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Abstract
Geopolitical thought goes back to many centuries, as it is rooted in both history and geography.

Its modern formulation, however, began in the latter part of the 19th century. This was the time
when the British Empire was still a hegemon, although its relative power was in decline. The
newcomers, however, were rising fast. Tsarist Russia, the young German Empire, Imperial
Japan, and the American colossus of the Western Hemisphere all slowly but surely ate away
the dominance of Britain. This situation was reflected by a transformation of the international
order, great power rivalry, and vivid geopolitical opining. This paper focuses on the latter.
More precisely, the geopolitical thought of the American naval officer and historian Alfred
Mahan, and that of British geographer, historian, and politician, Halford Mackinder. Their
clashing views signified the antagonism between land and sea powers, a theoretical
manifestation of the real opposition between the naval powers and land-based powers of both
their era and history. This framework would go on to have a great impact upon strategic

thinking and exert influence on geopolitics up until today.

Keywords: A.T. Mahan, H.J. Mackinder, Geopolitics, Sea Power, Land Power
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Ozet

Jeopolitik diistincenin kokleri hem tarihe hem de cografyaya dayandigi i¢in yiizyillar 6ncesine
uzanmaktadir. Bununla birlikte, modern formiilasyonu 19. ylizyilin ikinci yarisinda
baslamistir. Bu, goreli giiciiniin diisiiste olmasina ragmen, Britanya Imparatorlugu'nun hala bir
hegemon oldugu zamandi. Ancak yeni gelenler hizla yiikseliyordu. Carlik Rusyasi, geng
Alman Imparatorlugu, Imparatorluk Japonya ve Bati Yarimkiire'deki Amerikan devleri,
Britanya'nin egemenligini yavas ama emin adimlarla yiyip bitirdiler. Bu durum, uluslararasi
diizenin dontisiimii, biliylik gii¢ rekabeti ve canli jeopolitik goriis tarafindan yansitildi. Bu
makale ikincisine odaklanmaktadir. Daha dogrusu, Amerikan deniz subay1 ve tarih¢i Alfred
Mahan'n ve Ingiliz cografyaci, tarihgi ve politikaci Halford Mackinder'm jeopolitik
diistincelerine. Catigan goriisleri, kara ve deniz giigleri arasindaki karsitligi, hem dénemlerinin
hem de tarihlerinin deniz giicleri ile karada yerlesik giicler arasindaki gercek karsitligin teorik
bir tezahiirii anlamina geliyordu. Bu ¢erceve bugiine kadar stratejik diigsiince ve jeopolitik

izerinde etki yaratmaya devam edecektir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: A.T. Mahan, H.J. Mackinder, Jeopolitik, Deniz Giicii, Kara Giicii

I Introduction
As the desperate struggle of the Peloponnesian War unfolded, Pericles gave a speech to the

Athenian public. In this, he stated: “I can tell you that of the two elements open to man’s
exploitation, the land, and the sea, you are the absolute masters of the whole of one of them”
(Thucydides: 2, 62). In this distinction between land and sea, he meant the latter, for
Athenian fleet was as dominant on the Aegean Sea as the Spartan hoplites on the battlefields
of Hellas. The main point here is that the juxtaposition of land power and sea power is a deeply
historical idea. Although it was formulated most clearly by Alfred Mahan and Halford
Mackinder, its origin precedes classical geopolitics and even that of the birth of Christ.
Emphasizing examples such as the above is important because Mahan and Mackinder
themselves were thinking from historical perspectives. So, to understand them, we need to do
the same. My inquiry, however, is narrowed to the period between 1890 and 1914. This is
practical because the two men’s lives only partially overlapped. This asynchrony can be
overcome by focusing on the time when both of them were alive and active. In this way, it is
rather fortunate that Mahan started publishing relatively late in his life, at the time of

Mackinder’s coming to prominence. This almost quarter century long period, therefore,
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provides much needed boundaries for a paper with limited ambitions, such as this one. The
main question in this research is what are the key differences and underlying attitudes between
the theses of Mahan and Mackinder?

I focused not just on the comparative analysis of the theories, but also on the intellectual
background which inculcated them. I found this to be important epistemologically, as I deal
mainly with ideas closely linked to people’s points of view in this research. Hence, for
sufficient comprehension the reconstruction of the intellectual context is needed.

But before diving into the analysis of this unique chapter in the history of geopolitics,
some things should be noted about the subject in general (intentionally non-exhaustively, as
this subject warrants a paper wholly dedicated to it). Geopolitics, as defined by Raymond Aron
(2003: 191), combines the analysis of diplomacy, geographical features, and economic
resources. This kind of thinking appeared in the 18th-19th centuries on a scientific level,
centering around the intricate link between the human being and the environment he occupies.
Montesquieu (De ['esprit des lois, 1748), Thomas Malthus (An Essay on the Principle of
Population as It Affects the Future Improvement of Society..., 1798), and Alexander von
Humboldt (Kosmos, 1845) are worth mentioning as founders of this academic practice. This
tradition developed later in the 19th century into a distinct approach towards international
relations, focusing on conflict and its spatial aspects. The name of Friedrich Ratzel should be
mentioned here, as he was “the central figure in the development of geographical thought in
the late nineteenth century” (Cahnman, 1944: 456). His main work (Der Lebensraum: Eine
Biogeographische Studie, 1901) put forward the idea, based on Malthusian and Darwinian
notions, that the expansive nature of life and confined nature of physical space result in a
struggle for survival (Cahnman, 1944: 456). It is important to stress that in this epoch (that is
before the advent of flight) military conflict as a geographical phenomenon was necessarily
divided into the dualism of land and sea. This dualism, as noted above, holds an inherent
antagonism. “There is every reason to regard as fundamental, throughout history, the
opposition of land and sea, of continental power and seafaring power” — writes Aron (2003:
193). This mode of thinking has both a long past and a long future because it is based on the
permanent factors of geography. And these factors should never be neglected, for Nicholas

Spykman (1938: 236) famously wrote: “geography does not argue. It simply is”.

II.  Intellectual Context
As the subjects of this paper are people and their ideas, it is practical to briefly look at how

they came to think what they thought. They were, in a large part, products of the Zeitgeist of
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the 19th century. It is also important to see that this period brought fundamental changes in
international politics. The Pax Britannica, which lasted since the Congress of Vienna, was
fading, giving way to a new world order. This will be addressed later in more detail. It is worth
mentioning, however, that this changing international system provides a contextual framework
without which attempts to understand Mahan and Mackinder are futile. Now, let us turn

towards the intellectual background of the two men.

A. Alfred T. Mahan
As an influential Russian official noted about 19th century America, the Monroe Doctrine

and the “dogma of Manifest Destiny” enter “more and more into the veins of the people”, in
fact, “the latest generation imbibes it with its mother’s milk and inhales it with the air”
(LaFeber etal., 1993: 12). Mahan himself belonged to this generation. He was born in 1840 in
West Point,New York, as the first son of Dennis Hart Mahan. His father taught at the military
academy; his students included many of the civil war’s key figures. For example, when Union
commander Sherman reached Savannah in 1864 and met young Alfred he yelled: “What, the
son of old Dennis!” (Puleston, 1939: 39). “Old Dennis” greatly influenced his son. Among
others, he bequeathed to him his love and respect for military science and the army. Surely,
this upbringing explains why he became not only a man of the pen but the sword as well. Mahan
joined the navy shortly before the war and had his baptism of fire in naval attacks against
Confederate fortifications (Puleston, 1939: 40). After the war, he travelled the world, gaining
insight into the state of many countries (for example Japan during the Meiji Restoration).
Eventually, Mahan, like his father, settled in education (by which time he was promoted to
captain). His lectures at the Naval War College (of which he became president) formed the
core of what would later become his magnum opus (Taylor, 1920: 39).

Mahan was devoutly religious, in fact, militantly so. His mother was key in installing
this fervor, but the whole family was deeply pious (Puleston, 1939: 15). This religious
sentiment was prevalent in many aspects of his life. For example, in his autobiography, the
captain claimed that his theory of sea power was a result of illumination. About this inspiration,
he wrote: “the light dawned first on my inner consciousness, I owed it to no other man” (Mahan,
1906: 224). Although it is evident that he read Theodor Mommsen’s works on the Roman
Empire with exceptional care: “It suddenly struck me, whether by some chance phrase of the
author [Mommsen] I do not know, how different things might have been could Hannibal have
invaded Italy by sea” (Mahan, 1906: 225). Later, religion would serve as a godly legitimization

of his expansionist thesis. In his understanding, empire as a phenomenon was not only a
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manifestation of divine will but a downright Christian duty (Crowl, 1986: 468). In the
“unwilling acquisition” (quite a cynical phrase) of the Philippines, he remarks the “preparation
made for us, rather than by us”, which “is so obvious as to embolden even the least
presumptuous to see in it the hand of Providence” (Mahan, 1900: 175). Like many protestants
of his time, he saw God’s hand in raising the United States to world power (interestingly, in
this religious view also mixed Social Darwinism, which was also common) (McDougall, 1997:
104-105). His personal mission was to give voice to this providence, that is, to get the US out

of its isolation.

B. Halford J. Mackinder
Mackinder was born in 1861, in Gainsborough, England. His father was a doctor, from whom

he inherited his strong biological orientation. In addition to this, he later studied under the
hands of Henry Nottage Moseley, a close associate of Darwin and Huxley, at Oxford (Blouet,
2004: 322). Apart from zoology, he gained extensive knowledge in geography and history. He
gave his first lecture at the Royal Geographical Society at the tender age of twenty-five. The
success of this is highlighted by the fact that during the following discussion Francis Galton
said Mackinder “was destined to leave his mark on geographical education”(Gilbert, 1961:
27). Galton was correct, as Mackinder indeed left a lasting legacy not just in geopolitics, but in
academic geography as well.

In his early works, we can already see his biological approach: “A wealthy civilised
community is a region tempting to the conqueror. Now conquerors are of two kinds — land-
wolves and sea-wolves” (Mackinder, 1887: 158). The biological similes and analogies
projected to history and politics are apparent throughout his writings. This is no accident, as
Mackinder was a Social Darwinist. He believed that natural selection applies to human
societies. That human societies and races permanently fight for survival, the result of which is
the annihilation of the ‘weak’ (Kearns, 2009: 69). In this, he differed from original Darwinism
which put forward the fight of individuals for survival and not entire groups. If the Russian
official warned that the new American generation was inhaling Manifest Destiny with the air,
then the same is true for late 19th century scientists with Social Darwinism. Mackinder studied
and socialized in a time when radical concepts like the eugenics movement were tremendously
popular (from Germany to the US) (Weikart, 2003: 279). This influenced him at least as much
as the fundamental religious atmosphere influenced Captain Mahan. It was also the fear of
existential threat, the annihilation in the fight for survival, that led him to the quixotic enterprise

of building the cohesion of the British Empire.
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III.  Mahan and Mackinder — Fundamental Ideas
A. Sea Power According to Mahan
Walter Raleigh famously said that “whosoever commands the sea, commands the trade;

whosoever commands the trade of the world commands the riches of the world and
consequently the world itself” (Connery, 2010: 686). Even though Mahan was quite an original
thinker, his position on this issue was very similar. What he did was to construct a historical
and articulate geopolitical framework that explained this aphorism.

Upon retiring from active service, Mahan became president of the Naval War College at
Newport. It was here he wrote his first book, The Influence of Sea Power upon History 1660-
1783, which soon catapulted him to world fame. The naval historian set out to prove that the
rise and fall of great powers rested on their sea power (or in the latter case their lack of). “The
history of Sea Power is largely, though by no means solely, a narrative of contests between
nations, of mutual rivalries, of violence frequently culminating in war. The profound influence
of sea commerce upon the wealth and strength of countries was clearly seen long before the
true principles which governed its growth and prosperity were detected” - can be read on the
first page of The Influence (Mahan, 1890: 1). The historical dimension of this is especially
important for Mahan, as he wanted to create a strategy from the building blocks of authentic
examples and conclusions. Alexander the Great, Hannibal, or Caesar had no knowledge of gun
powder, yet Napoleon Bonaparte, the founder of modern warfare, spent an innumerable amount
of hours studying their campaigns - wrote Mahan (1890: 2). It is obvious, that ancient and
modern era warfare are incomparable. What Mahan points out is that certain tactics can be
elevated to the level of general principles, something he called strategy. For example, marching
on foot was replaced by railways, consequently allowing armies to move previously
unimaginable distances in a greatly reduced time. These, however, are only quantitative
changes. The generality of an army moving from point A to point B is that it has to concentrate
on a certain position and attack the enemy - these do not change, regardless of any technological
advance (Mahan, 1890: 8). As these strategies were established in land warfare, Mahan was
convinced he could do the same regarding sea warfare. For this, however, he had to determine
what sea power was.

Interestingly, such a central idea in his thinking was never precisely explained. He
dedicated only the introductory and closing chapters of his book to formulate a somewhat
concise notion of sea power. There were two main maxims: first, command of the sea through
the strength of a navy, and second, the combination of maritime trade, colonial possessions,

and access to foreign markets (Crowl, 1986: 486). In Mahan’s (1890: 28) words: “In these three
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things — production, with the necessity of exchanging products, shipping, whereby the exchange
is carried on, and colonies, which facilitate and enlarge the operations of shipping (...) — is to
be found the key to much of the history, as well as of the policy, of nations bordering upon the
sea”. In this sense, colonization, industry, trade, and shipping are inherently connected. This
approach is not accidental, as the principal focus of Mahan’s historical inquiry was the 17th
and 18th centuries, when overseas expansion, grand conflicts, and mercantilism made up large
sections of politics. These were also the centuries when Western Europe laid the foundations
of its mastery of the world through the conquest of the vast oceans (Braudel, 1992: 402). This
domination reached its peak at the time Mahan was publishing his works, which he and his
converts saw as living proof of the superiority of sea power.

Mahan also paid close attention to geographical conditions that affect the sea power of
states. In this, he created six categories: “I. Geographical Position. II. Physical Conformation,
including, as connected therewith, natural productions and climate. I11. Extent of Territory. IV.
Number of Population. V. Character of the People. VI. Character of the Government, including
therein the national institutions” (Mahan, 1890: 28-29). He elaborated on these in great detail
on the following pages, which I will summarize shortly. The geographical conditions that
determine sea power tend to overwrite specificities, for example, the ambitions and plans of a
given leader. The island nation of England, therefore, had a natural advantage in sea power
over the Dutch and French. No matter how much Louis XIV or Napoleon wanted to break
England’s naval superiority, they had to divert most of the resources to maintain huge armies,
disabling them the possibility of naval domination. But geographical position also has
significant economic implications. English control of the Channel and Spanish control of the
entrance to the Mediterranean proved to be very lucrative. Regarding the territorial structure of
a country, it is not the sheer extent or demography that matters. Rather, the importance lies in
the number of people living in the proximity of the coasts and the number of accessible harbors.
For a sea power to exist, its population must be involved in commerce. The Spanish and
Portuguese, for example, could not become primary naval powers, because they focused on the
exploitation of Latin America instead of commercial activities. And finally, the national
institutions and form of government also influence the nature of sea power. Government in this
sense has to be aligned with the inclinations of the governed: “It would seem probable that a
government in full accord with the natural bias of its people would most successfully advance
its growth in every respect; and, in the matter of sea power, the most brilliant successes have
followed where there has been intelligent direction by a government fully imbued with the spirit

of the people” (Mahan, 1890: 58).
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B. Sea Power in History
Mahan embedded in history his view of the geopolitical superiority of sea power. He dedicated

his books to provide factual examples and proofs of this notion. Be it the War of the League of
Augsburg at the closing of the 17th century or the Napoleonic Wars, sea power consistently
provided the means to the victors. Because of this, Great Britain naturally got most of Mahan’s
praise, while France received criticism. Who emerged as the clear winner of the War of Spanish
Succession, for example? “Was it with these [France, Spain, Austria, etc.], who had waged war
more and more exclusively by land, and set their eyes more and more on gains on the land” or
was it Great Britain, who in the meantime “was building up her navy, strengthening, extending,
and protecting her commerce, seizing maritime positions (...) founding and rearing her sea
power upon the ruins of that of her rivals, friend and foe alike” (Mahan, 1890: 223)? Naturally,
Mahan’s answer is the latter. But the captain did not always put Britain on the pedestal (there
is an exception to every rule). Considering the War of American Independence, he lengthily
quoted the letters of George Washington, to show that the General himself viewed naval
superiority as the key to victory (Mahan, 1890: 397-400). This superiority by the otherwise
dominant Britain was temporarily lost, which led to the capitulation of Cornwallis and the main
British army at Yorktown after the French fleet cut their supply lines (Keegan, 2004:
348). Accordingly, this only proved that had France concentrated on her navy more often, she
would have secured more victories against her arch enemy on the other side of the Channel. In
Mahan’s analysis, the final test of the clash between sea and land powers came with the riseof
Napoleon. The captain dealt with this subject in a separate book, The Influence of Sea Power
upon the French Revolution and Empire, 1793-1812, published three years after his original
work. As it turned out, all the might of the Grande Armée and Napoleon’s domination over
continental Europe were not enough to force Britain on her knees. The naval blockade set up
after Trafalgar compelled the emperor to engage in similar countermeasures (the Continental
System from 1806). This, however, was so costly that Tzar Alexander I chose to open the ports
of Russia, facing open war with the rest of French-controlled Europe (Crowl, 1986: 452). As a
response, Napoleon marched as far as Moscow, to his demise, in 1812. The victory of Nelson
rendered the invasion of the British Isles impossible, which in the long run caused the death of
continental hegemony. As Mahan (1893: 184-185) noted: “that noiseless pressure upon the
vitals of France, that compulsion, whose silence, when once noted, becomes to the observer
the most striking and awful mark of the working of Sea Power. Under it, the resources of the

Continent wasted more and more with each succeeding year, and Napoleon, amid all the
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splendor of his imperial position, was ever needy (...) To borrow his own vigorous words, in
the address to the nation issued before he joined the army, “To live without commerce, without
shipping, without colonies, subjected to the unjust will of our enemies, is to live as Frenchmen
should not.” Yet so had France to live throughout his reign, by the will of the one enemy never
conquered”. In conclusion, this is to be learned from the history of the struggle between land
and sea powers, and this is to be applied to the future. Control of Ocean trade routes and the
strategic positions along with them by a superior navy is the key to world domination. With
these, one could eventually paralyze even the strongest yet existing land power, which

otherwise found no match on the battlefields of Europe.

1. Land Power According to Mackinder
A few months before the signing of the French-British entente, the English geographer Halford

Mackinder surprised his audience with a thesis that contradicted Mahan’s doctrines. His lecture
(The Geographical Pivot of History) was soon published, opening a new chapter in geopolitical
thinking. Mackinder’s approach was a holistic one that saw land and sea as part of the same
world system, rejecting the dichotomy put forward by Mahan (Freedman, 2013: 117). Although
he also put much emphasis on the permanent factors of geography, the Englishman had a very
different historical understanding relating to them.

At the heart of the Mackinderian geopolitical analysis was always Eurasia, the
supercontinent. Even at the end of the 19th century, it was clear that this was the epicenter of
great power competition. For good reason too: China, India, the Ottoman Empire, Russia, and
the states of continental Europe were all encompassed on this “world island”. To be fair, Mahan
also noted the geopolitical importance of a vast region stretching from Asia Minor to the
Korean Peninsula (Mahan, 1900: 21). However, Mackinder, opposite to Mahan, did not think
in a Eurocentric way: “I ask you (...) to look upon Europe and European history as subordinate
to Asia and Asiatic history” (Mackinder, 1904: 169). Of course, this did not mean that he
thought of Europe as morally inferior too.

He divided the world into three parts: “Pivot Area”, “Inner Crescent” and “Outer
Crescent”. The first refers to a small area west of the Urals and the much larger Siberia and
Central Asia. The second refers to continental Europe, the Middle East, the British Raj, China,
and South-East Asia. The last one refers to the Americas, Oceania, Sub-Saharan Africa, and
the British and Japanese islands. But how is it that of all the listed regions, it is the Central
Asian steppes that constitute the most important? Mackinder’s answer lies in geography. If one

looks at the Pivot Area and the projection of the continental river drainage of Eurasia, one will
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see the same map. This is very important, as all the navigable rivers of this region “have been
practically useless for purposes of human communication with the outer world” (Mackinder,
1904: 177). In other words: the Pivot Area is and has always been fully protected from the
power projection of sea powers by the iron law of geography. Also, as Mackinder adds: “We
have in this immense area all the conditions for the maintenance of a sparse, but in the
aggregate considerable, population” (Mackinder, 1904: 177). This means that we have a huge
territory that is capable of feeding a great number of people, who never have to worry about a
naval invasion, but themselves can always attack in almost any direction (the radius of action
depends on the efficiency of their mobility). This considered, Mackinder (1904: 184) puts
forward his question: “Is not the pivot region of the world’s politics that vast area of Euro-Asia
which is inaccessible to ships, but in antiquity lay open to the horse-riding nomads, and is

today about to be covered with a network of railways?”.

2. Land Power in History
When it comes to the historical outline of land power, Mackinder significantly widens his

perspective, compared to Mahan. The captain saw as the embodiment of land-sea conflict the
struggle between England and France. Mackinder, on the contrary, identified the constant
pressure weighing on the Inner Crescent by the Pivot Area as the historical manifestation of
the land-sea conflict (Kruszewski, 1954: 393). As noted above, this was made possible and
unchangeable by geographical factors. Capitalizing on this advantage “all the settled margins
of the Old World [Inner Crescent| sooner or later felt the expansive force of mobile power
originating in the steppe” (Mackinder, 1904: 178). What was the potential of this mobile force,
one may ask? Mackinder looked to the Mongol Empire, which ‘out-conquered’ every previous

empire, occupying a landmass hitherto unthinkable. This gigantic territory could not be held
together for long under 13th  century conditions. However, things rapidly changed in the

19th century. The world “shrank” with the advent of railways, steamships, and the telegraph
(Ferguson, 2004: 140). This meant new possibilities, especially for the state occupying the
Pivot Area: the Russian Empire. The centuries-long expansion of the tzars resulted in the
complete integration of the pivotal region, which enabled them to attack in any direction while
being protected from the naval powers. This is one of the most important historical processes
according to Mackinder. As he notes: “The Russian army in Manchuria is as significant
evidence of mobile land-power as the British army in South Africa was of sea-power”, which
led him to conclude that “Russia replaces the Mongol Empire”, as the “full development of her

modern railway mobility is merely a matter of time” (Mackinder, 1904: 184). The combination
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of this mobility and the geographical advantages of the Pivot Area implies absolute supremacy

for the land power against any sea powers.

IV.  Fundamental Differences
A. Offense and Defense
Based on the historical context, I propose that the key difference between the geopolitical

thinking of Mahan and Mackinder came from their divergent attitudes toward the future. These
mindsets can be characterized as offensive and defensive. For Mahan, the future was something
to look forward to with great optimism, therefore, he thought offensively. Mackinder, however,
was full of concerns, which is reflected in his rather defensive thinking. Take this piece in the
Salt Lake Tribune, conceptualized in the spirit of Mahan, as an example: “The Republic,
triumphant, magnificent, bearing the olive branch of peace in one hand and the rod of
castigation in the other, standing for humanity and justice throughout the world, will be the
world’s arbiter in time, and largely so from henceforth” (Hull, 1909: 85). There is a glaring
contrast between this buoyancy and Mackinder’s dreary statement: “Other empires have had
their day, and so may that of Britain” (Mackinder, 1902: 350).

It is not an accident that Mahan became known as someone largely responsible for
American imperialism and overseas expansion. One has to look at transcripts of debates in the
Congress of the 1890s to easily observe that his influence was abundant (Congressional
Record: 1844-1849). Indeed, the following question he asked his students is very telling: “All
the world knows gentlemen that we are building a new navy (...) Well, when we get our navy,
what are we going to do with it?” (Mahan, 1908: 229).

Though the captain studied the mercantilist empires of the 17th-18th centuries, he did
not base his expansionism on them. He did see, however, that the US was an industrial complex
producing a surplus even at the time, which was to grow significantly soon (LaFeber, 1962:
677). Following Mahan’s logic, the natural corollary was the need for a merchant navy,
warships protecting this navy, and colonies - all classic tenets of mercantilism. In his own
words: “Whether they will or no, Americans must now begin to look outward. The growing
production of the country demands it. An increasing volume of public sentiment demands it”
(Mahan, 1917: 21). This looking outward was, again, pressed in his autobiography: “I am
frankly an imperialist, in the sense that I believe that no nation, certainly no great nation,
should henceforth maintain the policy of isolation which fitted our early history” (Mahan,
1906: 263). As noted above, however, Mahan did not prefer for the US to be a mercantilist
empire. He thought tariffs were passive, too defensive, therefore, he supported the tariff

lowering policy of President McKinley (LaFeber, 1962: 683). He also approved of the Open-
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Door Policy regarding China (territorial integrity, free and equal trade).

Mahan was on a quest to convince the American public and leadership: the only way
forward is overseas expansion. This was impossible without becoming a dominant sea power.
Much to his dismay, however, the opposite had happened before the 1890s. As a result of the
Western expansion, the Atlantic coast was no longer the center, as in the time of the 13 colonies.
Compared to the Mississippi basin, the coastal regions were out of focus, lacked investment,
and the people inhabiting those areas were not attracted to the sea. For this to change, the US
had to develop a navy (merchant and battlefleet) and the related industry proportionate to her
coastline, population, and immense natural resources (Mahan, 1890: 49). His strategy, with
which he answered the question on the use of the navy, was aggressive, dynamic, and outward-
looking. Recognizing the fading of the traditional colonizers, the capacity of American
industry, and the danger of idleness, he proposed a new Manifest Destiny. According to this,
the US should gain influence in her proximity (not just the areas traditionally covered by the
Monroe Doctrine, but the Pacific and China too) equal to her capability and interests.

At the time Mahan ‘evangelized’ sea power and overseas expansion, Mackinder was
occupied with a different problem. How could the hegemony of Britain be preserved in this
new, hostile environment? He found the answer in the scheme of imperial federation,
originally proposed by the historian J. A. Froude in the 1870s and later by John Seeley,
another historian, in the 1880s. The loss of the empire’s status in the world and the
consequent “new pessimism’ convinced many to seek change (Hyam, 2002: 203). Supporters
of imperial federalism hoped that the close integration of Canada, Australia, New Zealand,
and South Africa would secure the economic, demographic, and military means necessary for
great power competition in the 20th century. This was, however, clearly a defensive mentality,
unlike that of Mahan. As Hyam (2002: 203-204) put it: “Foreign competition forced a
defensive role upon Britain (...) the government did not, in a dynamic, optimistic way, move at
all to create new areas of enterprise. (...) The British approach lacked a really positive
dimension”. Mackinder’s grim prognosis about the new ‘Mongol’ Empire reflects this
pessimism: “In the presence of vast Powers, broad-based on the resources of half continents,
Britain could not again become mistress of the seas. Much depends on the maintenance of a
lead won under earlier conditions”(Mackinder, 1902: 358). Indeed, London’s world influence
was founded alongside a non- existent Germany, an isolated Japan, a backward Russia, and a
US that had barely discovered the Pacific Ocean. By the end of the century, however, things
changed severely. Both of the two thinkers viewed the industrial revolution as the start of a

completely new relationship between man and his natural environment: they talked of a
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“collapse of space” (Deudney, 2001: 191). For Mackinder, advances in communication and
transportation allowed the land powersto rival sea powers in mobility. These technological
changes, however, also gave hope. The American federalist system as political innovation,
along with technology, showed that democratic rule in a gigantic spatial structure is possible
(Deudney, 2001: 195). This was something to copy for imperial federalists. The geopolitical
reality of the empire, namely that its dominions were oceans apart, was to be overcome by a
blend of technology and a two-level government. It was Seeley (1883: 18) who wrote that
“England may prove able to do what theUnited States does so easily, that is, hold together in a
federal union country very remote fromeach other”. Mackinder echoed this sentiment later.
The empire, as he made the case, should be administered locally and centrally. This way, each
part “shall contribute to the strength of the whole, and the strength of the whole shall, in turn,
be brought to bear for the defence and defence of the parts” (Mackinder, 1914: 255).

B. The Problem of Asia
The conflict of land and sea powers manifests itself in the approach of the two men towards

Asia. As I noted above, Mackinder’s thinking centered around Eurasia, especially it's inner
part, which he saw as the seat of land power. Mahan also recognized that Russia was the
primary land power of the world (and therefore of Eurasia), however, he did not take into
consideration the implications of a new ‘Mongol Empire’. According to the captain, Russia
was in “a disadvantageous position for the accumulation of wealth” because of her “hopelessly
adverse” geographical conditions (Mahan, 1900: 43-44). That is not to say that the ‘Russian
Bear’ was no threat (keeping in mind that by annexing the Philippines the US became an Asian
power too, the same time as Russia occupied present day Vladivostok). He even proposed a
coalition to be formed by Germany, Britain, Japan, and the US to contain Russian expansion
(Crowl, 1986: 466) This idea was echoed by Mackinder. However, Mahan’s sight focused more
on Beijing, rather than St. Petersburg. The extensive coastline and the river system that
penetrates deep into the mainland made China a natural sea power. About the Yangtze River,
Mahan (1900: 177) writes: “this valley is the decisive field where commerce, the energizer of
material civilization, can work to the greatest advantage, and can most certainly receive the
support of the military arm of sea power”. Clearly, this is the very opposite of Russia’s
situation. In fact, he issued a stark warning that is still echoing today: “Far as the result lies
beyond our present horizon, it is difficult to contemplate with equanimity such a vast mass as
the four hundred millions of China concentrated into one effective political organization,

equipped with modern appliances, and cooped within a territory already narrow for it”
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(Mahan, 1900: 88). In terms of demographics the Russian Empire, which dwarfed any
European state, seemed puny in contrast to China. Interestingly, present-day Russia has only a
dozen or so million more people, while China’s population grew by a billion. The astonishingly
quick modernization of Japan served as a good example of what China could do if stepping on
the same path.

Mackinder, on the other hand, looked at China from the prism of the Heartland. This is
no accident, as he was deeply influenced by the Russia-centered (‘Great Game’) foreign policy
tradition of Britain, rooted in the fear for the security of India. “A vague kind of Russophobia
was endemic among Victorian policy-makers for most of the century”, writes Hyam (2002: 33).
Seeley (1883: 353) pointed out that Britain acquired India “at the expense of a perpetual dread
of Russia”. Mackinder briefly mentioned that if China annexed the Heartland, it would be an
even more formidable foe than Russia, but he did not see this happening. The conventional
wisdom at the turn of the century anticipated the very collapse of China, as shown by prime
minister Rosebery’s concern: “it might result in an Armageddon between the European Powers
struggling for the ruins of the Chinese Empire” (Otte, 2007: 1). In the decade leading up to
Mackinder’s famous lecture, Russian influence over Asia grew irresistibly, tilting the ‘Great
Game’ in Peterburg’s favor (Otte, 2007: 3). In this situation, Mackinder could not imagine any

other Asian superpower than the possessor of the Heartland.

IV. Conclusion
As geographical factors are permanent, they play the most consistent role in the formation of

foreign policy, wrote Spykman (1944: 41). Geopolitics, therefore, has been a significant factor
in the history of international relations. The two men addressed in this paper had a lasting
impact in this regard. Both of them developed concepts that originated in the past, however,
had not been elaborated on systematically. Mahan has “done more than write the best book that
has ever been written upon naval history (...) for he has written a book which (...) may be
regarded as founding a new school of naval historical writing” - wrote Theodor Roosevelt
(1894: 171), who became US president a few years later. Mackinder too, exerted great
influence, especially following the Second World War and during the Cold War (Dugan, 1962:
242-244). Their work was also a reaction to the circumstances that unfolded at the time. Captain
Mahan represented the United States which was at the forefront of world power. Mackinder,
on the other side of the Ocean, presented the sight of a declining power, anxious about the rise
of her rivals.

In this paper, I strove to analyze the different interpretations of geopolitical conflict by
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the two prominent thinkers. My goal was to lay out the major theories, showing them side by

side, Plutarch having been of great inspiration. This enabled the formation of a structure which

served as a basis of comparison. As I dealt with two men who lived and worked more than a

century ago, I had to embed their thoughts in a historical context too. This way, the research

not only outlined the basic theories, but also added a human side to them. And since history is
made by humans, this is the only way of real understanding. Wie es eigentlich gewesen ist.
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Abstract

The story of the dissolution of the Austro-Hungarian Empire is extremely complex, and the
lessons to be learned from it are still very relevant. Since the dissolution, the factors which led
to the collapse of the last Central European Empire have been studied from various aspects by
historians and social scientists. Among these studies, two major groups are especially
important. The first category of scholars identified external and international causes of the
dissolution, while the second group prioritises internal factors as the main reasons behind the
collapse. This research recognises the relevance of these analyses, as well as the importance of
both external and internal factors in the Empire’s dissolution. Although these triggered the
disintegration, they cannot be evaluated as the main and only background. The study suggests
a geopolitical perspective to analyse the collapse of the state and focuses on three interrelated
causes; the transformation of the geopolitical world order — the era of transition, the lack of
geopolitical vision and initiative of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy elites, and the consequent
weak state-society relations and finally the exclusion from the geopolitical discourse, the

changes in imagination, belief, and narrative.

Keywords: Geopolitics, World Order, Transition, Austro-Hungarian Monarchy, Collapse
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Ozet

Avusturya-Macaristan Imparatorlugu'nun dagilma hikayesi son derece karmasiktir ve bundan
alinacak dersler hala c¢ok Onemlidir. Dagilmasindan bu yana, son Orta Avrupa
Imparatorlugu'nun ¢okiisiine yol acan faktorler, tarihgiler ve sosyal bilimciler tarafindan cesitli
yonleriyle incelenmistir. Bu g¢aligmalar arasinda iki ana grup oOzellikle onemlidir. Bilim
adamlarinin ilk kategorisi, dagilmanin dis ve uluslararasi nedenlerini belirlerken, ikinci grup,
coklislin arkasindaki ana nedenler olarak i¢ faktorleri onceliklendiriyor. Bu arastirma, bu
analizlerin alaka diizeyinin yani sira Imparatorlugun dagilmasinda hem dis hem de ig faktorlerin
onemini kabul ediyor. Bunlar parcalanmayi tetiklese de asil ve tek arka plan olarak
degerlendirilemezler. Calisma, devletin ¢okiisiinii analiz etmek igin jeopolitik bir bakis agisi
onermekte ve birbiriyle iligkili li¢c nedene odaklanmaktadir; jeopolitik diinya diizeninin
doniistimii — ge¢is donemi, Avusturya-Macaristan Monarsisi seckinlerinin jeopolitik vizyon ve
inisiyatif eksikligi ve buna bagl olarak zayif devlet-toplum iligkileri ve nihayet jeopolitik

sOylemden diglanma, hayal giiclindeki degisiklikler, inan¢ ve anlat1.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Jeopolitik, Diinya Diizeni, Gegis, Avusturya-Macaristan Monarsisi,

Cokiis
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I. Introduction

The history of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy, founded in 1867, is still very controversial.
For more than 40 years, this multi-national empire was dominant in the geopolitical realm of
Central Europe. During this period, it had mixed performances in the economic, social, and
political spheres. An excellent illustration of the many contradictions is that while historians
refer to the empire as an economically and culturally successful project, for example, the
education system raised several Nobel Prize winners, important scientists, but parallelly, over
the course of the years, approximately five million people emigrated (mostly as a result of their
opposition and discontent with the government) (Bideleux and Jeffries, 1998: 271; Romsics,
2010: 22). Back in its heydays, Vienna was one of the ten largest cities in the world, and the
Monarchy! was considered as one of the major powers, a player in the European pentarchy
(Deak, 2014: 354).

In this context, the Empire’s dissolution and the reasons behind its downturn are quite
striking. By the end of World War I, the country collapsed very quickly and easily, while its
territories were inherited by several successor states, which changed the structure of the region
for good. The factors that led to the collapse of the last Central European Empire occupied
historians and social scientists, and there are several studies focusing on the subject. These
explanations have expanded and changed continuously with time. The first discourse-makers
in the 1910s and 1920s were Henry Wickham Steed, Robert Seton-Watson, Namier B. Lewis.
They argued for a long decline of the empire, the disintegration of which was unavoidable and
inevitable (Gyarmati, 2015: 206). In their analysis, they concluded that the unresolved internal
problems — mainly tensions among nationalities, the process of modernisation, anachronistic
inside structure — were the cause of the Monarchy's downfall, and World War I just was the
final step of it (Barkey, 2006: 168, Szdts, 2016: 51-52, Deak, 2014: 342, 357). The
contemporary Hungarian scholar Oszkar Jaszi, whose work “The Dissolution of the Habsburg
Monarchy” was published in 1929, also explained the disintegration by internal problems (Jaszi,
1929). Later in the century, the narrative they created was refined and adopted by later
generations of historians like Taylor and Kann (Gyarmati, 2015: 206). According to Taylor,
another problem was that the Habsburgs could not really connect the parts of the empire
(Bideleux — Jeffries, 1998: 275). Alexander Motyl also highlighted fragmentation as a major
cause of the fall (Szdts, 2016: 54). In the 21st century, however, a different perspective on

!'T use ,,Monarchy” as the synonym for the Austro-Hungarian Empire.
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disintegration has begun to emerge. Prominent representatives of this new scientific framework
are Sked and Deak, who focused on external and international causes, as well as the First World
War, to explain the disintegration of the Monarchy (Barkey, 2006: 169, Deak, 2014: 365).
According to Sked, all elements of the state were stable and supported at the beginning of the
war (Bideleux — Jeffries, 1998: 273). They are highly critical of previous explanations.
According to Deak, the long disintegration and the explanation of internal causes are
unsustainable since the Monarchy was in a very good state in 1914 (Gyarmati, 2015: 206). All
in all, these "revisionist" historians claim that international changes during the First World War
caused the dissolution. The arguments that preceded them are not reliable, as they were invented
by biased propagandists during the Great War for political purposes (Deak 2014: 339-340, 365).
They also use arguments from the sociology and history of science that highlight the
interconnection between power and science, which this study considers very important. The
aim of the study is to make a modest contribution to this complex and colourful discourse and
analyse the causes of the fall of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy. To do so, I adopt a complex
geopolitical perspective, since this approach is not usually given sufficient attention in
mainstream interpretations. However, the research has led to the conclusion that the impacts of
geopolitical processes were very significant. It recognises the relevance of the explanations
identified by earlier authors as well as the role of both external and internal factors. Although
these triggered the disintegration, they cannot be evaluated as the main and only background.
The analysis concluded that the collapse of the state had three interrelated causes: the
transformation of the geopolitical world order — the era of transition, the Austro- Hungarian
Monarchy’s elites’ lack of geopolitical vision and initiative, and the consequent weak state-
society relations and last but not least the exclusion from the geopolitical discourse, the changes

in imagination, belief, and narrative.

II. The Explanations of the Collapse in the Scientific Literature
In this chapter, before presenting my analysis, I would like to briefly review the discourse in
the academic literature about the collapse of the Monarchy. The positions and views of
historians and social scientists and the way they approach the problems are influenced by the
generation they come from (Sz6ts, 2016: 51-52). Overall, most of the studies are on the axis of
modernity, anachronism, imperial decline, or political instability (Deak, 2014: 357). Two major
groups can be distinguished based on the explanations. The first category includes those who
have identified external and international causes, while the second includes those who have

prioritised internal elements, such as nationalism, as the main contributors behind the collapse
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(Barkey, 2006: 168). The internal causes of dissolution were primarily emphasised by the first
generation of scientists, whose members were mainly the creators of contemporary British
propaganda, and who, in accordance with their geopolitical aims, created the framework of
discussion about the declining Habsburg Empire. Some of the most prominent representatives
of this trend are Henry Wickham Steed, Robert Seton-Watson, and Lewis B. Namier, and some
of their narratives are still dominant today. These views can be followed in the studies of Robert
A. Kann and A. J. P. Taylor (Gyarmati, 2015: 206; Deak, 2014: 339-341). It is critical to note
that Steed, Seton-Watson, and others began to shape the discourse of the collapse, focusing on
internal factors only. However, as Deak brilliantly pointed out, they were propagandists during
the war and saw the destruction of the Monarchy as their goal. They instrumentalised their
scholarly studies to justify their political positions and the inevitability of the creation of newly
formed nation-states (Deak, 2014: 339-341). These “propagandists” were therefore extremely
biased, but they are also important because they created the basis, the framework, and the spirit
of many of the explanations which are still alive today, as reflected in the expressions they
spread, such as "the prison of nations" created by Robert Seton-Watson (Deak, 2014: 341).
Through their press and academic works, they successfully shaped the basic ideas of public
opinion, and through the other famous historians who followed them, their views became
widespread and adopted in the academic literature (Deak, 2014: 340-341). The creators of the
discourse have actively contributed to the transformation of the geopolitical representation and
image of the Monarchy, which was very important. This example also highlights the close
interconnection between science and power, the significance of dominating and shaping
discourses, and the value of having a critical attitude towards authorities. As the outstanding
German history philosopher Oswald Spengler expressed the situation: ,,What is truth? For the
multitude, that which it continually reads and hears. A forlorn little drop may settle somewhere
and collect grounds on which to determine “the truth” — but what it obtains is just its truth.
The other, the public truth of the moment, which alone matters for effects and successes in the
fact world, is today a product of the Press. What the Press wills, is true. Its commanders evoke,
transform, interchange truths. Three weeks of press work, and the truth is acknowledged by
everybody.” (Spengler, 2016: 1001).

Prominent scholars who followed the propagandists include Kann and Taylor, who
argued in their analyses for a continuing decline, although the role of World War I was present
in their interpretations. They argued that it catalysed and accelerated the processes but did not
fundamentally change them (Deak, 2014: 343). In their arguments, the collapse was

unavoidable. Kann thought the internal forces would have torn the Empire apart necessarily in
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the end. Among the internal problems, Motyl focused on regional fragmentation, while others
like Wank put the imperial structure or the ethnic situation as the cause of the inevitable collapse
(Barkey, 2006: 169; Sz6ts, 2016: 54; Wank, 1997: 48). Some scholars today have totalised the
internal factors to such an extent that they believe the Empire collapsed without external
pressure or involvement (Rohac, 2009: 3). The famous contemporary Hungarian social scientist
Oszkar Jaszi, who also evaluated the dissolution of the Monarchy as a natural process joined
this narrative, although not with a propagandistic purpose, but with a much more complex view
which also considered external forces (Jaszi, 1929: 6). According to him, there were three
reasons for the disintegration; the failure of attempts of federalisation, the efforts of
neighbouring states to absorb parts of the Empire and eventually the war, which ignited the
problems (Bideleux and Jeffries, 1998: 270-271). In his study, he wrote about struggles between
centrifugal and cohesive forces. He argued that the state was held together by the following
cohesive forces; the Habsburg dynasty, their army, the aristocracy, the Roman Catholic Church,
the bureaucracy, capitalism, the free-trade unity, and finally, socialism. Among these factors,
the army had the biggest role. According to his analysis, the fall of the Empire was caused by
the failure of these forces to act unitedly, and on the other hand, the army got weakened during
the war (Bideleux and Jeffries, 1998: 268-269). The authors of this first group — the
propagandists, the historians who followed them, and Jaszi — described the newly established
nation-state system as positive, progressive, necessary, and desirable because of their political
or ideological bias (Deak, 2014: 361). The structure of the Monarchy was seen as anachronistic,
which was well summed up by the distinguished Hungarian historian Istvan Didszegi, who also
stated that the national transformation of Eastern Europe and the elimination of dynastic politics
was a historical necessity (SzOts, 2016: 55). While there is much truth in these aspects, the
inevitability of transformation in this form is questionable. Seton-Watson claimed that the new
nation-state system will be much more stable than the previous ones, which were “artificial”
(Jeszenszky, 2019: 10). This study maintains its critique of these positive narratives associated
with the creation of the Central European nation-states, as Byrappa expressed: ,,We had
kingdoms, empires and out of the blue comes the nation-state to rescue humanity from all kinds
of burdens.” (Byrappa: 2006: 9).

This group also contains opinions that emphasise internal factors and identify the
Habsburg method of exercising power as the fundamental reason for the dissolution. According
to Zamoyski, the main problem was the rule of the Habsburg dynasty, whose power-technical
methods had taken away the seeds of conflicts among the nationalities, which caused internal

tensions (Bideleux and Jeffries, 1998: 277). In addition, Austrian historiography has identified
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the Compromise? as the main cause of the decline because according to their perspective, it
paralysed the Hungarian predominance (Csorba, 2018: 76).

Some other scholars explain the causes of the collapse with a combination of external and
international factors. These "revisionist" historians are in sharp opposition to the narrative
created by Seton-Watson and their group, and the trend which emerged from it. According to
them, there were serious problems within the Empire, but there was basically nothing wrong
with the Empire until 1914. Something changed during World War I, and that was the decisive
factor, not the internal causes (Deak, 2014: 365; Barkey, 2006: 169). In their opinion, the thesis
of a long and slow disintegration is untenable. Deak is highly critical of the internal causes’
representatives, considering their position outdated (Gyarmati, 2015: 206). The revisionist
historians argue that the Monarchy was not on the road to disintegration; on the contrary, it had
recovered from the crisis of 1848 and was even more prosperous than ever, it had a strong
economy, and imperial policy had worked very effectively until the war (Wank, 1997: 45-47;
Deak, 2014: 357). Besides Deak, another prominent member of this side is Sked, who also
highlighted that the state was supported by most of its elements at the beginning of the war and
was well positioned in international relations (Bideleux and Jeffries, 1998: 273). Furthermore,
Clark and Deak see multi-national society not as a problem but as an advantage (Gyarmati,
2015: 206). Scholars from this trend, therefore, attach crucial importance to the war which — in
their view — overturned a long and successful period of state development (Deak, 2014: 366).
The decisive role of the World War I was also advocated by Mitchell, who considered that the
empire had lost control of its management (Mitchell, 2018: 256).

The article does not consider the internal causes to be the primary ones, yet it
acknowledges their importance, since they indirectly contributed to all three causes mentioned
above, as well as to the Monarchy's failure in foreign policy (Mitchell, 2018: 257). At the same
time, the study agrees with Hans Mommsen, external forces encouraged the nationality situation
and internal tensions and eventually caused the dissolution of the state (Wank, 1997: 46). This
was not the case in 1848-1849. In terms of external forces, while acknowledging the relevance
of World War I, the research suggests a broader perspective. As in the case of the first group,
considering the views of “revisionist” scientists, there are many truths and important
observations about the role of the external forces too, but the essay maintains its position that

we should not totalise.

2 The Compromise was concluded between the Hungarians and the Austrians in 1867. The treaty created the
Austro-Hungarian Monarchy.
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III.  The Causes of the Collapse of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy

A. The Transformation of the Geopolitical World Order — The Era of Transition
The first thesis of my paper concerning the causes of the fall of the Austro-Hungarian Empire
is the importance of changing the geopolitical world order. In Braudel's classification,
geopolitical world orders belong to the “moeyenne durée”, so to the medium-term processes
(Taylor, 1993: 34). The two world orders are separated by the period of transition when the
rules of the international system are weakened, the behaviour of states becomes more
unpredictable, and geopolitical practices and representations also change (Flint and Xiaotong,
2019: 61; GeoDZ). When this happens, the new hegemon — the challenger — becomes the leader
in production first, then in economic, commercial, and financial spheres. After that, it will also
take the lead in the political arena and will maintain the system with the global rules which it
has created with its allies (Taylor, 1993: 36). From the 1890s, the disintegration of the world
order had begun, the international geopolitical order built up by the British Empire, the
hegemonic one, was in crisis and gradually challenged in many ways by both the US and
Germany — the two cardinal main organizers of world economy even today as well — by 1914
(Taylor, 1993: 35, 39; Byrappa, 2020: 44). From the structural perspective, the United States
of America was more dangerous as it rejected the — direct — colonial structures and wanted to
build its new system based on 19th century nationalism, the right of nations to self-governance
and autonomy. This means that world orders are also constructions, so the study argues here —
as well as in the second and third cause — we must resort to the instruments of critical
geopolitics, which can be defined as follows; “A central project for critical geopolitics is
analysis of the discursive practices by which scholars spatialize international politics: it asks
why and how a particular geopolitical narrative is normalized and accepted.” (The Dictionary
of Human Geography, 2009: 122.)

This is related to the collapse of the Monarchy in that, the Habsburg Empire owed its
survival in the 19th century to the geopolitical world order constructed under the leadership of
Great Britain. Although they suffered a quasi-defeat from the Hungarians in 1848-1849, the
system did not allow the internal forces to change the structures, and in times of crisis, the
Russian Empire, in harmony with British interests, bailed out the Habsburgs from the crisis.
The next major challenge in the struggle between the concepts of German unification occurred
in 1866, following the defeat at Koniggratz, when it was long in question whether Prussia under
Bismarck would occupy Austria or not (Csorba, 2018: 83). This did not finally happen thanks
to the dominant geopolitical construction, the principle of balance of power, because even the

disappearance of Austria in 1849 and 1866 would have radically disrupted it. During these
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decades, hegemonic Britain was still strong enough to maintain the status quo. The forces that
challenged the world order, although already in their formative stages, were gradually growing
in strength but were far from dominant and could not yet make the breakthrough. This would
have required gaining positions in the most important countries and the competitors to weaken.
In other words, it can be seen that neither a significant internal nor an external factor caused the
end of the empire because the geopolitical world order could maintain it, and the hegemon had
a strong vision of the order of Central Europe and was able to implement it.

Thus, in the 19th century, the state was saved from disintegration on several occasions by
the British-led and constructed geopolitical world order. Great Britain considered Austria to be
the most important state in the balance of power for a long time, and it played an extremely
important role as a buffer, preventing the continental empires (Russia, Prussia/ Germany,
France) from expanding and strengthening. This narrative was so strong in this period that in
1849 Palmerston saw the prevention of Austria's fall as a British duty (Romsics, 1996: 273).
The Empire's position in the geopolitical order was therefore very vulnerable, as its existence
and security were depended on its function, and at least one power — but most importantly
Britain — always supported it during the crises of the 19th century (Wank, 1997: 53). The
circumstances of the existence of the Habsburg State and the role of external forces in it were
well understood by Ernest Denis, professor of history at the Sorbonne in 1903: "/¢ is fashionable
to predict the imminent dismemberment of the Habsburg Monarchy ...... but the compelling
circumstances that led to the formation of Austria in the 16th century have not disappeared.”
(Romsics, 1995: XXX). Indeed, in 1903 all of this seemed to be the case, but deep-down
processes were already underway which would bring spectacular changes in the following
years. The Monarchy's elite made consistently bad decisions in this respect throughout the
century. They joined the Dual (1879) and then the Triple (1882) alliance which was German-
led — the British by this time recognised Germany as the main revisionist power — and
consequently distancing themselves from the country that had the greatest interest in the
maintenance of the Empire, and even entering the World War I on the side of the Germans
(Galantai, 2006: 34; Taylor, 1993: 44). It is also clear from Dennis' words that the opinion
leaders linked the existence of the Habsburg state primarily to external geopolitical causes.

The impact of the war was cardinal to the geopolitical world order because the winner
had a good chance to create a new one (Taylor, 1993: 44). Interestingly, this had not yet
happened, but the period of transition had continued, and a mixed situation emerged. Although
the British Empire was still the hegemon, its weakness, disinterest, new challenges and

promises made during the war meant that it no longer had a clear vision for Central Europe.
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The new rising power, the US, on the other hand, had not yet been able to establish the system
of nation-states it had envisioned — it would only be able to achieve this after World War II-
(Flint, 2006: 39) and, despite having established the League of Nations as its basic institution,
it did not even join to it as the sign of failure. Consequently, in its final form, the organisation
was essentially the masking of the power vacuum (Taylor, 1993: 45). The decline of the British
Empire and the non-dominance of American structures created the context that made the
dissolution of the Monarchy possible. The transition period between the two structures is well
illustrated by the contradictions in the peace treaties. In principle, nation-states were established
— very controversially led by the two largest colonial empires, Britain and France — but in
practice, the usual territorial divisions of the earlier geopolitical conception were applied, and
only implemented to the very limited extent the nationality principle and Wilson's principles.
Moreover, in the transitional phase, the importance of the region declined, so the promises made
during the war and the role of the previously particular, local and relatively weak forces
increased (Jeszenszky, 2019: 37). In previous conflicts, there were also great power pledges to
“the small players” which usually did not have much effect at the end of the conflicts. This
practice still exists today. The primacy of the German settlement and the lack of interest in the
future of the Central European region and the consequent drift towards the path of minimum
resistance were well expressed by Francis Deak, who said: "the feelings of many of the
participants in the peace negotiations were decisively influenced, and they were primarily
concerned about Germany. Once the German peace treaty was concluded, they showed only a
superficial interest in the other treaties.” (Gy6ri and Withers, 2020: 212). This is also confirmed
by the comments of a contemporary Hungarian geographer and politician, Pal Teleki, who
participated in the negotiations: "German peace accounts for 80 per cent of the importance of
this peace, the other four treaties together give the other twenty per cent. Among the Austrian,
Bulgarian, Turkish and Hungarian peace, the Entente is most interested in the Turkish question,
while the Hungarian question represents no more than four per cent." (Gy6ri and Withers,
2020: 212). Besides the primacy of the German question in shaping the future, Britain and
America were also engaged in a complex conflict with each other (Sharp, 2004: 81). The
Austro-Hungarian Monarchy, which was born and survived primarily thanks to the geopolitical
world order, could not cope with the changes and the expansion of opportunities without
external support and adequate internal forces. In the anarchy, actors who had previously been
in the background took the initiative, while the weakened and disinterested great powers and

the elite of the Monarchy floated with the events.
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B. The Lack of Geopolitical Vision and Initiative of the Elite of the Austro-Hungarian

Monarchy, and the Consequent Weak State- Society Relations
The second claim of the thesis argues that one of the decisive factors in the collapse of the
Monarchy was the lack of a proper geopolitical concept of the elite, which meant that it could
not proactively shape its international context, but rather fell asleep and drifted with the events.
This is fundamental, as the study maintains that the existence of the empire depended on the
geopolitical world order. The reason for this passivity is to be found in the structure of the state,
in the document of the Compromise, which was created without publicity by agreement
between the elites (Csorba, 2018: 79). According to the distinguished Hungarian scholar Istvan
Bibo, the decisive factor in the conclusion of the treaty was the miscalculation of both the
Austrian and Hungarian sides, while the former thought that the Hungarians were the main
threat, the latter saw reconciliation with the Austrians as inevitable, because of geopolitical
reasons (Bibo, 1948: 325). The eminent scholar got to the essence of the matter in his writing:
“They therefore agreed that, in order to save and protect what was important to them: the
Habsburgs their empire, the Hungarians their state. The two, however, remained in stark
contrast with each other, in fact, in the 19th century, in the process of democratic community-
building, they were more at odds than ever.” (Bibo, 1948: 325). Therefore, the Empire failed to
be federalised and remained vulnerable to the geopolitical world order. The situation was
aggravated by the fact that an important part of the elite failed to see the fragility of their great
power status, while the other part was in melancholy. This pessimism is well illustrated by the
opinion of Baron Leopold von Adrian- Werburg, the consul-general of Warsaw: ,,We are
heading for collapse and partition and do not defend ourselves... After Turkey comes Austria.
That is the catchword in Eastern Europe.” (Wank, 1997: 47). Overall, the lack of a geopolitical
concept was caused by the internal rigidity of the structure and the antagonistic geopolitical
visions of the most powerful nations within the Empire. This condition plunged Austria-
Hungary into the disastrous German alliance, Balkan affairs, and the invasion of Bosnia, in
other words, into the gravitational space of rising Germany (Bideleux and Jeffries, 1998: 273;
Deak, 2014: 362).

Among the contemporaries, the geopolitical situation of the Monarchy was very sharply
perceived by Lajos Kossuth, who was in emigration, and who in the 1870s believed that either
the Russians would defeat the Monarchy, or the Germans would force it to expand into the
Balkans. As Kossuth said: “The Hungarians will fight to make Austria-Hungary a Slavic
empire” (Csorba, 2018: 83). Besides the lack of internal reforms, the empire did not have an

ideology to compete with pan-Slavism and other nationalisms. As a result, the connection
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between the state — and not national/ regional — structures of the Monarchy and society became
and remained weak, and as Maureen Healy has pointed out, became broken during the war
(Deak, 2014: 364). Austria-Hungary, on the other hand, was determined to prevent the rise of
the ideology strongly supported by the Russians, which is why its involvement in Balkan affairs
was necessary and inevitable (Csorba, 2018: 84).

Concerning the geopolitical visions, the sharp-eyed critic of the Compromise should be
mentioned again. Kossuth was aware of the geopolitical role of the region but also of the internal
tensions and social dynamics. His answer was the creative and ambitious concept of the
Alliance of Danube Nations, which offered solutions to both cardinal issues. On the one hand,
it would have fulfilled the expectations of the existing British-led power structure (Csorba 2018:
78), but it is also remarkable as it was based on an important attempt to shape the discourse
actively, and it built on the principles of the next world order which he considered unavoidable
even then. Kossuth did not see the imperial structure as a necessary failure, only if it blocked
the national aspirations within it (Csorba, 2018: 80-81). Jaszi also agreed with him (Barkley,
2006: 169). It must be mentioned that the nationality movements from federalisation to
secession were very heterogeneous, but we do not know whether they could have been satisfied
by appropriate policies or not (Szdts, 2016: 54; Csorba, 2018: 87). In any case, his innovative
vision could not become a reality without changing the structure defined in the Compromise,
i.e., changing the state-imperial conceptions — which the imperial elite was not willing to do.
The “hermit of Turin” predicted with great foresight that in its present state Austria-Hungary
had become the enemy of the West and the East at the same time, and because of its incapacity,
its territory would be the prey in the coming war (Csorba, 2018: 79). This is what finally
happened. The failure of internal reforms, such as the federal transformation, meant the
opportunity to initiate the discourse was taken out of the hands of the imperial elites, and the
future of the country and the necessary changes in its structure were shaped by the scientists-

politicians of other states and by the hostile nationality leaders.

C. The Exclusion from the Geopolitical Discourse, the Changes in Imagination, Belief,
and Narrative
In this part, the study would like to show how the discourse on the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy
was shaped and changed by certain commentators and propagandists. Alongside the change in
the geopolitical world order, the lack of interest in the future of Central Europe and the failure
of the Monarchy's elite, this is the third key factor that contributed to the collapse of the state.

In the transitional phase of the world order, the geopolitical images, beliefs, and narratives were
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also changed. The elite of Austro-Hungary could not take part in the discourse; they were
marginalized, while the weakening framework allowed increased activity by their enemies, who
eventually took over its shaping.

The changes in the geopolitical discourse are also very interesting because, until 1918,
the British elite did not want the dissolution of the state (Bideleux and Jeffries, 1998: 273). This
means that radical change took place during the war. Prior to this, the dominant geopolitical
perception in England was that the maintenance and survival of the Monarchy were among their
fundamental interests (Romsics, 1996: 273). Throughout the 19th century, Britain consistently
supported multinational empires according to its power interests, and its elites sympathised with
the monarchies because of their own system, so there was also ideological sympathy between
them (Jeszenszky, 2019: 6-7, 14). The later British champions of dismemberment were also far
from their later wartime views. For example, in 1907, Robert Seton-Watson argued for the unity
of the Austro-Hungarian state, and he kept his position until 1911, but even then, he only
reached the point of trialism.> Another great propagandist scholar, Wickham Steed, was also
further from his later opinion (Romsics, 1996: 274). Although work on the conflicts within the
Monarchy — entitled Racial Problems in Hungary — was published in England before the war
by Seton-Watson under the pseudonym Scotus Viator, its impact only became significant
during the war (Jeszenszky, 2019: 6).

In pre-war France, similar debates were taking place. André Cheradame wrote in his book
in 1901, that the real enemy of the Monarchy was not Russia and pan-Slavism, but Germany
and pan-Germanism, and the inevitable federalisation of the country would tear it out from the
German alliance. This was opposed by Jules Chopin, who argued that Slavic control after the
transformation would automatically mean a rapprochement with Russia, which was also
undesirable, and the only way would be the partition. Overall, Austria — despite all its faults —
played an important role in the geopolitical vision of the French elite because of the same
reasons as in England (Romsics, 1995). In both cases, we can see that the discourse about the
future of the Monarchy depended primarily on the perception of the geopolitical function of the
state.

Finally, because of the continuing erosion of the geopolitical world order and the impact
of the war, radical changes occurred in both Britain and France about the perception of the
Monarchy. By 1914, Seton-Watson was already arguing for the dismemberment of the Empire

using British geopolitical arguments and fears besides his sympathies. Central to his concept

3 Trialism is a term to define the Czech’s ambition to make the empire a three-centred one.
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was the propagation of the idea that only new states would be able to hold Germany back in the
future, and Austria-Hungary was not suitable for that. This was also stated by national minority
leaders such as Masaryk (Romsics, 1996: 275). The geopolitical dimension played a key role
in the discourse; how the Entente elites were thinking about the Monarchy — especially in
German relations — had fundamental importance. During 1915-16, Sir Eyre Crowe, several
senior Foreign Office officials — Winston Churchill and Sir Edward Grey — also adopted Seton-
Watson’s views, while other British leaders who came into office in 1916 and held decision-
making positions —Lloyd George, Arthur J. Balfour, and Lord Hardinge —expressed pro-
Monarchy attitudes (Romsics, 1996: 276, 279). Both ideas were already on the table at the time,
but for practical reasons, they were unwilling to commit to any of them and were also aware of
the dangers of Balkanisation (Jeszenszky, 2019: 11; Jeszenszky, 1988: 653). At the same time,
the pro-Monarchy turnaround provoked strong protests from emigrant nationalities and their
British supporters. As a result, a propaganda journal — the New Europe — was set up to create
“scientific” knowledge in order to justify the destruction of the Monarchy (Romsics, 1996:
282). However, despite their reports and press, the propagandists were only able to fully take
the initiative in 1918, when the leaks of the special peace negotiations — the “Sixtus Letters” —
were published, which put Charles in an impossible position before Germany. This forced the
emperor to forge an even closer alliance with Berlin, and the British lost their belief in Austria-
Hungary's ability to detach itself from its ally and to fulfil its function in the future (Romsics,
1996: 283-284). With this treaty, Charles definitively undermined the geopolitical function and
image of his state which had long been considered unquestionable and which defended it in the
earlier crisis. However, in the momentary situation of the ruler, the cancellation of the peace
negotiations and the close German alliance were not irrational because of the Russian defeat on
the Eastern Front and because the changeover would have been very difficult to implement due
to practical reasons (Jeszenszky, 2019: 24). From this point, the Monarchy's elites lost their
influence in the discourse about their future. They were seen as a satellite state fatally close to
the arch enemy Germans, and the last and most important geopolitical argument for maintaining
the Central-European empire disappeared (Sz6ts, 2016: 57, Wank, 1997: 53). Because of this,
the propagandists' narrative became dominant to provide all support against the German-
Hungarian axis (Jeszenszky, 2019: 30). At the same time, the British colonial empire clearly
did not support nationalities because of principle but to weaken the enemy's army and gain a
military advantage (Jeszenszky, 2019: 32), and eventually, they became uninterested. In France,
a similar struggle between the two sides debating the future of the Monarchy was waged, but at

the end of 1917, there was a shift too. It happened because of the loss of Russia and the
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appointment of Clemenceau as prime minister and Pichon as foreign minister, they were in
favour of dismemberment. The expansion of their ideas was only strengthened by the
increasingly close German alliance with the Austro-Hungarian Empire (Romsics, 1995).

The change in geopolitical perception was parallel to the changing world order and the
increasingly close German-Austrian-Hungarian relationship. That should also be mentioned
that although all the war objectives of France and England were directed against Germany, the
territories of the Monarchy were what finally convinced more partners to join the fight on their
side (Sz6ts, 2016: 55-56). This means that the war — and the change in the value of the region
— also played an important role in shifting perceptions (Romsics, 1996: 276). The discourse
about the future of the state had been settled by the summer of 1918, and the attempts of Teleki
and others to change it during the peace negotiations were in vain (Galdntai, 2006: 39; Gyori
and Withers, 2020: 210). The lack of interest in Central Europe and the British focus on other
challenges meant that the French power interests dominated the discourse during the
negotiations (Romsics, 1995). From this aspect, the new British narrative was perfectly suited
to assisting it. The “success” of the peace treaty and the chaos of the geopolitical transition was
well illustrated by the fact that even the German question could not be properly resolved, the
country remained completely intact, while the fragmentation of the “inter-European” area led
to the regression of multi-nationalist constructions in Europe, but instead of stability, it caused
balkanization in Central-Europe (Taylor, 1993: 45; Deak, 2014: 380). Moreover, the small

states created during the 1930s were easily taken over by Nazi Germany.

IV.  Conclusion
The study attempted to make a modest contribution to the analysis of the causes of the rapid
collapse of the Austro-Hungarian Empire. The process was complex, in which the reasons were
interrelated and mutually compounding. Overall, the article concluded — after a brief
historiographical overview of disintegration — that the causes of the dissolution of the Austro-
Hungarian Monarchy were external and internal but essentially geopolitical. Firstly, the fate of
the Empire was linked to the changing geopolitical world order. While the Empire played a key
role in the British-led system, the American concepts threatened its existence, but the latter
would not necessarily have been destructive if the internal reforms had been successful. During
the transitional period, the state's lack of a proper geopolitical vision and its exclusion from the
construction of a discourse on its future were particularly serious problems. Since the world
system was not stable at the time, and the fate of Central Europe was not considered as

important as before, it was possible for earlier particularistic actors to take the initiative and
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shape the discourse. The role of these forces and their legacies in the production of geopolitical
knowledge and images were and are still decisive today.

The disintegration of the Monarchy is still relevant in many ways. Firstly, we are in a
similar period of geopolitical transition, the rules of the international system are changing, and
the space for countries to manoeuvre has widened. We can see many examples, like Turkey.
The main challengers are China and Russia, which are seeking to change the world order. This
situation, as in the early 20th century, challenges the elites of all states. The position of decision-
makers is not easy because the choices they make in these critical decades will have a major
impact on the long-term future of their country or community. State leaders must correctly
perceive and adapt to the changing geopolitical world order. In addition, it is evident that the
links between society and the state are weakening — in most the western democracy too — at
various levels almost everywhere, and many state elites do not have or do not embrace their
geopolitical visions, especially in semi-peripheral, peripheral countries like Hungary. They
usually follow the great powers' visions — US, China, Russia — without questioning, which often
results in vulnerability and dependence, legitimising their superiority and geopolitical concepts.
In many cases, however, the countries have to adapt and choose between the emerging blocks.
Nor can it be neglected that the geopolitical concepts are still very closely intertwined with
science and the press today. It is not only the geopolitical world order that is changing but also
the argument based on geopolitical narratives is back. Being aware of this and actively
participating in the formation of geopolitical discourses is also crucial; no country should fall

asleep, otherwise, it could easily follow the path of the Austro-Hungarian Monarchy.
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Ozet
11 Eyliil 2001 terdr saldirilari, Bati diinyasinda irk¢ilik, yabanci diismanlig ve Islamofobi gibi
koklii sorunlarin yiikselisini hizlandiran carpict bir dénem baglatmistir. 11 Eyliil sonrasi
donemde yayginlasan diigmanca sdylem ve tutumlar, Avrupa toplumlarinda nefret
tohumlarinin filizlenmesi i¢in uygun bir ortam meydana getirmistir. 2015 yilinda tepe
noktasina ulagsan yogun Suriyeli gocii ile birlikte Almanya’da gog tartigmalar: tekrar siyasetin
ana giindem konularindan biri olmaya baslamistir. Suriye I¢ Savasi’ndan kacan Suriyeli
miilteciler Avrupa’dan siginma talep etmislerdir. Angela Merkel’in bir siire ytiriittiigii acik kap1
politikasinin da etkisi ile Almanya’da toplum genel olarak yerinden olmus kisilere kars
hosgoriilii bir tutum izlese de yeni gelenlerin 6zellikle Miisliiman olmasindan kaynaklanan
hosnutsuzluk da kendisini gdstermeye baslamistir. Bu iklimi giizel okuyan Almanya i¢in
Alternatif Partisi (AfD/Alternative fiir Deutschland), siyasi kampanyasini 6zellikle gogmen
karsithig1 ile sekillendirmis ve en nihayetinde 2017 yilinda Almanya Federal Meclis
secimlerinde %12, 6 oy oraniyla 6nemli bir konum kazanmaigstir. Parti, programinda ve se¢im
kampanyalarinda 6zellikle gogmen karsitlig1, yabanci diismanligi ve Islam karsithgina vurgu
yapmustir. AfD’nin kurulusundan bir yil sonra Ekim 2014'te Dresden'de kurulan PEGIDA ise
ayni1 sdylemi savunan ve 6zellikle Avrupa’nin Islamlasmasina kars1 kurulmus bir drgiittiir. Bu
caligmada, 2015 yilindaki miilteci krizini takiben Almanya’ya go¢ eden Suriyeli miiltecilere
kars1 ortaya cikan tepkiler ve AfD ile PEGIDA nin bu tepkiler dogrultusundaki siyaseti ve

hareketleri incelenecektir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: PEGIDA, AfD, Irk¢ilik, Asir1 Sag, Islamofobi
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POLITICAL REFLECTIONS OF SYRIAN MIGRATION TO GERMANY AFTER
2015: THE CASE OF PEGIDA MOVEMENT AND AfD PARTY
Abstract
The terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001 started a striking period that accelerated the rise of
deep-rooted problems such as racism, xenophobia and Islamophobia in the Western world. The
hostile rhetoric and attitudes that became widespread in the post-9/11 period created a suitable
environment for the seeds of hatred to sprout in European societies. With the intense Syrian
migration reaching its peak in 2015, the immigration debate in Germany has once again become
one of the main agenda topics of politics. Syrian refugees fleeing the Syrian Civil War sought
asylum in Europe. With the effect of Angela Merkel's open-door policy for a while, although
the society in Germany generally followed a tolerant attitude towards the displaced, the
discontent caused by the new arrivals, especially Muslims, started to show itself. The
Alternative Party for Germany (AfD/Alternative fiir Deutschland), which reads this climate
well, shaped its political campaign especially with anti-immigration and ultimately gained an
important position in the German Bundestag elections in 2017 with 12. 6% of the votes. The
party especially emphasized anti-immigration, xenophobia and Islamophobia in its program
and election campaigns. PEGIDA, which was founded in Dresden in October 2014, a year after
the establishment of the AfD, is an organization that advocates the same discourse and was
founded especially against the Islamization of Europe. In this study, the reactions to the Syrian
refugees who migrated to Germany following the refugee crisis in 2015 and the policies and

actions of the AfD and PEGIDA in line with these reactions will be examined.

Keywords: PEGIDA, AfD, Racism, Extreme Right, Islamophobia
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I. Giris

Almanya, Ikinci Diinya Savasi’nda Hitler’in liderliginde gerceklestirilen Yahudi Soykirimi
nedeniyle olusan olumsuz imaj1 degistirmek i¢in, siyasi baskidan kacan herkesin Almanya'ya
siginma hakki oldugunu kabul etmekte ve bunu Federal Almanya Cumhuriyeti Temel Yasasi
16A maddesi dogrultusunda da anayasal olarak koruma altina almaktadir (Minardi ve Feronika,
2019: 780). Dolaywstyla 2015 yilinda gog¢men hareketliligi tepe noktasina ulastiginda
Almanya’nin o donemki Sansolyesi Angela Merkel’in siirlari kapatip yerinden olmus kisilere
yardimi reddetmesi bir bakima Alman anayasasini ¢ignemek sayilabilirdi. Almanya, 2015
yilina kadar en kalabalik miilteci grubunu kabul eden iilke oldugu goriilmektedir. Alman
hiikiimeti, genel bir ¢agr1 agiklama ile, Suriyeli miiltecilerin, hangi AB {ilkesine ilk girmis
olurlarsa olsunlar Almanya'da hos karsilanacaklarin1 ve burada kalabileceklerini ifade etmistir
(Independent, 2015). Bu politika, Suriye I¢ Savasi’ndan kagan bir¢ok siginmacinin Almanya'ya
her gecen giin artan talebi ile sonuglanmistir. Almanya Suriye’de yasanan i¢ savasin etkisi ile
2015 yilinda gb¢ rekoru kirmis ve 2 milyon 140 bin kisiyi iilkeye kabul etmistir ve gliniimiizde
daha onceden iilkede bulunanlar ile birlikte Almanya’da toplam 21, 9 milyon go¢men kokenli
yasamaktadir (Deutsche Welle, 2021). Ancak Merkel'in 6nerdigi ve iilkesinden biiyiik oranda
karsilik bulan acik kap1 politikasi, Sirbistan, Slovenya, Hirvatistan ve Macaristan gibi 6zellikle
Dogu Avrupa olarak nitelendirilebilecek diger AB iilkelerinde gé¢men karsiti protestolari
kiskirtmgtir (Stewart, 2020:1215). Istihdam Arastirmas1 Enstitiisii, Go¢ ve Miilteciler Federal
Ofisi Arastirma Merkezi (BAMF-FZ) ve Almanya Sosyo-Ekonomik Paneli tarafindan
yiirlitiillen ve Almanya'ya girig yapan 4.500’e yakin siginmacinin sosyodemografik 6zelliklerini
iceren arastirma, siginmacilarin genelde iilkelerindeki savas, siddet ve olumsuz ekonomik
kosullar nedeniyle iilkelerini terk ettiklerini, egitim diizeyi ve meslek deneyimi konusunda
farkliliklar gosterdiklerini, Almanya’ya gelene kadar cogunun Almanca bilmedigini ortaya
koymaktadir (Vardarli, Khatib, Uygur ve Goniiltas, 2019: 662). Diger taraftan Almanya'ya
iltica bagvurusunda bulunan ¢ok sayida miilteci, Islamofobinin yiikselisiyle birlikte tabandan
gelen hosnutsuzluk ve hosgoriisiizliikle her giin daha fazla kars1 karsiya kalmaktadir. Buna ek
olarak, sigmmma basvurusunda bulunanlarin hepsinin hayati tehlikesinin bulunmamasi, yeni
gelenlere karst siipheciligi arttirmakta ve bu lilkede de gocmen karsiti protestolar
yayginlagtirmaktadir.

Gogmen sayisindaki belirgin artis zaten 2000°’1i y1llardan itibaren gdgmen {ilkesi oldugu
kabul etmis bulunan Almanya’da gd¢men karsiti sdylem ve eylemlerin artmasina neden
olmustur. Go¢men karsit1 sdylemlerin en belirgin savlarindan biri gé¢menlerin sug ile olasi

iligkisidir. Zaman igerisinde go¢menler sug ile bagdastirilmaya baslanmis, toplumun bir kesimi
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yerinden olmus kisilere karsi olduk¢a hosgoriilii iken diger bir kismi siirekli olarak
hosnutsuzlugunu dile getirir olmustur. Istatistiklere bakildiginda 2015 yilinda Almanya’da
Alman suglu sayist 1.877.492 iken, yabanci suclularin sayist 1.116.512 olarak
saptanmugtir (Giirlevik, 2018: 38). 2015 yilinda, en az bir gd¢menin siipheli olarak tanimlandig:
233 sug kaydedildi ve bu 2014 yilina gore %91'lik bir artisa tekabiil etmektedir ¢ilinkii 2014
yilinda 122 sug islenmisti (Eufastcheck. eu, 2021). Almanya I¢isleri Bakanligi'na gére, 2017
yilinda 27 yasadis1 go¢men, cinayet veya adam oldiirme sugunu islemis veya tesebbiisiinde
bulunmugstur. AfD, gogmenler tarafindan 447 kisinin suca karistigini iddia etmistir. 447 kisi
cogu yasal olarak Almanya'da bulunan tiim siginmacilarin ve miiltecilerin cinayetlerini veya
oldiirmeye tesebbiislerini ifade etmektedir. 2017 yilinda, kaydedilen tiim suc¢larin yaklasik %8,
5'1 géb¢men suclular tarafindan islendi (Bbc, 2018). BKA (Alman Ceza Federal Polisi)
raporlari, gé¢menler tarafindan iglenen suglarin ¢cogunlugunun, genellikle 30 yas ve altindaki
geng, erkek gogmenler arasinda olmaya devam ettigini vurgulamistir. Bu arada, BKA'nin 2018
raporuna gore, gobgmen sucu magdurlarin orani genel tiim suglarin yaklagik %5'i’ne tekabiil
etmistir. Bununla birlikte, 2018'de tiim cinayet ve adam 6ldiirme kurbanlarinin %8'i go¢gmendi
(Infomigrants, 2019). BKA tarafindan yaymlanan istatistiklere goére, 2019 yilinda
Almanya'daki tiim suglarin %35'ini Alman pasaportu olmayan siipheliler isledi. Ayrica 2019'da
cinsel suclarda bir artig oldu ve {i¢ cinsel sugtan birden fazlasini temsil eden 8.189 siipheli
“Alman olmayan” olarak listelendi (%36) 699. 261 Alman olmayan siiphelinin yaklasik %38'i
istatistiklere gore “gd¢cmen gegmisi olan” kisiler olarak listelendi. Alman pasaportlu Alman
olmayanlar, bu toplamdaki siiphelilerin ¢ogunu olusturuyordu. Polis memurlar1 ve yetkilileri

'i (13

de 2019'da giderek artan bir sekilde saldiriya ugradi ve siiphelilerin %31'i “gorevli yetkililere”
direnis veya saldiri ile ilgili davalarda gogmen olarak listelendi. “Ciddi bedensel zarar” i¢eren
saldirn davalarinda, siliphelilerin %37'si gogmendi. Go¢menler tarafindan islenen suglarin
oranindaki artisa ragmen, Almanya federal hiikiimeti memurlarin rkeilik karsiti kurslara
katilmalarini zorunlu kild1 (Remixnews, 2020).

2015 yilinda Almanya’da asir1 sagcilar tarafindan islenen suglarin bir 6nceki yila oranla
yiizde 30 artmustir. Federal Igisleri Bakanligi’nin paylastig1 istatistige gore, 2015 yili icerisinde
asir1 sageilar tarafindan 13 bin 846 sug islendi. Asir1 sag tarafindan 2015 yili igerisinde iglenen
suclardan 921’1 siddet icermistir. Resmi verilere gore, 2014 yilinda siddet i¢eren suglarin sayisi
496 olmustu (Voa, 2016). Almanya'da 2018 yilinda miilteci ve miilteci yurtlarin1 hedef alan
yaklasik 2 bin sug kayitlara gecti. Alman meclisi Sol Parti grubunun soru dnergesine, Igisleri

Bakanligi'nin verdigi yanitta, islenen suglarin 1775'inin dogrudan miiltecileri hedef aldig1 ve

bunlarin 1736'sinin agir1 sag kaynakli oldugu kaydedildi. Sug eylemlerinin 173'tinde ise miilteci
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yurtlariin hedef alindig: belirtildi. Bu eylemlerde toplam 315 kisinin yaralandig: ifade edildi.
Istatistiklere gore, 2017 yilinda siyasi kaynakli olarak siniflandirilan miiltecilere yonelik 1903,
yurtlara yonelik de 312 su¢ eylemi kaydedilmisti. 2016 yilinda ise miiltecileri hedef alan 2 bin
561, yurtlarina yonelik olarak da 995 su¢ eylemi kayitlara gecmisti (Deutsche Welle, 2019).
Neue Osnabriicker Zeitung /Yeni Osnabriick gazetesi’ne gore; siginmacilar ve konaklama
yerlerine 2019 yilinda 1.749 saldir1 kaydedilmisken, 2020'del. 690 saldir1 gergeklestirilmistir.
2021 yilinda Almanya'da siginmacilara yonelik- cogu sagci gruplarin iiyeleri tarafindan- 1.
250'den fazla saldir1 kaydedildi (Infomigrants, 2022).

Almanya’da i¢ istihbarattan sorumlu Anayasay1 Koruma Teskilati’nin 2019 y1l1 raporuna
gore, asir1 sagcilarin sayisinda da asir1 sag kaynakl suglarda da artis kaydedildi. 2019 yilinda
asir1 sag kaynakli suglar bir dnceki yila gore %9,7 artarak 21 bin 290 olarak kayitlara gecti.
2018 yilinda ise bu say1 19 bin 409 bin olarak tespit edilmisti. Rapora gore, asir1 sagcilarin
isledigi siddet suclarinin sayisi ise %15 azalarak, 925 olarak belirlendi. 2019 yilinda asir1 sag
kaynakli toplam 7 cinayete tesebbiis ve cinayet vakasi kaydedildi. Haziran 2019’da Kassel
Bolge Valisi Walter Liibcke’ nin oldiiriilmesi ile Ekim 2019°da Halle’de bir sinagogu hedef
alan ve 2 kisinin hayatin1 kaybettigi saldir1 bu vakalar arasinda gdsterildi (Deutsche Welle,
2020). Asir1 sagcilarin, iilkede isledikleri suglara iliskin say1 2016’da 23 bin 555 ve 2017'de 20
bin 520 saldir1 kayitlara gegmistir. Siginmacilara yonelik saldilar 2020'de 1.069, 2019°da 1620,
2018°de 1770 ve 2017°de 1903 saldir1 olarak kayitlara gecti. Almanya Icisleri Bakan1 Horst
Seehofer’in yaptig1 agiklamada; 2020'de Asir1 sagcilar tarafindan 23 bin 604 sug islendigi ve
bu suglarin son 20 yilin en yiiksek seviyesine ulastigt belirtildi. Almanya'da en son ki kanlh
saldirida 9 kisi can vermisti. Frankfurt kenti yakinlarinda bulunan Hanau’da 19 Subat 2020°de
irk¢1 Tobias Rathjen tarafindan iki nargile kafeye ve bir biifeye 1rk¢r saldirt diizenlenmisti.
Saldirida Mercedes Kierpacz, Sedat Giirbiiz, Gokhan Giiltekin, Hamza Kurtovig, Ferhat Unvar,
Kaloyan Velkov, Vili Viorel Paun, Said Nesar Hashemi ve Fatih Saracoglu hayatini
kaybetmisti. Rathjen, saldirinin ardindan evine donerek annesi Gabriele Rathjen'i 61diirdiikten
sonra intihar etmisti (Euronews, 2021). 2020 yilinda nefret su¢u kapsaminda 10. 000 sug islendi
ve bir dnceki yila nazaran neredeyse %20 daha yiiksekti ve bu nefret suclarmin %87'si asir
sagcilar tarafindan motive ediliyordu. Mart 2021'de kabul edilen agir1 sagcilik ve nefret suguyla
miicadele yasasi bu fenomenle miicadelede 6nemli bir adimdir. Yaklasik 24. 000 olayda, asir1
sagcilik tarafindan motive edilen cezai suglarin sayisi rekor seviyeye ulasti (Mediendienst,
2021).

“2015 Sigmmaci krizinde” Almanya'da ii¢ olay viral hale geldi ve kamuoyu

diisiincelerini etkiledi. {lki, 16 Temmuz 2015'te Sansdlye Angela Merkel ve geng bir Filistinli
April 2022 & Issue 4 40



Journal of International Relations and Political Science Studies — JIRPS

miilteci olan Reem Sahwil arasindaki konugmaydi. Bu tesadiifi konusmada miilteci geng sinir
dis1 olma korkusunu Merkel’e sdylemisti ve gencin kalma istegi toplumda bir sempati
yaratmust1. ikinci olayda ise, 2 Eyliil 2015'te ii¢ yasindaki Suriyeli Aylan Kurdi Bodrum
sahilinde bogulmus, cesedinin fotograflarinin yayinlanmasiyla miiltecilere karsi yeni bir
Willkommenskultur (karsilama kiiltiirii) olusmustu. Ugiincii olay ise; 2015 yeni yil arifesinde
Koéln'deki Alman kadina yonelik cinsel saldirilarinin olmasi yabancilara karsi diismanligi
tetiklemistir (Borneman, 2017:110). Bu iki olayla birlikte olusan olumlu hava K6ln’deki cinsel
saldiridan sonra gogmenlere karsi olusan sempatiyi azaltmigtir. Angela Merkel miiltecilere agik
kap1 yaklasimiyla ilerlerken, diger Avrupa iilkeleri de ayni yolu izlemeyi reddetti. Almanya’nin
bu politikasina ilk muhalif olan herhangi bir dayanigmay1 reddeden ve Schengen'in 6liimiinii
ilan eden Bagbakan Viktor Orban araciligiyla Macaristan'dir. Almanya ile diger Avrupa
iilkeleri arasindaki ugurum, Yunanistan bor¢ krizi ve Euro bolgesi gibi konularda agilmistir.
Bu ac¢igin kapatilamamasinin  AB'nin dagilmasi anlamina gelebilecegini ifade edenler
bulunmaktadir. Diger taraftan Avrupa degerlerine gore Avrupa hem vatandaslarint hem de yeni
gelenleri kapsamalidir. Avrupa zaten kiiltiirler aras1 olmay1 hedeflemekte, korku ve nefretin
kamusal sOylemden uzak tutulmasi gerekmektedir. Ancak bugiine kadar Avrupa, ortak
degerlerin Gtesinde ortak bir kimlik duygusu ve “karma kimligini” koruyan bir Avrupa fikri
sunamamistir (Postelnicescu, 2016: 205). Hiikiimet, hangi miiltecilerin hos karsilanacagina ve
hangilerinin reddedilecegine, onlar1 biyopolitik olarak degerlendirerek karar vermektedir.
Almanya miiltecilere kars1 agik kap1 politikasi sayesinde Alman sanayisi ve hizmet sektdrii igin
geng ve vasifll igglicli olarak Suriyelileri degerlendirmeyi digiinmektedir. Buna gore, yiiz
binlerce Suriyeli miilteci i¢in Alman sinirlariin agilmasi, Alman niifusunun hem duygusal
hem de maddi refahina yonelik bir biyopolitik hamle olarak anlasilmalidir. Biyopolitik;
Almanya kendi ekonomik ¢ikarlarina uygun gordiigii miiltecileri iilkesine kabul edip istihdam
etmesi demektir. Miilteciler ev sahibi niifusun biyolojik ve duygusal refahini artirma
kapasitelerine gore ‘degerli’ ve 'degerli olmayan' olarak iki gruba ayrilabilmektedir. Bir¢cok
biiyiik Alman sirketi tarafindan paylasilan goriise gore; miiltecilerin ¢cogu geng, iyi egitimli ve
motivasyonu yiiksek oldugu icin sirketlerin aradigi 6zelliktedir. Bu perspektifler, hiikiimetin
de merkezi bir biyopolitik ajanda yiiriitmesi i¢in yeterlidir. Almanya'nin niifusu azalmakta ve
yaslanmaktadir. 2060 yilinda niifusun 81,3 milyondan 70,8'e milyona diismesi tahmin
edilmektedir. Sonug olarak, Almanya'da bagimlilik orani yani niifustaki yasli insanlarin gii¢lii
ve vergi getiren iscilere nazaran orani artmaktadir (Mavelli, 2017: 830). 2015 yilinda
Twitter’da miiltecilere karst soylemleri inceledikleri ¢aligmasinda miiltecilerin sadece miilteci

olduklar i¢in degil, 6zellikle Miisliiman olduklar1 i¢in Avrupa’dan sinir dis1 etme fikirlerinin
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yer aldigin1 ve bazi tweetler kullanicilart miiltecilerin medeni olmayan sekilde davrandiklari,
iilke i¢in yiik olduklarini ve sahte pasaportla tilkelere giris yaptiklari i¢in elestirmektedirler. Bu
tweetler atilirken “Islam bir problemdir”, “Merkel gitmeli”, “PEGIDA”, “Islam’1 yasakla”
hashtagleri siklikla kullanilmistir (Gualda ve Rebello, 2016:209).

Ayhan Kaya’ya gore; 11 Eyliil olay1, Norveg’te yasanan Breivik katliami, PEGIDA
hareketleri, Charlie Hebdo saldirisindan sonra Batili iilkelerde giderek yiikselen Islam
korkusunun yani Islamofobinin aslinda korku tacirleri, muhafazakar iktidarlar ve siyasal
partiler tarafindan {iiretilmis bir ideoloji oldugunu iddia etmektedir. 1974 yilindan bu yana
giderek katmerlenen yoksulluk, dislanmislik, esitsizlik ve issizlik gibi yapisal sorunlari
¢ozemeyen Batili neoliberal iktidarlar adeta Islomofobyay1 siyasal bir ideoloji olarak
kullanarak yurttaglarinin oylarinin pesinde kogsmuslardir. Sorunun ana akim merkez partilerin
yillardan beri gorevlerini yeterince iyi yapmadiklart i¢in asir1 sagin yiikseldigini
savunmaktadir. Sag siyaset dnceki zamanlar Anti-semitist yaklasimlarla kendine giinah kegisi
bulmustu. Miisliimanlar ¢ok az yasadigi Almanya’nin eski dogu eyaletlerinde Miisliiman
karsiti eylem yapmast aslinda kendi sosyo-ekonomik ve politik kosullarindan memnun
olmayan insanlarin giderek popiiler olan Islomofobik dili kullanmak suretiyle dikkat cekme ve
mesruiyet edinme ¢abalarina isaret etmektedir (Kaya, 2016: 238). Yabancilarin az yasadig1 bir
Sachsen-Anhalt eyaletinde yapilan arastirma ilgingtir. Sachsen'de asirilikla ilgili yapilan bir
aragtirma sonucuna gore; gercek yabanci sayisindaki artis ile yabanci karsitt duygu arasinda
bir iliski kurmustur: Sachsen-Anhalt, eyaletler arasinda en az sayida yabanciya sahip olan fakat
yabancilara karst en fazla diigmanliga sahip olan eyalettir (%42) ve diger Dogu Almanya
eyaletleri bu iliskiyi dogrulamaktadir. Ornegin; Bavyera (batida) en biiyiik yabanci niifusa
sahip olmasina ragmen, Bavyeralilar yabanci diismanliginda ikinci sirada (%30) yer almistir
(Pickel ve Decker, 2016:160). Almanya’da giderek goriiniir hal alan Hristiyan-Musevi ittifaki,
adeta Ikinci Diinya Savasi yillarinda yasanan Yahudi Soykirimi’nin toplumsal hafizadaki
izlerini bir dl¢iide olsa silebilmek icin Islam’mn karsisinda kendine siyasal bir zemin
bulabilmektedir (Widmann, 2013:7). 24 Eyliil 2017°de yapilan se¢im sonucuna gore; Hristiyan
Birlik partileri (CDU/CSU) oylarin %33'liinii, Sosyal Demokrat Parti (SPD) %20’sini, bir
onceki bolgesel secime katilmamis olan Asir1 sagcl, Islam ve gdc karsitt Almanya igin
Alternatif Partisi (AfD) ise %13,3 oyla Federal Meclis'e (Bundestag) girmistir. AfD lideri
Alexander Gauland ise ilk sonuglarin belli olmasindan sonra yaptig1 agiklamada “Almanya'y1
degistirme” sozii verdi ve Bagbakan Angela Merkel'den hesap sormaya devam edeceklerini
sOyledi. Almanya Devlet Televizyonu ARD'nin sandik ¢ikis anketine gore AfD eski Dogu
Almanya'da ¢ok daha gii¢lii ve orada oylarin %21,5'ini, eski Bati Almanya'da ise %11'ini
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almistir. ZDF Televizyonu’nun sandik ¢ikis anketine gore; eski Dogu Almanya'da erkek
se¢menlerin %27'sinin AfD'ye oy vermistir. AfD'nin bu se¢imdeki afisinde kisisel savunma
icin bes farkli biber gazi tiirlinii tasvir etmistir. Afiste sunlar yazmustir: “Kdln'den beri
Berlinliler savunmalarin1 giiclendirdi. Akilli olanlar AFD'ye oy veriyor.” Koln’deki tecaviiz
olayina gonderme yapmistir (Bbcnews, 2017).

26 Eyliil 2021 yilinda yapilan genel se¢im sonuglarina gore, SPD %25,7 ile birinci, CDU-
CSU %24,1 ile ikinci sirada yer almistir. Uciincii siradaki Yesiller Partisi'nin oran1 %14,8 ve
dordiincii siradaki Hiir Demokrat Parti'nin (FDP) %11,5. AfD %10, 3 ile besinci, Sol Parti (Die
Linke) de %4,9 oy oranina sahiptir. Tiim partiler, asir1 sagci1 ve Avrupa Birligi karsit1 AfD ile
birlikte caligmayacaklarini agiklamistir (Bbcnews, 2021).

II. AfD- (Alternative fiir Deutschland)

Almanya’da 2013 yilinda kurulan agir1 sagc1 AfD Partisi, 2008 Euro krizinde Almanya’nin
uyguladig1 ekonomi politikalarina yonelik elestiri ve Avrupa Birligi’nde Euro’nun ortak para
birimi olarak kullanilmasina bir karsi durus olarak ortaya ¢ikmistir. Merkel’in politikalarini
hedefe alan bu elestiriler Yunanistan’a yapilan borg¢ aktariminin durmasi, ortak para biriminden
cikilmas1 ve AB igerisindeki devletlerin ulusal egemenliginin giiglendirilmesi gibi talepler
izerine kuruluydu. AfD baslangigta Euro bolgesinden ¢ikmayi savunan partiden, 2015 Suriye
miilteci krizinden sonra miilteci karsit1 partiye dogru evirilmistir. AfD’nin kurucu liderlerinden
biri olan Alexander Gauland, Miisliiman karsiti sdylemlerinde Miisliman gdciiniin derhal
yasaklanmasini, Avrupa Birligi’nin dis sinirlarinin kalici olarak kapatilmasini ve basortiisiiniin
yasaklanmasini talep etmektedir (Minardi ve Feronika, 2019:785).

AfD’nin siyasi programinda yer alan “AfD’nin birincil siyasal amaclarindan birisi,
gelecek kusaklara aktarmak tizere Alman kiiltiirel mirasin1 korumak ve bu kiiresellesme ve
dijitallesme caginda onun benzersiz karakterini siirdirmek ve gelistirmektir” ifadesi
(Manifesto for Germany, 2017: 46), gociin kiiltiirel alana tehdit olarak kodlanmasinin agik bir
ornegini  olusturmaktadir. Miilteciler, aslinda Nazi Almanya’sindaki  Yahudileri
konumlandirdigi ideolojiye ¢ok da benzer sekilde, Alman kiiltiirliniin ‘homojenligini’ bozan,
onu asimile eden bir tehlike unsuru olarak tanimlanmistir. Parti programinda, gdg¢men
politikalarinin hosgoriilii ve tesvik edici tutumunun gé¢gmenler tarafindan suiistimal edildigini,
bu yiizden siginma talepleri reddedilen, oturma izinleri olmayan kisilerin derhal sinir dist
edilmesi gerektigi vurgulanmistir (Atag, 2019:13).

AfD’nin se¢im afisleri de bu goriisleri yansitmaktadir. Ornegin; “Cok kiiltiirliiliigii

durdur, vatanim Alman kalacak!” (Deutsche Welle, 2015), “Siginmaci kaosu durdurulsun! Bu
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bizim iilkemiz Sayin Merkel!” (Vicenews, 2016) gibi sloganlar partinin durdugu yeri agikca
ortaya koymaktadir.

III. PEGIDA’mn Faaliyetleri

PEGIDA (Patriotische Europder Gegen die Islamisierung des Abendlandes/Bati’nin
Islamlasmasina Kars1 Vatansever Avrupalilar) Ekim 2014'te Dresden'de Lutz Bachmann
tarafindan kurulan ve ISID’in Ayn El Arab saldirisini gergeklestirmesinden sonra Dresden’de
PKK’y1 destekleyen gruplar oldugu sdylenen iki grubun ¢atigmasina tepki olarak ortaya ¢ikmis
ve Ortadogu’daki ¢atismalarin kendi iilkelerine taginacagindan endise duyan 300 kisilik bir
grup PEGIDA olarak ilk gosterilerini Dresden’de gostermistir (Alkan, 2015: 283). Bu orgiit,
Almanya'ya gelen Miisliiman gé¢menlere karsi milliyetci ve radikal gruplarin olusturdugu bir
sagci hareket olarak tanimlanabilir (Minardi ve Feronika, 2019: 784). PEGIDA temelde,
Almanya’y1 olusturan dinler, degerler, gelenekler, diller ve etnik benzerlikleri korumak ve
Almanya’yr gd¢menlerden veya miiltecilerden gelecek tehditlere karsi savunmak igin
kurulmusgtur. Onlara gore, Dogu ve Bat1 medeniyetinin ikilemi sosyal ¢atigmayi tetikleyecek
ve bu catisma Avrupali kimligini ortadan kaldiracakti (Yanarigik, 2018:109). PEGIDA’ ’nin
gosterilerindeki pankartlar ve sdylemlerden anlasildign iizere “Islam’a degil, Batinin
Islamlagmasina” kars1 oldugunu sdylemektedir. Bu hareket, Bat1 kiiltiiriinii koruma hakkini 6n
plana ¢ikarip ve bu kiiltiire adapte olamayacagini 6nden kabul ettikleri gdgmen topluluklarinin
olusturdugu farkli toplum yapilanmasina karsidir (Zenginoglu ve Kanat, 2016:269).
PEGIDA’nin isteklerine bakildiginda hareket, koktenci islam orgiitlerine karsidir, iltica ile
siginma yasalarinin zorlagmasini talep etmekte, miilteci ve siginmacilara verilen haklardan
sikayetci olduklar1 goriilmektedir. Sorunun ¢6ziimii icin Almanya ve Avrupa’ya gogiin
durdurulmasini talep etmektedirler.

PEGIDA hareketi Aralik 2014’te 19 maddelik bir manifesto yaymlamistir. Bu
manifestoda PEGIDA’nin savundugu ve reddettigi konular acgiklanmistir. Buna gore
PEGIDA ’nin savundugu konular su sekildedir: Sug isleyen miilteciler ve gd¢menler smir dist
edilmelidir, Miilteciler merkezi bir yerde toplanmayip tiim Alman eyaletlerine dagitilmalidir,
Avrupa Birligi merkezi bir daire kurmali ve miiltecileri tespit edip lilkelere gére dagitmalidir,
Emniyet birimlerine daha fazla biit¢e ayrilmalidir, Kadin diisman1 ve siddet yanlis1 ideolojiler
reddedilmelidir, Kanada, Isvicre ve Giiney Afrika modeli kontrollii gd¢ politikasi
uygulanmalidir, Halk 6nemli kararlara daha fazla dahil edilmelidir, Miilteci bagvurular kisa
siirede karara baglanip siir dist edilecekler daha hizli sinir disi edilmeli, edilmeyenler daha

cabuk Almanya’ya uyum saglayacak kurslara yonlendirilmelidir. Reddedilen konular ise su
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sekildedir; Dini veya siyasi radikal olusumlar, hangi dinden olursa olsun nefret vaazi, gettolar,
paralel toplum yapisi, seriat polisi gibi unsurlar ve son olarak Alman Anayasasi’nin terdr
orgiitll ilan ettigi orgiitlere silah yardimimin yapilmasidir (Alkan, 2015:285). Frank Richter
tarafindan PEGIDA hareketine destek verenler; Holiganlar ve NPD sempatizanlar1 (Asir1 sag
goriigliic Almanya Ulusal Demokratik Partisi), Alman kiiltiir ve gelenekleri i¢in endiselenen
insanlar, Almanya’nin iltica ve miilteci politikalarin1 hosnut olmayanlar ve son olarak
toplumun basarisizlar1 ve kaybedenleri seklinde dort gruba ayrilmiglardir (Lpb, 2016).

Kasim 2015’te  PEGIDA’min  Hollanda’daki gosterisinde “Islamlasma, Avrupa
Birligi’nin 6tanazisidir” ve “Artik kebap yemeyin, Tiirkiye’ye gitmeyin” yazan pankartlar
dikkat c¢ekmigtir. 11 Ekim 2015°teki gosteride hareketin Hollanda lideri Raffi Chohan
konusmasinda, Islam’1n baris¢1 bir din olmadigini, Islam kiiltiiriiniin Miisliimanlarin ruh ve akil
sagligin1 bozdugunu iddia etmistir. Diger taraftan agikc¢a ayrimci ve nefret sdylemi igeren bu
ifadelerden sonra Utrecht Savciligi sorusturma baslatmistir (Bbc, 2015). PEGIDA Dernegi’nin
programinda AB’den ¢ikma, para birimi olarak Alman Mark’in1 yeniden kabul etme, AB
parlamentosunda bulunan muhafazakar partilerle is birligi yapma gibi ilkeler yer almaktadir.
Dresden iiniversitesinde yapilan bir arastirmaya gore; PEGIDA iiyelerinin yas ortalamasi 48
civarinda oldugu, iyelerinin tamamma yakiminin erkek oldugu, kiliseye bagliliklarinin
olmadigi, egitimli, orta iistii gelirli kimseler oldugunu ortaya koymustur. Ayrica tiyelerinin
beste birinin kendini Protestan olarak tanitmaktadir. Alman ana akim seckinlere karsi cephe
alan bu dernek ayni zamanda Yahudi aleyhtaridir. Sloganlar1 “Almanya uyaniyor, her giin
arttyoruz.” PEGIDA ayn1 zamanda feminist ve escinseller hareketlerine de kars1 ¢ikmaktadir
(Abadan-Unat, 2017:42).

PEGIDA sempatizanlarinin sayis1 2014'tin sonundan 2015'e kadar énemli dl¢ilide artt1.
Suriyeli miiltecilerin iilkeye kabul edilmesinden sonra bu sayinin artmasi dikkat c¢ekicidir.
Ocak 2015'te PEGIDA taraftar1 sayis1 18. 000'e olarak tahmin edilmektedir (Hauth, 2019:5-
17). Hareketin ana 6zelligi, hiikiimetin iltica politikasinin basarisiz oldugu iddiasi, mevcut
elitlerin elestirisi ve Miisliiman karsit1 irk¢1r muhalefettir. Ayrica camilerin ve bagortiisiiniin
kamusal goriiniirliigiinden de rahatsiz olmaktadirlar. Onemli bir ek tema da 'Bati Almanya'nin
kiistahlig1' ve Dogu Almanlara yonelik ayrimciliktir (Aleksandra, 2018: 509). Bu bakimdan
eski Dogu Almanya’nin incisi konumundaki Dresden’de 2015 yilindaki gosteri bir milat olarak
nitelendirilebilir. Dresden’deki toplantidaki yiiksek katilim {ilke ¢capinda yerel subelere ilham
vermistir. Gosterilerin baglamasi Suriye ve Irak’ta ISID terdristlerinin vahsi terdr videolarini
diinyaya servis ettikleri doneme denk gelmektedir. ISID tarafindan gergeklestirilen katliam ve

siddet olaylarimin videolarinin internet iizerinden diinya kamuoyuna sunulmasi PEGIDA
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tarafindan organize edilen yabanci, gdgmen ve Islam karsiti gosterilerin basarili olmasinda
onemli bir etken olarak degerlendirilebilir. Diger taraftan, orgiitiin Dresden’deki basarisinin bir
baska nedeni de Dresden Belediyesi’nin sehirde gd¢menler igin yeni bir gecici konaklama
tesisini inga etme planini kamuoyu ile paylagsmasi olmustur (Vorldnder, 2017 :6). Bu aciklama
gocmen karsitlarinin tepkisi ile karsilasmis ve PEGIDA taraftarlarinin hemen organize
olmasiyla Dresden’de ilk gosteri ¢agrisi sosyal medya iizerinden 20 Ekim 2014 tarihi i¢in
yapilmis ve bu gosteriye 300-350 kisinin katildigr tespit edilmistir (Minardi ve Feronika,
2019:786).

Orgiitiin birinci yildéniimiinii kutlamak i¢in 19 Ekim 2015'te, 40. 000 PEGIDA
sempatizani Dresden'in ana caddelerini doldurarak gosteri i¢in toplandi, yukarida da belirtildigi
izere bu gosteri bir milat olarak nitelendirilebilir. PEGIDA orgiitlenmesi i¢indeki gruplarin
bulunduklar1 sehire gore belli isimleri vardir (Minardi ve Feronika, 2019:784). Dresden’de
PEGIDA, Bavyera’da BAGIDA, Darmstadt’da DAGIDA, Bonn’da BOGIDA, Diisseldorf’da
DUGIDA, Ostfriesland’da OGIDA, Leipzig’de LEGIDA olarak isimlendirilir. Bu sehirlerdeki
toplantilarin sekseni bat1 bolgelerinde, altis1 doguda ve altis1 Berlin'de diizenlenmistir. Bu
Almanya genelinde 2014 ve 2015 yillar1 arasinda haftada ortalama bes gosteri diizenlendigi
anlamina gelmektedir (Oner, 2014:87).

PEGIDA ile ilgili olarak dikkate deger bir nokta, katilimecilarinin iyi egitimli ve iyi gelir
sahibi oldugunu gostermektedir (Deutsche Welle, 2015). AfD ve PEGIDA nin seferberlikleri
kamuoyunda yiikselmekte olan 1rk¢1 ve hosgoriisiiz iklimi beslemeye devam ederken, iilke
genelinde gogmenlere ve gocmen kokenlilere yonelik siddet olaylari tehlikeli sekilde
artmaktadir. Irk¢1 siddet 2015 ve 2016 yillarinda Onceki yillara gore dort kat artarak
Almanya’da ciddi bir toplumsal tehdit olusturmaya basladi. Sadece 2016 yilinda miilteci
tesislerini hedef alan 970 saldir1 ve bireysel olarak miiltecilere yonelik 2. 400 saldir1 tespit
edilmistir (Beltron, 2017:34). Rapor edilmeyen olaylarin sayisinin da oldukga yiiksek oldugu
tahmin edilmektedir. Diger taraftan, yine 2016 yilinda camilere yonelik doksan saldirt
diizenlenmistir. Bu saldirilardan yirmi biri dogudaki sehirlerde, ikisi Berlin'de ve altmis sekizi
Almanya'nin batisinda meydana gelmistir (Aleksandra, 2018: 510). Niifus biiyiikliigline gore
hesaplandiginda, siklik bakiminda eski Demokratik Almanya Cumhuriyeti’nin yani eski Dogu
Almanya’nin bulundugu sehirlerde olay sayisinin nispeten daha yiiksek oldugu sdylenebilir.
Diger deyisle, Almanya’nin dogusunda, buralarda daha az yerlesik olmalarina ragmen,
Miisliimanlar daha ¢ok siddete maruz kalirken, irk¢ilik ve Miisliiman karsithgr tim

Almanya’da sistematik olarak artmaktadir. Ozellikle saldirilarin artisa gegtigi dénemde siddete
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maruz kalmasi muhtemel miilteci barmaklar1 ve camileri koruma konusunda yetkililerin

yetersiz kaldiklar1 sdylenebilir (Aleksandra, 2018: 511).

IV.  AfD-PEGIDA iliskisi

AfD, kendisine siyaseten ¢ok yakin olan PEGIDA grubunun faaliyetlerini ve sdylemlerini ifade
ozgirliigii kapsaminda degerlendirmektedir. Aslinda, 2014’ten itibaren parti i¢inde bir tarafta
neoliberal ekonomi uzmanlarinin olusturdugu Bern Lucke dnderligindeki grup, diger tarafta
milliyet¢i-muhafazakar olarak nitelendirebilecegimiz Frauke Petry ve grubu ve en nihayetinde
PEGIDA’ya yakinlig1 ile bilinen Bjorn Hocke gibi isimlerin arasinda bulundugu grup en az {i¢
farkl1 grup arasinda fikir ayriliklar1 mevcuttu (Spiegel, 2019). Ancak Suriye i¢ Savasi sonrasi
2015 yilinda ¢ok yogunlasan Suriyeli gogiine olusan tepkinin bir sonucu olarak milliyetgilik
akimina yon verecek sekilde politikalar olusturmay1 hedefleyen milliyet¢i-muhafazakar kesim,
PEGIDA gibi orgiitlii hareketlerle olan baglarini da artirarak parti igerisinde gili¢ kazanmustir.
Parti i¢inde Bern Lucke etrafinda toplanan isimler PEGIDA’nin asir1 sagc1 ve gdgmen karsiti
tutumuna oldukca mesafeliyken, muhafazakar kesim olan Alexander Gauland, Bjorn Hocke ve
Frauke Petry gibi isimler PEGIDA’ya kars1 sempati duymaktaydi. Bu karsit diistincelerin
yarattig1 ¢cekisme sonucunda milliyet¢i-muhafazakar kanat giiclendi ve 2015 yazinda partinin
neoliberal kanadi lagvedildi, parti artik Frauke Petry’nin 6nderliginde asir1 sagci, gogmen ve
Islam karsit1 bir portre ciziyordu (Dudasova, 2016:318). Zamaninda PEGIDA nin sozciisii
Kathrin Oertel, Kubitschek’in AfD’ye katilma girisimi neoliberal parti orgiitlenmesi tarafindan
engellenmigse de parti icinde asir1 sagin giicii ele gegirmesi ile Kubitschek, 2. 000 kisilik bir
ekiple AfD’ye katilmistir. Bu katilim elbette partinin politika ve sdylemlerine de daha da saga
kayilmas1 seklinde yansimigtir. AfD’nin kurulusundan kisa bir siire sonra yerel
parlamentolarda ve Bundestag’da elde ettigi basarilarda etkili olan bu sdylemler, yogun
Suriyeli gogiiniin yarattig1 atmosfer dogrultusunda etkili sekilde kullanilmustir. Ozellikle dne
¢ikan sdylemler sdyle siralanabilir. Islam dininin Almanya'da yerinin olmadigii sdyleyen
AfD, camilere ayrilan fonlarin kesilmesi, burkanin yasaklanmasi, ezanlara son verilmesi ve
imamlarin giivenlik taramasindan gecirilmesi gibi sdylemleri bulunmaktadir (Bbe, 2017).
Diger taraftan bu yeni ve daha sert sdylem ve propagandalar kamuoyunda zaten mevcut olan
yabanci diigmanligin1 beslemis ve bu goriise sahip toplum kesimlerinden partiye 5000 civari
yeni liye katilmistir (Kemper, 2015:47).

AfD’nin sdylemlerinde 6zellikle 2015 yilindan itibaren miilteci karsitlig1 6n plandadir.
Parti programinda da belirtildigi iizere miilteciler i¢in yeni kurallara ihtiya¢ vardir, Almanya

egitimli ve entegrasyon istegi olan miiltecilere ve go¢menlere gereksinim duymaktadir, diger

April 2022 & Issue 4 47



Journal of International Relations and Political Science Studies — JIRPS

taraftan iilkeye biiylik kalabaliklar halinde gelen insanlarin iilkeye bu sekilde gelislerinin
durdurulmasi gerekmektedir (Aras ve Sagiroglu, 2020: 37). 2015 yilina kadar genelde parti
sOylemi ekonomi odakli iken, 2015 sonrasi parti kimlik siyasetine odaklanmistir. Kimlik
siyasetinde Almanya’ya gelen miiltecilerin “Alman degerlerini” ve “gekirdek kiiltiirii” tehdit
ettigi algisin1 merkeze koyan yaklagim 6ne ¢ikmaktadir (Aras ve Sagiroglu, 2020: 37-38).
Suriyeli gogmenlerin genellikle Miisliimanlardan olusmasi AfD agisindan ayrica tehdit olarak
algilaniyor ve sunuluyordu. 2015 yilinda Almanya’ya yogun gé¢men girisi, partinin baskan
yardimcilarindan Alexander Gauland tarafindan kendileri igin bir “lituf’ olarak
degerlendirilmisti (Spiegel, 2016). Miisliimanlar ve Islam hakkinda kamuoyunda olusmus olan
olumsuz hava AfD gibi asir1 sag ve kg1 siyasi partileri besliyordu ve halen de belemektedir.
2016 yilina ait bir kamuoyu arastirmasinda Alman kamuoyunun %60°1 Islam’1 ve
Miisliimanlart tehlikeli buldugunu ve onlarin Bati degerleriyle uyumlu olmadiklarini
sOyleyecekti (Spiegel, 2016). 2015 “miilteci krizi” ve Merkel’in “agik kapi politikas1”
toplumun bir kesiminde infial yaratmis, ayrica Fransa, Belcika ve Almanya’da radikal
Islamcilar tarafindan gerceklestirilen terdr saldirilari bu gerilimi arttirmisti. Tiim bunlar
AfD’nin oylarinda en azinda bir siire artis yasanmasina neden oldu (Pisoiu ve Remm, 2020:10).
2017 secim programinda AfD’nin amaglar1 arasinda, “devletimizin ve milletimizin kendi
kendini yok etmesi degil, kendini korumasi1” ve “sinirsiz kitlesel go¢ii engellemek i¢in sinirlarin
tek seferde kapatilmasi” 6ne ¢ikmaktadir (Aras ve Sagiroglu, 2020:42). Partiye gore; aile
birlesmeleri yasaklanmali, siginma kanunu yenilenmeli ve mevcut gdgmen sayist azaltilmali,
siginma hakki reddedilenler zaman kaybetmeden sinir dis1 edilmeliydi (Deutsche Welle, 2017).

AfD ve PEGIDA gibi olusumlarin temsil ettigi Islam karsiti gruplar Miisliiman
ibadethanelerini ve miilteci kamplarini hedef almaya devam etmistir (Minardi 2019: 785). 17
Nisan 2015'te Almanya'nin Ren-Vestfalya bolgesindeki Witten kentindeki Sultan Ahmed
Camii asir1 sagc1 gruplar tarafindan yakildi. Koln Ulu Camii, Bremen’deki, Fatih Sultan Camii
ve Hessen'in kuzeyinde olan GroB-Gerau’da olan Beyt-iil Aleem Camii de tahrip edildi
(Minardi ve Feronika 2019: 786). Diger taraftan, 2016 yilinda Bautzen kentindeki miilteci
ikametgahinda gerceklesen ve kundaklama sonucu ¢iktig1 tahmin edilen yanginda, yerel halk
yangini alkiglar ve tezahiiratlarla izleyecekti. Alman hiikiimetinin raporuna goére 2016 yilinda
miiltecilere ve miilteci evlerine 3. 500 saldir1 diizenlendi (Federal Ayrimcilikla Miicadele

Dairesi Yillik Raporu, 2020).
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V. Sonug
Ikinci Diinya Savasi’nin sonundan itibaren, Avrupa pek ¢ok goc dalgasma maruz kalmustir.
Ekonomisini yeniden yapilandirmaya ihtiyag duyan Almanya’ya 1960’larda Italya,
Yunanistan, Eski Yugoslavya ve Tiirkiye’den misafir is¢i (Gastarbeiter) statlisiinde giden
yabanci is¢iler onemli bir gogmen dalgasi olusturmustu. Bunun bir benzeri yaklasik 50 yil
sonra tekrar baslad1 ve 2011°de baslayan Suriye I¢ Savasi sonucu gelen miiltecilerle Almanya
goclerden etkilenmistir. Almanya’da hiikiimetin goce iliskin “agik kapi politikast™ kiiresel
miilteci sorununu, Almanya i¢ siyasetinde ulusal ve siyasal bir kriz boyutuna doniistiirmiistiir.
2015 sigmmaci krizi” hem toplumsal hem de siyasi olarak Almanya’y1 derinden etkilemistir.
Go¢ konusunun siyasal sonuglart diginda, gociin toplumsal karsiliginin ekonomik kaygilar: da
asarak “bir arada yasama sorununa” doniismesi ihtimali yiiksektir. Almanya’nin ekonomik
yapisinda dnemli bir yer edinen gogmenlerin, Alman niifusu i¢inde is giicline bir katk1 yaptig1
aciktir. Almanya sadece savastan kacan siginmacilar1 giivenli yerlere yerlestirmemis ayni
zamanda kendi ekonomik ¢ikarlarina gore ihtiyaci olan siginmaciy1 istthdam etmistir. 11 Eyliil
olay1, Norveg’te yasanan Breivik katliami, Charlie Hebdo saldiris1 ve son yilardan bu yana
giderek artan yoksulluk, diglanmiglik ve igsizlik gibi yapisal sorunlar1 ¢ézemeyen Batili
neoliberal ve muhafazakar iktidarlar 6zellikle Islam karsitlig1 sdylemini secim zamanlarinda
oy toplamak amagli kullanmislardir. Avrupa’da meydana gelen terdr olaylar ile Miisliimanlara
iligkin tehdit algis1 artarken, giincel go¢ ve miilteci krizi 6zellikle sag popiilist partilerin oy
oranlarinin artmasima sebep olmustur. Angela Merkel miiltecilere agik kapi yaklagimiyla
ilerlerken, diger Avrupa tilkeleri ayn1 yolu izlemeyi reddetti. Almanya ile diger Avrupa tilkeleri
arasindaki fikir ayriligi ilk 6nce Yunanistan bor¢ krizi ve Euro bdlgesi gibi konularda
acilmistir. Bu acigin kapatilamamasi AB'nin dayanismasi agisindan endise vericidir. Avrupa
Birligi kiiltlirlerarast olmay1 savundugu i¢in hem vatandaslarini hem de yeni gelenleri
kucaklamalidir. AfD, ilk kurulus siirecinde Euro karsithigini esas alarak, zamanla Yunanistan
ve ortaya c¢ikan Euro krizi iizerinden gelisim gdstermistir. Giiniimiizde de agirlikli olarak
gdemen ve Islam karsithigmi kullanmaktadir. Asir1 sag partiler AfD drneginde gériilebilecegi
gibi tehlikeli hale gelmekte, sag popiilist partilerin genellemeci tavri hem i¢ siyaset hem de AB
icin endise verici noktalara taginmaktadir. Halbuki Avrupa birligi kiiltiirlerarasi olmay1
amaglamaktadir. Yukarida verilenlerin 1s18inda asir1 sag hareketlerin gogmen karsithigindan
beslendigi soylenebilir. Bu hareketler ayni zamanda popiilist hareketlerdir. Toplumda
ateslenmeye hazir bir takim negatif duygulari beslerler. Buna en belirgin 6rneklerden biri AfD

Partisi olabilir dyle ki parti 2013 yilinda genel se¢cimlerde oy orani %5°1 gecemedigi halde 2017
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yilinda %13, 3 artmistir. Bunun sebebi 2015 yilindaki yogun miilteci krizi olarak

degerlendirilebilecegi gibi Euro krizi ve ekonomik kaygilar olarak degerlendirilebilir.
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Yazar, Lawrence Freedman, 1982 yilindan beri Londra’daki King’s College’da Savas
Aragtirmalar1 profesorii olarak gorev yapmaktadir. Strateji alaninda uluslararas: iligkiler
literatiiriine biiyiik katki sunmaktadir. Akademik ve politik gorevlerde de bulunan Freedman,
Niikleer Strateji ve Soguk Savasin giivenlik mevzulari iizerine de yazmaktadir. Incelenen
kitabin yan sira yazarin, The Evolution of Nuclear Strategy (1981), Kennedy's Wars: Berlin,
Cuba, Laos, and Vietnam (2000), Deterrence (2004), The Transformation of Strategic Affairs
(2006), A Choice of Enemies: America Confronts the Middle East (2008) seklinde strateji ve
uluslararasi iligkiler konularinda birgok yayini bulunmaktadir.

Kitap baslangic olarak stratejinin tarih dncesi donemlerine dikkat ¢ekip, Bat1 kiiltiirel
geleneginin en énemli iki kaynagini ele almaktadir: ibrani mukaddes kitabryla klasik Yunan’mn
biiyiik metinlerine degindikten sonra da, strateji alaninda isim yapmis olan stratejistler,
Tukidides, Sun Tzu ve Machiavelli ile devam etmektedir. Kitabin ilk iki kismi askeri ve politik
strateji baglaminda incelenmektedir. Ugiincii kisim biiyiik kuruluslarin yodneticileriyle ilgili
stratejilerin gelisimini incelerken 6zellikle is hayatina odaklanmaktadir. Son kisim ise sosyal
bilimler baglaminda yeni bir pencere agmaktadir.Bu ¢alismada yonetim diislincesini dénem
bazinda inceleyebilmek adina kitabin belli boliimlerine vurgu yapilarak inceleme yapilmistir.
Arastirmada amag, stratejinin gelisiminin yOnetim {iizerindeki etkisini gozlemleyerek
okuyucunun kitap hakkinda fikir sahibi olmasini saglamaktir.

Kitap 1096 sayfadan olusmaktadir; Kokenler, Gli¢ Stratejileri, Asagidan Yukar: Strateji,
Yukaridan Asagi Strateji ve Strateji Teorileri seklinde 5 kisim ve 38 boliim yer almaktadir. Her
alt bolim kendi icinde ve konusu dahilinde ¢esitli kaynaklardan faydalanarak olusturulmustur.
Eserde yazarin uzmanlik alani olan savag mevzusunun yogun olarak islenmesinin yani sira
antropoloji, din, politika sosyoloji, felsefeye kadar c¢ok cesitli bilimlerden yararlandigi
goriilmektedir.

Kitabn ilk kismu stratejinin kokenini anlamak agisindan nem arz etmektedir. Ilgi ceken
bir sekilde birinci boliimde, insanin evrim teorisi kapsaminda stratejik davraniglar sergiledigi
ve bu davraniglart hayatta kalabilmek i¢in 6nemli kaynaklarin dogal sonucu olarak gordiigi
anlatilmaktadir. ikinci béliimde yine bu incelemeye konu olabilecek sekilde, Kitab-1
Mukaddes’teki bazi hikdyelere deginilerek, Allah'mn en yiiksek stratejist ve tiim bilime sahip
oldugu ancak tiim giice sahip olamayacag1 iddias1 tartisilmaktadir. Kitab-1 Mukaddes’in bilinen
bir climlesinde, “varis hizli kosanin, zafer giiclii olanin tekelinde degil,” denilmektedir. Sun
Tzu ve Machiavelli gibi savas ve siyaset iizerine biiyiik katkilar1 olan diisiiniirlerden alinti
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yaparak, stratejik insan kavramini insan yapisi ve davraniglar iizerinden tartisilmaktadir. Bu
boliimiin son bashginda Adem ve Havva'nin hikayesi ile birlikte Hristiyan inancinin bir
anlatimi1 yapilarak ve bu sirada seytanin Tanri'ya ve cennete karsi diismanlik ve saldirganlik
stratejisi agiklanmaktadir.

Kitabin ikinci kisminda, "strateji" kelimesinin, once askeri alanda ortaya ¢iktigini, sonra
da yayildigini anlatan "yeni stratejik bilim" adiyla baglamaktadir. Ote yandan yazar, primatlarin
sosyal gruplar olusturdugundan beri stratejinin var olduguna atifta bulunarak strateji ve
taktikler arasindaki farka dikkat ¢ekmistir. Clausewitz’in, strateji bilimine katkisi tartigilmistir.
Clausewitz, bir is kurmanin ve yonetmenin tipki bir savasta oldugu gibi insanlar arasinda bir
rekabet olusturduguna dikkat ¢gekmistir. Fabrika sisteminin yonetim uygulamasinin, ordudaki
yonetim uygulamasina benzemesinin dogal oldugunu belirtmistir. Yazar, yoOneticilerin
belirsizligi azaltmak i¢in iyi analiz ve planlama yeteneklerine sahip olmasi gerektigine
inanmaktadir. Uciincii boliimde Alman Maresal von Moltke’nin stratejisi dne ¢ikmaktadir. Von
Moltke’nin komutan olarak getirdigi en radikal yenilik, ordusunu bdlmek, her iki tarafin
ikmalini ayr1 ayr1 saglayip sonra kuvvetleri savas aninda birlestirmekti(“boliinerek ilerle;
birlikte vur”).

Degisen savas stratejisi Birinci Diinya Savasi ve ugagin savaslarda kullanimina dikkat
cekilerek ele alinmistir. Liddell Hart’in ideal strateji anlayisi ve Winston Churchill’in stratejisi
tartisilmigtir. Atom bombasinin ortaya ¢ikisi ile birlikte eski stratejilerin 6nemini kaybetmesi
tartistlmuigtir. Stratejik insanin yiikselisinin niikleer silahlardan kaynaklandigi belirtilmistir.
Ayn1 zamanda Oyun Teorisi strateji baglaminda tartigiimastir.

Kitabin {¢iincii kisminda sosyalizm ve komiinizm incelemistir. Weber’in biirokrasi
iizerine diislinceleri irdelenmistir. Kapitalizme karst duran sahsiyetlerin  verdikleri
miicadelelerin yani sira hippilerin ortaya ¢ikisi ele alinmis ve bu noktadan hareketle sivil
itaatsizligin stratejik diizleme kavusmasi gerekliligi tartisiimistir. Kitle iletisim araglarinin
insan hayatindaki rolii sorgulanmigtir. Amerikan sec¢imleri incelenerek bu dogrultuda politik
strateji lizerindeki etkilerine deginilmistir.

Kitabin dordiincii kismi, isletme ve ekonomi temelli stratejiler hakkinda bir tartisma
sunmaktadir. Bu boliimde yonetici sinifin yiikselisi aktarilmaya calisilmistir. Bu yiikselisin
biirokrasi ve akilciligin mantigini temsil ettigine isaret ederken, sosyal bilimlerin yiikselisine
de yol actigin1 iddia etmektedir. Bu kisimda yoOnetim kavramlarmin tarihsel siireci
tartisilmaktadir. Ayni1 zamanda, sahip-yOnetici arasindaki iligkinin de strateji agisindan
incelendigi gézlenmektedir.

Kitabin besinci kisminda,bireylerin ihtiyaclarina ve ilgi alanlarina gore kendi se¢imlerini
yapmalar1 gerektigi belirtilmistir. Bir¢ok alternatif koalisyon istikrarli olabileceginden, tiim
potansiyel ittifaklart metodik olarak incelemek ve en iyi stratejiyi bulmak gerektigine dikkat
cekilmektedir. Axelrod isbirligini saglamak i¢in dort kural koymaktadir. Kiskanmamak, ilk
kacak olmamak, diger oyuncular kagarsa tepki vermek, ¢ok kurnaz olmamak olarak
belirtilmistir.

Sonug olarak, oyun yazari, neler olabilecegini gosterirken gercek olay1 yeniden kurmay
secebilirken, strateji yazart hala var olan gergeklikten baslayabilir, ancak onu nasil
degistirecegini hayal etmelidir. Toplum ve kahraman arasinda yeni bir pozitif iliski
kurulabilirse, bu komedidir. Kahramanin statiikoyu degistirme girisimi basarisiz olursa, bu bir
trajedidir. Oyun yazari, komedi mi yoksa trajedi mi yazdigim1 basindan beri bilmektedir.
Stratejist, komediyi hedefleyen ancak trajedi riskini alan kisidir.

Strateji tarihini detayli bir sekilde ele alan Lawrence Friedman'in strateji anlayisinin
altinda yatan anlam, kontroliimiiz disindaki giiclerin tuzagina diismek yerine c¢evremizi
sekillendirme ve onu kendi yararimiza kullanma yetenegimizi 6lgmektir.Bu biiyiileyici ve
aydinlatic1 kitapta Lawrence Freedman, stratejik diisiincenin hayatimizin her alanina nasil
niifuz edebilecegini gostermektedir. Ancak gii¢lii bir arka plan bilgisi vermeden kisiler bazinda
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dogrudan bilgi vermesive felsefi konular icermesi dolayisiyla kitabin i¢sellestirilmesinin zor
oldugunu diisiiniiyorum. Kanaatimce strateji ve yonetim alaninda ¢alismalarda bulunan bilim
insanlarinin bu kitabi referans olarak kullanmasi yerinde bir se¢im olacaktir.
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Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti dis politikasi, ¢ok biiyiik bir titizlikle incelenmesi gereken umumi
bir konudur. Siyaset bilimciler bu konu hakkinda yillardir yeni dokiiman ve kaynak
iretmektedirler. Bu kadar 6nem arz eden bir konuyu ele almak isteyen yazar; tarih¢i ve sosyal
bilimei, hem konu hakkinda iyi bir bilgi birikimine, hem de yiiksek derecede analiz ve
yorumlama yeteneklerine sahip olmalidir. Bunun en giizel 6rnegini, degerlendirmesini yapmis
bulundugum ve Dr. Melek Firat tarafindan hazirlanan bir derleme olan “Tiirkiye 'nin Dag
Politikas1” adli kitabin igindeki tiim makalelerin yazar1 “Oral Sander”in kaleminde
gormekteyiz.

Oral Sander, Ankara Universitesi Siyasal Bilgiler Fakiiltesi mezunu olup, akademik
kariyerini yurtdiginda tamamladiktan sonra tekrar anavatanina donmiis ve sayisiz olan
caligmalarina burada devam etmistir. Tiirkiye’nin Dig Politikast adi altinda Oral Sander’in
makaleleri biz okurlarla paylasan bu derlemede, 6ns6z dahil olmak iizere on ii¢ bolim
bulunmaktadir. ilk ciimlesinden sonuna kadar, realist ve objektif bir bakis agistyla analiz ve
yorumlama yaptigim bu eser, Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin dig politikasina ilgi duyan bir okurun
beklentilerini tatmin etmektedir. Genel itibariyle, Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin dis politikasi
hakkinda ciddi bilgiye ve analize ihtiya¢ duyanlar i¢cin bu kitap giizel bir ornek teskil
etmektedir.

Yazar konuya genel ve yerinde bir giris yapmakta olup, tarih disiplinini disiplin yapan ve
biz interdisipliner uluslararasi iligkilerciler tarafindan hakim olunmasi gereken bir takim
dinamiklere deginerek, bilmukabele olay1 nasil kavradigina dair giizel bir 6n gosterim
sunmaktadir. Olay-olgu, neden-sonug¢, ve zaman kavramlarim1 ustaca ele alan ve saglam
kaynaklara dayanan yazar, konular1 ¢esitlendirerek okur i¢in yeni arastirma yapma hissiyati

uyandirmaktadir. Olaylar1 kronolojik bir sekilde siralayan yazar; neden-sonug iliskisinde kisa
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vadeli degil, uzun vadeli “longue-duree” bir anlatimi tercih etmektedir. Buna 6rnek olarak,
Bulgaristan ile olan dis iliskilerin, Tiirkiye’nin ilk zamanlarina hatta Osmanli’ya
dayandirilabilecegini, go¢men krizinde {istii kapali bir sekilde belirtmekten geri durmamaktadir
(Sander, 2020). Bagli oldugu kaynaklarin sayis1 ve kaynaklarin giivenilirligi Ttirk Dis Politikasi
konusunun gergekligine de olumlu diizeyde dem vurmaktadir. 20. yiizyilin diplomatik ve siyasi
tarihini ve olaylarini, analizleri ve yorumlariyla anlatan yazar, ezelden beri var olan “Avrupa
Hegemonyasr’nin giiclinii kaybettigi ve ona bagli olan devletlerin, ondan birer birer ayrilip
ticiincii Diinya devletleri kategorisini olusturup Diinya arenasina girmelerini ve bu tiir
devletlerin bu arenada kendilerini gosterebilmek icin ne tlir hamleler yapmalar1 gerektigi
analizinde bulunup, bunu okurlaria bir kilavuz niyetine sunmaktadir (Sander, 2020). Ayni
zamanda, Dogu’da kapali bir kutu olan Cin Devleti’nin yiikselisi, diger Giineydogu Asya
iilkelerini domine edisi de yazarin bu konuda karsilikli-bagimli teoriye 6rnek teskil edecek
giiclii ve realist agiklamalartyla desteklenmektedir (Sander, 2020). Dahas1 yazarimiz, Birinci
Diinya Savasi’ndan sonra Avrupa Tarihinin bittigi ve Diinya Tarihinin bagladigi gercegine
deginmekle analizdeki ustaligimi konusturmaktadir. Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin kurulusuyla
beraber, Onder Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk’iin benimsedigi politikalari, yerinde betimlemelerle
okurlara aktaran yazar; Avrupai ulus-devlet modeli, Yurtta sulh cihanda sulh ve cagdas Tiirk
toplumu hedeflerinin, Tiirk toplumunu asimile etmek degil, onun daha 6tesinde, gericiligin
golgesinde kalmis olan Tiirk devletini o donemin “Medeniyeti” olarak goriilen Avrupai
yasantiya ¢cekmeye calistigini sOylemektedir. Gergekten cok hayati bir ince ¢izgi olan, M.
Kemal tatiirk’in bu yenilik ¢abalarin1 yaparken “Bati Emperyalizmine” karst oldugunu
sOylemekle yazar, giiniimiizde bile tartisilmaya devam eden bu konunun aciga ¢ikmasina
yardim etmektedir (Sander, 2020). Baska bir agidan, sinirlar fazla olan iilkelerin olusturdugu
tehdite deginen yazar, SSCB ile siir olmanin verdigi hosnutsuzlugu, bu nedenle ABD yanlisi
olmay1 ve Arap ile Orta Dogu tlilkelerinin Tiirkiye’ye karsi duydugu Dogu Bloku yanlis1 bakisg
acisinin sebebinin yine bu iilkelerin SSCB ile iyi gecindigi ve sinir olmadig1 gercegi analizinde
bulunmasiyla usta bir ¢ikarimda bulunmaktadir (Sander, 2020). Arap devletleri ve Tiirkiye nin
dis politikasina ndtr bakmaya calissa da yerine gore ittihat ve Terakki-Joén Tiirkleri Araplari
kiskirttig1 sebebiyle olumsuz bir gézle bakan yazar, genel olarak “Neden bastan beri Arap-Tiirk
iliskileri kotii?” sorusuna; Soguk Savas, smirlar, Arap-Israil savasindan niikteler vererek
cevaplamaktadir (Sander, 2020). Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin bat1 baglantisina da deginen yazar,
Tiirkiye’nin kendine sordugu: “biz tek tarafli bir sandalyede mi oturacagiz yoksa doner bir
sandalyede mi oturacagiz?” sorusunu sorarak ileriki yazilarinda neyi okurlartyla paylagtiginin

sinyalini vermektedir (Sander, 2020). Metinde genel olarak liberal-realist bir analize sahip olan
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ve biylik ¢ikarimlarda bulunan yazar, Tiirk devletinin 1930’lardan siiregelen Avrupa
toplulugunun bir pargast olmak, Ortadogu’daki gelismelere ndtr olup bolgedeki istikrarini
koruma gayesi ve Balkanlardaki basarisiz antlasma denemelerini de, Bosna katliami gibi
yerinde c¢ikarimlarda bulunarak okura yapboz pargalarini dizmeyi Ogretir gibi konuyu
kavramasini saglamaktadir.

Genel hatlariyla Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin kurulusuyla beraber baglayan diplomatik
serliveni anlatan yazar, 6zellikle ABD-SSCB ekseni i¢inde durup Tiirk Dis Politikasinda
yasanan karsilikli-bagimli iligkileri, ¢ikar iligkileri gibi dinamikleri bu perspektiften
yorumlamistir. Eserin ilk boliimiinde bir tarih¢i edasiyla bize, tarihin amacini, aracini ve
yontemini sunan Firat ve Sander, sonraki boliimde Diinya iizerinde var olan yedi kitadaki
onemli ve etkili iilkeleri ve kuruluslari, ilk boliimde olan direktiflerdeki gibi spesifik-objektif
ve yerine gore liberal-realist bir sekilde incelemektedir. Ayni zamanda Mustafa Kemal
Atatiirtk’in “Cagdas Ulus Devlet” teorisinin, Atatlirk sonras1 Tiirkiye Devleti’nin iizerindeki
hatir1 sayilir olmayan etkisi {izerinde durulan diger bir 6nemli unsurdur. Zaman zaman
konusunu basite indirgeyen ve 6zellestiren yazar, kiiresel Tiirk Dis Politikas1 yerine bolgesel
Tiirk D1s Politikasint anlatmay1 yeglemistir. Bulgaristan, Yunanistan, diger Tiirk devletleri ve
Arap devletlerinin bagimsizliklarindan itibaren Tiirk devletleriyle (Osmanli - Tiirkiye) olan
miinasebetine ayr1 bir parantez agan yazar, konuyu cesitlendirerek Tiirk Dig Politikasinin
mesakkatli yolunu bize ¢izmistir.

Ortaya koydugu “doniisiim” modeli ve “longue duree” uzun vadeli sebep-sonug
iliskisiyle kronolojik siraya ehemmiyet gosteren yazar Avrupa hegemonyasinin ¢okisii
sathasina, Birinci Diinya Savasindaki askeri basarisizliklarin degil, ABD nin savasa girmesiyle
baslandigin1 sdyleyip okurun kafasinda soru isaretleri birakmaktadir. Bilakis, Prusya’nin,
Osmanl’nin ve diger ittifak giiclerin askeri basarisizliklart ABD’nin savasa girmesi kadar
etkililerdir. Milli Sef Ismet Indnii’niin basarili ikinci Diinya Savas1 politikasim1 ve Mustafa
Kemal Atatiirk’den miras olarak aldig1 i¢ maddenin dogrulugunu veya yanlishigini maalesef
ele almayan Dr. Sander’in eksikliginin iistiine, Dr. Firat’in direkt SSCB- Tiirkiye iliskilerine,
ardindan Demokrat Parti’nin ililke ekonomisine verdigi asir1 liberal sisteme yer vermesi konular
arasinda biiyiik bir uguruma neden olmaktadir. Ayn1 zamanda dénemin hiikiimetlerinin, 1947-
1951 yillar1 arasinda, ABD yardimlarin1 kendilerine zorunluluk olarak goren ve Tiirk
toplumunu, siit tozu, gibi ya da tiiketilmesi i¢in “Zeytinyagl yiyemem aman” gibi bir halk
miizigi yayinlanan margarin gibi ABD menseli metalari, Tiirk toplumuna sokarak, M. Kemal
Atatiirk’lin engellemeye ¢alismis oldugu “Bati emperyalizmine” yol agmis oldugu gercegi, bu

boliimiin bagindan sonuna kadar duymak istedigim ve deginilmesini temenni ettigim bir parca

April 2022 & Issue 4 59



Journal of International Relations and Political Science Studies — JIRPS

oldu. 20. yiizy1l tarihine sadece Tiirkiye’nin degil, tiim Diinya’nin goziiyle bakan yazar, konuya
oldukca giizel bir giris yapmaktadir. Yazar, uluslararas1 anarsik arenada, basat bir giiciin
olmasinin gerekliliginin ve bunun “Milletler Cemiyeti” gibi degil de “Birlesmis Milletler” gibi
olmas1 gerektigini ve barisin hep bdyle siirebilecegini aktarmaktadir. Ayni1 zamanda yazar,
silahsizlanmanin her {ilkenin yararina olacagina deginmektedir, hatta Birlesmis Milletler’in
iilkeleri silahsizlandirmasini tam bir bagarisizlik olarak gormektedir. Fakat isin garip yam
Birlesmis Milletler’in daimi iiyesi olan ve silahlanma karsit1 olan ABD her ne kadar yazarimizin
bahsettigi barig yanlisi tarafta da dursa, 2001 saldirilar1 sonrasi bu diislinceye tam manasiyla
ters diisecek bir tavir sergilemektedir (Erdem, 2014). Ikinci Diinya savasindan sonra Tiirkiye
ile ABD yakinlagsmasini tam1 tamina Tiirkiye ve ABD cikarlarina uyduran yazar, bu iki tilkenin
temel gayesinin komiinizmden kurtulmak oldugunu sdylemektedir. Fakat buna ABD ve
Tiirkiye’nin ortak ¢ikar1 dememiz dis politika analizi igin yetersiz olmaktadir. ABD ve
Tiirkiye’nin “bolgesel ¢ikarlar’” hatta ve hatta ABD ve Tiirkiye nin birbirlerine karsilikli
bagimli olduklarin1 sdylemek gayet yerinde bir kullanim olmaktadir. ABD’nin niikleer fiize
bagliklarini jeopolitik konumu sebebiyle Tiirkiye’ye yerlestirerek SSCB’ye tiltimatom vermesi,
Tiirkiye’nin de buna karsilik para yardimlar1 almasi bu analizi dogrular niteliktedir.
Interdisipliner bir perspektif kullanan yazar sayili kisimlarda, kitabin konusu hakkinda
uzman olan okura, anlagilmasi zor “mantik” hesaplamalar1 yaptirdigindan miitevellit, okur,
konuyla ani bir kopma yasayabilmektedir. Bahsettigi tarih¢ilerin goriislerine, 6znel bir goriis
katmay1 ustalikla basaran yazar, temel olarak alinan bazi tarih ekollerine de atif yapmay1
unutmamis olup konular arasinda sirayla ve teker teker bir baglam kurabilmektedir. Kitap
boyunca sade ve anlasilabilir bir yaz1 ortaya koyan yazar, yaptig1 kelime se¢imleri ve anlatim
bicimiyle okurla metin arasinda gii¢lii bir kdprii kurmaktadir. Her boliimiin sonunda, konularin
derlenerek Ozet olarak gecirilmemesi ise biiyiikk bir eksikliktir. Sonu¢ olarak, kitap ilk
climlesinden son climlesine kadar okuru ¢eken ve yapilan analizlerle umumi derecede tatmin
eden bir eser niteligindedir. Yazarin konular1 birbirine baglamasi, kronolojik siraya riayet edisi

ve ¢ikarimlar , Tiirk Dis Politikasina ilgi duyan okuyucuyu olduk¢a memnun kilmaktadir.
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