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ASSESSING THE IMPACT OF GEOPOLITICAL RISKS AND ECONOMIC
GROWTH ON TOURISM IN ADVANCED COUNTRIES

Yunus SAVAS!
Abstract

The exploration of tourism and its determinants constitutes a well-established domain within research. However, in recent
years, the significance of geopolitical risks as a crucial determinant of tourism has gained increasing attention. This study
employs a comprehensive analytical framework, incorporating the Kao and Westerlund co-integration test, the panel
autoregressive distributed lag (ARDL) model, and Dumitrescu Hurlin (2012) panel causality tests. The analysis focuses on
discerning the impact of geopolitical risks and economic growth on tourism receipts across advanced countries, spanning the
period from 1996 to 2018. The application of Kao and Westerlund co-integration tests reveals evidence of co-integration among
the examined variables. The ARDL model results indicate that geopolitical risks and economic growth are key long-term drivers
of tourism receipts: a 1% increase in geopolitical risk raises receipts by about 0.13%, while a 1% GDP increase boosts them
by 3.23%. These findings highlight the sustained nature of their influence on tourism receipts over an extended temporal
horizon.

Keywords: Panel Data, Economic Growth, Tourism, Geopolitical Risks

JEL Codes: C23, 047, 232

GELIiSMiS ULKELERDE JEOPOLITIK RISKLER VE EKONOMIK BUYUMENIN
TURIiZM UZERINDEKI ETKiSiNiN DEGERLENDIRILMESi

Ozet

Turizmin ve belirleyicilerinin incelenmesi, arastirmalar i¢cinde koklii bir alan teskil etmektedir. Ancak son yillarda, turizmin
onemli bir belirleyicisi olarak jeopolitik risklerin 6nemi dikkat ¢ekmektedir. Bu ¢alismada, Kao ve Westerlund koentegrasyon
testi, panel otoregresif dagitilmis gecikme (ARDL) modeli ve Dumitrescu Hurlin (2012) panel nedensellik testlerini igeren
kapsamli bir analitik ¢ergeve kullanilmaktadir. Analiz, jeopolitik risklerin ve ekonomik bilyiimenin gelismis {ilkelerdeki turizm
gelirleri ilizerindeki etkisini 1996'dan 2018'e kadar olan donemi kapsayacak sekilde ayirt etmeye odaklanmaktadir. Kao ve
Westerlund es-biitiinlesme testlerinin uygulanmasi, incelenen degiskenler arasinda es-biitiinlesme olduguna dair kanitlar ortaya
koymaktadir. ARDL modeli sonuglari, jeopolitik risklerin ve ekonomik biiylimenin turizm gelirlerinin uzun vadeli temel
belirleyicileri oldugunu gostermektedir: jeopolitik riskteki %1'lik bir artig gelirleri yaklasik %0,13 oraninda artirirken,
GSYH'deki %]1'lik bir artig gelirleri %3,23 oraninda artirmaktadir. Bu durum, turizm gelirleri tizerindeki etkilerinin uzun bir
zamansal ufukta siireklilik arz ettiginin altin1 ¢gizmektedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Panel Veri, Ekonomik Biiyiime, Turizm, Jeopolitik Riskler

JEL Kodlari: C23, 047, Z32

INTRODUCTION

The role of tourism as a crucial driver of economic growth is widely recognized. Empirical research
has consistently demonstrated a positive correlation between tourism development and the overall Gross
Domestic Product (GDP) of nations, as highlighted by the work of Lee and Chang in 2008. Additionally,
Ashley and Mitchell (2009) indicated that foreign tourists' income directly lowers the cost of living in
many nations, stimulating economic growth and contributing to the eradication of poverty. These
reasons clarify why so many developing country governments are keen to attract tourists to their regions.
Additionally, Cardenas-Garcia et al. (2015)'s study, featuring a sizable sample of nations, highlights
how the relationship between tourism and growth differs for nations at various levels of development.
The findings show that less developed nations are more likely to gain from global tourism. However, it
is imperative to recognize the multifaceted nature of the tourism sector, wherein geopolitical factors
wield significant influence. Balli et al. (2019) underscore the intricate interplay between tourism and
geopolitical risks, encompassing conflicts such as wars, terrorism, tensions, ethnic strife, and political
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violence within and between states. These phenomena, collectively termed as geopolitical risks, exert
profound effects on the socio-economic milieu, precipitating challenges such as a diminished influx of
tourism into regions marred by such adversities.

Tourism dynamics are shaped by a multitude of complex factors that have been addressed through a
diverse array of methodological approaches. These factors include, but are not limited to, oil prices (Al-
Mulali et al., 2020), winter temperatures (Falk and Lin, 2018), environment ( Lee et al, 2022), terrorist
attacks or uprisings in competing countries (Afonso-Rodriguez and Santana-Gallego, 2018; Trindade,
2017), the stock market index of the tourism industry (Demiralay and Kilincarslan, 2019; Polat et al.,
2021), and epidemic diseases (Dwyer et al., 2006). Tourism preferences were generally associated with
economic variables, however, non-economic variables, such as cultural predilections, can likewise exert
an influence on the choice of a travel destination., as indicated by the study of Cho (2010) which found
that people from different regions exhibit distinct preferences such as; Europeans and Asians, for
example, tend to prefer destinations with cultural heritage sites, while Americans prefer socially-rich
environments.

It is widely postulated that travelers gravitate towards secure destinations that are devoid of undesirable
occurrences such as political turmoil or acts of terrorism. Nevertheless, investigations carried out by Liu
and Pratt (2017) posit that terrorist attacks may exert a transient deleterious influence on the tourism
industry, with no enduring effect. Likewise, Agiomirgianakis et al. (2017) have demonstrated the
veracity of the short-term adverse impact of terrorist attacks or political instability on tourism, while
indicating that they bear no long-term effect. The research landscape, as underscored by studies
conducted by Balli et al. (2019) and Hasan et al. (2020), has exhibited a pronounced proclivity towards
directing attention to emerging countries rather than advanced nations. This trend is discernible due to
the prevailing perception that geopolitical risks are intrinsically more likely to manifest in economies
categorized as emerging, as opposed to their more established and advanced counterparts. Geopolitical
risks, encompassing factors such as political instability, social unrest, and economic volatility, are often
perceived as heightened in emerging economies, thereby becoming a focal point in academic inquiries.
Contrary to this predominant focus, the present paper seeks to depart from the conventional research
trajectory by concentrating on the performance of advanced countries in the context of geopolitical risks'
influence on tourism. This deliberate deviation stems from a recognition that advanced nations, despite
being perceived as more resilient to geopolitical disruptions, are not immune to their effects. Thus, the
study employs a comprehensive approach by incorporating various advanced nations as integral
components of the analytical framework.

By examining the influence of geopolitical risks on tourism in advanced countries, the research
endeavors to unravel nuanced patterns and outcomes that may have been overshadowed in the existing
literature predominantly centered on emerging economies. This departure from the prevailing research
emphasis not only contributes to a more holistic understanding of the dynamics at play but also sheds
light on the specific vulnerabilities and resilience mechanisms exhibited by advanced nations in the face
of geopolitical uncertainties. Consequently, the study aspires to enrich the scholarly discourse on the
multifaceted relationship between geopolitical risks and the tourism sector, offering insights that extend
beyond the traditional confines of emerging economies to encompass the broader global landscape.

The study endeavors to examine the influence of geopolitical risks and economic prosperity on tourism,
a burgeoning sphere of inquiry within the domain of tourism studies. The study imparts novel insights
into the existing corpus of literature by examining these factors over an extensive period from 1996 to
2018, encompassing advanced nations which is generally ignored in the literature. Furthermore, the
study adopts Kao co-integration test, Westerlund co-integration test, Dumitrescu Hurlin panel causality
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test, panel Autoregressive Distributed Lag (ARDL) model to explore the linkage between these factors
and tourism.

To this end, the study is arranged in the ensuing manner: The following chapter presents a brief
illustration of the literature review, while the third chapter outlines the data and methodology used in
the study. the empirical findings are reported in the fourth chapter, while the final chapter deliberates
upon the results and presents the overarching conclusions. This research generates a considerable
addition to the literature on the impact of geopolitical risks and economic growth on tourism and
provides valuable insights that can inform tourism policy and strategy.

1. LITERATURE REVIEW

An abundance of recent studies has investigated the underlying determinants of tourism, and among the
most closely examined factors are geopolitical risks. These risks, which can be detrimental to tourism
in affected regions, may also have a positive impact on tourism in alternative locations. For example,
the Arab Spring uprisings caused great upheaval in the MENA region, severely affecting its tourism
industry. However, this resulted in a simultaneous increase in Spain's tourism sector, as evidenced by
Afonso-Rodriguez and Santana-Gallego's (2018) research. Similarly, conflicts and terrorist attacks in
one country may lead to a surge in tourist arrivals and revenues in another country, as shown by
Trindade's (2017) study, which indicated that terrorist attacks in Tiirkiye and Egypt led to increased
tourism in Portugal.

On the other hand, a sizable amount of research looked at the relationship between geopolitical risks
and tourism from the opposite angle. For instance, Demir et al. (2020) examined the asymmetric effects
of geopolitical risks on tourism in Tiirkiye during 1990 and 2018 with a focus on the asymmetric
interactions and a nonlinear approach. The results suggested that geopolitical risks had an asymmetric
short-term influence on tourism but no long-term impact. In particular, a rise in geopolitical risks is
detrimental to tourism, while a fall in risks has little influence. Additionally, Akadiri et al. (2020)
examined how tourism, geopolitical risks, and economic growth interacted in Tiirkiye from 1985Q1 to
2017Q4 and discovered that geopolitical concerns have a detrimental impact on both economic growth
and tourism.

Furthermore, Tiwari and colleagues (2019) conducted a comprehensive case study in India spanning the
period from 2003 to 2017, employing wavelet analysis to scrutinize the influences of geopolitical risks,
economic policy uncertainties, and tourism on the country's dynamics. Their findings underscored the
prominence of geopolitical concerns, revealing a robust and enduring impact compared to the more
transient effects of uncertain economic policy. This suggests that fluctuations in geopolitical stability
hold greater significance in shaping the trajectory of India's economic and tourism sectors over the
examined timeframe.

The adverse impact of geopolitical risks on tourism is not limited to emerging economies; it is also
evident in advanced nations. Hailemariam and Ivanovski (2021) conducted a meticulous examination
of the repercussions of geopolitical risks on tourism service exports in the United States over the period
from 1999 to 2020. Their analysis revealed a detrimental effect on tourism service exports, indicating
that heightened geopolitical risks can impede the outbound flow of tourism services from the United
States. These findings are consistent with previous studies, which have consistently shown that an
escalation in geopolitical risks leads to an unfavorable influence on the tourism sector.

Apart from nation-specific studies, research has also been carried out in groups of countries. The impact
of geopolitical concerns on tourism in several emerging economies was examined by Balli et al. (2019).
The findings were not uniform across countries, with some countries experiencing a significant impact,
while others had only a limited influence.
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Due to the installation of restrictions on foreigners' entry into countries, the recent Pandemic outbreak
has significantly impacted the tourism income of countries. Furthermore, the Covid-19 pandemic
amplified the negative effects of geopolitical risks on tourism, according to Lee et al.'s (2021) analysis
of the association between geopolitical risks and tourism for 16 countries spanning the years 2005 to
2017.

Demir et al.'s (2019) analysis of the effect of geopolitical risks on inbound travel to 18 countries between
1995 and 2016 confirmed that geopolitical risks had an unfavorable influence on inbound tourism.

The investigation extends its analysis to explore the influence of geopolitical risks on stock markets.
This expanded examination delves into the broader financial landscape, aiming to elucidate the
interconnectedness between geopolitical events and market dynamics.

Jiang et al. (2022) investigated the ramifications of geopolitical risks and economic policy uncertainty
on the stock performance of Chinese tourism-listed companies. Employing the quantile-on-quantile
methodology and a causality-in-quantiles framework, they sought to discern the nuanced impact across
different levels of stock returns. Their empirical findings reveal a sustained adverse influence of
geopolitical risks on tourism stock returns, with particularly pronounced negative effects observed at
lower quantiles compared to higher quantiles.

Demiralay & Kilincarslan (2019) conducted an analysis of the vulnerability of travel and leisure (T&L)
industry stock indices in the global, Asia-Pacific, European and North American regions to geopolitical
risks. The negative impact of geopolitical risk stems primarily from the perceived threat of adverse
geopolitical events, which is particularly noticeable during periods of falling T&L stock prices.
However, it is worth noting that the actual occurrence of adverse geopolitical events has a significant
impact on T&L stocks regardless of market conditions.

The prevailing trend indicates a negative relationship between geopolitical risks and tourism; however,
certain studies have identified instances where this relationship may exhibit positive dynamics. Weaver
(2011) proposes that despite apparent contradictions, the tourism industry and the military-industrial
complex possess interrelated and complementary qualities, with commerce playing a pivotal role in
facilitating and steering their interaction through profitable antagonisms.

Uriely et al. (2009) delved into the attitudes towards tourism in both Israel and Egypt, despite the
ongoing conflict between the two nations. Despite the geopolitical tensions, it is suggested that countries
embroiled in conflict often find common ground in their shared interests in tourism. This observation
underscores the recognition on both sides of the benefits that positive interactions and cooperation in
the tourism sector can yield. By actively pursuing opportunities for collaboration in tourism, even amidst
conflict, these countries may lay the groundwork for potential reconciliation and normalization
processes. In essence, the findings highlight the potential of tourism as a constructive avenue for
fostering understanding and dialogue between nations with historical animosities.

Previous studies have generally focused on developing countries; however, developed countries are also
susceptible to geopolitical risks, which can lead to variations in their tourism revenues. This study aims
to address this gap in literature by examining the impact of geopolitical risks on tourism revenues in
developed countries.

2. DATA AND METHODOLOGY
2.1. Data

The study investigates the impact of Gross Domestic Product (GDP) and the Geopolitical Risk
Composite Index (GPRC) on tourism. To measure economic growth, real GDP data was extracted from
the World Bank, while the GPRC data, which measures political risk, was obtained from Caldara and
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lacoviell's (2022) research. The current US dollar value of international tourism receipts was used as an
indicator of tourism. The definitions of these variables and the data sources that correspond to them are
shown in Table 1.

The study analyzed a dataset spanning from 1996 to 2018, covering 11 advanced nations, Australia,
Denmark, Finland, Germany, Hong Kong, Israel, Japan, Norway, Portugal, Switzerland, USA. The
scope of the analysis was delimited to the specified period, primarily attributable to constraints in data
accessibility, with a particular emphasis on the availability of tourism-related data.

Table 1. Definition of Variables

Variables Explanations Data Source
1 TOURISM International tourism, receipts (current US $) World Bank
2 GDP GDP per capita constant 2015 US World Bank
3 GPRC Geopolitical Risk Index Caldara and Iacoviello (2018)

Table 2 offers the descriptive statistics for the variables employed in this inquiry. The table offers a
comprehensive description of the variables used in this study, including the number of observations,
their mean, standard deviation, and minimum and maximum values. The International Monetary Fund's
(IMF) country classification scheme is the foundation for the categorization of the countries in the table.

Table 2. Descriptive Statistics

Variable Obs Mean Std. Dev. Min Max

TOURISM 253 23.26258 1.175477 20.21411 26.21214
GDP 253 10.65008 3964142 9.69775 11.37086
GPRC 253 .0891748 1.459049 -2.370792 3.955016

Moreover, Table 3 provides information on the correlation among the variables used in the study. The
correlation amongst variables is positive across in all samples. The descriptive statistics indicate that the
sample includes 253 observations for each variable. Tourism receipts have a mean of 23.26, with a
standard deviation of 1.18 and a range from 20.21 to 26.21. GDP shows a mean of 10.65, a standard
deviation of 0.40, and ranges from 9.70 to 11.37. Geopolitical risk (GPRC) has a mean of 0.089, with
greater variability (standard deviation of 1.46), ranging from -2.37 to 3.96.

Table 3. Correlation Matrix

Variables Tourism GDP GPRC
Tourism 1.0000
GDP 0.1405 1.0000
GPRC 0.5988 0.0452 1.0000

The next chapter provides a comprehensive overview of the econometric methodologies utilized in this
study’s estimations. It details the selection, justification, and application of each methodological
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approach, with an emphasis on their relevance to accurately estimating the relationships between
variables of interest.

2.2. Methodology

Employing the Kao co-integration test, Westerlund co-integration test, Dumitrescu Hurlin test, panel
ARDL model, the current study aimed to reveal the intricate interplay between tourism, economic
growth, and geopolitical risks across advanced countries. Two cointegration tests are employed to
enhance result accuracy and assess the robustness of the cointegration relationships. Specifically, the
Westerlund cointegration test is used due to its suitability for variables with mixed levels of stationarity.

The model is:
Tourismit = ﬁo + ﬁlGDPlt + ﬁZGPRClt + Eit (1)

Since cross-sectional dependence can influence the unit root test, determining the presence of such
dependence is critical in accurately establishing stationarity. Thus, as an initial step, the inquiry delved
into cross-sectional dependence through various approaches. The primary objective of these cross-
section tests is to validate the non-intercorrelation of cross-section units.

. 1
Hy = p;j = Corr (uij,ujt) =0,i #j (D

Concerning the assessment of cross-sectional dependency among units, the LM test has been employed
to examine the null hypothesis that there is no correlation. The LM test is specifically designed to detect
the existence of cross-sectional correlation among the units by attempting to reject the null hypothesis.
The LM test is capable of being executed in various forms which is first introduced by Breusch-Pagan
(1980). Then, various LM test approaches have been developed. Pesaran (2004) recommended the usage
of scaled LM test to obtain robust results. Moreover, Baltagi et al. (2012) put forward the bias-corrected
version of scaled LM test. Additionally, CD test is also another approach which is generally employed
to determine the cross-sectional dependence among panels. The expressions of these tests are as follows:

R N(N —1)
i=1 j=i+1
— D2
LMsc = N(N Y Z Zl (TP —1) - N(0,1)
= Jj=i
N (2)
LMgc = N(N—1)Z Z (iP5, - C2AT-1) ~ N,
i=1 j=i+1
cD, = N(N—l)z Z TP > N(0,1)

i=1 j=i+1

The identification of cross-sectional dependence among panels is crucial in selecting an appropriate unit
root test. In instances where cross-sectional dependence exists, conventional first-generation unit root
tests such as LLC, IPS, ADF, and PP tests are inappropriate. Rather, second-generation unit root tests,
such as the one introduced by M. H. Pesaran (2007), are more appropriate. Additionally, the
homogeneity of the series is another critical issue that must be examined, which was assessed using the
Delta homogeneity test proposed by Pesaran and Yamagata (2008). To determine cross-sectional
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dependence among panels and select the appropriate unit root tests, various cross-sectional dependence
tests were conducted in the current study. The cross-sectional Im Pesaran and Shin (CIPS) test was
utilized, which involves several stages to consider cross-sectional dependence:

P P
Ayie =vi+ aiyip-1 + BiVe—1 + Z dijAy;_j + Z EijAYie—j + Wit (3)
=0 =0

Where yt — 1 and Ayt — j represents cross sectional averages of the lagged and fist differenced series.
Hence, cross-sectional augmented Dickey-Fuller (CADF) can provide the CIPS results as it can be seen
in the formula below:

N
1
CIPS = Nz CADF, (4)

=1

The Pesaran CIPs test was selected because of its ability to test the stationarity of variables that exhibit
cross-sectional correlation. Unit root tests play a crucial role in assessing the stationarity of time series
data and selecting appropriate methods to obtain accurate results.

The co-integration among variables is investigated with Kao co-integration test proposed by Kao (1999)
embraces DF and ADF tests on residuals to determine co-integration among variables.

Yie = a; + BXjr + e (5

The equation above indicates the regression and e;; represents the residuals. Co-integration with DF
can be expressed as:

A A 6
€it = Peit—1 T Vitp (6)
Co-integration with ADF can be expressed as:
P
éir = pejr—1 + Z A& + vigy (7)
j=1

The Westerlund co-integration test proposed by Westerlund (2007) is another co-integration test adopted
in this study and it is applied as it is described by Persyn and Westerlund (2008).

N .
e
"TNL SE(@)

i—1

N

G =lz s (9)
*ONL (1)
i—-1
G
T ™ SE(a)
P,=Ta
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G_t and G, are for the group statistics and P_t and P,are for the panel statistics. Another model utilized
in this study is the panel ARDL model which applies both Mean Group (MG) estimation proposed by
(H. Pesaran et al., 1995) and Pooled Mean Group (PMG) estimation proposed by (H. Pesaran et al.,
1995; M. H. Pesaran et al., 1999). The primary advantage of using the Panel ARDL model is its ability
to analyze series with different levels of stationarity. Given that the series used in this study are both
1(0) and I(1), the Panel ARDL model was selected as the appropriate method.

The PMG estimator differs from MG and DFE by using both average and pooling of coefficients. The
Panel ARDL model can be expressed as:

ATOURISM;; = B + B1; TOURISM; ;_; + B5;GDP;,_; + B3;GPRC;¢_;

N1 N2 N3

+Z Al’jATOURISMi‘t_l + Z aijAGDPi,t—l + Z 6ijAGPRCi‘t_1 + & + Hi (10)
Jj-1 j-1 j—1

t=12,..T i=12,..N

The analytical framework being scrutinized entails the usage of the natural logarithm of tourism receipts
(Tourism), the natural logarithm of gross domestic product (GDP), and the natural logarithm of
geopolitical risk of countries (GPRC). The subscripts "i" and "t" pertain to cross-sectional and time
units, correspondingly.

Moreover, to address any disparities from the long-run equilibrium, an error correction term can be
integrated into the model. Thus, the resulting equation, incorporating the error correction term, can be
articulated as follows:

N1
ATOURISM;; = 61v;,_1 + Z /1ij ATOURISM; ;4
= (11)
N2 N3
" ayAGDR,_; + ) 6AGPRC ¢y + &+ i
j=1 j—-1

The adequacy of the mean group estimator and pooled mean group estimator has been evaluated for the
given series. To determine the more suitable estimator, a Hausman test has been conducted. With respect
to the pmg and mg models, the pooled mean group estimator is the more precise estimator that should
be used for emerging, advanced, and full samples according to the results of the Hausman test.

Finally, The Dumitrescu-Hurlin test was implemented in the present study to search for the causation
link between the series, which was formulated by Dumitrescu and Hurlin (2012). The Dumitrescu-
Hurlin test takes into account the cross-sectional heterogeneity of coefficients.

Qi F Ao Aqi F A jy e, A F ah,pVVi,j

Bui % Buj o Ba, # BiVij (12)

The test adjusts for heteroscedasticity and cross-sectional dependence and is based on the augmented
Granger causality test.

3. EMPIRICAL RESULTS

To comprehensively evaluate the correlation between tourism, economic growth, and geopolitical risks
across different nations, the first step is to establish the degree of integration among the variables.
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However, it should be noted that the reliability of unit root tests may be undermined by the existence of
cross-sectional dependency. Therefore, multiple tests of cross-sectional dependence have been carried
out, including LM tests recommended by Breusch-Pagan (1980), Pesaran's (2004) scaled LM tests,
Baltagi et al.'s (2012) bias-corrected scaled LM tests, and Pesaran's (2004) CD tests.

The findings from these tests indicate that the null hypothesis was rejected, suggesting that cross-
sectional dependence can exist. Consequently, it is crucial to take this into account in subsequent
analyses to ensure the validity of the findings.

Table 4. Cross-Section Dependence

Variables Breusch-Pagan LM Pesaran scaled LM Bias-corrected Pesaran CD
scaled LM

TOURISM 979.7006*** 88.16675%*** 87.91675%** 31.15174%***

GDP 1022.005*** 92.20034*** 91.95034*** 31.84783%**

GPRC 311.8379%** 24.48853*** 24.23853**x* 13.55535%***

The outcome of rejecting the null hypothesis concerning the absence of cross-sectional independence
implies that second generation unit root tests may be better equipped to gauge the degree of integration
among the variables under consideration.

Table 5. Delta Homogeneity Test

Delta p-value
7.398 0.000
Adjusted 8.475 0.000

The information derived from the results in Table 5 indicates that the series used in the study are not
homogeneous. Hence, Consequently, the CIPS unit root test is particularly advantageous, as it is
specifically designed to accommodate heterogeneous data structures.

Hence, the CIPs test, a second-generation unit root test proposed by Pesaran (2007), to assess the
stationarity of the variables. The findings, which are presented in Table 6, reveal that GDP have unit
root at the level, where tourism and GPRC does not contain unit root at the level. After the first difference
of series, all series are stationary.

Table 6. Unit Root Test
Variable Level First difference
Constant Intercept And Constant Intercept And
Trend Trend
TOURISM -3.443%** -3.677*** -4.665%** -4 551 %%*
GDP -2.281* -2.071 -2.934%%* -3.218***
GPRC -3.493%%* -3.465%** -4.607*** -4.846%**
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Kao co-integration test represented in table 7 illustrated that co-integration among variables exist in
modified dickey-fuller, dickey-fuller t, augmented dickey-fuller unadjusted modified dickey-fuller
unadjusted dickey-fuller t statistics for three different samples apart from Augmented Dickey-Fuller t
statistics for advanced countries and full sample.

Table 7. Kao Co-Integration Test

Statistics P-value

Modified Dickey—Fuller t -6.3767 0.0000
Dickey—Fuller t -7.2230 0.0000
Augmented Dickey—Fuller t -0.1413 0.4438
Unadjusted modified Dickey—Fuller -6.7714 0.0000
Unadjusted Dickey—Fuller t -7.2977 0.0000

Table 8 indicates the results of Westerlund co-integration test with 1000 bootstrap replications. Results
indicate that series are co-integration for both group statistics and panel statistics.

Table 8. Westerlund Co-Integration Test

Statistic Value Z-value P-value
Gt -2.395 -1.298 0.045
Ga -6.847 1.205 0.026
Pt -17.403 -11.351 0.001
Pa -14.171 -4.927 0.002

Therefore, both co-integration tests confirmed the presence of a long-run relationship among the
variables, validating the existence of co-integration among them.

The subsequent step involves examining the impact of economic growth and geopolitical risks on the
tourism industry using a panel ARDL model. The outcomes of the panel ARDL estimation,
encompassing both the long and short run, are displayed in table 9. The results divulge that in advanced
countries, the long-run estimates for both GDP and GPRC are statistically significant. In the long term,
the relationship between Gross Domestic Product (GDP) and tourism is notably positive and statistically
significant. A 1 percent increase in GDP is associated with a substantial 3.22% rise in tourism. However,
in the short term, despite maintaining a positive sign, the impact of GDP on tourism lacks statistical
significance, indicating that immediate fluctuations in GDP may not consistently influence tourism
patterns.

Conversely, the influence of geopolitical risks on tourism demonstrates distinct patterns in the short and
long term. In the short run, geopolitical risks exert a negative impact on tourism, though this effect is
not statistically significant. This suggests that transient increases in geopolitical tensions may result in
a downturn in tourism, yet these effects may not be reliably discernible over short time intervals. In the
long term, however, geopolitical risks exhibit a positive impact on tourism, with a 1 percent increase in
such risks associated with a modest 0.129% rise in tourism. This nuanced relationship underscores the
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complexity of the interplay between geopolitical factors and the tourism industry over varying time
scales. The findings suggest that, while short-term effects may be influenced by immediate geopolitical
uncertainties, a broader perspective reveals a positive association between geopolitical risks and long-
term tourism trends.

However, for the short term, the variables do not demonstrate a significant effect, although the error
correction term (ECT) is negative and significant. Consequently, no definitive conclusions can be drawn
regarding the impact of these series on tourism in the short run.

Table 9. Panel ARDL Results

Variables Coefficient Standard error p-value
Long-run GDP 3.225471 6790284 0.000
GPRC 1297428 .0492983 0.008
Short run ECM(-1) -.2781152 .0618974 0.000
GDP .2090474 .8243904 0.800
GPRC -.0882505 .0586137 0.132
Year .0098251 .0036339 0.007
Constant -22.86785 7.751059 0.003

Panel ARDL results uncover an unforeseen phenomenon wherein geopolitical risks exert a
counterintuitively favorable influence on the tourism sector, diverging from conventional expectations.
The investigation delves into potential explanatory mechanisms, proposing that heightened risks in
advanced nations may disproportionately enhance the prospects of emerging economies. This
paradoxical outcome challenges prevailing perceptions, underscoring the attractiveness of advanced
nations due to their perceived stability amid global uncertainties. Furthermore,

The positive influence of geopolitical risks on tourism in advanced countries can be attributed to several
factors: their robust governance, strong institutional frameworks, and a generally favorable perception
of safety. As noted by Cavlek (2002), travel agencies tend to avoid destinations where safety concerns
may pose risks to their clients. However, in the case of developed nations, despite rising geopolitical
risks, these countries typically retain a secure environment that supports tourism activities. Although
geopolitical risks often lead to declining tourism revenues in developing countries, the effect appears to
be different for advanced economies. As Liu et al. (2021) observed, major crises, such as the COVID-
19 pandemic, tend to have a short-lived impact, underscoring Hong Kong's resilience and capacity for
rapid recovery, often followed by renewed growth. Consistent with this, the findings of the current study
suggest that, in the long run, geopolitical risks may indeed foster tourism growth in developed countries.
Additionally, the short-term insignificance of the series can be attributed to the robust economic
structures of developed countries, their resilient institutional frameworks against geopolitical risks, and
the relative stability observed in economic growth and geopolitical factors, which prevents major
fluctuations.
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Table 10. Dumitrescu Hurlin Test Results

Null Hypothesis: W-bar Z-bar Prob. Z-bar Prob. Causality
Tilde
GPRC e Tourism 1.5027 1.1789 0.2384 0.7376 0.4608 NO
TouriSm we——p GPRC 0.5612 -1.0290 0.3035 -1.0658 0.2865 NO
GDP ™= Tourism 3.7827 6.5260 0.0000 5.1049 0.0000 YES
Tourism ) GDP 1.6084 1.4268 0.1536 0.9400 0.3472 NO

The last analysis is Dumitrescu Hurlin (2012) Panel Causality Tests which provides non causality
analysis amongst variables. Dumitrescu Hurlin test illustrates that null hypothesis of no causality is
rejected from GDP to Tourism, not vice versa. Additionally, it can be asserted that GPRC and tourism
does not have causality relation between each other. Hence, the only causality according to Dumitrescu
Hurlin test results is from GDP to tourism.

CONCLUSION

The objective of the present study is to investigate the relationship between tourism, economic growth,
and geopolitical risks. To conclude, the impact of GDP and GPRC on tourism was examined in the
analysis spans from 1996 to 2018, as this is the period for which data is available.

The empirical findings of this study provide valuable insights into the persistent nature of both
geopolitical risks and economic growth within advanced countries. The application of both the Kao and
Westerlund cointegration tests confirmed the existence of a long-run equilibrium relationship between
the variables studied. This statistically significant result implies the interconnectedness and dynamic
interaction between these variables over time.

Despite the significance of the Error Correction Mechanism (ECM), it is noteworthy that none of the
variables under consideration demonstrate statistical significance in the short term, as evidenced by the
Autoregressive Distributed Lag (ARDL) results. Delving deeper into the long-term dynamics, the study
uncovers a positive influence of Gross Domestic Product (GDP) on the tourism sector. This implies that
as GDP expands over an extended period, it has a beneficial impact on the tourism industry. This positive
relationship may be attributed to various factors, such as increased consumer spending, improved
infrastructure, a conducive economic environment etc., all of which contribute to fostering growth in
the tourism sector.

Within the ambit of the Autoregressive Distributed Lag (ARDL) analysis, the research underscores that
both Gross Domestic Product (GDP) and geopolitical risks exhibit long-term characteristics rather than
short term dynamics. The juxtaposition of a positive short-term correlation with GDP and a negative
association with geopolitical risks, despite their non-significance within the short-term timeframe,
serves as a focal point for investigation. Panel data analysis brings forth an intriguing pattern where
geopolitical risks manifest a counterintuitive yet statistically significant positive impact on the tourism
sector in the long term. This divergence from conventional expectations prompts an in-depth exploration
into potential explanatory mechanisms. Advanced countries are often equipped with sophisticated
institutional frameworks and mature tourism industries that enable them to manage geopolitical risks.
As Kirci Altinkeski (2023) notes, these risks may primarily originate from advanced nations and
subsequently extend their influence to impact other countries. Developing nations can be particularly
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affected by geopolitical tensions within their borders and neighboring regions. Furthermore, they may
face the consequences of increased geopolitical uncertainties in advanced economies, which can have a
negative impact on the economies of developing countries across the globe. Therefore, the
intensification of geopolitical risks in advanced countries may have a disproportionate impact on
emerging economies, contributing to the observed long-term positive effect on tourism in advanced
countries. Furthermore, as delineated by Afonso-Rodriguez and Santana-Gallego (2018) and Trindade
(2017), disturbances in developing regions may lead to heightened tourism activity in advanced
countries. This phenomenon arises from an amplified desire for stability and security, thus positioning
advanced nations as relatively more appealing destinations amid a backdrop of escalating global
uncertainties. Furthermore, our examination of the causal relationship between the Geopolitical Risk
Index (GPRC) and tourism reveals a lack of statistically significant causality between these two
variables. This implies that fluctuations in geopolitical risk levels do not appear to have a discernible
causal effect on the tourism sector. In particular, our analysis shows a significant rejection of the null
hypothesis suggesting no causality from Gross Domestic Product (GDP) to tourism. In contrast, when
examining the causality from tourism to GDP, the results do not reach statistical significance. This
suggests that while there may be some impact of tourism on GDP, it is not robust enough to be
statistically significant based on our test results.

In light of the empirical findings, a discernible conclusion emerges, asserting that tourism is
predominantly influenced by Gross Domestic Product (GDP), as evidenced by the higher magnitude of
its coefficient. Moreover, it is noteworthy that Geopolitical Risks do not present a hindrance to tourism
income; on the contrary, there appears to be a beneficial aspect associated with them in advanced
countries. The lack of immediate impact of economic growth and geopolitical risks on tourism revenues
in developed countries may lead policymakers and authorities in the tourism sector to overlook the need
for preventive policies against potential long-term declines in tourism income. Findings from this study
highlight the importance of implementing policies that address these anticipated declines, such as
measures to mitigate the adverse effects on tourism-dependent sectors.
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SIYASET FELSEFESINDE ESITLIKCILIK ELESTIRISI: LIBERAL VE
LIBERTERYEN DUSUNCE GELENEGINDE ESITLIiK

Derya CAKIR DEMIRHAN!

Ozet

Esitlik, siyaset felsefesinin temel kavramlarindan biridir. Esitlik, adalet kaygisi ile eklemlenerek antik donemden bu yana
siyasetin temel konularindan birisi olagelmis ve giiniimiizde iki modern siyasal ideoloji perspektifinden tartisilmaktadir:
Sonuglarin esitligi anlaminda sosyalist esitlik ve yasalar dniinde esitlik baglaminda liberal esitlik. Esitlik ideali ve esitlik¢ilik
elestirisi ise liberal ve liberteryen diisiince gelenegi icinde, 6zellikle siyasal liberal tarafin argiimanlari ve bu argliimanlarin
elestirisi lizerinden tartigmaya deger bir alan bulmustur. Bu caligma liberal ve liberteryen diisiince gelenegi igerisindeki
esitlik¢ilik tartismasinin ana hatlarini ortaya koymay1 amaglamakta ve bu baglamda John Rawls’un dagitime1 adalet teorisinin
etkisini, ayrica siyaset felsefesinde esitlik¢ilik elestirisinin hangi argiimanlar temelinde sekillendigini betimlemektedir. Liberal
ve liberteryen diisiince literatiirinden hareketle, bu ¢aligma “Esitligi savunmamanin siyasal-felsefi temelleri nedir?” sorusuna
yanit aramaktadir. Calismanin temel savi, liberal ve liberteryen diisiiniirlerin esitlikgilik elestirilerini klasik faydaci/sezgici
yaklagiminin tesine gecerek 6zgiirliik, dogal farklilik, rasyonellik, toplumsal is boliimii ve dagitimcr adalet elestirisi gibi
birtakim ortak argiimanlar gergevesinde gerceklestirmis olduklaridir.
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Equality is one of the main concepts of political philosophy. The debate on equality, along with its relationship with justice has
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GIRIS

Siyaset felsefinin temel kavramlarindan birisi olan esitlik kavramini ¢esitli sorular gergevesinde ele
almak miimkiindiir. Esitligin ne oldugu, adaletle olan iligkisinin ne oldugu, neden savunulmasi ya da
savunulmamasi gerektigi, ahlaki mi yoksa rasyonel bir yaklasim igerisinde mi ele alinmasi gerektigi
sorular1 bunlardan bazilaridir. Esitligin en temel anlamda ne oldugu sorusuyla baslamak gerekirse,
kavrami, Gerald F.Gaus’a (2000) referansla, bir 6l¢ii baglaminda es olmak ve esitsizlik durumunu da

bir seyin bir digerine tercih edilebilir oldugu durum olarak tanimlamak miimkiindiir. Daha indirgemeci
bir sekilde ise esitlik, iki seyin tiim 6zellikleri ile ayni olmasi durumudur (Rothbard, 2009: 4-5).
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Esitlik kavram ile ilgili en temel sorun kavramin tek bagina degerlendirildiginde herhangi bir deger
ifade edip etmedigi noktasindadir. Bu deger elbette adalet baglaminda bir degerdir ve bize esitligin ya
da esitsizligin adil olup olmadigini sorgulatir. Bu noktada dikkate deger bir perspektif Gaus’a (2000)
aittir. Ona gore, iki seyin ayni olmasi ya da birbirlerine tercih edilebilir olmalari iyi ya da kotii herhangi
bir deger yargisina varmamaktadir; bazen iki seyin ayni olmasi adil iken bazen farkli olmasi adalete
tekabiil eden durum olabilir. Bu nedenle esitligin tek basina bir erdem ya da ulasilmasi gereken bir iyi
olarak ele alinmasi, tartisildigl baglamdan bagimsiz olarak degerlendirilebilecek bir durum degildir.

Esitligin tartisildig: siyasal baglama, herkesin yasalar 6niinde esit olmasinin savunulmasi ya da esitligi
daha genis diislinerek maddi kosullar baglaminda herkesin esit olmasi olarak, iki farkli perspektif
hakimdir. Bu iki farkli yaklagim siyaset felsefesi geleneginde, yasalar oniinde esitligi savunan liberal
esitlik anlayisi ve maddi sonuglar baglaminda esitligi 6ngdren sosyalist esitlik anlayisi olarak karsimiza
¢ikar. Bu noktada esitlikgilik, sosyalist esitlik anlayis1 olarak ifade edilen radikal esitlik¢i yaklagimi
ifade etmektedir.

Esitlik tartigmalarini siniflandirmaya yonelik bir diger yaklagim ise tartigmay1 faydaci/sezgisel seklinde
iki zit yaklagim agisindan degerlendirmek seklindedir. Bu durumda genel egilim esitligi sonugguluk,
rasyonellik, kiyaslanamazlik ve yarar baglaminda agiklamaya ¢aligan yaklasimlar faydacilik; ahlak ve
adalet ile iligkilendirerek aciklamaya caligan yaklasimlan ise sezgicilik baglaminda ele almak
seklindedir (Kymlicka, 2004).

Liberal esitlik anlayiginin 6énemli bir unsuru firsat esitligi konusundadir. Literatiirdeki firsat esitligi ve
sonuglarin esitligi ayrimi firsat esitligi savunusu ve onun elestirisi {izerinden hem liberal gelenek
icerisinde hem de disaridan elestirilere ve savunulara sahiptir. Giiniimiiz i¢in sonuglarin esitliginin
savunusu siklikla karsilasilabilecek bir durum degildir (Armstrong, 2003). Sonuglarin esitligini savunan
distiniir bulmak zor goriindiigii gibi tiim liberallerin firsat esitligini savundugunu iddia etmek de dogru
olmayacaktir (Armstrong, 2003: 413). Dolayisiyla esitlik tartigmalari bir sekilde liberalizm etrafinda
onun savunusu ya da elestirisi konusunda sekillenen bir nitelige sahiptir.

Bu ¢aligmada klasik liberal ve liberteryen diigiince geleneginin esitlik anlayisina ve esitlik¢ilige karsi
argiimanlaria yer verilmistir. Calismada, esitlik¢ilik kavrami sonuglarin esitligi anlamindaki esitlik
anlayigina referansla kullanilmistir ve kavram firsat esitligi ya da yasalar 6niinde esitligin 6tesinde bir
esitlik anlayis1 savunusunu kapsar niteliktedir. Bu baglamda klasik liberaller, Friedrich von Hayek,
Ludvig von Mises; liberteryen diisiiniirler Robert Nozick ve Murray N. Rothbard’in esitlik anlayislarina
ve esitlik¢ilige karsi argiimanlarina yer verilmistir. Caligmada, ilk olarak, siyaset felsefesinde esitlik
tartigmalart ile ilgili bilgi verilerek esitlie yonelik farkli yaklasimlardan bahsedilmis ve esitlikgilik
tanimi1 yapilmistir. Calismanin devaminda, liberal ve liberteryen gelenek ile ilgili bilgi verilmis ve bu
gelenegin doktrinel birligi noktasinda esitlige yonelik yaklasimi 6rneklendirilmeye ¢alisilmistir. Bu
baglamda disiiniirlerin esitlik konusundaki yaklagimlarina gegmeden 6nce dagitimci adalete yonelik
elestiriler baglamindaki esitlik¢ilik tartigmalarinda 6nemli bir yer tutan John Rawls’un adalet ve esitlik
anlayigina yer verilmistir. Caligma, Robert Nozick’in Rawls elestirisi ve esitlikgilik elestirisi ile devam
etmistir. Friedrich von Hayek, Ludvig von Mises ve Murray Rothbard’m esitlikle ilgili diisiincelerine
ve esitlikgilik elestirilerine yer verilmis ve ortak argiimanlari tespit edilmeye ¢aligiimistir.

1. LIBERAL VE LiBERTERYEN DUSUNCE GELENEGININ ESITLIKCIiLiK ELESTIRiSi
ARGUMANLARI

Eric Mack ve Gerald F. Gaus, Alasdair MaclIntyre’in liberteryenizm ve klasik liberalizmin bir siyasi
diisiince gelenegi olusturduklari iddiasina referansla, bu diisiince gelenegini 6zgiirliik gelenegi olarak
adlandirmiglardir. Bu gelenek igerisinde hem doktrinel bir birlik hem de farkliliktan bahsetmislerdir.
Farklilik konusunda piyasa anarsizmi, minimal devlet, vergi alan minimal devlet ve kiigiik devlet
bagliklari altinda devletin alan1 ve biiyiikliigii ile ilgili goriisler 6ne ¢gikmaktadir (Mack & Gaus, 2004).

Esitlikgiligin elestirisi konusunda hem liberteryen hem de klasik liberal diisiiniirler benzer argiimanlar
iizerinden hareket etmistir. En belirgin diisiinsel ortakliklari esitlik konusundaki temel yaklagimlarinin
yasalar oniinde esitligin kabuliine yonelik olmasidir. Liberal ve liberteryen diisiiniirler, yeniden dagitim
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ya da ekonomik anlamda esitlik gibi sonuglar anlaminda esitlik¢i argiimanlarin karsisinda durmuslardir.
Liberal ve liberteryen diisliniirlerinin esitlik¢ilik karsisindaki temel argiimanlarim ya da sadece yasalar
oniinde esitlige yonelik temel argiimanlarini; insanin dogasi geregi tek ve benzersiz olmasi iddiasindan
hareketle esitsizligin dogalligi, yasalar oniinde esit olmamin Gtesinde bir esitlik isteminin 6zgiirlige
miidahale olacagi, toplumsal is boliimiiniin kagiilmaz bir sonucu olarak esitsizligin varligi, esitsizligin
sonucu olarak ilerlemenin gergeklesecegi tezleri iizerinden gelistirmislerdir. Bu ¢aligma kapsaminda
fikirlerine yer verilecek olan klasik liberal diisiiniirler Friedrich von Hayek ve Ludvig von Mises;
liberteryen diisliniirler Robert Nozick ve Murray N. Rothbard’in esitlik¢ilik elestirileri bu baglami
orneklendirebilecek niteliktedir.

Friedrich von Hayek, esitlik¢ilik elestirisi baglaminda 6zgiirliikk, dogal farklilik ve dagitimer adalet;
Ludvig Von Mises, faydacilik, dogal farklilik ve ilerlemecilik; Murray Rothbard, 6zgiirlik, dogal
farklilik, is bolimi, rasyonellik ve etik kavramlarina odaklanmiglardir. Robert Nozick ise esitlik
elestirisini biiyiik 6lgiide liberal gelenek igerisinde bir kirilma noktasi olarak adlandirilan John Rawls un
(Kymlicka, 2004) dagitimci adalet ve farklilik prensibi elestirileri tizerinden kurmustur.

2. JOHN RAWLS’DA DAGITIMCI ADALET VE ESITLIK

John Rawls’un (1971) “Bir Adalet Kurami” adli eserinin Bati demokrasilerinin refah devleti
uygulamalarini anlamlandiracak siyasi-felsefi bir yenilik oldugunu iddia etmek miimkiindiir (Kymlicka,
2004). Onu yeni yapan sey, liberal gelenek icerisinde daha sonra siklikla elestirilecek olan yeniden
dagitim ve esitlik baglaminda ortaya koydugu siyasi ahlak ¢izgisidir. Bu ¢izgi onun liberalliginin
sorgulanmasina neden olmaya yetmistir ancak onu sosyalist yapmaktan da olduk¢a uzaktir. Kendisinin
de aslinda liberalizmi sosyal refah ve yeniden dagitim prensipleriyle uzlastirmaya calisirken kosulsuz
bir mutlak ekonomik esitlik savunusu icerisinde olmadig1 agiktir. Liberal gelenek icerisinde alisilmigin
disinda “bireyden degil, toplumdan” (Yaman & Tarhan, 2021: 63) hareketle adalet kuramim
geligtirmigtir. Will Kymlicka (2004: 125-126), Rawls’dan (1971) 6nce refah devletinin birbirine taban
tabana zit olan iki goriis; sag kanatta, 6zgiirliie inanan liberteryen ve sol kanatta mutlak ekonomik
esitlige inanan Marksist goriisiin bir noktada uzlagimi olarak degerlendirildigini ilk kez Rawls’un ortaya
koydugunu ve ardindan Ronald Dworkin’in bu duruma farkli bir bakis agis1 getirdigini savunmustur.

John Rawls’un siyaset felsefesinde olusturdugu kirllma noktasimi faydacilik—sezgicilik karsitlig
icerisinde okumak, Rawls’u degerlendirmenin bir bagka yoludur. Rawls ¢agdas siyaset felsefesine fayda
temelinden degil ahlak temelinden bakmak konusunda bir sistematik olusturmus ve sezgicilik igerisinde
bir tartisma baglatmistir (Kymlicka, 2004: 75). Rawls, yeniden dagitimci adaleti liberal olmanin bir
geregi olarak sunmaya caligmistir ve bunu yaparken toplum sozlesmesi mantigindan yararlanmis,
toplumsal kosullarin iizerinde bir bilin(e)mezlik perdesi ’nin (veil of ignorance) oldugu bir ilk durum
(original position) varsaymistir (1999: 11). Bu ilk durumda hi¢ kimse dogustan getirecegi 6zelliklerinin,
zayif ya da gii¢lii yanlarimin neler olacagini bilemez ve boyle bir bilin(e)mezlik durumunda herkes en
dezavantajlinin lehine olacak olan en iyi kosullar1 seger. Bir diger ifadeyle Rawls, boyle bir durumda
toplumdaki rol ve statiimiizii bilemeyecegimiz i¢in en kotli kosuldakinin olabildigince iyi durumda
olmasindan yana tercih kullanacagimiz seklinde bir varsayimda bulunur (Rawls, 1999: 69-70). Rawls
bu duruma “farklilik prensibi” adin1 vermistir ve onu bir toplum sézlesmesi durumu ile agiklamistir.
Rawls’a gore, herkes icin en adil olan1 segme iizerinde bir toplumsal sézlesme gergeklestirilmistir (Ors,
2009: 102). Bu durumda Rawls iki temel ilkeye isaret etmistir: 6zgiirliik ve esitlik. Rawl’s’un kuraminda
adaleti tesis etmek ve onu gelistirmek isteyecek olanlar 6zgiir ve esit insanlardir (Clayton, 2016).

Esitligi firsat esitligi ve farklilik prensibi baglaminda agiklamistir:

“Birinci ilke: herkes, herkese 6zgiirliik taninmasini éngdren benzer bir sistemle uyumlu, esit
temel Ozgiirliiklere sahip olmay1 6ngdren genis ¢apli biitiinciil bir sistemden esit diizeyde
yararlanma hakkina sahip olacaktir.

fkinci ilke: toplumsal ve ekonomik esitsizlikler,

a) hem en az avantajli durumda olanin en fazla yararlanacagi;
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b) hem de adil bir firsat esitligi kosulu geregi herkese agik olacak memurluklar ve konumlara
bagl olarak diizenlenecektir” (Rawls, 1971: 302-3 akt. Kymlicka, 2004: 77).

Rawls bu ilkeler arasinda bir Oncelik siralamasi yapmig ve birinci Oncelik olarak ozgiirliikten
bahsetmistir (Chambers & Parvin, 2010). Ona gore, 6zgiirliik en temel degerdir, adalet ise ikinci
siradadir. Bu durumda firsat esitligi ilkesi ile farklilik ilkesi arasinda bir 6ncelik siralamasi yapmis ve
once firsat esitliginin ardindan farklilik ilkesinin geldigini ifade etmistir (Rawls, 1971: 302-303 akt.
Kymlicka, 2004). Bu dnceligi pekistirecek olan temel sav1 ise 6zgiirligiin 6zgiirliik disinda hicbir sey
icin kisitlanamayacagina (Erdogan, 2008) yonelik savunusudur.

Rawls’un esitlik ile ilgili degindigi temel bir nokta dogal yeteneklerimiz, bir diger ifadeyle dogustan
sahip oldugumuz avantajlarimizla ilgilidir. Rawls’a goére bu noktada adil olan, bu farkliliklarin en az
avantajli olanin lehine olacak sekilde diizenlenmesidir ve ancak bu takdirde kabul edilebilir olacaktir
(Rawls, 1999). Rawls’un bu noktada dagitimci adalet ile dogustan getirdigimiz avantajlarin nasil
yonetilecegine dair bir yanitt mevcuttur. Benzer bir durum R. Dworkin’de de vardir. Her iki diisiiniir de
dogal yeteneklerimizin gelir esitsizligine neden olmamasi1 gerektigini savunmuslardir (Armstrong,
2003). Benzer bir sekilde Adrian Little, Rawls’un adalet kuramindaki dogal esitsizlikler meselesini
Paine’nin hi¢ kimse i¢ine dogdugu medeniyette doga durumundakinden daha dezavantajli bir durumda
olmamalidir yaklasimi arasinda paralellik kurarak agiklamigtir (Little, 1999).

Rawls dagitimci adalet fikri ile normatif bir sekilde (Kelly, 2006; Shaw, 2020: 472) esitsizliklerden
kaynaklanan adaletsizligi hafifletmeyi, bir diger ifadeyle “Bireyin kendi sorumluluguna giren ya da
tercihlerinden kaynaklanan esitsizlikleri degil, insanin hayattaki basarisini, sansim etkileyen
esitsizlikleri” diizenlemeyi hedeflemistir (Kymlicka, 2004: 105). Ancak Rawls’un bu diisiincesi, basta
hangi esitsizliklerin kigisel tercihlerden kaynaklandigi, hangilerinin kaynaginin toplumsal ya da dogal
oldugu ya da bu esitsizliklerin etkilerinin nasil tespit edilecegi konularinda olmak iizere birey toplum
sorunsalini ele alan ¢esitli perspektiflerden (Okin, 1989; Sandel, 1998) elestirilmeye agiktir.

3. ROBERT NOZICK’iN, DAGITIMCI ADALET VE ESITLIiKCiLiK ELESTIRiSi:
“YETKILENME KURAMI”

Robert Nozick Rawls’un kuramini bir doniim noktasi olarak degerlendirmis ve bundan sonra adalet
iizerine diisiinen hi¢ kimsenin Rawls’a katilmadan ya da onu neden reddettigini agiklamadan esitlik
lizerine s0z sdyleyemeyecegini savunmustur (Nozick, 1999: 183). Nozick, Rawls’un adalet teorisini
elestirmis ve kars1 argiimanlarin1 toplumsal is birligi, farklilik prensibi ve zenginligin {iiretilmesi
konularindan tiiretmistir.

Nozick toplumsal ig birligini bireysel hakedigleri belirsiz bir zemine oturttugu gerekgesiyle elestirir. Ona
gore, Rawls’un toplumsal ig birligi iddias1 “suyu bulandirmak™ gibidir ve kimin neye sahip oldugu
konusunda karigiklik yaratma potansiyeline sahiptir (Nozick, 1999: 185). Nozick, Rawls’un
kavramsallagtirdig1 farklilik prensibinin toplumu dikkate aldigini ve bireyi ihmal ettigini savunmusg ve
birey ilk durumda neden en dezavantajli olacagini varsayarken kendisini en avantajli olarak gérmek
istemesin sorusunu sormustur. Disiiniiriin bu elestirisindeki temel dayanak noktasi ilk durumda, doga
durumunda, bireyin kendisini en avantajli konumda hayal etmek ve en dezavantajli durumda olmaktan
korkmak secenekleri karsisinda tercihini neden Rawls’un iddia ettigi gibi en dezavantajli olmaktan
korkmak yoniinde kullanacagi sorusudur. Nozick’in farklilik prensibine yonelik ikinci elestirisi
prensibin neler igin gegerli olacaginin bilinemeyecegidir. Bir diger ifadeyle, hangi dogal 6zelliklerin ne
gibi ya da ne 6lcilide avantaj saglayacaginin hi¢bir zaman bilinememesidir (Nozick, 1999:189-190). Bu
elestiriden tiiretilebilecek anlamli bir soru, dogal &zelliklerimizin her zaman kesin avantaj ya da
dezavantaj saglayacagi toplumsal durumlar var midir sorusudur ve bu soru sadece esitlik degil
determinizm tartigmalarini da ilgilendiren genis bir imaya sahiptir. Nozick’in bir diger elestirisi farklilik
ilkesine gore yapilacak olan yeniden dagitim konusuna yoneliktir. Rawls’un 6ngordiigii yeniden dagitim
stirekli bir sekilde ortadaki ve en alttakinin yer degistirmesine neden olacaktir, her kosulda mutlaka bir
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en dezavantajli olacaktir. Sonug olarak belirsiz olan kimin en dezavantajli olacagidir ve bu da Nozick’e
gore Rawls’un kuraminin ¢eligkili yanidir (Nozick, 1999: 209).

Nozick’in elestirdigi bir bagka husus, Rawls’un kuraminin bir sonucu olarak yorumladig1 zenginlik
iiretme asamasinda rol almadan ondan pay almanin mesruiyeti konusundadir. Nozick burada kaynaklar
ile ilgili bir yanilginin var oldugunu iddia etmistir. Ona gore tipki cennet tasavvuru gibi her seyiyle
donanimli, verili bir diinyada zenginlikleri paylasmak gibi bir durum s6z konusu degildir. Ona gore
zenginlik Oncelikle iiretilen bir seydir ve ona katki saglamayanin ondan pay almasi adaletsizliktir
(Nozick, 1999: 185-204).

Nozick, Rawls elestirisinin {izerine, esitlik ve adalet konusunda “yetkilenme kuram1™n1 6ne siirmistiir
(Nozick, 1999). Yetkilenme kurami miilkiyet ile, miilk sahibi olmay1 hak etme ile, ilgilidir ve {i¢ temel
ilkesi vardir. Bunlardan birincisi, adil kazanim ile ilgilidir, ikincisi aktarim ilkesi yani adil bir gekilde
kazanilan zenginligin/miilkiin aktarilabilecegini 6ngoéren ilkedir, {iglinciisii ise bu iki yol diginda hak
sahibi olmanin miimkiin olmadigin1 savunan ilkedir (Nozick, 1999: 151). Yeniden dagitim Nozick’e
gbre hak edis ilkesi ile celiskilidir. Uriin bireyseldir oysaki dagitimc1 adalette toplumsalmis gibi dagitimi
ongoriilmektedir. Nozick’e gore miilk edinen ve onu siireg icerisinde isleyen bir diger deyisle onu
yenisini tiretmek i¢in kullanan kisi onun tizerinde hak sahibidir (Nozick, 1999: 171-172).

O halde Robert Nozick’in dagitimci adalete karsi ¢ikisindaki bir unsur adil elde edilen miilkiyet hakki

iken bir diger unsur devletin alam1 ve dagitime1r adalet iliskisine yoneliktir. Nozick’e gore
mesrulagtirilabilecek en biiyiik devlet minimal devlettir. Bu devlet haklari koruma altina alan ve gii¢
tekeline sahip olan devlettir. Minimal devletin 6tesindeki devlet ona gére mesru degildir. Nozick’e gore,
bir devletin daha kapsamli olmasi, o devletin temel insan haklarin1 ¢ignemesi anlamina gelecektir.
Nozick, dagitimci adaletten, bu baglamda daha kapsamli bir devlet savunusunun en temel ilkelerinden
birisi olarak bahsetmistir ve dagitimer adaleti savunmanin ister istemez alani genis bir devleti savunmak
anlamina gelecegini savunmustur (Nozick, 1999: 121-139). Nozick’e gore dagitimci adalette dagitimin
belli ilkelere gore belirlenmesi bir zorunluluktur ve bu durum da 6zgiirliigii kisitlayict ve bireylerin
yasamlarina miidahale edici bir 6zellik tagimaktadir. Ciinkii ona gore yeniden dagitimin miidahale
olmaksizin ger¢eklesmesi miimkiin degildir (Nozick, 1999: 155-167). Nozick’in mesru gordiigii esitlik,
yasalar oniinde esitliktir. Ona gore daha genis bir esitlik kurgusu olarak ekonomik esitlik anlayisini
savunmak, 6zgiirliikklere miidahale anlamia gelecektir (Nozick, 1999).

4. FRIEDRICH VON HAYEK’IN ESITLIKCILIK ELESTIRiSIi: 0ZGURLUK

Hayek esitlik kavrami ile yasa oniinde esitligi kastetmistir. Bir diger ifade ile esitlik, hukuk ve davranig
kurallar1 baglaminda esitliktir. Hayek’e gore yasalar 6niinde esitlik 6zgiirligii tehlikeye diisiirmeyen tek
esitlik anlayigidir. Bireysel 6zgiirliikler, baz1 tercihlerin ya da hayat tarzlarinin digerlerine gére daha
basarili sonuclar kazandirmis olmasi yoluyla esitsizlikleri ortaya ¢ikarirlar. Bu a¢idan Hayek’e gore
esitsizlikler, 6zgiirliiklerin dogal sonucudur (Hayek, 2011: 143-144). Bu noktada, Hayek’in yaklagimi
bizi kanunlar 6niinde esitlik garanti altina alindig1 siirece esitsizlik ile ilgili normatif bir kaygisinin
bulunmadig1 sonucuna vardirir.

Hayek, esitlik ve esitsizlige yonelik argiimanini insan dogasinin farkliligi ve her bir bireyin biricikligi
arglimani tizerine kurmustur. Herkesin yasalar 6niinde esit olmas1 Hayek’e gore insanlarin gergekte esit
olduklar1 anlamina gelmez ya da yasalarin onlari esit kilma gabasi oldugu anlamina gelmez. Insanlar
dogalar1 geregi birbirlerinden kapasite ve yetenekler anlaminda farklilik gosterirler. Biyolojik olarak her
bir insan miras aldigi “binlerce gen ve gen kaliplari olmasi miinasebetiyle, bilinmeyen bir niceliktir”
(Hayek, 2011: 145). Tam da bu noktada, Hayek modern donem insaninin dogustan gelen farkliliklar
etkisizlestirmek ve geriye kalanlari ise ¢evresel etkilerle agiklamak gibi bir egiliminin oldugundan
bahsetmistir. Hayek’e gore cevresel etkiler ne kadar fazla olursa olsun bireylerin dogustan farkli
olduklar1 gercegini goz ardi etmemek gereklidir. Aslinda ona gore, insanlar ne dogal ne de cevresel
olarak esit degildir. Ancak bu gergek, insanlarin esit hukuki ve ahlaki muameleye tabi tutulmalari
geregini ortadan kaldirmaz. Ona gore, insanlar aslinda esit degildir ancak ilkesel olarak yasalar 6niinde
esit kabul edilirler ve edilmelidirler (Hayek, 2011).

204



Naczilli Iktisadi ve Idari Bilimler Fakiiltesi Dergisi, 2024, Cilt 5, Say1 2, 200-208

Hayek dagitimci adaleti ve devletin toplumda yasayan bireyleri esitlestirmeye ¢alismasimni 6zgiirliigi
kisitlamak olarak gormiistiir.

“Dagitimct adalet ilkesi bir kez getirildi mi tiim toplum buna gore organize edilinceye kadar
ilkenin icabi tamamlanmis olmayacaktir. Bu tiim asli vasiflart bakimindan 6zgiir bir toplumun
aksi bir toplum tiirli —bireyin ne yapacagina ve bireyin onu nasil yapacagina otoritenin karar
verdigi bir toplum-husule getirecektir” (Hayek, 2011:165).

Buradan c¢ikarilabilecek sonu¢ Hayek’in esitlik ve ozgiirlikkle ilgili diistincelerini dagitimci adalet
fikrinin karsisinda konumlandirdigidir. Ona gore, esitlik¢ilerin daha ¢ok ¢evresel kaynakli oldugunu
distindiikleri esitsizliklerin ortadan kaldirilmasi, kurumsal miidahaleleri gerektirecektir ve bdyle bir
dagitimci adalet i¢in anlamh gerekgeler bulunmamaktadir (Hayek, 2011: 146-149).

5. LUDVIG VON MISES’IN ESITLIKCIiLiK ELESTIiRiSi: 0ZGURLUK VE iLERLEME

Ludvig von Mises esitlik tartigmalarini, 18.yy. liberalizmi ile yeni donem liberalizmi arasindaki farkin
en belirgin olarak kendisini gosterdigi konu olarak gérmiistiir. Dogal hukuk ve aydinlanma diigiincesinin
etkisi altindaki 18.yy. liberalleri sosyal ve siyasal haklar baglaminda herkesin esit oldugunu
savunmuglardi ve insanlar arasindaki tiim farkliliklarin insanin ve toplumun iriini oldugunu
distinmiislerdi. Ancak Mises, bu goriisiin tamamen yanlig bir varsayim oldugunu iddia etmistir. Ona
gore, aslinda insanlar esit degildir. Kardesler arasinda bile ciddi fiziksel ve zihinsel farkliliklar vardir.
Doga yarattiklar1 konusunda kendisini tekrar etmez, hicbir seyi “diizinelerce” ya da standart bir sekilde
iretmez. Bu nedenle esit muamele yani yasalar oniinde esitlik, insanlar esittir ger¢egine dayanmaz
(Mises, 2002: 27-28).

Herkesin yasalar 6niinde esit sayllmasinin Mises’e gore iki temel nedeni vardir. Birinci neden 6zgiir is
giiciiniin kole isgiiciinden daha verimli olmasidir. Ozgiir isgiicii daha verimlidir ¢iinkii birey
¢alismasinin sonucu olan triiniine sahip olacagini bilerek ¢alisir. Bu 6nermenin esitlik ile ilgisi yasalar
oniinde herkesin ayni haklara sahip olmasinin herkesin 6zgiir olmasindan kaynaklandigi noktasindadir.
Ikinci neden ise, herkesin yasalar 6niinde esit olmasimin toplumsal barisin siirekliligini saglayacak bir
durum olarak goriilmesi ile ilgilidir ve yasalar Oniinde esitligin saglayacagi toplumsal faydanin
gozetilmesinin sonucudur. Mises’e gore hak ve sorumluluklar agisindan yasalar Oniinde farklhi
tanimlanmig siniflari bir arada baris igerisinde yasatmak miimkiin degildir. Bir toplumda i¢ huzurun ve
barigin saglanmasi i¢in sinif ayricaliklarinin ortadan kalkmasi gereklidir (Mises, 2002: 27-8; Mises,
2007: 64-7). Mises, sinif kavraminin ve sinif ¢atigmasinin Marksist bir kurgu oldugunu savunmus ve
aslinda beslendigi temel kaynagin toplumdaki bireylerin menfaatlerinin gatisacagi varsayimi oldugunu
ortaya koymustur. Mises’e gore toplumu siniflara ayrilmig olarak tahayyiil etmek ve bu siniflarin
¢ikarlarmin ¢atistigini savunmak kurgudan ibarettir. Mises’e gore ¢ikarlar ¢atismak zorunda degildir
(Mises, 2007: 380-381).

Mises, liberalizmin higbir zaman yasalar 6niinde esitlikten daha fazlasin1 vadetmedigini ve etmeyecegini
savunmustur. Mises’e gore insanin giicii insanlar1 esit kilmaya muktedir degildir. Insanlar yasalar
oniinde esittir ve liberalizm de hi¢bir zaman bundan daha fazlasini iddia etmemistir. Mises, bu noktada
esitlik argiimanini sosyalizm elestirisi ile Ortligtiirmiistiir. Mises sosyalistlerin yasalar oniinde esitligin
yetmeyecegini, insanlar1 gergekten esit kilmanin yolunun ekonomik esitlik yani gelirlerini esit kilmaktan
gectigini savunduklarina isaret etmistir (Mises, 2002: 29). Sosyalist elestirinin liberal toplumdaki zengin
yoksul ayrimi ve gelir esitsizligi {izerinden sekillendigini belirtmistir ve bu elestiriye iki asamali bir
sekilde cevap vermistir. Oncelikle ona gore, gelir esitsizliginin oldugu bir toplumda herkes ¢ok
calistiginda ¢ok kazanacagini bilir ve maksimum iir{inii ortaya koymaya caligir. Boylelikle ilerleme tim
toplum i¢in ger¢eklesmis olur. Tkinci asamada Mises, tipk1 Hayek gibi bugiiniin liiksii yarmin ihtiyacidir
anlayist ile liiksii deneyecek ve onun iiretim maliyetini ilk asamada karsilayacak zenginlerin olmasi
gerekliligine vurgu yapmustir. Bu nedenle sosyalist bir toplumda Mises’e gore ilerleme olmayacaktir
(Mises, 2002: 31-32). Buradan hareketle, sonug olarak esitlik¢i argiimana karsi Mises’in 6zgiirliik ve
ilerleme kavramlarin1 6ne ¢ikardigi goriilmektedir.
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6. MURRAY ROTHBARD’IN ESIiTLIKCILiK ELESTIRiSi: DOGAL CELIiSKi VE
“DOGAYA KARSI iSYAN”

Murray Rothbard’a gore ahlakilik, adalet ve idealizm kavramlart uzun zamandir solun tekeli altindadir
ve sola gelen elestiriler de teoride “miikemmel” olan kuramlarimin pratikte uygulanamaz olusu
konusundadir. Bu durum, Rothbard’a gore etik ve ideal kavramlarini sola terk etmenin bir gostergesidir
ve benzer bir sekilde esitlik savunuculugu da “sola garanti edilmis” (Rothbard, 2009: 1) durumdadir.

Esitlikle ilgili Rothbard’in yapmis oldugu bir diger tespit, esitlik kavraminmin sorgulanamaz ahlaki bir
konumu olduguna yoneliktir. Ozellikle iktisatgilarin esitlik sdylemi benimsediklerinde teorilerine
yonelik elestirilerden adeta muaf olduklar1 durumundan esitligin sorgulanamazliginin bir 6rnegi olarak
bahsetmistir. Rothbard, esitlige sorgulanmayan bir ahlaki deger atfedildiginden bahsederken, bilimsel
yaklasim igerisinde olanlarin, iktisat¢ilar gibi, esitlik gibi bir deger yargisindan bahsetmenin onun
rasyonelligini kanitlamak zorunlulugunu ortaya ¢ikardigini savunmustur (Rothbard, 2009: 3).

Rothbard esitlik baglaminda iki temel soru sormustur; “esitlik simdi sahip oldugu sorgulanmayan etik
ideal statiisiine sahip olmali m1?” Ve bir sey teoride dogru kabul ediliyorsa pratikte de dogru ve
uygulanabilir olmasi1 gerekmez mi? (Rothbard, 2009: 3). Rothbard, teori ve pratik ayrimimin anlamsiz
bir ayrim oldugunu savunmus ve teoride dogru olanin pratikte de uygulanabilir olmasi gerektigi lizerinde
durmusgtur. Eger bir sey pratikte uygulanabilir degilse tutarlilik geregi teoride de dogru olmamis oldugu
sonucunu ortaya ¢ikarir. Esitlikten hareketle ortaya attig1 bu fikri Rothbard, tiim etik idealler i¢in de
savunmustur. Ona gore eger bir etik ideal insanin ya da evrenin dogasina aykiri ise, pratikte var olmasi
miimkiin degil ise bu ideal iyi bir ideal degildir ve bir ama¢ konumunda olmamalidir. Aksi durumda,
insanlar hi¢bir zaman gergeklestirilemeyecek bir “ahlaki iyi”nin ve idealin tipki esitlik gibi esareti
altinda olmus olurlar (Rothbard, 2009: 4).

Rothbard esitlikg¢ilik argiimanina dogayla olan ¢eligkisi bakimindan kars1 ¢ikmistir:

“Sahi, su esitlik denen sey nedir? Bu kavram ¢ok fazla konusulmus ama ¢ok az tahlil edilmistir.
Belirli bir 6zellige gére A ve B birbirinin ayni ise bunlar esittir denir (...) Eger iki degnek
uzunluk bakimindan ayni ise, uzunlukga esittirler. Eger dyleyse herhangi iki kisinin birbiriyle
tam olarak “esit” olabilmesinin ancak ve ancak bir tek yolu vardir: biitiin 6zelliklerinin ayni
olmasi. Bu demektir ki, dogal olarak biitiin insanlarin esitligi-esitlik¢i ideal-yani ancak biitiin
insanlar tim Ozellikleri bakimindan tam olarak tek tip, tami tamina 6zdes olduklar1 zaman
basarilabilir. Esitlik¢i diinya kaginilmaz olarak bir dehset kurgusu-kisisellik, ¢esitlilik ya da 6zel
yaraticiliktan yoksun, kendine 6zgii bir ¢ehreden mahrum 6zdes yaratiklar diinyas1 olacaktir”
(Rothbard, 2009: 5).

Rothbard, ger¢ekten esitlik¢i bir uygulamanin ancak korku filmlerinde goriilebilecek diizeyde bir iitopya
olabilecegini ifade etmis ve gergekte esitlik¢i bir uygulamanin ve esitlik¢i bir toplumun sadece totaliter
yontemler ile olusturulabilecegini savunmustur. Dolayisiyla esitligi saglamak c¢abasi ona gore
yonetimsel olarak totaliterlik ile drtlisen bir uygulamadir (Rothbard, 2009: 5).

Rothbard esitlige kars1 argiimanini esitsizligin dogal oldugu bilgisine dayandirmigtir. Cesitliligin ve
degiskenligin kokeninin insanin biyolojik dogasinda olduguna isaret etmistir. Bu noktada ona goére
esitlik¢i yaklagim “dogaya karsi isyandir” (Rothbard, 2009). Rothbard bu agidan, esitlik¢ileri inkarct
olarak degerlendirmistir:

“Esitlikgilerin, birey olarak ne kadar zeki olurlarsa olsunlar, bizzat insan zekasinin ve aklinin
temelini, realitenin ontolojik yapisinin, insan dogasinin ve evrenin yasalarinin hiiviyetini inkar
ettikleri sonucuna ulastik (...) ger¢ekligin yapisini inkar etmektedirler (...) medeniyetin tahribi,
hatta bizzat insan wkinin tahribi, yliksek ve takdire sayan ahlakiligin seref halkasi olarak
taglandirilmadikga, ahlak esit¢ilerin tarafinda olamaz” (Rothbard, 2009: 13-14).

O halde Rothbard’a gore ozetle esitligi savunmak ne dogal ne de ahlakidir. Rothbard’in bir baska
arglimani esitsizligin 6zgiirliikle olan iliskisi konusundadir ve bunu bireysel farkliliga vurgu yaparak
aciklamistir. Ona gore insanlar eger “karmcalar gibi tek tip, birbiriyle birebir yer degistirebilir olsalardi”
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(Rothbard, 2009: 169) 6zgiirliige ihtiya¢ duymazlardi. Ancak, insan soyunun istiinliigii her bir bireyin
biricikliginde saklidir. Her bir bireyin biricikligi ise bireyin bir bagkasi ile degistirilebilir ya da yerini
tutabilir olmamasidir. Bu biricikligin korunup gelismesi esitsizlik ve sonug olarak 6zgiirliik demek
olacaktir (Rothbard, 2009: 169-91). Dolayisiyla sadece “en yiiksek siyasi deger” (Rothbard, 2002: 259)
olan 6zgiir olmak konusunda esitlik insan dogasi ile uyum igerisindedir ancak kosullarin esitligini
saglamaya caligmak ona gore “insanlig1 karmca yuvasina indirgemek” (Rothbard, 2009: 191) olacaktir.

Rothbard esitsizlikten sadece insan dogasi degil ayn1 zamanda toplumsal is bolimiiniin kaginilmaz
sonucu olarak da bahsetmistir. Ilkel olmayan bir yasam is béliimiinii gerektirecektir ve bu da ekonomik
esitsizliklerin kacinilmazlig1 sonucunu doguracaktir. Rothbard, serbest piyasanin sadece mesleklerde
cesitlilige yol agmayacagini, ayn1 zamanda meslek grubu mensuplar1 arasinda ekonomik ya da statii
esitsizlikleri de ortaya ¢ikaracagini hatirlatmistir. Rothbard bu durumu hem modern ilkelcilik elestirisi
hem de 6zgiirliik savunusu ile mesrulastirmistir. {lkel toplumlarda is boliimii yoktur, is bdliimiiniin
oldugu toplumlarda da esitsizlik vardir. Bu durumda mutlak bir esitlik talebi ilkelciligi savunmak
anlamina gelecektir. Is béliimiiniin oldugu bir toplumda farkli meslekler ve uzmanlik alanlar1 vardir.
Bunlardan bazilan ¢ok gelir elde ettirirken bazilar1 daha az kazandirir. Rothbard, bireylerin kendi
mesleklerini segme 6zgiirliikleri olugu siirece diisiik gelir elde etmenin bir sikayet konusu olamayacagini
savunmustur (Rothbard, 2009: 191-196).

SONUC

Esitlik tartigmasi siyaset felsefesini ilgilendiren normatif bir tartismadir. Hem liberal hem de sosyalist
diigiiniisiin “mutlak ekonomik esitlik olmalt midir” sorusuna verdikleri yanit normatiftir. Klasik liberal
ve liberteryen gelenek yasalar oniinde esitligi savunurken, ekonomik anlamda esitlige ve esitlikgilige
karst ¢ikmistir. Bunu yaparken, esitlik¢ilik elestirisi konusunda, ortak bazi argiimanlardan hareket
ettiklerini savunmak miimkiindiir. Ilk argiiman, mutlak bir ekonomik esitlik ya da dagitimc1 adaletten
kaynaklanacak bir tiir ekonomik esitligin reddi ve bu reddedisi insan dogasi ile agiklama egilimidir. Bu
baglamda ¢aligma kapsaminda incelenen diisiiniirler ekonomik esitsizligi savunurken insan dogasinda
da var oldugunu 6ne siirdiikleri esitsizlige referans yapmiglardir. Onlara gore, insanlar dogalar1 geregi
birbirlerinden farkli ve biriciktir. Hayek, insanlarin biyolojik olarak birbirlerinden farkli varliklar
olduklarii, ayni kosullarda yetisen kardeslerin bile birbirlerinden farklilik gosterecegini belirmis ve
esitligi dogallastiran argiimani elestirmistir. Benzer bir sekilde Mises de insan dogasinin farkliligina ve
biricikligine isaret etmis, insanlarin gergekte esit olmadiklarini ancak toplumda barigin saglanabilmesi
icin yasalar oniinde esit kabul edilmeleri gerektigini savunmustur. Rothbard ise, insanlarin birbirlerinden
farkli olusuna ve birbirlerinin yerini alamayacaklarina vurgu yapmistir. Buradan hareketle esitsizligin
dogalligim kanitlamaya calismigtir. Esitlik¢ilik talebini dogaya karsi isyan olarak nitelendirmistir. Ona
gore sadece herkesin 6zgiir olmasi konusundaki esitlik, dogal olan esitliktir.

Ikinci ortak argiiman esitligin 6zgiirliige yonelik bir miidahale oldugu iddiasidir. Hayek, Mises,
Rothbard ve Nozick esitligin bireysel 6zgiirliiklere miidahale oldugunu savunmuglardir. Baglantili
olarak dagitimci adalet elestirisi de diisiiniirlerin ortak argiimanlarindan birisi durumundadir. Hayek’e
gore dagitimc adalet bir kez yerlesince toplumun tiim alanlarina miidahale edinceye kadar devam eder
ve bu miidahale 6zgiirliigiin ortadan kalkmas1 demektir. Nozick ise elestirisinin biiyiik bir boliimiinii
dagitimci adalet elestirisi lizerine kurmustur. Dagitimer adalet anlayisinin bireysel 6zgiirliik ve miilkiyet
hakki ile gelistigini 6ne siirmiis ve zenginligin elde edinim siirecinde pay1 olmayanlarin onun yeniden
dagitimi ile haksiz bir kazang elde edeceklerini savunmustur. Bu anlamda yeniden dagitimi dngéren
esitlik¢i yaklagima kargi ¢ikmistir.

Ucgiincii ortak argiiman, 6zellikle Mises ve Rothbard’in iizerinde durdugu toplumsal is b&liimiiniin
kaginilmaz sonucu olarak esitsizligin toplumsal varligi arglimanidir. Onlara gore, farkli igler ve farkl
uzmanhk alanlari, farkli kazanimlar ortaya cikaracaktir. Bu toplumsal is boliimiiniin kaginilmaz
sonucudur. Bu noktada diislinlirlere gore esitligi savunmak, is boliimii oncesi ilkelligi savunmak
anlamina gelecektir. Mises buradan hareketle esitsizligin ilerleme ile olan dogrudan iligkisinden de
bahsetmistir. Toplumsal ig boliimiinii yok sayacak tiirden bir esitlik ona gore ilerlemenin dogasina aykiri
olacaktir.
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Liberal ve liberteryen diislince gelenegine bagl olarak galismada fikirleri degerlendirilen diisiiniirler,
esitlikeilik elestirisinin siyasi felsefi temellerinde, ortak mesrulastirict argiiman olarak, insan dogasi,
Ozgiirlik ve ilerleme temalarin1 kullanmiglardir. Esitligi 6zgiirliigiin karsisinda konumlandirmis ve
esitligi savunmamanin siyasi-felsefi temellerini 6zgiirliigiin savunusu olarak sunmuglardir.
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