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A number of conceptual approaches make up the basis of this article. The most
important of those is the following: the foreign policy of Turkey obtained a “new quality”
during the rule of the “Justice and Development Party” (JDP), since 2002, which could
be characterized as adventurism. It stems from the baseless extreme imaginations of
the JDP leader, the prime minister of the country, and, subsequently, the president R. T.
Erdogan about the foreign political potentialities of Turkey, which implied, and that was
his intention, insurance for the dominant role of Turkey in the surrounding region,
particularly in the Near East. In fact, Turkey has neither the necessary potential nor
authority to reach this goal. In reality, the active involvement of Turkey in the Syrian
crisis and the large scale support of anti-governmental forces there (including such an
extremist and genocidal organization as the Islamic state) are conditioned by an
objective very far from that reality’. This “Erdoganist” or adventurist tendency of
Turkey’s regional policy is being expressed from time to time in the Transcaucasus
policy, too, which constitutes a menace particularly for Armenia?.

This new tendency of Turkey’s foreign policy owes much to Ahmed Davutonglu
with its final shaping and “theoretical” basing. He is the author of a geopolitical theory on
the basis of which is the perception of the Ottoman Empire (which a long time ago
passed into oblivion), as the main precondition of present day Turkey’s “great-power
policy”. In other words, the author builds his geopolitical analysis based on a non-
existing phenomenon. This conceptual approach differs essentially from the geopolitical
imaginations of the pre-erdoganist republican Turkey, that is, the Kemalist period*.

Occupying high positions in the governments of “JDP” from 2003, Davutoglu got a
chance to have an immediate influence on the foreign policy of Turkey.

At the same time, he was endeavoring to give a practical character to the results
of his theoretical searches in the geopolitical sphere. From this point of view, in 2004 he

! We have considered this matter in our publications: see, for instance Py6en CacppacTaH, Typeukas aBaHTiopa B
Cupuu: Bpema pacnnatbl 6au3sko, - The Analyticon, CeHtabpb, 2015, http://theanalyticon.com/?p=6803&lang=ru.

2 See CadppactaH P., Teoctpaterua u HOmHbiii KaBkas, - Matepuanbl MemayHapogHOro CTpaterMyeckoro cpopyma
“mHamunKa pervoHanbHoii 6e3onacHocTn Ha HOxHom Kaskase (29-30 Hoabps, 2012 r.): Pabouve TeTpapm, npunoeHue
K BOEHHO-HayyHoMy MypHany “AiikakaH 6aHak” WHCTUTYTa HaLMOHaNbHbIX CTpaTerMyeckux wuccneposaHuii um. [.
KanasHa MO PA, cneumnanbHbliii Bbinyck, EpesaH, 2013, ctp. 135-144.

3 Davutoglu promoted this concept before the “JDP” came to power (see Davutoglu A., Stratejik derinlik: Tiirkiye’nin
uluslararasi konumu. Istanbul: Kiire Yayinlari, 2001).

4 See Uwdpwuwnjwu M-, nipphwinud wotuwphwpwnwpwlwu dwnph dwonuuwpwunyejwu hwpgh 2npe. Unwwpe
hlhwup «dwwugh wbunieniup», <wjlwlwu pwiwly nwqiwghwnwlwt hwunbup Upluwwnwupwiht nbnpbp
hwybws, 2012 ., hd. 3, ko 110-115:
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proclaimed the thesis that Turkey has to aspire to become “the central power™. Thus, a
transition was being made from the Ottoman Empire that existed in the past to modern
Turkey, which should take the role of a centre making decisions for the nations and
governing them which in former times were under the Ottoman rule. In other words, a
“theoretical” grounding was provided for the dominant position of Turkey in an extensive
region, which included the Balkan Peninsula, Transcaucasus and the Near East.
Afterwards, Davutoglu recognized publicly that the foreign policy of Turkey is henceforth
based on the ideology of Neo-Ottomanism. During one of the meetings of the “JDP”
administrative board in 2009 he declared: “We are called new Ottomanists. Yes, we are
new Ottomanists™®.

In addition, Davutoglu also formulated the five new principles of the renewed
Turkish diplomacy, of which the most important was, probably, the notorious principle of
“zero problem with neighbors”’. It was aimed at disguising the aim of Turkish diplomacy
in the Erdogan period to compel the neighboring countries to accept unconditionally the
dictations of Turkey in the questions of foreign policy.

The concept of Neo-Ottomanism as a new and basic one of the foreign policy of
Turkey, adventurous in its essence, took a final formulation step by step by the efforts of
A. Davutoglu. The actions of Turkey, based upon the concept of Neo-Ottomanism, have
become apparent in the sphere of foreign policy since 2006. At first, it was expressed
through the desire of Turkey to act as an intermediary in various regional
confrontations®. Later on, as we pointed out, the “great-power” and adventurous
intentions prevailed in Turkey’'s foreign policy, feeding upon the ideas of Neo-
Ottomanism.

The new foreign policy of Turkey began gradually to put its stamp on the denialist
policy conducted during decades against the Armenian Genocide. It was subjected to
some transformations, maintaining, anyhow, its denialist and falsifying essence. The
main intention of these transformations (and the Neo-Ottomanist foreign policy) was the
“great-power” adventure. That is why the Turkish denialism has tried to act on the one
hand in a more “gentle” and “soft” manner outwardly in the period of Erdogan and JDP’s
governing; on the other hand, it undertook impudent steps to overcome Turkish falsifiers
of the Kemalist period.

At the beginning, Erdogan and his teammates were merely continuing the policy of
their predecessors toward denying the fact of the Armenian Genocide. In particular, the
notorious “Coordinating council of the struggle against the groundless affirmations
concerning Genocide”, which had been founded by the directive of the Prime Minister
Bullent Ecevit still in 2001, was actively operating. Its chairman officially was the Deputy

5 Prof. Dr. Ahmet Davutoglu, Turkiye merkez iilke olmali, - Radikal, 26.02.2004.

6 See Cumhuriyet hiikiimetinin yeni osmanlicilik hedefi,-Stratejik arastirmalar enstitiisu, Istanbul, Haziran 2010, s. 4.

7 Prof. Dr. Ahmet Davutoglu, Tiirkiye merkez iilke olmali,-Radikal, 26.02.2004.

8 See Uwdpwuwnjwu M., Uplwdwuunpnigjwu wyntupubipp. fSnipphwu U hpwnpnigjwu upnwp Ubipdwynp
Upubjpnd 2006 e. wdnwup, Uhowqgujht hwpwpbipnigniuubp. <wjywywu wafuwph, 2013, phy 6, o 10-12:
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Prime Minister®; various high-ranking persons of the government agencies were
involved in the board of this organization - the Deputy Commander of the General
Headquarters, the First Deputy Ministers of Justice, Foreign and Internal Affairs, the
Heads of Departments of both National Security and Public Relations of the General
Secretariat of the National Security Council, the First Deputy of Head of the National
Intelligence Service, the Head of the General Department of the State Archives, the
Chairman of the Turkish Historical Association and the representative of the
Propagandist Foundation, operating under the jurisdiction of the Prime Minister's
Office®.

The “Coordinating council...” and the working groups it created operated actively
during the governing period of the “JDP”. This activity proceeded mainly behind closed
doors because of which it is impossible to clarify fully what kind of legal problems were
in the center of their discussions''. In November 2006 the foreign minister and the
Deputy Prime Minister A. Gul, who was officially at the head of “Coordinating council...”,
made statements, which proved that a “scrupulous” work had been carried out to
explore possibilities to move the question of “groundless affirmations concerning
Armenian Genocide” to international instances'®. Speaking in the parliament, he
mentioned that retired diplomats as well as Turkish and trustworthy foreign legists were
involved in those operations™. It was also noted that the adoption of this “new
approach” by Turkey had been “assessed positively” by a number of other countries™.

The statement by A. Gul was accepted with satisfaction by some political powers
and figures. The main opposition party of the country, the Republican People’s Party,
pointed out that it was the real author of that idea'. The retired diplomat Giindiiz
Aktan'®, who was regarded in Turkey as the “spiritual father” of “the international-legal”
direction of the struggle against the recognition of Armenian Genocide, characterized
the statement of Giil as “extremely brave'””. The retired ambassador and the deputy of
parliament from the Republican People’s Party, Sukri Elekdag was among the
supporters of the statement by the Foreign Minister. For a long time occupying the post

9 The leader of the ultra-chauvinist and pan-Turkish “The Nationalist Movement Party”, D. Bahgeli, was occupying the
post of the Deputy Prime Minister in the coalition government of B. Ecevit. Bahceli was the first chairman of the
notorious “Coordinating council...”.

10 See Uwbpwunmywu M., @nipphwih wwjpwpp <wyng ghnwuwwunigjwu dhowqgquiht  Gwuwsdwu  nt
nwwnwwwnpwndwu nbd ubpyw thnynud. unp dhunnwd, Upldnwhwjnigjwt wwhwugwinhpniejwt hhduwfuunhpubpp
(ghnwhbunwgnunwywu  dhowqquih ghnwdnnny), Yhwpnu-Lhynuphw, 18-19 wwphih 2008 p.: Shunwlwu
qtiynigniutiph dnnnqwént, Gpuwu, Upbdnwhwbph wggqwiht hwdwgnidwnph bwuwwwunpwuwndwl dhowqguihu
Yuqdwybpwswywu Yndhunb, 2009, ko 150-155:

't Cakirdzer U., Emekli biiyiikelgi, yazar Aktan: Ermenistan yerine Fransa’yi dava edelim. Milliyet, 16.11.2006.

12 Ermeni iddialarina karsi titiz calisma. - Huirriyet, 15.11.2006.

13 Ibid.

14 Cakirszer U., Ermeni hamlesi. - Milliyet, 15.11.2006.

15 Cakirozer U., Emekli buiytikelci, yazar Aktan: Ermenistan yerine Fransa'yi dava edelim. Milliyet, 16.11.2006.

16 Now deceased.

17 Cakirdzer U., Emekli buiyiikelgi, yazar Aktan: Ermenistan yerine Fransa’yi dava edelim. Milliyet, 16.11.2006.
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of Turkish ambassador in Washington, he had gained an immense “experience” in the
denying of the Armenian Genocide'®.

In April 2005 the Prime Minister R. T. Erdogan wrote a letter to the President of the
Republic of Armenia, Robert Kocharyan, offering to organize a joint commission, which
had to “ascertain whether or not there was genocide”'®. Thus the foundation of the “new
image” of Turkey’s denialist policy was officially laid, which aims not simply to deny the
fact of genocide, but to try to reach the goal of the denial through taking more “subtle”
steps and putting the real fact under question.

Later, the tendency of such “subtle” denialist policy took a new form; the
affirmation about “sharing the joint pain”, resulted from the losses of both Armenians
and Turks during World War |, was pushed forward. This new form of Turkish denialism
is not less dangerous than the “traditional” falsification of the historical facts. Moreover,
it is even more immoral in its essence as it tries to equate the executioner and the
victim.

In 2015 Turkey found itself in a hard situation. On the one hand, the Neo-Ottoman
adventurism made the geopolitical situation of the country rather difficult?®. On the other
hand, it came under serious pressure because of numerous significant worldwide
events implemented by the Republic of Armenia and Armenian Diaspora on the
occasion of the Armenian Genocide Centennial. Under these conditions Erdogan took a
step, which was unprecedented by its insolent character even for the period of Turkish
policy of denialism and falsifications lasting for decades; on April 24 he invited the
President of the Republic of Armenia, Serzh Sargsyan, among other heads of state, to
attend the event of the 100™ anniversary of the victory in the Canakkale (Gallipoli)
battle?'. Naturally, Serzh Sargsyan rejected Erdogan’s insolent invitation?.

Thus, the expansionist adventurism during Erdogan and JDP’s governing period,
called Neo-Ottomanism, in the foreign policy was coupled with an unprecedented
insolence in the sphere of denying the Armenian Genocide.

Translated from Armenian
by V. Gharakhanyan
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Kocharyan Letter to Prime Minister Erdogan, April 26, 2005, https://goo.gl/Ykb9D1

20 Py6eH CadppactaH: HeoocmaHuam — aTo pokosas owwmbka Typuum, - EADaily, 04.09.2015.

2 Mnpbu Uwdpwuinjwit. @nipphwt gbnuwuwwunygjwu 100-pn wwpbihght punwnwy thnpénd £ unpwunp
huwppubip qunub, - Lpwghp, 17.01.2015.

2 https://goo.gl/LS2ckU

138





