Abstract

The Sykes-Picot metaphor has incrementally become firmly associated with
almost all the geopolitical predicaments the Middle Eastern states had to face. Added
to this, increasing challenges to the established territorial order of the Middle Eastern
countries combined with the complicated structure of the Syrian civil war have once
again centered the Sykes-Picot narrative on the academic and popular discussions
about the future of the Middle Eastern order. However, despite a recently emerged
trend attempting to unclose the historical continuity of the interplay between local,
regional and international factors, they neither provide deeper insights about the
historical interplay between different factors nor bring new analytical assessments.
Departing from this lacuna in the literature, this study attempts to find answers to the
following main research questions: How did the interplay of the array of domestic,
regional, and international factors laid the groundwork for the formation of the Sykes-
Picot territorial order? What are the types of borders and how can they be
theoretically categorized for being used as an analytical tool? How was the
administrative structure and divisions of the regions before the Sykes-Picot agreement
and to which border categorizations do these structures correspond? Drawing largely
on the existing theoretical assumptions of border studies, this study attempts to apply
a three-tracked typology of borders (fronties, boundaries, borders) to the historical
interplay between local, regional and international factors during the process of the
formation of modern Middle Eastern borders. Arguing that the Sykes-Picot agreement
constitutes only one of the aspects of the Middle Eastern border formation, this study
concludes that there is a historical linkage between the evolution of the Ottoman

domestic territorial administrative system with the adjustments of the subsequent
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regional and international developments regarding the formation of the Middle

Eastern borders.
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Ozet

Sykes-Picot metaforu giin gectikce Ortadogu’nun ylizlesmek zorunda kaldigi
tiim jeopolitik agmaz ile sik1 bir sekilde iliskilendirilir hale gelmistir. Buna ilaveten
Ortadogu’nun yerlesik toprak nizamina yoéneltilen meydan okumalar Suriye i¢
savasinin karmagik yapisi ile de birlesince Sykes-Picot anlatimi tekrar Ortadogu
diizeninin gelecegi ile ilgili yapilan akademik ve popiiler tartismalarin merkezine
oturmustur. Ancak her ne kadar yeni olusan literatiir yerel, bolgesel ve uluslararasi
faktorlerin etkilesimindeki tarihsel siirekliligi ortaya koymaya caligssa da, bunlar ne bu
farkli faktorler arasindaki etkilesime dair derinlemesine bir yorum ortaya koyabilmis
ne de tam anlamiyla analitik olarak yeni bir degerlendirme {iretebilmistir.
Literatiirdeki bu bosluktan yola ¢ikarak bu g¢alisma, su temel arastirma sorularina
cevap aramaya c¢alismaktadir: Yerel, bolgesel ve uluslararasi faktorlerin etkilesimi
Sykes-Picot toprak diizeninin olusumuna nasil bir alt yap1 saglamistir? Sinir tiirleri
nelerdir ve bu sinir tlirleri analitik bir arag olarak kullanilmak {izere nasil kategorize
edilebilir? Sykes-Picot diizenlemelerinden once bdlgedeki idari yapilar ve ayrigmalar
nasildi ve bu yapilar ve ayrismalar hangi smir tiirlerine karsilik geliyordu? Simir
caligmalarinin mevcut teorik varsayimlar1 iizerine bina edilen bu c¢alisma, modern
Ortadogu sinirlariin olusum siirecinde yerel, bolgesel ve uluslararas1 faktorlerin
etkilesimine {i¢ asamali sinir tipolojisini uygulamaya c¢alismaktadir. Ortadogu
sinirlarinin olusumunda Sykes-Picot’nun yalnizca bir boyutu teskil ettigini iddia eden
bu calisma, Osmanli i¢ toprak idaresi sistemi ile cografyada daha sonra gerceklesen
Ortadogu simirlar ile ilgili bolgesel ve uluslararasi gelismeler arasinda tarihi bir bag

oldugu sonucuna varmaktadir.



