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“DURING THE AKP PERIOD,

THE ROLE OF DAVUTOGLU IN TURKEY'S

MIDDLE EAST POLICY”

Introduction

The Middle East's emergence as a focal point of
global interest came about in the aftermath of the
Industrial Revolution during the 18th and 19th cen-
turies. With industrial advancements, there arose a
substantial need for raw materials, prompting Wes-
tern nations, leaders in industrialization, to turn their
attention to the Middle East, particularly due to its
abundant oil reserves. While Turkey, aspiring to atta-
in the standards of Western civilizations as part of its
Western-oriented modernization agenda, endeavored
to steer clear of the power struggles in its neighboring
region as much as possible, conflicts, political uphea-
vals, and economic downturns in the region occasio-
nally impacted Turkey directly or indirectly.

In such a period, the involvement of a figure like
Ahmet Davutoglu, who places special emphasis on
the Middle East region, in Turkish foreign policy
brought about significant alterations in Turkey's ap-
proaches toward the region. Davutoglu, highlighting
Turkey's historical, religious, and cultural bonds with
the region, argued that Turkey cannot afford to re-
main indifferent or apathetic to the developments in
the region owing to these connections. Moreover, he
advocated for the region to be embraced as part of
Turkey's Ottoman heritage, considering it one of the
foremost issues in Turkish foreign policy.

"Davutoglu and the Middle East Vision"

Since the Justice and Development Party assumed
power in November 2002, there has been a notable
alteration in the character and trends of Turkish fore-
ign policy both regionally and globally. The Middle
East has become a focal point for Turkish policyma-
kers [Barkey,2011:125].

Under Davutoglu's leadership, Turkey has moved
beyond its exclusive focus on the West and instead
seeks to develop policies that will influence not only
the broader world but particularly the neighboring
Middle East region, acknowledging the necessity of
engagement in this area [Sinkaya,2011:93].

Soft power, which Davutoglu defines as a more
cost-effective and quicker-yielding political tool
compared to military and economic power, has
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emerged as a key aspect of his political arguments
[Koseoglu,2011:31]. With a structure that confor-
ms well to European norms and a predominantly
Muslim population, Turkey's image serves as ano-
ther crucial factor in its soft power initiatives in the
Middle East [Kanas,2014].

Davutoglu's consecutive terms as foreign minister
(2009-2014) followed by prime minister (2014-2016)
were marked by a progressively assertive foreign po-
licy and a pan-Islamist perspective [Ozkan,2014].
During this period, Turkey significantly intensified
its regional endeavors, embraced a "zero problems
with neighbors" approach, and enhanced its trade re-
lations with neighboring countries [Aras,2005].

Propelled by appeals to both nationalist and religi-
ous sentiments within the electorate, exemplified by
President Erdogan's confrontation with Israeli Presi-
dent Shimon Peres in Davos and the national outcry
following the Mavi Marmara incident in 2010, where
Israeli commandos killed nine Turkish activists abo-
ard a state-owned aid ship bound for Gaza, Turkey
began to assert itself more vigorously as an active and
independent regional power in the Middle East.

Turkey played an active role in addressing regi-
onal disputes, serving as a mediator between Syria
and Iraq, and also between Syria and Israel. Turkey
initiated development aid programs and ranked as the
third-largest donor in 2013, trailing only the United
States and Great Britain [Gilley,2015:38].

Davutoglu's implementation of the "zero prob-
lems with neighbors" policy during the AK Party's
rule has been influential in shaping Turkey's appro-
ach to the Middle East. However, this policy has fa-
ced scrutiny for its perceived impracticality given
Turkey's complex relationships with its neighbors.
In response to such criticism, Davutoglu has positi-
oned the policy as a continuation of Atatiirk's prin-
ciple of "Peace at Home, Peace in the World," em-
phasizing its feasibility and practicality rather than
mere idealism [Gokgay, 2012:97-98].

Ahmet Davutoglu implemented a proactive and
efficient foreign policy strategy, focusing on two
main approaches: the strategic depth policy and the
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policy of problem mitigation. These strategies were
formulated based on his political theories, which ai-
med to explore the core principles of foreign policy
theory. The strategic depth theory and the neo-Otto-
man theory stand out as the most prominent among
these theories [Inag&Hadji,2022:310].

Strategic Depth Theory originates from a geog-
raphic perspective that aims to overcome the per-
ceived alienation of Turkey's neighboring countries.
In his renowned work "Strategic Depth," Ahmet
Davutoglu advocates for Turkey to maintain equal
distance from all countries and actors, avoiding en-
tanglements in regional alliances or blocs to mainta-
in neutrality and alleviate concerns of regional and
international stakeholders about Turkish policies
[Davutoglu, 2014:54].

Neo-Ottomanism represents a vision aimed at
revitalizing Turkey, with its origins tracing back to
the era of the late Turkish President Turgut Ozal in
the 1980s, when it garnered support from various
segments of Turkish society and politics. Davutog-
lu highlighted the realization that history cannot be
escaped, just as geography cannot be changed [Ga-
nem, 2009:17].

As of early 2015, the coup in Egypt and the in-
ternationalization of the conflict in Syria presented
insurmountable obstacles for the AKP government
to pursue its dominant aspirations in the Middle East
or uphold a coherent regional strategy. Additionally,
these developments posed risks to the country's alig-
nment with the US. Furthermore, the evident Islamic
leaning of the government in both domestic and fo-
reign affairs served as a catalyst for anti-government
dissent, particularly exemplified by the Gezi protests
of 2013 [Balta, 2018:17].

Davutoglu's perspectives regarding the Middle
East appear to have been shaped by the geopoliti-
cal concepts of Alfred T. Mahan, who underscored
the strategic significance of "chokepoints" (narrow
waterways) in attaining naval supremacy globally.
Throughout various sections of his work "Strategic
Depth," Davutoglu highlights the geopolitical rele-
vance of these chokepoints, many of which he belie-
ves are situated within the territories of predominant-
ly Muslim nations.

Davutoglu's views on the Middle East can be
characterized by several key geopolitical aspects.
He frequently underscores the discrepancy between
current political boundaries and the geopolitical dy-

namics of the region. For example, he criticizes the
way borders were established in the Middle East,
likening them to poorly constructed walls due to
their simplistic delineation by British and French
authorities in the early twentieth century. However,
he adopts a more traditional geopolitical perspective
when he describes the Middle East as an "inesca-
pable hinterland" or an area of influence for Turkey.
This suggests that his critique of the region's borders
primarily stems from its abrupt separation from the
Ottoman Empire, rather than a comprehensive eva-
luation of the border-drawing process by Western
powers [Ersen, 2014:92].

In 2016, Davutoglu stepped down from his roles
as the leader of the Justice and Development Party
(AK Party) and as Turkey's Prime Minister. His re-
signation was triggered by internal disputes and conf-
licting viewpoints within the party. Criticism was di-
rected towards Davutoglu's foreign policy approach,
especially regarding the zero problems policy with
neighboring countries and his vision for the Middle
East. This departure resulted in shifts in Turkey's fo-
reign policy direction and signaled the onset of a new
political phase.

Conclusion

In conclusion, Davutoglu's leadership and his
policies regarding the Middle East have had signi-
ficant ramifications both regionally and globally.
The 'zero problems with neighbors' policy reflected
Turkey's efforts to promote regional stability and
cooperation, albeit facing challenges in implemen-
tation over time, yielding unexpected outcomes.
Concepts such as strategic depth and neo-Ottoma-
nism provided a vision for Turkey's aspirations to
become a regional power, aiming to enhance its inf-
luence in the Middle East.

However, following the end of Davutoglu's tenu-
re, Turkey's Middle East policy underwent changes.
Under new leadership, Turkey's regional strategies
were reshaped, and a different approach was embra-
ced. Nonetheless, the ideas and strategies underlying
Davutoglu's Middle East policies continue to exert a
significant influence.

In summary, Davutoglu's Middle East policy refle-
cts Turkey's efforts to intervene in regional dynamics
and strengthen its role in the Middle East. However,
the challenges in implementing these policies and the
changing regional conditions underscore the comp-
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lexity and uncertainty of Turkey's future role in the
Middle East. The evolution of Turkey's Middle East
policies and its impact on the region are crucial issues
to be carefully monitored in the future.
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Cicok Nosirli
Xazor Universiteti, magistrant
AKP donaminds Tiirkiyanin Orta Sorq
siyasatindo Davudoglunun rolu
XULASO

Bu moqalods, ©hmod Davudoglunun xarici si-
yasot strategiyasinin Orta Sorqdoki tosirini miiza-
kira etdik. ©hmod Davudoglu, Tiirkiyonin xarici
siyasotino idealist bir perspektivlo yanagmisdir.
O, Tiirkiyonin giiciino, tarixi varligina, geostrateji
movgeyind vo sair xiisusiyyatlorino inanaraq bir sira
prinsiplor vo konseptlor inkisaf etdirorok bunlar1 xa-
rici siyasatdo totbiq etmoyo ¢alismigdir. Davudoglu
dovrii xarici siyasotdo xiisusilo "yumsaq giic" prin-
sipi ¢ox hiss olunmusdur.

Davudoglu, "Strateji Dorinlik" konsepti asasinda
Tirkiyonin xarici siyasotinin miioyyonlogsdirilmo-
sindo ohomiyyatli bir rol oynamigdir. Onun vizyo-
nunda, Tirkiyonin cografi vo moadoni baglantilari,
bolgodo liderlik rolunu oynamasina vo tosirinin
artmasina imkan verir. "Qonsularla Sifir Problem"
siyasoti, Tiirkiyonin otrafindaki 6lkolorlo miinasi-
batlorini giiclondirmaoya ¢alisan bir strategiya olaraq
tanmir. Bununla birlikdo, qonsu 6lkolorlo yasanan
gorginliklora digqgot ¢okorok bu siyasotin praktikada
neco islodiyi miizakiro mévzusu olmusdur .

Davudoglunun "Neo-Osmanligiliq" vizyonu, Os-
manl1 Imperiyasinin onenolorini yenidon canlandir-
maga calisan bir siyasot ¢or¢ivasindo miizakirs olu-
nur. Bu, Tiirkiyonin bélgodoki niifuzunu artirmaga
v tosir sahasini geniglotmoys yonlonmisdir. Lakin
bu vizyonun praktikada gorginliklora sobab oldugu
vo bozi tonqidgilorin "neo-imperializm" adlandirdi-
&1 bir durum yaratdig1 qeyd edilir.

Davudoglu dovriindo yasanan "Orob Bahart"
hadisalorindo demokratik horokatlar1 dostoklomis
vo Oziinii bir aktor kimi 6n plana ¢ixarmisdir. Tiir-

MAY-IYUN 2024 Ne 03 (81)

58




GEOSTRATEGIiYA

kiya, Orta Sorq 0Olkalori ilo yaxs1 miinasibatlor qu-
rarkon,Israil vo Amerika Birlosmis Statlar1 ilo mii-
nasibatlori pislogmisdir.Rusiya ilo miinasibatlori iso
2015-ci ildo gorginlosso do, regional maraqlar osas
plana ¢ixdiginda, R.T. Ordogan torofindon gorginli-
yi azaltma cagirislar1 edilmisdir.

Acar sozlar: Strateji dorinlik, gonsularla sifir prob-
lem,neo-ottomanism

Ynusax Hacupan
YuuBepcurer Xazap, MarucTpaHT

B nepuon npasaenusi AKII poJas laByToriny Bo
BHelIHell mojutuke Typuuu no OTHOMEHUIO K
baunxnemy BocTtoky
PE3IOME

B aT0ii cTaTthe MBI 00OCYXJaeM BIIMSHHE BHEIII-
HEeW MOoNMUTUKHU cTparerun Axmena JlaBytoriy Ha
bmwxanit Boctok. Axmen JlaByToriny mOaXoauT K
BHEIIHEW MoJauTUKe Typuuu ¢ MACaTuCTUYECKON
nepcrnekTuBoil. OH pa3BUBAET PSAJ NPUHIUIOB U
KOHIICTILIUHN, Bepsl B CUITY, ICTOPUUECKOE Hacjenue,
reocTpareruueckoe MooKeHNe U APyrue Xapakre-
puctuku Typuuu, u crapaeTcsi IPUMEHATh UX Ha
MpaKTUKE BO BHENTHEW MOJUTHKE. D1nioxa J[aByTormy
0COOCHHO OTJIMYAETCS TMPUHITUTIOM "MSTKOW CHITBI"
BO BHEILIHEN MOJINTHKE.

JlaByTOINTYy CHIrpaj 3HaYUTEIbHYIO POJIb B OIpe-
JIETICHUW BHEIIHEH MOJUTUKU Typiuum Ha OCHOBE
koHnenuu "Crparerndeckas [myouna". Ilo ero
BUJICHUIO, Teorpaduyeckue M KyIbTypHBIE CBS3U
Typuun mo3BoJIIOT €l UrpaTh JUIAUPYIOIIYIO POJIb
B PETHMOHE U YBEJIMUYMBaTh cBOE BiusgHuUE. [lonutu-
ka "Hyneswix [Ipobiemor ¢ Cocemsimu" mpu3HaHa
CTpaTeruei, HarpaBJICHHOW Ha YKPEIJIEHHWE OTHO-
mwennii Typuuu ¢ cocegnumu crpanamu. OHako,
o0cyxmaercsi, Kak 3Ta MOJIMTHKA padoTaeT Ha IpakK-
TUKE, OCOOCHHO C y4eTOM HalpsKEHHBIX OTHOIIIE-
HHUI C HEKOTOPBIMU COCEIHUMHU cTpaHamu.Pakypc
Bunenus J{aByroriy o "Heo-ocmanusme" o6cyxia-
eTCsl KaK TOJUTHKA, HAIPaBJI€HHAs Ha BOCCTAHOB-
nenue Tpaauiuidi OCMaHCKOW HMMIIEPUU C IEJBIO
yBeJluueHus BiusiHUs Typuuu B peruone. Tem He
MeHee, OTMEYAeTCs, YTO 3Ta BU3US CTAJKUBAET-
Csl C HEKOTOPBIMU KPUTHKAMU, KOTOPbIE HA3bIBAIOT
3T0 ""HeoOMMIEpHaTU3MOM' B yTBEPKIAIOT, YTO OHA
MpHBeJia K HaPSHKEHHBIM CUTYAIUsIM Ha MPaKTUKE.

B osnoxy J[laByrorny Typums mnopaep:kuBaja

JIEMOKpaTHUECKUE JIBIKEHHUSI BO BpeMsl COOBITUI
"ApaOckoii BecHbI" M aKTHBHO BBICTyHana Kak
KJII04eBOM Urpok. B 1o Bpems kak Typuus pa3Bu-
Bajia XOpOIllMe OTHOIICHUS ¢ cTpaHamu bimkHero
Boctoka, otHomenus ¢ Mzpaunem u CIIA yxyn-
muiauch. B otHomenusx ¢ Poccueil BOZHUKIN Ha-
npsikeHHble MOMEHTHI B 2015 roxy, ogHako, koraa
Ha TEpelHUN IJIaH BBIIUIM pErvHoHaJIbHbIE MHTE-
PECHI U MOJIIUTUKA, TPE3UIECHTOM DPAOraHOM OBLITU
c/ieNIaHbl MPU3BIBBI K CHUYKEHUIO HAMPSKEHHOCTH.

KuarwueBsble caoBa: Cmpamezuyeckas enyouna,
HOIb NPOOIIeM ¢ cOCe0aMU, HEO-OCMAHUM.
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