has flourished within NATO in the past decade. This development has raised concerns in
Ankara, which feels overlooked and sidelined by two of its NATO allies. Tiirkiye claims the U.S.
is engaging in military actions that exclude Tiirkiye and do not consider its national interests.*°
Recent analyses show that the transformation of Alexandroupolis, a formerly quiet Greek port,
into a significant U.S. military logistics hub, is closely linked to the ongoing geopolitical shifts
resulting from the U.S.-Russia dynamic and the conflict in Ukraine.®® The evolving dynamics
surrounding Alexandroupolis, particularly its transformation into a vital trade hub that may offer
an alternative supply route to the Black Sea, reflect the broader context of a deepening U.S.-
Greece partnership. Undoubtedly, this strengthened alliance allows the United States to reduce its
reliance on Tiirkiye. However, it also raises concerns about the potential impact on Tiirkiye’s

regional strategic position.

Since joining the European Union, Greece’s connection with the United States has undergone a
profound shift. The shared values that form the foundation of EU-U.S. relations have created a
strong framework for Greek-American cooperation. Greece’s enhanced international stature as
an EU member creates a favorable environment for fostering closer ties with the United States,
further strengthening this alignment. Greece’s membership in the EU has not only given the
country a renewed international identity but also a foreign policy agenda that frequently

coincides with that of the U.S. and its Western allies. The convergence of interests between

48 Alexandra Shea (2023), “Alexandroupoli Port Continues Growth from US and NATO Presence”, DVIDS,
18.05.2023, Date of Accession: 20.05.2024 from https://www.dvidshub.net/news/445098/alexandroupoli-port-
continues-growth-us-and-nato-presence.

4 Greek City Times (2022), “Turkish Analyst: US Base In Alexandroupolis Wants To Prevent Our ‘Ability To Act’
On The Evros”, 15.11.2022, Date of Accession: 20.05.2024 from https://greekcitytimes.com/2022/11/15/turkish-
analyst-alexandroupolis/.

%0 Niki Kitsantonis & Anatoly Kurmanaev (2022), “Sleepy Greek Port Becomes US Arms Hub, as Ukraine War
Reshapes Region”, The New York Times, 18.08.2022, Date of Accession: 20.05.2024 from
https://www.nytimes.com/2022/08/18/world/europe/greece-port-russia-ukraine-weapons.html.
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Greece and the U.S. enables them to engage based on shared values and objectives, fostering a

stronger and more diverse bilateral relationship.>!
3.3. The Constructivist Lens: Shared Values and Identities in U.S.-Greece Relations

When analyzing the strengthening bonds between the U.S. and Greece, it is crucial to consider
the role of Constructivism, in addition to Realism and Liberalism. The constructivist theory,
which emphasizes the significance of norms, identities, and shared values in shaping
international relations, is particularly relevant in the context of U.S.-Greece relations. This theory
suggests that the actions of states are not solely determined by material factors, such as military
power or economic resources, but are also influenced by shared beliefs, norms, and identities.

These elements play a vital role in the development of the U.S.-Greece relationship.

Despite the changing political landscapes in Washington and Athens, the enduring alliance
between the U.S. and Greece has remained unwavering. From SYRIZA’s ascent to power in
Greece through Donald Trump’s presidency and into President Joe Biden’s administration, the
two nations have consistently upheld their shared principles, demonstrating the resilience of their

relationship.

In 2015, SYRIZA’s rise to power sparked concerns about Greece’s ties to Euro-Atlantic
institutions and the potential alignment with non-Western nations. However, these fears were
dispelled when Greece surprised everyone by agreeing to a new Eurozone bailout the following
summer.>? The shared liberal conceptual approach to foreign policy during this period, bolstered
by mutual recognition of the escalating challenges in the Eastern Mediterranean and the need for
enhanced collaboration, marked a significant shift in Greek foreign policy. The Greek Prime

Minister’s public praise of President Trump for their shared values signaled a transition from

51 Spyros Economides (2005), “The Europeanisation of Greek Foreign Policy”, West European Politics, Vol. 28, no:
2, pp. 471-491.

52 Angelos Chryssogelos (2017), “Populism in Foreign Policy”, in Oxford Research Encyclopedia of Politics, Oxford
University Press; Angelos Chryssogelos (2017), “The People in the ‘Here and Now’: Populism, Modernization and
the State in Greece”, International Political Science Review, Vol. 38, no: 4, pp. 473-487; Angelos Chryssogelos
(2021), “The Dog That Barked but Did Not Bite: Greek Foreign Policy under the Populist Coalition of SYRIZA-
Independent Greeks, 2015-2019”, Comparative European Politics, Vol. 19, no: 6, pp. 722-738.
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populism to Realism.>® Moving forward to 2022, President Joe Biden’s recent statement further

solidifies the shared worldview that underpins the U.S.-Greece alliance.>

In addition, the constructivist approach underscores the significance of identity in determining
how states behave and interact with one another. Greece’s historical legacy as the birthplace of
democracy aligns with the United States’ self-identity as a defender of democratic principles.
This shared historical narrative not only strengthens the bond between the two nations but also
lays the groundwork for their strategic partnership. As U.S. President Biden emphasizes, “The
concept of democracy originated in ancient Greece, where prominent thinkers articulated the
notion of ‘We the People’. The citizens of Greece and the United States did not simply inherit

democracy; rather, they must actively defend and champion it.”>

When examining the constructivist approach to U.S.-Greece’s cooperation, one crucial factor is
their shared worldview, which shapes their perspectives and interactions. Over the years, the
White House has been home to three different administrations. The Democratic Party saw two
members, Barack Obama and Joe Biden, take office, while Donald Trump represented the
Republican Party. Despite their different approaches, Washington actively sought cooperation
from Greece in various areas. Throughout this period, the Greek government has seen a back-
and-forth between two political powers; the leftist party SYRIZA and the conservative party
New Democracy (ND). Despite their opposing ideologies, both parties have come together in

their liberal interpretation of the international order, resulting in a more substantial alignment

%3 Kevin Liptak (2017), “Greece’s Alexis Tsipras Praises Trump over ‘Common Values’”, CNN, 17.10.2017, Date of
Accession: 20.05.2024 from https://www.cnn.com/2017/10/17/politics/president-donald-trump-alexis-tsipras-greece-
evil/index.html.

54 The White House (2022), “Remarks By President Biden, First Lady Jill Biden, and Prime Minister Mitsotakis Of
Greece at a Reception Honoring Greek American Relations | The White House”, 16.05.2022, Date of Accession:
20.05.2024 from https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-remarks/2022/05/16/remarks-by-president-

biden-first-lady-jill-biden-and-prime-minister-mitsotakis-of-greece-at-a-reception-honoring-greek-american-

relations/.
%5 The White House (2024), “Remarks by President Biden at Greek Independence Day Reception | The White
House”, 04.04.2024, Date of Accession: 20.05.2024 https://www.whitehouse.gov/briefing-room/speeches-

remarks/2024/04/04/remarks-by-president-biden-at-greek-independence-day-reception-2/.
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with Washington. In terms of the economy, the Greek administrations have adopted a neoliberal

approach that mirrors the economic policies of their American counterparts.>®
Conclusion: A Framework for Analyzing an Enduring Legacy, the Primacy of Realism

The alliance between the United States and Greece in the 21% century is a robust and enduring
relationship, shaped by various historical, cultural, and geopolitical factors. Examining this
partnership through the lenses of Realism, Liberalism, and Constructivism reveals the interplay

of multiple forces that have contributed to its enduring strength and resilience.

Shared democratic values and membership in organizations like NATO and the European Union
not only form a solid foundation for the U.S.-Greece relationship but also create a strong sense of
unity and common purpose. The historical significance of Greek democracy resonates strongly
within the American narrative, further strengthening this sense of shared identity. Moreover,
economic ties and cooperation within international institutions highlight the role of liberal

principles in fostering collaboration between the two nations.

However, the realist perspective gains prominence as the Eastern Mediterranean region becomes
increasingly strategically significant, especially considering the assertive actions of Russia and
Tiirkiye. The security dilemma, a cornerstone of Realism, compels both the United States and
Greece to reinforce their alliance in response to mutual threats. Greece’s strategic position and
increasing military capabilities make it an essential ally for the U.S. in projecting power and
safeguarding its interests in this volatile region. The upgrading of U.S. Army bases in Greece and
the escalation of joint military exercises are recent developments that emphasize the alliance’s

Realism and the U.S.’s strategic reliance on this partnership.

While shared values and institutional cooperation undeniably contribute to the partnership’s
durability, the alignment of security interests, shaped by regional power dynamics and
geopolitical concerns, ultimately steers the alliance’s strategic course. Thus, while

acknowledging the influence of liberal and constructivist elements, Realism, focusing on power

% Leonidas K. Cheliotis & Sappho Xenakis (2021), “What’s Left? Political Orientation, Economic Conditions and
Incarceration in Greece under Syriza-Led Government”, European Journal of Criminology, Vol. 18, no: 1, pp. 74-
100; Yiannis Mylonas (2020), “Crisis, Authoritarian Neoliberalism, and the Return of ‘New Democracy’ to Power in
Greece”, Stasis, Vol. 10, no: 2, pp. 181-208.
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politics and national interest, provides the most comprehensive framework for understanding the

key drivers of the U.S.-Greece partnership in the current era.

Future research is crucial to understand how the interplay between these theoretical frameworks
may shift as the regional security landscape evolves and new global challenges arise. Grasping
the interaction of these forces will be essential for accurately gauging the future path of the U.S.-
Greece alliance and its impact on regional and global stability. This analysis is indispensable in
the dynamic field of International Relations, mainly because the U.S.-Greece alliance is pivotal

in shaping the broader landscape of global stability.
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2009-2017 YILLARI ARASINDA ABD’NIN SURIYE KRIiZINE iNSANT MUDAHALE
BAGLAMINDA BAKISI: iNGiLiZ OKULU PERSPEKTIFi!

Serdar CUKUR?

Ozet: Bu ¢alismanm temel amaci, 2009-2017 yillar1 arasinda Ingiliz Okulu perspektifinden
insani miidahale baglaminda ABD’nin Suriye politikasini sorgulamaktir. Bu ¢alismanin temel
savina gore, 2011-2017 yillar1 arasinda, ABD, Suriye’de yasanan insani krize miidahale etmeye
calismistir. Bu c¢alismanin hazirlanmasinda ulusal ve uluslararasi literatiirdeki eserlerden
faydalanilmistir. Bu ¢alismada ulasilan bazi sonuglari su sekilde siralamak miimkiindiir.
Birincisi, insani miidahaleye dair bircok tanimin oldugu goriilmiistiir. Ayrica insani
miidahalenin yaklasik 300 yillik bir tarihi vardir. Ikincisi, Ingiliz Okulu ekolii, 1960’11 y1llardan
sonra ortaya ¢cikmig ve gelisme gostermistir. Bu siirecte Okul’un muhtevasinda birbirleriyle
baglantili devlet, uluslararasi toplum, giivenlik ve miidahale gibi terimlerin oldugu goriilmiistiir.
Sonuncusu, 2009-2017 yillar1 arasinda, ABD, Suriye krizine miidahale edilmesine yonelik bir
politika izlemistir. Tiim bunlarin yani sira, bu ¢alisma ii¢ boliim tlizerinden kurgulanmstir.
Birinci boliimde, insani miidahale hakkinda baz1 degerlendirmeler iizerinde durulacaktir. Tkinci
boliimde, Ingiliz Okulu hakkinda tarihinden temsilcilerine ve temel varsayimlarina, bazi temel
kavramlarindan insani miidahaleye bakisina kadar ¢esitli bilgilere yer verilecektir. Sonuncu
bélimde ise, ilk olarak, Suriye’nin kisa tarihi tizerinde durulacaktir. Ardindan ise, ABD-Suriye
iliskilerinin kisa tarihine ve 2009-2017 wyillar1 arasinda ABD’nin Suriye politikasina

deginilecektir.
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THE U.S. VIEW OF THE SYRIAN CRISIS IN THE CONTEXT OF
HUMANITARIAN INTERVENTION BETWEEN 2009-2017: ENGLISH SCHOOL
PERSPECTIVE

Abstract: The main purpose of this study is to question the United States (U.S.) policy towards
Syria between 2009-2017 in the context of humanitarian intervention from the perspective of
the English School. The main argument of this study is that the U.S. tried to intervene in the
humanitarian crisis in Syria between 2011-2017. In the preparation of this study, works in
national and international literature were utilized. Some of the conclusions reached in this study
can be listed as follows. Firstly, it has been observed that there are many definitions of
humanitarian intervention. In addition, humanitarian intervention has a history of
approximately 300 years. Secondly, the English School emerged and developed after the 1960s.
In this process, it has been observed that the content of the School includes interrelated terms
such as state, international community, security, and intervention. Lastly, between 2009 and
2017, the U.S. pursued an intervention policy in the Syrian crisis. In addition to all these, this
study is structured in three sections. In the first part, some evaluations of humanitarian
intervention will be emphasized. In the second part, various information about the English
School, from its history to its representatives and basic assumptions as well as some of its basic
concepts to its view on humanitarian intervention, will be given. In the last section, the short
history of Syria will be emphasized. Then, a brief history of U.S.-Syria relations and U.S. policy
towards Syria between 2009 and 2017 will be discussed.

Keywords: Humanitarian Intervention, English School, Syrian Crisis, United States.
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Giris

Bu ¢alisma, 2009-2017 yillar1 arasinda, Barack Obama’nin Amerika Birlesik Devletleri (ABD)
Baskanlig1 doneminde, Washington’in 2011-2017 déneminde Suriye’de yasanan insani krize
yonelik olarak nasil bir politika izledigi hususunu Ingiliz Okulu perspektifinden analiz etme
amaciyla yazilmistir. Bu baglamda, c¢alisma, dort temel savi ileri siirmektedir. Bunlardan
birincisi, tarihsel kokleri ¢ok derin olmamasma ragmen, insani miidahalenin ¢ok farkli
yorumlarinin oldugu goriilmiistiir. ikincisi, Ingiliz Okulu’nun ortaya ¢ikmasi ve gelismesi daha
¢ok son 60 yilda olmustur. Bu dénemde, Okul’un devlet, uluslararasi toplum, giivenlik ve
miidahale gibi birbirine yakm veya baglantili terimlerle alakali vurgularin ele alindig:
goriilmiistiir. Uglinclisii, 2011°den baslayarak Suriye’de yasanan insani felaket, bolgede derin
izler birakmistir. Sonuncusu ise, 1945’ten sonra ABD ile Suriye arasinda gelisen iligkiler genel
itibariyle 2011°e kadar sorunlu bir sekilde devam etmistir. 2011 sonrasinda da ABD’nin
Suriye’de yasanan insani fekatlerin sona erdirilmesi agisindan bdlgeye yaklasimi Ingiliz Okulu
binyesindeki Dayanigsmacilarmin goriislerine yakin bir goriissel ve eylemsel ¢izgide

gelismistir.

Bu calismada, 2009-2017 yillar1 arasinda ABD’nin Suriye krizine insani miidahale yaklasimi
temelinde nasil bir politika izledigi tartisilacaktir. Bu tartismanimn 6zlinde, ABD’nin Suriye ile
olan iliskilerinin ge¢misten giinlimiize kadar bazi faktorler temelinde sorunlu olmasi
yatmaktadir. Ote yandan, 2011 sonrasmnda ABD’nin ulusal ¢ikarlar1 baglaminda Suriye’de

yasanan insani krizi politik bir manevra alani olarak kulland1g1 goriilmiistiir.

TUm bunlar temelinde, ¢alisma, U¢ boliim lizerine insa edilmistir. Birinci bdlumde, insani
miidahale hakkinda baz1 degerlendirmeler iizerinde durulacaktir. Ikinci béliimde, Ingiliz Okulu
hakkinda tarihinden temsilcilerine ve temel varsayimlarina, bazi temel kavramlarindan insani
miidahaleye bakigina kadar gesitli bilgilere yer verilecektir. Sonuncu bdliimde ise, ilk olarak,
Suriye’nin kisa tarihi {lizerinde durulacaktir. Ardindan ise, ABD-Suriye iligkilerinin kisa

tarihine ve 2009-2017 yillar1 arasinda ABD’nin Suriye politikasina deginilecektir.
1. insani Miidahale Hakkinda Baz Bilgiler

Insani miidahale kavrammin tanimlanmasinda birgok tanimin yapildigi goriilmiistiir. Birincisi,
Naim Demirel’e gore, insani midahale, “bir iilkedeki agir insan haklar: ihlallerini ortadan
kaldirmak igin sivil halki korumak amaciyla, diger devlet ya da devletlerce ya da uluslararast

orgiitlerce kuvvet kullanilmasi ya da kuvvet kullanma tehdidi yapimas: suretiyle yapilan
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midahaledir’.® Digeri, G6khan Capar’a gore, “insani miidahale, insani nedenlerle, bir
diktatorii, devirmek, biiyiik ¢apta insan haklart ihlallerine son vermek veya dis topraklardaki
vatandaslarini korumak i¢cin askeri mudahale de dahil olmak tzere herhangi bir midahale
tiiriinii iceren bir anlam tasimaktadi”.* Uglincisi, insani midahale, “ciddi boyutlara ulasan
insani actlart durdurmak amaciyla bir ya da daha ¢ok dis devletin, baska bir devletin iciglerine
askeri miidahalede ya da tehdidinde bulunmasidir”.® Sonuncusu ise, Sercan Regber’e gore,
insani mudahale, “bir devlet, devietler grubu veya uluslararasi organizasyon tarafindan; kendi
uyruklugu disindaki kisilerin temel insan haklarina yonelik yogun, kapsamli, sistematik
ihlallerin ve kitlesel oliimlerin onlenmesi, durdurulmasi ve sonlandiriimasi amacuyla herhangi
bir devletten izin alinmaksizin bu tiir eylemlerden sorumlu devlet ya da devletlerce yonelik

silahl kuvvet kullaniimasidir.””®

Insani miidahalenin izah edilmesinde farkli tanimlamalar yapildig1 goriilmektedir. Bu
tanimlarin 6ziinde ise terimin muhtevasinda gizledigi tarihin etkisi oldugu belirtmek
mimkinddr. Avrupa’nin egemen devletleri, egemenligindeki bdlgelerde etkinliklerini
hissettirmek manasinda diplomasiyi bir ara¢ olarak kullanmislardir. Oyle ki, bu devletlerin
egemenlikleri disindaki bolgelerde dinsel azinligin korunmasi nazarinda diplomasi icerisinde
insani midahaleyi bir ara¢ olarak kullandiklar1 goriilmiistiir.” Bu agiklama, 1774 Kicik
Kaynarca Antlagsmasi’nin hiikiimleri, 1792 Yas Antlasmasi1, 1856°da Fransa ve Ingiltere gibi
devletlerin iki Sicilya Kralligi midahalesi, 1866°daki Girit miidahalesi ve 1877°deki
Bulgaristan miidahalesi gibi cesitli miidahale drnekleri tizerinden desteklenebilir.® Bu 6rnekler
Uzerinden, insani midahalenin, geleneksel olarak, devletler tarafindan bir teamiil seklinde

kullanildig1 goriilmiistiir.

Ancak bu durum, ABD ve Sovyetler Birligi gibi Ulkelerin de igerisinde bulundugu birgok
devletin 1945’te Birlesmis Milletler (BM) Antlasmasi’m1 imzalamalar: neticesinde sona
ermistir. BM Antlagmasi’nin maddeleri incelendiginde, devletlerin kuvvet kullanmasini
yasaklayan ifadelere yer verilmis olmasina ragmen, insani miidahale gibi tartigmalar Soguk

Savas doneminde de siirmlstir. Bu donemde, insani midahale 6zelindeki tartigmalarda

3 Naim Demirel (2013), “Uluslararas1 Hukukta insani Miidahale ve Hukuki Mesruiyet Sorunu”, FSM IImi
Arastirmalar Insan ve Toplum Bilimleri Dergisi, Sayr: 1, s. 153.

4 Gokhan Capar (2006), “NATO nun Kosova’ya Miidahalesinin Birlesmis Milletler Kurucu Andlasmasi
Acisindan Analizi”, Yiiksek Lisans Tezi, Uludag Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii, Bursa, Tiirkiye, s. 79.
® William A. Boettcher (2004), “Millitary Intervention Decisions Regarding Humanitarian Crises: Framing
Induced Rick Behavior”, Journal of Conflict Resolution, Cilt 48, Say: 3, s. 332.

6 Sercan Regber (2016), /nsancil Miidahale ve Koruma Sorumlulugu, Istanbul: On Iki Levha Yaymcilik, s. 67.
"A.g.e.,ss. 19-20.

8 Robert Klob (2003), “Note On Humanitarian Intervention”, International Rewieved The Red Cross, Cilt 85,
Say1: 849, ss. 122-123.
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Bernard Kouchner tarafindan dile getirilen “¢cagdas insani mudahale” yaklasimmna da
rastlanilmistir. Kouchner, 1967°de Nijerya’da Igbo azinhigina yapilan katliami yakmndan
gormiistir. Bu olay, Koucher’in Fransa’ya geri donmesi sonrasinda “miidahale hakki” igin
cesitli kampanyalar yapmasma temel olmustur. Olay, ayn1 zamanda, Michael Reisman ve
Myres S. McDougal tarafindan kaleme alinan “Humanitarian Intervention to Protect on the
Ibos” isimli eserin de ortaya ¢ikmasmi saglamistir. Bu eserle birlikte, Uluslararas1 Hukuk
Dernegi’nin hazirladig: raporda yer verilen kriterler tizerinden BM Guvenlik Konseyi’nin de
insani miidahaleye mesruiyet saglamasma ¢alisilmistir. Ancak dénemin siyasi zihniyetinin bu
duruma engel oldugu goriilmiistiir. Bu engellemeye ise, Sinir Tanimayan Doktorlar gibi ¢esitli
hiikiimet dis1 kuruluslarin insani miihale noktasinda girisimlerde bulunarak karsilik verdikleri
gbzlenmistir. Bu girisimin uluslararas1 alanda dile getirilmesi ise devlet nezdinde Fransa
tarafindan yapilmistir. Bu girisimi, Fransa, gerek 1987’de Paris’teki toplantida, gerek BM
Genel Kurulu’nun 8 Aralik 1988 tarihli (43/131) kararinda, gerekse de 1990 yilindaki BM
Genel Kurulu’nun (45/100) kararinda agikca dile getirmistir.°

Sonug olarak, insani midahale teriminin tarihi 18. yilizyila kadar uzanmaktadir. Bu tarih
etrafinda sekillenen ve ¢esitli agiklamalar tizerinden izah edilen bu terim biinyesinde 4 soruya
ve cevaba rastlanilmaktadir. Birincisi, “kime karsi miidahale yapilabilir” sorusudur. Bu soru,
bir devlete ya da o devleti ydneten yonetimlere kars1 seklinde cevaplandirilmistir. Ikincisi,
“miidahale yapiimasinin altinda yatan neden veya nedenler nelerdir” sorusudur. Bu soru ise
devleti yoneten grubun sivil halka soykirim ve etnik temizlik gibi baz1 eylemlerde bulunmasi
ve bu eylemleri 6nlemek seklinde cevaplandirilmistir. Uglinclisii, “miidahaleyi kim veya kimler
yapabilir’ sorusudur. Bu soru da, devlet, devletler ya da uluslararasi orgiitler bigiminde
cevaplandmrilmistir. Sonuncu olarak da, “miidahale icin kullanilan yontem nedir” sorusu

giindemdedir. Bu soru, “askeri gii¢ kulllanimi” seklinde cevaplandirilmastir.
2. ingiliz Okulu Hakkinda Baz Bilgiler ve insani Miidahale

Insani miidahale, giiniimiizde uluslararasi politikanmn en 6nemli tartisma konularindan birisi
olmustur. Oyle ki, Soguk Savas déneminde silahlanma yarislari, caydirma, silahsizlanma ve
giivenlik ikilemi etrafinda sekillenen i¢ savaslar, catisma problemi ve ¢atigma ¢ozimii gibi
temel vurgularn Onemli gelismeler arasinda yer almistir. Bu noktada, insani miidahale

Uluslararas: Iliskiler disiplininde yeni bir arastirma alani olmustur.’® Bu temelde, insani

® Fuisun Turkmen (2006), insan Haklarimin Yeni Boyutu: Insancil Miidahale, istanbul: Okumus Adam Yayinlari,
ss. 31-35.

19 Mona Fixdal & Dan Smith (1998), “Humanitarian Intervention and Just War”, Mershom International Studies
Review, Cilt 2, Sayi: 42, ss. 283-284.
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miidahalenin Uluslararas: Iliskiler teorileri icerisinde kendisine yer bulmasi hi¢ de sasirtici
degildir.

Uluslararas: liskiler teorisi agisindan bakildig1 vakit, liberal diisiincenin insani miidahaleye
iliskin gortsleri Kant’in “Liberal Uluslararasicilik” anlayisina dayanmaktadir. Bu anlayisa
gore, devletler, liberal olanlar ve liberal olmayan seklinde ikiye ayirilir. Bu ayrim igerisinde
liberal olanlar demokrasiye daha yatkindir. Kant’in ifadesinde, liberal olanlarin liberal
olmayanlarn tehditlerine karsi is birligine gittikleri gibi, bireysel 6zgiirliik, miilkiyet hakkinin
korunmast ve ezilen halklarin korunmasi manasinda kuvvet kullanarak miidahalede
bulunabilecekleri ifade edilmektedir. Bundan bagka, liberal diisiincenin insani miidahale
konusunda yapmis oldugu caligmalarin basinda Fernando R. Teson gelmektedir. Teson, gerekli
durumlarda (ahlaki durumlarda) insani miidahalenin dogru oldugu goriisiine sahiptir. Bu
perspektif ise, bireylerin, dogal haklar1 nazarinda, sahibi olduklar1 haklariin ve 6zgiirliiklerinin
devlet tarafindan miidafaasma dayanmaktadir. Bu noktada, liberal goriis savunucularinin,
devlet zorbaliginin yasandig1 durumlarda bireylerin yasamis oldugu bu haksizlig1 sonlandirmak
adma dis kaynakli miidahalelerin mesru oldugunu ileri stirdikleri goriilmiistiir.!? Baska bir
degisle, liberal diizlemde insani miidahale diisiincesinde dis aktorlerin yapmis olduklar1
soykirim ve Kkitlesel tiirde vahsetleri sonlandirmak adina miidahale hakkinmn var oldugu
temelinde goriis beyan edenlere gore, egemen devletler vatandaslarin haklarmi korumakla
mukelleftirler. Ancak devletler bu gorevi yerine getirmedikleri veya c¢esitli nedenlerle
getiremedikleri takdirde, sahibi olduklari miidahale etmeme veya igislerine karismama

haklarmni da vyitirirler.*2

Insani miidahale yanlis1 goriisler liberaller icerisinde yayilirken, bu miidahaleye iliskin olumsuz
goriis beyan edenler ise genelde realistlerin etrafinda toplanmistir.'® Uluslararas: siyaseti glic
miicadelesinin yasandigi bir alan oldugunu belirten realistlere gore, anarsik olarak tarif edilen
uluslararasi alandaki tek gerceklik “savas™tir. Bu gerceklik temelinde, devletler, her durumda
ulusal ¢ikarlarini maksimize etmeyi diisiiniirler. Bu goriis temelinde realist goriisii savunanlarin
insani miidahaleye karsi olmalarinin altinda yatan temel neden ise, bu tarz bir midahalenin
devletlerin igislerine ve bagimsizliklarma miidahale girisimi olarak algilanmasidir.** Ayrica,

realist goriisii savunanlara gore, insani miidahale zayif devletlere karsi gicli devletlerin

11 Figsun Tirkmen (2006), Insan Haklarimin Yeni Boyutu: Insancil Miidahale, ss. 36-37.

12 Alex J. Bellamy (2017), “Insani Miidahale”, icinde (editor: Alan Collins) Cagdas Giivenlik Calismalart,
Geviren: Nasuh Uslu, Istanbul: Uluslararas liskiler Kiitiiphanesi, s. 293.

B Age.,s. 296.

14 Sinem Arslan (2016), “Bir Egemenlik Sorunu Olarak Insani Miidahaleler”, Yiiksek Lisans Tezi, inonii
Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiist, Malatya, Tiirkiye, ss. 27-28.
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kullandiklar1 bir silahtir ve Ozinde biylk devletlerin emperyal temellere dayali gergek
niyetlerinin saklanmasmi saglayan bir maskedir. Bunlardan bagka, realistlere gore, hayati
sebepler olmadig1 miiddetce devletler hem askerlerinin yagamlarmi tehlikeye atmaya, hem de
ekonomik tehlikeleri gbéze alamayacaklarindan dolayr insani miidahaleyi goze
alamayacaklardir. Ancak realistler, devletler tarafindan insani miidahale yapilsa bile, bu konuda

titiz davranilmasi gerektigini savunurlar.®

Calismanin bu bélumiinde Ingiliz Okulu’na yer verilecektir. Bdyle bir tercihin yapilmasimin
altinda yatan nedenleri iki sekilde agiklayabiliriz. Birincisi, Ingiliz Okulu’nda temel olarak
birey ve devlet haklarma ve giincel tartismalara rastlanilmaktadir.’® Tkincisi, Ingiliz Okulu,
Klasik Realizm ve Klasik Idealizm teorilerinin tam ortasinda yer almaktadir.}” Calismanin
teorik boyutunda yer verilecek olan Ingiliz Okulu ile alakali olarak dnce Ingiliz Okulu’nun
gelisim siirecini ortaya koyan felsefi altyapisina, temsilcilerinin goriisleri ile yapmis olduklari
caligmalar ekseninde olusan temel varsaymmlarina, Okul’un vurgulamaya caligtig1 kavramlara

ve insani miidahale iliskin goriislerine yer verilmeye ¢aligilacaktir.
2.1. Ingiliz Okulu’nun Kisa Tarihi

Ingiliz Okulu, 1959°da, Uluslararasi iliskiler disiplininin temel sorunlarmi teorik ve tarihsel
diizlemde tartismak amaciyla bir grup Ingiliz akademisyen tarafindan temelleri atilarak
olusturulmustur.*® Ikinci Diinya Savasi’ndan sonra Ingiliz ve Amerikali akademisyenler
arasinda goriis ayriligr yasanmustir. 1950’lerde ve 1960°larda hem Amerikan Siyaset
Bilimi’nde, hem de Uluslararas1 Iliskiler alaninda gelisen davranissalci hareket, zamanla
gelenekselci bir anlayisa sahip olan Ingiliz akademisyenler tarafindan da benimsenmistir.
Bunun yaninda, Amerikan ve Ingiliz gelenekselci akademisyenler tarafindan uluslararasi
politika ve diplomasi alanlarinda yiiriitiilen caligmalarda, 1930’larda Amerikan sosyal
bilimlerinde ortaya ¢ikan davranigsalci hareketin sorgulanmaya baslandig1 goriilmiistiir. Bu
sorgulama neticesinde, ingiliz Okulu’na iligkin arastirmanin baslangic noktasmnmn aslinda
Amerika Birlesik Devletleri (ABD) oldugu goriilmiistiir. Bu noktada ise ortaya Amerikan
Komitesi ¢ikmaktadir. Kurumsal manada bakildiginda, bu Komite, New York’ta Kolombiya
Universitesi’nde yer almaktadir ve 1945°te Rockfeller kurulusunun sponsorlugunda, Dean

Rusk ve Kenneth Thompson’in katkilar1 bu Komite’nin kurulusunda etkili olmustur. Bu

15 Fiisun Tirkmen (2006), Insan Haklarimn Yeni Boyutu: Insancil Miidahale, s. 38.

16 Sinem Arslan (2016), “Bir Egemenlik Sorunu Olarak Insani Miidahaleler”, s. 36.

17 F. Ash Ergiil Jorgensen (2014), “Ingiliz Okulu”, iginde (editérler: Saban Kardas & Ali Balc1) Uluslararast
ili;kilere Giris: Tarih, Teori, Kavram ve Konular, Istanbul: Kiire Yayinlari, s. 131.

8 Age.,s. 125
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Komite’nin igerisinde Hans Morgenthau, Reinhold Neibuhr ve Kenneth Waltz gibi birgok
onemli kisi bulunurken, Komite’nin odak noktasi olan Uluslararasi iliskiler calismalar1 ve dis
politika olusturulmasi diizleminde kavrama, agiklama ve rehberlik etme yer almaktadir. Ancak
bu Komite’nin varligi uzun stirmemistir. 1954°te, K. Thompson, bu tarz bir grup kurmak adina
harekete gegerek arkadasi ve meslektasi olan Herbert Butterfield’in yanina gitmis, akabinde ise,
diplomasi tarihgisi olan Desmond Williams’a bagvurmustur. 1958’de ise bu isimler Martin
Wight’m yanina gitmis ve merkezi Cambridge Universitesi’nde olmak Uzere Britanya
Uluslararasi Politika Kurami Komitesi’ni olusturmak i¢in Wight’1 davet etmislerdir. Komitenin
diger tyeleri de William Armstrong, Michael Howard, Donald Mackinnon ve Avusturalyali
Hedley Bull’dur.*®

Martin Wight’in 1950’lerde yapmis oldugu ¢alismalar kurama kaynaklik etmesine ragmen,
Ingiliz Okulu’nun belli bash bir kuram haline gelmesi Herbert Butterfield, Adam Watson ve
Hedley Bull gibi kisilerin biiyiik katkilariyla olmustur. Bu kisiler, sirasiyla, Britanya
Uluslararas1 Politika Kurami1 Komitesi’ne de Baskanlik yapmislardir.?’ 1980’lerde ise, Robert
Jackson, John Vincent, Tim Dunne ve Nicholas Wheeler ve 1990’larda da Barry Buzan ve
Richard Little gibi arastirmacilar Okul’a dahil olmustur. Bu sayede, Okul, yeniden popller hale
gelmistir. Ancak, Ingiliz Okulu soylemi, 1981 yilinda Roy E. Jones tarafindan kaleme alinan
“The English School of International Relations: A Case for Closure” adli makalesinde
kullanilmis olmasina ragmen?!, yine ayni makalede Okul’un kapandig1 da iddia edilmistir.
1974’te, John Vincent, miidahale etmeme prensibi iizerinde caligma yaparken, 1986 yilinda ise
uluslararas1 toplumda adalet ve insan haklar1 iizerine durmustur. 1988 yilinda S. Grader’in
yayinlamis oldugu ¢alismasinda ilging olan ise, bdyle bir Okul’un hi¢ olmadigina deginmesi
olmustur. Hedley Bull diizen ve adalet iizerinde, Martin Wight Uluslararasi Iliskiler alanindaki
“Uc¢ Gelenek” ekseninde ve Adam Watson da uluslararasi sistemin tarihsel evrimi gibi

konusunda calismalarm siirdiirmiislerdir.?

Soguk Savas’n sona ermesi sonrasinda Ingiliz Okulu’nun temsilci sayisinda artis yasanmustir.?
Genel olarak Okul’daki kisilerin ¢calismig olduklar1 konular1 su sekilde siralamak miimkiindjir:

Devlet sistemleri, sistem ve anarsi iliskisi, uluslararasi toplumda diizen ile adalet ikilemi, insan

19 R, Paul Viotti & V. Mark Kauppi (2016), Uluslararas: Iliskiler Teorisi, Ceviren: Metin Aksoy, Ankara:
Nobel Akademik Yayinlari, ss. 243-245.

20 Chris Brown (1997), Understanding International Relations, UK: Macmillan, s. 52.

21 Tayyar Ari (2014), Postmodern Uluslararas: Iliskiler Teorileri-2: Uluslararast lliskilerde Elestirel
Yaklasimlar, Bursa: Dora Yaymncilik, ss. 126-127.

22 Tayyar Ari (2013), Uluslararasi Iliskiler Teorileri: Catisma, Hegemonya, Isbirligi, Bursa: MKM Yayincilik,
ss. 512-513.

B Age., s 513.
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haklar1 ve insani miidahale.?* Ozellikle Tim Dunne’m 1998°den itibaren farklihk yaratma adina
Ingiliz Okulu’nun son 20 yilina etki ettigi goriilmiistiir. Ayrica son dénemlerde Ingiliz Okulu
diisiiniirlerinin basta uluslararas1 toplum gibi kavramlar1 caligmalarinda kullandiklar1
goriilmiistiir. Bunlara ek olarak, onlarm salt Uluslararas: Iligkiler temelli bilimsellikten ziyade
Tarih, Hukuk ve Diplomasi Tarihi’ne iliskin farkli yontemleri tercih etmeye basladiklar1 da

goriilmiistiir.2

1950’lerde temelleri atilan Ingiliz Okulu’nun temsilcilerini dort ana akademik grup tzerinden
incelemek mumkinddr. Birinci grup, Martin Wight, Hedley Bull, Adam Watson, Alan James
ve John Vincent’m iginde bulundugu gruptur. Ikinci grup, kuram igi tartismalara dogrudan
dogruya katki saglamis olan kisilerden olusan grup olup, igerisinde Andrew Hurell, Tim Dunne,
Nicholas Wheeler, David Long, Peter Wilson, Hidemi Suganami gibi Ingiltere’de doktora
egitimi almis olan akademisyenler bulunmaktadir. Uciincii grupta ise, arastirdiklar1 ve
tartistiklart konular baglaminda teoriye katki saglamalarina ragmen, genelde bagimsiz olarak
hareket eden kisiler yer almistir. Bu grupta Andrew Linklater, lan Clark ve Robert Jackson gibi
onemli isimler yer almaktadir. Dérdiincii ve son grupta ise, Ingiliz Okulu’nu tekrar bir araya
getirmek veya “Yeni Ingiliz Okulu” gibi soylemlerle son yillarda galismalar yapmus kisiler yer
almaktadir ve bu grubun igerisinde Barry Buzan ve Richard Little gibi 6nemli isimler

bulunmaktadir.?
2.2. Ingiliz Okulu’nun Temsilcileri ve Temel Varsayimlan

Ingiliz Okulu’nun baslica arastirma alani igerisinde uluslararasi toplumun dogasini, tarihini,
gelisimini ve isleyisini agiga ¢ikarmak yer almaktadir.?” Bu perspektiften bakildiginda, bu
alanlarin Ingiliz Okulu’nun uluslararas iliskilere olan bakismm sekillenmesinde ve diisiinsel

temelde cesitlilige katki sagladig1 goriilmektedir.?®

Ingiliz Okulu’nun en Onemli temsilcilerinden birincisi Martin Wight’tir. Wight’a gore,
uluslararasi siyasette devlet temel aktordir ve uluslararas: sistemin dogasi anarsiktir.® Wight,
1950’lerin sonlarinda Herbert Butterfield ile birlikte, British Committee on the Theory of

International Politics’in kurulmasina dnciilikk etmistir. Wight’in, “Why is there no international

24 Barry Buzan (1993), “From International System to International Society: Structural Realism and Regime
Theory Meet the English School”, International Organization, Cilt 47, Say: 3, ss. 327-352.

% Alex J. Bellamy (2017), “Insani Miidahale”, s. 76.

% F. Aslh Ergiil Jorgensen (2014), “Ingiliz Okulu”, ss. 125-126.

27 R. Paul Viotti & V. Mark Kauppi, Uluslararas: Iliskiler Teorisi, s. 239.

28 Tayyar Ari (2014), Postmodern Uluslararas: Iliskiler Teorileri-2: Uluslararast lliskilerde Elestirel
Yaklagimlar, s. 129.

29 Balkan Devlen & Ozgiir Ozdamar (2010), “Uluslararas iliskilerde Ingiliz Okulu Kurami: Kokenleri,
Kavramlar1 ve Tartismalar1”, Uluslararast Iligkiler Dergisi, Cilt 25, Say1: 7, ss. 48-49.
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theory?” adli 6nemli bir makalesi bulunmaktadir. Wight, bu makalede, “Uluslararas: toplum
nedir” sorusunu®® dort madde uizerinden cevaplamustir.3* Ayrica, Wight tarafindan bagimsiz bir
Uluslararas: Iliskiler kurammin olmadigi, Gergekgilik (Realism), Ussalcilik (Rationalism) ve
Devrimcilik (Revolutionism) seklinde siralanan diisiince gelenegi iizerinden yapilmistir.®? Ote
yandan, Wight, calismalarinda ¢esitli vurgulara deginmistir. Bunlar; uluslararasi toplumunun
niteligi, devamliligin1 saglama kosullari, uluslararasi toplum ile devletlerarasi is birligi vb.
olarak siralanabilir.®® Ayrica, Wight’in Systems of States ve International Theory adh
eserlerinde, uluslararasi toplumun smirlarmin ne oldugunu sorusuna cevap aradigi

goriilmiistir.3*

Tiim bunlarin yani sira, Wight tarafindan yazilan Power Politics adli eserde, uluslar ailesi,
devletler sistemi, uluslararasi topluluk ve uluslararasi toplum seklinde siralanan bazi diizen
tipolojilerinden bahsedilmistir.3® Ek olarak, Wight’m {ic R’ler geleneklerinden Gergekgilik
(Realism) Hobbesgu varsayimlara dayanmakta, Devrimcilik (revolutionism) Immanuel Kant’a
kadar uzanmakta ve Ussalcilik (Rationalism) da Locke ve Hume’un metafiziginden

beslenmektedir.3®

Ingiliz Okulu’nun 6nemli temsilcilerinden bir digeri de Hedley Bull’dur.®” Bull, 1958°de yeni
kurulan British Committee on the Theory of International Politics’e iiye olmustur.®® Bull’un en
cok bilinen eseri The Anarchical Society (1977)*° adli kitabidir. Eserde, Bull, gesitli konular
Uzerinde durmustur: diizen, uluslararasi sistem, uluslararasi toplum, gii¢ dengesi, uluslararasi

hukuk, diplomasi, savas ve blyik gucler vb.*® Ayrica, Bull, uluslararas: iliskilerde diizen

30 Martin Griffiths & Steven C. Roach & M. Scott Salamon (2011), Uluslararas: Iliskilerde Temel Diigiiniirler ve
Teoriler, Ceviren: CESRAN, Ankara: Nobel Akademik Yayinlari, ss. 240-241.

31 Balkan Devlen & Ozgiir Ozdamar (2010), “Uluslararas iliskilerde Ingiliz Okulu Kurami: Kokenleri,
Kavramlar1 ve Tartismalar1”, s. 52.

32 Martin Griffiths & Steven C. Roach & M. Scott Salamon (2011), Uluslararas: Iliskilerde Temel Diigiiniirler ve
Teoriler, s. 242.

3 Tayyar Ari (2014), Postmodern Uluslararast Iliskiler Teorileri-2: Uluslararas Iliskilerde Elestirel
Yaklagimlar, ss. 131-132.

3 Balkan Devlen & Ozgiir Ozdamar (2010), “Uluslararas iliskilerde Ingiliz Okulu Kurami: Kokenleri,
Kavramlar1 ve Tartismalar1”, ss. 52-53.

% Tayyar Ari (2014), Postmodern Uluslararast Iliskiler Teorileri-2: Uluslararas Iliskilerde Elestirel
Yaklasimlar, s. 137.

3 Martin Griffiths & Steven C. Roach & M. Scott Salamon (2011), Uluslararasi Iliskilerde Temel Diisiiniirler ve
Teoriler, ss. 242-243.

37 Tayyar Ari (2014), Postmodern Uluslararasi Iliskiler Teorileri-2: Uluslararas Iliskilerde Elestirel
Yaklagimlar, s. 131.

38 Martin Griffiths & Steven C. Roach & M. Scott Salamon (2011), Uluslararasi Iliskilerde Temel Diisiiniirler ve
Teoriler, ss. 214-215.

¥ Age.,s. 213.

40 Tayyar Ar1 (2014), Postmodern Uluslararast Iliskiler Teorileri-2: Uluslararast lliskilerde Elestirel
Yaklagimlar, s. 132.
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kavramina vermis oldugu 6nemi ¢alismalarinda “Duzen nedir? Diizen iizerinde ¢alismak igin
en uygun teorik araclar nelerdir? Zaman ve mekdn icinde nasil degisiklik gosterir?
Uluslararasi diizen, béyle bir olasilik varsa, adaletin yayginlastirilmasiyla nasil
uzlagtirilabilir?” gibi sorular tizerinden ifade etmeye calismistir. Diizen kavramimi sosyal
amaglar1 gerceklestirmeye yonelik bir eylem bigimi olarak tanimlayan Bull, bu amaglarin
gerceklestilmesinde ise egemen devletlerin ve uluslararast toplumun Onemine vurgu
yapmstir.*t  Ayrica, Bull, devletlerin uluslararasi toplumu olusturdugunu ve devletin
gorevlerinden birisi olan barigi saglamak gibi bir amacin uluslararasi toplumda sistemi ve

toplumu korumakla ayn1 anlama geldigini ifade etmistir.*?

Bull tarafindan devletin uluslararasi politikanmn temel aktorii oldugu, devletlerin uluslararasi
sistemde karsilikli iligki icerisinde yer alarak kararlariyla birbirlerini etkiledigi ve bu baglamda
uluslararasi sistemin bir 6l¢lide bir biitiiniin parcalar1 gibi hareket edilen bir olgu oldugu izah
edilmistir.*> Bunun yaninda, Bull, uluslararasi toplum ile uluslararasi sistem arasmnda
uluslararas1 toplumda ortak cikarlar, ortak kurallar ve kurumlarin var oldugunu, uluslararasi
sisteminde ise devletler arasmda oydasma temelinde bir ayrimin oldugunu ifade etmistir.** EK
olarak, Bull’un diizen-adalet ikileminde adalet kavramina iligskin olarak; uluslararasi (devletler
aras1) adalet, insani (birey) adalet ve diinya (kozmopolitan) adaleti olmak Uzere (¢ tirden

bahsedilmektedir.*®

ingiliz Okulu’nun &nemli temsilcilerinden iigiinciisii, Tim Dunne’dir.*® Tim Dunne, calis-
malari ile Ingiliz Okulu’nun tekrar canlanmasma katk1 saglamistir. Dunne’ nun en 6nemli eseri
Inventing International Society (1998) isimli ¢alismasidir. Eserde, Dunne, Ingiliz Okulu’nun
tarihine dair arastirmalara, okulun nereden nereye geldigine ve nereye gitmesi gerektigine dair

goriislerine yer vermektedir.*’

41 Martin Griffiths & Steven C. Roach & M. Scott Salamon (2011), Uluslararas: Iliskilerde Temel Diisiiniirler ve
Teoriler, s. 213.

42 Adam Watson (1987), “Hedley Bull, State Systems and International Studies”, Review of International
Studies, Cilt 13, Sayi: 2, ss. 147-153.

43 Balkan Devlen & Ozgiir Ozdamar (2010), “Uluslararas iliskilerde Ingiliz Okulu Kurami: Kokenleri,
Kavramlar1 ve Tartismalar1”, ss. 48-49.

4 Martin Griffiths & Steven C. Roach & M. Scott Salamon (2011), Uluslararasi Iliskilerde Temel Diisiiniirler ve
Teoriler, s. 213.

45 Hedley Bull (1971), “Order vs. Justice in International Society”, Political Studies, Cilt 19, Say1: 3, ss. 269-
283.

% Tayyar Ar1 (2014), Postmodern Uluslararas: Iliskiler Teorileri-2: Uluslararast lliskilerde Elestirel
Yaklagimlar, s. 126.

47 Martin Griffiths & Steven C. Roach & M. Scott Salamon (2011), Uluslararasi Iliskilerde Temel Diisiiniirler ve
Teoriler, ss. 226-228.
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Daérdunct 6nemli isim John Vincent’tir.*® John Vincent’in Nonintervention and International
Order adli eseri, miidahale etmeme argiimani Uzerine yazilan kayda deger eserler arasinda
gosterilir. Vincent tarafindan insani miidahale konusuna deginilmeyen bu eserde, midahalenin
0zii cebir kullanmak suretiyle devletin davranigini ve hiikkiimeti degistirmek olarak ifade
edilirken, miidahale etmeme prensibi dogrultusunda uluslararasi sistemde bir devletin veya
iilkenin igislerine karigmanin kesin olarak yasaklandigi ifade edilmektedir. Vincent’in
miidahale etmeme ilkesi hakkinda goriislerini ortaya koyarken Richard Cobben, John S. Mill,
I. Kant ve J. Mazzini gibi isimlerden 6rnekler sundugu goriilmiistiir. John Vincent’in Human
Rights and International Relations isimli diger eserinde ise, insan haklarmin fikri, icerigi ve
kiiltiirler arasindaki faaliyetler noktasinda temel ¢eliskileri, uluslararas: diplomasinin birinci,
ikinci ve Uglncu diinyalar arasindaki iliskilerinin nasil olduguna ve uygulamalara
deginilmistir.** Bunun yaninda, Hedley Bull, Benedict Kingsbury ve Adam Roberts
editorliigiindeki Hugo Grotius and International Relations isimli eserde, John Vincent,
“Grotius, Human Rights and Intervention” adli kismi kaleme almistir. Vincent tarafindan bu
kisim ele alinirken, amag ise dlinya sSiyasetinde insan haklari ve miidahalenin biiyiik ¢agdas
meselelerine odaklanmak seklinde izah edilmistir. Vincent tarafindan olusturulan bu kismin
dort asama tizerinden kaleme alindigi1 goriilmiistiir. Birinci asamada, Vincent, insan haklari,
devlet egemenligi ve uluslararas1 hukuk vurgusu temelinde Grotius’un goriiglerine vermistir.
Ikinci asamada, Vincent’in insani miidahale temelinde Grotius’un goriislerine yer verdigi
gdzlenmistir. Ugiincii asamada ise, Vincent, insani miidahalenin artik mesru olup olmadigma
iligkin bir sorgulama temelinde insani miidahalenin uluslararasi toplum nezdinde mesruiyetine
iligkin degerlendirmelerde bulunmustur. Vincent tarafindan bu degerlendirmeler ortaya
konulurken, bireyin uluslararasi toplum igerisindeki statiisiine, insan haklar1 ve yurt i¢i yargi
yetkisi arasinda yasanan karsilastirmaya ve devletlerin insani miidahaleyi nasil uyguladiklarma
deginildigi goriilmiistiir. Dordiincli asamada ise, Vincent tarafindan insan haklar1 ve insani

miidahaleye iliskin ¢agdas tartismalarda Grotius’a dair vurgulara yer verildigi goriilmiistiir.>

Ingiliz Okulu’nun en onemli temsilcilerinden besinci ve sonuncusu ise Barry Buzan’dir.!

Buzan, The English School of International Relations adli eserde, ingiliz Okulu’nun kisa

%8 Tayyar Ar1 (2014), Postmodern Uluslararasi Iliskiler Teorileri-2: Uluslararas Iliskilerde Elestirel
Yaklasimlar, s. 126.

49 Martin Griffiths & Steven C. Roach & M. Scott Salamon (2011), Uluslararasi Iliskilerde Temel Diisiiniirler ve
Teoriler, ss. 235-237.

%0 Hedley Bull & Benedict Kingsbury & Adam Roberts (2015), Hugo Grotious ve Uluslararasi Iliskiler,
Ceviren: Burg Besgiil, Istanbul: Role Akademik Yayincilik, ss. 241-256.

5 Tayyar Ari (2014), Postmodern Uluslararast Iliskiler Teorileri-2: Uluslararast lliskilerde Elestirel
Yaklagimlar, s. 126.
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tarihine, kilit kavramlarina, teorilerine, yontemlerine ve uluslararasi topluma bakisina dair
aciklamalara yer vermistir.>?> Buzan’m People, States & Fear isimli diger bir eserinde de bu
baglamda cesitli kavramlar iizerinden agiklamalara yer verilmistir: guvenlik, gug, gtvensizlik,

devlet ve uluslararasi sistem vb.%3

Ingiliz Okulu temsilcilerinin yapmis olduklar1 calismalar neticesinde, asagida ifade edilen

varsayimlarin ortaya ¢iktig1 goriilmiistiir:

1) Uluslararasi iligkilerde, iki ya da daha fazla devletin aralarinda iliski oldugu
ve bu devletlerin birbirinin kararlarina yeterince etki edebildikleri siirece bir
devlet sistemi vardir.>*

2) Uluslararas: iligkilerin birincil oyuncular1 egemen devletlerdir.>®

3) Uluslararasi sistem anarsiktir. Anarsi, ortak hiikiimet olmamasi anlamina
gelir.%

4) Devletlerin, ortak kurumlarin ve degerlerin etrafinda asgari miisterekte
bulustugu ama egemenliklerini korudugu uluslararas1 siyaset diizenine
uluslararasi toplum denir.>’

5) Uluslararas: sistemde devletler, ortak ¢ikarlar1 ve degerleri gercevesinde
kendilerini siirladigini diistindiikleri iliskileri diizenleyen ortak kurallar ve
birlikte yiiriitiilen kurumlarin olusturdugu bir “uluslararas: toplum” iginde
var olurlar.®®

6) Uluslararasi siyaset hem anarsi, hem de diizen ortamidir.*®

7) Uluslararasi iliskilerde sadece gii¢, rekabet ve ¢atisma degil, hukuk, ahlak
ve adalet gibi kavramlara da yer vardir.®

8) Disiplinin zenginligi gelenekler arasindaki diyaloglardan gelir.%!

52 Barry Buzan (2015), Uluslararas: Iliskilerde Ingiliz Okulu: Toplumsal Yaklasim, Ceviren: Haluk Ozdemir,
Istanbul: Réle Akademik Yayincilik.

53 Barry Buzan (2015), Insanlar, Devletler & Korku, Ceviren: Emre Citak, Istanbul: Role Akademik Yayincilik.
5 Balkan Devlen & Ozgir Ozdamar (2010), “Uluslararasi iliskilerde Ingiliz Okulu Kurami: Kékenleri,
Kavramlar1 ve Tartismalar1”, s. 48.

S Age.,s. 48.

% A.g.e.,s. 48.

ST F. Asl Ergiil Jorgensen (2014), “Ingiliz Okulu”, s. 124.

58 Balkan Devlen & Ozgiir Ozdamar (2010), “Uluslararast iliskilerde Ingiliz Okulu Kurami: Kokenleri,
Kavramlar1 ve Tartismalar1”, s. 48.

9 F. Asl Ergiil Jorgensen (2014), “Ingiliz Okulu”, s. 124.

0 Age.,s. 124,

1 Age.,s. 124,
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9) Uluslararasi iligkiler akil, tarih ve ahlak siizgeci ile anlasabilecek “begeri”

bir bilimdir.52
2.3. Ingiliz Okulu’nun Bazi Temel Kavramlar
2.3.1. Devlet

Tartismali bir kavram olan devletin sabit bir tanimi bulunmamaktadir.®® Devlet kavrammmn
tizerinde farkli tanimlar yapilmasina ragmen, genel olarak, devlet, “belirli bir Glke Gzerine
zorlayict yetkiye sahip bir iistiin iktidar tarafindan yénetilen bir insan toplulugunun meydana

getirdigi siyasal kurulus” seklinde tanimlanir.

Devlet kavram, Ingiliz Okulu nun igerisinde yer alan tartigmalarin merkezinde bulunmaktadir.
Devletlerin temel aktdr ve uluslararasi sistemin dogasinim anarsik®® oldugunu ifade eden Martin
Wight’a gore, devlet, bir bitin olarak milletini temsil eder. Adam Watson ise, devletlerin
bagimsiz yapilar olduguna vurgu yaparak, iceride ve disarida karar alma noktasinda biiyiik

kudret sahibi politik yapilar oldugunu soylemektedir.%®

Diizen kavramin1 sosyal amaglar1 ger¢eklestirmeye yonelik bir eylem bi¢imi olarak tanimlayan
Bull, sosyal amaclarin ger¢geklesmesi noktasinda egemen devletlerin ve uluslararasi toplumun
oneminin altmi1 ¢izmektedir.” Ayrica ona gore, devletler, uluslararasi politikanmn temel
aktorleridir. Bull, devletlerin olusturmus oldugu devletler sistemini birbiriyle iliski igerisinde
olan, kararlarin birbirini etkiledigini ve bir 6l¢iide bir biitiinlin pargalar1 gibi hareket edildigi bir

olgu olarak izah etmistir.®®

Wight’in ortaya koydugu {i¢ R’ler igerisinde yer alan geleneklerden birisi olan Gergekeiligin
(Realism) daha ¢ok Hobbescu varsayimlar ekseninde gelisim gosterdigi goriilmektedir. Wight,
bu arada dogal durum anlayisina deginir. Bunun yaninda, Wight, uluslararasi1 toplumun bir
celiski oldugunu niteleyerek, uluslararasi politikay sifir toplamli bir giic miicadelesi olarak

betimlemistir. Ayrica, Wight, devletlerin en iist siyasi otorite oldugunu belirtmekle birlikte,

82 Age.,s. 124,

83 David A. Lake (2008), “The State and International Relations”, i¢inde (editérler: Duncan Snidal & Christian
Reus-Smi) The Oxford Handbook of International Relations, Oxford University Press, s. 44.

84 Munci Kapani (2007), Politika Bilimine Giris, Ankara: Bilgi Yayinevi, ss. 37-38.

6 Balkan Devlen & Ozgiir Ozdamar (2010), “Uluslararasi iliskilerde Ingiliz Okulu Kurami: Kékenleri,
Kavramlar1 ve Tartismalar1”, ss. 48-49.

8 Martin Wight (1977), Systems of States, Leicester: Leicester University, s. 192; Adam Watson (1992), The
Evolution of International Society, London: Routledge, s. 14.

67 Martin Griffiths & Steven C. Roach & M. Scott Salamon (2011), Uluslararasi Iliskilerde Temel Diisiiniirler ve
Teoriler, s. 213.

6 Balkan Devlen & Ozgiir Ozdamar (2010), “Uluslararast iliskilerde Ingiliz Okulu Kurami: Kokenleri,
Kavramlar1 ve Tartismalar1”, ss. 48-49.
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uluslararasi politikada gii¢ eksenli siddetin varliginin hayatta kalma ve gereklilik manasinda

hayati nitelik arz ettigini belirtmektedir.®

Barry Buzan, Insanlar, Devletler & Korku isimli eserinde, devleti, uluslararas1 sistemin en
giiclii birimi olarak tanimlamaktadir. Ona gore, bu birim, politik siirecte gii¢ kullanma araglar1
iizerinde egemen bir yetkiye sahiptir. Bunun yaninda, Buzan tarafindan Migdal’in ideal tip
olarak devlet tanimma yer verilmistir: “Tiim insanlar igin baglayici kurallar koyma ve
uygulama, belirli toprak parcasindaki diger toplumsal orgutlenmeler icin kural koyma
parametrelerini belirleme yetenegine ya da yetisine sahip, gerektiginde istedigini yapmak icin
gii¢ kullanabilen devlet liderligi (yiiriitme organi) tarafindan onderlik ve koordine eden ¢ok
sayida aktérden olusan orgiittiir.”® Ayrica, Bull tarafindan, devlet, lke, hiikiimet ve toplumun
baglant1 noktasi olarak tanimlanilmistir. Bunun yaninda, ona gére egemenligin bu tcliiyl bir

arada tutmak gibi bir gorevi vardir.”

Barry Buzan’in egemenlik kavramini igislerine karigmama ile birlikte inceledigi gozlenmistir.
Buzan’a gére, Ingiliz Okulu igerisindeki yaklasimlardan birisi olarak gosterilen Cogulculuk
goriisiinde, egemenlik veya igislerine karismama ilkesi tilkesellikle uyum igerisinde olmustur.
Ulkesellik ve milkiyet haklari, Westphalia diizenine gecis sirasinda dnemli bir hak olarak
dogmus ve daha sonralar1 ise uluslararasi toplumun kurucu unsuru halini almistir.
Dayanigsmacilarda, egemenlik, hem devlet olusumu noktasinin merkezinde, hem de uluslararasi
toplumun birincil kurumlar1 olarak gosterilir. Devlet ve uluslararasi toplum gibi iki kurumun
diinya politikasini, uluslararas1 hukuku ve diplomasiyi belirleme temelinde etkilidir. Oyle ki,
egemenlik milliyetgilik ile birlikte devletten halka dogru bir kayis gerceklesmesini

saglamistir.’

Ozetle, Ingiliz Okulu igerisinde tartismali olarak ele alinan bir kavram olan devletin temel aktdr
olarak kabul gordiigli agikca goriilmiistiir. Devletlerin uluslararasi sistem, uluslararasi toplum,

uluslararas1 hukuk ve egemenlik ile alakali baglanti kuruldugu goriilmiistiir.

8 Martin Griffiths & Steven C. Roach & M. Scott Salamon (2011), Uluslararas: Iliskilerde Temel Diisiiniirler ve
Teoriler, s. 242.

70 Barry Buzan (2015), Insanlar, Devletler & Korku, ss. 66-67.

"nTAge.,s 72

"2 Barry Buzan (2015), Uluslararas: lliskilerde Ingiliz Okulu: Toplumsal Yaklasim, ss. 101, 102, 129.
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2.3.2. Uluslararas1 Toplum

Ingiliz Okulu’nun Uluslararas: iliskiler literatiiriine yapmis oldugu énemli katkilarin basinda
uluslararasi toplum kavrami gelmektedir.”® Bu katki, ingiliz Okulu’nun temel savi olarak
gosterilen “egemen devletler anarsik de olsa iist bir otoriteye ihtiya¢ duymadiklart bir
uluslararasi toplum olusturmaktadr” seklinde agiklama ile izah edilmistir. Baska bir deyisle,
okulun temsilcilerinin ¢goguna gore, uluslararasi toplum, bir devletler toplumundan daha ¢ok

ortak aidiyet ve ortak kimligi paylasan devletlerin bir araya gelmesiyle olusmustur.

Martin Wight’in ¢alismalarinda uluslararasi toplumunun niteligine, devamliliginin saglamasi
kosullarina ve uluslararasi toplum ile devletlerarasi is birligine odaklandig1 goriilmektedir. Bu
calismalarda Wight’in yapmis oldugu ¢oziimleme de uluslararasi toplum ile uluslararasi
toplumu meydana getiren kurallar1 odak noktas: haline getirmistir. Ayrica, Wight’in,
uluslararasi toplumu da kullanarak Gergekgilik, Akilcilik ve Devrimcilik geleneklerinden
Akilciliga daha yakin durdugu goriilmektedir. Bunlardan baska, Wight tarafindan uluslararasi
toplumun olusmasinda ortak kiiltiiriin 6nemine vurgu yapilmis, bu sayede devletler arasindaki

is birliginin artmasma da katki saglanacagi ifade edilmistir.”

Wight, “Uluslararas: toplum nedir?” sorusuna, devletlerin bas aktér oldugu ve olusturdugu
istisnai bir toplumdur; “iiye sayisi azdir; iiyeler bireylerden daha heterojendir ve tiyeleri
politikalarimi beka amaciyla olusturan oliimsiiz birimlerdir’ seklinde yanit vermistir.’®
Wight’in ikinci sorusu ise, uluslararasi toplumun smirlarinin ne oldugudur. Bunun yaninda,
Wight’ i, tarih boyunca ortaya c¢ikmis veya olusmus toplumlarin izini siirmek suretiyle,
bunlarin etkilerinin bugiin bile var olup olmadigi ve bir toplumun nasil korunacagi veyahut bir
toplumun nasil devam ettirilecegi gibi sorulara da cevap aradig1 goriiliir. Ayrica, Wight’in,
uluslararas1 toplumun ortak kiiltliir olmadan olugsmayacagi vurgusu ile birlikte, uluslararasi
toplumun varliginin devletler arasinda is birligine yol agip agmadigi konusunda tartigmalarina

hemen her eserinde yer verilmistir.”’

Martin Wight’m Power Politics adli ¢alismasinda, belirli diizen tipolojilerinden birisi olan

uluslararasi toplumdan bahsederken, uluslararasi toplumun icerisinde diplomatik sistem,

3 Hedley Bull (1977), The Anarchical Society: A Study of Order in World Politics, London: Red Globe Press
London, ss. 9-10.

" Tayyar Ani (2013), Uluslararasi Iliskiler Teorileri: Catisma, Hegemonya, Isbirligi, ss. 513-520.

5 Tayyar Ari (2014), Postmodern Uluslararast Iliskiler Teorileri-2: Uluslararas Iliskilerde Elestirel
Yaklagimlar, ss. 131-132.

6 Martin Griffiths & Steven C. Roach & M. Scott Salamon (2011), Uluslararasi Iliskilerde Temel Diisiiniirler ve
Teoriler, ss. 240-241.

" Balkan Devlen & Ozgiir Ozdamar (2010), “Uluslararast iliskilerde Ingiliz Okulu Kurami: Kokenleri,
Kavramlar1 ve Tartismalar1”, ss. 52-53.
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uluslararasi hukuk ve kurumlarmin varliginin 6nemi vurgulanmistir. Bu baglamda, Wight
tarafindan uluslararasi toplumun temel kurumlar: igerisinde diplomasi, ittifaklar, tahkim ve
savasin oldugunu belirtilir. Wight’a gore, uluslararasi toplum, diinya tizerinde gorulebilecek en
kapsayici, devletlerden miitesekkil, iiye sayis1 az ve iiyelerin birbirinden farkli ve 6liimsiiz

oldugu bir toplum seklinde tanimlanir.’®

Uluslararas1 toplumla alakali Ingiliz Okulu’nda deginilecek sonraki kisi Hedley Bull’dur. Bull,
ilk caligmalarinda 6zellikle uluslararasi topluma iliskin goriislerini Dayanismaci ve Cogulcu
diisiince noktasinda bir ayrima giderek ortaya koymustur. Bull’a gore, Dayanismaci olarak
belirtilen ve uluslararasi toplum diisiincesine sahip olanlarm, uluslararas1 alandaki hukuka ve
bu noktada, devletlerin uluslararasi hukuka saygi gosterecekleri bir dayanigma kiiltiiriinde
uluslararasi toplumu isaret etmektedir. Aksine, Bull’a gore, Cogulcu goriiste ise devletlerin bu
tarz bir dayanisma icerisinde olmadigi resmedilmis; ancak hukukun uygulanmasi ve belli
gayeler noktasinda bir uzlasmanin olabilecegine vurgu yapilmustir.”® Bu noktada, karsimiza
Hedley Bull’un “Diinya Politikasinda Diizen Var Midir?” adl1 ¢aligmasi ¢gikar. Bu ¢aligmasinda,
Bull’un uluslararas1 topluma dair diislincelerine ve acgiklamalarina yer verilmistir. Bull
tarafindan modern devletler sisteminin tarihsel siirecini Hobbesgu, Kant¢i ve Grotiuscu
geleneklerin olusturdugu; bu gelenekler igerisinde Grotiusgu gelenek, Hobbescu ve Kantci
geleneklerin arasinda yer almaktadir. Bunun yaninda, onun tarafindan uluslararasi politikay1,
devletler toplumu veyahut uluslararasi toplum olarak ifade edilen, Grotiuscu gelenekte,
devletlerin kendi aralarinda yasadiklar1 catigmalarin ortak kurum ve kurallar ile
smirlandirilabilecegi ifade edilmektedir. Grotius¢u gelenekte uluslararasi toplumun birincil
iiyelerinin egemen devletler oldugunu ifade edilir. Bunun yaninda, Bull tarafindan uluslararasi
davranista biitlin devletlerin kendi aralarinda yasanilan iligkiler yine kendilerinin olusturmus
olduklar1 toplumun kurum ve kurallari ile sinirlandirilabilecegi ifadesi neticesinde, uluslararasi

toplum fikrinin de devletler sistemi diisiincesi altinda yattig1 ifade edilmektedir.°

1977 yilinda, yayinlanan The Anarchical Society isimli eserde uluslararasi toplum ve
uluslararasi sistem kavramlarmi agiklayan Hedley Bull, uluslararasi sistemi “eger soz konusu
olan devletlerin arasinda diizenli bir etkilesim varsa ve bu etkilesim devletleri birbirlerini

gOzeterek karar almaya ya da davranmaya yoneltiyorsa” seklinde ifade ederken, uluslararasi

8 Tayyar Ar1 (2014), Postmodern Uluslararast Iliskiler Teorileri-2: Uluslararast lliskilerde Elestirel
Yaklagimlar, s. 137.

™ Andrew Linklater (2015), “Ingiliz Okulu”, iginde (editorler: Scott Burchil vd.) Uluslararas: lliskiler Teorileri,
Cevirenler: Ali Aslan & Muhammed Ali Agcan, Istanbul: Kiire Yayinlari, s. 93.

8 R. Paul Viotti & V. Mark Kauppi (2016), Uluslararas: Iliskiler Teorisi, ss. 268-269.
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toplum kavrammi da, “bazi ortak ¢ikar ve ortak degerlerin farkinda olan, birbirleri ile
iliskilerinde ortak kurallara, ortak kurumlara bagh olduklarimi bilen devletlerin bir araya
gelmesiyle ortaya ¢iktigini” ifade etmektedir. Ayrica Bull tarafindan giicler dengesi, savas,
uluslararas1 hukuk, diplomasi ve biiyilk giicler uluslararasi toplumun kurumlar1 olarak
belirtilir.8! Bunun yaninda, Bull, uluslararas1 toplumun temellerinden bahsederken, tiim
toplumlarin korumaya ¢alismis oldugu siddeti sinirlandirmak, miilkiyet hakkimni korumak ve

anlasmalarm garanti altma alinmas1 seklinde ii¢ tane dncelikli hedeften bahseder.®2

Bull tarafindan sayilan bu gayelerin ulusal ve uluslararasi toplumlarin ortak ozellikleri
oldugunu ifade edilirken, bunlar, Bull’un “yurti¢i analoji” reddedisi ile izah edilmektedir. Bu
yaklagimda, ona gore, devletlerin kuvvet kullanmasma yonelik smirlandirma, miilkiyete
yonelik sayg1 ve birbirleri arasindaki iliskiler de giiveni saglamaya yoneliktir.2® Bu bakis ile
uluslararasi toplumun temel amaci, sistemi ve toplumu korumak, uluslararasi toplumu olusturan
egemen devletlerin egemenligini saglamak ve baristir.®* Bunun yaninda, Bull tarafindan
uluslararasi toplum ile uluslararasi sistem baglantisinin yaninda aralarinda bir ayrimin oldugu
ve uluslararas1 toplum da ortak cikarlar, ortak kurallar ve kurumlarin var oldugu

devletlerarasinda bir oydasma ile izah edilmistir.®

Uluslararasi sistem (Hobbes/Machiavelli/Realizm), uluslararasi toplum (Grotius/Rasyonalizm)
ve dinya toplumu (Kant/Devrimcilik) seklinde Barry Buzan tarafindan yapilan
siniflandirmalardan birisi olan ve Uluslararas: Iliskiler teorilerinin merkezine yerlestirilen
uluslararasi toplum, devletler arasindaki “karsilikli ¢ikar ve kimliklerin kurumasiyla ilgilidir ve
ortak norm, kural ve kurumlarin yaratiimasi ve devami” seklinde ifade edilmistir. Bunun
yaninda, Bull, uluslararasi topluma dair diisiincenin basit oldugunu belirten Wight gibi
toplumu, insanlarin birey olmak suretiyle sekil verdigi bir yasam ortamu uluslararasi toplumu

da devletlerin sekillendirildigi bir ortam seklinde tabir etmektedir.®

Tim Dunne, Inventing International Society (1998) adli eserinde, devletler arasindaki diizen

gelenegini Grotiusgu gelenek ile agiklamus, “uluslararasi toplum nedir?” sorusunu yanitlamaya

8 Tayyar Ar1 (2014), Postmodern Uluslararasi Iliskiler Teorileri-2: Uluslararas Iliskilerde Elestirel
Yaklasimlar, s. 136.

82 Hedley Bull (1977), The Anarchical Society: A Study of Order in World Politics, ss. 53- 55.

8 Andrew Linklater (2015), “Ingiliz Okulu”, s. 132.

8 Adam Watson (1987), Hedley Bull, State Systems and International Studies, ss. 147-153.

8 Martin Griffiths & Steven C. Roach & M. Scott Salamon (2011), Uluslararas: Iliskilerde Temel Diisiiniirler ve
Teoriler, s. 213.

8 Barry Buzan (2015), Uluslararas lliskilerde Ingiliz Okulu: Toplumsal Yaklasim, ss. 12-13.
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calismustir.8” John Vincent ise, uluslararas1 toplumu, kiiltiirel ve etik olmaktan ziyade faydaci
ve islevsel bir olusum olarak ifade etmektedir. Ayrica Vincent tarafindan bu tarz bir durumda
devletler tarafindan olusturulan diplomatik kiiltiiriin diizen saglama noktasinda yeterli oldugu

belirtilmektedir.2®

Ozetle, uluslararasi toplum Ingiliz Okulu igerisinde dnem verilen bir kavramdir. Devletlerin bir
araya gelmesi ile olustugu ortak kanaatinin resmedilmeye g¢aligildigi uluslararasi toplumun
diplomasi, ittifak, savas, uluslararasi sistem ve uluslararasi hukuk gibi siijeler arasinda
baglantiya sahip oldugu belirtilmistir. Uluslararasi toplumun temel amacinin mevcut sistemin
ve toplumun giivenliginin 6nemli oldugu resmedilmeye calisildigi gozlenilmistir. Bunun

saglanmasi i¢in aranan kavram ise giivenliktir.
2.3.3. Guvenlik

Giivenlik kavrami Latince “securitas” kelimesinden tiiremistir. Giivenlik kavramina iliskin
yapilan tartismalarin altinda kavrama ait ortak bir tanimlamanin yapilamamasma ragmen,
givenlik kavrami karsit anlamlar -tehdit, tehlike ve ¢atisma yoklugu- Uzerinden

aciklanmaktadir.®

Guvenlik, uluslararasi iligkilerin dogusunda temel bir soru olan “savas: nasil engelleriz?”
sorusu lizerinden hem kimlige biirlinmiistiir, hem de disipline ait ¢aligmalar bu eksende gelisim
gostermistir.®® Ancak Uluslararas1 liskiler disiplini igerisindeki temel konular arasinda
gosterilen giivenlik kavramina iliskin olarak Ingiliz Okulu kuramcilarinin gostermis oldugu
alaka da elestiri almistir. Hatta Ingiliz Okulu kuramcilarmm giivenlik kavrammi agiklarken

uluslararasi toplum, savas, diizen ve adalet gibi kavramlarmni kullandiklar1 goriilmiistiir.%!

Giivenlik noktasinda uluslararasi toplumun Onemine vurgu yapan Martin Wight’a gore,
uluslararasi toplumun olmamasi durumunda savas ve catismanin oldugu dogal bir durum
yasanacaktir. Oyle ki, Wight tarafindan uluslararasi toplumun olmasi durumunda bir diizenin

yasanacagini ifade edilmistir. Hatta Wight, devletlerin giivenlik yarisma girmemeleri

87 Martin Griffiths & Steven C. Roach & M. Scott Salamon (2011), Uluslararasi Iliskilerde Temel Diistiniirler ve
Teoriler, s. 227.

8 John R. Vincent (1988), “Hedley Bull and Order in International Politics”, Millennium, Cilt 17, Sayz: 2, ss.
195-213.

8 Tuncay Kardas (2014), “Giivenlik”, icinde (editorler: Saban Kardas & Ali Balc1) Uluslararas Iliskilere Giris:
Tarih, Teori, Kavram ve Konular, istanbul: Kiire Yaynlari, s. 228.

% Erdem Ozlik (2014),“Uluslararast iliskilere Disiplinin Dogusu, Kimligi ve Sorunlar1”, iginde (editorler: Saban
Kardas & Ali Balc1) Uluslararas: Iliskilere Giris: Tarih, Teori, Kavram ve Konular, Istanbul: Kiire Yayinlari, s.
75.

%1 Barry Buzan (2004), From International to World Society? English School Theory and The Social Structure of
Globalisation, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, ss. 46-48.
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gerektigini belirterek, uluslararasi toplumun etkisi neticesinde devletler arasinda yasanilan bu

yarisin tam olarak ortadan kaldirilamayacagmi ama azaltilacag: belirtilmistir.%?

Uluslararasi toplumun dnemine vurgu yapan Hedley Bull, uluslararasi toplumun kurulmasi
durumunda giivenlik ikileminin azalacagini ve diizenin saglanacagini vurgular. Bunun yaninda,
Vincent da, insan haklarina odaklanmak suretiyle uluslararasi toplumun kurumlar1 vasitasiyla

giivenligin saglanabilecegini vurgusu ile Bull’u desteklemektedir.®

Robert Jackson tarafindan giivenlik noktasinda goriisleri incelendiginde, giivenlik probleminin
higchir zaman ortadan kalkmayacagi belirtilmektedir. Bunun yaninda, Jackson tarafindan
uluslararasi toplumun miikemmel olmadigi ve her daim devletin, 6rgutiin veya bireylerin
kurallarmm disina ¢ikabilecegi vurgulanmistir. EK olarak, uluslararasi giivenligi, baris
durumunun ve diizenin diger ad1 olarak tanimlayan Jackson, Buzan’in giivenlik yaklasimini da
elestirmistir. Jackson’a gore, ekonomik, toplumsal ve cevre giivenligi gibi konular 6nemli

olmasina ragmen, bunlar1 giivenlik sorunuymus gibi ele almak karmasaya neden olacaktir.%*

Barry Buzan, Insanlar, Devletler & Korku adli eserinde, bireyin giivenliginden baslamak
suretiyle uluslararas1 giivenlige kadar uzanan bir ¢izgisel diizlemde giivenlikle alakali
aciklamalarina yer vermesinin yaninda, bireyin devlet ile olan giivenlik iliskisinde devletin
bireyler icin hem tehdit, hem de giivenlik kaynagi oldugunu vurgular. Buzan tarafindan bireye
yonelik yapilan tehditlerin nasil dogduguna iliskin bir soru soruldugu vakit, bunun toplumsal,
siyasi ve ekonomik baskilar lizerinden yasandigi ifade edilir. Bu noktada, Buzan’a gore,
devletin, i¢ politika, siyasi ve idari eylemlerini kullanma, devletin aygitlar1 ve dis politika
seklinde siniflandirma tizerinden tehdit olusturmaktadir. Ayrica, Buzan, eserinde devletlerin de

bireylere tehditler yiikledigini ifade etmektedir.*®

Buzan, uluslararasi sistemdeki en gii¢lii birim olan devleti, iilke, yonetim ve toplum olusmasi
neticesinde ortaya ¢ikan sistem olarak tanmimlamaktadir. Oyle ki, Buzan’a gore, egemenligin bu
tclityli bir arada tutan bir gorevi vardir. Bunun yaninda, devlet fikri i¢erisinde yer alan ulus
kavraminin ulusal giivenlikle yakindan alakali oldugunu ifade eden Buzan, devletlerin kendi
guvensizliklerini ve kendilerine karsi yapilan tehditleri azaltmak adma yapilan analizler

neticesinde, ulusal giivenligi; askeri, siyasi, ekonomik, toplumsal ve ekolojik tehdit seklinde bir

92 Herbert Butterfield & Martin Wight (1966), Diplomatic Investigations, Cambridge: Harvard University Press,
ss. 102-103; Paul D. Williams (2008), Security Studies: An Introduction, New York: Routledge, s. 139.

% John R. Vincent (1988), “Hedley Bull and Order in International Politics™, ss. 195-213.

% Robert Jackson (2000), The Global Covenant: Human Conduct in a World of States, Oxford University Press,
ss. 188, 194, 199.

% Barry Buzan (2015), [nsanlar, Devletler & Korku, ss. 49-65.

201



Serdar CUKUR UPA Strategic Affairs 5 (2)

simiflandirma yaparak ele aldiklarimi vurgular. Buzan tarafindan askeri tehditler ulusal
giivenligin 0zilinli olustururken, bu sekilde devletin tiim bilesenlerine zarar verdigi belirtilir.
Siyasi tehditlerde ise, daha ¢ok devietin orgiitsel istikrar1 hedeflenmektedir. Buzan tarafindan
toplumsal tehdit, hem askeri, hem de siyasi tehdit tdrlerinin bir bolimi olarak tarif
edilmektedir. Dordiincu tehdit turt olan ekonomik tehdit ve besinci tehdit tiirii olan ekolojik
tehditle ise devletin fiziksel temeline zarar verildigi belirtilmektedir. Bunlarin yaninda, Buzan,

bu tehditlerin yogunluklarmi diisiik ve yiiksek yogunluk seklinde izah etmistir.%
2.4. Ingiliz Okulu’nun “Insani Miidahale”ye Bakis1

1980’lerde Ingiliz Okulu’nun temsilcilerinin yapmis oldugu ¢alismalara bakildig: vakit, birey
ve devlet haklarma iliskin konularin yaninda, insan haklar1 ve insani miidahale konularinin da
ele alindig1 goriilmiistiir.®” Ingiliz Okulu igerisinde yapilan Cogulcu ve Dayanigmaci ayrimimda
insani miidahaleye iligkin farkli yaklasimlarinin oldugu gorilmiistiir. Cogulcu diisiinceyi
benimseyenler, egemenlik kavrami iizerinden uluslararasi toplumda diizenin vazgecilmez
oldugunu savunur ve insani miidahaleye kars1 olumsuz bir tavir takiirken, Dayanigmacilar ise
devletlerin biiyiik insan haklar1 ihlalleri yapma hakki olmadig1 gerekcesiyle insani miidahaleye
kars1 olumlu bir tavir ortaya koyarlar.®® Mesela, Ingiliz Okulu’nun insani miidahaleye iliskin
tavrini NATO’ nun 24 Mart 1999’da Kosova’ya gergeklestirmis oldugu miidahaleye iliskin iki
farkli yonelim -diizen ve adalet- ile ortaya koydugu gdzlemlenmektedir. Aslinda, Ingiliz
Okulu’nun temel sorunu olarak insan haklar1 s6z konusu oldugunda, adalet ile uluslararasi
diizen arasnda hangisinin Once geldigine yanit aranmaktadir. Yasanilan tartismalarda
Dayanigsmaci gruptakilere gore agmr insani haklar ihlalleri durumlarinda insani midahale
yapilmalidir. Buna karsilik, Cogulcu grupta yer alan kisiler ise, Hedley Bull’un “adalet ancak

diizen igerisinde saglanir” soyleminde oldugu gibi insani miidahaleyi reddederler.

Sonug olarak, insani midahaleye iliskin temel sorun, insan haklar1 ile uluslararasi toplumun
temel degerleri arasinda gidip gelmektedir. Bu ikisi arasinda uluslararasi toplumun temel
degerlerinin insan haklarindan 6nce oldugu belirtilmektedir. Bu noktada, uluslararasi toplumun
temel degerlerini olusturan diizen, gilivenlik, istikrar ve baris gibi degerlerin savunulmasi, bir
tilke icerisindeki azinlik haklari veya insan haklarinin korunmasindan daha énemlidir. Belirtilen

bu yaklagim baglaminda savaslarin insan haklar1 agisinda bir tehdit olusturdugu da ifade

% Barry Buzan (2015), Insanlar, Devletler & Korku, ss. 66-125.

9 Barry Buzan (1993), From International System to International Society: Structural Realism and Regime
Theory Meet the English School, ss. 327-352.

% Gizem Bilgin Aytag (2014), Ugiincii Diinya Giivenligi ve Insani Miidahale: Insan Giivenliginden Irak
Miidahalesine Elestirel Giivenlik Yaklasimlari, Istanbul: Dezanj Yayinlari, s. 191.
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edilmistir. Oyle ki, insan haklarmi1 korumak i¢in yapilan miidahalelerin, dogrudan ciddi

sorunlara neden olabilecegine vurgu yapilmugtir.%

Ingiliz Okulu i¢inde Cogulcularin en énemli temsilcileri olarak Robert Jackson, James Mayall
ve Hedley Bull gosterilmektedir.’® Cogulcular, diizen ve adalet ikilemi arasinda bir tercih
yaparlarken daima diizeni secerler. Oyle ki, onlar icin 6nemli olan uluslararas: toplumun
Cogulcu ilkeler etrafinda diizenin nasil savunulacagidir. Diizen ve adalet konusundaki yapilan
se¢imi Robert Jackson su ifadelerle agiklamaktadir: “Eger bu iki deger, insan haklari-adalet-
ve miidahale yasagi - diizenin istikrari-, grubundan birisini segmek zorundaysak, bana gore
uluslararasi toplumun istikrari, ozellikle de biiyiik giiclerin birligi, Yugoslavya ya da diinyanin

herhangi bir yerindeki azinlik haklarindan ya da insam korumadan ¢ok daha onemlidir.”*%t

Robert Jackson tarafindan ifade edildigi gibi, Cogulcularin kurucu prensiplerinden birisi de
kendi kaderini tayin etme hakkidir. Jackson’a gore, insan haklar1 gibi liberal degerler
baglaminda dis giigler tarafindan askeri kuvvet kullanimi, kendi kaderini tayin etme hakkinin
acik bir ihlali seklinde gorilmektedir. Bundan baska, Cogulcu goriisii benimseyenlere gore,
uluslararasi diizenin moral yiikiimleri arasinda basta yer alan egemenlik baglaminda da bu
yaklagim surdirilmektedir. Sonug olarak, egemen bir devletin i¢ olaylar1 baglaminda ortaya
konan her dis baglilik egemenlik normunu ¢ignemektedir ve bdylece, uluslararasi diizen
tehlikeye atilmaktadir. Uluslararas1 diizendeki bu tehdit ise, insani miidahalenin basari
ihtimaline Cogulcularin daha siipheci bakisin1 ortaya ¢ikarmaktadir. Buna Kkarsilik,
Dayanigmacilara gore, i¢ ve dis diizen arasinda bir baglanti vardir. Bunun nedeni ise,
bi¢imlendirme noktasinda sonuglara sahip olmasidir. Sonug olarak, Dayanigmacilar tarafindan
egemenlik prensibinin 6tesinde, uluslararasi toplum normlarinm 6nemine vurgu yapilarak bir
niyetten ve itici bir kuvvetten bahsedilmistir.'%2

Genel olarak bakildiginda, Cogulcularin insani miidahaleye siddetle karsi ¢ikmalarimi bes

madde iizerinden aciklamak mimkiindiir:

9 Abdullah Torun (2015), “Ingiliz Okulu Perspektifinde NATO nun Kosova’ya Miidahalesi”, i¢inde (editorler:
Sibel Turan & Nergiz Ozkural Kéroglu) Uluslararasi Iliskilerde Teoriden Pratige Giincel Yaklagimlar, Bursa:
Dora, ss. 178-180.

100 Ramazan Gozen (2014), Uluslararast Iliskiler Teorileri, Istanbul: Iletisim Yaymcilik, s. 239.

101 Robert Jackson (2000), The Global Covenant: Human Conduct in a World of States, s. 291.

102 Jihane Jadrane (2012), “English School and Humanitarian Intervention: The Case of Libya and Syria”,
Yiiksek Lisans Tezi, Groningen Universitesi, Hollanda, Erisim Tarihi:17.06.2017, Erisim Adresi:
http://arts.studenttheses.ub.rug.nl/16233/1/MA 2189402 J Jadrane.pdf, ss. 12-13.

103 Nermin Yavlal (2011),”Insancil Miidahalede Etik, Hukuksal ve Siyasal Sorunlar”, Doktora Tezi, Hacettepe
Universitesi Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisti, Ankara, s. 162.
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1. insan haklar1 standartlar1 her zaman kiiltiirel 6n yargilar barindirir. Bu nedenle,
insani aciliyeti neyin olusturdugu konusunda uluslararasi toplumda fikir birligi

saglanmasi olanaksizdir.

2. Gugli devletler, insani motiflerle degil, sadece kendi 6z ¢ikarlariyla hareket
etmekte ve bu nedenle de insani krizlere sadece secici bir sekilde yanit

vermektedirler.

3. Egemenlik ve miidahale yasagi normunun sagladig1 koruma, giigsiiz devletler

icin gilicliiler karsisindaki tek savunma aracidir.

4. Uluslararasi barig ve glivenlik, egemenin haklarinin devletler tarafindan karsilikli
olarak taninmasina dayandigindan, insani miidahale ne mesrudur, ne de yasal,
¢linkii uluslararasi toplumun en temel normunu ihlal etmekte ve uluslararasi savas

riskini artirmaktadir.

5. Insani miidahaleler, korumay1 amacladiklar1 kisiler acismdan da sagladiklari

yarardan ¢ok daha fazla zarar vermektedir.

Hedley Bull, devletlerin ortak hareketi ile insani miidahalenin savunulabilirligini tartisir. Bunu
da, uyum ve uygunluk (egemen devletler toplumu) kosullar1 ile yapilabilecegini belirtir. Ancak
ona gore, bu iki kosullun uluslararasi arenadaki devletlerin ¢ogu arasinda bir oy birligi formu
Uzerinden uluslararasi toplumda saglanmasi zordur. Bu sOylem temelinde, Bull’un
Dayanismaci yaklasimma goére, insani miidahale engellenebilir. Bu engellemenin de
uluslararas1 toplum ile yapilabilecegini belirten Bull, bu vurgusunu devletlerin agir insan
haklar1 ihlallerine karsilik verilmesi sonrasinda ortaya ¢ikan iktidarsizligin 6niine gegmek ve
yine devletlerin insan haklarmin bir silah olarak kotiiye kullanilmasinin engellenmesi gibi iki
neden iizerinden aciklamaktadir.’®* Bunun yaninda, Hedley Bull tarafindan Dayanismaci
gorlisii  benimseyenlerin uluslararas1 topluma saygi duyduklar1 belirtilmis, bu goriisii
benimseyenlerin savas i¢in mesru ve gayrimesru seklinde ayrim {izerinden ayristirma yaptiklar

goriilmiistiir. Buradan da, onlarm insani miidahale hakkina ulasilmaktadir.

Dayanigmact goriisii benimseyenler, bireylerin haklarmin uluslararas1 alanda korunmasi
gerektigini ifade etmektedir. Hatta onlara gore, insan haklar1 devlet egemenliginin Oniine gecer

ve bunu yaparken uluslararasi etik standartlar {izerinden yapar.

104 Jihane Jadrane (2012), “English School and Humanitarian Intervention: The Case of Libya and Syria”, s. 13.
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Sonug olarak, Dayanigmacilar, devletlerin bu standartlar1 korumakla gorevli oldugu ifade
ederler. Oyle ki, Dayanismacilara gore, uluslararasi toplumun en 6nemli aktdrleri devletler
degil, bireylerdir. Ancak devletleri de dislamayan Dayanigsmacilara gore, uluslararasi toplumun
amaci1 devletleri korumak ve insanlarin gelisimini tesvik etmektir. Hatta onlara gore, devletlerin
sahip oldugu egemenlik hakki insan gelisimine zarar verecek davraniglar yaratacak sekilde
kullanilmamalidir; ¢iinkii devletler, kendi iilke sinirlar1 igerisinde yasayan insanlar1 korumakla
gorevlidir. Buna karsilik, eger iilke sinirlari igerisinde insan haklari ihlalleri yasaniyorsa, bu

ihlallere neden olan devletin egemenlik hakk: ve dokunulmazligi ortadan kalkar.1%

Ingiliz Okulu igerisinde Dayanismaci kanadin &nde gelen temsilcileri arasinda Nicholas
Wheeler, John Vincent ve Tim Dunne gosterilmektedir.?%® Ingiliz Okulu icindeki en &nemli
Dayanigmaci bilgin olarak gosterilen Nicholas Wheeler, hakli savas gelenegine dayandirdigi
bir insani miidahale teorisi gelistirmistir. Wheeler’a gore, mesru insani miidahale teorisinin
insancil olmasi i¢in dért miidahale Gl¢iitii vardir. Bu 6lgiitler; en yiiksek insani tehlike, son care,

orantililik -askeri gii¢ kullanimi- ve yilksek ihtimalli olumlu sonugtur.°’

Wheeler’in ortaya koydugu insani krizlere veya insan haklari ihlallerine dair kaygilarin bir
benzeri Tim Dunne tarafindan da ortaya konulmustur. Bu sebeple, her ikisi de yapilan insan
haklar1 ihlalleri karsisinda devletlerin miidahale seklinin nasil olacagina dair bir yonelmenin
oldugu gozlemlemistir.'® Bu yonelmede hem Wheeler, hem de Dunne tarafindan uluslararasi
toplumun yapisina insani miidahale ilkelerinin yerlestirilmesi gerektigini ortaya koymaya
calismiglar. Dunne’a gore, her ne kadar bu tarz bir diizenin olusturulmasi i¢in uluslararasi
hukukun baz1 donemlerde ihlal edilmesine neden olsa bile, acil derecede insani midahalelerin

iyi bir uluslararasi toplum insa etmek adina zaruri oldugu savunulmaktadir.®

John Vincent, Human Rights and International Relations (1986) adli eserinde, miidahale
etmeme ilkesini savunmustur. Bununla birlikte, Vincent, 1994 yilinda yapmis oldugu
calismalarinda, devletlerin dis baskilara karsi uluslararasi insan haklar1 hukukuna uyma
noktasinda titiz davrandiklarina isaret etmektedir. Bunun yaninda, NATO’nun Swrbistan’a

yapmis oldugu miidahalede savas sugu islenen ve insan haklar1 ihlalleri yapan devletlere karsi

105 Sinem Arslan (2016), “Bir Egemenlik Sorunu Olarak insani Miidahaleler”, ss. 45-46.

196 Ramazan Gozen (2014), Uluslararast Iliskiler Teorileri, s. 239.

07 Jihane Jadrane (2012), “English School and Humanitarian Intervention: The Case of Libya and Syria”, s. 15.
108 3. Nicholas Wheeler (2000), Saving Strangers-Humanitarian Intervention in Internatonal Society, Oxford
University Press.

109 Andrew Linklater (2015), “Ingiliz Okulu”, s. 139.
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ne zaman ve nasil miidahale edilecegi konusunda oy birliginin olmadig1 da Vincent tarafindan

aktarilmistir.

Vincent’in insani midahale temellinde sahip oldugu gorislerinin altinda temel haklar
bulunmaktadir. Vincent’m bu goriislerini belirtirken uluslararasi toplumu ele aldigi
gozlenmistir. Vincent, uluslararast toplum hakkinda goriislerini vurgularken, devlet
egemenligine ve insan haklarina deginerek agiklamalar yapmistir. Bu temelde, Vincent’in
uluslararasi toplum goriisiiniin temelinde yer alan ahlaki vurguda devletlere mudahale
konusunda yaklagimlarmin nasil oldugu goézler Oniine serilmistir. Bu yaklasimi ortaya
koyarken, Vincent’1n, insanlar igin ortak degerler olarak tarif ettigi temel haklar, yani gegim ve
giivenlik temelli haklarin 6nemli oldugunun belirtildigi goriilmiistiir. Vincent tarafindan temel
haklar temelinde ge¢im hakkindan bahsedilmektedir. Bu haklar kapsaminda, Vincent, devlete
yapilacak olan insani miidahalenin bu haklarin engellenmesi temelinde yapilabilecegine vurgu

yapmustir, 110

John Vincent’a gore, insani miidahalenin mesrulugu noktasinda ii¢ seyin olmasi gereklidir.
“Birincisi, haklaruvmin, miidahale i¢cin bir sebep olusturmast i¢in, basli basina, insanlarin
uluslararas: toplumda bagimsiz bir statiisiiniin oldugunun gosterilmesi gerekmektedir. Ikincisi,
insan haklari ile yurt i¢i yarg yetkisi arasinda gerginlik oldugundan ve uluslararast hukukun
oturmus oldugunun vurgulanmasi gerekmektedir. Ugiinciisii, uygun olarak pozitif sekilde,

devlet uygulamasimn, insani miidahale doktrinini destekledigini gbstermemiz gerekecektir.”!

Ozetlemek gerekirse, Ingiliz Okulu’nun insani miidahaleye iliskin bakisi Cogulcu ve
Dayanigsmaci seklinde ayrilan iki zit grup lizerinden ortaya konulmustur. Cogulcu grubun
savunucular1 egemenlik kavrami agisindan insani miidahalenin yapilmamas1 yoniinde goriisleri
One slrerken, Dayanismact grubun savunuculari ise, bireyler vurgusu iizerinden insani

midahalenin yapilmasi gerektigini vurgulamislardir.
3. ABD’nin Suriye Politikasi: Obama Donemi
3.1. Suriye’nin Kisa Tarihi: Ge¢cmisten Giiniimiize

Suriye, Birinci Diinya Savasi sirasinda Ingiltere ile Fransa arasida imzalanan anlasmada ilk
olarak Ingiltere’ye verilmesi planlanirken, sonrasinda iki tarafin da anlagmasi ile Fransa’ya

devredilmistir. Bu devir sonrasinda Fransa tarafindan Suriye alti1 yonetime ayrilmistir. Bu

110 Ana Gonzalez-Pelaez & Barry Buzan (2003), “A Viable Project of Solidarism? The Neglected Contributions
of John Vincent’s Basic Rights Initiative”, International Relations, Cilt 17, Sayi: 3, ss. 321-339.
111 Hedley Bull & Benedict Kingsbury & Adam Roberts (2015), Hugo Grotious ve Uluslararas: Iliskiler, s. 248.
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olusum, daha sonra yerini Hatay Cumhuriyeti haricinde diger yonetimlerin tek bir yonetim
altinda birlestirilmesi ile olusan bir yapiya birakacaktir. 1941 yilinda Fransa tarafindan
Suriye’ye kismi bagimsizlik verilmistir. ikinci Diinya Savasi’ndan sonra Fransa Suriye’den
¢ekilmis, ardindan ise Suriye 1946’da Birlesmis Milletler’e katilarak Suriye Arap Cumhuriyeti
adin1 almistir.!*2 Suriye Arap Cumhuriyeti’nin bagimsizligini kazanmasi ile devletin icinde

uzun yillar yasanacak olan siyasal ve anayasal miicadelelere taniklik edilmistir.!*®

1943 yilinda, Suriye’de Arap dilinde “yeniden dirilis” anlamina gelen ve biitiin Araplar1 tek bir
cat1 altinda birlestirme niyetini tasiyan Baas Partisi, Misel Eflak, Zeki Arsuzi ve Salah Bitar
tarafindan kurulmustur. Bu iki temel iizerine olusturulan Baas Partisi, ilk kongresini 1947°de
Sam’da yapmistir.}'* 1950°li yillarin ortalarinda, Suriye’nin kiiresel dlgekte adindan soz
ettirmeye baglamasi iki gelisme ile olmustur. Bunlardan birincisi, Misir Devlet Bagkan1 Cemal
Abdiinnasir’in ortaya koymus oldugu Arap milliyetciliginin Suriye’de genis Olcekte taraf
bulmast olurken; ikincisi de, 1955’te Suriye ile Sovyetler Birligi’nin ¢esitli anlagmalar
imzalamasiyla olmustur. Bu anlagsmalar ile Suriye’de askeri ve teknolojik anlamda goreceli bir
kalkmma gergeklesmistir.'*® Ardindan, 1958’de, Suriye’nin Cemal Abdiinnasir yonetimdeki
Misir’la “Birlesik Arap Cumhuriyeti” adindan bir devlet altinda birlestigi goriilmiistiir. Bu

devletin Devlet Bagkanligina da Cemal Abdiinnasir getirilmistir.

Fakat Abdiinnasir’in Suriye ile Misir’1 “tek bir Arap devleti” olarak yonetme riiyasi 1961°de
dagilmistir. Oyle ki, Suriye’nin bu olusundan ayrilmasmm bazi nedenler bulunmaktadir.
Bunlar; halk arasinda da etkili olan “Cemal Abdiinndsir Misir’t on plana ¢ikardi, Suriye’nin
lideri olamadi” sbylemleri ve 1961°de Abdiilkerim Nahlava’nin Suriye’de yonetime yaptigi
darbedir.'’® Ardindan, 8 Mart 1963’te Baas Partisi’nin dénemin Suriye yonetimine karsi
gerceklestirmis oldugu miidahale ile iilke yOnetimini ele gecirdigi goriilmiistiir. Ulke
yonetiminin ele gecirilmesi noktasinda yasanilan gelismelerin bir benzeri Baas Partisi
icerisinde de yaganmistir. 1966 tarihinde Baas Partisi’nde yeni bir darbe yasanmustir. Yapilan
darbe sonrasinda, Salah Cedid, Muhammed Umran ve Hafiz Esad liderligindeki olusan yeni

kadro iilke siyasetinin yeni karar alicilar1 haline gelmis olmalarma ragmen, bu kadrolasma

112 Oner Bugukcu (2012), “Genel Bilgiler”, (editdr: Birol Akgiin) Suriye Krizi'nde Bélgesel ve Kiiresel Aktorler,
SDE Analiz, Erisim Tarihi: 02.09.2016, Erisim Adresi: https://turkistanilibrary.com/sites/default/files/suriye-
analiz.pdf, ss. 4-9.

113 H. Muhammed Mercan (2016), “1970’ten Giiniimiize Suriye Dis Politikasmin Temel Parametreleri”, iginde
(editorler: Mehmet Akif Okur & Nur Salik) Bagimsizliktan Arap Bahar ina Suriye I¢ ve Dis Politika, Ankara:
Nobel Akademik Yayinlari, s. 240.

114 Oner Bugukcu (2012), “Genel Bilgiler”, ss. 5-6.

115 H, Muhammed Mercan (2016), “1970’ten Giiniimiize Suriye Dis Politikasinin Temel Parametreleri”, s. 241.
116 Mert C. Demir (2012), “Suriye Tarihi-3”, Giindem Tiirkiye, 07.06.2012, Erisim Tarihi: 16.09.2016, Erisim
Adresi: http://www.gundemturkiye.com/tarih/dunya-tarihi/suriye-tarihi-3.html.
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slireci, aynt zamanda daha sonra Devlet Bagkani1 Salah Cedid ve Savunma Bakani1 Hafiz Esad
arasinda yasanilacak olan dort yillik cekismeyi de beraberinde getirmis!'’, yasamilan bu
cekismenin galibi ise 13 Kasim 1970°de yapmis oldugu askeri darbe sonrasinda Hafiz Esad
olmustur. Hafiz Esad, Suriye’de Mart 1971°de yapilan referandum sonrasinda, oylarin biiyiik

cogunlugunu alarak, Suriye’nin ilk Nusayri kokenli Devlet Baskani olmustur.8

1971 yilindan 2000 yilina kadar yonetimde kalan Hafiz Esad, Soguk Savas doneminde daha
ziyade SSCB’ye yakin bir dis politika anlayis1 benimserken, i¢ politikada ise farkli siyasal
rejimlerin Oniine gececek bir yonetim anlayisi sergilemistir.!!® Bu noktada, Hama kenti,
Miisliman Kardesler (Ihvan) orgitinin merkezi konumundadir. Miisliiman Kardesler
orgutinun 1980’lerde Hafiz Esad’a kars1 gerceklestirmis oldugu suikast girisiminin basarisiz
olmas1 sonrasinda, Siinni Miisliiman-Nusayri ¢atigmasi ileri boyuta taginmistir. Bu basarisiz
girisimi  sonrasinda, Hafiz Esad’in iki tavir sergiledigi goriilmiitsiir. Birincisi, Esad’m
hapishanedeki Stinni Miisliimanlar1 6ldiirmesidir. Digeri ise 1982’de Hama’da Esad’m 38.000
kisinin (farkli kaynaklarda 10 bin ile 25 bin arasmda gosterilir'?®) yasanmini yitirmesine ve
800.000 Suriyeli’nin {iilkeyi terk etmesine neden olacak eylemleridir. Yasanilan bu vahset
sonrasinda, Misliiman Kardesler biiylik 6l¢iide giiciinii kaybetmistir. Boylece, Hafiz Esad
Suriye’de rakipsiz konuma gelmistir.’?> Hafiz Esad tarafindan yapilan bu vahsetin bir

benzerinin yillar sonra oglu Besar Esad tarafindan Suriye’de tekrarlandig1 goriilmiistiir.

Hafiz Esad’m 2000 yilinda akciger kanserinden 6limii sonrasinda, devlet yonetimini gegici
olarak 1971-2000 yillar1 arasinda Devlet Baskan Yardimciligi gorevini yiirlitmekte olan
Abdiilhalim Haddam iistlenmistir. Parlamentonun Cumhurbaskani se¢ilme yasini 40’tan 34’e
diisiirmesi ile de Esad’n oglu Besar Esad’in Cumhurbaskani sec¢ilmesinin yolu agilmistir.??
2000 yilinda Suriye’de yapilan oylama sonrasinda, Besar Esad Suriye’nin yeni Devlet Bagskani
se¢ilmistir.’?® Esad’1n iktidarinda iki 6nemli olay yasanmustir. Birincisi, Subat 2005 te Lilbnan

Bagbakani Refik el-Hariri Beyrut’ta ugramis oldugu saldiridir. Sam mubhalifi olan bir liderin

117 H. Muhammed Mercan (2016), “1970’ten Giiniimiize Suriye Dis Politikasinin Temel Parametreleri”, ss. 239-
243.

118 Nevin Yazic1 (2012), “Suriye Siyasi Tarihi”, 21. Yiizyil Tiirkiye Enstitiisii, Erisgim Tarihi: 05.10.2016, Erisim
Adresi: http://www.21yyte.org/tr/arastirma/suriye/2012/05/29/6619/suriye-siyasi-tarihi.

119 Oner Bugukcu (2012), “Genel Bilgiler”, s. 6.

120 Thomas L. Friedman (2001), “Hama Rules”, The New York Times, 21.09.2001, Erisim Tarihi: 06.10.2016,
Erisim Adresi: http://www.nytimes.com/2001/09/21/opinion/foreign-affairs-hama-rules.html.

121 Nevin Yazict (2012), “Suriye Siyasi Tarihi”.

122 SETA (2012),“Suriye’de Aktorler: Rejim, Muhalefet, Dini Yapi ve Medya”, Erigim Tarihi: 05.12.2016,
Erisim Adresi:
http://file.setav.org/Files/Pdf/20131009145306_suriyedeaktorlerrejimmuhalefetdiniyapivemedya.pdf, s. 11.

123 Oner Bugukcu (2012), “Genel Bilgiler”, s. 7.
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oldiiriilmesi sonrasinda g0zler Esad’a donmiistiir. Bu krizin asilmasi igin ise, Esad yonetimi,
Tlrkiye, Avrupa Birligi (AB) Ulkeleri ve Rusya ile iliskilerini gelistirme cabalar1 yoluna

124 fkincisi, Temmuz 2006°da Hizbullah-Israil arasinda yasanilan savasta Esad’in

girmistir.
takinmig oldugu tavirdir. Esad, bu savasta Hamas’a destek vermis ve ayrica Arap diinyasini
yonlendirme arzu icin Israil’e kars1 direnis vurgusu yapmustir. Bu yolla, Esad, babasinin izlemis
oldugu gibi Iran siyasetinin bir benzerini devam ettirmistir. Esad, Amerika Birlesik Devletleri
(ABD) ve mittefikleri olan bolge devletleri srail, Misir ve Suudi Arabistan’a karsilik olarak
ise, Iran basta olmak iizere bircok devletin destegini arama yolu girismistir. Bu noktada Esad

doneminde &zellikle Tiirkiye ile Suriye arasinda yasanan yakinlasma dikkat cekicidir.'?®

1946 yilindan 1970’11 yillarin baslarina kadarki donem araligi Suriye’de sikca degisen bir
yOnetim slreci yasanmustir. 1970’lerin basinda Hafiz Esad’in Suriye’de iktidarmi kurmasi
sonrasinda, Esad ile Suriye’deki SUnni Miisliimanlar arasinda ¢gekigsmeler yasanmis, yasanan bu
cekisme ise 1982 yilinda Hama’daki vahsetin ayak sesleri olmustur. Insanlik tarihinde hazin bir
olay olarak kayitlara gegen bu vahsetin bir benzeri ve hatta daha siddetli olan1 ise Mart 2011°den
sonra Suriye’de bu sefer Besar Esad tarafindan tekrar yasatilacaktir. Bu boliimde “Arap Bahari”
adlandirilmasi ile baglayan halk hareketlerinin bir diger duragi Suriye devleti icerisinde yasanan
gelismelere, Esad yonetiminin bu hareketlere nasil cevap verdigine bakilacak ve Suriye’deki

gruplardan bahsedilecektir.

Arap Bahari, 17 Aralik 2010°da 26 yasindaki Muhammed Buazizi adinda bir seyyar saticinin
kendini yakmasi sonrasinda, Tunus’ta bir isyan ile baslamustir.*?® Tunus’ta “diizen yikilsin” ve
“Ekmek, Onur, Hlrriyet” gibi sloganlar tizerinden gelisen olaylar kisa zamanda domino etkisi
gostererek basta Misir, Yemen, Libya, Suriye olmak iizere biitiin Arap tilkelerindeki despotik
yonetimleri etkisi altina almus, hatta kimilerini de iktidardan diisiirmiistiir. Ornegin, Tunus’ta
23 yillik Zeynel Abidin Bin Ali rejimi 14 Ocak 2011°de, Misir’da 30 yillik Hiisnii Miibarek
rejimi Subat 2011°de, Yemen’de 33 yillik Ali Abdullah Salih iktidar1 Kasim 2011°de, Libya’da
da 42 yillik Muammer Kaddafi rejimi Subat 2011°de kanh bir yikilma siirecine girmistir.'?’

Genis bir alan1 etkisi altina alan bu halk hareketleri, tarihsel, sosyo-ekonomik, ydnetimsel,

124 H. Muhammed Mercan (2016), “1970’ten Giiniimiize Suriye Dis Politikasmin Temel Parametreleri”, s. 255.
125 ORSAM (2011), “Suriye Politik Kiiltiiriinde Tarihsel Pragmatizm, Besar Esad Dénemi Suriye Dis Politikasi
ve Tirkiye-Suriye Iliskileri”, Erigim Tarihi: 05.10.2016, Erisim Adresi:
http://orsam.org.tr//d_hbanaliz/20111116 85raportum.pdf, ss. 16-17.

126 SETA (2011), “Isyan, Miidahale ve Sonrasi: Libya’da Déniisiimiin Sancilar1”, Erisim Tarihi: 25.02.2019,
Erisim Adresi: http:/file.setav.org/Files/Pdf/20121126133624 seta-libyada _donusumun_sancilari.pdf, s. 85.
127 geyfettin Glrsel (2013), “Dénemin Bilangosu”, icinde (editdr: Baskin Oran) Tiirk Dis Politikasi: Kurtulus
Savasindan Bugiine Olgular, Belgeler, Yorumlar (Cilt 3: 2001-2012), Istanbul: iletisim Yaynlari, s. 51.
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ordunun rolii, bilgi ve iletisim teknolojilerinin etkisi, issizlik ve tek aileli yonetimler gibi

nedenler iizerinden agiklanmaktadir.?®

2010 yilinin sonlarma gelindigi vakit, Kuzey Afrika ve Ortadogu cografyasini etki altina alan
“Arap Baharr” veya “Arap Uyanmigt” isimli halk ayaklanmalari, Suriye rejimini endiseye sevk
etmistir. Ancak Suriye rejimince, Suriye’nin diger iilkelerden farkli oldugu ve i¢ ve dis
baglantili bu degisim siirecinden pek etkilenilmeyecegi vurgulanmistir. Bu sdylemi destekleyen
baska bir agiklama da Devlet Baskani1 Besar Esad tarafindan yapilan agiklamadir: “Uluslararasi
alanda takindigr muhalif durusun halk: tarafindan desteklendigi ve iilkenin yasadigi ekonomik
zorluklar ve siyasi agmazlara halkin dayanma giicii oldugu, en azindan onlari ayaklanmaya
sevk edecek diizeyde olmadig diisiincesiyle hareket etmis ve devletin ve halkin arasinda bu
meselelere dair goriis farkliligi olmadigini savunmustur.”**® Suriye’deki isyan siireci, devrimin

aksine bir takim kamu hizmetleri talebiyle baslamistir.**°

Suriye bolgesinde ilk olaylar, 2011 yilinin ilk aylarinda kiigiik protestolar seklinde baglamistir.
Ancak zaman gectikce bu olaylar, sivil bir ayaklanmaya doniismiistiir.*3! 3 Subat 2011°de
Facebook ve Twitter gibi sosyal paylasim siteleri iizerinden Suriye’de 4 Subat 2011 tarihi “Ofke
GUnU” olarak ilan edilmistir. Bu yolla, 5 Subat 2011°de halkin protesto gdsterilerine katilmasi
adna davetler yapilmistir. Ancak yapilan bu ¢agrilar Suriyeliler tarafindan pek ilgi gormemis,
17 Subat’ta Sam’daki Hamidiye Carsisi’nda polisin bir esnafi dovmesi sonrasinda ise “Suriye
halki asagilanmayacaktir” sloganlar1 esliginde halk arasinda baslayan protesto gosterilerine

Suriye halkindan yogun katilimlar yasanmistir.'32

15 Mart 2011°de, Suriye’nin Dera kentinden halk sokaga c¢ikmustir. Fakat Suriye rejimi
tarafindan yasanilan olayin sadece Dera kenti ile alakali olduguna dair bir agiklama
yapilmistir.”*® Ancak 18 Mart 2011°de Suriye’de isyanlar genis katilimli halk hareketleri
seklinde baslamistir. Bu tarih, Suriye’de isyanlarmn baslangici olarak kabul gormektedir.

Ozellikle 20 Mart 2011 tarihi de dahil olmak tizere Dera’da binlerce kisinin katildig1 gosteriler,

128 Burhanettin Duran & Nurullah Ardi¢ (2014), “Arap Bahar1”, iginde (editorler: Saban Kardas & Ali Balci)
Uluslararas: Iliskilere Giris: Tarih, Teori, Kavram ve Konular, istanbul: Kiire Yayinlari, ss. 457-462.

129 Yagmur Sen (2013), “Suriye’de Arap Bahar1”, Erisim Tarihi: 14.10.2016, Erisim Adresi:
http://www.yasader.org/web/yasama__dergisi/2013/sayi23/54-79.pdf, s. 59.

130 Fehim Tastekin (2015), Suriye: Yikil Git, Diren Kal!, Istanbul: Iletisim Yaynlar1, s. 62.

131 Apdiirrahim Sarraj & Cihan Tasgin (2015), “Arap Bahar1 ve Suriye I¢ Savas Catismasi”, Erisim Tarihi:
06.10.2016, Erisim Adresi: http://ife.org.tr/wp-content/uploads/2015/12/Arap-Bahar%C4%B1-
ve-Suriye-%C4%B0%C3%A7%C3%87at%C4%B1%C5%9Fmas%C4%B1.pdf.

132 21. Yiizyl Tiirkiye Enstitiisii (2013), “Suriye Isyaninin Kronolojisi”, 02.09.2013, Erisim Tarihi: 01.09.2016,
Erisim Adresi: https://www.21yyte.org/tr/merkezler/suriye-krizinin-kronolojisi.

133 Sabah (2012), “ilk Saniyeden Bugiine Suriye I¢ Savaginin Takvimi”, 21.11.2012, Erisim Tarihi: 06.10.2016,
Erisim Adresi: https://www.sabah.com.tr/aktuel/2012/11/21/ilk-saniyesinden-bugune-suriye-ic-savasinintakvimi.
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sonrasinda giderek rejim karsit1 bir siyasal pozisyona dogru evrilmistir. Bu tarihten sonra
olaylar iilke geneline dogru bir yayilma da gostermistir. Ancak Suriye rejimine karsi yapilan
gosterilerin yaninda, rejimi destekleyen bazi gosterilerin de 29 Mart 2011°de ulkenin doért bir
yaninda gerceklestirildigi goriilmiistiir. Hatta Suriye Devlet Baskan1 Besar Esad tarafindan 30
Mart 2011°de Halk Meclisi’nde gergeklestirilen konugsmada, iilkede c¢esitli reformlarin
yapilacagi ifade edilmistir. Esad, ayrica, Ozellikle Dera kentinde yasananlari bir komplo
seklinde de tanimlamustir.**Aslinda, sorulmasi gereken bir soru da sudur: Neden Dera? Bunun

altinda yatan {i¢ tane sebebi ise su sekilde siralamak miimkiindiir:
1. Bir dénem Baas ideolojisinin kaleleri arasinda yer almas,3®

2. Urdiin smirina yakm olmasi sebebi ile dis etkenlere ve miidahalelere agik
olmasi, 136

3. Kurakhga bagli olarak halkin ekonomik refahmin diismesi.**’

Nisan ve Mayis aylarmda Suriye rejimi karsiti gosteriler devam etmistir. Ozellikle sosyal
medya siteleri lizerinden organize olmay1 deneyen Suriyeli muhalifler tarafindan Esad’in
istifaya davet edildigi goriilmiistiir. Buna karsilik, Suriye rejimi tarafindan Nisan 2011 tarihi ile
birlikte muhaliflere kars1 bir kusatma girisimi baslatilmistir. Bunlardan ilki olaylarm basladigi
Dera kentinde olurken, sonrasinda 7 Mayis’ta Banyas ile Humus ve Temmuz 2011°de
Deyruzzor ile Hama kentleri ablukaya alinmistir. Nitekim bu kentlerin aylarca ablukaya alindig1
goriilmiistiir. Uzerinde durulmasi gereken diger bir nokta ise 2011 yazinda rejim karsitlarinin
silahli direnise baslamalaridir.’*® Bu eksende, 29 Temmuz 2011°de Suriye rejimi icerisindeki
bazi1 ordu mensuplari bir araya gelmis ve sonrasmda Ozgiir Suriye Ordusu (OSO) kurulmustur.
Ocak 2012 tarihinde sonra da Suriye’de ¢atismalarin daha genis bir alana yayildig1 goriilmiistiir.

2013’te Esad rejiminin sivil halka kars: yaptiklar: artik acik bir katliama doniismiistiir.3°

Suriye’de yasanan catigmalara baktigimizda, bolge icerisindeki gruplart Esad rejimine karsi
olan ve Esad yanlis1 olanlar olmak iizere iki gruba ayirmak miimkiindiir. Esad rejimine karsi
olan aktorler de askeri ve siyasi olmak tlizere ikiye ayrilmaktadir. Bunun yaninda, askeri aktorler

de kendi igerisinde yerel ve yabanci olmak iizere ikiye ayrilmaktadir. Yerel askeri aktorler;

134 21. Yiizy1l Tiirkiye Enstitiisii (2013), “Suriye Isyanmin Kronolojisi”, 02.09.2013, Erisim Tarihi: 01.09.2016,
Erigim Adresi: https://www.21yyte.org/tr/merkezler/suriye-krizinin-kronolojisi.

135 Yagmur Sen (2013), “Suriye’de Arap Bahar1”, s. 59.

136 Fehim Tastekin (2015), Suriye: Yikil Git, Diren Kal!, s. 62.

187 Ag.e., s. 63.

138 Sabah (2012), “ilk Saniyeden Bugiine Suriye I¢ Savagimin Takvimi”.

1% Sarraj & Tasgin (2015), “Arap Bahari ve Suriye I¢ Savas Catismasi”.
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Ozgir Suriye Ordusu (OS0), islami Cephe, Orta Islamc1 Gruplar, Suriye Devrimcileri, Yerel
Bagimsiz Gruplar ve Partiya Yetkiya Demokrat (PYD) seklinde siralanabilir. Yabanci askeri
aktorler ise; Al Nusra Cephesi, ISID (Irak-Sam Islam Devleti) ve Bagimsiz Gdg¢men
Tugaylarr’dir. Rejim karsit1 siyasi aktorler Suriye Ulusal Konseyi, Demokratik Degisim i¢in
Ulusal Koordinasyon Kurulu, Suriye Devrimci ve Muhalif Gigler Ulusal Koalisyonu ve Suriye
Gegici HiklUmeti’dir. Bu gruplara karsi olarak, Esad yanlis1 askeri gruplar da yerel ve yabanci
olmak tiizere ikiye ayrilmaktadir. Yerel askeri gruplar Sebbihalar ve Milli Savunma Kuvvetleri
diye srralanmaktadir. Esad yanlis1 yabanci gruplar ise Hizbullah ve Irakli milisler olarak

siralanmaktadir.140

Mart 2011°de Dera kentinde baglayan ve sonrasinda iilke geneline yayilan halk hareketlerine
Suriye rejiminin askeri gii¢ kullanmas1 binlerce insanin maruz kaldig: biyuk bir insani krizin
ortaya ¢ikmasina neden olmustur. Bu durum, ayn1 zamanda, Suriye’ye kars1 insani miidahale
tartigmalarinin dillendirilmesinin de oniinii agmistir. Calismanin sonraki boliimiinde, Suriye’de
yasanan insani krize iliskin ABD’nin krize siyasal soylemleri ve eylemlerinin Ingiliz Okulu
icerisindeki hangi yaklasimla iliskilendirilecegi hususuna deginilecektir. Bu iliskilendirmeyi
yapmadan 6nce, kisaca, ABD’nin Suriye ile tarihte kurmus oldugu karsilikli iliski de g6z 6niine

alinacaktir.
3.2. ABD’nin Suriye Politikasi Ingiliz Okulu Uzerinden Analizi

ABD, 1946 yilinda bagimsizligini elde eden Suriye ile iliskilerini Sam’a Konsolosluk acarak
baslatmasiyla Suriye’yi egemen bir devlet olarak tanimistir. Bu tarih, ayn1 zamanda, ABD’ nin
Sovyetler Birligi’nin yayilmasin1 engellemek, petrole ulasmak ve Israil’i korumak gibi hedefler
nedeniyle Sovyetler Birligi yanlis1 bir politika izleyen Suriye ile ABD arasindaki iligkilerin de
gerilmesine neden olmustur. Hatta 1957°de, ABD’nin Suriye yonetimini degistirmek adina bir
darbe planladiginin ortaya ¢ikmasi, ABD ile Suriye arasinda yasanacak giivensizligin
baslangici olmustur.?*! Suriye ile ABD arasindaki iliskilerin kétiilesmesinin altindaki bir diger
olay ise 1967 yilindaki Arap-Israil (Alt1 Giin) Savas1 olmus, bu savas sonrasinda Suriye nin
Golan Tepeleri’ni kaybetmesinde ABD’nin destek sagladigi iddialar1 Suriye’nin ABD ile

iliskilerini kesmesinde &nemli bir etken olmustur.'*? 1970’te Suriye’de Hafiz Esad iktidara

140 A g.e.

141 Evren Altinkas 2016), “Suriye-Amerika Birlesik Devletleri Iliskileri”, icinde (editor: Baris Adibelli)
Emperyalizmin Oyununda Ikinci Perde: Arap Bahari ve Suriye, Istanbul: 1Q Kiiltiir Sanat Yayimcilik, s. 143.
142 Reyhan Giiner (2016), “Bitmeyen Kavga: Suriye-ABD iliskilerinin Diinii, Bugiinii”, iginde (editorler:
Mehmet Akif Okur & Nuri Salik) Bagimsizliktan Arap Bahar’ina Suriye I¢ ve Dis Politika, Ankara: Nobel
Akademik Yayinlari, ss. 266-267.
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gelmesine ragmen, ABD-Suriye iliskilerindeki gerginlik azalmamis, aksine Hafiz Esad’in

oliimiine kadar devam etmistir.'43

11 Eyliil2001°de ABD’ye yapilan saldirilar sonrasinda, ABD Bagkani1 George W. Bush, yapmis
oldugu konusmada, terdrizmi destekleyen ve kitle imha silahlar1 edinmeyi amaglayan Iran, Irak
ve Kuzey Kore gibi devletleri “ser ekseni” (axis of evil) seklinde adlandirmistir. Bu
smiflandirma, Mayis 2002°de ABD’li politikact John Bolton tarafindan Kiiba, Libya ve Suriye
gibi devletlerin de yer alacagi sekilde ‘“haydut devletler” (rogue states) olarak
genisletilmistir.*** Oyle ki, 2004 yilinda ABD Senatosu’nda Suriye Sorumluluk Yasasi
temelinde Suriye’ye karst bir dizi yaptirimi 6ngoren yasa teklifi kabul edilmistir. ABD’nin
Suriye’ye karsi elestirisi, 2005°te Liibnan Basbakani Hariri’nin suikast sonucunda yasamini
yitirmesiyle artarak devam etmistir.’*> ABD ile Suriye arasindaki iliskilerin tamamen kesilmesi
sonrasinda, Tiirkiye’nin yeni bir Irak vakasinin yasanmamasi adina araya girmesi ve Suriye ile
Israil arasinda Tiirkiye’nin arabuluculuk yapmasi sonrasinda, ABD ile Suriye arasmdaki
gerginlik yavas yavas azalmaya baglamistir. Nitekim 2009°da dénemin ABD Bagskani1 Barack

Obama, Sam’a yeniden Biiyiikelgi atamugtir.*4®

Ancak Arap Bahar1 surecinde ABD’nin izlemis oldugu asir1 ihtiyatl, 6n plana ¢ikmayan, diisiik
profil sergileyen ve gelismeleri perde arkasindan izleyerek kritik giivenlik sorunlarmin bolgesel
guclere havale eden politik tutumu hem i¢ politikada, hem de uluslararasi platformda tartigma
yaratmistir.’*” Bu agiklamay1 destekleyen dnemli bir 6rnek ise ABD’nin 2011°de Libya’da ise
“geriden liderlik” (leading from behind) anlayismni kendi temel ilkesi yapmasidir.'*® Libya’da
yasanan insani krizler, BM Gilivenlik Konseyi tarafindan 1970 ve 1973 sayili kararlarin
alinmasina katki sagladig1 gibi, ABD’nin NATO vasitasiyla Libya krizine dahil oldugu ve
Libya’daki gidisatin degismesine etki etmistir.’*® Ancak, 2011°de ABD Suriye’de yasanan
insani krize farkli yaklasmstir. Oyle ki, ABD Baskan1 Obama tarafindan 6 Mart 2012 tarihinde
yapilan aciklamada, ABD’nin Libya ile Suriye’de fakli bir uygulamada bulunmasmi su
aciklamasi lizerinden vurguladigi goriilmiistiir: “Libya konusunda biz uluslararasi toplumu

harekete gecirdik, BM Giivenlik Konseyi'nin onayim aldik, bolgedeki Arap devletlerinin tam

143 Evren Altinkas (2016), “Suriye-Amerika Birlesik Devletleri Iliskileri”, ss. 144-145.

144 Reyhan Giiner (2016), “Bitmeyen Kavga: Suriye-ABD Iliskilerinin Diinii, Bugiinii”, ss. 272-273.

145 Evren Altinkas (2016), “Suriye-Amerika Birlesik Devletleri Iliskileri”, s. 151.

146 Birol Akgiin (2012), “ABD’nin Suriye Politikas1”, i¢inde (editdr: Birol Akgiin) Suriye Krizi'nde Bélgesel ve
Kuresel Aktorler, SDE Analiz, Erisim Tarihi: 02.09.2016, Erisim Adresi:
https://turkistanilibrary.com/sites/default/files/suriye-analiz.pdf, ss. 10-15.

147 Ag.e., s. 10.

148 Benan Kepsutlu (2016), Amerika nin Ortadogu Politikast, Istanbul: Inkilap Kitabevi, s. 262.

149 Haydar Cakmak (2016), ABD 'nin Askeri Miidahaleleri: 1801 'den GUniimlize, Ankara: Kaynak Yayinlari, s.
403.
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destegini sagladik ve askeri hareketin kisa zamanda sonug getirecegine emin olduktan sonra
harekete gectik. Suriye’de ise durum c¢ok daha karmagsiktir”. Bagkan Obama tarafindan
Suriye’de yasanan bu karmasikhigin temelinde Rusya, Iran ve Cin gibi devletlerin oldugu
belirtilmistir.?>® Obama tarafindan belirtilen bu karmasik durum karsisinda ABD’nin Suriye
krizine Dayanigsmacilarin soylemlerine dayanak olusturacak sdylemlerde bulunmasina ragmen

biiyiik ¢apli bir askeri miidahale girisiminde bulunulmadigi gériilmiistiir.

2013 yilinda “Suriye’nin Dostlart” isimli toplant1 sirasinda dénemin ABD Disisleri Bakani
John Kerry tarafindan Suriyeli muhaliflere 60 milyon dolarlik ek yardim yapilacag: ifade
edilmistir.’® Ayrica, Kerry tarafindan ABD nin, ilk kez, silahli muhalif gruplara gida ve ilag
yardimi yapacagmi aciklamalar1 yapilmistir.'® 7 Nisan 2013 tarihinde Suriye’nin Dogu
Guta/Duma sehrine Esad glgleri tarafindan kimyasal silah saldirisinin gergeklestirilmesi
sonrasinda ¢ok sayida kisinin yasamimi yitirdigi iddias1 ortaya atilmistir. ABD Daisisleri
Bakanlig1 Sozciisii Nauert tarafindan Suriye’de yasanan insani krize uluslararasi toplumun
tepki gostermesi gerektigi vurgulanmistir.*>® Bunun yaninda, 25 Nisan 2013’de dénemin ABD
Savunma Bakani olan Chuck Hagel’in istihbarat birimlerinin Suriye’de yasanan olaylarda
Suriye yonetiminin kimyasal silah kullandig1 bilgisini ortaya atmasi bu iddialar1 destekler
niteliktedir.’®* ABD yetkilileri tarafindan Suriye’de kimyasal silah kullamlarak, Suriye’de
insani krizin ist boyutlara ulastigi bilgisinin insani kriz vurgusunu sdylemsel temelde
desteklemektedir. Ayrica Suriye’deki insani krizlerin sona erdirilmesi noktasinda sdylemsel
vurgularin yerine, ABD’li yetkililer tarafindan eyleme gegilmesi tarzinda ¢agrilarin ingiliz

Okulu’nun Dayanigsmacilarin miidahale yapilmasi goriisiinii desteklemektedir.

Agustos 2013°te Suriye’nin Dogu Guta sehrine Esad rejimi tarafindan tekrar kimyasal silahla
saldirida bulunulmasi, Turkiye ve ABD basta olmak iizere bir¢ok devletin dikkatinin Suriye’ye
dogru cevirmesine neden olmustur.’®® Hatta, bir y1l énce, Suriye’de yasanan insani krizler

sonrasinda uluslararasi toplum tarafindan da bdlgeye insani miidahale yapilmasi tarzinda ¢esitli

150 Benan Kepsutlu (2016), Amerika mn Ortadogu Politikast, s. 266.

151 TRT Haber (2013), “Suriye’nin Dostlar” Topland1”, 28.02.2013Erisim Tarihi: 08.10.2016, Ersim Adresi:
http://www.trthaber.com/haber/dunya/turkiyeden-suriye-icin-acil-kodlu-cagri-76583.html.

152 AlJazeera (2013), “ABD Muhaliflere Yardimi Artirryor”, 28.02.2013, Erisim Tarihi: 06.09.2016, Erisim
Adresi: http://www.aljazeera.com.tr/haber/abd-muhaliflere-yardimi-artiriyor.

153 Bjanet (2018), “Duma’ya Kimyasal Silah Iddialar1”, 16.04.2018, Erisim Tarihi: 02.07.2018, Erisim Adresi:
https://bianet.org/bianet/siyaset/195929-dogu-guta-da-kimyasal-silah-iddialarina-karsilikli-aciklamalar.

154 Ensonhaber.com (2013), “ABD Savunma Bakani: Suriye Kimyasal Silah Kullandi”, 26.04.2013, Erisim
Tarihi: 10.09.2016, Erisim Adresi: http://www.ensonhaber.com/abd-savunma-bakani-suriye-kimyasalsilah-
kullandi-2013-04-26.html.

155 SETA (2014), “2013’te D1s Politika”, Erisim Tarihi: 02.07.2018, Erisim Adresi:
http://file.setav.org/Files/Pdf/20140311135555 2013te-dis-politika-pdf.pdf, s. 85.
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talepleri dile getirilmistir. Oyle ki, 2012’de Baskan Obama’nmn dikkat cektigi askeri
operasyonun yapilmasi i¢in kimyasal silah sartinin belirtilmesine ve Agustos 2013’te bolgede
bu durumun yasanmasma ragmen, ABD’nin askeri muidahale segenegini kullanmadigi
gorilmiistiir. Bu saldirilar ABD’nin kirmizi ¢izgilerinin acgik bir ihlali olmasina ragmen,
miidahalenin yapilmamasmm temelinde’® Rusya’nin girisimleri sonrasinda Suriye’nin
kimyasal silah s6zlesmesine katilmas1 ve bu silahlarin teslim edilmesi yatmaktadir.?>” Suriye’de
sivil halka kars1 kimyasal silah kullanilmas1 sonrasinda, ABD, duruma tepki gostermistir. Bu
durum, ABD’nin Suriye’ye askeri miidahalenin yapilmasi i¢in sdylemsel vurgularin

Dayanigmacilarin goriislerinin destekler nitelikte oldugu goriilmiistiir.

Mart 2003’te yasanan ABD’nin Irak isgali ve Mart 2011 tarithine kadar ABD’nin varligini
bdlgede strdirmesi daha 6nceden de Afganistan, Bosna ve Cegenistan gibi yerlerde savasmis
olan tecriibeli yabanci savasgilarin Irak’a gelmelerine ve burada 6rgiitlenme yoluna gitmelerine
neden olmustur. Sonrasinda radikal Orgiitlenmeler olarak adlandirilacak olan bu
orgiitlenmelerin bir diger duragi da Suriye olmustur. Suriye’nin i¢inde bulundugu durum goz
oniine alindiginda, radikal orgiitlenmelerin sayisinda bir artis yasanmistir. Bu orgiitlenmeler,
ayni zamanda, Suriye’deki i¢ savasin uzamasma neden olmustur. Bu savasin uzanmasmin
altinda da Esad rejiminin Ozgiir Suriye Ordusu’na miidahale etmesi yatmaktadir. Ciink{ bu
orgutlenmeler, bu sayede Suriye’deki kazanimlarmi pekistirmistir. Bu orgiitlenmelerden bir

tanesi ise hareket ve etki acismndan 6n plana ¢ikan ISID olmustur.*®®

Hareket ve eylem itibariyle 6n plana ¢ikan ISID’in Irak ve Suriye’de ilerlemesi dngoriilemeyen
bir durum olmamustir. Ancak bolgedeki ISID varliginin altinda yatan diger neden ise basta ABD
olmak iizere uluslararasi toplumun gelismelere sessiz kalmas1 olmustur. Bu noktada, ISID’in
Suriye’de ve Irak’ta kazandiklar1 topraklar, muhaliflere yonelik yaptigi saldirilar ve ilk
zamanlar gerceklestirmis oldugu katliamlar ¢ok fazla giindeme gelmemistir. Ancak ISID’in
yapmis oldugu katliamlara iliskin farkindaligin artmasi ile ABD Bagkani Obama da harekete
gecmistir. Bu eksende, Obama, ISID’i “geriletmek ve ortadan kaldrmak” sloganmi
gerceklestirmek amaciyla dort ayakli bir strateji agiklamistir: ISID hedeflerine hava saldirilari

diizenlenmesi, ISID’le sahada miicadele eden giiglere destek saglanmasi, ISID’in saldirilarmni

15 ORSAM (2014), “ABD’nin ISID Stratejisi ve Irak ile Suriye’ye Olast Yansimalar1”, Rapor: 191, Erisim
Tarihi: 01.07.2018, Erisim Adresi: http://orsam.org.tr//d_hbanaliz/2014924 rapor191tur.pdf.

157 Mehmet Dalar (2016), “Birlesmis Milletler Giivenlik Konseyi’nin Suriye Krizindeki Tutumu”, iginde (editér:
Fatma Tasdemir) Suriye: Catisma ve Uluslararasi Hukuk, Ankara: Nobel Akademik Yayinlari, ss. 25-26.

158 ORSAM (2014), “ABD’nin ISID Stratejisi ve Irak ile Suriye’ye Olast Yansimalar1”.

215


http://orsam.org.tr/d_hbanaliz/2014924_rapor191tur.pdf

Serdar CUKUR UPA Strategic Affairs 5 (2)

onlemek i¢in terdrle miicadele kapasitesinin kullanilmasi ve ISID saldirilar1 nedeniyle yerinden

edilmis kisilere insani yardimlarin devam ettirilmesi.*>®

ABD Baskan1 Obama’nin dis politikada hedef olarak ISID’i ilk siraya koymasimin temelinde,
Obama’ni Islam diinyas: ile dogrudan kars1 karsiya kalmak istememesi ve Soguk Savas sonras1
donemde Ortadogu cografyasinda artmaya baslayan Amerikan karsithigini azaltmak istemesi
yatmaktadir. Bunun eyleme dékilmesi icin de Obama déneminde ABD gdiglerinin bir bo1imi
Irak’tan ¢ekilmistir. Bu durum, ayn1 zamanda, bdlgede kisaca “IS/D” adiyla bilinen radikal
dinci teror orgiitiiniin dogmasina neden olmustur. Bu terér rgiitiiniin, Irak ve Suriye’de bazi
onemli toprak parcalarinin ele ge¢irmesinin yaninda, basta Amerika olmak iizere Avrupa’y1
tehdit etmeye baslamasi, Baskan Obama’nin Suriye’deki planlarnda ISID’in miidahale

edilmesi gereken bir yap1 olarak ilk siraya konumlanmasinda énemli bir etken olmustur.°

ABD’nin ISID hususunda ilk stratejisi hava saldiris1 olmustur. Bu temelde, ABD, ilk olarak
Irak’ta bulunan ISID hedeflerine'® Agustos 2014’te bir hava saldiris1 gergeklestirilmistir. 62
Sonrasinda, ABD Baskani Obama’dan farkli olarak Suriye’deki ISID hedeflerinin de
vurabilecegine dair aciklama yapilmustir.’®® Bu eksende, ISID’in Suriye’deki kalesi olarak
gosterilen Rakka’ya yonelik ABD tarafindan yapilan hava saldirisinda 20 hedef vurulmustur.*®*
Ikinci strateji kapsaminda, ISID ile miicadele noktasinda, Baskan Obama tarafindan Amerikan
kuvvetlerinin savasa katilmak gibi bir gdrevlerinin olmayacaklar1 belirtilmistir. Oyle ki, Obama
tarafindan, ABD’nin, Amerikan kara giliclerinin hem Irak’ta, hem de Suriye’de savasa
katilmayacag1 ve sadece egitim, istihbarat ve malzeme gibi destekler vereceklerini ifade
edilmistir. Ugiincii strateji kapsamimda ISID’in finansmanmm kesilmesi ve ISID ideolojisine
kars1 ¢ikilmas1 gibi konular bulunmaktadir. Dérdinci strateji ise, ISID’in saldirilar1 sebebiyle
yerlerinden edilmis olan Siinni, Sii, Hiristiyan, Yezidi ve diger dini azinliklara insani yardimda
bulunulmasini igermektedir.*®® Sonug olarak, ABD’nin Suriye’de yasanan insani krizin

aktodrlerinden birisi olarak gosterilen ISID terdr drgiitiiniin faaliyetlerine Suriye muhalefetine

159 Agee.

180 Ufuk Cerrah“ABD’nin Suriye Politikas1”, i¢inde (editdrler: Hasret Comak & Caner Sancaktar & Zafer
Yildirim) Uluslararas: Politikada Suriye Krizi, Istanbul: BETA Yayncilik, ss. 327-328.

161 ORSAM (2014), “ABD’nin ISID Stratejisi ve Irak ile Suriye’ye Olas1 Yansimalarr”.

162 Hirriyet (2014), “Erbil’e Dayanan ISID’i Vurdu”, 09.08.2014, Erigim Tarihi: 08.10.2016, Erisim Adresi:
https://www.hurriyet.com.tr/dunya/erbil-e-dayanan-isid-i-vurdu-26970528.

163 ORSAM (2014), “ABD’nin ISID Stratejisi ve Irak ile Suriye’ye Olas1 Yansimalar1”.

164 BBC News Tirkge (2014), “ABD Suriye’de ISID’e Yénelik Hava Operasyonu Baslatt1”, 23.09.2014, Erisim
Tarihi: 28.09.2016, Erisim Adresi: http://www.BBC.com/turkce/haberler/2014/09/140923 isid_saldiri.

165 ORSAM (2014), “ABD’nin ISID Stratejisi ve Irak ile Suriye’ye Olast Yansimalar1”.
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yapmis oldugu destek ve hava saldirilariyla Dayanigmacilarin insani krizlerin 6nlenmesi

noktasinda askeri miidahalede bulunulmasi yoniinde agiklamasini desteklemektedir.

ABD ile Rusya arasinda Suriye’de yasanan insani kriz temelinde karsilikli temaslar
gerceklestirdikleri de goriilmiistiir. Hatta Eylil 2016’da iki taraf arasinda yapilan uzun ve
zahmetli goriisme sonrasinda, ABD ile Rusya arasindaki planda su hususun Gzerinde
durulmustur: ateskesi uygulatmak. Ancak iki tlke, Suriye’de faaliyet gdsteren terorist gruplar
karsinda birlikte miicadele edilmesi gerektigine dair bir karar konusunda anlagsmaya
varamamislardir.’®® Bunun yaninda, ISID’in kontrol edilmesi adina ABD tarafindan yapilan
“Esad ile is birligi yapmalynz” seklindeki bu agiklama, ABD’nin daha 0nceki “Esad mutlaka
gitmeli” stratejisinin basarisizliga ugradiginin bir gostergesi olarak okunabilmektedir.'®” Yani,
Obama’nm Baskanliginda, ABD, Suriye’de izlemis oldugu pasif politika ile basarisiz olmustur.
Bu tarz bir politikanin tercih edilmesinin altinda yatan nedenleri ise su sekilde Ozetlemek

mimkindir:168

e ABD Bagkani Obama, Bush’un Irak’1 iggal etmesinin yanlis bir politika olduguna
inamyordu. Irak i¢in yapilan operasyonun yarardan ¢ok zarar getirecegini diisiinen
Obama’ya gore, Suriye’ye yapilacak karsi olasi operasyon da benzer zararlara neden

olacakti.

e [rak ve Libya 6rneklerinde yasanilan yonetim degisikligi sonrasinda ABD’nin radikal
teror orgutlerinin hedefi haline gelmesi, ABD’yi Ortadogu’da yonetim ve {lilke

sistemlerini degistirme hususunda daha tedbirli davranmaya itmistir.

e Olast Suriye miidahalesi sonrasinda yasanilacak her ABD’li asker kaybi, Obama ve

Demokrat yonetime segimlerde oy kaybi olarak geri dénecekti.
e Savagin biitcesi, ABD ekonomisini zorlayacakti.

e Olas1 Suriye miidahalesi sonrasinda ABD ile Rusya karsi1 kastya getirebilirdi. Bu durum,

ayni zamanda, taraflar arasinda sicak bir ¢atisma riskine de neden olabilirdi.

166 DW Tiirkge (2016), “Suriye’deki I¢ Savagin Kronolojisi”, Erisim Tarihi: 02.12.2016, Erisim Adresi:
http://www.dw.com/tr/suriyedeki-i%C3%A7-sava%C5%9F%C4%B1n-kronolojisi/a-19546767.

167 Reyhan Giiner (2016), “Bitmeyen Kavga: Suriye-ABD Iliskilerinin Diinii, Bugiinii”, s. 284.

168 Sertif Demir & Hasret Comak (2016), “NATO ve Suriye Krizi”, iginde (editdrler: Hasret Comak & Caner
Sancaktar & Zafer Yildirim) Uluslararast Politikada Suriye Krizi, Istanbul: BETA Yayincilik, ss. 340-341.
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e QOlas1 Suriye miidahalesi sonrasinda Esad’in yerine gelebilecek olan radikal bir yonetim,
tiim bdlgenin giivenliginin yaninda Israil’in giivenligini de ciddi manada tehlikeye
sokabilirdi.

e ABD’nin olas1 Suriye miidahalesi, P5+1 iilkeleri ile iran arasinda imzalanan yapilan
uranyum zenginlestirme kapasitesini azaltmaya yonelik tarihi anlagsmayir (JCPOA)

olumsuz yonde etkileyebilirdi.

Sonu¢ olarak, ABD ile Suriye arasindaki iliskiye bakildig1 vakit, 1946 yilindan giiniimiize
kadarki donem araliginda ikili iligkilerin genelde gergin sekilde devam ettigi goriilmiistiir.
Ozellikle, ABD’nin Mart 2011°de Suriye’de baslayan ve halen bile devam eden insani krizin
¢Oziilmesi noktasinda Dayanigmacilarin askeri miidahalenin yapilmasi i¢in devlet igerisindeki
insani krizlere vurgu yapmasina askeri miidahale secenegi yerine Suriye muhalefetine destek
vererek eylemlerde bulundugu goriilmiistiir. ABD’nin 6zellikle Obama doneminde Libya’da
gerceklestirilen miidahalenin bir benzerinin Suriye’de gerceklestirememesinde Rusya
faktorinln de blylk etkisi olmustur. Bunun yerine, ABD’nin, Suriye’de, bolgesel ve kiiresel
boyutlarda etkiye neden olan ISID terdr drgiitiiniin faaliyetlerini engellenmeye yonelik aktif bir
politika izlemeyi tercih ettigi goriilmiistiir. Ozetle, ABD’nin Obama déneminde uyguladig:
politikalara bakildiginda, Dayanigsmacilarin goriisleri temelinde basta Suriye muhalefetine
verdigi desteklerle insani miidahale gibi askeri miidahale Orneklerini gergeklestirdigi

gorilmiistiir.
Sonug

Insani miidahalenin kuramsal gelisimine bakildiginda, tarihinin samldigindan daha derin
oldugu gériilmiistiir. Insani miidahaleye iliskin yapilan tanimlamalara bakildiginda ise, birgok
farkli tanimin yapildigi goriilmistiir. Yapilan bu tanmimlar, “kim midahale eder?”, “kime
midahale edilir?”, “midahalenin altinda yatan gerekgeler nelerdir?” ve “kullanilan yontem

nedir?” gibi ortak sorular temelinde olusturulmustur.

Insani miidahalenin tarihsel siirecinde 19. yiizyilin sonlarma dogru ismi duyulmaya baslanan
insani miidahalenin olugsmasmin temelinde 18. ve 19. yiizyillarda ¢ogunlugu Osmanli
Imparatorlugu topraklarina yapilan miidahaleler ve bu miidahaleler sonrasinda Avrupa’daki
dogal ve pozitif hukukgular arasinda yasanan tartigmalar yatmaktadir. 20. yiizyil ise, insani
mudahalenin Birlesmis Milletler nezdinde mesruiyetinin kazanilmaya calisildigi bir donem

olmustur.
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Insani miidahale kavrammin Uluslararas: iliskiler teorileri icerisinde en fazla ingiliz Okulu
kapsaminda yer buldugu goriilmiistiir. Bu kavramlarin bu teori lizerinden adlandirilmasinin
temelinde Ingiliz Okulu’nun Idealizm ile Realizm’in bir sentezi olmasi, son 60 yilda yasamus

olduklar1 gelisim siireci ve de Ingiliz Okulu’nun giincel olmas1 yatmaktadir.

Ingiliz Okulu, 1959°da Ingiliz gelenekselci akademisyenlerin calismalar1 sonrasinda ortaya
¢ikmistir. Bu kuramin gelismesi i¢in bircok akademisyenin katkisi olmasina ragmen, Hedley
Bull, Barry Buzan, Timothy Dunne, John Vincent ve Martin Wight gibi isimlerin 6n plana
¢iktig1 gézlenmistir. Sayilan bu isimlerin uluslararasi toplum, devlet, diizen-adalet, insani
miidahale, giivenlik ve uluslararasi sistem gibi kavramlar1 birbirlerine baglantili olarak ele
aldiklar1 goriilmiistiir. Bu Okul kapsaminda, insani miidahale yanlis1 ve karsit1 goriisler ortaya
koyan gruplarin birlikte oldugu goriilmiistiir: Dayanigsmacilar ve Cogulcular. Dayanismacilara
gore devletin asli gorevi, insanlar1 korumaktir. Devlet, insanlar1 koruyamadigi zaman
egemenlik hakkmi kaybeder ve bu nedenle de devlete karsi miidahale hakki ortaya ¢ikar.
Cogulculara gore ise, insanlar1 korumak adina devlete karsi yapilacak olan bir insani miidahale
devletin egemenligine ve icislerine bir saldiridir. Bu durumdan kaynakli olarak, Cogulcular,

insani miidahale karsit1 bir goriise sahiptirler.

Mart 2011°de Suriye’de baslayan halk hareketleri zamanla iilke geneline yayilmis ve kanli bir
i¢c savasa doniismiistiir. Suriye’de yasanan bu i¢ savas 13 yildir devam etmektedir. Yiizlerce,
binlerce ve hatta milyonlarca insan savas nedeniyle ya yasamini yitirmis, ya gozaltina alinmus,
ya da bagka iilkelere gb¢ etmek zorunda kalmistir. Bunlarin yagsanmasinin temelinde ise Esad
rejiminin ordu giiclinii kullanmasinin yaninda, Suriye’de yasanan otorite boslugu nedeniyle
iilkenin baz1 bélgelerine ISID ve PKK/PYD gibi terdr orgiitlerinin eylemlerde bulunmasi
yatmaktadir.

Suriye’ye karsi miidahale yapilmasmi dngdren devletlerden biri de ABD olmustur. ABD’de
tipk1 Dayanigmacilarin insani miidahale yaklagiminda belirtildigi tizere, Suriye’de hem Esad
rejimi tarafindan, hem de bazi radikal teror Orgiitlerinin faaliyetleri sonrasinda milyonlarca
insanin etkilendigini belirtmesine ragmen, Obama ddéneminde, Washington, savasin maliyeti,
Rusya ile karsilasma riski ve Amerikan i¢ kamuoyunun etkisiyle krize mudahale etmemistir.

Bu nedenle, Baskan Obama déneminde, ABD, Suriye konusunda pasif bir politika izlemistir.

Sonug olarak, Suriye’de yasanan insani krizin sonlandirilmas: adina Dayanigsmacilarin goriisleri
temelinde, bolgede, insani midahale semsiyesi altinda askeri kuvvet kullanilmasi noktasinda

gerekli zeminin olustugu goriilmiistiir. Hatta Dayanismacilarin bu sdylemlerini teorik anlamda
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destekleyen ve Suriye krizine olan yaklagimlari iizerinden ABD’nin de midahalede

bulunmustur.
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