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1. The Topic of the Thesis.
Türkiye’s humanitarian policy in the era of Erdoğan: Implementation of external multicultural ideas through the internal post-colonial paradigm.
2. Relevance of the Topic.
The study of the origins and prospects of Türkiye’s current humanitarian and soft power policy is an important element in understanding the whole nature of Turkish foreign policy because nowadays this is one of the key aspects of international activity that Ankara is increasingly associated with. Positioning itself as a state with pan-regional and even global ambitions, the Republic of Türkiye (the country has officially changed its name from “Turkey” to “Türkiye” this year) is gaining more and more geopolitical importance, thus attracting the attention of international researchers and experts. In addition, in the 21st century, the country witnessed a significant transformation of domestic political life, which significantly affects its either foreign policy vector, forming new models and principles of Ankara’s behavior within the international arena.
However, ambitious foreign policy ideas and concepts often reflect and sometimes even contradict domestic political views and trends. Thus, the rapid transformations that took place during the presidency of R. T. Erdoğan, on the one side, succeeded in bringing Türkiye to a radically new level in the international agenda but, at the same time, led to new challenges from inside the country. Today, Turkish politics is highly heterogeneous and uneven; it is difficult to characterize it using stable categories, and furthermore – it is complicated to make forecasts about its development. Even such a traditional sphere of Turkish interests as soft power can carry hidden meanings and vary depending on the internal agenda. Nevertheless,


interest in studying Türkiye’s foreign policy is only growing, and cooperation with this state is gaining a status of national interest not only for Ukraine but also for other regional and global powers. This work is particularly relevant because it touches on both layers of Turkish policy – internal and external, and makes an attempt to correlate them in practical terms.
3. Aim and Tasks of the Study.
The main aim of this master’s thesis is to analyze the evolution of Turkish humanitarianism as a foreign policy concept during Recep Tayyip Erdogan’s rule. It is necessary to identify the obvious and non-obvious goals of soft power policy in Türkiye, as well as the true objectives of numerous humanitarian initiatives, for which significant funds are allocated. Secondly, the work is also aimed at identifying ideological contradictions in the implementation of this policy and finding the reasons for this. The principal argument is the fact that domestic and foreign policy discourses often do not coincide, and so one of the thesis’s objectives is to find out whether this is accidental or quite characteristic of Turkish foreign policy.
Among the main tasks to be fulfilled in order to achieve the aims, there are:
1) to identify internal and external factors that have influenced the formation of ‘soft’ elements of Türkiye’s foreign policy in recent times;
2) to reveal successes and failures in implementing quite ambitious ideas;
3) to compare the principles of humanitarian policy inside the country and abroad.
4. The Object and Subject.
The object of this study is the humanitarian policy of the Republic of Türkiye in the last 20 years. The subject is the personal role of President Recep Tayyip Erdoğan as a major catalyst in shaping Türkiye’s new ideological worldview. In addition, the impact of his ideas on the formation of foreign policy in connection with several populist domestic narratives is an integral part of the whole study.
5. Chronological Framework.
The study covers the 20-year presidency of Erdoğan since he first won the parliamentary election in 2003. His ruling party called the Justice and Development


Party (AK Parti) has also been in power for nearly 20 years, and Erdoğan was its founder and is a current leader. Since then, he has held various positions in Turkish leadership and now continues to maintain its foreign policy. Moreover, the basic principles of today’s humanitarian aid were established during his reign as they had not had a similar scale and importance before. Conventionally, the period of Erdoğan’s rule can be divided into 2 parts: the Prime Minister (2003-2014) and the President (2014-2022). And the second period of his rule is quite more interesting from the point of view of the research topic because it was at this time when the vast majority of analyzed humanitarian projects were implemented. Accordingly, most of the work will be devoted to the events from 2014 until today.
6. Research Methods.
This master’s thesis can be characterized as qualitative and empirical research. Erdoğan’s internal policy is an independent variable, while his foreign policy strategy is a dependent one. And the principles of dependence are largely determined by individual factors, such as the personal views of President Erdoğan or the ruling Justice and Development Party. In addition, the principles of multiculturalism and post-colonialism, which are actively discussed in Turkish society and are supposed to have a direct influence on Turkish foreign policy, will also be important determining factors.
Whenever possible, the study will involve documentary sources published on the official websites of Turkish and European ministries, NGOs and foundations. Estimates of already processed statistical and other digital data will be collected mostly from secondary sources; these sources will also be used to analyze the views of experts in this field. The main instrument for search will be the Internet and physically published paper media – books, scientific journals, periodicals etc. Thus, all these methods together allow for talking about so-called “triangulation”, a combination of several methods of qualitative research in one work.
7. Scientific Innovation (Originality).
This work is probably the first study of the humanitarian policy of the Republic of Türkiye conducted from the point of view of multiculturalism and post-


colonialism simultaneously. These two unusual theories are used mainly because each of them clearly describes a side of the ideological foundations of Erdoğan’s ideas. However, there are few examples not only of their combination but also of their application in the scientific literature, which is exactly the main focus of this study.
It is also worth noting that although President Erdoğan personally uses post- colonial rhetoric and the concept itself is quite popular in Türkiye, its connection to multiculturalism may seem unclear. Indeed, no official from the government party or higher academic circles has used direct hints to build a multicultural society in or around Türkiye; just many of the ideas of this doctrine can be seen implemented practically within Turkish foreign policy. Based on this, the paper highlights several obvious contradictions: between Türkiye’s domestic and foreign policy narratives, between calls for the adoption and devaluation of Western ideas of multiculturalism at the same time, between condemnation of Western (neo)imperialism and the appeal to own imperial ambitions, finally between populist political slogans and the real affairs and opportunities of modern Türkiye. These oppositions make a key novelty and originality that will be demonstrated in the study.
8. Approbation of the Findings and Publication.
The given work is partly based on my latest bachelor’s thesis, and its conclusions will serve as the basis for further research on this topic. Therefore, the results of the study are expected to be presented at scientific conferences; and right after the defense, a short synopsis of this thesis will be transformed into a brief article and published in a scientific journal. It is finally assumed that this study is rather a milestone and can make a reliable background for further research on Turkish foreign policy.
9. Work Structure (Organization).
The given master’s thesis consists of three chapters together with an introductory part and conclusions. Each of the chapters is respectively subdivided into clauses, sub-paragraphs and other smaller units. In total, the text covers 120 pages not including the bibliography and appendixes.


The very first chapter is entitled “Theoretical Foundations of the Study”, and it reviews the literature that already exists on the given topic. In particular, this chapter deals with major political concepts used to conduct the research and which serve as the main theoretical basis – the Multiculturalism Theory and the Post- Colonial Theory. Accordingly, the chapter is divided into two parts, which both introduce the above-mentioned doctrines, provide their applicability to this thesis and justify the use of them. The special accent is put onto the works of Will Kymlicka, a major representative of multiculturalism in international relations and political science, and Edward Said, an ideologist of orientalism that found the basis for today’s post-colonial discourse. Finally, besides the main ideas discussed in this unit, it also describes the relevance of these ideas for Türkiye nowadays.
In the second chapter, a “crisis of identity” is introduced as the major political pusher of Turkish foreign policy in the 21st century. This part analyzes the ideological dimension of Türkiye’s humanitarian policy, its origins in contradictions at various levels, and the key figure here is definitely Recep Tayyip Erdoğan and the whole text is centered around his rule. All in all, this chapter focuses on two major questions that ensure the division into two blocks: 1) The Republic of Turkey: An Empire or a National Turkish State? & 2) What is President Erdoğan’s General Concept of Humanitarianism and Soft Power in Modern Turkish Foreign Policy? In short, Chapter 2 gives the characteristics of Erdoğan’s Rule (2003-2022) within the multiculturalism and post-colonialism theories, putting a special accent on domestic challenges and external ambitions at that time. Also, the Kurdish issue and other ethnic/cultural diasporas’ status in Türkiye along with their impact on humanitarian policy are discussed there. One of the most pivotal questions for this part is “How does Türkiye consider itself and how does the world see it?” because the ideological basis of Turkish soft power and the image of Türkiye as a ‘great multicultural state’ sometimes appear to be contradictive with that how other countries regard Türkiye in the world. Finally, it is noted that Ankara maintains a flexible combination of the idea of the American ‘melting pot’ with anti-globalism and criticism of Western Orientalism, and this case is quite unique in world politics.


The third chapter is dedicated to the examples that brightly illustrate Turkish soft power policy in practice. There is an overview and analysis of Erdoğan’s humanitarian initiatives divided into three units: the refugee policy, Turkish mediation in conflicts and other activities aimed at multicultural cohesion around Türkiye. In connection with its response to the migration crisis and the presence of a plethora of humanitarian initiatives in this respect, the Republic of Türkiye is questioned to be either a multinational state or a polyethnic country. Next, regarding Erdoğan’s attempts to be a regional/global mediator, it is asked what Ankara can actually offer to the world as an axial actor of soft power; its successes and failures are evaluated and some predictions made. Finally, despite the 20 years of soft power domination in the country, there are still noticeable differences in the external and internal humanitarian policy of Türkiye. That is why the chapter ends with a question if Ankara conducts a wise soft power policy or if it is just a counteraction to the Western worldview.
The conclusions are aimed to provide the answers to the following questions:
a) How has President Erdogan’s new political worldview affected the self- determination of Türkiye in recent times?
b) Has Ankara managed to prove its leadership in uniting the peoples around it, or is it just a manifestation of long-standing imperial ambitions?
c) However, to what extent does the foreign humanitarian activity of modern Türkiye correspond to the current situation inside the country?
d) And is the leadership trying to solve global issues at expense of its own population?
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Nowadays, Turkish foreign policy is still being at the stage of transformation, (re)thinking and refinement. So, 20 years after the moderate pro-Islamist Justice and Development Party and its leader Recep Tayyip Erdoğan came to power, the country has undergone major internal changes regarding national identity and perception of Turkishness. Also, the top leadership of the party introduced a new approach to foreign policy, which demonstrates the greater independence and broad ambitions of Ankara in the 21st century. All these events led to significant changes both in Turkish society and in foreign political rhetoric. However, while many initiatives have had significant success, there are still a number of gaps in Türkiye’s traditional policy.
One of these gaps is the issue of Turkish multiculturalism, which has been raised many times in the 21st century. Thus, today’s Türkiye positions itself as a nation state and a country with equal opportunities for ethnic minorities at the same time; this idea creates a conflict between ideologies, and the lack of real political action questions the veracity of Turkish intentions. One gets the impression that Ankara uses the concept of multiculturalism only for self-affirmation as an alternative world power that can attract foreign human capital. Yet little effort has been practically made to achieve these ambitious goals of population unification, and some age-old problems with members of national minorities have only worsened in recent times.
In addition, now there is an internal identity crisis in Türkiye based on the confrontation of subjects in the national issue, for example, the Kurdish one, and also an external identity crisis, which aims to answer the question “What is Türkiye?” striving for in terms of foreign policy priorities, how to consider certain


actors . All the reforms initiated by the AK Party related to the search and formation of identities, so far, despite the positive changes, have ended only in aggravating problems. Obviously, as a result of the crisis of Turkish identity, the country is either to move to a new level of its identity, having managed to maintain territorial integrity, defend its statehood and find its own path of development, as in the time of Atatürk, or to whiteness an even greater identity crisis, which can lead to various state diseases.
However, the key aspect and perhaps the greatest success of Turkish foreign policy is the policy of soft power, which includes a wide-ranging humanitarian diplomacy. The Republic of Türkiye constantly underlines the increasing importance of humanitarian policy in the context of multipolarity, when non- Western centers of power are acquiring an increasing role on the world stage, and uses this concept wisely. Against the background of transformational processes, Ankara seeks to consolidate the status of an international and regional leader, using the doctrine of post-colonialism and the formula “The world is more than five”. Along with these, there is a new model of Turkish diplomacy, which has 3 stages of implementation: diplomatic steps to make life of Turkish citizens more comfort, state policy towards crisis regions in terms of providing humanitarian assistance and taking responsibility for local residents, and promotion of an inclusive, people- centred international model.
The key characteristics of Turkish humanitarian diplomacy are a predominantly bilateral basis of cooperation, the dominance of the state component and the use of humanitarian policy as a full-fledged foreign policy branch, not just a tool. At the same time, Türkiye widely uses hard power in the fight against new global and local challenges, and this combination of militarism and humanism in foreign policy is sometimes called “moral realism”.
Luckily for Türkiye, it is surrounded by unrest and is being avoided by various degrees of international conflict. Türkiye’s geographic, political, cultural and historical traits indicate that this country is well-suited to serve as an international mediator and have created an environment that is supportive of its active


involvement in resolving these conflicts. However, a number of considerations prohibit the country from becoming more deeply involved in many regional conflicts.	Ankara	is	currently	having	difficulty	achieving	positive	results, particularly in three crucial regional issues with obvious global implications. These difficulties are present in Afghanistan, Iran and Syria. As the number of refugees increases and Türkiye could easily enter the conflict, it becomes harder and harder to mediate talks with Syria. Iranian nuclear aspirations and Western concerns could be addressed, but Türkiye is balancing on a fine line between the two, where any of them could easily lose the other’s trust. In Afghanistan, where the security situation could not be resolved solely through military means and Turkish civilian inclusive support proved to be very helpful, the greatest expectations are probably developing.
Finally, it is difficult to forecast the country’s foreign policy actions when it is placed between the two fronts, thus the humanitarian and soft strategy of modern Türkiye is sensitive. For instance, despite professing to preserve its strong connections with the United States, Türkiye has in the past advocated for a deeper engagement with Iran, which has irked Washington. Furthermore, in none of the locations in which it plays, Türkiye is by any means the most dominant player. While Egypt, Iran, Saudi Arabia and Israel are the major players in the political game in the South Caucasus; Russia still has considerable influence there. The Arab world, China and many European nations continue to have significant influence in Africa. Additionally, Türkiye’s once-promising “zero problems” ideology has failed as a result of the post-Arab Spring turmoil in Syria, Egypt and Libya. In other words, there is still a big gap between Türkiye’s goals and its actual worldwide impact, despite the country’s rising economic and political weight, as there is a gap between its external ambitions and internal capabilities.
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