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When the International System (IS) is considered starting from the 16th century, it can
be said that each century flows faster than the previous one. So much so that, even in
the first 20 years of the 21st century, there has been and continues to be experienced
faster change/transformation than ever before compared to previous centuries.
Tiirkiye’s role in the IS has changed significantly in this century. Tiirkiye, a state that
is recently celebrated its centennial (100 years-old), has experienced very important
developments in the post-2000 period, although most of its history dates back to the
pre-2000 period. During the period since the founding of the Republic in 1923 until the
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end of the Cold War, especially in the early periods, Tiirkiye, which adopted a security
approach within the framework of the security and survival of the state, had to deal with
some problems both in domestic politics and regional issues.

With the end of the Cold War, the ending of bipolar system gave way to the unipolar
system and the structure of the IS changed greatly. Although Tiirkiye tried to go beyond
the lines of Westernism and status quo, which are called its traditional foreign policy
during this period, it could not get the desired result. Tiirkiye when entered the 21st
century through a very painful process, has made a great progress in a short time and
has become an important regional actor in the IS and has set global goals. In this regard,
it has determined and tried to implement both regional and global policies. In the first
10 years of this century, Tiirkiye has experienced a more active period than ever before
in its 80-year history, has implemented a new multifaceted policy, starting from its
immediate surroundings and extending to regions such as Africa and South America.
In the post-2010 period, it was observed that there was a move away from the previous
period in line with the regional and global conjuncture.

In this study, Tiirkiye’s place in the IS in the 2000s will be discussed. While
analyzing Tiirkiye’s IS, the theory of constructivism, which emerged as a reaction to
classical theories such as realism and idealism that analyze by focusing on material
elements, and includes socio-cultural factors in international relations analysis, will be
used. Following the theoretical framework, the historical background will be briefly
discussed. This period will be examined in three periods: the period between 1923-
1945, the period between 1945-1990 and the period between 1990-2000. In the last
section, from the perspective of theory, the 2000s will be examined in two periods: the
period between 2000-2010 and the period between 2010-2020.

2 Theoretical Framework

Classical theories such as realism and idealism, which form the basis of International
Relations theories and left their mark on a long period, but it could not predict the end
of the Cold War and were subjected to great criticism. These criticisms also stemmed
from the fact that theories confined the IS to a narrow framework and explained it with
material elements such as power, interest and security. In this context, it was inevitable
that classical theories, which analyzed the IS as a bipolar (loosely bipolar) system for
almost half a century, would be criticized with the end of the Cold War. While the
structure of the IS has changed after 1990, it would be against the nature of things for
old theories to retain their fame. It is not a coincidence that the theory of Constructivism
emerged in such a process.

Constructivism, which was brought to the agenda in the late 1980s and early 1990s
by thinkers such as Nicholas Onuf, Alexander Wendt, Emanuel Adler, Friedrich
Kratochwil, John Gerard Ruggie and Peter Katzenstein, is a “social theory of
international politics” that emphasizes the social structure of the world. Constructivism
emphasizes the social structure of actors in world affairs, contrary to neorealists’ claim
that international politics is shaped by the rational choice behavior/decisions of egoistic
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actors who pursue their interests by making utilitarian calculations to maximize their
interests and minimize their losses.!

Constructivism first entered the international relations literature with the work titled
World of Our Making: Rules and Rule in Social Theory and International Relations,
published by Nicholas Onuf towards the end of the Cold War. In this work, Nicholas
Onuf put forward the basic propositions of constructivism. Language has a decisive
position here. The basis of Onuf’s argument is speech acts. According to him, social
relations are always structured through language and thus establish their own reality.
This situation reveals a process in which intersubjective relationships mutually
construct each other. Accordingly, the social construction process takes place through
speech and the rules that are derivative of speech. ‘Talking means doing’ says Onuf,
because people build their world by talking.!i In short, according to Nicholas Onuf,
“Constructivism is a method of studying social relations,”."

Alexander Wendt was one of the names who made the greatest contribution to the
theory of constructivism. Along with Nicholas Onuf, Alexander Wendt classifies the
Constructivist approach, whose importance began to increase towards the end of the
Cold War, into three main currents: Modernist current, Postmodernist current and
Feminist current. According to Wendt, although there are differences between these
movements, they all agree that Neorealism and Neoliberalism do not pay enough
attention to the social structures of the active actors in world politics and are
undersocialized. Like Onuf, Wendt also argues that it is insufficient to include only
material elements in IS analysis and that social structures should be included in system
analysis. Wendt puts behaviors at the center of constructivism. According to him,
intersubjective meaning must be investigated in order to understand the impact of
identity or norms."

Constructivists such as Onuf, Koslowski, and Kratochwil believe that social
institutions and structures are nothing more than “man-made institutions” and sustain
“both the IS and the state in terms of normatively constituted practices.” Constructivists
are practically interested in culture, identity, norms and accept the idea that ‘the
interests of actors are not fixed but change and emerge from the social context’." When
we look at the studies on this subject in the last quarter century, multiculturalism, "'
post-materialism,* nationalism in post-modern societies,* clash of civilizations,*
colonialism,* and the emergence of issues such as the rise of egalitarianism* reveals
the importance of constructivism theory.

In summary, constructivism theory emerged by the end of the Cold War, in the
changing global conjuncture, as a reaction to the classical positivist understanding that
explains the IS with material elements, and while making system analysis, socio-
cultural factors (such as identity, culture, discourse, language and behavior) are also
included in the analysis. demonstrated that it should be included. Proponents of
constructionist theory also believe that social norms shape and change foreign policy.
One of the most important elements to look at when analyzing a state’s role in the IS is
its foreign policy. At this point, the innovative efforts in Tiirkiye’s foreign policy after
1990, the foreign policy it implemented especially in the post-2000 period, and its
socio-culturally focused new approach can be considered as the transition from theory
to practice of the analysis elements put forward by the constructivist theory. In this
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context, in order to better understand the elements put forward by the theory, after a
brief look at Tiirkiye’s place in the IS in the pre-2000 period, a comparative analysis
will be made by considering the post-2000 period within the framework of
constructivism.

3 General Overview Before 2000s

3.1 1923 - 1945 Period

This period was the year when the state struggled with some fundamental problems to
establish and maintain its existence. The Mosul problem with England, the capitulations
with France, the population exchange with Greece, and the Straits problem with Russia
were among the main problems of this period. Considering the international
environment of the period, the unenforceable strictness of the Versailles, the main peace
treaty that ended the First World War, could not make the peace permanent, and
immediately after the war, the struggle between the victorious England and France and
the defeated Germany began again. In addition, the great world economic crisis that
broke out in 1929 worsened the economies of the states battered by the war. While these
developments would gradually lead Europe to the Second World War, they would no
longer be a ‘Centre’ world system and would place Europe in a secondary position after
the USA and the USSR at the end of the Second World War. X"

In such an international environment, Tiirkiye made good use of the conditions of
the period and achieved relative autonomy. In the revisionist-status quo struggle, both
sides tried to get closer to Tiirkiye, which has great geostrategic importance. In addition,
the Russian threat decreased in this period (except for the straits issue), and the Soviets,
which tried to recover after 1917, became an important actor in Tiirkiye’s balance
policy. Tiirkiye has made great economic sacrifices while carrying out this balance
policy. Ankara implemented this policy while paying off a large debt to the public, as
well as facing a major world economic crisis.

Undoubtedly, the biggest event of this period was the Second World War, which
started in 1939 and ended in 1945, that had a tremendous impact not only on Tiirkiye,
but also on the entire world politics. Although Tiirkiye was subjected to intense pressure
from both Germany and the allies, especially England, throughout the war, Ankara
managed to stayed away from this war, which would last for about 6 years. Tiirkiye’s
main goal throughout the war was to pursue a balance policy without shifting towards
adventurism, not emphasizing allegiance to a single side, and trying to stay out of the
war as much as possible.*¥ When considered as a Medium-Sized-Power State and
considering the international environment of the period, it can be seen that Tiirkiye
analyzed the IS well and tried to provide maximum benefit rather than its influence in
the IS. Ankara has achieved the objectives to a great extent. In particular, survival of
state amidst the crisis and global uncertainties.
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3.2 1945 - 1990 Period

The event that left its mark on this period is the bipolar structure of the IS. Debates such
as the balance of power and the multipolar system that occurred in the Europe-centered
world system have remained in history, and the center of world politics and the IS has
moved beyond the borders of Europe. In the bipolar system that would be effective
throughout the Cold War, the world was largely clustered under Eastern (USSR) and
Western (USA) blocks. Nonetheless, it never turned into a hot conflict during this
period, the world was constantly worried about a nuclear war in the bipolar system.

Tiirkiye saw the Soviets as the biggest threat during this period. Positioning itself in
the Western bloc, Tiirkiye joined NATO to ensure its security. Hence Ankara did not
participate in World War II. Tiirkiye whose economy was devastated, needed economic
assistance from the ADB and US Aid (where Washington granted Greece
approximately 300 million dollars and Tiirkiye 100 million dollars), known as the
Truman Doctrine, was essentially due to Tiirkiye being in the Soviet Union’s
Containment Policy. Britain’s warning, followed by the USA’s understanding of the
Soviets’ intentions after the Potsdam and Yalta Conferences, were the factors that
determined the US-Tiirkiye relations throughout the Cold War.*"!

While the blocks were clearly separated and the parties were clear in the bipolar
system, Tiirkiye was able to maintain its balance policy by making good use of the
conjuncture of the period and its strategic position. Despite, Ankara is in the Western
bloc, it had problems with the West from time to time and tried to maintain this balance
with the Soviet Union when it felt that the Soviet threat was decreasing. At the
beginning of the crises with the West; Issues such as the Juhnson letter, the Cyprus
crisis, the Poppy crisis, the Greece (Aegean Sea) crisis are coming true. This period
was also a period when military coups and PKK (Party of Kurdistan Worker) terrorist
incidents took place within Tiirkiye.

After 1980, especially during the Ozal period after the coup, and as a result of the
oil crisis, Tiirkiye tried to balance the decreasing trade volume with the European
Community to the Islamic states. However, these relations, which remained in the
commercial dimension, could not transition to the political dimension. Relations with
the European Community, which had deteriorated after the 1980 coup, gained
momentum again between 1984 and 1986 with Ozal’s initiatives, and in 1987, Tiirkiye
officially applied for full membership to the EC.

Nevertheless, Tiirkiye experienced crises from time to time in the IS dominated by
the Cold War, it remained within the Western-centric system and tried to ensure its
security and develop its economy. During this period, Tiirkiye largely remained on the
axis of Westernism and status quo, which is its classical foreign policy, due to the
structure of the IS and the risks posed by Tiirkiye’s geopolitical position, rather than
Tirkiye’s role in the IS. As a developing state that is considered in the Middle-Power
State category, Ankara followed policies in line with the characteristics of the
international system of the period.
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3.3 1990 - 2000 Period

This period was the period when the Soviet Union collapsed, the Cold War ended, the
bipolar system came to an end, and a new unipolar IS came into being under the
hegemony of the USA. In the early 1990s, a new era entered in which classical realist
and idealist theories were criticized in terms of theory, and theses such as the end of
history on a global scale were put forward. Brzezinski expressed this new period as
follows; ‘the collapse of its rival left the United States in a unique position. Washington
became the world’s first and truly global power. The US global supremacy is in some
respects reminiscent of ancient empires, yet it is not based on more limited regional
activities’ (Brzezinski, 1997: 26).*ii The idea that only the Western liberal and capitalist
system would dominate the world, gained by the West and Western values, which
aroused global excitement right after the Cold War. Subsequently, it gave way to
regional disputes and conflicts again. In short, there was no end to history and a clash
of civilizations had emerged.

For Tiirkiye, the end of the Cold War not only eliminated the Soviet threat, but also
created a gap in the geography from which the Soviets withdrew. Under these
conditions, Tiirkiye began to be interested in Central Asia. However, this was a sudden
and very rapid trend for Ankara. Socio-cultural factors, which are the criteria of
constructivism theory, are also seen in Tiirkiye’s interest in Central Asia. Tiirkiye’s
argument regarding its interest in the region; It was that they had historical, cultural,
social, religious and linguistic common ties with the societies in this geography. In line
with this goal, the Turkish Cooperation and Development Agency (TIKA) was
established in 1992. The founding purpose of TIKA was to help the development of
developing countries, particularly the countries where the Turkish language is spoken
and the countries neighboring Tiirkiye, and to cooperate with these countries in
economic, commercial, technical, social, cultural and educational fields.

However, Tirkiye’s Central Asia policy was not a completely
independent/autonomous policy. In the international conjuncture of the period, the
USA/West supported Tiirkiye. Fearing that Iran-backed political Islam would fill the
gap in the Caucasus and Central Asia with the collapse of the Soviet Union, the US and
Western states instead supported Tiirkiye, which represents a pro-Western Muslim, but
secular and democratic structure. Vi

The period between 1990 and 2000 can be considered as a period in which Tiirkiye
went beyond its traditional foreign policy and experimented with multifaceted policies.
However, this new political experiment was not as successful as desired. The conditions
in Tiirkiye as well as the impact of the global and regional conjuncture were effective
in this. Actually, Tiirkiye’s economy was not at a level that would allow it to implement
this new policy. The years when PKK terrorist incidents were most intense also
coincide with this period. Tiirkiye has experienced serious problems with neighboring
countries and has come to the brink of war with some of them. In addition, the lack of
political stability and weak coalition governments in the 90s also had an impact on these
policies.
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4 Turkiye’s Role in the Internationa System around 2000s

The 2000s started with the negative legacy of the 90s for Tiirkiye. Its fragile and weak
economy fell into a worse situation with the 2001 economic crisis following the 1999
earthquake. Relations with the European Union continued with ups and downs, chronic
crises with neighboring countries could not be resolved, and the PKK terrorism problem
could not be ended. After the September 11 attacks, a new era began that would
profoundly affect/change the international system not only in Tirkiye or the Middle
East but all over the world. With the AKP (Justice and Development Party)
government, which lasted almost 20 years uninterruptedly in 2002, the weak coalition
periods of the 90s ended and political stability was achieved. Shortly after, the 1 March
warrant regarding the US invasion of Iraq followed by the incident of putting a sack
over the head of a Turkish soldier.

Despite all the negativities listed above, a serious change/transformation has
occurred in both domestic and foreign policy of Tiirkiye in a short time. As a reflection
of this, Ankara’s role in the IS has also changed. In this context, the next issue will be
to examine Tiirkiye’s role in the international system from the perspective of
constructivism theory. In the light of the criteria advocated by the theory, the period
between 2000 and 2010 constitutes the application area of constructivism, so to speak,
while the period after 2010 reveals that it has departed from the constructivist theory
line. While discussing the period after 2000, the subject will be examined through
practices within the scope of constructivism theory rather than a broad analysis.

4.1 2000 - 2010 Period

The sudden and rapid developments that took place on both a national and global scale
at the very beginning of the 21st century concerned Tiirkiye closely, and regional events
brought about a new era in which Tiirkiye would inevitably be directly affected. The
September 11 attacks, which will deeply affect the IS, and the subsequent invasion of
Iraq, which will be directly related to Tiirkiye, the March 1 mandate, and then the sack
incident will also affect Tiirkiye-US relations in the long term.

Ankara entered this century with major crises, will soon stand on a very different
position. The multifaceted policy, which was an ‘experiment’ after the Cold War, will
be implemented more concretely in this period. Ankara has entered into a rapid
transformation, revealing that it cannot continue its traditional foreign policy in the 21st
century and maintain an introverted attitude with a security-concerned approach. In this
period, discussions about ‘axis shift’ were frequently experienced, and a new political
understanding was put into practice as ‘near land basin’ and ‘near continental basin’,
which can be summarized as ‘zero problems with neighbors’, in which Ahmet
Davutoglu put forward his strategy and implemented it personally.

It would be self-contradictory for a country that constantly experiences problems
with its neighboring countries to develop people-oriented socio-cultural relations in
different geographies. For this purpose, the problems with neighboring countries were
tried to be minimized. In Davutoglu’s words, “What needs to be done in order to
overcome these tensions with neighboring countries is to remove the relations with
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these countries from the long and difficult process between regimes and bureaucrats
and expand them to a wider ground where inter-communal relations are intensified and
economic and cultural elements are dominant,” ** Davutoglu exemplifies the new form
of relationship, in which economic and socio-cultural elements are at the forefront by
resolving the problems with neighboring countries, with the problems between
Germany and France and the subsequent economy-based integration process.

In line with the above thought, Greece, Armenia and Syria come to the fore in the
good relations with neighboring countries. Historical problems with these three states
have sometimes reached the point of war. Relations based on cooperation and dialogue
with Greece, which started in 1999, gained momentum in this period. Various
mechanisms such as political consultations and the High-Level Cooperation Council
(HDIK) have been developed to resolve the problems between the two countries
through dialogue.

There were three problems in relations with Armenia. These; Armenian claims
regarding the events of 1915, Nagorno-Karabakh (and its seven regions) and the issue
of opening border gates. An important step was taken for the normalization of relations
when the secret negotiations, which started in August 2007 under the mediation of
Switzerland, were initialed between the two countries on 31 August 2009. During this
process, first President Abdullah Giil went to Armenia for the Armenia-Tiirkiye
national matches within the scope of the World Cup matches, and then Armenian
President Serzh Sargsyan came to Tiirkiye.** These developments, which went down in
history as football diplomacy, brought about a détente between the two countries, and
relations gained momentum with protocols aimed at normalizing relations.

Relations with Syria, where war talks took place in 1998, have become much more
advanced. With the change of power in the two countries at the beginning of the 2000s,
the normalization process began between the two countries. Relations intensified on the
basis of mutual visits and common history, culture and social characteristics, and
eventually, Tirkiye-Syria High Level Strategic Cooperation Council Ministerial
Meetings were held with a large participation that could be considered a ‘joint
ministerial council’ ** In these meetings, many agreements were signed in economic,
commercial, cultural and social fields.

Good-faith relations with neighboring countries were not limited to the immediate
land basin, but expanded from the Balkan to the Caucasus, from Central Asia to Africa
and South America. As a reflection of this, in Africa, where Ankara had approximately
10 representatives until the 2000s, this number has increased to over 40 with the new
era. In addition to the diplomatic representation of the Turkish Ministry of Foreign
Affairs, relations have been established at the social level with social and cultural
institutions such as the Red Crescent, TIKA and Yunus Emre Institute. While YEE has
more than 50 centers in over 40 countries, TIKA is spread over 5 continents and
operates in 140 countries with 56 coordinators in 50 countries.

Tiirkiye (through TIKA) made a significant contribution to the reconstruction of the
Historical Mostar Bridge, which was destroyed during the Bosnian War and became a
symbol in the Balkan.®i While Somalia stands out as an exemplary country in Africa,
support has been provided in various infrastructure, transportation, health, education
and agriculture areas throughout the continent.
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While Ankara, on the one hand, carries out people-oriented and socio-cultural
focused policies on a regional scale, on the other hand, it has tried to carry the same
political approach to a global scale with the ‘Alliance of Civilizations’ project. The
joint initiative launched between Tiirkiye and Spain as a counter-argument to Samuel
P. Hantington’s ‘Clash of Civilizations’ thesis was also accepted and supported by the
UN. It has been observed that Tiirkiye’s mediation activities have increased as a
reflection of the policy followed in this period. Some of those; Israel-Syria (2003),
Georgia-Acarya (2003), Israel-Palestine (2005), Pakistan-Israel (2005), International
Atomic Energy-Iran (2006), EU-Iran (2007), Isracl-Hamas (2006), Isracl-Lebanon
(2006), United Kingdom-Iran (2007), Afghanistan-Pakistan (2007), Serbia-Bosnia and
Herzegovina (2009), Croatia-Bosnia and Herzegovina (2009), and the Philippines-
Moro Islamic Liberation Front (2009).xxii

The most important reflection of the people-oriented and socio-cultural based
policies implemented during this period was Tiirkiye’s election as a temporary member
of the UNSC (United Nations Security Council) in 2009. Tirkiye, which was a
candidate for temporary membership of the UNSC after 48 years, was elected as a
temporary member of the UNSC for the 2009-2010 period by receiving a high 151
votes in the first round of the election, which required a two-thirds majority (128 votes)
in a two-stage election in which 192 votes were cast.*"

In the context of constructivism theory, the general feature of the period between
2000 and 2010 was that Ankara adopted a new people-oriented approach and increased
its role in the international system with a multifaceted and multidimensional policy
based on dialogue and cooperation, prioritizing socio-cultural characteristics. The same
things will not be the case for the period after 2010.

4.2  2010- 2020 Period

The reason why the previous chapters were discussed as specific periods was that there
were radical or partial changes in the structure of the IS with both global and regional
developments. Periods such as the period before 1945, the Cold War, and the period
after 1990 were periods when radical changes were experienced in the international
system. What made it necessary to consider the period after 2010 separately was
undoubtedly the popular movements that took place in Arab societies, called the Arab
Spring, which turned into stalemate in the following period.

While the analysis of Tiirkiye’s place in the IS in terms of constructivism, which is
the subject of this study, reflects a period between 2000 and 2010 when theory largely
overlapped with practice, this line was moved away in the post-2010 period. The
biggest factor in this is the Arab Spring and the events that followed. In particular, the
war in Syria directly affected Tiirkiye, the terrorist threat originating from Syria
emerged, Syrians escaping from the war began to come to Tiirkiye, and Syria policy
deeply affected Tiirkiye’s relations with global actors such as the USA and Russia, and
regional actors such as Iran.

Following the events in Syria, Tiirkiye announced that it would impose sanctions on
Syria on November 30, 2011. Subsequently, the High Level Strategic Cooperation
Council mechanism was suspended. Tiirkiye withdrew its Ambassador to Damascus
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and all embassy staff on March 26, 2012, and declared the Syrian Ambassador as
persona non grata. The most critical threshold in Tiirkiye-Syria relations during this
period was Syria shooting down a Turkish reconnaissance plane in the Eastern
Mediterranean without any warning.®™" Diplomatic relations with Syria were cut off,
and in the ongoing process, Tiirkiye’s military operations were carried out in the
northern region of the country.

Although Syria always remained in the center throughout this period, other
developments caused Tiirkiye to move away from the policy it implemented in the
previous period. The PKK terrorism problem increased again during this period, the
good relations that were tried to be developed with neighboring countries returned to
pre-2000 levels, there were crises in relations with the EU and the USA, and there was
a military coup attempt in 2016. All these developments have caused Tiirkiye to
prioritize its security policy again.

Ankara’s increasing influence in the international system thanks to its people-
oriented and socio-culturally based foreign policy, and as a reflection of this, its election
to the UNSC provisional membership in 2009 with a high number of votes will not be
repeated for the 2015-2016 period. UNSC provisional membership is important in
terms of reflecting the policy practices carried out in both periods to the outcome.
Tiirkiye, which was elected with a record number of votes in the first round for
membership in 2009, made it to the second round against Spain, with which it competed
for the 2015-2016 period, but was not elected with 73 votes.™*"i

During this period, Tiirkiye moved away from people-oriented and socio-cultural
policies was not a political choice, but a result of the global and especially regional
conjuncture. It is the nature of things for a state that feels a security threat to adopt a
security-oriented policy. However, Ankara continued this approach, albeit at a
rhetorical level, but in practice there was a significant decrease compared to the
previous period. Finally, by providing medical supplies to many countries during the
COVID-19 global pandemic period, Tiirkiye has demonstrated an example of
humanitarian diplomacy
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5 Turkiye’s Role in the Internationa System around 2000s

Until the 2000s, middle-power and developing Tiirkiye’s place/role as an actor in the
international system was quite limited. During the period from its establishment until
the 2000s, under the influence of the international conjuncture. Ankara followed a
security-oriented and closed policy, experienced serious crises with neighboring
countries, sometimes reaching the point of war. Tiirkiye’s traditional foreign policy is
Westernism and Status Quo, and its West/USA/EU relations have followed a
fluctuating course.

The relationship that was tried to be established with the Central Asian states, which
could be considered as a multifaceted foreign policy experiment after the Cold War,
could not be at the desired level. However, the policy approach followed in this period
can be seen as a trial in terms of constructivism theory. A new policy - hence not
successful - emphasizes socio-cultural factors like identity, culture, common history,
discourse, language, behavior, and with a human-oriented approach, with an
understanding that centers on the social structure outside the hard power, soft power or
smart power line, the attempt has been made.

While reforms were made in domestic policy in the first period of the 2000s, a
versatile and more active path was followed in foreign policy. Within the framework
of the theory of constructivism, a different path from the classical approach was
followed with a socio-cultural and people-oriented foreign policy. The period between
2000 and 2010 was like an application of the theory in the context of constructivism
theory. While making attempts to solve chronic problems with neighboring countries,
people-oriented and socio-cultural policies have been intensively implemented in a
wide geography extending from the near land basin to the near continental basin. As a
positive result of this political approach, which will be explained in the context of
constructivism theory, Tiirkiye’s role and influence in the IS increased in this period.

Regional developments after 2010 also affected Ankara’s new foreign policy and
caused it to reflect its old security reflexes. The Arab Spring events that started after
2010 and this threat to the Turkish border, along with Syria, have also determined
Tirkiye’s priorities. Although it tried to maintain its human-oriented and socio-cultural
policy at the discourse level, it could not fully realize this in practice
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