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Abstract

For the young Republic of Turkey, the 1930s were a test of international public diplomacy. Turkey, which based
its domestic and foreign policy on the principle of “Peace at home, peace in the world!”, was also concerned about
its own future with the dictatorial regimes of Germany, Russia and Italy, which had distanced themselves from
democratic governance and entered into an arms race with a sense of revenge, as well as the public diplomacy it
would conduct and the measures it would take with the countries in its region. During the First World War, the
country had suffered great devastation. The Turkish nation had spent everything it had in the struggle for
liberation and was almost exhausted. However, it had managed to build a democratic state based on “National
Sovereignty” despite the great economic depression that engulfed the world. However, the political developments
in Europe and the possibility of the Republic of Turkey entering into a new chaos with the approaching World
War could have destroyed all the gains and the future of the country. The task of protecting Turkey from this
impending danger and keeping it safe could only be possible with the rational policies pursued by President Gazi
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk and the correct decisions taken by the Turkish Grand National Assembly in line with
these policies. The aim of this study is to examine the Turkish public diplomacy as reflected in the minutes of the
Turkish Grand National Assembly of Turkey between 1932 and 1938 in order to prevent Turkey's involvement
in the upcoming great war and to secure its gains with measures to ensure its security in the region.
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0z

Geng Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti icin 1930'Tu yillar, uluslararas: bir kamu diplomasi sinavi niteligindeydi. I¢ ve dus
politikasin1 "Yurtta sulh, cihanda sulh!" ilkesine dayandiran Tiirkiye'nin, Avrupa siyasi tarihinde kendini
gosteren, demokratik yonetim anlayisindan uzaklasmis ve intikam duygusuyla silahlanma yarisina giren
Almanya, Rusya ve Italya'min diktatérliik rejimleri ve bélgesinde bulunan iilkelerle ile yiiriitecegi kamu
diplomasisi ve alacagi onlemler kendi gelecegi icin de onem kazanmusti. Birinci Diinya Savasi'nda iilke icinde
biiyiik yikim yasamusti. Tiirk milleti, varimi yogunu kurtulus miicadelesinde harcamis, neredeyse tiikenmigti.
Ancak, diinyay: saran biiyiik ekonomik buhrana ragmen "Milli Egemenlige” dayali demokratik bir devlet insa
etmeyi basarmisti. Ancak Avrupa'da yasanan siyasi gelismeler ve yaklasan Diinya Savasi ile Tiirkiye
Cumbhuriyeti'ni yeni bir kaosun igine girme ihtimali, iilkenin tiim kazanimlarini ve gelecegini yok edebilirdi.
Tiirkiye'yi, yaklasan bu biiyiik tehlikeden koruma ve giivende tutma gorevi ancak basta Cumhurbaskani Gazi
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk'iin izledigi akilci politikalar ve TBMM 'nin bu politikalar dogrultusunda alacagr dogru
kararlarla miimkiin olabilirdi. Bu ¢alismanmin amaci, Tiirkiye'nin yaklasan biiyiik savasa dahil olmasini
engellemek ve bolgedeki giivenligini saglayacak tedbirlerle kazanimlarini giivence altina almak igin 1932-1938
yillar1 arasindaki siireci igindeki Tiirk kamu diplomasisinin TBMM tutanaklarina yansidigi sekliyle
incelemektir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: TBMM, Tiirkiye, Kamu Diplomasisi, Tutanaklar
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Introduction

The process of Turkish public diplomacy has taken different forms in different periods. This diversity has
emerged as a result of changes in Turkey's domestic structure on the one hand and changes in the international
system on the other. Factors that were particularly influential in the development of this process include
leadership, the periodic increase in the weight of bureaucratic institutions, the influence of the press and public
opinion, economic and other pressure groups, and the increasing role of the military (Oran, 2009, p. 73).

According to the founding philosophy of the Republic of Turkey, Gazi Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk, the future and
independence of the homeland "will be ensured not only by the removal of the occupations, but also by the
establishment of a new, unconditionally, independent Turkish state based on national sovereignty! (Atatiirk,
2007, p. 33)" The domestic and foreign policy of Turkey was built on two fundamental principles. The basis of
the domestic policy was "national sovereignty", while the principle of "full independence" was the condition for
reaching the civilization reached by the victors and even beyond with a peaceful policy to be followed in foreign
policy and the revolutions to be made.

However, the hegemony of the dictatorial governments established with the change and transformation caused
by the disruption of political balances with the "New European Order", which was tried to be established in
Europe since 1648* with the First World War, was the biggest threat to the foreign policy of the New Turkish
Republic.

The first was Germany, oppressed by the Treaty of Versailles, signed at the end of the war and described by
Adolf Hitler as "an instrument of immeasurable cruelty, oppression and shameful disgrace" (Hitler, 2017, p. 645).
Hitler saw this treaty as a trigger to mobilize the German people and realize the new European order: "... in the
hands of a clever government that wants to make use of it, it can serve as a whip to arouse the reaction of the
nation... (Hitler, 2017, p. 645)"

In his 1923 book Mein Kampf, Hitler outlined three dangers and areas of struggle that threatened the future of
the German people. The first of these was the Treaty of Versailles. With the Treaty, the German Army, which
was the guarantee of the German people, was destroyed. He states that Germany can regain its former strength
only with a strong military presence. The second was the "German Jews", which he characterized as the internal
enemy that he thought had destroyed the German economy, and finally the destruction caused by Bolshevism.
He expressed his thoughts on this issue as follows:

"At Versailles they first turned the vulgar lust and rage of international thieves against the old German
army. Unless the Jewish hordes are purged, no preparatory measures can be taken technically. Unless,
by fighting them, the Marxist idea, which is the cause of their enmity, is uprooted from their hearts and
minds, millions of people will seem invincible to us (Hitler, 2017, p. 645)."

The second threat was Bolshevism and its leader Stalin, who pursued a policy of Russian expansionism and
Salavization. After Hitler came to power in Germany in 1933, tensions between Germany and Russia began to
arise. Thus, tensions in Europe Russia, led by Stalin, who saw Hitler's Germany as a danger by approaching the
Slavic states and mobilizing the policy of Panslavism, Germany's eastern had tried to block his way (Gorgen,
2021, p. 238-239).

* The Westphalian System of States is essentially a nascent international system that does not establish sovereignty and political authority. The Treaties
of Miinster and Osnabriick, which constituted the Peace of Germany, mainly dealt with feudal issues such as the special German principalities, the
system of election of the Holy Roman Emperor, religious representation and imperial courts. The most important result of the treaties was the loss of
the influence of the Holy Roman Empire, one of the two great universal institutions of the medieval world, by giving the German principalities the
right to sign treaties. Thus, the Papacy, the universal institution of the Middle Ages, also suffered a blow (Krasner, 1993, p. 236). As a matter of fact,
with the Treaty of Augsburg in 1555, the relationship between religion and politics was explicitly recognized as an area of sovereignty and the German
principalities were given the opportunity to have a say over religion in their territories (Phillpot, 2013, p. 70-71). However, although this process,
which started with religious autonomy, enabled the state to draw the boundaries of its sovereignty, the process was legally completed with Wesphalia
(Ozcan, 2019, p. 54-55).
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The third threat was the "Mare Nostrum" dream of Benito Mussolini, the fascist leader of Italy, who wanted to
restore the Roman Empire. Benito Mussolini, influenced by Adolf Hitler's idea of lebensraum, implemented
his fascist program. Mussolini wanted to revive the powerful Roman Empire by taking over the countries in
the Mediterranean. Emphasizing that the 20th century would be their century, Mussolini had created one of
the best navies in the world in the Mediterranean (Fleming, 2002, p. 43).

The change in the balance of political power in Europe after the First World War and the harsh treaty
conditions imposed on the defeated states led to the proliferation of dictatorial structures that mobilized the
people's sense of revenge with the idea that, in Hitler's words, "... in the hands of a clever government that wants
to take advantage of it, it can serve as a whip to arouse the reaction of the nation..." (Hitler, 2017, p. 645). Other
dictators such as Hitler, who implemented Bismarck’s "Iron and Blood" policy, and Mussolini and Stalin
rapidly had begun to arm themselves for the so-called defense policy. Thus, the Balkans, the Mediterranean

and the Young Turkish Republic had come under great threat from the beginning of the 30s.

Although the Lausanne Peace Treaty was a great victory in registering the existence of the New Turkish State
in the international arena, the "Full Independence" and "National Declaration" aims of the National Struggle
were not fully realized. According to the Treaty, the demilitarization of the Turkish Straits by leaving the
control of the Turkish Straits to an international commission prevented Turkey's full independence and would
be threatened international security in the coming chaos. Moreover, leaving Hatay, which was a Turkish
homeland, to Syria under the French mandate was unacceptable.

In this study, the decisions taken by the Grand National Assembly of Turkey (TBMM), which shaped Turkish
public diplomacy in response to the political developments in Europe that would lead the world to disaster in
the early 30s, and the discussions in the minutes of the Assembly will be analyzed. Thus, it will be seen how
important the attitude of the Grand National Assembly of Turkey, the most fundamental institution of the
concept of “National Sovereignty”, towards the public diplomacy decisions taken by the government in the
1930s, when theocratic governments were on the rise, was for the protection of world peace.

As a study method, more than 577 minutes of the Grand National Assembly of Turkey were analyzed through
literature and archive searches and the relevant ones were analyzed and applied.

International Political Developments in the First Years of the 1930s and Their Reflection on the Minutes
of the Turkish Grand National Assembly

Although the Lausanne Peace Treaty paved the way for the establishment of the Young Turkish Republic and
ensured its international acceptance, it also postponed the resolution of some vital problems. The new Turkish
Democratic Government believed that these problems could be solved over time through effective diplomacy.

The first of these was the Mosul Question. During the Lausanne negotiations, the problem, which could not
be fully agreed between Turkey and Britain, was postponed to be resolved between the two countries. However,
for Britain as well as Turkey, Mosul was of vital importance in terms of energy and Far East policies. They
never had been wanted to leave Mosul to the Turks. For this reason, a separatist Kurdish tribal uprising to be
organized within Turkey (Cibranli Tribe, Sheikh Sait Uprising), planning, preparation phases, and all kinds of
support provided the problem to be solved in its favor.

Finally, the Mosul Question was concluded in favor of Britain with the signing of the "Turkish-Iraqi Border
and Good Neighborliness Treaty" between Turkey, Britain and Iraq in Ankara on June 5, 1926 with the
mediation of the League of Nations (Oran, 2009, p. 267).

From the 1930s onwards, the balance in both Europe and the Middle East began to shift. In the Middle East,
increasing Jewish immigration, especially to Palestine, caused disturbances in this region. and this led to the
development of Arab nationalism as a reaction. led to the rise of the Soviet Union. In Europe, when Mussolini

1362



AUSBD, 2024; 24(3): 1359-1376

came to power in Italy and Hitler in Germany, these two the country gradually formed a revisionist front.
Germany was forced to accept the Versailles limitations one by one, while Italy invaded Abyssinia in 1935 and
took over the Mediterranean.

It posed a threat to British supremacy. Germany's efforts to get closer to Turkey and Italy's activities in
the Mediterranean region before the Second World War Developments that increased Turkey's
importance in the eyes of the UK As of the early 1930s, the effects of the 1929 economic depression
began to fade in the international arena on the one hand, and increased polarization on the other. In this
period, the status quo camp led by Britain and France the split and tension between the revisionist camp
led by Germany and Italy it was starting to become clear (Oran, 2009, p. 271).

On November 1, 1931, President Gazi Mustafa Kemal (who had not yet taken the surname Atatiirk), in his
speech opening the 4th term of the Turkish Grand National Assembly, were based Turkey's foreign policy in
the region on the principle of creating a secure geography from the Balkan states to Iran within the framework
of good relations with neighbors. His speech is as follows:

President Gazi Mustafa Kemal: “Honorable Members of Parliament, p. Over the past year, the
conciliatory and consistent character of our foreign policy was once again confirmed. The sincerity of
our relations with our immediate neighbors has increased. We have good relations with every state in
the international arena and we are achieving positive results. Our motto will always be to follow a path
of peace that aims at Turkey's security and is not to the detriment of any nation (Bravo! Applause). We
wish the same visits to Hungary. I would like to especially mention your impressions. The manifestations
of friendship with the friendly Hungarian nation are worthy of the happy events we always desire and
long for (Applause). The visit of His Majesty the King of Iraq and his honorable ministers left very sweet
memories in our country. We were pleased to receive in Ankara the Honorable Commissar of Foreign
Affairs of our great friend Soviet Russia. On this occasion, it was made clear that it is in the great interest
and sincere desire of the two countries to maintain their experienced friendly relations with the same
strength and sincerity. Dear Sirs, p. Turkey, due to its geographical position, is particularly interested in
the preservation and consolidation of peace in the Balkans. It is natural to attribute a special sincerity to
Turkey's satisfaction with the fact that it has almost no disputes and conflicts with its neighbors” (TBMM
Z.C., 1931, p. 3-4).

At the beginning of the 1930s, the membership of the Republic of Turkey in the League of Nations was being
beginning to discussed. In the Mosul Question between Turkey and Britain, the League of Nations ignored
Turkey's just demands and ruled in favor of Britain, which caused Turkey to have a negative attitude towards
membership in the League. This negative decision brought Turkey-Soviet Union relations closer to each other.
The Soviet Union's belief that the League of Nations was established against it was also effective in its approach
to Turkey. Turkey gradually moved closer to the Soviet Union and signed the Treaty of Friendship and
Neutrality with Soviet Russia on December 17, 1925 (Basarir, 2019, p. 1420).

One of the problems Turkey had with the League of Nations was the exchange between Turkey and Greece. As
the mixed commission established between Turkey and Greece failed to find a solution, the dispute was taken
to the Permanent Court of Justice at The Hague on the recommendation of the League of Nations. The Court's
interpretation of the term 'settled' on February 21, 1925 failed to resolve the dispute (Dogan, 2015, p. 231).

The event that led to the improvement of relations between Turkey and the League of Nations was the Bozkurt-
Lotus case between Turkey and France in 1926. The case was brought by Turkey to the League's Permanent
Court of International Justice and the matter was resolved in favor of Turkey by the court in 1927 (Ersaydi,
2010, p. 41). This was the first time Turkey had confidence in the League of Nations. Turkey, which was in
favor of peace, later signed the Kellogg Pact and showed that it was open to international cooperation by
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participating in the Preparatory Committee of the League of Nations' Disarmament Conference (Biyikli, 2016,
p. 123-124).

With these developments, the states defeated in the First World War were also admitted to the League. In 1931,
Turkey adopted in principle to join the League of Nations and assured the Soviet Union with a note. Turkey
decided to join the League at the beginning of 1932. However, Turkey wanted to join the League by invitation,
not by application. Spain's representative to the League of Nations, De Madariaga, took the floor at the General
Assembly of the League of Nations on July 1, 1932 and presented the draft resolution inviting Turkey for
membership on behalf of Germany, Albania, Australia, Austria, the British Empire, Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia,
Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, the Netherlands, Guatemala, Iran, Iran, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Italy,
Japan, Colombia, Cuba, Latvia, Hungary, Panama, Poland, Romania, New Zealand, Yugoslavia and Greece.
Sixteen members took the floor one by one and expressed their views on Turkey's participation in the
organization (Ulusan, 2008). In conclusion, it was unanimously decided that Turkey would become a member
of the League of Nations and be formally invited to make valuable contributions and that the General
Secretariat would notify Turkey (Ulusan, 2008).

Upon the notification of the decision to Turkey, the Turkish Grand National Assembly (TBMM) decided to
accept the invitation on July 9, 1932. The decision was notified to the General Secretariat of the League. On
Monday, July 18, 1932, with the unanimous vote of 43 members of the League of Nations, Turkey became a
member of the League. On the same day, it was decided that Turkey's representatives would attend the
meetings of the ongoing period (Ulusan, 2008). The decision of the Grand National Assembly of Turkey to
become a member of the League of Nations is reflected in the minutes as follows:

Dr. Tevfik Riistii Bey, Minister of Foreign Affairs (after explaining at length the process of his invitation):
“In response to your invitation on behalf of the General Assembly, I wish to inform you that the Republic
of Turkey and Turkey is ready to become a member, and that Turkey is ready to conclude treaties with
non-member states, including the treaties which Turkey has already concluded and the treaties it has
assumed, and that this is in no way incompatible with the duties of a member of the League of Nations.
In this respect, in fact, all these treaties, which were signed before the admission of Turkey, were signed
by the same majority of the members of the League of Nations. I point out that they were signed in the
spirit of the Treaty of Paris. In making this statement, I would like to emphasize that Turkey is in a
special situation because of the commitments of a military nature arising from the treaties signed at
Lausanne in 1923. I consider it a duty. In these circumstances I should recall the wording of the note
dated 1 June 1925, signed by the representatives of Belgium, France, the British Empire, Italy, Poland
and Czechoslovakia, which the German Government referred to in its letter of 8 February 1926 to the
Secretary-General concerning the admission of Germany to the League of Nations. The last paragraph
of that note is expressed as follows, (...The obligations imposed on the members of the League by this
Article (Article 16) are to be understood in such a way that each of the member States of the League to
ensure adherence to the treaty and to provide a defense against offensive action, in a way that is
compatible with the military situation and to work together in an honest and effective manner within a
scale that takes into account its geographical position is obliged to do so). I request the acceptance of my
high regards Clerk general sir. I ask you to please approve this text that I have read out” (loud applause).

Chief - “Sir, you have listened to the statement of Mr. Acting Foreign Minister. Those who approve the
reply to be written in the style he has read, please raise your hands. Those who do not... It is approved”
(TBMM Z.C., 1932, p. 543-544).

1364



AUSBD, 2024; 24(3): 1359-1376

Turkey's International Policy between 1932-1938 and its Reflection on the Minutes of the Grand National
Assembly of Turkey

From the 1930s onwards, the balance in both Europe and the Middle East began to shift. In the Middle East,
increasing Jewish immigration, especially to Palestine, caused disturbances in this region. and this led to the
development of Arab nationalism as a reaction led to. In Europe, when Mussolini came to power in Italy and
Hitler in Germany, these two the country gradually formed a revisionist front. Germany had to violate the
Versailles limitations one by one, while Italy invaded Abyssinia in 1935 and took over the Mediterranean. It
posed a threat to British supremacy. Germany's efforts to get closer to Turkey and Italy's activities in the
Mediterranean region before the Second World War Developments that increased Turkey's importance in the
eyes of the UK.

From the early 1930s onwards, the international arena was becoming increasingly polarized as the
impact of the economic depression of 1929 began to fade. The division and tension between the status
quo camp led by Britain and France and the revisionist camp led by Germany and Italy began to
crystallize. Against this background and international environment, Turkey began to implement a
significant part of its domestic reforms. realized and largely solved the problems left over from Lausanne.
Revisionist states gained strength in Europe and began to disrupt the status quo of the United Kingdom
and France due to its geographical position in the region. During this period, the UK tried to increase
the possibilities of cooperation with Turkey. It was worried that Turkey would join the revisionist
countries. Turkey had to fulfill the Misak-1 Milli (National Pledge), and although it thought that it had
failed to do so, it did not join the revisionist countries. Even from the beginning of the 1930s, Italy's
refusal to join the revisionist countries in the Eastern Mediterranean and its aggressive policy pushed
Turkey away from the revisionist camp and closer to the status quo camp (Oran, 2009, p. 271).

Reflection of International Relations Issues on the Minutes of the 4th Period, 2nd, 3rd, 4th and 5th
Legislative Years of the Grand National Assembly of Turkey (1. 11. 1931 - 23.12.1934)

During this period, Turkey was particularly disturbed by the aggressive policies pursued by Italy, and this led
to Turkey's decision to take action against a possible Italian attack. Turkey needed an ally in the Mediterranean.
Mussolini's imperialist activities in the Mediterranean and the decision of nearby Turkish Italy to establish
military bases in the Dodecanese Islands made Italy a serious threat to Turkey (Barlas & Giiveng, 2009, p. 240).
During this period, it became increasingly important for Turkey to maintain peace in its region and ensure its
peripheral security against the aggressive policies of the increasingly unstable European and Far Eastern
countries.

The first international issues of 1932 reflected in the minutes of the Turkish Grand National Assembly were
"Law No. 1/204 on the Approval of the Ratification of the Residence Agreement between the Republic of
Turkey and the United States of America and the States of Iraq (TBMM Z.C., 1932, p. 354-359) and the Reports
of the Foreign Affairs Committee":

Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs Stikrii Kaya B. (Mugla) - Distinguished gentlemen, I would like to
inform you that the the document he presented for approval is one of the first and important documents
in the recent history of the Orient. is one of them. Until now, the defunct Turkish Empire managed the
State's relations with the outside world not through bilateral treaties but through unilateral capitulations.
was doing. The Turkish nation is certainly not responsible for the misdeeds of the years leading up to
the Republic. But the Empire, because of its ignorance and incapacity, left this country in an inferior
position in the eyes of Europeans and Americans. This is a historical fact. It was only the Republic that
erased this historical fact from Turkish political administration (Bravo, applause). If it is a great honor
for us to see this every day and everywhere, it is a great lesson for future generations. The treaty we have
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concluded with the American nation, with the united Governments of the United States of America, is
based entirely on the principle of mutual reciprocity and is based on principles derived from the
principles of international law. This treaty will be of great help to the development of the good relations
which have existed between us and the American nation for a long time. Since the Treaty of Lausanne,
the Americans have, as a matter of fact, developed very good feelings in favor of the Turks. It is natural
that we should be pleased to see, read and hear them. There is no doubt that the Turkish nation feels the
same way towards the Americans. If this feeling is known by official and unofficial Americans, it will
undoubtedly arouse the same feeling in them. (Bravo, applause).

Chief - All those in favor of the articles ... Those who do not... It is accepted (TBMM Z.C., 1932, p. 354-
355).

In the 2nd Legislative Year of the 4th Term of the Grand National Assembly of Turkey, the draft laws (Reports
of the Justice and Foreign Affairs Commissions) on the Approval of the Memorandum of Understanding
between the Government of the Republic of Turkey and the Governments of other nations were approved. Bill
No. 1/325 on the ratification of the treaty of conciliation, judicial settlement and arbitration between the
Republic of Turkey and the Kingdom of Sweden (TBMM Z.C., 1932, p. 126), p. Bill No. 1/323 on the ratification
of the treaty between the Republic of Turkey and the Government of Iran on the demarcation of the frontier
line and the parliamentary reports of the Committees of Foreign Affairs, National Defense and Internal Affairs
(TBMM Z.C,, 1932, p. 152), p. The Law No. 1/231 on the ratification of the Memorandum of Understanding
between the Republic of Turkey and the Government of the United Kingdom and its ratification by the
Committees of Justice and Foreign Affairs, The Draft Law No. 1/232 on the Approval of the Ratification of the
Extradition Agreement between the Government of Iraq and the Government of the Republic of Turkey and
the reports of the Justice and Foreign Affairs Committees, the Draft Law No. 1/235 on the Approval of the
Ratification of the Residence Agreement between the Government of the Republic of Turkey and the
Government of Poland and the report of the Foreign Affairs Committee, Residence, trade and navigation
between the Government of Norway Bill No. 1/135 on the ratification of the treaty and reports of the Economic
and Foreign Affairs Committees (TBMM Z.C., 1932, p. 380-398), p. Bill No. 1/322 on the ratification of the
treaty of conciliation, judicial settlement and arbitration concluded between the Republic of Turkey and the
State of Denmark, and the briefs of the Committees of Foreign Affairs and Justice (TBMM, 1932, p. 430-437),
p- Republic of Turkey and Czechoslovakia The extradition treaty concluded between the The Bill No. 1/321 on
the ratification of the treaty on judicial cooperation in criminal matters and the Mazbats of the Committees of
Foreign Affairs and Justice (TBMM, 1932, p. 455).

As is customary, President Gazi Mustafa Kemal, in his opening speech of the 3rd legislative year of the 4th
term of the Turkish Grand National Assembly, said that Turkey's international relations are based on
"friendship":

"Honorable deputies of the nation! Our nation has shown great vigor in the face of the difficulties that
all nations are struggling to overcome, and our Government is extremely sound (Applause). Our
relations with our neighbors and with all nations are based on the serious and sincere idea of peace and
security (Applause). Maintaining an honest position among friends is a principle to which we always
attach great importance (Applause)" (TBMM Z.C., 1932, p. 3).

Turkey's peaceful policy in the Balkans was welcomed by the Balkan countries. Especially the Greek
Government and Parliament attach great importance to this approach in the face of the growing danger in
Europe. This idea is clearly expressed in the telegram sent by the Presidency of the Greek Parliament to the
Turkish Grand National Assembly:

To President of the Grand National Assembly of Turkey
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The signing of the new treaty establishing closer relations between Turkey and Greece confirms the firm
determination of our nations to live peacefully and to sincerely pursue the goal of realizing their
common interests and constitutes a new proof of the peace-loving mentality that has spread among the
Balkan nations after the war. The parliament, which is the expression of the feelings of the entire Hellenic
Nation, salutes the work done with enthusiasm. I convey to the Grand National Assembly my friendly
and heartfelt greetings to Turkey.

President of the Assembly: Haralambos Vosikis (TBMM Z.C., 1933, p. 4).

In his traditional inaugural speech at the 1st session of the 4th legislative year on November 1, 1933, President
Gazi Mustafa Kemal summarized the national and international situation of the republic, which celebrated its
10th anniversary. In particular, the President emphasized the importance of friendly relations with the Balkan
countries and the possibility of an attack from the Balkans:

Dear Sir, the States in the Balkans and Central Europe The Republic of Turkey maintains a sincere
position among them only because of the honest and open nature of its policy (Applause). We carefully
consider the requirements of this very delicate policy. The Republic of Turkey's relations with other
States I can say that their relations are generally good, in accordance with the provisions of the treaties
and the requirements of international friendship (TBMM Z.C., 1933, p. 3).

The threat in the region was behind this speech. It began to deteriorate in the 1930s as Mussolini's expansionist
policy began to take hold. Italy's foreign policy found external support with the rise of the Nazis in Germany
in January 1933 and the rise of Franco fascism in Spain. more aggressive. The development that caused the
greatest concern in Turkey was Mussolini's speech at the 2nd Five-Year Fascist Congress in March 1934. Italy's
historical ambitions were in Asia and Africa. Two months later, Mussolini told the Daily Telegraph that Italy
was a maritime state and needed 29 million tons of grain to feed its people. and it can only produce 6 million
of them, so expanding he said he had to. Already during this period, the Italian leader for Mare Nostrum (Our
Sea) (Oran, 2009, p. 295).

Following the opening speech of the legislative year by President Gazi Mustafa Kemal, the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs took action and started signing memorandums of understanding on the description of the aggression
of any aggressor state in the international arena.

Republic of Turkey and Czechoslovakia, Law No. 1/771 on the ratification of the Convention between the
Governments of Romania, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and Yugoslavia on the definition of rape
Approval of the draft bill and the report of the Foreign Affairs Committee (TBMM Z.C., 1933, p.104-121). The
Bill No. 1/770 on the ratification of the Convention between the Republic of Turkey and the Governments of
Afghanistan, Estonia, Iran, Latvia, Poland, Romania and the Union of Soviet Socialist Council Republics on
the definition of rape and the report of the Committee on Foreign Affairs (TBMM Z.C., 1933, p.104-124). Bill
No. 1/806 on the ratification of the treaty of friendship between the Republic of Turkey and the State of Iran
and the report of the Council of Foreign Affairs (TBMM Z.C., 1933, p.105).

Finally, the "Balkan Treaty" (Oran, 2009, p. 295) signed on February 9, 1934 between Turkey, Yugoslavia,
Greece and Romania in order to put an end to security concerns in the Balkans was ratified by the Turkish
Grand National Assembly on March 6, 1934 (TBMM Z.C., 1934, p. 23-26).

Turkey, its accession to the General Convention on Arbitration for the peaceful settlement of disputes between
States and Foreign Relations Bill No. 1/805 and Justice Committees were approved (TBMM Z.C., 1934, p. 124-
125).
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President Gazi Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk, in his traditional opening speech of the 5th legislative year of the 4th
term of the Turkish Grand National Assembly, drew attention to the danger in Europe and drew attention to
the friendship alliances established by Turkey.

Friends, In the last year, the international political world has become preoccupied with protection, p.
that is why armaments have been accelerated in all countries. The Government of the Republic, on the
one hand, has therefore endeavored to strengthen the power of national protection, and on the other
hand, in order that peace may not be shaken, it has done its utmost to keep to the path which gives hope
to the cooperation of nations (sustained applause). The unbreakable commitment of Republican Turkey
to its friendships has been tested in the past years on various occasions (applause). It is a well-known
characteristic of our nation to keep its promises to each other (Applause). We have always paid attention
to this and will continue to do so in the future will be clear. The Balkan Treaty, (Continuous applause)
the Balkan States will be able to recognize each other's a happy one that takes into account the respect
(Applause). We believe that this is a real is obviously of some value. The "Balkan Treaty Our nation
welcomed the efficient and appropriate work of the "council” with love (Applause) (TBMM Z.C., 1934,

p-3).

Reflection of International Relations Issues on the Minutes of the 5th Period, 1st, 2nd, 3rd, 4th and 5th
Legislative Years of the Grand National Assembly of Turkey (1.03.1935 - 10.11.1938)

On February 8, 1935, following the constitutional amendment on December 5, 1934 that gave women the right
to be elected as deputies, 383 male and 18 female deputies were elected as a result of the general elections held
to determine the deputies of the 5th term of the Grand National Assembly of Turkey (TBMM), and the TBMM
started its work in the 1st legislative year of the 5th legislative term on March 1, 1935.

In the 1st and 2nd legislative years of the 5th term of the Turkish Grand National Assembly, two issues came
to the forefront in international relations. The first one was the signing of commercial agreements with
neighboring states (Greece, Syria, Soviet Union, Bulgaria) and other European states (Italy, Norway, Spain,
Yugoslavia, etc.). This was stated by President Kemal Atatiirk in his opening speech of the 3rd legislative year
of the Turkish Grand National Assembly on November 1, 1936:

Our trade relations have expanded this year. Mutual breadth and convenience are the principle we
follow. Where our exports are facilitated, we are not afraid of increasing imports. We are trying to
increase and facilitate these imports. This honest policy has steadily increased the volume of our trade
since the first year (TBMM Z.C., 1936, p. 5).

The other issue was the solution of border problems with neighboring countries (the Soviet Union and the
French Mandate Administration of Syria).

One of the issues that could not be fully established by the Lausanne Peace Treaty in accordance with the
principle of national sovereignty and full independence for Turkey was the status of the Black Sea Straits.
Turkey has a number of restrictions on its sovereignty in the Lausanne Convention on the Straits the reason
why he reluctantly agreed to the provisions the League of Nations, as well as the desire for a peaceful outcome
that the collective security system created will function and that international disarmament that it was going
to happen.

For the first time, at the disarmament conference held in London in 1933, Turkey asked for the abolition of
the provisions of the Lausanne Straits Convention, which demilitarized and demilitarized the shores of the
Straits and the islands in the Sea of Marmara (except Imrali). But this request was ignored as it was not relevant
to the subject matter of the conference (Oran, 2009, p. 370). On April 10, 1936, Turkey sent a note to the state’s
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parties to the Lausanne Convention on the Straits, requesting the convening of an international conference to
determine a new regime. The request in question It was based on the principle of "rebus sic stantibus™ in
international law.

All the parties to the Convention (except Italy, which signed it in 1937) responded positively to Turkey's note.
The USSR was dissatisfied with the regime introduced by the Lausanne Convention on the Straits, and
therefore made changes in the Straits regime in its favor Turkey's proposal, believing that it could do so.
Bulgaria, although it did not want Turkey to strictly control the Straits, did not oppose the new regime, hoping
that the Turkish initiative would give it the opportunity to change the provisions of the 1919 Neuilly Treaty on
demilitarization. Greece, Romania and Yugoslavia supported Turkey on this issue because of the Balkan Pact.
France, despite being a status quoist, opposed to the status quo in Europe and the peace treaties, did not want
to prevent a change that Moscow welcomed, also due to the influence of the alliance treaty it had signed with
the USSR in 1935 in order to gain Soviet friendship against Germany. Britain, the architect of the Lausanne
Straits Treaty, on the other hand, welcomed the Turkish proposal as it wanted to draw Turkey to its side against
the Italian threat in the Mediterranean.

At the end of the Montreux conference, the Montreux Straits Convention was signed on July 20, 1936. signed.
This convention and its annexes were ratified by the Turkish Grand National Assembly on July 31, 1936
(TBMM Z.C,, 1936, p. 331-342). It entered into force on November 9, 1936. The Straits area is controlled by
the Turkish army militarization began on August 15, 1936, in accordance with the protocol (Oran, 2009, p.
374).

President Kemal Atatiirk expressed his satisfaction with the signing and entry into force of the Montreux Straits
Convention in the opening speech of the 3rd Legislative Year of the 5th Term of the Turkish Grand National
Assembly:

The signatories of the Montreux Treaty, who have shown great friendship and understanding by
recognizing Turkey's rights, have also rendered a valuable service to the cause of a general peace, the
stability of which everyone must work for in this critical period of the world (Applause). The Straits,
which had been a source of dispute and ambition many times in history, are now completely under
Turkish sovereignty, and are used only for trade and commerce. It has become an avenue of friendly
relations (Applause). Henceforth, the passage of warships of any belligerent State through the Straits is
forbidden (Bravo, applause). On this occasion, on land and sea, the Great The friendship between us
and our neighbor Soviet Russia, which has passed through all kinds of experiences for fifteen years, has
maintained its strength and sincerity of the first day and has continued to develop naturally. I am also
pleased to declare that it continues (Sustained applause) (TBMM Z.C., 1936, p. 5).

Another problem that left the integrity of the Turkish homeland incomplete and awaiting a solution was the
Hatay problem. Atatiirk, taking advantage of the tension created by Hitler in Europe after the 1936 Montreux
Straits Convention, believed that it was time to solve the Iskenderun problem.

After the Battle of Sakarya, France realized the power of the National Struggle. On October 20, 1921, between
Franklin-Bouillon and Yusuf Kemal, negotiated by Mustafa Kemal himself an agreement was signed. Articles
7, 8 and 10 of the agreement are important in terms of the later Hatay problem. Article 7 states that "A special
administrative regime will be used for the Iskenderun region. The people of this region, who are of Turkish
ancestry, shall be entitled to enjoy their culture. It shall enjoy every facility for its development. The Turkish
language shall have an official character there", while Article 8 determines the Turkey-Syria border line and

® Latin for "circumstances was changed" principle of international law. This principle is called according to the treaty at the time of its conclusion the
parties have the right to terminate or suspend the application of this treaty in the event of a change in circumstances affecting the treaty has the right

(Pirim, 2022: 50).
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the border is drawn in a general way to pass just south of Payas on the Gulf of Iskenderun, that is, to leave the
Sanjak of Iskenderun to France (Oran, 2009, p. 149-150).

However, it was unacceptable that Hatay, which was a Turkish homeland, remained outside the borders of
Turkey. Atatiirk sent a letter to the French Government on behalf of Turkey, proposing that France, in parallel
with its decision on Syria and Lebanon, should make a similar decision on the Iskenderun Sanjak, which was
predominantly Turkish, but this proposal was rejected (Dayi, 2002, p. 335-336).

While steps were taken in diplomacy between France and Turkey for the solution of the Hatay Issue, the delay
and the lack of the desired results from these steps were reflected in Atatiirk's opening speech to the Grand
National Assembly of Turkey on November 1, 1936 and this speech was considered to be a full ultimatum, p."
In the meantime, the main issue that occupies our nation day and night is the fate of Antakya and Iskenderun
and their region, whose true owner is a Turk. This is the single greatest issue between us and France. (Continuous
standing ovations, hurray, hurray) (TBMM Z.C., 1936, p. 6-7)."

Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs Dr. Tevfik Riistii Aras his speech about Iskenderun and Antakya in the
Grand National Assembly of Turkey on November 27, 1936 was summarized as follows:

Do I need to tell you how the Wisdom of the Republic has been engaged in this work with all its heart
and soul after hearing the great chief's explicit declaration on this matter? After having settled the
thousand and one painful accounts that the general war catastrophe had heaped upon us and the
liquidation of which was left to our generation, by negotiations in Moscow, in Ankara, in Lausanne and
in the speeches and conferences that followed them, and by replacing old disputes with firm friendships,
the fact that the fate of Iskenderun and Antioch has not yet been settled in practice in a fundamental
way stands as the only national issue that worries the Turkish nation day and night. The fact that this
matter has been left to the last is not in any way due to the fact that in our opinion its importance is
different from our other settled affairs (TBMM Z.C., 1936, p. 70-79).

Ataturk was very disturbed by the fact that all attempts did not yield the desired results. He believed that it was
time to take action. For this reason, he invited Prime Minister Inonii, Chief of General Staff Fevzi Pasha and
Foreign Minister Tevfik Riistii to a meeting in Eskisehir. After the meeting in Eskisehir, he left for Konya with
the participants of the meeting. In his meeting on the train, he said the following: "I would never drag the
country into a war, but the Hatay problem has been my indispensable cause (Day1, 2002, p. 336)."

However, as long as the Hatay issue, which he said "It is my personal matter", was not resolved, Atatiirk's
discomfort was increasing. On October 29, 1937, in his speech to the foreign ambassadors attending the
Republic Day ceremonies, he said the following to the French Ambassador Ponsa:

"I do not wish to enlarge territory, p. I am not in the habit of disturbing peace. I promised my nation
from the rostrum of the Grand Assembly that I will take Hatay! My nation believes in what I say. If I
cannot fulfill my promise, I will not appear before him, I cannot stay in my place... (Day1, 2002, p. 337-
338)"

The proposal of Mahmud Esad Bozkurd, Member of Parliament for Izmir, and two of his friends, that the
Grand National Assembly of Turkey thank Atatiirk and the Ismet Inénit Government for the success achieved
in the Hatay issue. Prime Minister Ismet Inénii's thank you speech reflected in the minutes of the Turkish
Grand National Assembly, p.

Prime Minister Ismet Inoénii (Malatya)-The fact that our friend Mahmud Esad Bozkurd was
instrumental in opening such a discussion has invited me to thank him personally. I also thank him very
much for his compliment towards us. I owe it to the sensitivity shown by the great Atatiirk in this
national issue, as in every great issue, to praise his efforts to explain a national cause on the path of peace,
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humanity and civilization and to bring it to a positive conclusion (Applause). It is an important
development and a valuable stage for humanity when nations can put forward their causes with
enthusiasm, discuss them with an open heart, no matter how difficult they may be, and finally feel
satistied with the results achieved (Strong and sustained applause) (TBMM, 1937, p. 160-173).

Conclusion

In the 15 years following the proclamation of the Republic, Turkey experienced the most intense period in the
field of public diplomacy between 1931 and 1938. In 1929, the economic depression that started in the United
States shook the strong and weak political systems of Europe and disrupted their internal and external political
balances. With the rise of nationalist politics, which saw the crisis as an opportunity, it paved the way for
totalitarian regimes that used revenge in states that were condemned to poverty after the First World War with
agreements containing harsh conditions.

The possibility that the changing political climate in European politics would turn into a threat over time for
Turkey, which was in an effort to establish an exemplary democracy based on the principle of “National
Sovereignty” with the proclamation of the Republic, increased the importance of public diplomacy to be
followed especially after the 1930s. In this direction, first of all, the importance of supporting the steps
necessary for international security in public diplomacy by the Turkish Grand National Assembly through the
smart diplomacy decisions to be followed by the Republican Government emerged. Turkey's membership in
the League of Nations, environmental security agreements, security of the Turkish Straits, mutual trade
agreements and judicial agreements all constituted the public diplomacy efforts of the Turkish Grand National
Assembly in the 4th and 5th legislative periods together with the domestic public order laws.

Thus, the Republic of Turkey emerged from the First World War defeated, under the leadership of Gazi
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk, it was the Turkish Nation and the Grand National Assembly of Turkey, composed of
its representatives, who were behind this success of the Republic of Turkey, which recognized its existence to
the whole world with its victory first on the battlefields and then at the diplomatic table.

In the 1930s, the Turkish Grand National Assembly, on the one hand, tried to complete the construction of
the young republic by enacting the revolutions made for it, and on the other hand, by taking steps to develop
international diplomatic, commercial and friendly relations, it managed to ensure its peripheral security in an
increasingly unstable European context. Thus, it prevented Turkey from being dragged into World War II,
the greatest catastrophe of the 20th century. He also had secured the integrity of the homeland with his stance
on the Montreux Straits Convention and the Hatay issue.
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Genisletilmis Ozet

Amag

Tirk kamu diplomasi olusum stireci farkli donemlerde farkli bigimler almistir. Bu cesitlilik, bir yandan
Tirkiye'nin i¢ yapisindaki degisimlerin, diger yandan da uluslararas: sistemdeki degisimlerin bir sonucu olarak
ortaya ¢ikmistir. Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti'nin kurucu felsefesi Gazi Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk'e gore vatanin gelecegi
ve bagimsizlig1 “yalniz isgallerin kaldirilmasiyla degil, ayn1 zamanda milli egemenlige dayanan, kayitsiz sartsiz,
bagimsiz yeni bir Tiirk devletinin kurulmasiyla saglanacaktir! Tiirkiye'nin i¢ ve dis politikas: iki temel ilke
{izerine inga edilmisti. I¢ politikanin temeli “milli egemenlik” iken, dis politikada izlenecek bariscil bir politika
ve yapilacak devrimlerle galiplerin ulastig1 medeniyete ve hatta 6tesine ulagmanin kosulu “tam bagimsizlik”
ilkesiydi. Bu ¢alismada, 30'lu yillarin bagindan itibaren diinyay: felakete stiriikleyecek olan Avrupa'daki siyasi
gelismelerin Tiirk kamu diplomasisine yon veren TBMM 'nin aldig1 kararlar ve Meclis tutanaklarinda yer alan
tartismalar incelenecektir. Boylece teokratik yonetimlerin yiikselise gectigi 1930'lu yillarda “Milli Egemenlik”
kavraminin en temel kurumu olan Tiirkiye Biiyiik Millet Meclisinin hiikiimetin aldig1 kamu diplomasi
kararlar1 karsisindaki tavrinin diinya bariginin korunmasi agisindan ne kadar 6nemli oldugunu gostermek

amaglanmustir.

Tasarim ve Yontem

Aragtirma kapsaminda 1930'lu yillarin baslangicinda Avrupa'da yasanan siyasi gelismeler incelenmistir.
Ozellikle Birinci Diinya Savasi sonrasi Avrupa'ya yerlestirilmeye calisilan yeni siyasi diizen karsisinda, savagin
maglup devletleri icinde yasanan siyasi devrimler sonucu, milliyet¢ilik akinlarinin yiikselise ge¢mesiyle olusan
totaliter diizenlerin, zamanla basta Avrupa olmak iizere diinya barisina yonelik tehdidin varlig1 incelenmistir.
Verdigi Ulusal Kurtulus Savast sonucuyla tam bagimsizligini kazanan ve yirittigii etkin kamu diplomasi ile
medeni diinyanin onurlu bir iiyesi oldugunu tescil ettirdigi Lozan barig Anlasmasi' ndan sonra Cumhuriyeti
ilan eden Tirkiye i¢i ise medeni diinyanin geregi olan inkilaplarin ingasi i¢in milli iradenin temsilcisi olan
Tiirkiye Biytik Millet Meclisi tarafindan yogun yasama dénemlerinin ¢alisma sorumlugu baglamistir. Ancak
basta Avrupa olmak iizere Diinya'da yasanan dengesiz siyasi gelismeler, basta Cumhuriyet Hiikiimeti ve
TBMM tarafindan dogru yonetilmedigi taktirde Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti®ni yeni bir kaosun igine girme ihtimali,
tilkenin tiim kazanimlarini ve gelecegini yok edebilirdi. Tiirkiye'yi, yaklasan bu biiyiik tehlikeden koruma ve
glivende tutma gorevi ancak basta Cumhurbagkan: Gazi Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk'tin izledigi akilci politikalar
ve TBMM'nin bu politikalar dogrultusunda alacagi dogru kararlarla miimkiin olabilirdi. Bu anlamda dncelikle
¢alismanin tasarimi, TBMM, Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti'nin insasin1 saglayan inkilap kanunlarinin yasallastirma
¢alismalarinin yansira, 6zellikle 1930 lardan sonra dengesizlesen Avrupa siyasetinde bariscil bir yol izleyecek
kamu diplomasi politikalarini olusmasinda aldig1 kararlarla, hiikiimete olan destegi donemsel olarak
incelenmistir. Calisma yontemi olarak, 577'den fazla Tirkiye Biiyiik Millet Meclisi tutanag: literatiir ve arsiv

taramast yoluyla incelenmis ve ilgili olanlar analiz edilerek uygulanmustir.

Bulgular

Tiirkiye Cumbhuriyetin ilanindan sonraki 15 yil igerisinde 1931-1938 arasinda kamu diplomasi alaninda en
yogun donem yasanmustir. 1929 yilinda Amerika’da baglayan ekonomik bunalim, Avrupa'nin giiglii ve zayif
siyasal sistemlerini de sarsmus, i¢ ve dis siyasi dengelerini bozmustu. Yasanan krizi firsat olarak goren milliyetci
siyasetin yiikselise ge¢mesiyle Birinci Diinya Savasi sonrast agir kosullar igeren anlagmalarla yokluga mahktim
edilen devletlerde intikam duygusunu kullanan totaliter rejimlerin 6niinti agmigti. Cumhuriyetin ilani ile
“Milli Hakimiyet” ilkesine dayali 6rnek bir demokrasi kurma g¢abasi icinde olan Tiirkiye i¢in Avrupa
siyasetinde degisen siyasi iklim zamanla bir tehdit haline déniigme ihtimali, 6zellikle 1930"lardan sonra takip
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edilecek kamu diplomasisinin 6nemini artirmisti. Bu dogrultuda oncelikle kamu diplomasisinde uluslararasi
giivenlik igin gerekli adimlarin Cumhuriyet Hitkiimeti'nin izleyecegi akilli diplomasi karalarin TBMM
tarafinda desteklenmesi 6nemi ortaya ¢ikmusti. Tiirkiye'nin dncelikle Milletler Cemiyeti {iyesi olmak iizere,
gevresel giivenlik anlagmalari, Tiirk Bogazlarini giivenligi, karsilikl ticaret anlasmalar: ve adli anlagmalarin
tamami TBMM 'nin i¢ kamusal diizen yasalari ile birlikte 4. Ve 5. yasama donemlerinde kamu diplomasi
¢alismalarini olusturmustur. Ayrica TBMM 'nin kamu diplomasisindeki etkin rolii, milli iradenin de tam
olarak uluslararasi iligkilere yansidigini gostermistir. Boylece Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti, Gazi Mustafa Kemal
Atatiirk'iin 6nderliginde Birinci Diinya Savagi'ndan yenik ¢ikmasina ragmen, dnce savag meydanlarinda sonra
da diplomasi masasinda kazandig1 zaferle varligini tiim diinyaya kabul ettiren Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti'nin bu
basarisinin ardinda Tiirk Milleti ve onun temsilcilerinden olusan Tiirkiye Biiyiik Millet Meclisi vardir. 1930'Tu
yillarda TBMM, bir yandan kendisi igin yapilan devrimleri yasalastirarak gen¢ cumhuriyetin ingasini
tamamlamaya c¢alismis, diger yandan da uluslararas: diplomatik, ticari ve dostluk iligkilerini gelistirecek
adimlar atarak giderek istikrarsizlasan Avrupa ortaminda gevre giivenligini saglamay1 bagsarmistir. Boylece
Tiirkiye'nin 20. yiizyilin en biiyiik felaketi olan Ikinci Diinya Savasi'na siiriiklenmesini engelledi. Montrd

Bogazlar Sozlesmesi ve Hatay meselesindeki tutumuyla da vatanin biitiinligiini giivence altina almisti.

Simirhiliklar

Arastirma hazirlanirken, dénemsel olarak TBMM 'nin 4. ve 5. yasama donemlerine ait 577 tutanaga TBMM
arsiv kayitlarina ulagilmasinda herhangi bir sinirlama yoktur. Arastirmacilar, TBMM arsiv belgeleri ve bu
belgelerin dijital ortama aktarilmasindan dolayi, belgelere kolaylikla ulagilma imkan: saglanmistir. Ancak
donem icinde kamu diplomasi alaninda vyapilan wuluslararasi anlagsmalarin muhatap devletlerin
parlamentolarinda yapilan goriigme ve tartigmalar ile ilgili belgelere ulagilamamast bir sinirlilik olarak kabul
edilmistir. Donemsel olarak alinan parlamento kararlarinin muhatap devleler agisindan incelenmesi, donemin

siyasi yapist konusunda alana katki saglayacaktir.

Oneriler (Teorik, Uygulama ve Sosyal)

Aragtirma sonuglart kendi baglaminda bir Ornektir. Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti inga siireci baslangicindan
gliniimiize kadar siiregelen kamu diplomasi alanindaki gelismeler, ozellikle bu baglamda TBMM 'nin rolii
aragtirmacilar tarafindan analiz edilmesi yasama organin sadece ig siyasi sistemlerin olusmasinda degil, ayni
zamanda kamu diplomasi alaninda 6neminin ortaya konulmas: bakimindan ¢alismanin TBMM 'nin teorik alt
yapisini olusturacakti. Dénemsel yasanan ve aldig1 isabetli kararlarla Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin kamu diplomasi
gelismesine hizmet eden ¢aligmalar, gelecekte yasama organin benzer olaylar karsinda alacag karalara ve
uygulamalarina 6rnek tegkil etmesi bakimindan 6nemli olacaktir.

Ozgiin Deger

Caligmada, Tirkiye Cumhuriyeti'nin kurulus doneminde kamu diplomasisi alaninda en yogun ve kritik
donemi (1931-1938) ele almistir. Bu donemde, yiiriitmenin basinda bulunan Cumhurbagkan: Gazi Mustafa
Kemal Atatiirk yonetiminde cumhuriyet hiikiimeti, Tiirk milletinin yaklasan ve diinya barisini tehdit eden
siyasal kaosun etkilerinden korumak i¢in kamu diplomasi alaninda alinan kararlarin TBMM tarafindan da
desteklenerek, yasalastirilmasi, Tiirk demokrasisinin saglikli isleyisinin degerini ortaya koymustur. Bu
baglamda Avrupa siyasetinde, demokrasin temel kurumu olan milli meclislerin demokrasiden uzaklastig,
totaliter rejimlerin yiikselise gectigi 1930'lu yillarda TBMM 'nin 6rnek gosterilecek diizeyde aktif olarak
calismasini incelenmesi bu ¢aligmanin 6zgiin degerini olusturmaktadir. TBMM tarafindan diinya barigina
katk: saglamak maksadiyla uluslararas: diplomasinin krize dontistiigii bu donemde aldig: karalar, Tiirk kamu
diplomasi alaninda gelecege yonelik galismalara 6rnek olacagi gibi, demokrasiyle yonetilen iilkelerin
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parlamentolar1 tarafindan kamu diplomasi adina alinacak kararlara da ornek teskil edecektir. Ayrica
TBMM ' nin kamu diplomasisinde aktif rol almasi kurulusundan itibaren Tiirk demokrasisin sadece i¢ siyasette
degil, uluslararas: siyasette de saglikli bir baslangic ve gelisme gostermesi arastirilmasi, ¢alismanin 6zgiin
degerini artirmaktadir. Alanla ilgili benzer ¢alismalarin artmasi ve yayinlanmasi 6zellikle Tiirk demokrasisinin
saglik isleyisine katki saglayacaktur.

Arastirmaci Katkisi: Murat KOYLU (%100).
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