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Aragtirma Makalesi

Jiirgen Habermas ve Chantal Mouffe
Okumalariyla Miuzakereci ve Catismaci
Demokrasi Anlayislari: Karsilastirmah Bir
Analiz

Yeliz KARADENIZ*
Ozet
Gunumizde birgok tilke demokrasisini liberal eksende sekillendirmektedir. Ancak demokrasi teorisyenlerinin
cogu, liberal demokrasinin diinyada yaygin bir sekilde uygulansa bile i¢inde bulundugu krizle miicadele etmesinin
zor oldugunu iddia etmektedir. Demokrasiyi konu edinen disiinirler tarafindan bu konu énemli bir problematik
konumundadir. Bu diigiiniirlerin hedefi, liberal demokrasiyi elestirerek baska formlara doniisiimiinii saglamaktir.
Bu caligmada amaglanan, zengin demokrasi modelleri icerisinde zamanla gelisen ve toplumsal yapida énemini
koruyan, liberal demokrasinin katilim noktasinda yasadigi eksikliklere ¢6ziim olan miizakereci ve catismaci
demokrasi anlayislarmi ele almaktir. Bu demokrasi modelleri, ¢atigmaci anlayisin duayen teorisyenlerinden
Chantal Mouffe ve mizakereci demokrasi modelinin onciisi olan Jirgen Habermas baglaminda
degerlendirilmistir. Bu iki tir demokrasi modelinin giinimiize yansimalar1 adina tamamlanmasi ve daha iyi
anlasilabilmesi adina da karsilagtirmali metottan yararlanilmustir.
Literatiir taramasi ve betimleyici metodun uygulandigi bu ¢alismada elde edilen sonuglara gore; liberal demokrasi
cogunluga dayali siyasi siirecleri ¢cozmede yetersiz kalmaktadir. Buna alternatif olarak 6ne siiriilen miizakereci
demokrasi, kisilerin kamusal siirece dahil olabilmesi agisindan 6nemli firsatlar barindirmakta ve 6zgiir tartisma
ortami yaratmaktadir. Sonuglardan bir digerine gore ise ¢atismact demokraside ¢ogulculuk 6n plana ¢ikmakta,
siyasi tartismalarda hicbir zaman nihai sonuca varilamamakta her zaman anlagmazlik olmaktadir. Son olarak da
Habermas’in toplumun siyasi yapisini uzlasi, iletisim, tartisma; Mouffe’un ise catigma gibi kavramlarla ordiigiini
belirtmek gerekir.
Anahtar Kelimeler: Habermas, Uzlasi, Miizakere, Mouffe, Catisma, Farklilik.
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Deliberative and Conflicting Democracy
Conceptions with Jurgen Habermas and
Chantal Mouffe Readings: A Comparative
Analysis

Yeliz KARADENIZ!
Abstract
Today, several countries shape their democracy on the liberal axis. However, most of democracy theorists claim
that liberal democracy is difficult to deal with, even though it is widely practiced around the world. This issue is
in an important problematic position by thinkers who focus on democracy. The goal of these thinkers is to criticize
liberal democracy and transform it into other forms.
The aim of this study is to deal with the deliberative and confrontational democracy conceptions that develop over
time within the rich democracy models, maintain their importance in the social structure and become a solution to
the deficiencies of liberal democracy in terms of participation. These democracy models are evaluated in the
context of Chantal Mouffe, one of the doyen theorists of the confrontational understanding and Jirgen Habermas,
the pioneer of the deliberative democracy model. Comparative method is used to complete and better understand
these two types of democracy models in order to reflect them today.
According to the results obtained in this study in which the literature review and descriptive method are applied;
liberal democracy falls short of resolving political processes based on the majority. Deliberative democracy, which
is put forward as an alternative, provides important opportunities for people to be involved in the public process
and creates an environment for free discussion. According to another result, pluralism comes to the fore in
confrontational democracy, never reaches a final result in political discussions, and there is always disagreement.
Finally, it should be noted that Habermas builds the political structure of society through the concepts such as
reconciliation, communication and discussion; while Mouffe does the same with the concept like conflict.
Keywords: Habermas, Consensus, Discussion, Mouffe, Conflict, Diversity.
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1.Giris

Insanlarin tarih boyunca yoneten-yonetilen iliskisi icerisinde oldugu goériilmektedir. Bunun sonucunda
gecmisten giiniimiize ¢esitli yonetim bi¢imleri ortaya ¢ikmustir. Bunlardan bir tanesi de demokrasidir.
Demokrasinin bugiin en popiiler kavramlardan biri oldugu kolaylikla ileri siiriilebilir. Demokrasi,
tizerinde hala tartisma ve ¢alismalarin yapildig1 bir siyasi sistemdir. En genis ifadeyle demokrasinin
temel hak ve 6zgiirliikleri glivence altina alan insanlar arasindaki siyasi esitligi saglayan, halka sundugu
hizmetlerde ayrim godzetmeyen, siyasette muhalefetin olusmasina imkan tamiyan, ortaya ¢ikan
catigsmalar1 uzlasiya dayali olarak ¢dzen yonetim bigimi oldugu sonucuna varilmuistir.

Insanlar tarafindan tek model olarak diisiiniilen demokrasi, aslinda ¢ok farklt modelleriyle karsimiza
¢ikmaktadir. Giiniimiizde de en yaygin goriilen demokrasi modeli liberal modeldir. Zamanla artan
demokratik talepler liberal kurumlara olan ihtiyaci arttirmis, bu talepler karsilanamayinca demokrasi
geleneginin gelistirilmesi gelenegi bir zorunluluk olarak karsimiza ¢ikmustir.

Zamanla liberal demokrasiye yonelik elestiriler artinca demokrasinin daha ¢ok demokratiklesmesini
hedef alan ileri demokrasi modellerinin gelistirildigi gorilmektedir. Halki aktif hale getirmesi, devletle
halk arasinda yakin iliski kurdurarak demokrasiyi katilim agisindan gelistirmesi ve insanlarin bir araya
gelerek sorunlar1 ¢6zmeyi amaglamasiyla miizakereci demokrasi de liberal demokrasinin eksikliklerine
¢ozlim olarak gelistirilen ileri demokrasi modelleri arasindadir. Her tezin bir antitezi oldugu gibi
demokrasi modellerinde de bunu gérmek mimkindir. Zamanla muzakereci demokrasinin temel
Ogelerine taban tabana zit olan ¢atismaci demokrasi modeli gelistirilmistir.

TUm bunlardan hareketle literatlir taramasi ve betimleyici metodun kullanildigi bu galisgmanin temel
problematiginin ve hedefinin liberal demokrasiye alternatif olarak ortaya atilan miizakereci ve ¢atismaci
demokrasi modellerini Habermas ve Mouffe onciiliigiinde karsilagtirarak analiz etmek oldugu
soylenebilir.

Bu problematikten hareketle cevabi aranan baslica sorular; “liberal demokrasinin neden elestirildigi”,
“miizakereci ve ¢atismaci demokrasinin temel dayanaklarinin neler oldugu”, “Mouffe ve Habermas’a
gore demokrasi teorileri arasinda bu iki demokrasi modelinin 6neminin ne oldugu” seklinde olmustur.
Bu arada yapilan taramalar sonucunda sadece Mouffe ve Habermas’in demokrasi teorisini
karsilastirmali olarak ele alan bir calisma yapilmadigimin ortaya cikmasi c¢alismanin Onemini
arttirmaktadir.

Calismada ilk olarak diinyanin bircok iilkesinde yaygin olarak uygulanan liberal demokrasi ve bu
demokrasi modeline getirilen elestirilerden bahsedilecek olup daha sonra Habermas’in ve Mouffe’un
miizakereci ve ¢atismact demokrasi modelleri hakkindaki goriisleri incelenecektir. Son olarak da bu iki
model olumlu ve olumsuz yonleriyle karsilastirilacaktir.

2.Liberal Demokrasi ve Elestirileri

Demokrasi ve liberalizm hem ayn1 déonemde gelistigi hem de kisinin taleplerinin yerine getirilmesi ve
bireye ifade ve diisiince 6zgiirliigiiniin taninmas1 hususunda ayni dogrultuda olduklarindan yakin iliski
icindedir. Klasik liberalizm teorisyenlerine gore temsili demokrasi en iyi isleyen demokrasi modelidir.
Onlara gore demokrasi olarak nitelendirilen diger modeller gergeklestirilmesi miimkin olmayan sahte
sistemlerdir.

Gliniimiizde karsilastigimiz demokrasi modellerinin dayanagini olusturan liberal demokrasi, 6zgiirligii
katilim ile bagdastiran, halkin secim ydntemiyle kendilerini yonetecek kisileri sectigi bir sistemdir.
Liberal demokrasinin temel unsurlari, iktidarin yetkilerinde sinirlama ve temel hak ve ozgiirliikleri
arttirma ilkesine dayanmaktadir.

Liberal demokrasi, demokrasinin sinirli ve dolayli seklidir. Burada sinirlidan kastedilen, halkin
katiliminin belirli araliklarla yapilan segimlerle sinirlandirilmasi, dolaylidan kastedilen kisilerin iktidar1
kendilerinin degil de sectikleri kisiler araciligryla kullanilmasidir (Karakog ve Ozden, 2020: 586).
Liberal demokrasi, halkin kendini, isteklerini, sikayetlerini tam olarak ortaya koyamamasindan dolay1
katilim konusunda 1980’lerden sonra elestirilmeye baslanmistir. Bu elestiriler genellikle yonetim-
siyaset birlikteligi ve temsil sistemi {izerinde yogunlasmaktadir. Liberal demokraside halkin sectigi
temsilcilerin gorevi, bireylerin tercihlerine gore onlarin sorunlarim ¢ézmektir (Zabunoglu, 2017: 800-
801). Devlet, kendini halkin ¢ikarlar1 dogrultusunda programlamalidir. Liberal demokrasi ile ilgili diger
onemli bir elestiri, halkin kendisinin yapabilecegi isleri dogrudan temsilcilerine devretmeleri ve bunun
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sonucunda pasif vatandasin ortaya ¢ikmasidir. Bu baglamda liberal demokrasinin, halkin se¢im
ozgiirliigiini soyut bigimde ele aldig1 soylenebilir (Durutiirk, 2018: 1427).

Liberal demokrasi sisteminde bireylerin siyasi katilimi ve sorumlulugu, segimlerle simrlandirilmstir.
Bu yilizden halk, kamusal konularda kendilerini temsil edeceklerini diisiindiikleri kisileri kendileri
secmektedir. Bu yiizden kendileri admma alinan kararlari etkileme giligleri azdir. Ayrica kamu
yoneticilerinin kendi ¢ikarlar1 dogrultusunda yaptigi islemlerden halki bilgilendirmemeleri de
demokratik kurumlara olan giiveni sarsmaktadir. Esit oy hakki kapsaminda oy kullanan vatandaslardan,
cogunlugun disindaki kesimin, bazi hususlarda katilim siirecinin digsinda birakilmasi da elestirilmektedir
(Ozdemir, 2018: 128).

Anlatilanlardan yola ¢ikarak liberal demokrasinin aksayan yonleri su sekilde siralanabilir
(Sitembdoliikbasi, 2005: 140);

e Liberal demokrasi, bireysel niteligi ve vatandaslarla arasinda kurdugu sézlesmeye dayali bag
nedeniyle azinlik haklari, cinsiyet ayrimciligi ve etnik farkliliklar gibi konularda ¢6ziim
sunmakta bagarisiz olmaktadir.

e Liberal demokraside diizenli sec¢imlerin yapilmasi, halkin katilimini saglamakta fakat
vatandaslarin kendileri adina alman kararlarda etkileri diigiik diizeyde kalmaktadir. Dolayisiyla
vatandaglarin ¢ikarlar1 ile onlar adina alnan siyasal kararlar arasinda farklilik ortaya
cikmaktadir.

e Cogunlugu ele gecirerek iktidar olan siyasi partinin, biitiin yonetim organlarimi ele gegirmesi ve
iktidar olmaktan kaynaklanan yetkilerini azinligin ¢ogunlugun sagladigi haklara ulagsmasini
engellemek i¢in kullanmasi demokrasi agisindan sorun dogurmaktadir. Yoneticilerin kendi
¢ikarlarim gézetmesi, vatandasa karsi sorumlu olduklar diisiincesinden uzaklasarak yaptiklar
hesapsiz icraatlar1 ve vatandasi bilgilendirmemeleri demokratik kurumlara olan giiveni
sarsmaktadir.

e Cogunluk yonetiminden kaynaklanan iktidar paylagiminin, uygulamada yarattigi sorunlar
ekonomik ve sosyal dengesizliklere yol agmaktadir.

Yapilan bu elestiriler dogrultusunda, liberal demokrasinin aksakliklarina ¢oziim sunma iddiasiyla
alternatif demokrasi teorisindeki girisimlerinden en ¢ok adimi duyuranlardan biri Miizakereci
demokrasidir. Zamanla miizakereci demokrasinin bir iitopya oldugunu ileri siiren anlayis olarak da
catigmaci demokrasi ortaya ¢ikmustir. Bu teorileri anlamak i¢in bu demokrasi modellerinin kurucularinin
bakis agisiyla degerlendirmekte fayda vardur.

3.Habermas ve Miizakereci Demokrasi Anlayisi

Miizakereci demokrasiyi agiklamadan énce miizakere kavramindan s6z etmekte yarar vardir. ingilizcede
“deliberative democracy” olarak ifade edilen bilingli, tutarli ve dikkatli tartisma ve danisma anlamina
gelen Miizakereci demokrasi Tiirkgede tartisma ve gorlismeye cagirma anlaminda kullanilmaktadir
(Erdogan, 2011: 27). Miizakere, vatandaslar arasi veya devlet — toplum arasi1 anlasmazliklar1 ¢6zmenin
catigmalar1 gidermenin bir yolu olarak goriilmektedir.

Muizakereci demokrasi, ilk defa Joseph Bessette tarafindan kullanilmigtir. Demokrasiyi gelistirecek,
liberal demokrasinin eksiklerini tamamlayacak bir model olarak ileri stiriilmiistiir. Bu dogrultuda siyasal
katilimi arttirmay1 amaclayan, vatandaglarin 6zgiirce kamu miizakeresi yoluyla yonetime dahil
olabildigi model olarak agiklanabilir (Karaaaslan, 2015: 39). Miizakereci demokrasi, esas itibariyle
Jirgen Habermas’in kamusal alan iizerine gelistirdigi teoriler ve iletisimsel eylem kuramina
dayanmaktadir. Habermas’in, konusma ve soziin boyutlar1 {izerine olan vurgusu, 6zneleri asan ve ideal
konusma durumu olarak ifade edilen iletisimi garantileyen iletigimsel rasyonalitesi, sdziin degerini
tekrar ortaya ¢ikarmayi hedeflemektedir (Demirhan, 2017: 179). Dolayisiyla sozii ¢ogu elestirel
teorisyenler gibi degerden diigmiis, mistik icerikli ve bir olumsuz arag olarak gormek yerine elestirel
diyalogu diriltmeye ¢alismaktadir. iletisimsel eylem, sozle smirli olmayan fakat sozle koordine edilen
bir eylem tipi olarak tamimlanmaktadir (Yildirim, 2006: 249). Miizakereci demokrasi de esasinda s6ziin
ve diyalogun 6nemini teslim eden, tartigmayi, miizakereyi esas alan bir demokrasi trGdur.

Miizakereci demokrasinin duayeni olan Habermas, bu demokraside liberal demokrasiden farkli olarak
biitiin halkin katilimini esas alan bir zemin olusturmak istemektedir. Habermas’a gore, kararlar buttinctl
yollarla miizakere ortaminda alinirsa toplumsal sorunlarin ¢oziilmesi kolaylasmaktadir (Pennington,
2007: 724-725). Insanlar iletisimsel eylemleri ile toplumsal hayati aktif bir sekilde ydnlendireceklerdir.

4
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Miizakere yapilirken insanlarm ufku agilacak, farkinda olmadiklar1 toplumsal sorunlar giin yiziine
cikacak ve ¢oziim iiretilecektir (Akkol, 2019: 173).

Miizakereci demokrasinin hedeflerinden biri gergekleri ortaya koymak degil, bir kesif siireci olmasimin
yan sira farkli ve gatigsan goriis sahibi insanlarin birbirini ikna etme sirecidir. O ylzden One sirulen
arglimanlarm ikna etme giicli fazla olmalidir. Ciinkii ancak miizakere siirecinde ¢esitli goriislerin bir
araya gelmesiyle taraflar kendi tercihlerini belirginlestirebilir ve hatta gerektiginde baslangigtaki
yonelimlerini degistirebilirler.

Miizakere i¢in insanlarin esit ve 6zgiir katilimina firsat taniyacak bir kamusal alan sarttir. Habermasin
amaci rasyonel bir uzlagiya goétiirecek olan siyasi miizakerenin saglanmasidir (Hanci, 2017: 7-8).
Katilimda oldugu gibi miizakere sonucu, karar almada da esitlik ve seffaflik ilkesine 06zen
gosterilmelidir.

Habermas’a gore temsili demokraside s6z sahibi olunamayan kamusal kararlara katilma en iyi
miizakereci demokrasi yoluyla saglanabilir. Benzer sekilde Arendt de temsili demokraside, halkin
siyasal karar alma sirecine katilabilmek igin yeterli imkanlara sahip olmadigini diisiinmektedir
(Karaoglu, 2009: 40).

Muizakereci modelde, iletisimin 6ziinde miizakerenin yontemleri yatmaktadir. Bu yontemler esitlik,
Ozgirliik, katilim, rasyonellik ve etkilesim 6gelerini barindirmaktadir. Muzakere siirecinde bireylerin
goriislerinin karsilikli ortaya konmasiyla kisiler kendi tercihlerinde israr edebilir ya da baslangigtaki
diislincesini degistirebilir. Habermasct miizakere anlayisinda, birey hakki ve halk egemenligi bir
bitliindiir (Yildirim, 2006: 253). Habermasta demokrasinin merkezinde, oy vermeden tamamen
vazgegilmese de, hesapverebilirlik ve kamusal alan kavramlar1 yatmaktadir.

Miizakereci demokrasiden yana olanlar, miizakere ortaminda kisisel ¢ikarlarin hakimiyetinin degil,
kamu yarar1 iizerinde birlesilecegini diistinmektedir. Kisacasi katilimcilarin tartisma ortamina 6n
yargisiz bir sekilde ve ortak iyiye ulasmak i¢in gelmesi hedeflenir. Habermas’a gore miizakere siirecinde
gercekten herkesin kabullendigi gerekgeler kamusal mesruluk olmalidir. Ayrica miizakereci demokrasi
akla yapilan vurgu Habermas’in Kant’a olan yakinligin1 géstermektedir (Habermas, 1997: 235).
Habermas’in miizakereci demokrasi anlayisinda iletisimci anlam siirekli vurgulanarak halk
egemenligine dikkat ¢ekilmistir. Habermas’a gore halk sadece siyaset dncesi varligimi gosteren degil
toplum s6zlesmesinin bir iiriinidiir. Habermas’in toplum s6zlesmesiyle kastettigi 6zgiir ve esit halkin
kendi iradeleriyle bir araya geldigi demokratik bir bigimde kararlara katildigi bir siiregtir (Benhabib,
1999: 69).

Habermas’in demokrasi anlayisi liberal demokrasi modelinin elestirisi niteligi tasimaktadir. Bu modeli
demokrasiyi vatandasin erdemlerine ve davraniglarina bagli tutmasindan dolayr da elestirmektedir.
Habermas’m modeli ise miizakere ve diyolog kavramlarini anahtar kelime haline getirmistir. Onemli
olan burada ortaya konan fikirlerin birbirine galip gelmesi degil, halkin birbirini dinleyip sonuca varip
tartismay1 karara baglamasidir (Altinkok, 2015: 11) .

Habermas’a gore en genel ifadeyle liberal demokrasi yerine miizakereci demokrasiyi savunma sebebi;
secimle goreve gelen temsilcilerin kararlar alirken bu karardan etkilenen halkin kararlar1 etkileme
giicinii hice saymalaridir. Habermas’in demokrasisinin, liberal modelden farki yasadan etkilenen
herkesin onu kabul etmesidir. Habermas demokrasinin kokeni olarak kabul edilen Antik Yunandan
etkilenerek 6zneler arasi iletisimi demokrasi modelinin zeminine oturtmustur (Odabas, 2018: 2052).
Habermas, siyasette basarili olmanin yolunu iletisimsel eylemlerin kurumsal olmasina baglamaktadir.
Habermas’in miizakereci demokrasiden s6z ederken en sik kullandig1 kelimelerin yurttaslik, katilim ve
hak oldugu goriilmektedir. Miizakere siirecinde herkesin uymasi gereken bazi kurallar vardir (Bayram,
2016: 113). Habermas bu kurallardan en 6nemlisinin katiimda esitlik kuralina uyulmasi yani soru
sorma, elestirme, fikir belirtme hususlarinda herkesin ayni hakka sahip olmasinin gerekliligi oldugunu
sOylemektedir.

Habermas’a gore kamusal alanda bir kere uzlasi saglanirsa devletten baglayarak diger kurumlara da
domino etkisi gibi yayilabilir. Ayrica kamusal alanda miizakere yapilip ortak karar alindiginda bu karara
uymayan yonetim yapist kisa siirede mesruiyetini kaybedebilir (Nalbant, 2016: 17-18). Muzakere
siirecinde kararlarin alinmasi agamasi biitiin katilimcilarin fikirlerini agiklamalar1 ve alinan kararlar
rasyonel bulduklarimi ifade etmeleriyle tamamlanacaktir. Buradaki rasyonelligi Habermas iletisimsel
rasyonalite olarak ifade etmektedir. Kararlar tizerinde uzlasida giic ve ayricalikli konum goz ardi
edilerek tartisma yolu izlenmektedir.
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Buraya kadar anlatilanlardan hareketle Habermas’in diigiincelerinin 6énemini ortaya koyan seyin onun
modelinin uygulanip uygulanmayacagi degil, toplumun ortak sorunlarm tartisan, ¢éziim arayan, daha
yasanilir ve demokratik diinya insa etmeye calisan kisilere yer vermesi ve moderniteye iyimser
yaklagmas1 oldugu soylenebilir. Habermas, liberal demokrasinin yasadigi krizi asmaya ¢alisan bir model
gelistirmektedir. Bunu saglayacak olan da vatandaslarin 6zgiir, esit kisitlanmadan ve baski kurulmadan
kamusal tartigma, diyalog ve miizakere ortaminda bulunmasidir.

Habermas’in caligmalar1 genel olarak iletigimsel eylem, kamusal alan, dzneler arasi yaklagim gibi
kavramlar iizerine temellenmektedir. Habermas’a gore her konusmada konusan ve dinleyen vardir.
Onemli olan taraflarin birbirlerini anlayabilmesi ve anlasabilmesidir. Iletisimsel eylem, Habermas’in
yasam diinyasi olarak tanimladig1 seydir (Habermas, 2001: 838). Bu yasam diinyasinda 6zneler arasi
kurulan rasyonel bir iliski séz konusudur. Demokrasi iletisimsel eylem kurami igerisinde yeniden
uretilir.

Habermas’in miizakere ortaminin yaganacagini belirttigi alan olarak kamusal alan; siirlandiriimamig
bireylerin nasil yonetilmek istediklerini agikladiklar1 rasyonel tartigma seklinde demokratik uzlasiya
ulagilan yerdir (Demir, 2011: 56).

4.Mouffe ve Catismaci Demokrasi Anlayisi

Mouffe, demokrasi ve liberalizm arasinda bir gerilimin oldugunu, bu gerilimin ortadan kalkmasinin
miimkiin olmadigini, ¢atismanin olmadig1 yerde siyasetin sona erecegini iddia etmektedir. Mouffe, bu
Ongoriisiinden ¢atismaci demokrasi modelini olusturmaktadir (Mouffe, 2015: 23).

Mouffe’a gore siyasetin demokratik kurallara gore islemesi igin kisi 6zgiirliigii ve gogulculuga ayr1 bir
onem verilmelidir. Mouffe, insanlarn kendi yorumunun en iyisi olduguna inandigi fikrini
reddetmektedir. Ona goére gatisma yokmus ve her sey uzlasi yoluyla ¢oziiliirmiis anlayisi yanlistir.
Ciinkii uzlasilar gegicidir. Uzlas1 amaglanarak yapilan siyaset gercek siyaset degildir. Mouffe siyasetin
temelini ¢atisma ve iktidar kavramu iizerinde temellendirmektedir (Ustiiner, 2007: 320). Ona gore
siyasetin dogasinda c¢atisma vardir. Ancak bu catisma esitlik ve Ozgiirlik alanmi genisletmelidir
(Karaaslan, 2015: 80).

Mouffe’a gore demokraside ¢atisma igeren bir miicadele varken bu g¢ekismede taraflar birbirini yok
etmeden de devam edebilir. Mouffe insanlarm birbirini ikna yoluyla anlasacaklari fikrine kars1 ¢ikarak
celiskilerin, birbirleriyle ¢ekisme halinde olanlarin karsilikli birbirini degistirebilecegi anlayisindan
yanadir.

Mouffe, siyasetin temelinin miizakere olmadigini ¢atismalara dayandigini vurgulamaktadir. Mouffe,
catigma kavram yerine zaman zaman antagonizma kavramini kullanmaktadir. Bu kavrami da uzlagmasi
miimkiin olmayan zitliklar olarak tanmimlamaktadir. Antagonizma kavrami, Fransizca kokenli bir kavram
olup Tirkgede zitlik, karsitlik, biriyle yarigmak anlamina gelmektedir. Mouffe’a gére, antagonizma
birbirine diisman iki sey arasindaki miicadele ve bu diismanligin ¢atismaya doniismesidir (Cosgun,
2019: 240).

Mouffe’un felsefesi, siyaseti yagsatmak i¢in antagonizmalarin doniistiiriilmesinin gerekliligi tizerine
kuruludur. Mouffe’un ¢catismaci demokrasi anlayisinda miizakere ortaminda karsilikli tartigarak uzlasiya
varmak yerine karsisindakinin diisiincesini yok etmek ve doniistiirmek i¢cin miicadele eden siddet
kullanmaktan ¢ekinmeyen bir demokrasi sistemi vardir.

Mouffe’un amaci liberal sistemdeki sorunlardan catigmaya gegis oradan da siyasi alana ulagsma
cabasidir. Mouffe siyasette dislamadan bahsederken “6teki”, “digeri”, “disar1” gibi kavramlari sik sik
kullanmaktadir. Onun demokrasi anlayis1 her zaman ben — o veya onlar ve digerleri ayrim lizerine insa
edilmistir (Akkaya ve Bozdogan, 2019: 362). Mouffe’a gore otekini yasatmak, kendi varhigini ve
devamliligimi saglamakla es degerdir. Kendimizi yenilemek igin &tekinin varligi koruma altina
alimmalidir (Dogan, 2019: 51).

Mouffe, modernitede ¢ogulcu anlayisa 6nem vermektedir. Bu ylizden Mouffe’un tiim demokrasi
anlayist da ¢ogulculukla birlikte ele alinmigtir. Onun i¢in ¢ogulculuk uzlasi temelli ¢6ziim {iretmek
degil, catigmalarm devam ettigi bir siirectir. Mouffe demokraside farkliliklara da vurgu yapmaktadir.
Ayrica onun demokrasi anlayisinda 6nemli olan farkliliklarin taninmasidir (Kanatli, 2014: 118). Mouffe
cogulculugu miizakere ile aymi kaliplara sokmadan farkliliklarin taninmasiyla anlamlanacagini
aciklamaktadir. Ona gore demokrasinin dogasinda catisan degerlerin kavranmasi yer almaktadir.
Mouffe, ¢atigmaci demokrasiden bahsederken siyasal alan kavramini da sik kullanmaktadir. Onun i¢in
siyasal kavramu toplumdaki vatandaslarin birbirleriyle olan g¢atigmaci iliskilerini icine alan bir
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kavramdir. Ona gore siyasette biz ve onlar diye ayristrma yapmamak imkansizdir. Demokraside
otekisiz ben olamayacagini da agiklamaktadir (Ozdemir, 2018: 129). Ona gore biz-onlar iliskisini inkar
edip herkesin biz kavramini siirdiirdiigii bir sistem agonistik siyasetin kendisidir. Bununla birlikte
Mouffe, ulusal kimlikler yok oldugunda cogulculugun bundan zarar goérecegini ve beraberinde
antidemokratik bir sistemin ortaya ¢ikacagini diisiinmektedir (Mouffe, 2015: 42).

Moulffe liberal sistemin insan haklari, yargt ve ¢ogulculuk gibi baz1 unsurlarinin demokrasiye katki
saglayan unsurlar oldugunu inkar etmemektedir. Hatta bu unsurlarin kendi catismaci demokrasi
anlayisinda farklhiliklarin tammmasinin gerekli oldugunu da agiklamaktadir.

Bunlara ragmen, halkin siyasete katilim noktasindaki eksikliginden dolay1 pasif vatandas haline
gelmesinde, devletin tarafsizligmin gergek disi olmasinda ve demokrasinin sinirlandirilmis olmasinda
liberal demokrasiyi su¢lamaktadir.

Ona gore ¢atisma yok ise siyasetten bahsedilemez. Sonu¢ olarak Mouffe, ¢atismaci siyaset ¢agrisinda
bulunmaktadir. Toplumdaki farkli kiiltiirler, degerler catisarak siyaseti olusturacaktir. Mouffe,
engellenmemis birey anlayisim da reddetmektedir. Biz ve onlar ayrimi yapildiginda yani 6tekinin
otekilestirmesi gergeklestiginde orada ¢atisma olmasi kagimilmazdir. Mouffe’a gore insanlarin rasyonel
davranmasini beklemek iitopyadan ibarettir. O, genel geger ¢ozlimlerin iretilecegi, gogulcu degerlerden
arindirilmig tarafsizligin olamayacagim ifade etmektedir. Mouffe, Schmittyen bir tavir sergilemekte
Schmitt’in dost-diisman ayrimini biz-onlar olarak kavramsallastirmakta, rekabet kavrami lizerinden
aciklamaktadir (Aliu,2015: 179-180).

5.Miizakereci ve Catismaci Modellerin Karsilastirmah Analizi

1970’lerde giindemde yer edinmeye baslayan post modernite, liberal demokrasinin mesrulugunu
tartismaktadir. Uzlas1 ve ¢atisma arasindaki iligki bu tartismalarin glindemine gelmistir. Boylece liberal
demokrasiye alternatif olarak yeni demokrasi modelleri getirilmistir.

Giliniimiizde bu konudaki yaymlarin sayisina bakildiginda akademisyenlerin bir¢ogunun demokrasinin
eksik oldugu noktalarda aymi fikirde olduklar1 séylenebilir. Bu soruna gare olarak da gelistirilen iki
demokrasi modellerinden miizakereci ve ona zit goriiste olan ¢atismaci demokrasi siyasal siirecin nasil
daha demokratik olabilecegi hususunda ilkeler belirlemistir. Bu iki modelden miizakereci model uzlagim
ve katilimi; ¢atismaci model farkliliklar1 demokraside temel ilke olarak belirlemislerdir.

5.1.Muzakereci Demokrasi Modeli

Mizakereci demokrasi modeli, temsili modelden farkli bir demokrasi modeli sunmaktadir. Mizakereci
demokrasi, liberal demokrasinin toplumun siyasi ihtiyaglarim karsilamada yetersiz kalarak mesruiyet
bunalimi yasadigi gerekgesiyle her sorunda bir araya gelip karsilikli konugmay1 esas alan, kurumlarin
devlet tarafindan olusturulmasimi uygun bulan bir modeldir. Siyasal slirecin nasil daha demokratik hale
getirilebilecegi hususuna odaklanmaktadir. Halk miizakereci demokraside toplumla 6zdestir ve alinan
siyasi kararlarin pargasidir (Demirhan, 2015: 9). Ayrica Miizakereci demokrasi, halkin toplumsal
konular hakkinda bilgi paylasiminda bulundugu, goriislerini paylastig1 siyasi sisteme alternatif olarak
olusturulmus bir demokrasi modelidir (Varol, 2010: 128). Miizakereci demokraside esas olan goriisme
kavramidir. Bu demokrasi modelinde insanlar goniillii olarak planlanmamis konular i¢in bir araya gelip
tartismaktadir. Bu vesileyle kisiler kendi hayatlariyla oOtekiler arasinda koprii kurmus olmaktadir
(Habermas, 2017: 151-155). Bu demokrasinin énemli bir hususu, sadece goriisme odakli degil sorun
¢Oziicii amagli olmasi ve ortak paydada birlesmesidir. Miizakereci yonetim, 6znelerin birbirini anlamak
icin cabaladig1 diyalogu gelistirmektedir. Birbirini anlayan bireylerin ayni fikirde olmasi sarti
aramaksizin anlagamadiklar1 konular1 tartigma yoluyla ¢ézmeleri istenmektedir.

Miizakereci demokrasi modelinin istedigi, elestirilerin yapilmasi taraflar arasi goriis aligverigiyle
siyasete ulagmaktir. Diger 6nemli bir 6zellik miizakerelerin herkese a¢ik olmasi bu ortamdan kimsenin
dislanmamasidir. Taraflarin goriislerini degistirmeleri konusunda herhangi bir catismaya ve baskiya
gerek kalmamalidir (Bbcek, 2018: 35). Miizakerecilerin hepsine fikrini beyan etme, ikna olmadigi
noktada elestirme, konuya katkida bulunma, deger yargilarini aciklama, konusunda esit firsatlar
sunulmali, statii farki ortadan kalkmalidir. En son olarak da demokrasi olarak anilmasi i¢in insan
haklarina ve adalete ters diisecek bir karar alinmamalidir (Sitembdoliikbasi, 2005: 149). Ozetle bu
demokraside, halka vaat edilen aktif katilimdir.

Bu demokraside amaglanan salt uzlasi degil, vatandaslarin hepsinin kabullenecegi mutabakata
varmaktir. Bu durumda hogsgorii, saygi ve ortak yarar ilkelerine uyularak gergeklesebilir. Ayni zamanda
ben degil biz duygusu da giiclenecektir. Karsilikli goriis aligverisi yapan miizakere katilimcilari,

7



Yeliz KARADENIZ

birbirlerinden yeni seyler 6grenerek bildiklerini de elestirel bir slizgegten gegirme imkani bulmaktadir
(Habermas, 2014: 289-292). Boylece bireyler kendi fikirleriyle baskalarimin fikrini harmanlayip en iyi
karara ulasabilirler. Miizakereci demokrasinin hedefledigi “iletisimsel iktidar” olusturmaktir. Bu yiizden
bu modelde ¢atigmalar iletigimsel ve katilimei yollarla ¢éziilmektedir. Ayrica bu demokraside liberal
demokrasinin derinlestirilmek istendigi de sdylenebilir (Falay, 2014: 55).

Seyla Benhabib’e gore ise bir yonetim bigimindeki ortak karar alma siirecleri agisindan mesruiyete ve
rasyonellige ulagsmanin gerekli kosulu, herkesin ortak ¢ikari olarak goriilen seyin 6zgiir ve esit bireyler
arasinda rasyonel ve adil bir bi¢cimde yiiriitiilen miizakere siireclerinden kaynaklanmasidir (Benhabib,
1999: 104-105). Dolayisiyla miizakereci demokrasi, karar alma siireclerinde rasyonelligin ve
mesrulugun temeli olarak goriilmektedir.

Miizakereci demokrasi, degisen diinyada liberal demokrasinin toplumlarin karsilastigi sorunlarin
¢oziimiinde yetersiz kaldig1 ve mesruiyet bunalimi yasadigi yargisindan hareketle one siiriilen alternatif
bir modeldir. Buna gore, Miizakereci demokrasi, sonucu tiim toplumu ilgilendiren kararlarin alinmasi
stirecinde toplumun tiim kesimlerinin miizakereye katilimini saglayarak bu miizakere sonucunda ortak
bir karara varilmasi hedefini ifade etmektedir. Dolayisiyla miizakereci demokrasi, ilgili taraflara hitap
etmenin, anlagsmazliklari ¢6zmenin ve catigmalari ortadan kaldirmanin diger yurttaglara gerekcelerle
desteklenmis argiimanlar sunmaya dayali bir yolunu bulma arayisini ifade etmektedir. Daha agik bir
ifadeyle bir toplumun kaderini ilgilendiren kararlarin karsilikli bir tartigma siireci sonunda alindigi bir
demokrasi modeli anlamina gelmektedir (Sanders, 1997: 347°den aktaran Erdogan, 2011: 27).
Miizakereci demokrasinin bu vurgusu, onun temsili demokrasiden ayrildigi noktayi isaret etmektedir.
Nitekim temsili demokraside esas olan, ¢ogunlugun karar1 ve azinlik haklarmin korunmasi seklinde
kisaca formiile edilebilir (Dursun, 2019: 176). Fakat miizakereci demokrasinin dngoriisiine gore tiim
taraflarm bir araya gelmesiyle yapilacak miizakereler sonucunda tiim taraflart memnun edecek ortak bir
karara varilacaktir.

Bu modele gore ideal bir demokrasi herkesin baskiya maruz kalmadan diisiincelerini agik ve seffaf bir
sekilde ileri slirdiigii, sorgulama hakkinin oldugu, tartismalara esit imkanlarla katildig1 karsilikli ikna,
samimiyet ve dogruluk ilkelerini tagimalidir.

Miizakereci demokrasi, kamusal kararlarin halkin etkin katilimi yoluyla alinmasini istemektedir.
Miizakere sonucu kamusal agidan iyiyi saglamak istenmistir. Ideal bir miizakereci demokraside, taraflar
onyargisiz olmalidir. Ortaya atilan goriislerden hangisi giiglii ise ona riza gosterilmektedir. Kimse bir
karar1 kabul etmesi veya reddetmesi i¢cin zorlanmamakta, konsensusa ulasmak amaglanmaktadir
(Atagul, 2017: 45-46).

Muzakereci demokrasinin genel anlamda su argiimanlara dayandigi savunulabilir (Sitembdliikbasi,
2005: 148-156):

e Birbirini anlamay1 ve siyasal diyalogu hedeflemekte; esitlik¢iligi ve karsilikli ikna diistincesini
hakim kilmaya 6zen gostermektedir.

e Bireylerin O6nceden belirlenmis iradesinin degil miizakere siirecinde olusturdugu iradesini
mesruiyetinin kaynagi olarak gérmektedir.

e Bireylerin miizakere ederek degisik bakis acilarin1 da gdrmelerini, karsilikli etkilesimde
bulunmalarini, karar alma siirecine bizzat dahil olarak miizakere ile ortak bir noktada
bulugmalarini ve bu siirecte yer almalar1 nedeniyle kararlar1 benimsemelerini hedeflemektedir.

o Karsilikli saygi ve tanimay1 tesvik ederek, toplumsal ¢ikarlarin bireylerin kisisel ¢ikarlaridan
iistiin tutulmasini saglamay1 ve boylece derin goriis ayriliklar icermeyen ihtilaflarin daha kolay
cozimlenmesini hedeflemektedir.

Miizakereci demokrasinin farkli noktalardan elestirildigi de goriilmektedir. ilk olarak William Galston
miizakereci demokrasi idealinin sonunda ozgiirlik taleplerini zayiflatan bir cumbhuriyetcilige
doniisebilecegini ifade etmistir. Ote yandan bircok yazar da miizakereci demokrasiyi savunanlarin
miizakerenin 6nemini abarttiklar1 goriisiindedir. Ciinkii deneysel arastirmalar gostermektedir ki insanlar
giinliik kararlarinin bir¢ogunu sezgisel aracglarin ve kiiltiirel geleneklerin belirleyiciligi temelinde
almaktadirlar. Miizakereci anlayigin ilizerinde odaklandigi akildan bagka tutku, baglilik, adanma,
dayanigma, cesaret ve rekabet yetenegi gibi degerlerin de siyasette etkisi biiyiiktiir ve bunlar ¢ok kere
akilla catigma igerisindedirler. Ayrica miizakereci demokrasi, miizakere siirecinin tarafgirlik ve kigisel
cikarin kaynaklarimi bertaraf edecegini ve boylece kamu yarari ilizerinde uzlasilabilecegini kabul
etmektedir.
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Miizakereci demokrasi, siyasette goriis farkliliklarinin 6nemli 6l¢iide ¢ikar ve gii¢ farkliliklar tarafindan
sekillendirildigini g6z ardi eden bir yaklasimi benimsemis goriinmektedir. Hal bdyle olmasa bile
miizakere yoluyla makul bir uzlasiya ulagilabilecegi de kesin degildir. Ayrica miizakereci demokrasi
taraftarlarimin kamusal miizakere i¢in gerekli gordiikleri 6n sartlarin karsilanmasinin miimkiin olmadig:
ve bu durumda da farazi bir genel iradeye bagvurulmak zorunda kalinabilecegi ileri siiriilebilir (Erdogan,
2011: 35).

Ote yandan, miizakerenin, umuldugu gibi mutabakat iiretmek yerine, ¢atismayi tesvik edebilecegi de
savunulabilir. Miizakere, zit ¢ikarlara sahip olan insanlarmn farklhiliklarim goriiniir kilabilir ve siyasi
catigsma ve boliinmeyi azaltmak yerine artirabilir.

Mizakereci demokrasiye yoneltilen elestirilerden birisi de onun segkinci bir potansiyel tasidigi
yoniindedir. Miizakerenin rasyonel, sogukkanli ve bencillikten uzak olmas1 gerektigini iddia etmek, bir
bakima heyecanli, asir1 ve 6zel ¢ikarlarin yonlendirdigi siradan konusmalari diglamak anlamina
gelmektedir. Bu da miizakereyi bir elit etkinligine doniistiirme riski tasimaktadir (Sanders, 1997: 364;
Bell, 1999: 74, 75).

Sonug olarak, miizakereci karar alma yontemleri konusundaki asir1 iyimserligin gergekgi olmadigi
savunulabilir. Dolayisiyla asil mesele, miizakereci siireglere ne kadar bel baglanacaginda ve miizakereci
karar alma Ustlindeki vurgunun ne kadar ileri gotiiriilecegindedir. Miizakereci demokrasinin, kamusal
alanin ve ortak sorunlarin Gtesine gecerek neredeyse biitiin sivil hayati kusatacak bir sekilde
diisiiniilmesi halinde, bu durumun o&zgirlik i¢in bir tehdit olusturabilecegi ve farkliliklar
smirlandirabilecegi savunulabilir.

Dolayisiyla miizakereci demokrasiyle ilgili sorun, onun miizakereci siireglerin Onemini ortaya
koymasinda degil; demokrasiyi bu siire¢ ve mekanizmalarla smirlandirmasindadir. Aslinda bu anlayisin
temelinde, akla agir1 giiveni yansitan aydinlanmaci bir diisiincenin yattigi sdylenebilir.

Miizakereye katilan herkesin bilingli olmayacagi varsayimindan hareketle dogru kararlar alinamayacagi
da iddia edilmektedir. Bununla beraber dogrudan demokrasiye benzedigi gerekgesiyle, miizakereci
demokrasiyi de ger¢eklestirmenin zor oldugu séylenmektedir. O zaman miizakereci demokrasi temsili
demokrasinin eksikliklerine ve dogrudan demokrasinin niifus yogunlugundan dolay1 uygulanamamasina
alternatif olarak tiretilmis bir model olarak kargsimiza ¢ikmaktadir.

Demokrasi yalniza oy sandigina gidip oy kullanmakla sinirlandirilmamali akla dayali hesap verebilirlik
anlayis1 icinde gergeklesmelidir. Demokratik bir miizakerenin kurali herkesin katilimina agikligi,
karsilikli saygi ve tanimayi, fikir ayriliklarinin kolay ¢6ziimlenmesini igcermektedir. Bu demokraside
onemli olan kisilerin miizakere 6ncesi degil miizakere biterken ki diisiincesidir (Tung, 2008: 1128).
Guntimizde miizakereci demokrasinin basta Avrupa Birligi iilkelerinde olmak tizere birgok batili iilkede
alternatif model olarak orneklerini gérmek miimkiindiir. Buralarda sivil toplum kuruluslarimin siire¢
boyunca etkin oldugu da sdylenebilir. Ancak Tiirkiye’ye bakildiginda Anayasal diizenlemelerdeki
eksiklik, parti liderlerinin oligarsik egilimi ve parti i¢i demokrasinin bu yiizden yeteri kadar
gelistirilemedigi goz oniine alinirsa tarafsiz ve etkili bir demokrasinin uygulanmasi zor goriinmektedir
(D6nmez, 2016: 146 — 147).

5.2.Catismac1 Demokrasi Modeli

Catismaci demokrasi, farkliliklar bu yiizden de ¢atigmalarin kaginilmaz oldugu varsayimindan hareket
etmektedir. Bu demokraside uzlasi pesinde olan miizakereci demokrasi elestirilmektedir. Farkliliklarin
yok edilmemesi aksine miimkiin kilinmasi anlayisina dayanmaktadir. Catismaci demokrasiye gore
catisan iligkileri ve farklilik algisimi yok saydigi icin miizakereci demokrasi alternatif bir model
olmaktan uzaktir. Catismact demokraside siyaset miizakereye degil, ¢atismaya dayanmaktadir. Siyasette
ikna yoluyla anlagsma saglanamayacag1 gibi mevcut farkliliklarin karsilikli degistirme ve doniistiirme
yoluyla asilabilecegi soylenmektedir (Mouffe, 2013: 8). Catismaci demokrasi, catisma ve farkliligin
birlesiminden bir biitiinliik olusturmay1 hedeflerken, bunu “biz” ve “onlar” baglaminda ¢ogulculuk ile
gerceklestirmek istemektedir (Karaoglu, 2009: 44).

Catismaci demokraside iktidar karar alma asamalarinda miidahaleci tutum sergileyecegi i¢in uzlasi
saglanamayacagi iddia edilmektedir. Catismact demokrasiye gore siyaset dini, ekonomik, sosyal birgok
alanda insanlar arasinda ayrim ve farklilik olan olgudur. Bu yiizden siyasetin gorevi ¢atigmalar1 uzlasi
ile ¢ozmeye caligmak degil, gatigmalar1 siyasi alanda kabul ettirmektir. Catismact demokraside,
catigmalarm uzlastirilmaya c¢ahisildign gerekcesiyle miizakereci demokraside yamlgiya disiildagi
sOylenmektedir (Cosgun, 2017: 63-64).
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Catismaci demokrasiye gore miizakereci demokrasi, katilim, diyalog ve karar alma siireglerinde teoride
basarili olsa bile pratikte yani uygulamaya aktarma konusunda (topiktir. Miizakereci demokrasiden
farkli olarak catismaci demokraside biitlinciil yaklagimin aksine 6zne parcalarma ayrilmakta fark ilkesi
vurgulanmaktadir (Karakog ve Ozden, 2020: 595). Bu iki demokrasi arasindaki farklardan bir digeri
miizakereci demokrasi ahlak ile siyaset arasinda bag kurmak isterken; catismaci demokrasinin biz ve
onlar ¢atigmasinin siyasetin i¢ine alinmasidir.

Miizakereci demokraside temelde tartisma ve sorgulama varken; ¢atigmaci demokraside ¢ekisme yer
almaktadir. Catigmaci demokraside demokrasi ve liberal sistem arasinda uzlasi saglanmasi siyasetin
sonunu getirebilecekken; miizakereci demokrasinin amaci ¢esitli gruplar arasinda goriis, tartisma ve
miizakere olusturarak gerilimin ortadan kalkacagi bir kamusal alan olusturmaktir. Bu yilizden catismaci
demokrasi, miizakereci demokrasiyi siyasetin dogasini kavrayamamakla su¢lamaktadir (Bati, 2010: 3-
4). Miizakereci demokrasiyi toplumdaki farkliliklar1 sonlandirip ¢ogulcu anlayisi ortadan kaldirarak
tehlike olusturacagi gerekgesiyle elestirmektedir. Miizakereci demokraside birbirini diisman olarak
degerlendirmeyip farkliliklara ragmen anlagma saglanabilen 6teki kavrami kullanilabilir (Okutan, 2006:
91).

6.Sonug

Giiniimiizde devletin etki alanini genisletmesi, ekonomi, toplumsal, kiltlrel, sosyal her alana
miidahalesi 6zerklik, dzgiirliikk ve halk egemenligi gibi bazi ilkelerin uygulanabilirligini azaltmstir.
Devlet sahip oldugu yetkileriyle iktidar1 elinde tutmaktadir. Béyle bir alanda ¢ogulculugu etkin hale
getirip dzerkligin arttigi kamusal alan meydana getirme fikri Habermas’in cesurca girigimidir.

Bu makalede tartisildig iizere giiniimiizde liberal demokrasi diinyanin her yerinde yaygin olsa da giin
gectikce niifusu artan toplumlarin beklentilerine karsilik verememektedir. Bu ¢ikis noktasindan yola
¢ikarak Habermas ve Mouffe liberalizm ve demokrasinin farkli geleneklere sahip oldugunu ileri siirerek
bu krize ¢6ziim bulmak ve demokrasiyi derinlestirmek ic¢in kendi demokrasi anlayislarmi
olusturmuslardir.

Habermas’in gelistirdigi miizakereci demokraside Mouffe’un gelistirdigi ¢atigmaci demokraside siyasal
ve sosyal alan1 birey Ozgiirliiklerinin yararina olacak sekilde tasarlanmustir. Bu iki model de liberal
sistemle demokrasinin bir arada var olabilmesinin yollarmi gelistirdigi soylenebilir.

“Konusmak, diinyay1 degistirmeye baslamaktir” diyen Habermas, yontem olarak insanlar arasi iletisimi
benimsemis, bu dogrultuda iletisimsel eylem kurami gelistirmistir. Bu kuramin 6zelligi 6zgiir ve esit
kisiler i¢in ideal konusma ortaminin olusturulmasidir. Bu konusma ortaminda konusulmayacak konu
yoktur.

Miizakereci demokrasi toplum, halk, katilim, iletisim, kamusal alan, ortak iyi ve akil gibi kavramlari
elestirel tarzda yeniden ele almistir. Catisma halindeki kavramlar yerine rasyonel gecerliligi olan bir
sistem olusturmak istemektedir. Demokraside yasanan sorunlarin giderilmesi icin miizakereci
demokrasinin 6nerisi kamusal meselelerde halkin da siirece dahil olup fikrini beyan edebilmesidir. Bu
demokraside miizakere ortaminda goriisiinii sdyleyen halkin tercihleri dogrultusunda siyasi siireg
belirlenmektedir. Bu modele gore gercek bir demokrasi, 6zgiir ve esit bireyler arasinda uzlagilmig
kararlarla siyaset siirdiiriilebilecektir. Giiniimiizde miizakereci demokrasiyi Cumhuriyet¢i gelenegin
devami niteliginde gorenler de vardir. Tartisma siyasetin temelidir ve insanlar ne kadar ¢ok tartigma
firsat1 bulursa o kadar 6zgiir olabilir.

Calismadan c¢ikarillan sonuglardan biri kamusal meselelerin halkin katilimina dayanan miizakere
ortamlarinda alman kararlarla ¢6ziilmesi hem ahlak hem de demokrasi agisindan uygun oldugudur. Bu
ylzden muzakereci demokrasinin, rasyonel karar almada diisiinmeye, tartismaya ve uzlasmaya verdigi
onem unutulmamalidir. Ancak miizakereci demokrasi bu amagclariyla ideal bir demokrasi modeli gibi
goriinse de kiiresellesmenin yagandig1 giiniimiizde uygulanmasi zor bir modeldir.

Catismaci1 demokrasinin kurucularindan olan Mouffe ise ¢ogu eserinde siyasetin dogasini ele almakta,
radikal demokrasinin nasil gercekleseceginden bahsetmektedir. Eserlerine genel olarak bakildiginda
catigma kavramim isledigi de goriilmektedir. Onun icin siyaset, ¢atigmalari yani antagonizmalari
agonizmalara yani catiganlar arasindaki miicadeleye ¢evirme sanatidir. Aksi halde catigmalar
mesrulagtirilamaz. Miizakereci demokrasinin aksine siyasetin ¢atigmadan arindirilamayacagi da iddia
edilmektedir. Ona gore siyasetin amaci ¢atisan durumlarda bile bir diizen kurulmas1 ve insanlarin toplum
icinde yasamasinin saglanmasidir.
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Catismacit demokrasi, kimseyi dislamadan ortak paydada bulusulmasi gerektigini savunmaktadir.
Catismaci demokrasi, miizakereci demokrasiyi uzlasiya verdigi asir1 6nem yiiziinden elestirmektedir.
Siyasette konsensiis tabiki olmalidir ancak ona muhalefet de dahil olmalidir. Mouffe, diger demokrasi
teorisyenlerini siyasetin ¢atigmaci boyutunu gérememekle suglamaktadir. Onun istedigi diinyanin bir
biitiin olarak degil biitiin farkliliklarin kabullenildigi ¢ok kutuplu bir sekilde insa edilmesidir.
Catigsmaci demokrasi igin karsit kavramlarin nasil uyumlu hale gelecegi 6nem tagimaktadir. Bu yiizden
Mouffe, Habermas’1 akil merkezli olmasindan dolay1 elestirmektedir. Ciink{i bu durumda farklhiliklar
yok sayilmaktadir.

Mouffe’un miizakereci demokrasiye getirdigi diger bir elestiri katilimci her vatandagin ayni uzmanlik
bilgisine sahip olmayacag i¢in her konuda fikri olamayacagi yanlis kararlarin alinmasi ihtimalinin s6z
konusu olacagidir. Miizakereci demokrasinin uygulanmasinin zor ve siireklilik saglayamayacagi oniinde
pek ¢ok engel oldugunu sdylemektedir. Sonu¢ olarak Mouffe, Habermas’in teorisini liberal
demokrasinin bir tiirevi olarak degerlendirmektedir. Yani Habermas’in ideallestirdigini Mouffe
sorunsallagtirmaktadir.

Tiim anlatilanlar dogrultusunda insanlar tarafindan tek model olarak diisiiniilen demokrasinin aslinda
¢ok farkli modelleriyle karsimiza ¢iktigi, ge¢misten giiniimiize yeni formlarla giincellenen demokrasinin
gelecekte de cesitliligini arttiracagi sdylenebilir.
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ABD Dis Politikasinda Yalmizcihgin Yiikselisi
ve NATQO’ya Etkileri

Adem Cakir?

Ozet

NATO, komiinist blogun ortadan kalkmasindan sonra ortaya ¢ikan gesitli giivenlik problemlerine karsi gelistirdigi
doniisiim politikalartyla dayanikliligimi kanitlamigtir. Soguk Savas sonrasmnin ilk yirmi yilinda meydana gelen
Balkan Krizi ve 11 Eyliil sonrasi terére karsi ilan edilen savas sirasmda da NATO ittifaki dayanisma ve
beraberligini gdsterebilmistir. Takip eden yillarda, Cin’in ABD’nin diinya liderligine kars1 alternative bir giig
olarak yiikselise gecmesi karsisinda ABD “Asya eksenli politika”y1 benimseyen yeni bir strateji ilan etti; Rusya
once Kirim ardindan Suriye’de askeri giiciinii kullanarak daha iddiali bir dis politika izlemeye bagladi. Uluslararasi
ortamda meydana gelen bu o6nemli degisimler karsisinda Trump ydnetiminin ABD dis politikasinda
uluslararasiciliktan ¢ok yalnizeiligi Ongéren bir politika tercihini ortaya koymast NATO’nun gerekliligi
tartismalarini yeniden baslatti. Bu kapsamda, bu ¢alisma ABD’nin yeni dis politika yaklasiminin NATO’nun
gelecegini nasil etkileyecebilecegini aragtirmaktadir. Caligmanm birinci boliminde, ABD dis politikasinin
yalnizcr yonleri tarihsel ve giincel cercevede incelenmektedir. kinci bolimde ABD’nin yeni-yalnizer dis
politikasinin NATO’nun gelecegine olas1 etkileri arastirilmaktadir. Sonug¢ boliimiinde g¢alismanmn bulgulari
sunulmustur. Calismada ABD’nin son dénem yalnizci politikasinin etkileriyle ilgili olarak; NATO’da dayanigma
duygusunu azalttigi, Avrupa’nin bagimsiz bir savunma kapasitesi gelistirmesine yonelik cabalar1 giiclendirdigi,
atlantik Otesi tilkeler arasindaki liberal karsiti-otoriter egilimleri giiglendirdigi, giic miicadelesi ve bu kapsamda
ortaya cikabilecek niikleer silahlanmayr da iceren silahlanma yarist i¢in uygun ortami hazirlayabilecegi, yeni
ortakliklar i¢in zemin hazirlayabilecegi tespitleri yapilmustir.
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1.Introduction

After the demise of communism and breakup of the USSR and Warshaw Pact, NATO searched for a
new raison d'etre. Contrary to the expectation that it wouldn’t take too long before the fifty years of
alliance dissolved itself, the organization proved its resilience in a new era with multiple challenges.
NATO was able to transform itself to adapt to the emerging security environment. Several factors stand
out as contributors to NATO’s endurability. An integrated civilian and military structure which was
developed over the years was one of them. It had attained a certain level of competency that urged
NATO countries to take advantage of. Another factor was the evolution of NATO as a defense
organization to a security community which was formed of countries who shared similar lifestyles and
values. Since members of this community believed that they have been together to preserve their way
of life, even though the opponent of NATO collapsed they were able to maintain their unity. Besides
these, some political motivations also helped NATO’s endurance. In this sense, the desire of European
countries not allowing Europe to return to nationalist divisions played an important role. The USA and
Europe also had reasonable interests in keeping the transatlantic community together as both would
benefit from it, former by preventing Europe to develop a separate power pole and the latter by saving
itself from certain military responsibilities as it would be undertaken by the USA.

After Cold War NATO’s transformation policy was based on recognizing risks and challenges posed by
the new security environment. NATO considered that the risks and challenges of a new era were
different from the Cold War period during which there was a conventional threat against the territorial
integrity of allied countries. NATO acknowledged that new risks might emanate from adverse
consequences of instabilities which might be caused by economic, social, and political problems as well
as ethnic and territorial disputes. Another aspect of NATO’s transformation policy was the realization
of opportunities posed by the independence of old Soviet states. In this sense, the Alliance’s
transformation evolved around three main policies: “Cooperative Security”, “Enlargement Process”,
“Collective Security / Collective Defence”. Cooperative Security was aimed to broaden security culture
by developing partnerships in and around Europe and further around the globe. Enlargement policy was
pursued in line with Article-10 of the North Atlantic Treaty. It allowed NATO to overcome the division
of Europe by incorporating old communist states. The Collective Security approach allowed the North
Atlantic alliance to develop certain capabilities to manage the security challenges of the post-Cold War
security environment. In 2014, after the annexation of Crimea and aggression in Eastern Ukraine by
Russia NATO adjusted its stand by shifting its focus towards Collective Defense although keeping up
capabilities of crisis management.

After over ten years of adopting its last Strategic Concept NATO is facing internal and external
challenges. In this context, changes that have been taking place in the global strategic environment could
have ramifications for transatlantic security. The gradual decline of the USA power and its strategic
emphasis on the Asia-Pacific region, Russia’s growing military presence and influence in Eastern
Europe and the Middle East, shrinking defense budgets, Brexit, and the rise of nationalism and
isolationism are some of several factors already impacting security considerations in the transatlantic
community. Among these trends, isolationism bears significant importance for the future of NATO in
the sense that its biggest partner the USA gives signals of returning to isolationism in its foreign policy
approach. Donald Trump during his election campaign strongly emphasized his “America first”
approach which among other things includes disengagement of the USA from global affairs. After
assuming power in 2016 he gradually started to execute his campaign promises. He continued to declare
his intention of decreasing the USA’s involvement in overseas and took some steps in that direction.
The USA’s further steps on this course are likely to affect its relations with NATO and consequently
future of Europe’s security. In this regard, the study investigates how the new isolationist policy
approach of the USA administration could affect the future of NATO. In the first part, isolationist aspects
of the USA policy is analyzed within the historical and contemporary contexts. In the second part, the
study explores the implications of the new isolationist policy of the USA for the future of NATO. In the
conclusion part, the findings of the study have been presented.
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2.Isolationism in The USA’s Foreign Policy

2.1.Historical Background

Isolationism in international relations discipline can be defined as a policy of avoiding meddling other
nations’ affairs and by doing that maintaining itself away from the World. The roots of isolationist
approach in the USA foreign policy history can be traced back to George Washington who advised
extending commercial ties while keeping political connection minimal against enduring alliances with
any foreign states (Kupchan, 2020). Thomas Jefferson cautioned against "entangling alliances" as well
(The Week, 2016). Secretary of State of the USA John Quincy Adams stressed in 1821 that “America
does not go abroad in search of monsters to destroy™ (The Week, 2016). The idea of preserving its unique
political, economic and social character and liberties at home is long believed to have required remaining
away from bad influences of great power rivalry and territories beyond the oceans (Kupchan, 2020).
The rationale behind this approach was the USA security would be best served by focusing on expanding
commerce and accumulating economic power instead of “getting embroiled in distant lands” (Kupchan,
2003: 214). It can be claimed that two specific factors have allowed the USA to assume an isolationist
approach (Kupchan, 2003: 214). First, it is situated on the distant geographic location from the main
continents of Europe, Asia, and Africa “with wide oceans to its east and west and nonthreatening
countries to its north and south”. Second, the USA political and constitutional culture has developed
over the years a system of checks and balances which prevents it to take over ambitious external actions
(Kupchan, 2003: 214).

Isolationism in the USA history is generally associated with Monroe Doctrine. The USA President
James Monroe, at his annual address to Congress on 02 December 1823 declared principles of USA
foreign policy, the most striking aspect of which could be summed up as, “separate spheres of influence
for the Americas and Europe, non-colonization, and non-intervention” (USA Department of State,
2020). In plain language, USA would not interfere in the affairs of European powers and wouldn’t allow
European powers’ interference in the affairs of USA’s neighbors. From another perspective the Monroe
Doctrine intended to prevent European powers’ exertion of colonization on the New World (Kegley and
Wittkopf, 1996:36). Morever, while the idea of Manifest Destiny was the main drive that led the
American expansion in the North America in 19" century it was also believed to be served best by
remaining detached from the rest of the World (Kegley and Wittkopf, 1996:36).

In 1898, when the USA expelled Spain from its neighborhood she was temporarily leaving decades long
traditional policy to embrace brief imperial drive (Kupchan, 2020). Until the First World War the
American foreign policy was “marked by series of power assertions and intervention, primarily in Latin
America” to protect its economic interest (Kegley and Wittkopf, 1996:36).

The attack by a German submarine on the Lusitania in May 1915 sparked a crisis on the issue of neutrals’
rights on the high seas (Kegley and Wittkopf, 1996:40). Even though the USA tried to remain neutral
she had to declare war against Germany on 06 April 1917. Despite vast distance from the old continent
German submarines were able to harm the USA trade interests and prestige by sinking American ships.
German’s attempt to drag Mexico into war alarmed the USA leaders that the threat would soon be at
their doorsteps. Cultural and historical bond with Europe was another reason that pushed the USA to the
war. The USA’s embroilment in the First World War had signaled that it would not be easy for the USA
to stay isolated. This encouraged Woodrow Wilson to put forward “a new collective security system to
replace war-prone balance of power” (Kegley and Wittkopf, 1996:40). Despite its idealistic tone,
Woodrow Wilson’s League of Nation proposal was proof of the fact that some American politicians had
realized that the USA couldn’t stay unaffected if a fire breaks out even as far as the other side of the
Atlantic.

The policy of the USA during 1920s was staying away from “binding international commitments” and
instead focusing on “preventing the outbreak of war” (Office of The Historian, 2020). The American
public was pleased with rejection of League of Nations (Bagby, 1999:54). She returned to policy of “the
passivity of the 19th century” and adopted “secondary role from 1919-1939” (Office of The Historian,
2020). The economic rigors brought about by the 1929 Great Depression had played an important role
in pushing the country to return to isolationism despite the emerging danger of fascism and
totalitarianism (Office of The Historian, 2020).

After twenty years of remaining out of the World business, the USA had to return to Europe first to stop
fascist aggression and then to contain communist expansionism. Experiences of two World wars had
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demonstrated that the USA’s vital interest was linked to Europe. Following the years of the Second
World War, it had supported measures which would prevent Europe from falling back to the power
struggle. The emergence of an ideological rival from the East added to factors that provided for the
conditions that had USA connected to Europe permanently. The USA realized that the sheer power
wouldn’t be enough to secure its interests; it would need to be supported by ideological and economic
alliances. Therefore, she adopted the policy of creating network of “multilateral institutions, military
pacts and installations, and open market” such as the United Nations, NATO, the Bretton Woods
monetary institutions (Kupchan, 2020). In that course, the foundation of NATO on 04 April 1949 in
Washington, D.C. institutionalized the transatlantic bond between the USA and Europe.

Cold War years were of continued struggle not to lose ground against the communist threat. As such,
five years after Second World War, in Korea War (1950-1953) once again the USA had to project its
military power far away from mainland. It had faced serious consequences of the leadership of the
transatlantic bloc by being entrapped in the Vietnam War. The lessons drawn from the Vietnam War
would come out to be not well understood during the 1990s when the USA emerged as the only
superpower in the world. First Gulf War in 1991, even though executed by the coalition, was a
manifestation of the USA’s transition from leader of the Western World to the global hegemon of the
World. Uncontested years of hegemony during 1990s and 2000s lured the USA to apply its tremendous
military power overseas to achieve national interests. In addition to bases installed all over the world,
the USA was involved militarily in Bosnia in 1995 and Kosovo in 1999. The USA demonstrated the
level of its military capability occupying first Afghanistan in 2001 and later Iraq in 2003. The USA was
now a global interventionist power putting the World affairs into order using its political, economic, and
military capacity.

The 2003 Iraq War can be regarded as a turning point for the USA hegemony in the sense that the
controversy it brought about into the USA internal politics as well as to the World politics. Despite
claims that Saddam Hussein owned nuclear power the USA officials could not document credible proof.
UNSC did not pass a resolution to legitimize the USA intervention. In addition to newly emerging old
rival Russia, allied countries such as France and Germany stood against any unjustified military
intervention. Therefore, although the USA was able to topple Saddam Hussein and change the regime it
would be proved that it could not establish a sustainable political regime. That was the collapse of
strategy creating democratically governed states to prevent spread of radicalism in the Middle East. Due
to this fact it would not last long before the USA started discussing troop withdrawal from first Iraq and
later on Afghanistan which would be materialized in 2011 and 2014 respectively. Russia and China’s
rise was another factor that contributed to the USA’s decision on a diminishing footprint in the Middle
East. Therefore the USA had to reconsider how to manage its overextended resources in the face of
emerging power contestation. Although the policy of retrenchment resurfaced in the face of new geo-
economic and geo-politic realities in the second decade of 21st century, discussion over returning to
isolationist policy has not been high on the agenda of the USA politics until 2016 the USA Presidential
elections.

2.2.1solationist Features in Trump Era USA Foreign Policy

Securing the USA interests through the leadership of an interconnected global community based on
liberal democratic values has been the main characteristic of the USA foreign policy for nearly seventy
decades until 2010s. However, the 2016 election campaign brought out opposite discourse blatantly into
the middle of the political debate. The presidential candidate of the time Donald J. Trump strictly
criticized American internationalism and its components (Brands, 2017: 73). He introduced “America
first” as his campaign slogan. In campaign speeches, he spoke against the traditional USA policy of the
post-war era by denouncing globalist and multilateralist approaches. He belittled the UN by asking
“Where do you ever see the United Nations? Do they ever settle anything?” Trump also questioned the
USA'’s long commitments with South Korea and Japan. In one of the interviews, he opined that he would
be open to allowing those countries to acquire their nuclear arsenals rather than relying on US insurance.
Any of his foreign policy remarks drew attention as did his ideas about NATO. He labeled the
organization as “absolute” and “out of date”. According to him, “It was designed for the Soviet Union,
which doesn’t exist anymore” and “it wasn’t designed for terrorism.” He also portrayed the organization
as a burden for the USA since other countries were not “not paying their fair share”. He said, “We are
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protecting them, giving them military protection and other things, and they’re ripping off the United
States™?.

Trump’s rhetoric during the election campaign was based on disavowing the USA post-Cold War
foreign policy. At a campaign speech in which he explained his foreign policy approach, he praised the
USA’s successes during Second World War against “Nazis and the Japanese Imperialists” and during
Cold War against Communists (Trump, 2016). Nonetheless, he did not touch upon the heavy
involvement of the USA in both cases. He blamed the USA post-Cold War policy for causing “civil war,
religious fanaticism; thousands of American lives, and many trillions of dollars”. He attributed the
failure to the idea of “trying to make Western democracies out of countries that had no experience or
interest in becoming a Western democracy” which implies Trump’s dislike of enforcing ideology on
any other country without their consent. In the same speech he acknowledged five weaknesses which he
considered the previous administration’s foreign policy was afflicted with: “resources are overextended;
allies are not paying their fair share; friends are beginning to think they can’t depend on the USA,; rivals
no longer respect the USA; America no longer has a clear understanding of its foreign policy goals”.
Trump stressed upon that the USA would get out of “nation-building business”, and instead would focus
on “creating stability in the world”. He proposed three guidelines to cure current foreign policy
weaknesses: “creating long-term plan to halt the spread and reach of radical Islam; rebuilding military
and economy; developing a foreign policy based on American interests” (Trump, 2016).

At his inaugural speech he once again reiterated his “America First” approach. He said that American
industry has been neglected while enriching other countries; the USA military has been weakened while
supporting other armies; other countries’ border has been defended instead of her borders; the
infrastructure of the country has been left to decompose while extravagantly spending money overseas
(Trump, 2017). He promised to change the course by declaring “Every decision on trade, on taxes, on
immigration, on foreign affairs, will be made to benefit American workers and American families”. On
foreign policy, he signaled a more restraint attitude by announcing “We will seek friendship and
goodwill with the nations of the world — but we do so with the understanding that it is the right of all
nations to put their interests first”. He also stressed that the USA would avoid regime imposition on any
country by saying “we do not seek to impose our way of life on anyone but rather to let it shine as an
example for everyone to follow” (Trump, 2017).

As discussed in previous paragraphs, in many instances during his campaign Trump emphasized the
priority of the USA national interests in foreign policy, he denounced internationalism and the USA’s
military involvement in places far away from the USA mainland. After he assumed power, he set out to
execute his campaign promises. Some of his foreign policy decisions have been in line with his
campaign rhetoric. For example,

e USA withdrew from Trans-Pacific Partnership (TTP) agreement in January 2017;

e announced its intention to renegotiate the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) in
May 2017;

e Trump met with the Noth Korean leader three times in June 2018, February 2019, and June
2019 is the first USA President visiting North Korea. By this he reversed his earlier
declaration of his intent to use power to prevent North Korea from acquiring a nuclear
weapon;

e recognized Jerusalem as the capital of Israel in December 2017 and moved its embassy from
Tel Aviv to Jerusalem in May 2018;

e abandoned the Iran nuclear deal, Joint Plan of Action (JPOA) in May 2018;

e didn’t take any action after a drone attack on Saudi facilities in September 2019;

¢ announced the withdrawal of the USA troops from Syria in October 2019, though later on
decided to retain some troops in East and south of the country;

e recognized Golan Heights as part of Israel in March 2019;

e announced to pull out the USA from the Paris climate agreement in November 2019;

e initiated trade war with China by imposing tariffs on Chinese products in July 2018;

! Source for Trump’s remarks, (Parker, 2016).
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o started building a wall at the Mexico border in December 2019. By taking these steps Trump
administrating demonstrated unilateral and unconventional traits of its foreign policy which is
different from traditional USA foreign policy which has advocated multilateralism,
legitimacy, international institutions, and rule-based international order for decades.

On the other hand, not all his foreign policy decisions were consistent with his campaign discourse.
Despite his opposing arguments before the election, Trump pursued the path of traditional USA foreign
policy on some main issues. For instance,
¢ military spending continued to increase during Trump’s term despite his promise to limit
overseas engagements (Stein and Gregg, 2019).

Even though he was not so fond of NATO and disapproved USA’s contribution to Europe’s
security he endorsed the USA’s commitment to article-5 in Poland in June 2017 after having
declined to do it in his previous visit in May 2017 (Pramuk, 2017). The USA still holds
around 60000 troops in Europe. Furthermore, The European Deterrence Initiative (EDI)
budget rised from 0.8 billion $ in 2016 to 6.5 billion in 2019. (Latici, 2018: 3). Moreover, the
USA announced deployment of 20000 troops to Europe for an exercise in April-May 2020
which would be the largest such kind of deployment to Europe in the last 25 years (Glenn,
2020).

Trump did not change the previous administration’s policy in Afghanistan where she continues
to keep around 13000 military personnel.

Regarding Crimea, the Trump administration reaffirmed its refusal of Russia’s invasion in
Ukraine and annexation of Crimea which they regard it was “in contravention of international
law” (Pompeo, 2018) and continued to implement sanctions policy.

Although he uttered at several occasions his desire of not being militarily involved in foreign
lands he didn’t hesitate to fire missiles on Assad regime’s chemical weapon facilities in April
2018. He ordered the assassination of Maj.Gen.Qassem Soleimani by a drone strike in January
2020. General Soleimani was a very effective figure in the region and was responsible for the
foreign operations unit Iran’s Revolutionary Guards Corps.

The strategy he adopts in his first National Security Strategy of USA (NSSU) released in December
2017 has traditional and untraditional attributes. He describes its approach as “principled realism” which
has two elements: Acknowledgement of the significance of power in international relations and belief
in “advancing American principles spreads peace and prosperity around the globe (NSSU, 2017: 55)”.
NSSU identifies four vital national interests:
I. Protect the American people, the homeland, and the American way of life,
Il. promote American prosperity,
I1l. preserve peace through strength,
IV. advance American influence” (NSSU: 3-4).

Examination of the vital interests reveals that Trump gives priority to the interests of American society,
the prosperity of its people, and homeland security. Nevertheless, the USA does not completely walk
away from the US’s leadership role and international commitments. It states that “we will advance
American influence ... We will compete and lead in multilateral organizations so that American interests
and principles are protected” (NSSU: 4). It recognizes dangers that might emanate from shifting regional
balances in Indo-Pacific, Europe, and the Middle East. The Strategy acknowledges that in order “to
sustain favorable balance of power” the USA will be required to have “strong commitment and close
cooperation with allies and partners” who “will magnify the USA power and extend the USA influence”
(NSSU: 45). Contrary to Trump’s campaign argument the Strategy accepts the importance of
transatlantic bond for the USA’s interests and commits itself to European allies and partners. It states
that “A strong and free Europe is of vital importance to the United States. We are bound together by our
shared commitment to the principles of democracy, individual liberty, and the rule of law ... the United
States is safer when Europe is prosperous and stable and can help defend our shared interests and ideals.
The United States remains firmly committed to our European allies and partners. The NATO alliance of
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free and sovereign states is one of our great advantages over our competitors, and the United States
remains committed to Article V of the Washington Treaty” (NSSU: 47, 48). Nonetheless, as emphasized
by Trump on several occasions the Strategy also stresses fair burden-sharing by the allies (NSSU: 48).

After four years in the office, against the backdrop of nationalist discourse in the election campaign how
Trump foreign policy could be described? Larison (2015) finds Trump’s pre-office approach hard to
relate with any traditional understanding because he is not consistent with his arguments and most often
his intellectual stance is unsteady. He claims that his rhetoric can be described as a nationalist and
foreign policy approach could be defined as “aggressive and unilateralist Larison (2015). Clarke and
Rickett (2017: 373) claim that Trump’s foreign policy agenda focused on detaching USA from the post—
World War II international order that he thinks “ripped off” the American people. They characterize
Trump’s foreign policy as “unilateralist” which promotes “national honor” and “reputation” in line with
“America first slogan”. According to Hillison (2018: 32), Trump’s rhetoric is closely associated with
the grand strategy of neo-isolationism which is theoretically based on “defensive realism”. Hillison
claims that many of the foreign policy decisions Trump has taken during his term is consistent with neo-
isolationism (Hillison, 2018: 33). Cha (2016: 89) argues that Trump sees world politics in Hobbesian
terms and propose “neo-isolationist and neo-sovereigntist countermeasures”. According to Lee (2017:
10), USA’s recent foreign policy best be described as “offshore leadership” instead of “offshore
balancing” or isolationism as some other scholars proposed.

Taking into consideration these perspectives and Trump’s four years of foreign policy practices together
it can be argued the foreign policy picture given by the Trump administration can hardly be placed into
a definite categorization. It can be claimed that it is incoherent and unpredictable in nature; it contains
both “unilateralist, non-interventionist and isolationist” elements and “multilateralist, interventionist and
internationalist” elements together; nonetheless former has a much weightier place in his rhetoric and
practice. Though the unforeseeable character of his foreign policy attitude makes it difficult to predict
way for the USA foreign policy, it can be argued that the unilateralist and isolationist approach would
continue to have a larger place during his presidency in line with his campaign promises. Inner dynamics
of USA politics support this argument as well, due to fact that he came to power by getting reactionary
votes of “non-college-educated white working class” who have been badly affected by globalization,
immigration, financial crises and longtime foreign entanglements of USA (Cha, 2016: 87). These people
were traditional Jacksonian constituency who were angered by urban elites whom they thought exploited
them economically and spoiled their traditional values (Cha, 2016: 85). Jacksonian approach is known
as generally isolationist, non-internationalist but occasionally militarily aggressive to international
conflicts (Cha, 2016: 86). Thus, it would not be unrealistic to expect Trump to remain mostly on the
same course.

3.Implications of Isolationist Inclinations in USA Foreign Policy for Future of NATO

The USA is an indispensable partner of the transatlantic alliance. She played the leading role in the
establishment of the organization against communist expansion. The North Atlantic Treaty, which is
known as Washington Agreement as well, was signed in Washington D.C. Original copy of agreement
is deposited in the USA government archives. “The principles of democracy, individual liberty and the
rule of law”, which are regarded in the preface of The North Atlantic Treaty as foundation of civilization
of North Atlantic countries, have been core values of conventional USA foreign policy discourse for
decades. The USA has NATO’s largest, the World’s third largest army with its approximately 1.3
million active-duty troops (Lai and others, 2017). With 685 billion US dollars it has highest defense
expenditure in the World which is higher than total of next seven countries (Lai and others, 2017). And
with %3.42 it has highest defense expenditure as share of GDP in NATO (NATO Press Release, 2019).
Furthermore, after the Cold War, during the operations launched by NATO in the places in and around
Europe such as Bosnia, Kosovo, and Libya it had to rely on capabilities provided by the USA military.
For that reason, recent discussions regarding the isolationist tendency in USA foreign policy matters for
the future of the transatlantic community.

Isolationism has been an enduring feature of American foreign policy which of the roots goes back to
the Founding Fathers of the USA who seek to isolate itself from the problems of faraway lands
(Kupchan, 2003: 214), though it has gained prominence during 2016 US presidential campaign. After
20 years period following Cold War during which internationalism was the dominant foreign policy
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path, in succeeding years of the 2003 Irag War preliminary sign of restraint had started to appear in the
rhetoric of the USA leadership (Kupchan, 2003: 207-208). When authoritarian regimes of the Middle
East were set off to be shaken by so-called Arab Spring in 2011 there was a high expectation from the
international community that America would be highly involved in the region as it did during color
revolutions of the 1990s and 2000s. These hopes were shattered when Obama enunciated America’s
intention of departing from policy of military intervention in international conflicts in a speech at West
Point in May 2014. He said that “Just because we have the best hammer does not mean that every
problem is a nail” (Obama, 2014). In this sense, a kind of continuation is observed in the USA foreign
policy since the mid-2000s through Trump's term. This trend has been articulated by Trump in a more
intense tone which caused concern among some countries in Europe over the USA’s commitment to
Europe.

As noted above, inconsistency in his rhetoric has been one of Trump’s main foreign policy traits. This
has been confirmed in his approach towards NATO too. Even though he described NATO “obsolete”
during his campaign and hesitated to affirm the USA’s commitment to Article-5 of North Atlantic Treaty
in his early period, he reaffirmed it in June 2017. Moreover, at NATO summit in December 2019 while
criticizing French leader Macron’s “brain dead” comment on NATO he praised NATO by saying
“NATO served a great purpose” (BBC, 2019). This contradictory rhetoric combined with the tendency
towards isolationism in the USA foreign policy in recent years would have certain implications for the
future of the security of Europe and the future of the Alliance.

First, of all, it creates suspicion among European allies about USA’s resolve to extend help in need of
time, thereby degrading the sentiment of solidarity. Figure-1 shows that US troops in Europe had
constantly decreased since the end of the Cold War. Obama’s “pivot to Asia” strategy had further caused
concern among Europeans about future of USA’s engagement in Europe (Menon, 2013: 9). Reduction
of the USA troops halted only after 2014 when the Russian threat emerged at the doorstep of Europe.
Despite sanctions against Russia and measures taken by NATO, there are still concerns whether Russia
would be deterred from further aggression.

Figure-1: USA Troops Deployment in Europe
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Kaynak: Latici, 2018: 3

Ambiguous stand of USA towards Europe’s security strengthens proponents of developing autonomous
Europe defense capability. Since Brussel Treaty which was signed in 1948 European countries tried to
take care of their defense. NATO’s establishment connected the security of Europe to North America.
Historically, NATO passed through difficult times when the cohesion of the Alliance was shaken due
to different understanding on each side of the Atlantic. In one kind of this occasion, France had
withdrawn from NATO's integrated military command structure because of diverging perceptions of
security. Germany and France did not consent to the USA’s decision to invade Iraq in 2003; Turkey did
not accept the USA to use its territory for the same operation. Lately, in an interview given in October
2019, French President Emmanuel Macron expressed his doubt if Article-5 would work when needed
(The Economist, 2019). Furthermore, he opined that European countries should not rely on America to
defend NATO allies and Europe should start considering itself as geopolitical power to control its

23



Adem CAKIR

“destiny” (The Economist, 2019). Most surprisingly he also uttered that NATO was going through
“brain death” (The Economist, 2019) which even Trump objected. Other than France, another big
member of Europe, Germany supports developing an autonomous defense structure as well. German
chancellor Angela Merkel, stated in a campaign speech which she delivered right after G 7 summit
where she met Trump and other six G 7 leaders that “We Europeans truly have to take our fate into our
own hands” (Henley, 2017). In the same speech she also stressed upon that “post war western alliance
had been badly damaged by the UK’s Brexit vote and Donald Trump’s election as US president”
(Henley, 2017).

Concerns regarding the USA’s possible abandonment of Europe had started right after Trump publicized
his ideas about NATO during his election campaign. Referendum on Britain’s departure from EU had
added to those concerns triggering serious discussions about future of EU. In this regard, EU in its
2016 Global Strategy, which was accepted in June of the same year, had adopted a “new level of
ambition” which aims efficient defense expenditure and working “towards a strategically autonomous
European defense union” (EDU) (Lazarou, 2018: 1). Trump’s election in 2016 gave new momentum to
this kind of quest as illustrated by Macron and Merkel’s remarks.

Since its foundation, NATO has sustained one distinctive feature which has distinguished it from similar
organizations. It has not been not only defense organization based on alliance mentality but it has also
been a security community formed from like-minded countries that share common values such as
democracy, rule of law, free market, human rights, and individual liberty. America has been one of the
leading members of this community for more than seven decades. Nevertheless, there is a growing trend
among NATO countries, such as Hungary and Poland, towards illiberalism or even authoritarianism
(Samp, 2017). This trend coincides with Trump’s authoritarian tendency in the USA's inner politics
(Tharoor, 2020). As a former businessman, he perceives international relations from a value-free,
transactional point of view. He has proved his ability to forge very good personal relations with any
leader, no matter how much democrat he or she is, as long as it brings financial benefit to the USA.
Therefore, Trump’s indifference to the core values of NATO as well as the USA’s distancing from the
traditional policy of supporting democratic administrations in the world could encourage already
existent illiberal-authoritarian trends among transatlantic countries.

Another implication of the USA’s inclination towards isolationism could be the return of nationalist
divisions in Europe. In the last century, the USA had to intervene militarily twice to restore peace in
Europe which had been ruined because of competition between nationalist ambitions of European
powers. Although the Second World War was the result of Germany’s aggressive behavior it was the
second half of power contestation kicked off by the First World War. In this regard, the USA’s
retrenchment from the region could strengthen nationalist feelings and xenophobia among the
population with the result of bringing far right nationalist parties that have been already gaining ground
for some time to the power (Wright, 2020: 14). It could entice regional powers, as such Russia, to assume
a more assertive role to fill the vacuum created by the diminished presence of the USA in Europe. As a
result, countries could be encouraged to resolve problems themselves instead of seeking international
legitimacy. Undoubtedly, the emergence of power contestation would mean the beginning of an arms
race including nuclear proliferation.

The USA’s reluctance in being involved in international conflicts opens space for new alignments as
well. During the Libya War in 2011, the USA had participated in efforts to prevent Kaddafi’s onslaught
over the civilian population which could have been resulted in a massacre. Nevertheless, after the air
operation which was led by NATO ended, the ground operation did not take place. Since then, Libya
has been undergoing a civil war in which various groups being supported by regional and extra-regional
countries including Russia. In Syria, even though the USA announced the usage of chemical weapons
as its “red line” it did not take any action when Esad regime used it on several occasions. The USA was
able to strike Syria only in April 2018 in response to a chemical attack against civilian by regime forces.
The USA’s inaction in Syria paved the way for Russia’s military intervention in September 2015.
Moreover, the USA cooperated with Kurdish YPG militias in the fight against 1SIS. Despite fierce
opposition from Turkey who considers YPG as a terrorist organization affiliated with PKK, the USA
provided tons of weapons to YPG under the pretext of fight against radicals. The USA had to back down
from its stance partially after she agreed Turkey’s Operation Peace Spring in October 2019 which aimed
to clear YGP militias from its south-eastern borders. Meanwhile, Trump announced to pull out troops
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from Syria on 06 October 2019, though later decided to retain some of them in the east and southeast of
the country to protect oil wells. After the USA evacuated northeastern part of Syria, Russia moved in to
sign an agreement with Turkey which ensures the security of Turkey’s border by pushing down YPG
militias from the border. USA’s choice of not being militarily involved in a regional problem might have
been in line with its USA’s restraint strategy but it created a bizarre situation in which a NATO ally
supporting the enemy of another NATO ally and pushing her to cooperate with a longtime rival. Even
though Turkey’s S-400 deal with Russia with had caused strong criticism from the USA, it should be
understood in the context that the strategy the USA adopts might encourage other allies to look for other
strategic options.

4.Conclusion
Reactions to globalism, economic deprivation, and immigration feeds sentiment of populist nationalism
and xenophobia in the developed world. The latest isolationism inclination is a reflection of those
reactionary trends in the World politics. It is specifically relevant for the USA who has been pursuing
global primacy for more than eight decades. The USA President Donald Trump came to power with a
strong argument of turning over years of conventional foreign policy under the slogan of “America
First”. After four years of his inauguration it is hard to describe his foreign policy as pure isolationist
since it has had both “unilateralist, non-interventionist and isolationist” elements and “multilateralist,
interventionist and internationalist” elements together. Notwithstanding, it would not be unfair to claim
that the former have had much more place in his foreign policy decisions.
As the results of 2020 USA presidential elections indicates the end of Trump’s tenure it wouldn’t be
realistic to expect a quick overturn of last four years’ policies of retrenchment. As pointed out in the
preface, the inclination towards retrenchment had started during Obama term due to geo-politic, geo-
economic and domestic factors. In 2016 Trump reaped discontent among the American public which
emanated from overextension in the Middle East and Afghanistan, fruitless efforts in spreading
democracy, extravagant spending on allies’ defense and pursuit of disadvantaged trade deals (Kupchan,
2020). COVID-19 pandemic has also contributed to “economic downturn” similar to 1930s the last time
the USA had stayed aloof in spite the rising danger in the old continent (Kupchan, 2020). Furthermore
the USA history demonstrates periodic appeal of isolationism due to its unique geographic location and
sense of exceptionalism. Therefore it still matters to think about what would be the implications of
isolationist tendency in the USA foreign policy in the last decade.
As the biggest and influential partner of the transatlantic alliance has been signaling gradual retrenching
from its commitments there would be implications for seventy years old alliance and the security of
Europe. The study has identified the following implications resulting from the USA’s recent isolationist
policies:

e Degrades sentiment of solidarity by creating suspicion among European allies about USA’s

resolve to extend help in need of time;

e strengthens proponents of developing autonomous Europe defense capability;

¢ encourages illiberal-authoritarian trend among transatlantic countries;

¢ paves the way for the emergence of power contestation with implications of an arms race and

nuclear proliferation;

e opens space for new alignments.
The future of NATO and European security would be negatively affected by the isolationist policies of
the USA if it moves further on the same course. Nonetheless, it would not be an easy task to predict
whether NATO would survive or mutate to a European only organization with lesser presence or
involvement of the USA in affairs of Europe. In this regard, developments that have been taking place
at a global and regional scale during the last two decades might have serious ramifications for the future
of NATO.
In addition to China and Russia, other regional countries such as India, Brazil, South Africa, Turkey,
and some Pacific countries are growing in an unprecedented pace. Britain left the EU but remaining big
countries such as France and Germany are looking for more autonomous Europe. The World is moving
from unipolarity to multipolarity. Instead of the primacy of a single country, multiple poles have been
developing with their own economic, political and security ties. This trend could reduce the relevance
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of NATO by inducing NATO members to seek different partners in other parts of the World. USA’s
“pivot to Asia” policy can be considered an example of such a trend because she decided to shift its
focus to the Asia-Pacific region to contain the expanding influence of China and to secure its economic
interests. In this context, any possible armed conflict between China and the USA caused by clashing
interests could create a situation where the relevance of NATO would be tested.

China’s rise in economic, political, and military domains might affect the North Atlantic community, as
it was already acknowledged at NATO leaders’ last meeting in London in December 2019. In addition
to its huge economic growth and military buildup, China is developing alternative institutions and
initiatives such as the Shanghai Cooperation Organization, Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank, and
Road and Belt Initiative. Furthermore, China is proposing its model of state-led capitalism and
authoritarian political model for other developing countries as well. If the Chinese model proves to be
working with its growing web of relations, including Russia, some of the European countries who are
already inclined towards illiberalism and authoritarianism might be tempted towards China.

On the other hand, the threat of Russia and its growing assertiveness causes NATO countries to bolster
the Alliance rather than weaken it. Russia’s aggression first in Georgia in 2008, later in Ukraine in 2014,
and its intervention in Syria conflict in 2015 urged North Atlantic Alliance to take some kinetic measures
along with some economic sanctions. Moreover, Russia openly declared that it considers NATO’s
expansion against its interests. Therefore, as long as Russia continues to pose threat on northeast border
of Europe it can be claimed that it would contribute to the solidarity of the Alliance and NATO would
remain relevant for the security of Europe.
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1.Introduction

With the start of the Cold War, Republican People's Party (Turkish: Cumhuriyet Halk Partisi) (CHP),
which was in power in 1946, began to get closer to the US with the Marshall Plan and the Truman
Doctrine. Democratic Party (Turkish: Demokrat Parti) (DP), which came to power after the CHP in
1950, sent troops to the Korean War and increased the relations by becoming a member of NATO.
Truman Doctrine and the Marshall Plan given to Turkey influenced the Turkish public opinion
economically and ideologically, causing the promotion of anti-communist propaganda to convince the
Turkish public opinion in the process of deciding to send troops to Korea in 1950.

The interaction between Turkey and China took place during the Korean War for the first time. China's
perception of Turkey began to form during this period. A negative China image remained in Turkish
people’s mind during the Korean War. Turkish media and people were influenced by this anti-
communist and anti-China propaganda in the period when Turkey participated in the Korean War as a
member of NATO and the Western camp.

Although there are studies regarding how communism perception emerged in Turkey, it has been
observed that the studies on the China perception during this period is not enough when doing literature
survey.

It would not be right to separate the perception of China and Communism from each other. This is
because, during the Korean War, the China perception was depicted by the Turkish public as "Red and
communist”. It was also observed that the Uyghur problem was created during the Korean War to
convince the Turkish public opinion of the war. This study examines China and communism perception
in Turkey, which was created in the Korean War. It focuses on how China and communism perception
were created by examining the media and ideological atmosphere in the period on Turkey’s participation
in the Korean War and NATO. It also aims to complete the shortcoming in the literature regarding the
beginning of Uyghur propaganda, which was first brought to the agenda during the Korean War. In the
research, books and articles about the period of the newspaper (Caglar, 2008, Erdem, 2018, Gul, 2014,
Isler and Anali, 2015, Tekindor, 2012), media organs during the period that started with the visit of the
Missouri battleship in 1946 and continued with Marshall's aid, the Korean War, NATO membership,
were examined (Zafer, Aksam).

In order to understand the China perception, we must first assess the ideological atmosphere in Turkey.
To understand the change in Turkey's domestic and foreign policy will enable us to issue more accurate
statements. The ideological atmosphere experienced in the world and Turkey were inevitably affected
the decision taken. The relations Turkey has developed with the United States since 1946, and the
changing ideological atmosphere along with the Truman Doctrine and the Marshall Plan were examined.
Secondly, Turkey's participation in the Korean War and afterwards the process of accession to NATO
were evaluated. It was examined Turkey decided to participate in the war which atmosphere and why
Turkey joined NATO. The incidents taken place during Turkey’s joining NATO was observed. Thirdly,
the reflection of Turkey's ideological change on media and the public was assessed. Investigations were
made on how the ideological environment and external factors direct the society in the formation of
perceptions. Particularly, the effects of Truman and Marshall Plan on the China and communism
perception were examined. Fourth is, the Uyghur issue between China and Turkey comes to the fore in
certain periods. Assessments was issued on the arguments that the start of East Turkestan or the Uyghur
issue was brought forward along with the Korean War, and using this situation in convincing the Turkish
public opinion of the Korean War.

The main goal of this article is to investigate the perception created in Turkish society after Turkey’s
approaching the Western camp and becoming a member of NATO. Additionally, how the Uyghur Issue
started between Turkey and China, which becomes the main topic of conversation today, and the effect
of American propaganda on creating communism and China perception, were also investigated.
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2. Transformation of Turkey's Foreign Policy: 'Little America Process'

On April 6, 1946, bringing coffin of Mehmet Ertegun, former Turkish ambassador in Washington, by
American battleship USS Missouri to Istanbul was interpreted as the beginning of the development of
American policy (Hale, 2013:82). Also the battleship USS Missouri visited the Port of Piraeus in Greece
on its way back, this situation conveyed message that a front would be formed with Turkey and Greece
against the Soviet Union.

There was a radical ideological change in the CHP, which was in power after the Second World War.
After 1946, the right wing that defended liberalism instead of statism became more dominant in the
party (Atagenc and Toprak, 2019). Articles 141 and 142 were added to the Turkish Penal Code.
According to these articles, making communism propaganda was punished with an aggravated penalty
between 7.5 and 15 years. In 1946, the Socialist Party of Turkey and Turkey Socialist Workers and
Peasants Party were closed due to these articles (Aksin, 2007: 290-299).

The US President Truman proclaimed the Truman Doctrine at Congress on March 12, 1947. This
doctrine included military and financial assistance to states struggling against communism. After the
draft was accepted, it was decided to make a $ 400 million financial aid to Greece and Turkey ($ 250
million to Greece, 150 million dollars to Turkey) (McGhee: 23). On July 12, 1947, Turkish Minister of
Foreign Affairs Hasan Saka and the U.S. ambassador Edwin Wilson signed an eight-article agreement
for the aid coming from the Truman Doctrine in Ankara.® In the same year, the U.S. Secretary of State
Marshall announced that economic aid would be made to revive the European economy that collapsed
with the Second World War.*

After the DP had come to power in 1950, the relations with the United States in foreign policy was
further developed. In particular, Turkey started to develop its relations with the United States with the
Marshall Plan. With the growing influence of the Cold War, the Chinese communist revolution taking
place in 1949 and the escalation of tension in Korea created a feeling-under-threat perception for Turkish
people. In the newspapers of the period, this perception was reflected to the public and it was stated that
cooperation with America and NATO was necessary. Turkey’s UN delegate Selim Sarper stated in the
headline of Aksam dated July 28, 1950 that he could not feel secure unless Turkey allied itself with
NATO and so forth (4ksam, July 28, 1950:1).

The aid from America was not only economic, but also was aimed at altering the Turkish army's order,
making it pro-American and eliminating the gains of the Turkish revolution (Erdem, 2018:309). The
received aids were not limited with the army; they also affected Turkey’s foreign policy, culture, and
economic life. Many researchers evaluate this process as ‘Little America’ process due to the fact that
Turkey’s transition to liberal economy increased the American effect.

2.1. Turkey’s Accession Process to NATO with the Korean War

The Korean peninsula, which was under Japanese occupation for 35 years, was divided into two whose
border was the 38th parallel north at the end of the Second World War, as the north was controlled by
Russian army, and the south by the American. In 1948, the American-controlled Republic of Korea in
the south and the Soviet-controlled People's Republic of Korea in the north were established. The Soviets
considered the American presence in Korea a threat to communist power in the region. Since the
Communists came to power in China in 1949 under the leadership of Mao Zedong, the view that the
American army could be expelled from Asia was born in the Soviets (Armaoglu, 2014:676). On June
25, 1950, the North Korean army crossed the 38th parallel north determined as the border and started a
military operation to the south.

After the United Nations decided to send troops to Korea, DP made a meeting of the Council of Ministers
without consulting the opposition and the parliament and decided to send 4500 soldiers on July 25, 1950.
In order to enter the Korean War, DP was hiding behind Atatiirk's policy under the name of ‘ Yurtta sulh,
cihanda sulh’ (peace at home, peace in the world). Zafer that was the ideological publishing organ of
DP underlined that the same attack performed on Korea could be performed on Turkey as well, Turkey

% For detailed information, see T.C. Resmi Gazete, September 5, 1947, Issue:6699, p. 12869, website:
http://www.resmigazete.gov.tr/arsiv/6699.pdf.

4 * With the Marshall Plan, the United Stated aided Turkey with 792.7 million dollars in total in 1948-52 (687
million dollar for military affairs). Can Erdem, ‘Tirkiye’nin NATO’ya Girisi ve Basindaki Yankilarr’, 1st
International Turkish Culture and History Symposium Proceedings Book, April 19-21, 2018, p.308.
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had to support Korea (Fenik, Zafer, July 27, 1950:1). DP was advocating the opinion that sending troops
to Korea was an opportunity to join NATO, although the opposition argued that it was not constitutional
because no decision was taken in parliament. ismet Inonii, Chairman of the Republican People's Party
changed the opposition's policy about sending troops to Korea, saying ‘We have no different thoughts
on foreign issues. We are committed to the UN ideal and American friendship’ in 1951 (Oran, 2009:545-
546). 259 officers, 18 military officers, 4 civil servants, 395 non-commissioned officers and 4414
soldiers, 5090 Turkish soldiers in total, went to Korea from Iskenderun to participate in the Korean War
on September 19-20, 1950° (Yaman, 2005:259).

Turkey wanted to become a member of NATO in 1949, but it was rejected on the grounds that Turkey
geographically have not shore in the Atlantic. After DP decided to send troops to Korea, it applied for
the second time to join NATO on August 1, 1950. This is because DP sees NATO as the foundation of
the liberal economic order and democracy. Additionally, they wanted to guarantee the economic aid
started with the Truman and Marshall Plan. NATO agreed on Turkey’s membership taking the regional
situation into consideration in 1952 (Yanik, 2012:29-50).

During the voting of the draft law on NATO participation in the Turkish Grand National Assembly on
February 18, 1952, Fuad Kopriilii, Turkish Minister of Foreign Affairs expressed that ‘NATO is rather
material and spiritual solidarity cooperation than just being a military defense.’ In the parliament, which
had 487 deputies in the parliamentary vote on the accession to NATO, 409 deputies voted for the draft
law, and there was 1 abstaining vote. (74 people did not vote)®

Turkey's relations with the West and the States rose to peak levels with the accession to NATO in 1952,
Turkey had a strategic importance for NATO. This was because, Russia was a land state and its landing
had to be prevented geopolitically because it would endanger the sea power of the USA. Russia's landing
seas could only be blocked by the States with an alliance with Turkey, Greece, Iran, Pakistan, and Korea.
Kissinger stated that the Marshall Plan served as a military bulwark against the Soviet expansion, and
that in the Eastern Mediterranean the Soviet expansionism was prevented with Turkey and Greece’s
participation in this plan’ (Kissenger, 2000:1277). Therefore, the USA had to strengthen its relations
with the countries in these regions. While the foreign policy Turkey followed with the States was
developing its relations with the West, it resulted in the deterioration of relations with neighbors.

The China and communism perception was built on negativity in Turkish media during the Korean War.
The most important reason stems from NATO and Turkey's foreign policy keeping closer to the West.
Ergo, the China perception on the Turkish public opinion is full of bad descriptions. The news about the
Korean War and China was came from the Hong Kong, Seoul and Tokyo-oriented western media.
Therefore, pro-Western and anti-communist ideas were arriving in Turkey as already written without
any needs to intervene news reported in Turkey (Ungér, 2006:410).

2.2. The Marshall Aid in Turkey and American propaganda in the media

The Marshall aid is briefly referred to economic aid to revive the European economy that collapsed after
the Second World War. But the Marshall Aid was political as well as economic. The first condition for
receiving aid was to declare communism as a traitor (Caglar, 2008). US Air Force General Secretary J.
Milhell Kelly stated the importance of American propaganda, ‘I think the most critical war mission is
to convince the American people that the communists are waiting at the door to grab us.” (Caglar,
2008:43). Marshall aid consisted of military equipment assistance. There was also the establishment of
the Agency for Unconventional Warfare. In the preface of ‘The CIA’s Greatest Hits’ translated by
Adnan Akfirat, it is summarized briefly that the main duties of the Agency for Unconventional Warfare
are to support the central democratic forces against the communist movements (support the anti-
communist group, organizations), the media propaganda in line with the U.S. interests, and organize
operations in small countries.®

® See also: Zafer, ‘Birligimiz Kore Yolunda’, September 29, 1950.

& For the articles of the agreement signed with NATO, see also: TBMM Tutanak Dergisi, Session 4, Seance 1,
02.18.1952, p.343.

7 See also: https://www.nato.int/cps/en/natohg/topics_52044.htm. (Accessed on 27.01.2020)

8 * Adnan Akfirat is the President of the Turkish-Chinese Business Development Association. He is an 18-year
journalist and representative of the Vatan Party. Mark Zepezauer, ’CIA’nmn Biiyiik Operasyonlar’> Kaynak
Yaymlari, p.6.
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Adnan Menderes gave great importance to the United States in his speech in which the Democratic Party
announced its government program after coming to power. ‘Our greatest hope was to strengthen it with
a spirit of familiarity every day, and to understand our political, economic and cultural relations with
our great friend, the United States, whom we are grateful for as the nation, for supporting” our peaceful
policy with the Truman Doctrine and Marshall Plan (Abou, 2018:75). In addition, before the Democratic
Party came to power, the relations with the States were defined with the statement of ‘our biggest wish
is to strengthen our political and economic relations with the USA every day in an atmosphere of
sincerity and mutual understanding,” (Demokrat Parti Tiiziik ve Programi, 1946:21) in the Party By-law.
Even in 1956, Thornburg, member of the California Standard Petroleum Company Engineers Board and
Petroleum Advisor the U.S. government, was going to become the personal advisor to Menderes on
economic affairs (Abou, 2018:93). In such an ideological environment, American propaganda were
seriously strong in the Turkish public opinion.

Before the government decided to send troops to Korea, a positive perception of the war was tried to be
created in the society. DP Istanbul deputy' Seniha Yiiriiten’s son, Tevfik Yiiriiten, declared that he would
establish a community named ‘Aid from Turkey to Transgressed- Free Nations’ to war against the
communists sending a letter to the gazettes. In his letter, he asked citizens who wanted to fight alongside
our Korean and American brothers for the sake of world peace came to his address. Some sources stated
that approximately 3,000 people applied to this call within two days (Gul, 2014:875).

In the Turkish media, propagandas creating anti-communist perception were issued in order to make
Turkey enter the Western camp. The lies that Soviets would invade Turkey, and that they wanted
Ardahan and Kars for themselves, was spreading. Whereas South Korea was introduced as "Demaocratic
Korea™ in the Cumhuriyet of the period, North Korea was referred to as "Red Korea". The Vatan was
translating the article written by the British Foreign Minister (dated July 18, 1950), who described the
Korean war as a competition between the free world communism (isler and Anali, 2015:92).

In 1950s, Turkey's national newspapers were Milliyet, Cumhuriyet, Hiirriyet, Ulus, Vatan, Aksam and
Zafer. Zafer, which was founded in 1949, was used as a publication organ of DP that served as an
ideological and public propaganda. Ahmet Emin Yalman, founder of Vatan, became a mentor to DP.
Commentaries such as ‘his biggest fear is communism, he did not see any difference between leftist and
communism, he admires America’, was issued about Yalman, who studied in Colombia University in
America (Isler and Anali, 2015:89).

On the first page of Zafer dated July 5, 1950, he made a report titled “Korean War is increasingly
threatening peace” and in the photograph he used, it was shown that several soldiers killed someone.
Under the photo, "Communists Kill the people in the middle of the street in the cities they occupied, just
like this" is written (Zafer, July 1950:1). Again, newspapers in the period published articles claiming
that unless Turkey help Korea, it could be occupied by the Soviets. Generally, in the language of the
newspapers of the period, the Soviets, China, Korea were described as "Communist-Red-Occupier".
America was depicted as "friend-ally-democratic" (Tekindor, 2012:524).

According to many researchers and writers, the years 1949-53 are depicted as the years when the pro-
McCarthy movements were most violent. The participation of Turkey in NATO ranks strengthened pro-
McCarthy trend in Turkey. In other words, hatred and fear were created by showing communism
discourses in the memory of the society as expansionist (Isler and Anali, 2015:93). In its issue dated
July 3, 1950, Vatan depicted South Korea trying to escape from wild killer hand of communism to
America, England, and Turkey.

On the first page of the Cumhuriyet, dated July 5, 1950, the first page of a photograph showing people
leaving their places of residence because of the war, with the subtitle ‘South Koreans fleeing from the
communist invasion’, made a reference to the invading identity of the communists.

In addition, there were efforts to combine the perception of society with religion in participation in the
war in Korea. The head of Religious Affairs issued a fatwa stating that the Korean war took place
between believers and non-believers, that Islam rejected communism, and that soldiers who lost their
lives would be considered martyrs since fighting the red communists in Korea was to fight in the way
of Allah (Yaman, 2005:241). Thus, it was also ensured that the people was persuaded from the aspect
of religion.

A record whose words were ‘America, America / Turks as the world stands still / With you in the war
of freedom / This is a song of friendship / It is an echo of brotherhood / We are blood brother in Korea
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/ The fire of this friendship does not fade / It is our determination to live free / To Provide peace /
Fluctuating for this cause / The love of independence is in our souls/’, was created with the name of
"Friendship Song", voiced by Celal Ince, by DP in order to make the Turkish society love the American
society. Thousands of copies of these recordings made in the States were sent to Turkey and were
distributed free to the public as a symbol of Turkish-American friendship (Goze, 2017:156). It was
reported that the American influence was felt even in the songs of the children's games in1940s. For
instance, a children's play song said to be used in Izmir consists of the lyrics of ‘One-two-three, long
live the Turks / Four-five-six, Italy (or Poland) sunk / Seven-eight-nine, German (or Russians) pig/ Ten-
eleven- twelve, America first’ (Oran, 2009:493).

In order to gain the public support for the Korean War, the most effective propaganda tool of the period,
cinema, was also used. Turkish Heroes in Korea (1951, Seyfi Havaeri), Korean Veterans (1951, Seyfi
Havaeri), Turkish Bayonet in Korea (1951, Vedat Orfi Bengii), I'm Coming from Korea (1951, Nurullah
Tilgen) and Return to Homeland (1952, Nedim Otyam) films were shot and shown to the public. In an
article examining Turkish bayonet in Korea and Return to Homeland, Simal Yildizi stated that real war
images and newspapers of the period were used to increase the reality in the films to convince the public
(Goze, 2017:162-166). In the content of these films, the people of South Korea was depicted as the
oppressed nation, the United States and the UN were shown as free world saviors who reached out to
them. On the other hand, the Chinese were shown as the enemy supporting North Koreans, and messages
warning against the danger of communism were conveyed in these films.

Those who opposed the decision to go to war were accused of being communist. Members of
Barsseverler Cemiyeti (English: Peace Lovers Association) founded by Behice Boran on this issue were
accused of being communists and a court process was initiated against them. It was claimed that
Barigseverler Cemiyeti took directives from communists, and they were discredited® (Zafer, September
21, 1950:1). Thus, opposing participation in the Korean War was tantamount to being communist.

Communist poet Nazim Hikmet pointed out in an interview that Turkey was under domination of anti-

communist propaganda against China by the United States. In his interview %01 (shijiezhish), Nazim

Hikmet, who went to Beijing in October, 1952 to attend the Asia Pacific Countries Peace Conference,
summarized the Turkish public opinion as ‘The Turkish Government is trying to prevent news about
China by any means necessary, on the other hand, the reactionary gazettes are reporting all kind of false
news about the new China.” (Yang, 1952).

3. Propaganda of the Korean War: The Uyghur Issue

Turk is the general name given to all Turkish-speaking peoples after the Goktirk state established in the
5th century AD (Roux, 2008). In 1759, both the west and east of the God Mountains (X Tianshan)
came under the rule of the Qing dynasty, and they named the area Xinjiang (#ri&new land or new
frontier). After Russia invaded Khiva, Bukhara and Hokand khanates in the mid-19th century and
established the "Governorship of Turkestan™ here, western geographers called it "Russia Turkestan™ or
the east of West Turkestan as “"Chinese Turkestan™ or East Turkestan. East Turkestan remained a
geographical definition (Li, 2014:266).

On November 12, 1933, the Islamic Republic of East Turkestan was declared in Kashgar. The
characteristic of this Republic, East Turkestan, used as a geographical term, was used as a political term
for the first time. The Islamic Republic of East Turkestan sent envoys to Britain, Turkey, India,
Afghanistan, and Iran to be recognized officially, however, they failed, and the life of the republic lasted
only 3 months. The Chinese government and the Soviets entered the city on February 7, 1934. The leader
of the East Turkestan Republic, Hodja Niyaz, was arrested. However, Mehmet Emin Bugra, the leader
of the Hoten uprising, fled to the British-controlled Kashmir region and from there to East Turkestan to
maintain the struggle for independence (Li, 2014:276-284).

On November 7, 1944, the Ili Rebellion took place against Chinese rule, consisting of Uyghurs, Kazakhs
and White Russians, and supported by the Soviet Union. After the provincial uprising, the second East
Turkestan Republic was established under the leadership of Ali Han Tdre, who was accepted as the
Islamic leader of the region on November 12, 1944 (Benson, 1990: 42-46). Leaders such as Mehmet

% Also see: Zafer Gazetesi ‘Kokii Disarida Bir Cemiyetin Tahriki’29 Temmuz 1950, p.1.
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Emin Bugra, Isa Yusuf Alptekin, Mesut Sabri Beykozi, who were working for the independence of East
Turkestan outside of China after the Ili Rebellion, were excited and returned again and took various
positions in the governments established in East Turkestan. Tao Chi-yieh, who was the commander-in-
chief in China after the Communists approached the East Turkestan border in 1949, agreed with the
communist administration and entered East Turkestan without any resistance. After the communist
government entered East Turkestan, Isa Yusuf Alptekin and Mehmet Emin Bugra fled abroad again
(Tuncer and Kirkil, 2019:295-306).

In the production of the Uyghur problem, first of all, the news of "Reds commit murders in Turkestan"
published in Hurriyet dated November 24, 1951, and "They killed 8 million Muslims in China" was
published in Cumhuriyet on May 12, 1952. The red communist invaders created the connection between
East Turkestan and the Korean War in the mind of the Turkish people, and strengthened the hypothesis
that it was anti-Islam. The from Uyghur issue the political conjuncture in Turkey and assessing the
period of anti-communist propaganda would not be right to keep separate. It is stated that under the
name of combating "communism", initiatives were carried out similar to "security priorities of
America". It is said that while struggle, "Turkism" and "Islamic" understandings were allowed (ilhan,
2015:251).

In the 1950s, NATO advocacy was adopted in the center-right, nationalist right, and conservative
Islamic right, and these nationalist movements and anti-communist groups were supported by NATO
against left groups. Organizations such as Anti-Communism Association (Komiinizmle Micadele
Dernegi), National Turkish Students Association (Milli Tiirk Talebe Birligi), Aydinlar Ocagi are among
the organizations that support NATO (Doster, 2012:37). For instance, Hayrani llgar, who was active in
Anti-Communism Association of Turkey, stated that ‘The sworn enemy of Turks is Moskof, the present
name of Moskof is now Communist Russia. The enemy of Turks is Communism’ (Mese, 2017). It was
dedicated in Turkey that Turks were incompatible with communism, and therefore the anti-communist
perception was strengthened.

Mesut Sabri, Mehmet Riza Bekin, Mehmet Emin Bugra ve Isa Yusuf Alptekin, went to India and then
came to Turkey after China entered into Xinjiang in 1949. Turkish passports were given to them. In
1951, Mehmet Emin Bugra moved to Turkey. Alptekin had good relations with the Turkish press. At
the same time, Refik Koraltan, the head of the Turkish Grand National Assembly, Foreign Minister Fuat
Koprull allowed 1850 East Turkestan immigrants to settle in Turkey on March 13, 1952 (Shichor,
2009:15). East Turkestan Immigrants Association and East Turkestan magazine were founded in the
1950s. Mehmet Emin Bugra founded a quarterly called ‘Tiirkistan’ in Istanbul in 1953, where he
conducted propaganda against China's Uyghur policies.

Mehmet Emin Bugra, and isa Yusuf Alptekin continued their propaganda activities towards the
independence of East Turkestan in Turkey. For example, Emin Bugra was accused China of invading
East Turkestan, changing the structure of the region, and was defined China as a liar, red and insidious;
in the publication that he published after Xinjiang became an autonomous region (Bugra and Alptekin,
1955). They were particularly following a path resembling the way of the American propaganda
conducted in the Turkish public opinion.

In his letter, Mehmet Emin's response to the vice president Zhu Jiahua of Guomingtang is as follows:
‘Communists are hostile to Turkestan as well as to China and to all humanity. Our struggle against this
enemy is for the liberation of China and all humanity as it is your homeland.” (Bugra, 1954:32). At the
end of the letter, he stated that it was not possible to establish Turkestan unless communism was
destroyed, and that he and his friends had decided to work with Taiwan in the fight against communists.
Mehmet Emin Bugra believed that educated youth should be educated especially in military schools for
the struggle in East Turkestan. For this reason, he took nine students with him to receive education; one
of them was Mehmet Riza Bekin (Bakir, 2019:7). Mehmet Riza Begin After studying in military schools
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in Turkey participated in the Korean War and then served as chief liaison to CENTO in Pakistan.'’ He
was the president of the East Turkestan Foundation until his death.*

4.Conclusion

This article investigated the China and communism perception created in Turkey during the Korean
War, examined NATO's influence in the creation of the Uyghur problem between Turkey and China.
As a hypothesis; the thesis that the Uyghur issue was used to persuade the nationalist circles in Turkey
to join the Korean war, and to created the perception that communism is a negative ideology against
Turks, were defended. Especially in most of the studies regarding the Uyghur issue, it has been observed
that this kind of study lacks.

Since 1946, Turkey has been severely under the influence of American propaganda. Especially with the
Marshall Plan developing Turkish-American relations, Turkey have experienced an ideological change
with the Korean War and the accession to NATO. The ideological atmosphere NATO created was
caused significant changes in Turkey's foreign policy, culture, and public opinion. The perception of
anti-communism created by the American and the support of ultra-nationalist movements in Turkish
society has adopted the ‘China Perception’ as invader, communist, anti-Muslim and anti-Turkish. These
perceptions stem from Turkey’s accession to NATO and being under the influence of pro-American
propaganda. The media, in particular, is mostly controlled by America.

The beginning of the Uyghur issue on the agenda between Turkey and China is based on the Korean
War. In fact, Turkey did not accredit the state established as East Turkestan, and did not establish a
diplomatic relation. But, after the East Turkestan leaders had fled into India and then came to Turkey
after the communism under the leadership of Mao Zedong came to power in China in 1949, this problem
was created between Turkey and China for the first time. Turkey-China relations continued until 1949.
Turkey took a stance against the leadership of Mao Zedong in China due to the NATO-centered foreign
policy. Since Mehmet Emin Bugra's propaganda of East Turkestan, anti-communism, Turkish
nationalism played a positive role in persuading the Turkish public to participate in the Korean War, he
was also supported by the media.
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Kitap Degerlendirmesi

Tez Nasil Yazihir?

Eco, U. (2017), Tez Nasil Yazilir?, Cev. Betiil Parlak, 1. Baski, Istanbul: Can Yayinlar
Degerlendiren: Umut Berker SEVILMIS?!

Giiliin Adi, Foucault Sarkaci gibi eserlerinden tanidigimiz Umberto Eco’nun “Tez Nasil Yazilir?” isimli
kitabmn1 okumak, yazari farkli bir acidan tanmima firsati doguruyor. Deneyimli bir {iniversite
profesoriinden bir tezin nasil yazilacagini dinlemek, basarili bir yazarin tislubunu deneyimlemek, “Tez
Nasil Yazilir?” isimli ¢alismada i¢ i¢e gegiyor. Bir bagka deyisle yazarmn, daha sonra yazmis oldugu
Giiliin Ad1 veya Foucault Sarkaci gibi eserlerindeki orta ¢ag esintileri tasiyan akici ve masalsi anlatimini,
cok farkli bir konuda pratik bilgiler igeren bu eserinde de kullanabilmis olmasi yazarin usta bir kalem
oldugunu fazlasiyla kanmitliyor. Bu durum, kitabinin bu denli basarili olmasini, yirmiden fazla dile
¢evrilmesini ve aradan otuz ili¢ sene gecmesine ragmen halen siiregelen popiilaritesini agiklamaya
yetiyor.

Tez Nasil Yazilir isimli eser icerigi bakimindan yayimlandigi donemde oldukga ilgi ¢ektiginden kitap
hakkinda bir¢cok degerlendirme yazisi bulunuyor. Dilimize 2017 yilinda ¢evrildiginden heniiz sinirl
sayida Tirkce degerlendirme yazis1 bulunsa da, 6zellikle 2015 yilinda Caterina Mongiat Farina ve Geoff
Farina tarafindan Ingilizce’ye ¢evrildikten sonra yazilmis ¢ok sayida degerlendirme yazisina
erigilebiliyor. Kitabm 2017 yilinda Can Yayinlar1 tarafindan yayimlanan, Betiil Parlak imzali ¢evirisi
profesyonel bir anlatim sunuyor. Alt1 bolimden olusan kitabin ilk {i¢ bolimii hazirlik ve aragtirma
asamalarma deginirken, dordiincii ve besinci boliim planlama ve yazim asamalarini, altinci boliim ise
nihai redaksiyon asamasini anlatiyor. Boylece tez yazim siirecinin tiim asamalarina deginilmis ve bu
siireci yasayan okurlara eslik edilmis oluyor. Aymi zamanda bu siire¢ icerisinde verilmesi gereken
kararlari, ortaya cikabilecek sorunlarin ¢6ziim Onerilerini ve siireci kolaylastiran ¢ok sayida tavsiyeyi
barindirtyor.

Kitap ozellikle tez yazim asamasindaki 6grenciler igin pratik bilgiler vermesinin yaninda yazarin
deneyimlerini de paylasiyor. Sadece arastirmanin ve konuyu se¢menin Oneminden bahsetmekle
kalmryor, son taslagin incelenerek son halin verilmesine dek her ayrintiya deginiyor, ustalasmaya
yonelik pratik tavsiyeler sunuyor. Yazar kendi doneminden giincel 6rnekler vererek tez yazmanin
inceliklerine egiliyor. Tezin ilk asamasindan sonuna dek nasil oriildiigiine, nasil bir biitiin haline
getirildigine iliskin cesitli deneyimler aktararak tez yazmak isteyen 6grencilerin bu ilk deneyimlerine
akic1 bir sekilde eslik ediyor. Bu baglamda benzeri kitaplardan farklilagan “Tez Nasil Yazilir?” isimli
eserinde Eco, “Teziniz tipki ilk agkiniz gibi olacagindan onu unutmaniz ¢ok zor olacaktir” (s.318), diyor.
Dikkat etmemiz gereken noktalar belirtirken ayn1 zamanda motivasyon da sagliyor.

Yazar calismasinda kendi deneyimleri daha ¢ok bu yonde oldugu i¢in saha arastirmasi yapilan tezlerden
ziyade ikincil kaynaklar tzerinden yazilan tezleri baz aliyor. Bu nedenle literatiire ve kiitiiphane
arastirmalarina biiylilk 6nem veriyor. Bunun disinda “bilgi figleri” ve notlarin 6neminden sikca
bahsediyor. Glinumuz teknolojisinde Simplenote, Evernote gibi not alma programlar ile bilgi figleri
kullanimi baska bir boyuta taginmig olsa da yazarm 6nem verdigi geleneksel yontemlerin bazi
durumlarda halen islevsel oldugunu sdyleyebiliriz. Zira geleneksel yontemlerle alinan notlarin dijital
ortamda alinan notlardan daha akilda kalic1 oldugu yapilmis olan bilimsel ¢aligmalarla da agiklaniyor
(Mueller ve Oppenheimer, 2014).
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Eco, kitabinda etik kurallarma olduk¢a deger veriyor. Bunun yani sira bilimsel miitevaziliga dikkat
cekiyor. Yalmz miitevaziligin siniriin bilinmesi gerektigini ifade ediyor. Gerektigi yerde miitevazi ve
sagduyulu olunmasini ancak gerektigi yerde vakur ve magrur olunmasini énemsiyor. Tez ¢aligmasi
yapan kisinin, ¢aliyma konusunda insanligin sdzciisii oldugunu soyliiyor.

Umberto Eco’nun bu eserini benzeri eserlerden, 6rnegin Rowena Murray’in aym isimli eserinden
(Murray, 2014) ayiran en biiyiik 6zelliklerden birinin kullandig1 mizahi dil oldugunu séyleyebiliriz. Bu
dil, eseri daha ¢ekici bir hale getirmekle birlikte, mizahi dilin kullaniminin 6lgililiigli yazarmn
profesyonelligini ortaya koyuyor. Zira her ne kadar mizahi bir dil kullansa da yazar, bilimsel bilginin
Onemi, literatiir taramasmin incelikleri, alinti yapma, izinler ve arastirma etigi gibi énemli konular1
ciddiyetle vurgulamayi basartyor. Eco’nun ve Murray’in eserlerinin Tiirk¢e versiyonu diyebilecegimiz,
tez yazim doneminde yasanabilecek sorunlar igin ¢éziim Onerileri igeren ve bu siirecte okuyucuya bir
yol arkadagligi vaat eden Bu Tez Nasil Bitecek (Taysir, 2019) isimli eser de ayn1 konuyu isliyor. Ancak
Eco’nun mizahi dili, anlatiminin samimiligi, usta bir hikdye anlaticis1 olmasindan kaynaklanan basarili
islubu, eserinin benzeri eserler arasindan siyrilarak 6n plana ¢ikmasina yardime1 oluyor.

Tiim bunlarin yan1 sira yazar alt1 boliim boyunca degindigi tiim konular1 ayrintili 6rneklerle agikliyor.
[k béliimde tez yazmanin neden gerekli oldugundan kitabin hedef kitlesine kadar gerekli agiklamalari
verdikten sonra ikinci boliimde konu se¢imine deginiyor. Bunun yani sira giincel olaylar1 nasil bilimsel
bir konuya doniistiirebilecegimiz veya tez damigsmanimizin istismarindan nasil kurtulabilecegimiz gibi
pratik ve faydali bilgiler veriyor. Ugiincii boliimde arastirma siirecinin derinliklerinde ilerlerken
kiitliphanelerin nasil kullanilmas1 gerektigi deneylerle anlatiliyor, kitaplarin hangi sirayla okunmasi
gerektigine dair ipucglar1 veriliyor. Dérdiincli boliimde planlamanin ve bilgi fislerinin 6neminden
bahseden yazar besinci boliimde yazma asamasinin detaylarini veriyor. Burada kendi deneyimleri
lizerinden yazma asamasinda ise yarayacak uyarilar, dikkat edilmesi gereken tuzaklar ve aligkanliklar
ayrmtilariyla anlatiliyor. Boliim sonunda ise bilimsel gururdan, 6zgiivenin ve 6zsayginin éneminden
bahsederek okuyucuyu cesaretlendirmeyi ihmal etmiyor. Altinci boliim olan nihai redaksiyonun basinda
ise yazar son derece ilging bir o kadar da etkili bir yonteme basvuruyor. “Dikkat: Simdi goreceginiz
boliim basili bir boliim degildir”, diyor yazar, “Tezin son halini yazmak konusunda bir model islevi
tagimaktadir. Hatalar ve diizeltmeler bulunmaktadir.” ve ekliyor “Ciinkii ne siz ne de ben kusursuz
insanlar1z” (5.273). Boylece yazar sadece tezin son kontroliiniin nasil yapilmasi gerektigi ile ilgili somut
bir model ortaya koymakla kalmiyor, hatalarin nasil diizeltilecegi, yazim kurallari, tablolarm kullanimi
gibi hususlarda ayrintili bilgi veriyor. Tiim bunlar1 yaparken verdigi somut orneklerle, kullandig:
tablolarla, samimi iislubuyla gayet doyurucu ve agiklayici bir anlatim sunan yazar, tez yazim siirecini
tiim ayrintilartyla isliyor.

Umberto Eco’nun “Tez Nasil Yazilir?” isimli eserinde verdigi en 6nemli mesaj belki de tez yazmanin
bir zorunluluk, zorlu bir siire¢ veya yipratici bir is olarak algilanmamasi gerektigidir. Tez yazim
siirecinden keyif alinmas1 gerektigi, tez yazmanin eglenceli bir is oldugu ¢iinkii tez yazarken kullanilan
ve Ogrenilen higbir seyin bosa gitmedigi iizerinde 6nemle duran yazar, miithim olanin bu isi keyifle
yapmak oldugunu soyliiyor. Bunu soylerken de bilimsel bilginin tanimindan yabanci dil bilmenin
onemli olup olmadigina, literatiir taramasinin nasil yapilmasi gerektiginden bir Ogrencinin tez
danigmaninin istismarindan nasil kurtulabilecegine kadar bir¢ok konuya deginiyor. 1977°de
yayinlanmis olmasina ragmen “Tez Nasil Yazilir?”, tez yazma agamasimdaki her 6grencinin, her donem
pek ¢ok konuda yardimina kosabilecek bir ¢alisma olma niteligini koruyor.
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