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ADDITIONAL WRITTEN COMMENTS

Reviewer 1

This was a well-theorised and elaborately constructed piece, showing a high level of analytical
sophistication. The introduction delineated the research conundrum: visible continuities and
changes in Turkish foreign policy since the end of the Cold War and factors contributing to
change. Chapter 2 was a viable literature review. Chapter 3 explained the research design and
theoretical approach. It argued that, using Putnam’s*Two-Level-Games’ and Mintz's Poliheuristic
theory, the dissertation could account holistically for different aspects of continuity and change in
Turkish foreign policy. These theories were then tested using three case-studies: Operation Peace
Spring, the S-400 deal, and the TurkStream Agreement. They were chosen because the theories
concerned claim to be able to deal with issues of greater and smaller significance, and testing
different political, economic and other factors in decision-making. The theory is visibly applied
in all the cases. Whether because of the choice of case-studies or for other reasons, there was
more focus on explaining change - and the type of change - than reasons for continuity. There
was more adjustment than radical change, we are told. Therefore, one would expect that the
relatively high levels of continuity would need to be explained. They are not, but are rather
assumed. Furthermore, empirical evidence was obviously hit by the coronavirus crisis. Good
amounts of newspaper or other media articles, and expert secondary sources, were used. Possibly,
lack of Turkish-language materials could have been highlighted as a drawback to the analysis.
Please also, in future, use page numbers in the dissertation.

Reviewer 2

The dissertation presents a competently constructed analysis of Turkish foreign policy. It poses
two research questions. First one asks whether the recent changes in Turkey’s foreign policy are
radical changes or merely adjustment changes. The second question deals with factors
contributing to the formation of Turkey’s foreign policy. The major advantage of this work is its
professionally advanced structure. The research puzzle is identified in an extensive literature
review. The chapter covering research design and theory justifies the use of exploratory case
studies, describes in great detail the analytical framework of Putnam’s two-level game and
Mintz’s poliheuristic theory, and identifies limitations of this approaches. The analytical
frameworks are subsequently applied in case studies.

Weaker parts of the dissertation are in the relationship between the research questions and the
theoretical approaches and in dealing with the empirical cases. As for the former, the theoretical
approaches are directly related to the second research question (contributing factors); however, it
is not sufficiently clear how the theory can be used to address the first question about continuity
and change. The author’s argument about adjustment changes in Turkey’s foreign policy lacks
persuasiveness due to missing comparison with the previous era. Moreover, the case studies
could be more generous in providing empirical substantiation for the theoretical claims.




