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TPI transformed “from a highly religio-cul-
tural to a remarkably rational and pragmatist 
movement” (p. 4). While the NOM supported 
a foreign policy constructed on strong ties 
with Muslim countries and minimal inter-
action with the West, the AK Party tried to 
establish good relations with the West while 
also pursuing good relations with the Muslim 
countries. A more active role in the UN and 
NATO and willingness to become a member 
of the EU is part of this understanding.

The conceptual preferences and time pe-
riod selection might leave the non-specialist 
reader with certain gaps in the narrative. It is 
worth noting that the PhD thesis4 the book 
was derived from is more comprehensive in 

this sense. All in all, Transformation of Po-
litical Islam in Turkey: Causes and Effects is a 
concise attempt to present the transformation 
of TPI.
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There is hardly a more thought-
provoking subject in the contempo-
rary political history of Turkey than 
the country’s transforming state 
identity vis-à-vis its reflection over 
the changing foreign policy direc-
tion and apparatuses. At this crux, 
the increasing influence of Turkey’s 
Justice and Development Party (AK 
Party) on the state’s already shifting ideologi-
cal orientation has been a remarkable case to 
tease out.

Since its foundation in 1923, the Turkish bu-

reaucratic elites’ efforts to ensure 
the state’s physical existence and 
‘Westernizing identity’ have found 
themselves in a critical dilemma: 
whether to break the cultural codes 
with its predecessor, the Ottoman 
Empire, and exist as a Western-ori-
ented nation-state, or to develop its 
relations with the former Ottoman 

provinces and embrace a ‘multifaceted’ state 
identity.

Turkish readers will recognize that the above-
mentioned debate, which, at its heart, offers 
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two incompatible narratives, is deeply en-
trenched not only within Turkish domestic 
politics, but also in foreign policy. In The 
Emergence of Kantian Culture in Turkish For-
eign Policy (1980-2012), Enes Bayraklı ap-
proaches this decades-long dilemma of in-
terpretation, claiming that Turkey’s foreign 
policy culture has since the 1980s been relo-
cating itself into the Kantian mind-set, put-
ting emphasis on friendship and cooperation.

In exploring this relocation, the manuscript 
provides a good account of developments 
since Turkey’s transition to a liberal economy 
in 1980, and aims at drawing attention to how 
both external and domestic factors have radi-
cally changed the foreign policy course of the 
country and re-defined its position on the re-
gional and global scale. While Bayraklı’s anal-
ysis of various topics offers a comprehensive 
framework, the book is suitable for the gen-
eral readership. From the very beginning to 
the conclusion, the author works to unearth 
the causal links shedding light on his two hy-
pothesis which will be shown below.

As we have already touched upon, the au-
thor’s main purpose is to make sense of how 
and why the liberal economic policies Turkey 
introduced in the 1980s have altered its for-
eign policy direction (1980-2012). The reader, 
however, might find his second claim more 
absorbing. Inspired by Alexander Wendt’s 
‘Cultures of Anarchy’1 concept, Bayraklı 
claims that we can trace three different “state 
cultures” informing the foreign policy ori-
entations of the Ottoman Empire and its de-
scendent, the Republic of Turkey (1919-1980 
and 1980-2012). He argues that during the 
Ottoman Empire period, the Hobbesian un-
derstanding of “Culture of War” was rooted 
in the Empire’s actions, within which context 
the other states that the Ottomans interacted 
with had long been perceived as “enemies.” In 

the post-imperial period, this attitude evolved 
into a Lockean mind-set in Turkey (1919-
1980), relying on international law and ap-
paratuses while highlighting the possibilities 
of making alliances and states’ right to exist. 
Finally, Bayraklı argues that since the 1980s, 
Turkey’s foreign policy (1980-2012) has rested 
more on a Kantian approach, which supports 
the idea of non-violent means in bilateral re-
lationships and emphasizes the significance 
of cooperation as a foreign policy tool.

Bayraklı divides The Emergence of Kantian 
Culture in Turkish Foreign Policy (1980-2012) 
into two main parts while examining these hy-
potheses. The first part deals with the domestic 
structural determinants as well as the external 
and internal conjectural elements that have 
greatly influenced Turkey’s state identity vis-
à-vis its foreign policy direction for decades 
(1919-1980). In this part, the reader is intro-
duced various aspects of events and develop-
ments, for example, the early Republican elites’ 
status-quo-seeking foreign policy agenda and 
their hesitance to involve the Republic in the 
former Ottoman territories, namely the Bal-
kan and Caucasus regions. For the author, the 
existential fears embodied in the Sevres Syn-
drome, the Kemalism’s radical Westernization 
objective, and the heavy military tutelage over 
civil politics are the three fundamental factors 
that limited Turkey’s alternatives in the inter-
national arena. Alongside these structural de-
terminants, Bayraklı puts forward that conjec-
tural constrains, such as the lack of maneuver-
ing room resulting from the Interwar period 
(1919-1945), the bipolar Cold War setting 
and the continuing role of the Turkish army, 
which had staged several coups interrupting 
the progress of civil democracy until the end 
of the 1980s, also limited Turkey’s engagement 
with the Muslim/Eastern World. According 
to the author, due to these elements, Turkey 
had been forced to adopt a Lockean culture 
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in its foreign policy for almost six decades. 
Nevertheless, this culture began to shift from 
the 1980s onwards and catapulted to a peace-
ful Kantian mind-set with the signing of the 
Helsinki Summit in 1999, massively changing 
Turkey’s socio-political codes. 

In the second part of the book, Bayraklı 
explores the dynamics underlying these 
changes. He analyses the leverages of sev-
eral ground-breaking phenomena that have 
transformed the country. Chronologically-
speaking, these are, inter alia, the economic 
advantages brought by globalization, the 
emergence of new areas of influence after the 
Cold War, Turkey’s Europanization process, 
and the rise of new counter-elites and insti-
tutions, such as the AK Party and the Inde-
pendent Industrialists’ and Businessmen’s 
Association  (MUSİAD), that made this for-
eign policy relocation (1980-2012) possible. 
According to the author, Turkey’s social and 
inter-regional economic relations were rede-
fined by the globalization trend which helped 
Turkey increased its export-based economy 
while making its society more liberal. This 
trend scaled up to a new height with the end 
of the Cold War and Turkey’s subsequent 
Europanization journey that contributed to 
the state’s democracy culture. 

For the author, Turkey could have performed 
better after the Cold War, especially during 
the 1990s; however, the country’s long attach-
ment to its Western identity and the Kemalist 
bureaucratic elite could not provide an alter-
native foreign policy paradigm, which would 
have established good relationships with Tur-
key’s neighbors. Bayraklı argues that this void 
was filled by the former FM and PM Ahmet 
Davutoglu. Replacing Turkey’s Euro-centric 
foreign policy with a multi-dimensional un-
derstanding, Davutoğlu devised a grand strat-
egy, also known as ‘Strategic Depth’ grasping 

Turkey’s new role in the region. His paradigm 
emphasized a “zero-problem” doctrine with 
neighbors, which offered Turkey a multi-di-
mensional foreign policy meeting the coun-
try’s goal to be a regional soft power, accord-
ing to Bayraklı.

With that said, while the author tries his best 
to provide sufficient analysis, he falls short of 
exploring two key points to account for Tur-
key’s foreign policy routes in different peri-
ods. Firstly, Bayraklı claims that the country 
has recently developed a self-confident for-
eign policy, meeting the early state elites’ lack 
of strategic thinking. This account sounds 
like there was no deliberate philosophy in 
Turkish foreign policy until the 1980s. One 
should not forget two prominent examples 
from the 1940s: the active neutrality strategy 
of PM İsmet İnönü and the saving of thou-
sands of Turkish Jews from being sent to the 
Nazi concentration camps by FM Numan 
Menemencioğlu manifested high levels of 
strategic thinking and self-confidence given 
the Interwar period’s hostile environment. 
Secondly, the author presents the “Strategic 
Depth”2 (2001) doctrine as a panacea to Tur-
key’s previous foreign policy vision. However, 
before the book was published, the impact of 
strategic depth had started to decline in the 
wake of the Arab Spring, followed by Tur-
key’s involvement in North Syria, indicating a 
gradual turn back to a Lockean culture priori-
tizing internal law and “just war” rather than 
the Kantian preference for non-violent means 
in international relations.

Attempting to throw light on each of these 
subjects would an immense task in its own 
right. In sum, The Emergence of Kantian Cul-
ture in Turkish Foreign Policy (1980-2012) is 
a huge empirical as well as theoretical con-
tribution to the burgeoning Turkish foreign 
policy literature. The book provides a good 
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historical analysis while informing the reader 
about the period-by-period transformation 
of Turkish foreign policy. Thus, it is a valuable 
manuscript, which I can particularly recom-
mend for general readers.
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The category of political prisoners 
has rarely been discussed as a theo-
retical and philosophical concept. 
However, the book under review 
tries to fill that gap by presenting 
a nuanced theoretical perspective 
on political prisoners. Starve and 
Immolate: The Politics of Human 
Weapons is a meticulous articula-
tion of the Turkish state’s checkered history 
of treating dissent by testing the endurance of 
political prisoners in supermax solitary con-
finement F-type prisons. Argumentatively, 
this work builds on Foucault’s notion of power 
and biopolitics and Agamben’s “bare life” the-
sis. Banu Bargu provides a critique of Fou-
cault’s arguments as well, particularly when 
the latter presents prisoners as obedient and 
docile members. The book traces the process 
of the biopoliticization of sovereignty meeting 
the necropoliticization of resistance (p. 27). 
The narrative is based on weaponization of 
life whereby the bodies of political prisoners 
are forged into human weapons (p. 14). 

Divided into six chapters, the first part dis-
cusses sovereignty as a central concept in 
various modalities of power relations. With 

modernization, sovereignty has 
been transmutated into a new hy-
brid, changing its modality from 
politics of life (and death) to politics 
over life, which Bargu calls biosov-
ereignty (p. 51). Resistance against 
the sovereign power is inevitable 
and is always present like a shadow 
(p. 54). Here, this resistance is el-

egantly presented as a case of self-destruction 
and immolation by political prisoners and is 
called necroresistance (p. 63).This concep-
tualization projects the transformation of 
the body from a site of subjection to a site of 
insurgency. 

The second chapter provides an overview of 
the political history and contours of state tra-
dition and ideology from Kemalism to coup 
d’état to Turkey’s current political scenario. 
Explaining how the Kemalism six arrows (p. 
90) prove a mere allusion to authoritarian-
ism, this chapter also contextualizes the uti-
lization of biopolitics transcending through 
various regimes from authoritarianism to 
democratic government. This is presented 
by discussing how the Left was criminalized 
by the state to be considered as an “internal 
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