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‘AMERICA

We are struggling with a new crisis which is 
affecting the whole world. The Coronavirus, 
which has already caused more than 4 million 
cases, brings new problems with itself. One of 
the most important problems is the violation 
of privacy rights. In the case of tackling the 
Coronavirus, digital tools, for example, health 
applications have been introduced to track 
the spread of the Coronavirus and they al-
ready caused to concerns on the privacy issue.
TraceTogether, Pan-European Privacy-Pre-
serving Proximity Tracing, C-19 COVID 
Symptom Tracker, WeChat, Apple and 
Google… They all have a common mis-

sion during this worldwide crisis; tracking the spread of Coronavirus. These applications generate heat maps by using the location 
of Coronavirus patients and their contacts via their personal telecoms data. For example, China is using a color-coded health rating 
system that identifies the patients according to their risks, and the patients are either allowed or denied to enter malls, subways so 
on according to their colour-codes. Another contact-tracing example is the announcement of a joint initiative by Apple and Goog-
le. In this joint effort, the Bluetooth technology will be used for tracking the spread of Coronavirus by using the users’ location data.
The important reasons for privacy concerns in these implemented policies are anonymity of the personal information that 
used in the apps, the risks of selling the personal data to the third parties, the possibility of the usage of information in the fu-
ture for any other purposes etc. The world has already witnessed some examples cases of privacy breaches. For example, 2018 
revelation of Facebook sold the user’s information to the third parties or the cases of the four largest industry players (AT&T, 
Verizon, Sprint and T-Mobile) of the USA sold the location data to the third parties without the explicit consent of its users.
Although digital tools are being used for national security in the case of fighting with the deadly epidemic, old experienc-
es show that the concerns over privacy issues are on point. It must be taking into consideration that there is a fine line in this is-
sue and none of us does want a wake up in a morning and sees that our personal data are at risk because of these applications. 

PRIVACY RIGHTS AND THE NEW 
CORONAVIRUS by Ahsen Sevnur Yıldırım
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Identity Politics as a Threat to the EU 
Disintegration Process by Yağmur Taşdemir

Europe, which has been living a long period of peace after the 
Second World War and gradually institutionalizing the EU since 
the 1950s, has strengthened its political unity and increased its 
welfare. As a natural result, it has been one of the target regions 
of immigrants for a long time. As refugees who migrate to neigh-
bouring countries lose their hope of returning to their home-
land, they move towards “rich and welfare Europe” to establish 
a new life in a completely new country. This can be understood 
from the fact that approximately 3.9 per-cents of the EU popu-
lation consists of foreign nationals or stateless people.1  In addi-
tion to those living in the EU countries in the context of regular 
migration, there is a large influx of irregular migrants towards 
the EU. Considering that the main countries experiencing war, 
civil war, social and political instability are located in the Mid-
dle East, North Africa and Sub-Saharan regions; it is inevitable 
for Europe to become a destination for irregular immigration 
and asylum seeking. Such migration movements pose some 
special challenges for the European states, such as manage-
ment of crossings process at the borders, heavy cost of hosting 
a large population, as well as security and integration concerns. 

Irregular immigration to the EU has caused more concern in re-
cent years and also started to take place frequently in the public 
policy discussions. Under increasing public pressure to prevent 
irregular immigration, European policy makers define it differ-
ently at the national level and produce various policies regarding 
the problem. For example, after removal of the internal borders 
in the Schengen region, the European states have cooperated to 
ensure security of the external borders trying to combat irregu-
lar immigration to the EU through Frontex which is the European 

Border and Coast Guard Agency. From a historical point of view, it 
is possible to say that despite the recent increase in immigration 
movements to Europe, immigration problem has lasted ages for 
the continent rather than being a new phenomenon. One of its 
main reasons is that coordination in the asylum policies of the Eu-
ropean states has not been achieved and these policies have been 
generally developed only at the national level despite the regula-
tions regarding establishment of the European common market 
and removal of borders within the EU. Refugees who took refuge 
in the European states in 1950s and 1960s came from some former 
Soviet territories and European states that adopted communist 
ideology. In the Cold War era, until the end of  the 1970s, Europe 
had applied generous admission policies to them in line with ide-
ological and strategic goals, since arrivals were mostly European, 
preventing anxiety about integration problems and responding 
to need in the labour market in the first thirty years after the war. 
In the 1980s, these political and economic conditions changed, 
and the European countries receiving immigration started to give 
refugee status to these immigrants that they could not control by 
quota applications claiming that they came with only economic 
motivations. By 1990s, European states had given more reasons 
to prevent refugee movements such as the rising xenophobia 
in the Europe, envisaged pressure that mass migration influx to 
Europe after the collapse of the Berlin Wall, and economic crisis 
as well as high unemployment rates in Western Europe.  On the 
other hand, because of understanding that growing irregular im-
migration flow in 2015 would lead to a crisis, public discussions on 
solution of the problem started in beginning of the year. In fact, 
similar debates were brought to agenda in 2011, the first year of 
the Arab Spring, and Italy issued a Schengen visa to refugees, 
since burden of irregular immigration from Libya was not shared 
by other countries of the EU equally.2 Therefore, France controlled 
trains coming from Italy by stopping at the borders to prevent 
entry of immigrants and announced that the Schengen Agree-
ment would be suspended if necessary. After France, Denmark 
announced that it would start border controls without waiting 
for decision of the EU.3 Additionally, when refugee crisis started in 
2011, it did not reach its current level. Therefore, no detailed study 
has been carried out on structural problems of the EU regarding 
refugee crisis. By 2015, the fact that the majority of irregular im-
migrants were refugees, not migrants was ignored; and first pro-
posal was measures to protect the borders of the EU more closely. 
As a matter of fact, Frontex has continued its efforts to protect 

1- Yücel, S. Y. (2017, November). Avrupa’nın Mültecilerle İmtihanı. 
2- Paoletti, E. (n.d.). The Arab Spring and the Italian Response to Migration in 2011.  
3- Yücel, S. Y. (2017, November). Avrupa’nın Mültecilerle İmtihanı.
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by Elif Bakar

EU territorial waters within this framework. However, a million 
of people who managed to cross EU territorial waters in 2015 
made it clear that this was a futile effort performed by the Europe. 

Suspension of the Schengen as a solution against influx of refu-
gees has revealed extent of the crisis. This means that influx of 
refugees has reached a level that restricts the EU’s greatest val-
ues such as free movement of goods, services, capital and people. 
Another method was adapting to re-adjustment of the borders, 
increase border controls reinforcing police and even soldiers, and 
to use push back method to send refugees to their countries of 
origin. In the face of immigration crisis in European public, trend 
towards rebuilding the walls has been increasingly expressed 
and found support. As a matter of fact, a public survey conduct-
ed in July 2015 revealed that European citizens no longer want 
the Schengen Agreement, which ended identity checks of EU 
citizens.4 According to the survey, percentage of those who want 
to cancel Schengen is 67 per-cents in France, 53 per-cents in Ger-
many, 59 per-cents in the Netherlands and 56 per-cents in Italy.5 In 
this regard, some question marks have emerged: “Do those who 
want to cancel the Schengen Agreement want it for only economic 
reasons?”, “What is the effects of illegal immigration on the ques-
tioning of the internal issues of the Union?” or “Within the context 
of the immigration crisis, what is the role of identity politics relat-
ed to increasing number of immigrants in the EU disintegration 
process?” Excessive increase in immigration may be a problem 
for European countries not only in the short but also long term. 
Economically, especially the problems experienced by the coun-
tries which receive refugee substantially or countries with budget 
problems cannot be denied. The basis of opposing stance of the 
countries receiving mass immigration and citizens of these coun-
tries is also generally related to the economy. Unfortunately, today 
many countries in Europe have unemployment and low-paid job 
problems, especially among young people. In January 2016, aver-
age European unemployment has reached 8.9 per-cents, leading 
to an increase in question marks on immigration.6 However, rath-

er than examining economic effects of flux of illegal immigrations 
on disintegration process, this article will seek to analyse effects 
of identity politics looking at social and cultural impacts of im-
migration on the continent. Besides financial and social costs of 
immigrants, immigration can also cause problems in integration 
process, which is the most important step towards the EU. This 
poses the risk of undermining the core beliefs of the Union, which 
fuels solidarity and cooperation between the Member States. 

Aniol argues that “States are required not only to defend their ter-
ritorial integrity and political independence, but that they have 
a responsibility to protect inter alia their cultural identity and 
social stability.”7 Some argues that immigration possess a threat 
since traditional way of thinking adopts identity clash as one of 
the main elements related to security of society. According to tra-
ditional thinking, immigrants are perceived as a threat to public 
order and associated with crimes such as drugs, human traffick-
ing and terrorism. From this perspective, only exception can be 
complementary identities. For example, since both identities do 
not conflict with each other, it is possible to be both Italian and 
European, while it is not possible to be both Muslim and Christian. 
In my opinion, the best instance to be observed is the discussions 
about long story of the Turkish membership to the Union on the 
grounds that “Turkey is not Christian and hence is not European 
and cannot actually become European.”8 Therefore, in the case 
of the immigration, lack of cultural affinities of immigrants with 
the countries they migrated on social and cultural issues such as 
language, religion and race may create a bias towards them. Many 
of the concerns and disputes regarding to refugees arise from the 
in-group and out-group distinction. As a result, all the side effects 
that come with radicalized migration movements also increase. 
We/they distinction and visions of Europe have raised concerns 
not only for the Eurosceptic parties and its supporters but for 
many European citizens. This affects the European states’ commit-

4- BBC. (2016, April 24). Schengen: Controversial EU free movement deal explained. 
5- Vollaard, H. (2019). European Disintegration: A Search for Explanations. pp. 148-219 
6- Eurostat. (2019, January). Euro area unemployment at 7.8% 
7- Raf, O. (2006, December 11). The European Union and Migration: Security versus Identity? 
8- Minkenberg, M., Freire, A., Boomgaarden, H. G., & Claes, H. M. (2012, April). Turkish membership in the European Union – The role of religion. 
9-  Caporaso, J. A. (2018, June 13). Europe’s Triple Crisis and the Uneven Role of Institutions: The Euro, Refugees and Brexit
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ment to the Union and European citizens’ perception as a threat 
because European integration theories mainly relate with “Euro-
peanization of the identities”. So, it is inevitable that Eurosceptic 
movements and parties frequently raise issue of immigration and 
continue their populist discourses in this regard since immigrants 
are seen as a threat to the European identity. According to Boerzel 
and Risse, “The EU has shown itself to be limited in the face of a 
crisis that revolves around identity concerns more than econom-
ic issues.”9 So, problems emerging from identity politics lie at the 
heart of current crisis of the EU despite of the existence of several 
other crises. The immigration crisis has also led to the question-
ing of the internal issues that have a very important place in the 
EU agenda, such as the 1985 Schengen Agreement and Dublin 
Regulation. The Schengen Agreement has an important mean-
ing for the EU and forms one of the symbols of the Union. “The 
Schengen area represents a territory where the free movement 
of persons is guaranteed. The signatory states to the Agreement 
have abolished all internal borders in lieu of a single external 
border.”10 The Schengen Agreement is one of the most important 
steps taken in deepening the EU integration period. However, ac-
cording to some, the easier the free movement of people within 
the Union, the harder it will be to deal with crimes on the conti-
nent. This poses a threat to the Member States, in particular in 
fight against terrorism and cross-border crimes. Therefore, immi-
gration crisis may have undesirable consequences in the Member 
States due to the right to free movement at the borders. Countries 
such as Bulgaria and Hungary have built precautionary border 
fences to protect their borders and limit illegal immigration.11 

On the other hand, during the migration from Syria, refugees were 
trying to migrate from the borders of Greece to relatively more 
developed European countries, especially to Germany and France. 
As a precaution, Germany has regulated its borders with Austria.12 
This has attracted interest in the other European countries and 
they have made regulations in their internal borders as Germany 
did. For example, France initiated to carry out the internal border 
controls, Norway imposed to checks in the points of ferry connec-
tions and Austria strengthened its land borders shared with Slove-
nia and Hungary.13 Therefore, the immigration crisis has become 
an important risk factor against the Schengen Agreement limit-
ing the borders among the European states which supposed to be 

free as one of the core principles of the Union. In addition, due to 
the increased immigration, Dublin Regulation has also started to 
become a regulation that the Member States are in dilemma. This 
Regulation is the law that determines how the Member States will 
apply in their asylum applications. According to this Regulation, 
the first country where refugees enter the Union is responsible 
for obtaining their fingerprints and asylum requests. Therefore, 
the first EU country is responsible for welcoming and processing 
refugees. However, most refugees want to go to relatively devel-
oped countries such as Germany rather than fingerprinting in 
destination countries such as Greece and Italy. Along with the im-
migration movements, Germany processed the asylum requests 
of Syrian immigrants who entered the country by suspending 
the Dublin Regulations. Also, Hungary considered itself overbur-
dened because of welcoming around 60.000 illegal immigrants 
and declared that it would not accept another flux of migration 
simply referring to the withdrawal from the Dublin Regulation.14 

These are only some examples of the Dublin Regulation be-
ing restricted and revised by the Member States. In June 2015, 
the European Commission offered a scheme in which refugees 
were redistributed in the European states. Thus, the distribu-
tion of immigrants to the Member States would have been 
more equal through new regulations, but was rejected by some 
Eastern European countries. Also, some West European coun-
tries like the UK, Austria and Spain were reluctant to take a 
step related to reshape the asylum seeker policies.15 However, 
strong opposition was still from the Central and Eastern Euro-
pean Members. Therefore, although they gave a relatively mild 
result later, meetings were in deadlock for a long time. Relat-
ed to these talks, Le Monde, which is a French daily newspaper, 
stated that “The mountain EU had moved, but given birth to a 
mouse.”16 As a result, the Schengen Agreement and Dublin Reg-
ulation are in shock, especially on the recent developments in 
Syria, which is an obstacle to further integration of the Union.
In brief, the European states have begun to disagree about the Un-
ion because this crisis has caused some conflicts on the continent. 
In my estimation, the most crucial point of this disagreement is 
the different views between the Member States about the atti-

10- EUR-Lex. (2009, August 03). The Schengen area and cooperation. 
11- Goździak, E. M. (2019, October 10). Using Fear of the “Other,” Orbán Reshapes Migration Policy in a Hungary Built on Cultural Diversity. 
12- Schengenvisainfo. (2018, April 17). Germany requests border control extension for Austrian frontier. 
13- Ibid.  
14- Than, K., & Nasralla, S. (2013, June 23). Defying EU, Hungary suspends rules on asylum seekers. 
15-  Vollaard, H. (2019). European Disintegration: A Search for Explanations. 
16- Ibid. 
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tudes towards immigrants. For example, Germany has been more 
welcoming in this regard, while France has been more cautious. 
On the other hand, Eastern and Central European countries do 
not hesitate to express their opposing views regarding to this 
issue frequently. For example, Hungarian Prime Minister Viktor 
Orbán criticized Germany because of its attitude towards the 
refugees under the title of “moral imperialism” and rejected Ger-
many’s proposal to redistribute the refugees within the Union.17 

Another example can be shown as the discourses of President of 
the Commission, Jean-Claude Juncker in September 2015. Jun-
ker, whose attitude is very accusatory, expressed his criticism on 
this issue by saying “Our European Union is not in a good state.”18  He 
briefly expressed their needs for a new common plan. The basis 
of his speech was based on the common past and traditions of the 
European states. According to him, the priority was to protect the 
past that Europe had as a whole. So, his main concern was to lose 
the common past and identity shared by the Europeans. He high-
lighted that “Numbers of asylum seekers simply represents 0.11% of the 
overall EU population of 500 million, when they are representing 25% of 
the Lebanese population.”19 He also added “I do not want to create any 
illusions that the refugee crisis will be over any time soon. It will not. But 
pushing back boats from piers, setting fire to refugee camps, or turning 
a blind eye to poor and helpless people: that is not Europe. Europe is the 
baker in Kos who gives away his bread to hungry and weary souls. Eu-
rope is the students in Munich and in Passau who bring clothes for the 
new arrivals at the train station. Europe is the policeman in Austria who 
welcomes exhausted refugees upon crossing the border. This is the Europe 
I want to live in. The crisis is stark and the journey is still long. I am count-
ing on you, in this House, and on all Member States to show European 
courage going forward, in line with our common values and our history.”20

According to some, the Union could not fulfil its purpose 
and refugees have played an important role in this regard. 

In my opinion, it is possible to think the effects of migration on the 
continent as a circle because having a better future, better living 
standards, fleeing from war or conflict; regardless of the reason, 
mass immigration to the EU has led the Union to have failure, as 
well as increased nationalism and xenophobia on the continent. 
This has strengthened citizens and Member States’ concerns 

about the Union. However, from a historical point of view, the EU 
has somehow coped with all the internal troubles experienced so 
far, such as Iraq crisis, Empty Chair Crisis, Arab Spring and several 
economic crises. On the other hand, some public opinion figures 
still show that immigration crisis does not have a huge effect 
on the public opinion. Between 2005 and 2015, there was not a 
clear decline in support of the EU although various conflicts on 
the continent. About 50 per-cents of the EU citizens continued to 
support the Union.  In a more detailed way, there was more than 
70 per-cents support in Germany, more than 80 per-cents in Lux-
embourg, the Netherlands, and Ireland. On the contrary, there 
were less than 40 per-cents in the Czech Republic and Austria.  So, 
contrary to common belief, there was not nationalist backlash in 
public opinion. Many European citizens still believed that being 
European was better than being nationalist to survive the crisis 
they faced. After the immigration crisis in question and the in-
tense identity crisis it brings with it, the question is whether the 
EU will continue with harmonization and strengthening just like 
it did with previous crises or whether it will go on disintegration 
path. However, one thing is certain that, in current situation, this 
issue will continue to maintain its place in both domestic and 
foreign policies of the Member States and agenda of Euroscep-
tic parties. How about the effects of the Covid-19 together with 
the on-going immigration problems? We need to wait to see the 
policies followed by the Member States in the upcoming days.

17- Larivé, M. H. A. (2015, October). A Crisis for the Ages The European Union and the Migration Crisis. 
18- Ibid. 
19- Larivé, M. H. A. (2015, October). A Crisis for the Ages The European Union and the Migration Crisis. 
20- Newvision. (2015, September 10). State of the Union 2015: Time for honesty, unity and solidarity.
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Britain announced that it will follow a different strategy from 
China, South Korea, the United States and many European coun-
tries in the fight against the new type of coronavirus Covid-19. At 
first, the measures that limit daily life in the country were very 
few and they were left to personal will. Except for severe cases, 
the policy of not performing virus testing was also implemented. 
Personal responsibility and sensitive citizenship were at the fore-
front.
The strategy implemented by the British government consists 
of three stages: Take control, delay, and reduce its impact. At 
the press conference held on 12 March, the strategy emphasized 
compliance with hand washing and hygiene rules, and those 
with cough and high fever were voluntarily asked to quarantine 
themselves at home for seven days. In addition, it was pointed 
out that more care should be taken in el-
derly and patient visits. It was reported 
that people other than those who had 
difficulty coping with their symptoms did 
not need to be contacted by health servic-
es and tested. Apart from these measures, 
which would be implemented entirely 
within the framework of personal respon-
sibility, volunteering and sensitive citizen-
ship; any restrictions were not imposed 
on education, social and working life.
What is herd immunity?
“When a large percentage of the popu-
lation becomes immune to a disease, the spread of that disease 
slows down or stops. Many viral and bacterial infections spread 
from person to person. This chain is broken when most people 
don’t get or transmit the infection. This helps protect people who 
aren’t vaccinated or who have low functioning immune systems 
and may develop an infection more easily, such as older adults, 
babies, young children, pregnant women, people with weak-
ened immune systems, people with certain health conditions.”1 
With the Coronavirus outbreak, the pressure on the British Na-
tional Health system was feared to become worse and collapse. 
The government’s delay strategy was also considered to be a solu-
tion to this concern. In an open letter, published by 229 scientists 
from various universities in England, the herd immunity method 
in the Coronavirus epidemic would increase the life-threatening 
situation and contrary to the intended purpose was criticized. The 
World Health Organization’s (WHO) former Unit Director Antho-
ny Costello, pointed out that the Coronavirus could easily mutate 
like the virus that caused the flu, and the herd immunity would 
lose its effect. WHO’s top official also warned of Britain’s ap-

proach to testing saying “You cannot fight something you do not 
know where it is”. WHO Secretary-General Dr. Tedros Adhanom 
Ghebreyesus underlined that every case must be found, iso-
lated, tested and treated in order to prevent the outbreak.
Leading newspapers criticized the strategy of the government. 
Europe is the region where the most lives were lost in the epidem-
ic. The number of cases, mostly in European Union countries, has 
approached one million. In other countries, the pandemic rate and 
the rate of increase in death have started to slow down, while there 
is no decline in the UK. Coronavirus outbreak is slowly losing its 
impact on the European continent. The data in Britain, which has 
the highest death rate on the continent, indicates the opposite. 
The British newspaper Daily Mail made the headline “sick man 
of Europe” for the country where the number of dead is increas-

ing day by day (NTV).
The policy of the 
Coronavirus and the 
government on the 
epidemic, which con-
tinues to spread in 
Britain, was included 
in the editorials of Brit-
ish newspapers. Ac-
cording to The Finan-
cial Times “The British 
strategy against the vi-
rus is a gamble” (BBC).  

Reminding that Ireland has closed its schools, Denmark’s border 
and France has banned collective activities, FT pointed out that 
Britain has not taken any such measures. In the UK, the Coronavi-
rus is planned to infect a large proportion of the population over 
time, thereby improving the population’s “herd immunity”. The 
focus of the government in the UK is that the virus is transmitted 
slowly, not to the general public, so there is no burden on health-
care. But FT wrote that it is not certain that the measures taken will 
slow the rate of transmission, and that the Coronavirus policy of 
Britain will lead to more deaths than strict quarantine measures.
In addition to FT, The Guardian wrote in its editorial that social life 
in England is slowing down to a halt. Stressing that the Premier 
League has cancelled the matches despite the British govern-
ment’s decision not to cancel the collective events, the Guardian 
wrote that the government’s hitherto measures were minimalist, 
as their measures were ahead of the government in taking action.
According to the latest breaking news; Britain became the coun-
try with the highest number of deaths in Europe, with the num-
ber of casualties rising to 29 thousand 427 due to the Coronavirus. 

1- healthline.com, (2020, April). What Is Herd Immunity and Could It Help Prevent COVID-19?

Has Britain Been Successful in Its Strate-
gy for Covid-19? The Answer is NO!

by Selen Ceylan
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The rise of far-right is not a new thing 
anymore. Since 2015, especially with the 
immigration crisis, we see that many Eu-
ropean countries witness a rise in far-right 
parties’ popularity. One of these countries 
is Hungary. Hungary has several far-right 
parties and it is crucial to mention that 
far-right organizations and the mind-set 
of extreme nationalism are widespread in 
Hungary. Today, the ruling Fidesz Party is 
actually using this nationalistic side with 
underlining the historical background.
The Party was founded in 1988 by Victor 
Orban who is currently a Prime Minister. 
However Orban was not always anti-EU. 
Initially, the Party, defined itself as an-
ti-Communist, was fighting for a free mar-
ket economy and the EU integration. The 
elections in 1990 and 1994 were not very 
promising. That is why a change was need-
ed and Orban decided to create alliances 
with the centre-right groups. This led to 
winning the most seats in Parliament and 
forming a coalition government with him 
becoming the Prime Minister. Later on, 
Fidesz lost in 2002 and 2006 elections to 
the Hungarian Socialist Party. However, 
with the lies that have been uncovered 
about the economy, the Hungarian Social-
ist Party lost the trust of the people. Orban 
saw this as an opportunity and used it to 
get stronger support by backing the pro-
tests. Not only did he had more support 
but he also had the opportunity to show 

himself as a man within the society as 
most populist leaders do.
With the lack of an opposition in 2010, he 
got back in power. This time he won with 
a clear majority of the two thirds, which 
meant that he was unstoppable in the par-
liament. He used this power and pushed 
through a new constitution in 2012. This 
new constitution underlined Christian 
values but more importantly included 
judicial reforms. This was criticized by 
Hungary and by the European Council. Ac-
cording to the Commission, the Hungarian 
legislation conflicts with EU law by putting 
into question of the independence of the 
country’s central bank and data protection 
authorities and by the measures affecting 
its judiciary.1  After that, the EU launched 
infringement proceedings. Nevertheless, 
Orban was not very willing to cooperate 
and insisted on the new constitution. The 
response was that the EU and the IMF 
cut the talks for aid. I believe during this 
time Hungary was trying to test its limits 
because it was not receiving any strict re-
sponse.
 First, it put up restrictions on the political 
advertisements but reversed it under EU 
pressure. However, it controversially ap-
proved some constitutional changes even 
though there was a threat from the EU. 
Then, it even approved a deal with Russia 
over nuclear power station although after 
the annexation of Crimea, the EU member 

states agreed not to have bilateral agree-
ments with Putin (2015). Despite the grow-
ing economic problems and corruption 
claims in 2014, Orban was again in power. 
He openly criticized the attitude of the EU 
towards the sanctions on Russia and didn’t 
change the deal with Russia. So, a clear 
shift towards Russia initiated.

Now if we come to the year 2015, with 
huge populations migrating towards the 
Europe, the perfect situation was build 
up for Orban. He turned this situation as 
if the EU was using Hungary and started 
his anti-migration campaign and under-
lined his ethnic nationalist and xeno-
phobic side. He rejected the EU quota 
for migrants and said that the EU is try-
ing to change Hungary with the help of 
Soros, implying Commission President 
Jean-Claude Juncker as a puppet of Soros. 
                              

by Mert Erol

While the total number of tests in the UK reached 1 million 383 thousand 842 with 84 thousand 806 new tests, the total number of 
cases reached 194 thousand 990 with an increase of 4 thousand 406. Following the strategy of “controlled spread of the virus for the 
purpose of gaining herd immunity” in the first place,  the British government stepped back after reports and criticism that the num-
ber of dead could be about 300 thousand. With the decisions taken on the 23rd of March, the restriction of the people leaving the 
house was restricted, while all commercial businesses were closed except for the markets and pharmacies. The application, which ex-
pired on April 16, was extended for another 3 weeks. On March 25, the test of the Prince of Wales Charles; on March 27, Prime Min-
ister Boris Johnson and Health Minister Matt Hancock tests were positive. We will see the Coronavirus future of Britain together. 

Victor Orban’s Rise to Power

1- European Commission, European Commission launches accelerated infringement proceedings against Hungary. 
2- https://www.cartoonmovement.com/cartoon/48311      

by Dilara Soy
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Due to its strategic location and its underground resources, the 
Arctic region is now increasing the appetite of many countries in 
both neighboring and non-neighboring regions and constantly 
generating border discussions, though not on the political agen-
da. The fact that states such as the USA and Russia mention the 
Arctic region in the security strategy documents also shows the 
significance of the region. Although the terms such as “Middle 
East of the Future”1 seem exaggerated for the region, it is possible 
that there will be a “conflict area” in the future due to the energy 
resources it has.

In the Arctic region, while many states called ‘Arctic Five’ or ‘Arc-
tic Eight’ are in conflict of interest, there is no authority above 
the states because of the anarchic structure of the international 
system. This causes states to reshape their policies from a realis-
tic point of view rather than complying with texts such as the UN 
Convention on the Law of the Sea in the region. In other words, the 
factor that will be the ultimate determinant in the environment of 
conflict or tension in the region will be the “power” of the states. 

“When we examine the relations of the states in the Arctic region 
or those who are interested in the region, it is observed that the re-
lations of the states in the region are carried out in an anarchic sys-
tem since there are no superior authorities to decide on the issues 
in the region. In addition to legal contracts such as UN Convention 
on the Law of the Sea as well as Arctic Five formed by Russia, USA, 
Canada, Norway and Denmark and the organizations such as EU; 
there is no sanction power in the Arctic region that can provide 
order or at least affect. Also, the US is not part to UN Convention 
on the Law of the Sea. Besides, while Sweden, Finland and Iceland 
are not members of the Arctic Five; Russia, the USA, Canada and 
Norway are also not the EU members. This can lead to the absence 
of a supreme authority to create an order and stability in the Arctic 
region, thereby creating an “anarchic system structure.”2

“On the other hand, China wants to strengthen its role in the re-
gion due to the economic and geopolitical benefits by defining it-
self as “the relative state to the Arctic” although it is not geograph-
ically located in the Arctic.”3

Russia is also one of the main actors in the region. While Russia 
was a state that was introverted and struggled with economic 
problems in the first years of the end of the Cold War period; by 
today, it has become a state trying to be effective in the Middle 
East, Ukraine, the Balkans and the Caucasus. Of course, the im-
pact of Vladimir Putin here is an undeniable fact. It is necessary 
to evaluate Russia’s interest in the Arctic region in this context, 
namely within the framework of Russia’s projection of becoming 
a great power again. However, as it is known, many processes such 

1- Sohtaoğlu, M. (2019, July). Geleceğin Ortadoğu’su: ARKTİK
2-Dağıstan, F. (2020 Janıary).Rusya Federasyonu’nun Vladimir Putin Dönemi Arktik Politikası 
3- Ibid.

by Dilara Soy

Now if we come to the year 2015, with huge populations migrating 
towards the Europe, the perfect situation was build up for Orban. 
He turned this situation as if the EU was using Hungary and start-
ed his anti-migration campaign and underlined his ethnic nation-
alist and xenophobic side. He rejected the EU quota for migrants 
and said that the EU is trying to change Hungary with the help of 
Soros, implying Commission President Jean-Claude Juncker as a 
puppet of Soros. 
If we come to the EU side, the first sign of serious action could 
be considered the suspension of Fidesz from the European Peo-
ples Party (2019).  Nevertheless, this was not effective and strict 
enough. Other than that we only see verbal criticisms and due to 
the current pandemic the focus of the EU is shifted knowing that 
Orban took advantage of it and pushed a new bill. Now he is en-
titled to rule by decree. Meaning his power grown again and al-

though the EU underlined that his actions have to be in line with 
democracy and the European values, we do not see that Orban is 
anyhow willing to listen or change his policies. Additionally, near-
ly a month ago, the Commission has approved a 5.6 billion Euro 
aid to support the Hungarian economy damaged by the Coronavi-
rus. So, actually everything is going well for him.
I understand that the EU has always tried to fight it battles with 
soft power due to its democratic and rule of law values, to settle 
things very diplomatically but it will clearly not work this time. So, 
I believe that the EU must urgently oppose economic sanctions 
because this is the only side that will get Orban to listen. Other-
wise democracy in Hungary cannot be sustained. Orban has used 
these emergency situations always for himself and he will do it 
again if the EU does not interfere.

Russia’s Arctic Policy
by Kemal Kısa

Translated by: Yağmur Taşdemir
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4- Euronews (2019, October), Trump Grönland Adası’nı Neden Satın Almak İstiyor?

by Berkay Bulut

as searching energy resources in the region are very costly and require high technology in terms of economy. As it is known, Russia is 
a state that does not have a crucial economic power although it has an important military and territorial power. Finally, the Russian 
economy was injured by the fall of oil prices in the Covid-19 process. In addition, Russia’s annexation of Crimea was protested by many 
countries, including Turkey. For this reason, the application of economic and technological sanctions to Russia by the USA and the EU 
is increasingly causing the country to suffer. As a result, the weak economic and technological structure of Russia negatively affects 
Russia’s Arctic policy. 
In the post-corona period, it can be said that the Arctic region will turn into a conflict environment, given that the states will gradually 
approach the issues in line with their national interests. Whether Russia will be an effective actor in the region will be determined by the 
USA. Because, as long as the USA activates the elements of military power in the region and increases the political interest in the region 
in line with the “Trump Doctrine”, Russia’s influence will shrink. At this point, the fact that Trump bought the island of Greenland,4 which 
has strategic importance for the control of the Arctic Ocean, also gives us clues for the US Arctic strategy.

For centuries, diplomacy has been used 
between different states and commu-
nities, even though it had no definitive 
definition yet. While for many, diplomacy 
is an art, according to “A Dictionary of Di-
plomacy” by G. R. Berridge and A. James, 
diplomacy is “The conduct of relations 
between sovereign states through the me-
dium of officials based at home or abroad, 
the latter being either members of their 
state’s diplomatic service or temporary 

diplomats.”1 For realistic international 
relations theory, states are in search of 
security and power within the internation-
al system.3  States have cooperated and 
allied with different states in their own 
interests to provide power and security. 
Foreign policy has been used to ensure 

peace within international arena, to pro-
tect mutual interests and to maintain vari-
ous factors such as economy and trade. So, 
for diplomacy, national interest is the pri-
ority. There is no place for emotions in for-
eign policy for decision makers. Along with 
the globalizing world, the increasing use 
of the internet has included masses more 
in diplomacy and has taken traditional 
diplomacy to a whole new level making 
digital diplomacy much more important. 

As radio and newspa-
pers were replaced by 
the internet and social 
media, information 
spread more rapidly, 
and this has become 
effective in diplomacy 
as well as being effec-
tive in every field. All 
the new technological 
advances such as tel-
evision, internet, sat-

ellite transmissions have made possible 
people everywhere to gather information 
in a short period while it was taking for 
days, even weeks before. As a result, tech-
nological devices, especially social media, 
have become crucial tools of diplomacy. 
Today, it is obvious that this uncondition-

al communication has become one of the 
most important tools of international 
communication. With digital diplomacy, it 
has become easier for leaders to reach the 
masses and the use of soft power, which 
is a very important issue in the interna-
tional arena, has increased. For example, 
today, some foreign ministries show their 
national foreign policies on their websites 
and also show that the claims and actions 
made by other countries are also unfound-
ed.3 In addition, lobbying has also gained 
another dimension with digital diplo-
macy. Lobbyists, in particular the United 
Kingdom, United States and European 
Union, benefit from digital diplomacy in 
the implementation and discovery of pol-
icies.4 Therefore, digital diplomacy makes 
all these abilities more possible and vis-
ible with its unique features. Yet, what is 
digital diplomacy? Briefly, digital diplo-
macy is a form of public diplomacy. It is a 
tool that facilitates reaching the masses 
and strengthens diplomatic relations with 
the use of internet and social media.5 The 
replacement of traditional diplomacy to 
digital diplomacy dates back to the 19th 
and 20th centuries with the development 
of technology. Transportation was facil-
itated by the invention of railways and 

Advantages and Disadvantages of the Digital Diplomacy 
in the Time of the COVID-19

1- Berridge, G. R., & James, A. (2003). A Dictionary of Diplomacy. 
2- Verreika, B. (2017). Digital Diplomacy and Its Effect on International Relations. 
3- Rashica, V. (2018, December). The Benefits and Risks of Digital Diplomacy. 
4- Reshetnikova, L. (2018). e-Diplomacy as Instrument for Establishment of Interethnic Relations. 
5- Rashica, V. (2018, December). The Benefits and Risks of Digital Diplomacy.

by Berkay Bulut
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steamships in the 19th century, and diplo-
mats took advantages of this progress. Be-
sides, with the invention of the telegraph, 
a big step has been taken in the field of 
communication and intergovernmental 
communication has gained momentum. 
Later, with the development of air trans-
portation and information technology in 
the 20th century, transportation and com-
munication have also experienced impor-
tant developments.  However, inevitably, 
this convenience has brought along some 
advantages and a number of risks. In this 
paper, it will be analysed the advantages 
and disadvantages of the digital diplo-
macy in the time of the new coronavirus 
trying to figure out and mitigate the risks 
asking “What are the pros and the cons of 
digital diplomacy in the case of COVID-19?” 
Advantages of the Digital Diplomacy 
Communication is the essence of politics 
and diplomacy. One of the most attractive 
features of digital diplomacy is encourag-
ing two-way communication. The Neth-
erlands Ambassador to the United States, 
Rudolf Bekink, states that “The digital 
arena opens new possibilities from one-
on-one conversations to dialogues with 
communities”.6 With the development of 
technology and the increasing use of social 
media, gov-
e r n m e n t 
o f f i c i a l s 
have made 
it easier to 
c o m m u n i -
cate with 
the masses 
and with of-
ficials from 
other countries. Since it became easier 
to learn and shape the public’s thoughts, 
governments have entered into a race to 
turn it into an advantage. In this way, in-
dividuals started to be more involved in 
the decision-making process. One of the 
best examples can be the UK Foreign Sec-
retary William Hague starting an initiative 
called “Meet the Foreign Secretary” on his 
Twitter account. He asked his followers to 
tweet about what their expectations are 
from the Foreign Office in the next years, 

and in return promised to meet several 
of his followers.7 Examples of the impor-
tance that countries place on digital di-
plomacy can be increased. For example, 
while the Dutch government shares the 
answers to the questions asked by its fol-
lowers every week8, the President of the 
USA, Donald Trump, tweets daily and in-
forms his followers about the people he 
will meet and the agenda items he will 
talk to. As a result, digital diplomacy al-
lows diplomats and leaders to maintain 
diplomatic relations with both the pub-
lic and with each other and to establish 
strategic partnerships.  Other than active 
communication, digital diplomacy has 
also brought one of the most debated is-
sues in diplomacy which is transparency. 
It has increased transparency and open-
ness, which have an important place in 
today’s world.  Yet, the balance needs to 
be established in terms of transparen-
cy. As an example, when Trump tweeted 
about the cancellation of his so called “se-
cret meeting”, with Taliban leaders and 
Afghan President, it caused suspicion on 
Twitter since he ignored the national secu-
rity for his famous Saturday night tweets.9  
In addition, today governments have un-
derstood the importance of soft power 

more and have 
started to take 
bigger steps 
in this regard. 
All states have 
entered the 
race to create a 
more positive 
image in the 
eyes of others 

internationally. In this context, digital di-
plomacy is an essential tool. State leaders 
and governments have had the opportu-
nity to explain themselves more by using 
social media tools, thereby making their 
policies more reasonable for their own 
citizens and other states. In short, digital 
diplomacy has brought the concept of “na-
tion branding” together with it. Addition-
ally, it is important that governments and 
leaders need to make quick decisions at 
the time of the crisis and survive the crises 

with minimal damage without involving 
turmoil. Especially when we consider ter-
rorist attacks, pandemic, or natural disas-
ters; it can be said that the distribution of 
information is prone to error causing chaos 
during such events. In the slightest wrong 
move, the crisis can grow, and larger events 
may erupt. Therefore, the authorities 
should share information with the public 
regularly and up to date. At such times, 
maintaining transparency can be difficult 
as too much transparency can lead to pan-
ic and conspiracy theories. Nevertheless, 
the use of digital diplomacy is essential 
in crisis management as it facilitates the 
distribution of information. In addition, 
thanks to digital diplomacy, governments 
have the opportunity to cooperate not 
only with their people, but also with oth-
er governments which often results in 
the effective and fast crisis management. 
Digitalisation in diplomacy also has some 
cost-effective features. Before digital di-
plomacy emerged, diplomats and repre-
sentatives had to go to other countries to 
hold meetings. However, today with the 
help of digital diplomacy, they can save 
their time and continue their speech using 
various tools as if they were in the same 
room. In this way, governments can also 
make savings by making profit from trans-
portation. This means that digital diplo-
macy contributes to both the environment 
and the economy. It would not be wrong 
to say that CO2 absorption decreases as 
virtual travel replaces physical travel.10 
Disadvantages of Digital Diplomacy
In addition to the advantages of digi-
tal diplomacy, there are some risks that 
some leaders and heads of states are 
afraid of using this new diplomatic tool. 
First of all, using digital diplomacy can 
cause a number of security problems. 
Since digital platforms contain person-
al information such as phone numbers, 
various documents, contact addresses, 
government secrets, identity cards, fi-
nancial information; in some cases, they 
may pose a risk of leaking information. 
Worse still, leaders and governments may 
face great problems as a result of this in-
formation being captured by terrorist 

6- Verreika, B. (2017). Digital Diplomacy and Its Effect on International Relations. 
7- Ibid.  
8- Manor, I. (2020, April 17). Social Media Mobility: Leveraging Twitter Networks in Online Diplomacy. 
9- Chhabra, R. (2020, January). Twitter Diplomacy: A Brief Analysis. 
10- Loerincik, Y. (2006, January). Environmental impacts and benefits of information and communication technology infrastructure and services, using process and input-output life cycle assessment.
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organizations, opposing groups or hostile countries. Digital plat-
forms also keep people’s photos, videos, and many other shares 
in its memory even years later. If the leaders’ speeches made 
years ago are in contradiction with their current ideas, this can 
be challenging for their campaigns. At the same time, today it 
is possible to play and change these photos or videos which can 
result in national or international crisis.  As a result, this prob-
lem causes for many to avoid using the new ways of diplomacy.

On the other side, the fact that people can access information 
easily and that they can add new information to the internet cre-
ates a big question mark about the reliability of the information 
on the internet. So, it has become more difficult to reach the right 
information today as an inevitable result of information pollu-
tion. In this way, new concepts such as post-truth and populist 
discourses increased. With the digital diplomacy, it has become 
much easier for leaders to spread their populist discourses to 
the masses thus; it has become an effective way of creating post-
truth information. Besides, it has been possible to see the lead-
ers having discussions on Twitter over the past years. In general, 
although they appear to be harmless, small-scale discussions, 
there are also examples of where interstate tension is at the 
top. One of the best examples is the discussion which the world 
was in the verge of nuclear crisis between Donald Trump, who 
uses Twitter very actively, and North Korean leader Kim Jong Un 
because of the heavy words of Trump about him in 2017. More-
over, when citizens read the tweets written by the authorities, 
they may think that they understand the country’s official poli-
cy. However, this may be a contradiction. Although the informal 
environment and attitude used on Twitter or other social media 
platforms can facilitate communication between citizens and 
officials, it can also reduce the impact of traditional diplomacy.
Using Digital Diplomacy during COVID-19: Analysing Case Coun-
tries
Due to the new coronavirus, countries have closed their borders 
and imposed restrictions such as limiting trade and freedom of 
movement. So, in another word, with the COVID-19 globalised 
world is being tested. It is possible to see the effects of pandemic 
in communication channels and diplomacy which is strictly relat-
ed to communication. The use of digital diplomacy has increased 

because international cooperation and spreading information 
are vital especially in time of crisis. With the rising use of digital 
diplomacy, it is also more visible the pros and cons of it. The World 
Bank, International Monetary Fund (IMF), United Nations (UN), 
European Union (EU) and many other organizations organised 
online meetings . However, since “protocol” is an important term 
for diplomacy, online meetings can be a threat for the roots of 
traditional diplomacy which has its own characteristics. Embas-
sies and consulates tried to guide their citizens who live abroad. 
They tried to explain their citizens what actions they need to take 
through digital channels and announced the flights arranged for 
their return in order to decrease their concerns. The use of artifi-
cial intelligence is also increased and developed because they can 
be used in many different areas. For example, embassies and con-
sulates have used them as Chat-bots to release updates and in-
formation.11 In this way, they aimed to prevent panic among their 
nationals. During the pandemic, countries have also used digital 
diplomacy to improve their national image. In my opinion, China 
and Turkey can be the best examples. In the case of Turkey, while 
no one has expected such a performance, Turkey has helped more 
than 60 countries and tried to reshape its international image. 
On the other hand, China has sent a lot of medical kit and doctors 
mostly to the EU countries. Also, because China is the first contend-
er, world copied its methods to handle the virus and these steps 
are a path for China to increase its international image.12 The COV-
ID-19 has a peculiar characteristic since it is the first global pan-

demic for more than a century . It is also comprehensive because 
nearly all the countries using the same methods to handle it. This 
attitude also brings some disadvantages as well as its advantage.  
First of all, the situation is suitable for post-truth, lies and conspir-
acy theories and this caused another crisis besides corona crisis 
which is digital disinformation. According to the several research-
es, conspiracy theories have increased during the time of crises 
because of lack of information or unreliable local media. This 
causes public panic and makes more difficult to manage the crisis. 
False news and conspiracy theories among individuals may not 
only cause panic. Even worse, false information and conspiracy 
theories through governments can have disastrous consequences 
for states and international policies. 

11- Bjola, C., & Manor , I. (2020, March 31). Digital Diplomacy in the Time of the Coronavirus Pandemic.  
12- Bjola, C. (2019, January 22). The “Dark Side” of Digital Diplomacy. 
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In recent days, China’s Ministry of Foreign Affairs spokesman Zhao 
Lijian said “It might be US Army who brought the epidemic to Wu-
han. Be transparent! Make public your data! US owe us an explana-
tion!” through digital diplomacy channel.13 On the other side, the 
US president Donald Trump blamed China for the virus and pur-
sue to saying “Chinese virus” instead of Coronavirus.14 These atti-
tudes can increase the tension time to time, and we need to avoid 
it especially during the crisis. Some have already started to criti-
cise European Union because of its attitudes against the pandem-
ic. At the end of this process, this criticism can increase Eurosceptic 
attitudes. Last but not least, even in the middle of 2020, accessing 
the internet can be difficult for some states, particularly African 
countries. In this respect, failure to transition to digital diplomacy 
would make crisis management more difficult for such countries.15 

As a result, digital diplomacy has its own pros and cons. Cultur-
al changes generally proceed slowly. However, digital diplomacy 
has very critical effects on diplomatic relations and it is crucial for 
governments. In diplomacy, the remedies are inexhaustible. So, in 
my opinion, with the ever-growing technology, digital diplomacy 
will renew itself and overcome the disadvantages. For example, in 
the USA, many institutions and associations such as the Ministry 
of Foreign Affairs have social media guidelines. These directives 
should be widespread in all countries and institutions as well as 
should be constantly updated.16 Also, in my estimation, to reduce 
the risks in digital diplomacy, authorities should get various train-

ings. In this way, they can use the media more effectively, prevent 
false news and leaders to be overwhelmed by their emotions and 
flared up suddenly. So, leaders can increase their popularity in-
stead of criticizing them for their inappropriate tweets. Likewise, 
these trainings should ensure that leaders are aware of the rele-
vant risks and consequences. In the past years due to weak digital 
diplomacy, the risks were not so obvious. However, if the risks of 
digital diplomacy are not properly managed, one day a digital war 
(mostly in Twitter) can trigger a real war. Besides, in this case, we 
saw the world is not ready for a pandemic or worldwide disaster. 
For this reason, protocol rules are needed to update. Online plat-
forms should be developed to ensure the stability and security 
which are fundamental in digital diplomacy.
Artificial intelligence data are vital for predicting, monitoring, 
and preventing the adverse effects of the pandemic. As a result, it 
is always crucial to keep in step with the new developments in the 
diplomatic arena as in all the other areas. In this way, leaders can 
have wider supports and explain themselves in a more detailed 
way. However, while doing this, it is essential to make provision 
against possible threats and dangers. Governments should speed 
up cyber security and artificial intelligence technologies. To sum, 
besides all the negative sides, digital diplomacy proved its effec-
tiveness during the current pandemic and it is possible to over-
come the challenges with cooperation among states and leaders.

13- Pickrell, R. (2020, March 14). Chinese foreign ministry spokesman pushes coronavirus conspiracy theory that the US Army ‘brought the epidemic to Wuhan’. 
14- Aljazeera. (2020, March 23). Trump defends calling coronavirus the “Chinese Virus”. 
15- Kurbalija, J. (2020, March 06). Diplomacy goes virtual as the coronavirus goes viral. 
16- Wang, C. (2019, May 20). Twitter Diplomacy: Preventing Twitter Wars from Escalating into Real Wars.
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