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many, the accidental death of some, and
the forced resettlement of many others.
The debate will continue (perhaps “rage
on” is better) as to the motives and effects
of Ottoman policy in eastern Anatolia.
There’s surely no doubt, however, that
the emptying of all significant Christian
minorities from Turkish lands was indeed
considered convenient by the Young Turk
regime—whether all the killings were de-
liberate or not—and it set about achieving
this by whatever means necessary. Does
Stone honestly believe that what happened
was a legitimate response to Armenian
terrorist activity, as he suggests here?

In his zeal to put forward the unpopu-
lar Turkish case, he no doubt goes much
too far, and he does the same elsewhere.
In the preface, he makes the bizarre asser-
tion that “it’s not really for an outsider to
comment” on the state of contemporary
Turkish politics. Perhaps this argument
makes more sense when you’re a profes-
sor in the History Department at Ankara’s
Bilkent University. Would he say the same
about the United States, I wonder? If not,
would he not then be guilty of the same
kind of relativism that he’s doubtless criti-
cal of elsewhere? The claim seems dou-

bly odd when he does, in fact, go on to
make a number of extremely contentious
pronouncements about modern Turkey.
Shorn of the Kurds, we’re blithely told,
the country would become “a Greece and
perhaps even a sort of late Byzantium.”
Almost as bafflingly, the military coup of
1980—as a result of which 650,000 were
arrested, countless tortured or killed, and
the seeds sown for the future bloody Kurd-
ish conflict—is limply presented as “the
most interesting of all Turkey’s coups”
in which “the casualties were very few in
number”.

Perhaps what Stone meant when sug-
gesting that “it’s not for an outsider to
comment” was really “it’s not for an out-
sider to criticise”. In which case, more’s
the pity. As Kant observed, you show a
friend most respect by adopting a policy of
sensitive but unswerving honesty, trusting
that they are mature enough to respond to
such honesty with dignity and equanimity.
If Stone had recognized this, his observa-
tions on Turkish history—particularly the
more recent—would have carried more
weight.

William Armstrong
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Ozlem Terzi’s book analyzes the im-
pact of the European Union membership
process on the “alleged transformation”
of Turkish foreign policy, particularly
during the last few decades. The author
reviews the existing literature on Europe-

anization and shows how several political
thinkers and theoreticians have elucidated
the basic parameters of the foreign policy
of the European Union, particularly with
regards to the non-member states and can-
didate countries. The author focuses on the
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normative power of the European Union
in shaping world politics and tries to show
how the EU has managed to change the
course of Turkish foreign policy in the
last few years.

To a great extent, however, the book
fails to give a convincing account of how
Turkish foreign policy has changed or has
recently been influenced by the EU. After
analyzing the Turkish-US special rela-
tionship and alliance during the Cold War
years, the author argues that today the EU
seems to be taking the place of the US as
the agenda setter of Turkish foreign poli-
cy. Indeed, this is highly debatable as the
AKP governments have also been very re-
luctant in the last few years to change the
direction of Turkey’s main foreign policy
goals to make them more in line with
those of the EU. One can see this with
regards to the progressively preserved na-
tionalist tone (and the current deadlock)
on the Cyprus issue; in the highly hesitant
steps for solving the Kurdish problem; the
ongoing stalemate with regards to the de-
limitation of the territorial waters, nation-
al airspace, exclusive economic zone, and
Flight Information Regions (FIR) disputes
(and grey zones, and the demilitarization
of the islands) with Greece in the Aegean;
and the currently strained relations with
Armenia. As several analysts have ar-
gued, the AKP governments’ intentions
in the Middle East still greatly follow the
pathways of the American foreign policy
or are still greatly influenced by the deci-
sions of Washington.

Another argument of the book is that
today, to a large extent, Turkey has been
leaving aside its security-oriented concerns
in the region and transforming itself into a
soft/civilian power like the EU. Yet this is
also highly debatable, and one can question

the validity of this argument by looking at
the recent crisis between Turkey and Isra-
el, as well as the tensions arising from the
South Cypriot administration’s decision
to start oil exploration in the Mediterra-
nean, and the regular (though legitimate)
Turkish military operations in northern
Iraq (as well as the recent possible inter-
vention scenarios in Syria). Hence, the
argument that underlines Turkish foreign
policy’s transformation towards being less
security oriented, and the decreasing im-
portance of high politics for Turkey, is
highly controversial. Furthermore, with
regards to the policy decisions concerning
“high politics”, one can still say that the
decisions are still taken at the elite level
in Turkey and the full civilianization of
the regime is also highly debatable. The
latest progress reports of the European
Commission also show that with regards
to the real civilianization of the regime,
it has only been slowly implemented by
the AKP government. For example, with
regards to giving further cultural and po-
litical rights to minorities in the country
(Kurds, non-Muslims, etc.) and about the
decentralisation of state structures, the
AKP has taken only few steps.

For decades, civil society involvement
in political decisions were minimal in Tur-
key as the central authorities were cau-
tious of NGOs as most of them were con-
sidered potential threats to the modernist
reforms. However, during the Cold War
years, re-constructed and greatly strength-
ened conservative groups in Turkey also
did not help the flourishing of critical
views in the society and the development
of a fully plural civil society. Therefore,
the civilian transformation of the country
and the Turkish foreign policy argument
needs further research to be proven. Sim-
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ilar to the Cold War years, we see that
“fear” has still been constructed, partic-
ularly for justifying foreign policy deci-
sions regarding such issues as the Cyprus
problem, the problems about European
Union membership, and terrorism. The
narratives about the decline of Ottoman
Empire and the Turkish independence war
are still being told. That said, the EU ac-
cession process has partly influenced the
civilianisation of the country. There is no
doubt that Ankara’s foreign policy deci-
sions are now more entangled with that
of Brussels. However, Turkish foreign
policy has started to place itself within the
EU’s broad foreign policy agenda without
changing its major courses.

Without a doubt, this book is a timely
contribution to the discussions about the
changing nature of Turkish foreign poli-
cy, particularly with regards to the Mid-
dle East and the so-called Arab Spring.
Yet, the author needs to be clearer on
how the EU has changed the broad pic-
ture of Turkish foreign policy, which
was strongly shaped during the Cold War
years. Finally, the author has to be more
convincing about how Turkey left aside
or transformed its security concerns that
are still greatly unresolved within its own
borders.

Levent Kirval
Istanbul Technical University
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As the Kurdish question in Turkey has
yet to be solved, the question itself does
not remain constant but rather it is dynam-
ic and revolves around the political, eco-
nomic, and social transformations within
Turkey. Metaphorically speaking, one of
the ‘bright’ sides of the ongoing conflict
between the Turkish state and the Kurd-
ish rebels has been that the violent conflict
between the two parties has been hitherto
secluded from the social space and it has
not spread into a societal conflict between
the civilian Kurdish and Turkish com-
munities. In other words, there has not
been a total and a systematic anti-Kurdish
campaign towards Kurdish communities
in western Turkey even in the most vio-

lent days of the conflict, such as in the
1990s. Is this ‘soothing’ dimension of the
Kurdish question changing nowadays?
Cenk Saracoglu turns our attention to this
societal dimension of the Kurdish ques-
tion in western cities of Turkey where he
observes the social transformations in the
urban space since the 1980s with regards
to the issues of neoliberalism, migration
and ethnic tensions.

In this ethnographic field study, Sara-
coglu conducts in-depth interviews with
90 middle-class people in Izmir. On the
basis that these interviewees express anti-
Kurdish sentiments, “this study seeks to
analyse how middle-class people in Izmir
construct and perceive ‘the migrants’ as
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