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FOREWORD

COVID-19 has spread all around the world, and has 
come to threaten humanity itself over the course of 
a short period of time. Nor has the virus yet reached 

its peak. Governments, along with the relevant international 
organizations and individuals, have an important responsibility 
to reduce new infections and help life get back to normal.

Under President Recep Tayyip Erdoğan’s leadership, 
Turkey continues to take the necessary steps decisively within 
its borders. At the same time, we remain in close contact with 
other countries. We share our experiences and knowledge 
with a large number of nations, including our neighbors. We 
coordinate our actions and, to the best of our ability, make 
concrete contributions to the global fight against the pandemic.
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Our ministry’s internal and external organizations 
continue to work on high alert. We maintain constant contact 
with Turkish citizens abroad. Our Consular Call Center, which 
operates around the clock, enables our citizens to contact our 
ministry at all times. Our newly-formed Coordination and 
Support Center facilitates coordination between our central 
organization, representative offices abroad and other public 
institutions. We address our citizens’ problems and needs 
through regular contact with the authorities of their countries 
of residence.

At the same time, we facilitate the return of our citizens 
and students, who enjoy temporary status abroad, to their 
homeland. We initially evacuated a total of 39,000 Turkish 
citizens from more than 70 countries. We continue to work to 
facilitate the return of our citizens who are temporarily abroad 
and would like to come back to our country.

Naturally, our logistical efforts vis-à-vis the coronavirus 
pandemic’s medical and consular aspects remain our top 
priority. We are aware, however, that the current crisis must 
be analyzed from a broader perspective as well. We are already 
assessing what awaits us in the international arena after this 
crucial turning point in history, as well as the challenges and 
opportunities for which we must prepare. Our proactive and 
realistic approach to foreign policy, too, requires us to do more 
than merely monitor and respond to developments.

The COVID-19 pandemic has the potential to trigger a 
transformation whose impact could continue to manifest itself 
in many areas for many long years. Scholars of international 
relations have already begun to build a literature on this subject. 
The Center for Strategic Research (SAM), which builds bridges 
between our ministry, the academic realm and think tanks, 
analyzes studies about the coronavirus pandemic’s potential 
impact on the international system and makes available its 
findings to our nation’s relevant institutions.

Foreword
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During this period, we attach special importance to 
the assessments of Turkish academics. How do they interpret 
the latest developments? What kind of post-COVID-19 
international system will we encounter? What key global trends 
can we expect after the pandemic? What threats await us? What 
opportunities will we find in the future? SAM reached out to 
respected academics from a variety of Turkish universities 
and asked them these urgent questions. Their responses are 
published in this book, which it is my pleasure to introduce.

That this project was rapidly completed in the pandemic’s 
early stages deserves recognition. I extend my gratitude to all 
of the academics who contributed to this publication, and to 
the SAM team.

I am confident that we will overcome this challenging 
time soon enough through the spirit of solidarity.

Mevlüt Çavuşoğlu
Minister of Foreign Affairs

Republic of Turkey
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The question if the coronavirus pandemic will result in 
major transformations, or even ruptures, on a global 
scale dates back to the moment when the outbreak 

extended beyond Wuhan’s city limits. As the pandemic evolved 
into a global phenomenon and came to affect a broad range 
of areas, including the healthcare sector, supply chains, the 
economy and social relations—virtually all aspects of life—it 
inevitably had a transformative impact on global politics. In 
light of the most recent developments, the public debate is 
currently focused on the looming transformation’s extent and 
whether it will lead to global systemic shifts, instead of the 
likelihood of a transformation. Based on a cautious analysis, it 
is possible to predict that the COVID-19 pandemic will result in 
paradigm shifts akin to those of the 9/11 terror attacks and the 
2008–2009 global financial crisis, and accelerate the ongoing 

Ufuk ULUTAŞ
Director, Center for Strategic Research

Turkish Ministry of Foreign Affairs
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POST-CORONAVIRUS 
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scrutiny of the international system rather than leading to 
globally system-altering ruptures like those of the World Wars 
and the Cold War.

It is challenging for the global community of the twenty-
first century to comprehend the pandemic’s scale and the 
various measures taken within that framework. Even though 
the Spanish flu, Ebola, SARS and MERS serve as reminders 
of the possibility of pandemics, such a comprehensive and 
transformative pandemic, and the resulting threat perception, 
is a new phenomenon. Therefore, we require medical data 
and analysis to assess the situation—a task, for which social 
scientists are ill-equipped. At the same time, it remains difficult 
to make predictions about the current situation’s impact on 
the future of the global system and world politics. The steps 
that states and global organization do (or do not) take today 
determine—and will continue to determine—the opportunities 
and challenges that they will encounter in the future. As such, 
there is a strong link between states’ performance in the fight 
against the pandemic and the analysis of post-COVID-19 
global politics. It is crucial for states to develop an applicable 
vision for the pandemic’s aftermath and for that vision to garner 
support locally and globally. The states’ self-identified roles and 
capacities within the global system, which stand to undergo 
certain transformations, will make a significant impact on 
their future positions.

Notwithstanding the difficulty of making predictions 
during a pandemic, the current situation offers valuable insights 
into post-COVID-19 trends. First, it is possible to conclude that 
the idea of strong states will regain importance. As COVID-19 
and similar pandemics come to be viewed as a fact of life 
and become incorporated into national security doctrines as 
a perceived threat, there will be greater need for the state as 
a central and unique element in the fight against pandemics. 
As a provider of healthcare services, security and welfare, the 

Post-Coronavirus Global Trends
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state alone comes to the forefront during global pandemics and 
national epidemics alike. Keeping in mind the inefficient and 
ineffective role that the World Health Organization (WHO) 
and supranational organizations like the European Union 
(EU) played during this period, the links between ideas of 
self-sufficiency and strong states will become stronger. Some 
states that found themselves in a difficult position due to the 
pandemic and became world leaders in a negative sense, were 
among the leading or relatively powerful players in the pre-
COVID-19 international system. The pandemic taught us that 
assessments of state power must take into account healthcare 
systems, supply chains and emergency response capabilities in 
addition to military power, economic power and population, 
among the factors on which the realist approach frequently 
concentrates.

Contrary to some claims, the state’s strengthening 
does not necessarily entail authoritarianism. A related point 
is that authoritarian regimes won’t become desirable systems 
due to their performance in the fight against the pandemic. 
Indeed, we generally lack access to transparent data to assess 
the performance of authoritarian regimes in the first place. 
Moreover, some democracies, including Turkey, South Korea 
and Germany, challenge the myth that only authoritarian 
regimes can successfully combat pandemics. The idea that 
democratic/liberal societies would settle for authoritarianism 
on the sole basis of the latter’s supposed success against 
pandemics is naïve. Countries that define a strong state as a 
polity with strong supply chains, a resilient economy, the ability 
to evoke trust among its citizens, powerful institutions, solid 
(healthcare and other) infrastructure and crisis management 
skills will positively stand apart from the rest on a global scale 
in the post-pandemic period.

The phenomenon of failed states, which was a key 
component of chaos, especially in Turkey’s neighborhood, 
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after the 9/11 terror attacks, will attract attention more 
frequently in the post-COVID-19 period. In the wake of the 
latest pandemic, those states have entered a vicious cycle. On 
the one hand, the pandemic makes it harder for such polities to 
fulfill their core functions. On the other hand, as failed states, 
they cannot combat the pandemic effectively. It will be harder 
for such states, whose fragile nature has largely deprived their 
public institutions of administrative capabilities and capacity 
for action, to keep a lid on socio-political and economic anger 
after the pandemic. This, in turn, means that popular protests 
in many countries, which paused due to the outbreak, could 
resume in the future.

The economy will be an important element that shapes 
the debate over the post-COVID-19 world, criticism of the 
global system and demands for reform. The pandemic’s yet-
unclear economic impact will result in human mobility, political 
upheaval and transformations on a global scale. Therefore, those 
players with the vision and capacity to assume responsibility in 
restructuring the global economy will have a say over demands 
for revision in the post-pandemic global system. Economic 
rescue and relief packages, akin to the Marshall Plan, which 
consolidated the United States’ anti-Soviet stance and post-
World War II alliances, could emerge as a tool to encourage 
states with economic vulnerabilities to shift their axis (or not) 
in the post-pandemic period. The United States-China rivalry 
will manifest itself very clearly at that point. Nonetheless, it is 
possible to claim that those states that gain importance within 
the global supply chain will increasingly play a more prominent 
global role after the pandemic.

One of the most superficial claims found in early 
assessments of the post-pandemic state of play was that the 
balance of power between the United States and China would 
tilt towards the latter in the post-COVID-19 period. That China 
experienced the pandemic and made progress before other 
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nations clearly presented that country with certain advantages. 
It is important to keep in mind, however, that those advantages 
could turn into disadvantages. Some of those advantages may 
be seen in China’s relief efforts deep in the heart of Europe, 
among other places, and the accompanying public diplomacy 
efforts. By contrast, the United States government came under 
fire for its poor performance and failure to effectively protect its 
citizens from the coronavirus, despite the vast resources at its 
disposal. As many analysts point out, however, it is still possible 
for the United States to rebound at the global level. Although 
the upcoming U.S. presidential election fuels polarization 
and makes it harder for that country to re-assume its global 
leadership role, which has been eroding for some time, the 
United States can be expected to tap into widespread skepticism 
about China in the Western world and reverse its isolationist 
course (“America First”) after some level of normalization on 
the home front. If the United States can look beyond the idea 
of America First, which will face its greatest challenge yet in 
the upcoming election, it can catch up to China against the 
backdrop of the liberal world’s economic restructuring process.

Another concept that faces immense scrutiny today is 
multilateralism. The failure of supranational and multilateral 
institutions and organizations to live up to expectations 
during the pandemic will entail certain existential questions 
about those bodies. It is possible to argue, however, that those 
questions will lead to revisions rather than abolishment. For 
example, the European Union faced mounting criticism over 
its response to the pandemic, yet even Italy is unlikely to revisit 
its relations with the European Union over that response 
alone. The European Union’s members, which will need all 
the help they can get to restructure their economies after the 
COVID-19 pandemic, cannot easily turn their backs on EU 
funds. As the case of the European Union points out, mounting 
criticism does not eliminate the necessity of multilateralism but 
merely highlights the need to make multilateral mechanisms 
more effective. The ineffectiveness and failure of multilateral 
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institutions and organizations in the fight against COVID-19 
could usher in a new era, as long-standing calls for revision 
(such as Turkey’s the World is Bigger than Five) become more 
meaningful and enjoy broader support in the post-crisis 
environment. This, in turn, will be a precursor to the debate 
over structural and institutional revisions within the global 
system in the medium term.

Last but not least, it is necessary to devote special 
attention to Turkey, which stands out from other countries 
in terms of its pandemic performance and state capacity 
projection. It is possible to argue that the country’s past 
investments in its free and universal healthcare system, the 
exemplary solidarity between the state and civil society during 
the quarantine, the crisis management skills of top decision-
makers, starting with President Recep Tayyip Erdoğan and the 
relevant public institutions, the resilience of Turkey’s supply 
chain, the successful evacuation of Turkish citizens from 
around the world, the impact of economic relief packages 
and Ankara’s concrete support for many countries in the 
fight against the pandemic allowed Turkey to carve out more 
room for post-pandemic maneuver compared to many other 
nations. In other words, Turkey’s demonstrated capacity and 
practices as a state will ensure that it serves as an example in 
the post-pandemic debate over the nature of the state. At the 
same time, Turkey’s ongoing reform efforts at international 
organizations may find a more receptive audience and gain 
further momentum. Likewise, the country’s foreign aid 
during this period could lay the groundwork for some post-
pandemic political rapprochement. The pressures of the global 
economic slowdown, problems associated with fragile states 
in its neighborhood, global polarization due to great power 
competition and commercial losses due to globalization’s 
temporary freeze (which could present serious opportunities 
as well) will be among Turkey’s greatest challenges in the post-
pandemic era.

Post-Coronavirus Global Trends
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                                        ***
This report, which the Foreign Ministry’s Center for 

Strategic Research (SAM) published against the backdrop 
of the global pandemic and the resulting uncertainty in 
order to shed light on the post-COVID-19 period, compiles 
preliminary analyses from leading academics and experts. That 
the pandemic rages on obviously makes it harder to predict 
the future—yet such is the nature of forecast. The predictions 
and assessments featured in this volume include independent 
analyses, with some overlaps and differences, regarding the 
COVID-19 pandemic’s aftermath. Most importantly, the 
authors take into consideration the coronavirus outbreak’s 
scope to analyze its impact on the international order from 
different disciplines and perspectives.

The first section is devoted to an analysis of the 
coronavirus pandemic’s potential impact on the international 
system, post-pandemic global political trends, and emerging 
debates within the discipline of International Relations. As the 
authors attempt to explain to what extent the global pandemic, 
which could be considered a by-product of globalization 
itself, will impact globalization, they shed light on the nature 
and transformation of the triangular relationship between 
globalization, the international system and the state. Quite 
naturally, this part discusses the transformation of the state 
as a concept; the future of relations between the United States 
and China as leading players in the international system; the 
competition for global leadership, which stands to become 
more fierce after the pandemic; and on which issues countries 
like Turkey, which could seize fresh opportunities in this new 
era, should focus.

Meltem Müftüler-Baç stresses the importance of global 
cooperation to overcome the current crisis, making the case 
that the transition into a new world order will depend on 
nation states making fresh cost-benefit analyses with an eye on 
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mutual interests (i.e. humanity’s survival) and the gravity of the 
dangers we face. M. Şükrü Hanioğlu posits that idealism will 
find no friendly atmosphere in which to speak up in the post-
COVID-19 period and argues that a battle among competing 
realisms is far more likely. Therefore, he maintains that an 
encompassing and order-changing vision is unlikely to gain 
acceptance in the post-pandemic era. Claiming that countries’ 
responses to the pandemic will play a key role in shaping the 
post-pandemic period, Burhanettin Duran warns that disorder 
on the basis of great power competition, or turbulence, is 
likely to intensify, as the creation of a new world order after 
COVID-19 seems unlikely today. Ersal Aydınlı highlights the 
return of strong states and claims that each nation’s domestic 
accomplishments, rather than the failures of other countries, 
will determine their power within the post-COVID-19 
international system. According to Mustafa Aydın, the various 
trends that will emerge due to COVID-19 could make room 
for existing demands for comprehensive social change—which 
could take us to a different global political and economic 
system in the long run. Warning against the errors of blaming 
the COVID-19 pandemic on global modernity, Tuncay Kardaş 
assigns responsibility to post-truth nativism, noting that a new 
notion of war, which falls outside the traditional dichotomy 
between friends and foes, has emerged in the face of the 
invisible enemy. Mustafa Kibaroğlu stresses the importance 
of water security, which is irreplaceable from the standpoint 
of food security and healthcare services, and urges Turkey to 
lead efforts to the post-COVID-19 reshaping of agricultural 
policies and global organizations. Altay Atlı, whose piece 
offers a discussion on the future of globalization, argues that 
globalization will emerge from this period of crisis as a renewed 
force, since more powerful states with higher capacities will 
work more closely together after COVID-19 regarding mutual 
problems and that this cooperation will give rise to a sense of 
globalization that is different from today’s. According to Emre 
Erşen, the COVID-19 outbreak will be a milestone akin to 
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the 9/11 terror attacks and the Arab Revolts, and warns that it 
would be reductionist to analyze the pandemic’s impact on the 
international system with an exclusive emphasis on U.S.-China 
competition. Mehmet Özay views COVID-19 as a litmus test 
for the international community’s sincerity and stresses the 
importance of global cooperation to combat the pandemic. 
Ferhat Pirinççi makes the case that the pandemic will have 
certain significant repercussions—even if it won’t change the 
global system overnight—as the problem of the global lack of 
leadership becomes more obvious, and posits that those players 
able to take steps to fill the power vacuum could come to the 
forefront on a global scale. Oktay F. Tanrısever rules out the 
possibility that the COVID-19 pandemic will result in major 
changes in theories of International Relations and argues that 
the discipline’s contributions to the social sciences will grow to 
the extent that they can speak to humans.

Birol Akgün analyzes the capacity of international 
organizations, whose pandemic performance and reason d’être 
has come under scrutiny in recent months, for post-pandemic 
transformation. He points out, as do many other authors, that 
the current process does not render supranational organizations 
obsolete, but merely that such institutions need to undergo 
certain revisions in order to function efficiently and develop 
global solutions to global problems. Can Kasapoğlu, Merve 
Seren, Nihat Ali Özcan and Giray Sadık reflect on the post-
COVID-19 period from the perspectives of security, defense 
and intelligence, and discuss future trends and challenges 
in those areas. Their discussions of fresh uncertainties 
surrounding the supply chains of international defense projects, 
the transformation of terrorist organizations, the changing 
nature of war, the importance of medical intelligence and the 
pandemic’s transformation into a national security issue offer 
valuable insights into the post-COVID-19 atmosphere of 
global politics and security.
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Sedat Aybar and Emrah Zarifoğlu analyze the economy, 
an area where the pandemic’s impact on society and, by 
extension, the state, manifests itself most clearly. They discuss 
how we could encounter great power competition within 
the framework of post-pandemic economic restructuring, 
while focusing on the geopolitical impact of global economic 
dynamics—such as supply chains, consumption habits, the 
energy market and foreign dependency—on the international 
order.

Engaging the COVID-19 pandemic from the perspective 
of conflict resolution, Talha Köse shares insights into the future 
direction of conflict dynamics, noting where conflicts are likely 
to intensify and what that means for ongoing conflicts. Nurşin 
Ateşoğlu-Güney and Mesut Özcan concentrate on the Middle 
East, a central stage of global conflict, and explain what the 
coronavirus pandemic is likely to change in the region. They 
predict that the sociopolitical and economic sitution in this 
part of the world, home to multiple failed states, could worsen 
as a result of the latest pandemic. Kadir Temiz analyzes the 
pandemic’s potential impact on the economy, domestic politics 
and foreign policy of China, where the pandemic originated 
and whose competition with the United States is expected to 
escalate, and what that means for the international order. Onur 
Unutulmaz discusses COVID-19’s impact on globalization 
and human mobilization, migration policies, anti-immigrant 
sentiment, reverse migration, the national economies of origins 
of migration and irregular migration. Finally, Gökhan Yücel, 
in his analysis of COVID-19’s influence on digital diplomacy, 
predicts that the pandemic’s accelerating impact will draw 
digital diplomacy, in the broadest sense, more and more into 
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Currently, as we are faced with a global pandemic, we 
are experiencing one of the most severe crises that 
humanity has witnessed over the last century. It is clear 

that the international system, which was designed to cope with 
security threats, was unable to detect this common threat in 
time and to devise the right solutions. There are two important 
junctions facing humanity: First, the crisis must be brought 
to an end with minimum damage by keeping the death toll 
as low as possible, and second, it is necessary to identify the 
steps that must be taken to prevent similar crises in the future. 
Decisions and steps taken at the national and international 
levels regarding both tasks will shape the post-pandemic world 
order and the international system’s structure. Countries where 
the global pandemic still rages on are suffering very serious 
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losses of life as well as economic damage, whose full extent 
remains unclear. In addition to those serious losses, we can 
see the foundations of the global system shake. Indeed, some 
global powers find themselves in an unprecedented position, 
in which they cannot seem to ensure the safety and survival of 
their citizens despite the vast military and economic capacity 
and capabilities at their disposal. National-level precautions 
are proving ineffective in this global environment of mutual 
dependence, and they come at a very high price. During the 
current pandemic, the vital importance and necessity of 
international cooperation and solidarity have become crystal 
clear.

Unfortunately, from the perspective of the international 
system, one of the pandemic’s least expected consequences was 
to demonstrate the vulnerability of international cooperation, 
global governance and international solidarity. The virus’ 
impact on the global system, which was quite surprising for 
many reasons, has made it clear that a new system could emerge. 
The lack of sufficient communication and supranational 
coordination mechanisms deepened the crisis at a time when 
a single crisis affected all of humanity, globally, from a very 
fundamental angle: our survival. That the virus originated in 
a country like China, whose government is non-transparent, 
resulted in a shortage of information about the global threat’s 
potential gravity. The World Health Organization’s (WHO) 
initial inability to grasp the situation and the inadequacy 
of information coming out of initially affected countries 
worsened the situation and enabled the virus to spread globally. 
Although the pandemic affected all nations as a global problem, 
governments around the world turned to national solutions, 
even cutting themselves off completely from the outside world. 
Tensions within supranational organizations like the European 
Union, which facilitated political integration after World War 
II, established just how fragile international solidarity really is. 
Nonetheless, no single country can cope with global problems, 
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like the pandemic and the resulting economic crisis, at the local 
level. Under the circumstances, one of the most important 
lessons of the global pandemic is that global cooperation and 
solidarity must play a critical role in efforts to overcome the 
crisis. In other words, it is impossible to end a global crisis at a 
local level.

Before engaging in a discussion of potential solutions, it 
is important to grasp exactly what the global pandemic means 
for the international system. Over the last three decades, 
the liberal world order, which became institutionalized and 
consolidated after the Cold War, rendered national borders 
porous as life became more and more global. The relatively free 
movement of goods, people and capital within this international 
system, together with the growing flexibility of borders, came 
to be taken for granted. Cross-border mobility was not limited 
to a small group of individuals of various means, but became 
a complex phenomenon encompassing practically everyone 
within its various dimensions, such as tourism, education, 
trade, visits, business and diplomacy—which made it easier 
for the virus to spread. It hardly seems possible to forecast the 
potential impacts of a pandemic that brought the entire world to 
a screeching halt, forced borders to close, stopped air traffic and 
resulted in an unexpected slowdown in international trade. We 
know one thing, however, for sure: The post-coronavirus world 
order will be very different than the pre-March 2020 situation. 
It remains unclear how, when and under what conditions free 
movement can resume. What seems certain, however, is that 
this crisis will empower nation states. To protect their citizens, 
nation states will be compelled to opt out of certain aspects 
of globalization. Moving forward, states will be less open with 
each other and will limit their physical interaction under the 
emerging world order.

Along with these challenges, the global crisis has given 
rise certain new opportunities as well. The world of business 
and education quickly transitioned their venues to remote 
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access platforms, which would have taken a very long time 
under normal circumstances, to comply with the rules of social 
isolation. It became clear that work and education can continue 
based on those forms of remote access. The continuation of 
public and private sector activities via teleconference, too, 
signals the birth of a new order that transcends the limits of 
physical space. This new development creates an environment 
that encourages governments, multinational corporations and 
societies to develop new capacities with an eye on the possibility 
of long-term social isolation. This situation, which offers extra 
motivation for the development of new technologies, also 
threatens to accelerate tech wars between nations.

Keeping in mind that global governance is at a 
crossroads, the management of the current crisis may lead to 
deeper isolation among state actors, who could devise more 
national policies and focus on defending their borders, but who 
could also lay the groundwork for a new system, under which 
international cooperation mechanisms and international 
solidarity will become stronger. Although international 
solidarity has given us little hope to date, shared interests (the 
survival of humanity) and the gravity of the threat could lead 
nation states to revisit their cost-benefit analyses. If nation 
states’ isolationist national policies prove unable to protect 
their material interests and they realize that international 
cooperation alone can get them through this crisis, there could 
be a rapid transition into a new world order. Under those 
circumstances, nation states could maximize coordination 
and the sharing of scientific knowledge among themselves 
and develop joint solutions to devise a more effective model 
of global governance. We cannot ignore the fact that a country 
or a group of countries would need to assume a leadership 
role at the global level for the international system to evolve 
quickly into a model of intra- or supra-national solidarity 
and cooperation. At this point, it is important for Turkey to 
become more visible on international platforms and step up its 
international cooperation.

The Global System Under The Threat of Global Pandemics



There is no doubt that the COVID-19 pandemic, the 
most severe public health crisis that the modern world 
has experienced since the Spanish flu (1918–1920), 

will fuel changes in a range of areas. The extent and scope of 
those changes will depend on the pandemic’s duration and 
destructiveness. At this point, it would be meaningful to expect 
this development to trigger a global economic slowdown, the 
rise of authoritarianism, the prevalence of remote working and 
the use of artificial intelligence, the restriction of the private 
sphere, and, in the short term, an increase in the financial 
resources made available to the healthcare industry and 
emergency planning.

Some of these developments will obviously have an 
impact on the reshaping of international relations and the 
global order in the post-COVID-19 period. For example, 
the rise of authoritarianism and populism, the questioning 
of multiculturalism, the growing tendency to build border 
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walls, the prevalence of isolation, and the questioning of the 
raison d’être of the European Union and other international 
organizations will all make an unignorable impact on the new 
global order.

It is also possible, however, to argue that the COVID-19 
crisis won’t result in the emergence of a new order in the area 
of international relations and that proposals for comprehensive 
change won’t receive support. The current pandemic has the 
potential to fuel tensions akin to the conflict between the 
idealist approach to a new order with an emphasis on the long 
term and the policy of upholding the old order through radical 
measures, precautions and practices, with an emphasis on the 
short term and, presumably, Realpolitik at heart, that occurred 
after World War I.

Nonetheless, the idealist visions that will emerge most 
probably won’t even reach a “short-lived” success akin to the so-
called Wilsonian moment after 1918. One of two approaches, 
both of which are committed the idea of a zero-sum game and 
trace their lineage to Realpolitik, will shape the new order.

COVID-19 triggered a crisis that no country, not even 
the United States, which lays claim to global leadership, can 
overcome unilaterally. In this sense, it would be hardly shocking 
to witness a type of globalist idealism—that seeks to put humans 
and the environment first at the expense of trade statistics and 
stock market indices, and promotes international cooperation 
and international organizations playing a central role—to 
demand that the new order be shaped accordingly. It is possible 
to view proposals by French President Emmanuel Macron 
and the Soviet Union’s former leader, Mikhail Gorbachev, as 
initial signs of that tendency. The problem is that this brand of 
liberalism, which will be promptly dismissed as overly liberal 
and detached from Realpolitik and economic realities, won’t be 
able to make its voice heard and will eventually surrender the 
battlefield to a battle between two forms of Realpolitik.

The Post-COVID-19 World Order: Two Options
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First, zero-sum-game-based approaches akin to the U.S. 
policy of America First under Donald Trump (which promote 
isolationism, dismiss international organizations as entities 
that collect donations without getting anything done, call for 
a withdrawal from multilateral agreements, conceptualize 
cooperation as being played and question alliances) will 
radicalize in the post-COVID-19 world and attempt to take 
competition to the next level. Trump’s decision to cut funds 
to the World Health Organization (WHO) and other senior 
officials’ pledges to find those responsible for the crisis support 
this claim.

That approach is likely to enjoy popularity in Europe, 
whose eastern parts already lean toward authoritarianism and 
whose western sections are witnessing a rise of neo-fascist 
movements behind the smokescreen of right-wing populism. It 
is clear, however, that Europe cannot be a key player in upholding 
the old order. The old continent will contribute by endorsing 
the view that this approach is required by Realpolitik—that the 
COVID-19 crisis rendered obsolete the utopia of a non-zero-
sum game, in which everybody wins, and which calls for global 
integration and international cooperation.

The People’s Republic of China has signaled in recent 
years that it wishes to promote international cooperation 
through the Forum on China-Africa Cooperation, the Belt 
and Road Initiative and the 17+1, which would facilitate EU 
members’ participation—attempting to transform international 
forums and organizations into advocates of Chinese views. 
Beijing, too, is prepared to keep playing the zero-sum game 
of competition. That China made no concessions in the South 
China Sea during the COVID-19 pandemic proves this point. 
It would not be a prophecy to suggest that China would adopt 
an even more radical approach if held responsible for the 
pandemic once people are able to leave their homes.
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As mentioned above, the alternative to this new order, 
starring the policy of America First, postmodern European neo-
fascism and China, is not globalist idealism. Instead, the other 
available option would be a type of conservatism that seeks 
to play the zero-sum game differently and claims to interpret 
Realpolitik more aptly. An opinion essay that Henry Kissinger, 
whom U.S. conservatives consider a foreign policy guru, 
recently published in The Wall Street Journal, offers valuable 
insights into the alternative plan for the post-COVID-19 order. 
The former U.S. Secretary of State called on Washington to 
learn from the Marshall Plan and the Manhattan Project and 
to take new steps to maintain its leadership. He argued that 
the development of policies to end the pandemic, develop a 
vaccine, prevent a post-pandemic economic crisis and uphold 
the liberal world order would stop a revival of cities surrounded 
by walls.

This approach will undoubtedly enjoy significant 
support in Western Europe, and other players, including 
China and Russia, would want it to replace the policy of 
America First. It is clear, however, that this approach is about 
restoring order rather than creating a new order. In the final 
analysis, international cooperation, firmly rooted in an attempt 
to preserve leadership, is not capable of establishing a new and 
different order. It is also questionable at best that this approach 
would revive Enlightenment values, as Kissinger suggests.

Back in 1918, when massive destruction was still 
underway –and the Spanish flu, the most severe pandemic 
of the modern age, aggravated wartime chaos—an idealist 
alternative for a new order was envisioned. That vision could 
not be implemented after the war, however, as the hope it 
inspired proved to be short-lived. Woodrow Wilson’s inability 
to translate his idealism, which was impressive on paper, into 
concrete steps—not to mention his prejudice toward non-
Western societies—played a significant role in that process.

The Post-COVID-19 World Order: Two Options
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That no idealist vision of such a level and extent came 
into being during the COVID-19 crisis—indeed, that the most 
radical proposal was to declare a ceasefire until the pandemic 
was over—is noteworthy. And it will be much more difficult for 
a comprehensive, transformative vision to blossom and attract 
global interest against the backdrop of post-pandemic realities. 
In the absence of such an alternative, the battle between the 
two competing approaches—regardless of which one wins—
will undoubtedly end in a reversal of the global integration and 
cooperation that accelerated in the late twentieth century.



The COVID-19 pandemic will undoubtedly go down 
in history as one of the twenty-first century’s gravest 
calamities. The initial response to this pandemic, which 

forced all of humanity into social distancing, was to argue that 
it would change our lives permanently. Indeed, the division of 
time between pre- and post-coronavirus has already replaced 
the idea of pre- and post-9/11 years.

Attempting to understand COVID-19’s potential 
impact, one immediately wonders whether this crisis will 
replace the liberal world order, which was born after the Cold 
War and has allegedly been collapsing in recent years. The 
current world order represents a state of multipolarity on the 
basis of U.S. superiority. It is unlikely that China will emerge 
as a superpower capable of replacing the United States in the 
near or medium term. Similarly, it is not possible to argue 
that China has the capacity, in terms of political economy and 
norms, to establish order, even though the United States has 
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been undermining the liberal norms, which it itself formulated, 
through policy decisions. One could say that the European 
Union, in turn, suffers from a shortage of politics and leadership 
due to its inability to liberate itself from its dependence on the 
United States. Russia, too, seems unlikely to establish a new 
order as a great power that feeds off disorder.

Notwithstanding, it is plausible that COVID-19’s 
geopolitical impact, as Richard Haass maintains, will be to 
accelerate, rather than reshape, history. According to him, 
one must prepare for something akin to the uncertainty of the 
interwar period rather than post-World War II cooperation. 
This, in turn, would translate into a continued decline of 
U.S. leadership, a further weakening of global cooperation, 
many polities evolving into failed states, and the deepening 
of great power competition. If the United States and China, 
the two actors with the greatest influence on the future of the 
international system, fail to cooperate and instead engage in a 
fierce, multidimensional competition, a virus war will pile on 
top of the ongoing trade wars. Even though a new world order 
is unlikely to emerge, it would appear that disorder on the basis 
of great power competition, i.e. turbulence, will intensify.

The pandemic has brought about a transformative 
escalation of security concerns due to which national 
governments will move to place strategic industries under 
special protection. This effort won’t be limited to new 
investments in the healthcare sector in order to avoid having 
to ask other countries for protective masks or ventilators 
if and when future pandemics strike. All governments will 
be compelled to do everything in their power to ensure the 
safety of their national institutions’ capabilities, including 
high technology and telecommunications. This security surge 
reproduces great power competition in new areas including 
the ‘model’ debate which will be discussed in detail below. As a 
matter of fact, Robert D. Kaplan warns that the latest pandemic 
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“exposed the vulnerability of the Western world” and accuses 
Chinese and Russian bureaucracies and companies of “acting 
abroad as arms of their respective governments.” According 
to the author, those two countries challenge the classical, 
or Western, definition of power struggle and war, making 
the West’s, i.e. America’s, response all the more important. 
Recalling that a global consciousness emerged out of the latest 
pandemic, Kaplan calls on the West to respond by rejuvenating 
its alliances. That policy recommendation is also intended to 
protect Western democracies from authoritarian regimes of 
potentially increasing strength.

Does alliance-based polarization await us, as Kaplan 
suggest? Or will competition continue as each great power 
builds bilateral relationships around itself? That is difficult to say. 
One thing, however, is clear: The expectation that international 
cooperation will strengthen in the face of intensifying great 
power rivalry is quite low. Those low expectations are closely 
linked to the expected decline of U.S. leadership, the anticipated 
escalation of a Cold War between the United States and China, 
and the view that the European Union will continue to suffer.

The Decline of U.S. Leadership

The debate over the impact of the Trump administration, 
which abdicated the United States’ global leadership in line 
with the notion of America First, on the international order and 
predictions about the pandemic’s potential influence lead to 
the same point. In truth, the fact that each nation responded to 
the pandemic by looking out for its own interest, too, is closely 
related to the decline of U.S. leadership. U.S. President Donald 
Trump’s inability to lead the fight against COVID-19 and his 
failure to take any diplomatic steps, except blaming China, 
came to be regarded as fresh signs of the idea of the liberal 
world order’s collapse—which has been discussed frequently 
in recent years.
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The Trump administration’s handling of the pandemic 
came under fire for two reasons. Primarily, President Trump 
faced criticism for initially downplaying the situation and for 
the American healthcare system’s poor performance. At the 
same time, critics voiced a deeper concern—that the United 
States failed to assume global leadership during the pandemic. 
Recalling that former U.S. presidents, including George W. Bush 
and Barack Obama, engaged the G20 to promote international 
solidarity against the 2008 financial crisis, critics of Trump’s 
foreign policy argue that America First severely harmed the 
United States during the pandemic and will continue to inflict 
damage in the future. The way out, they say, is for the United 
States to realize that global cooperation is key to fighting the 
pandemic and to lead that effort.

The Future of U.S.-China Rivalry

The COVID-19 pandemic has fueled the debate over 
U.S.-China competition. The argument that China has become 
more eager to lead under Xi Jinping’s management and regards 
its blend of digital authoritarianism and state capitalism as 
superior to other models has been made frequently in recent 
years. President Trump’s failure to manage the pandemic both 
at home and globally fueled fears among Republicans and 
Democrats in Washington that the balance of power could 
tilt against the United States and allow China to take the lead 
in the competition for power. It is no secret that President 
Trump laid the groundwork for a confrontation with China, 
to be exploited in the November 2020 election, by insisting on 
referring to COVID-19 as the Chinese virus. His opponents, in 
turn, do not wish to charge Trump with racism in an attempt 
to prevent him from taking advantage of such an attack. 
Notwithstanding party politics, however, the American people 
must not be expected to stop blaming China, which itself 
declared a propaganda war by alleging that U.S. troops had 
brought the virus to Wuhan. The pandemic’s potential impact 
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on the U.S. economy, too, could exert an irreversible influence 
on the perception of China among the American people. The 
idea of a Cold War between two great powers, which predates 
the pandemic, could be rooted in more solid ground if China 
(or the Chinese Communist Party) become the common other 
of the U.S. population. Even if a Democratic candidate were 
to become the next U.S. president, the competition for global 
leadership and hegemony between the United States and China 
will presumably be rather fierce.

The competition over which country responded 
more effectively to the pandemic has already given way to an 
ideological dispute against the backdrop of a debate on leadership 
and competing models of governance. The disagreement, 
which started as a difference of opinion over the proper way 
to describe the virus, has since evolved into a competition 
for performance and leadership between democracies and 
authoritarian regimes, the so-called ‘model debate.’ During this 
period, U.S. media outlets outraced each other to hold China 
responsible for the pandemic and declare that country unfit 
for global leadership. In addition to identifying Beijing as the 
sick man of Asia, they portrayed the pandemic as an inevitable 
outcome of the authoritarian regime’s lack of transparency. 
For its part, the Chinese government managed to contain the 
coronavirus by building large hospitals and placing Wuhan 
under full lockdown. Whereas members of the European Union 
refused to send medical supplies to Italy, China delivered aid to 
Iran, Italy, Belgium and Serbia. In doing so, China cast itself as 
a country helping fellow nations during the pandemic instead 
of accepting the role of the villain as the pandemic’s site of 
origin. In response to Donald Trump’s referral to COVID-19 
as the Chinese virus, Beijing circulated the claim that a group 
of U.S. soldiers had visited Wuhan in October 2019 to spread 
the virus. By stressing the importance of solidarity against the 
virus, China portrayed its ‘accomplishments’ as proof of its 
authoritarian political regime’s superiority.
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Preparing for the Transition: The Case of Turkey

The expectation that the COVID-19 pandemic will last 
a long time adds to the importance of preparing for the post-
pandemic period. Henry Kissinger maintains that humanity 
must fight the coronavirus to the best of its ability while 
underlining the need to prepare for the ‘transition’ to the post-
pandemic world. Recalling that world leaders face the historic 
challenge of having to shape the future whilst managing a 
crisis, he warns that it is not enough to respond to the crisis 
at the national level. Indeed, what humanity will do after the 
pandemic will be largely influenced by our actions during 
the crisis. Turkey was among those countries that responded 
to the COVID-19 pandemic with cooperation and solidarity. 
To combat the pandemic, Ankara engaged international 
platforms and delivered medical supplies to many countries 
to conduct humanitarian diplomacy against the backdrop of 
the coronavirus pandemic. Turkey, which put up a national 
resistance and gained valuable experience in crisis management 
during the period of turbulence since 2013, will be among 
those countries best prepared for the transition to the post-
pandemic world.



Catastrophic global events inevitably spark discussion 
about change vs. continuity: Will things ever be the 
same again or will we see dramatic transformations in 

the global system? In the heat of the moment, while outcomes 
remain unsure, and anxiety levels run high, voices insisting that 
there will be major changes tend to come through the loudest.

More cautious predictions for continuity might be 
appropriate however. Imagine, is there any one of us who, when 
faced with an existential crisis to ourselves or a close loved one, 
has not sworn to all possible deities or powers that we will make 
dramatic, life-transforming changes on every level—as soon as 
the crisis passes? Yet, how many of us, in the aftermath, instead 
ultimately resort to making only the easiest, most cosmetic 
changes, quickly forgetting those deathbed promises of true and 
total transformation, and return to life as usual. When a global 
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crisis like this one hits humanity, the scale may be different, 
but the experience may not be. It is possible that, at the level 
of the international system, those who are currently predicting 
dramatic change may be underestimating the strength of the 
status quo—the enduring power of establishments, existing 
powers and power equilibriums, and the international system 
as a whole. 

Historic Lessons

Historical precedence is a reminder of this reality. 
Perhaps the most similar example to today’s COVID-19 
pandemic is the so-called ‘Spanish’ flu of 1918. Approximately 
100 years ago, that pandemic killed an estimated 50 million 
people around the world, more than all the deaths resulting 
from World War I, yet in terms of world politics, the flu is 
virtually invisible—leading one recent commentator to write 
that “the defining legacy of most disease outbreaks is their 
lack of legacy.” Or take a more contemporary example of a 
horrific event that by all accounts was certain to change the 
global world order and international system as we knew it: 
the terrorist attacks of September 11, 2001. Scholars spent the 
subsequent years arguing how nothing would ever be the same 
in international relations and that, among other fundamental 
changes, the era of non-states and transnational relations 
was upon us. But less than 20 years later, in its annual report 
on the state of the world, the CIA director recently wrote 
that America’s security priority is the threat from states, and 
that its strategic priority is once again focused on states and 
geopolitical calculations. Plus ça change…

Changes We Can Expect

Having said that, this does not mean there will not be 
ANY changes or transformations as a result of the COVID-19 
pandemic. What we need to consider then, is what kinds of 
things will change, and what will not. 
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The changes we are most likely to see will probably 
be at the domestic level. In the immediate term, this crisis 
will be a litmus test of state and governance performance. In 
open societies therefore, there may be pressure for political 
changes and reformation based on the current painful lessons 
being learned. In more closed societies, coming to terms with 
the implications will likely take longer. In all cases though, 
we may enter a reformation period in terms of governments’ 
preparedness to secure their people at home. This in turn may 
lead to adopting a more protectionist and defensive mood, 
which will limit multilateralism and global mobility. Borders 
will gain more importance—marking yet another return to 
the traditional (rather than a dramatic transformation), and 
arguably speeding up a trend that had been already underway 
in recent years.

Of course, other obvious domestic level changes will 
be instituted. Similar to the building up of the public health 
concept following the 1918 flu, we will likely see a similar 
emphasis on pandemic preparation, institution building, 
education/training, etc. These efforts may extend to the 
international level on some points, for example an increase in 
international capacity building with respect to disease-related 
early-warning systems, information sharing, border controls, 
mobility processing and so on.

When it comes to the real international system, the 
world was already heading toward more anarchy even before 
the current crisis—one need only note the decline in recent 
years of the international liberal order and the rise of more 
protectionist and nationalist policies across the old world. 
COVID-19 will probably speed that process up, as everyone, 
feeling threatened, will even further emphasize the ‘self-help’ 
philosophy for their countries. 
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The Return of the State

Connected with this is a likely return to a more 
traditional, ‘statist’ approach to international relations. 
We may experience a true return of the state, not just as an 
external defender—a role that has been emphasized in recent 
decades in the face of threats from terrorism, migration and 
rising powers—but as an internal defender, a citizen protector 
state. The ideal may well become the strong state with strong 
governance, a powerful state with the reserves, capacity and 
institutional preparedness to defend its people at times like 
these. 

Yet another reason states and their institutions will 
gain importance is because the question of ‘whose’ security 
will once again be emphasized, and the obvious answer will 
be, the people’s security. When the people themselves are the 
focus, the immediate follow-up question is who will provide 
that security, and the answer is inevitably, the state. 

All of this points to the building up of stronger states. 
And when there are stronger states in IR, this automatically 
means a more robust, state-centric international system. The 
greater the emphasis placed on national states and governance, 
the more state-centric the resulting international relations will 
be. In other words, this points not to transformation, but to 
continuity—continuity in existing modes of foreign relations 
practices, alliance practices, cooperation and conflict practices 
and diplomacy practices. 

What Should States Do?

If this is the case, what should states do? In light of a 
challenge like this, states will regain their central importance. 
But in doing so, they must also undergo a reform that ushers 
in a new type of state institutionalization. In other words, they 
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must strengthen their traditional managing institutions and 
refurbish their domestic capacity against challenges like this 
one. Most importantly perhaps, states must undertake such 
reforms while working hand-in-hand with their societies. The 
difference between a broad, nonterritorial catastrophe like 
a global pandemic, as opposed, for example, to a relatively 
isolated and generally geographically focused terrorist attack, is 
that all individuals are directly affected. While other crises may 
therefore be open to alternative sources of relief or response, 
the solution to this type of crisis has just one primary reference 
point: state institutions, and only those state institutions that are 
able to walk this road WITH their society, building up capacity, 
offering comfort and incorporating societal trust and support 
into the effort will be able to remain strong enough to stay 
powerful in the competitive state-centric system. In the ‘new’ 
international system, a nation’s strength will not come from 
other states’ failures: it will depend on its own performance at 
home.



When COVID-19 entered our lives, it sparked heated 
debate over the pandemic’s global impact. Those 
who claim that nothing will ever be the same again, 

and advocates of the view that the international system will 
remain largely unaltered represent the two sides of that debate. 
In my opinion, it is just too early to reach absolute conclusions 
about the impact of this pandemic, whose duration remains 
unclear and whose global impact is rapidly changing, on the 
international system. Nonetheless, it is already possible to 
make certain points.

Although authoritarian regimes, which took clear 
precautions quickly, were initially believed to be more successful 
in combating the pandemic, that view has since been replaced 
with the conclusion that a given regime’s effectiveness and 
skill, rather than regime type, mattered most. It became clear 
that citizens of all countries, whether liberal or authoritarian, 
were willing to allow the state to infringe on their liberties 
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when their security and existence were at stake. It is difficult 
to say how long that consent will last or how quickly the state, 
which empowered itself on the basis of that consent, and the 
population’s post-pandemic demand for liberty will clash 
against each other.

Contemplating post-crisis transformations, one must 
take into account that the economic model of the very small 
state no longer enjoys widespread support due to its social 
costs and repeated crises. Moreover, it is safe to assume that 
certain international trends, such as the rise of populism in 
politics, economic nationalism and xenophobia, won’t undergo 
serious changes due to this pandemic. A prolonged crisis and 
worsening economic situation, however, could lead to the 
questioning of populist leaders and/or transfers of power in 
many countries. What will determine the future course of 
events, in turn, is what kind of regimes respond best to the 
post-pandemic circumstances—and through which economic 
and political precautions.

From the perspective of IR, it would make more sense 
to talk about certain trends that the crisis will accelerate 
rather than create. There is no doubt that the ongoing debate 
over the new world order, in light of the general direction of 
international relations and with regard to globalization, has 
been rekindled by the pandemic. Still, we must predict that 
those discussions will contribute to the ongoing evolution 
of the world political-economic system, instead of giving it 
a completely new direction, unlike those trends whose early 
signs we had spotted prior to the pandemic.

In this regard, it is possible to forecast that competition 
between China and the United States, which had clearly begun 
before this crisis, will resume and accelerate, and possibly even 
enter a period of intense tensions with an economic emphasis. 
That the global production chain is heavily dependent on 
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China, especially for intermediary goods—a fact that the 
pandemic established more clearly—will further encourage 
the United States to look for alternative suppliers for certain 
products and transform U.S. policy into a joint effort across the 
West. This, in turn, could end the long-standing differentiation 
between the United States and Europe, given their lack of 
mutual threats and shared vision, and reunite the two sides of 
the Atlantic around new shared goals and desires.

In connection with that, it is important to notice that the 
United States and certain Western nations attempted to blame 
the pandemic and the resulting crisis on China after shaking 
off the initial shock—even though some observers believe that 
the United States lost the race for global leadership to China 
due to the former’s imprudent policy decisions during the 
pandemic. Notwithstanding the success of Beijing’s efforts, it 
is already a widely-held view that China, with its authoritarian 
government, failed to take necessary precautions against the 
pandemic, contributed to its spread by initially keeping the 
world in the dark, and undermined potential early global 
cooperation against the pandemic due to its influence over the 
World Health Organization (WHO) and other bodies that had 
not been taken seriously enough until today. That debate will 
undoubtedly further escalate once the pandemic is successfully 
contained.

As everyone seems to have noticed after the initial 
shock, however, states responded to this global problem with 
national solutions at first. Although certain elements unique to 
the latest pandemic—such as the need to reduce or eliminate 
social contact in order to combat COVID-19 successfully— 
played a significant part in that decision, the poor and outright 
unsuccessful performance of international organizations, 
including the WHO, which had been preparing for pandemics 
for years and were supposed to lead the effort to combat 
such problems, was also highly influential. Yet the quest for 
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international cooperation began as the crisis progressed and 
it became clear that no country could isolate itself unless the 
pandemic came to a halt globally, that isolationist methods 
would fail to alleviate the pandemic’s pressure on national 
healthcare systems, and that the production of a vaccine or 
medication, which would be the ultimate solution, could only 
take place effectively through global cooperation.

Even though humanity failed to respond successfully 
to COVID-19, the first universal calamity of the twenty-first 
century, the main reason behind that failure was the inability 
to make models of multilateral cooperation work adequately 
and successfully—rather than their meaninglessness. As such, 
it is possible to predict that the reasons behind the failure of 
existing international cooperation models will be subject to 
debate after the pandemic.

In this regard, it is noteworthy, too, that the European 
Union, a supranational organization, lacked a proper crisis 
response mechanism, as its members prioritized their national 
security and the idea of One Europe seemed to be undermined 
due to the closure of national borders. At this point, however, 
it is important to note that the European Union’s post-crisis 
existence will largely depend on its ability to facilitate the 
economic transformation of its members and to contribute to 
minimizing the damage of the economic crisis-in-the-making. 
If successful, the European Union will evolve and remain 
intact. Otherwise, it will further weaken.

With regard to security policy, it is possible to forecast 
that chemical and biological threats, which are already included 
in the national security papers of security organizations and 
states, yet appear to have been neglected during preparations, 
will rise through the ranks in future plans. Moreover, the 
military’s active participation in efforts to counter the 
pandemic in many countries will spark new debate on civil-
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military relations and the mobilization of armies for non-
military purposes in the post-pandemic period. Surely enough, 
that debate will relate to the absence of social distancing in the 
community life, training and work methods of the military, 
among other issues. 

Finally, that people around the work could most 
effectively protect themselves from the pandemic by self-
isolating turned the virtualization trend of the last two decades 
into a multi-dimensional phenomenon. We cannot assume that 
control mechanisms, which emerged and came to be widely 
accepted during the pandemic, and the experience of working 
in new ways will simply be forgotten.

Without a doubt, the pandemic did not create the 
above-mentioned trends. Yet almost all of them became more 
widespread and influential in a short period of time due to 
the pandemic. It is safe to assume, therefore, that the large-
scale social changes that these trends represent and which we 
have been experiencing for some time will accelerate after the 
pandemic. That, in turn, could lead us to a different global 
political and economic system in the long run. Perhaps then, 
nothing will truly ever be the same again.



The extraordinary damage that the COVID-19 pandemic, 
which affected the entire world simultaneously and 
caught governments unprepared, inflicted on healthcare 

systems, national economies and social relationships remains 
the subject of heated debate. The pandemic is a source of grave 
threat that shook and displaced human relationships around 
the world. That the vaccine is taking longer than expected 
to develop, and available treatments are proving inadequate 
further aggravates the crisis of the already vulnerable global 
economy and drags it into systemic chaos. Physical and social 
isolation, to which we will continue to be subjected for an 
indefinite period of time, has also evolved into a destructive 
trauma. From New York to Tehran, the authorities are digging 
mass graves. Even burial rites, one of the most important forms 
of communion and social existence, have been complicated. 
Whatever we say about this and similar pandemics and natural 
disasters, whose impact could further worsen in coming years, 
it won’t be enough.
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One of the most important, albeit oft-ignored, outcomes 
of the COVID-19 crisis is the damage that the pandemic inflicted 
on our reasoning skills. Our basic abilities, such as identifying 
causal links and distinguishing between right and wrong, are 
more helpless than they have ever been. To develop a healthy, 
rational and solution-oriented perspective, we must find ways 
to think about the COVID-19 crisis as a comprehensive whole. 
This piece will attempt to explain what kind of crisis we are 
encountering today and to identify concepts and modes of 
behavior located beyond the limits of existing, inadequate 
clichés, that could help us.

COVID-19: A Crisis of What?

The international community’s leading members have 
resorted to various definitions to describe the coronavirus 
pandemic as a problem. For the United Nations, the pandemic 
represents the greatest crisis since World War II. Ursula von 
der Leyen, President of the European Commission, believes 
that it is a great economic catastrophe that calls for a second 
Marshall Plan. OPEC’s secretary-general, in turn, sees it as 
an invisible enemy. Likewise, United States President Donald 
Trump, who risked his political career ahead of this year’s 
presidential election by managing the crisis in a controversial 
manner, declared war on America’s invisible enemy on March 
17. Becoming the first president to declare a state of emergency 
in all 50 U.S. states, Trump called up some 800,000 retired 
soldiers. While the politically cunning Trump hopes to benefit 
from describing the coronavirus with the terminology of war, 
Russia, too, finds itself between a rock and a hard place. The 
Russian and Saudi governments agreed to slash their petroleum 
production by 10 percent, as the price of oil fell to a historic low 
due to the drop in global demand and restrictions on air travel. 
The oil price crash could cause famines and violent conflicts 
across the African continent as a result of chain reactions. 
Declining oil revenues and a shortage of public financing in 
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countries like Zimbabwe, which has close relations with China, 
and Nigeria, in particular, may bring Africa’s already troubled 
economies to the brink of collapse. Another important point 
relates to the increasingly hegemonic behavior of China, which 
caused (and then took advantage of) the pandemic, in world 
politics. We are faced with a great power that contained the 
pandemic relatively quickly and built on that opportunity to 
offer financial support and technical know-how to European 
nations. One must not fail to notice China’s attempts to take 
advantage of the pandemic by strengthening the institutional 
infrastructure of its hegemony through new initiatives such 
as the Health Silk Road in Europe and the Africa Centers for 
Disease Control.

From Macro Wars to Microbial Assaults

The world has become familiar with traditional (or 
hybrid) wars between proxies (non-state armed actors) rather 
than major powers (state actors). During the pandemic, 
however, a period of general de-escalation appears to have 
begun. Twelve conflict zones answered United Nations 
Secretary General Antonio Guterres’ March 23rd call for a 
global ceasefire due to the pandemic. Seventy regional conflicts 
have come to a standstill. From Colombia to the Philippines, 
many armed groups have been compelled to stop fighting. 
Obviously, tactical factors such as logistical problems linked 
to government-imposed lockdowns and the well-being of their 
supporters were among those groups’ motivations.

Nonetheless, we are witnessing significant 
developments that will change the scope and nature of future 
wars. Historically, war has been an integral part of politics 
and the state. A broad range of fresh developments, including 
the failure to contain prolonged pandemics, ecological crises 
and cyber attacks, however, are moving humanity away from 
the idea of territorial, limited and linear wars. Nowadays, the 
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war against COVID-19 has become part of every individual’s 
personal life. Amid high levels of uncertainty and numerous 
unknowns, which may result in systemic failure or collapse, 
private citizens are fighting a war on many fronts, including 
the economy and society. Specifically, the pandemic gives 
rise to a new idea of war that goes beyond the friend-enemy 
dichotomy—an idea of war as a fight against an invisible enemy 
that targets all states and individuals without making any 
distinctions whatsoever. As nations mobilize to defend their 
healthcare systems and economies, individuals, too, fight a 
battle—confined to their rooms, isolated from family members 
and their broader communities. Everyone is a potential enemy 
in this new war. The personal continues to be the political, but 
people are far more dangerous now.

From the Misery of ‘Post-Truth’ to Techno-politics

One must concede that people in many countries 
had been living (thanks to right-wing, populist, nationalist 
regimes) in a ‘post-truth’ intellectual universe, devoid of 
rational thought. The reality of the virus and other clusters of 
scientific knowledge, however, reminded us of their existence 
during the COVID-19 pandemic and shook those people and 
the foundations of their new habits. At least for now, they 
must face the truth of this post-truth virus. Today, healthcare-
based techno-policies (and the relevant scientific advisory 
boards) exert a deep influence on the dynamics of decision-
making. Specialized/technical information regimes and their 
representatives shape critical socio-economic decisions closely 
related to the future of many countries.

In truth, humanity has known for ages what this 
outrageous kind of hostility toward the truth could cause. For 
example, Aristotle would not accept any attempt to distort the 
truth, because the slightest move away from the truth would 
lead to thousands of resulting distortions. Let us recall that the 
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pandemic brought the United Kingdom and the United States 
to the brink of collapse, partly because their leaders attempted 
to distort the truth. Those countries witnessed that the 
traditional distinction between friends and foes in politics did 
not apply to the virus. A new brand of politics, with technology 
and technical knowledge in its driver’s seat, is emerging—albeit 
reluctantly and at a steep price. From the United Kingdom 
of Boris Johnson, who owes his political success to Brexit, 
and Donald Trump’s America, a series of countries initially 
dismissed the pandemic as a political adversary that they 
could easily crush. Fearing the heavy political toll of placing 
their citizens’ health at risk by downplaying the crisis, those 
governments have since taken a U-turn.

Blaming the pandemic on globalization, as some groups 
do, would be an overinterpretation. That global modernity 
causes many problems around the world is a widely-held 
view among social scientists. There is, however, one fact that 
deserves recognition: It would make much more sense to blame 
the COVID-19 pandemic’s heavy toll on those who stuck to 
post-truth nativism rather than global modernity. After all, 
the pandemic was rooted in native cultural practices. The 
consumption of wild animals at Wuhan’s traditional animal 
market, which continued despite repeated warnings, was the 
main source of the pandemic. Another example of post-truth 
nativism, which deepened the crisis, was Spring Break in the 
United States, during which college students flocked to Florida’s 
beaches, ignoring warnings from the medical community. The 
sudden spike in the number of confirmed cases in the United 
States followed that period. Other cases include a mass visit 
by Iran’s religious citizens to the city of Qom, South Korea’s 
Patient 31 attending a meeting at the Shincheonji Church of 
Jesus in Daegu, where thousands of others congregated at the 
time, and people refusing to change their traditional vacation 
habits despite public health warnings.



The COVID-19 pandemic established that material 
wealth and massive elements of power are completely 
helpless in the face of a microbe-sized enemy. Another 

point, that has come to be appreciated clearly during this 
period, is that the state’s true wealth and most significant 
elements of power consist in having the capabilities necessary 
to address the basic requirements of social life. Countries with 
such power and capabilities will positively stand apart from 
others, as the negative impact of the coronavirus ceases and 
life goes back to normal all around the world. Turkey could be 
one of those countries.

The global pandemic has demonstrated that food 
security and healthcare services are at the very top of the list of 
society’s most basic necessities. On both counts, Turkey is not 
only self-sufficient but also important for other countries. Water 
is the ultimate, irreplaceable resource from the perspective of 
food security and healthcare services. In terms of its access to 
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fresh water resources, Turkey can be a self-sufficient nation in 
the medium- and long run. Nonetheless, it would be useful 
to promote Turkey’s policy of the rational and just allocation 
of scarce resources in cooperation with littoral states regarding 
cross-border water resources in the Tigris-Euphrates basin in 
the international arena—in academic, diplomatic and political 
settings—in a much stronger and organized manner than has 
been adopted to date, in order to mitigate future pressure from 
certain groups that lay claim to the relevant water sources and 
make irrational demands.

Although Turkey experienced no disruption in 
agricultural production, stocks or supply chains during 
the pandemic, Ankara must work closely with farmers’ 
associations and agricultural engineers to benefit from its 
geographical advantages and its legal, institutional and 
technological experiences since its foundation in order to 
devise a long-term strategy to protect the agricultural sector 
against potential pandemics in the future. Through good and 
effective agricultural policy and practice, Turkey can ensure its 
food security. Food security, however, must be geared toward 
international cooperation and supporting mutual dependence 
rather than isolation and restrictions on trade. Although the 
global pandemic caused serious, albeit temporary disruptions 
in international agricultural trade, the key principle is that 
complementary economies ought to engage in regional and 
global agricultural trade, which directly contributes to world 
peace on the basis of the idea of comparative advantage. Turkey 
could strengthen its position within this commercial structure 
through a rational and sustainable agricultural policy.

After September 11, 2001, prejudices against Muslim 
countries in Western societies and the resulting negative 
attitudes and behavior caused wealthier citizens of Muslim 
nations, who uphold their unique cultural values, to turn away 
from the United States and Europe and toward Turkey as an 
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alternative supplier of certain services. Healthcare services 
have been among those areas.

Turkey, whose response to the COVID-19 pandemic 
has been among the most effective in the world, has notably 
well-equipped hospitals and a high number of beds. In this 
sense, the country could pioneer the creation and structuring 
of a new global organization—as an alternative to the World 
Health Organization, which failed to alert the global public 
accurately and in due time about the spread of the coronavirus 
from one point and person to remote corners of the world and 
millions of people, and to ensure the effective management of 
the situation through international cooperation.

During this period, Turkey could reach out to South 
Korea, Taiwan, Singapore, Japan, Qatar, Denmark and 
Germany, the countries that are widely considered to have 
taken the most effective decisions to combat the pandemic. 
The starting point and core working principle for the proposed 
global organization should be that accurate information 
on issues deeply affecting human lives must be made public 
without political and economic considerations. In addition to 
this attempt at leadership in the international arena, Turkey 
could benefit from significantly increasing its scientific, 
technological and industrial investments in the pharmaceutical 
industry to take its hospital capacity and treatment methods to 
the next level and perpetuate its excellence in those areas.

The global pandemic revealed the inability of all 
international organizations, without exception, to live up to 
their core missions on paper, and demonstrated that those 
organizations have evolved into overblown bureaucratic 
structures over time. The same goes for NATO, whose 
members include Turkey. NATO will remain operational for 
the foreseeable future and Turkey must remain committed 
to maintaining its respectable position within that alliance. 
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Otherwise, this powerful military organization, excluding 
Turkey, would admit the Greek Cypriot administration as soon 
as possible and turn into a threat over time.

Still, Turkey must make an effort to further promote 
the domestic production of much needed national security 
and defense systems, which is already underway, in order to 
not depend on the benevolent attitudes of allied nations to 
defend itself. Therefore, it would be beneficial to double down 
on investments in the national security industry, improve 
institutions that will generate human capital for employment 
at all levels and ensure the repatriation of scientists, technology 
development officials and technicians who work at the world’s 
leading institutions and organizations, encouraging their active 
participation in this process.

Scientists tend to be able to accurately predict future 
developments in the field based on their academic work. As 
such, to attach importance and provide encouragement and 
support to projections and simulations by key institutions, such 
as academic units engaging in forecasts based on verifiable 
scientific data, experienced think tanks and professional 
associations in touch with practical aspects of their work, would 
help political decision-makers better prepare for potential 
crises in the future.

Positive Decoupling In The Post-COVID-19 Period



As the novel coronavirus pandemic rages on and all 
aspects of life, from the economy and social interactions 
to politics and international relations, remain at a 

standstill, there is an intensifying debate over what kind of 
order will be in place in the post-pandemic world and how 
the international system stands to be reshaped. That debate 
fundamentally revolves around the question: has COVID-19 
has brought globalization to an end—or not?

There is enough reason to proclaim globalization’s 
death. Within weeks, humanity transitioned from a world 
with disappearing borders, where people, goods, services 
and capital moved freely, to a new world of physically closed 
borders, no possibility of traveling and people on lockdown—a 
world where goods, services and capital cannot go anywhere 
and the virus alone can move freely around the globe.
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This process will transform the global system, which 
experienced many radical changes within a rather short period 
of time—or, in other words, endured a trauma. Yet to claim 
that globalization will end entirely would amount to an attempt 
to reverse the course of history, which is impossible. Right 
now, globalization is receiving intensive care. By the time it 
gets discharged, it will have grown stronger and been cured 
not only of the virus, but also the pre-pandemic problems that 
weakened its immune system.

In the early 1990s, the world celebrated globalization’s 
victory as a result of the Cold War’s end and the rapid 
adoption of new technologies that reduced distances, starting 
with communications and transportation. We were told that 
borders were going to vanish, as national economies, more 
closely connected and interdependent, were going to thrive, 
and we would become citizens of a global village. In truth, 
globalization was an underweight baby with a weak immune 
system. Over time, it experienced two distinct problems. First, 
globalization offered benefits to select groups, as the vast 
majority of the world’s population continued to live without 
access to its opportunities. At the same time, global networks 
enabled goods, services and capital to move faster, but certain 
calamities, including crime, terrorism and disease, seized the 
same opportunities to create major global problems. In the face 
of rapidly deepening problems, the world could not develop 
the skills necessary to find global solutions and respond to 
collective problems in collective, as opposed to individual 
and, by extension, sustainable ways. Globalization promised 
the world a win-win system, but players who gave up on that 
promise turned to zero-sum games. The most recent trade wars 
between the United States and China attest to that fact.

The COVID-19 pandemic has highlighted globalization’s 
pre-existing problems and, in a way, declared that the emperor 
had no clothes. On the one hand, global inequalities manifest 
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themselves when it comes to the pandemic’s spread and the 
(in)ability of various nations to combat the disease. On the 
other hand, no concrete steps have been taken to find global 
solutions to global problems—with the exception of some 
countries donating medical supplies to others and the G20’s 
pledge to do “whatever it takes.”

Under the circumstances, is it possible to conclude that 
globalization, which was already in trouble, is now experiencing 
a deepening crisis, with its end on the horizon—that 
governments in many countries will turn to authoritarianism 
since authoritarian regimes, such as China’s, outperformed 
liberal regimes in the fight against the pandemic? That the 
global supply chain, an embodiment of economic globalization, 
suffered serious damage and, therefore, countries will further 
isolate, globalization will be reversed and everyone will fend 
for themselves in the post-COVID-19 world? Are we heading 
toward an anarchical international system, as imagined by 
realist scholars of international relations?

The answer is no. Although the global system endured a 
trauma due to the COVID-19 pandemic, the crisis also presents 
us with an opportunity to address long-standing problems. 
It was really difficult to reduce global inequality when select 
groups reaped globalization’s benefits and shaped the global 
system. COVID-19 established that everyone, all countries, 
all social groups and all individuals are equal. The United 
States, the global hegemon, suffered more losses than any 
other country. The pandemic is blind to nationality, ethnicity, 
religious affiliation, language and socio-economic status. It is 
possible to predict that the world, having gone through this 
process and witnessed that everyone is equal, will be adequately 
motivated to address artificially-constructed inequalities in the 
future.

Until now, the world has been unable to develop 
collective solutions to collective problems, including the 
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most fundamental question of global warming, because there 
were always beneficiaries with alternative individual/national 
priorities—even though the majority suffered from those 
problems. In 2008–2009, when liberal capitalism suffered a crisis, 
some groups went bankrupt, whereas others multiplied their 
wealth. COVID-19 was different in the sense that everybody 
lost. As such, ending this pandemic is a top priority for all 
parties—one that requires international cooperation. China 
began to position itself as a leader because it encountered the 
pandemic earlier than others, took precautions in due time to 
contain the outbreak with relative success and sent supplies and 
experts to other countries. Successfully fighting the pandemic, 
however, requires the common good generated by widespread 
international cooperation, as imagined by liberal scholars of 
international relations, rather than the stability offered by a 
new hegemon. This is the only way out of COVID-19.

Again, it is not possible to argue, judging by the Chinese 
experience, that authoritarian regimes succeed in the face of 
such crises by taking stricter precautions and to claim that the 
inability of Western liberal systems to take harsh measures, as 
China did, caused the United States, Italy and Spain to suffer 
more significant losses. China did succeed against the pandemic, 
but it is not alone. Liberal democracies in Germany, Japan and 
South Korea, too, made notable progress by relying on those 
states’ high institutional capacity and proper functioning—as 
opposed to authoritarian principles.

Globalization is experiencing a crisis, yet it will emerge 
out of this crisis rejuvenated. In the wake of the COVID-19 
pandemic, we will live in a world where stronger states with 
higher capacity work together more closely on addressing shared 
problems—a world with a different notion of globalization, not 
because humanity is good at drawing lessons from crises, but 
due to a lack of better options.

Will COVID-19 Spell the Death of Globalization?



When the disease, caused by a new type of coronavirus 
that scientists have since called COVID-19, started 
spreading in Wuhan, China in January 2020, many 

people believed that the resulting pandemic could be contained 
within a short period of time—as had its recent predecessors 
including the SARS, swine flu, Ebola and Zika outbreaks. As 
the virus spread beyond China within weeks, causing serious 
casualties in many parts of the world including Europe and the 
United States, however, it became clear that this crisis would 
have a much deeper impact than previous pandemics.

There is no shortage of analyses referring to the current 
crisis as the beginning of a new period in international relations. 
It would not be wrong to assume that the coronavirus pandemic 
will be remembered as a ground-breaking development on a 
par with the fall of the Berlin Wall, the 9/11 terror attacks and 
the Arab revolts—all of which came to be associated with the 
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beginning of new eras. Indeed, many analysts have claimed 
that there will be very important changes in the global political 
and economic dynamics as a result of the latest outbreak.

In truth, it may be far too early to predict the coronavirus 
pandemic’s potential impact on international relations. After 
all, national governments around the world are continuing their 
efforts to find ways to cope with the outbreak, as they coordinate 
their actions to develop a vaccine or a new drug to defeat the 
virus. It will take time to establish which method or formula 
works best. Since the ongoing crisis’ political, economic and 
social repercussions are quite serious, researchers are working 
hard in many disciplines, including international relations, to 
make sense of this process.

Over the past months, a significant number of analyses 
regarding the coronavirus crisis have stressed two points. 
First, they concentrate on the positive or negative impact of 
this outbreak on the process of globalization, which had made 
significant progress especially in the post-Cold War period. 
The second point involves the question of how the pandemic 
could reposition leading actors in the international system; 
researchers have made references to the United States, China, 
the European Union and the World Health Organization to 
reach conclusions about the future roles of state and non-state 
actors within the international system.

It is possible to argue that the coronavirus pandemic is 
the single greatest challenge that what Robert D. Kaplan calls 
Globalization 2.0 has encountered to date. According to Kaplan, 
this version of globalization, shaped by the aftermath of the 
2007–2008 global financial crisis, represents a more pessimistic 
phase that is more vulnerable to divisions. National borders, 
which were sealed shut due to the pandemic, coupled with 
almost non-existent international travel and selfish attempts 
by certain states to confiscate others’ medical supplies raise 
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serious questions about the idea of globalization. That authors 
make frequent references to Ulrich Beck’s The Risk Society in 
this period, which is shaped by national fears and concerns, is 
hardly surprising, since the future holds, among other things, 
potential risks that could shake the foundations of individuals’ 
daily lives in political, economic and social terms.

It is important to bear in mind, however, that 
rapidly-spreading pandemics merely represent one aspect of 
globalization. As the coronavirus continued to spread all over 
the world, it would have been impossible for so many countries 
to allow employees to work and students to attend classes 
remotely without the revolutionary progress that had occurred 
in telecommunication technologies over the last two decades. 
By the same token, the development of a vaccine or a cure, 
which is key to ending the pandemic, requires close cooperation 
and knowledge-sharing involving national governments and 
non-state actors alike. In short, it is important to stress that 
globalization still plays a crucial role in human life, despite its 
negative side effects, including pandemics, and that situation 
won’t change in the near future.

Debates over the international system, in turn, make 
frequent references to the competition between the United 
States and China. With an eye on China’s relatively successful 
management of the coronavirus crisis, some observers argue 
that Beijing has an advantage over the West in material and 
moral terms. China’s delivery of aid to many countries that 
were neglected by the United States and the European Union 
made headlines in the international media, and the claim that 
the world’s geopolitical center is shifting from the West to the 
East is regaining popularity—as it did in 2007–2008.

Although such comments may be accurate to some 
degree, it is best to avoid hasty conclusions about the 
coronavirus pandemic’s impact on the international system. 
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For example, the fact that the virus originated in China, and 
questions surrounding the reliability of test kits, which China 
delivered to other countries, raise questions about the country. 
The claim that the World Health Organization failed to identify 
the virus outbreak as a pandemic under pressure from China, 
too, fuels such concerns. In short, the idea that China enjoys 
moral superiority vis-à-vis other players seems at best contested 
at this time.

Still, it is important to highlight that certain 
multinational corporations have drawn lessons from the 
coronavirus pandemic and have begun planning to relocate 
their supply chains from China to third countries. Moreover, 
countries like South Korea and Singapore have been no less 
successful than China at managing the crisis. As such, one 
could easily argue that analyzing the crisis’ potential impact 
on the international system with an eye on U.S.-China rivalry 
alone would be an extremely reductionist approach.

Perhaps one point that deserves special attention is 
that certain issues, which made their mark on international 
relations prior to the coronavirus crisis, had to take a back seat 
to the pandemic. Just a few weeks ago, there was a fierce debate 
over the Syrian crisis, the Israeli-Palestinian question, tensions 
between the United States and Iran and the oil price dispute 
between Russia and Saudi Arabia. Today, hardly anyone talks 
about anything except the coronavirus. As Marshall McLuhan’s 
renowned idea of a global village suggests, this situation 
demonstrates how globalization, despite the various risks it 
entails, continues to transform the system of international 
relations. 

The Coronavirus, Globalization and the International System



The coronavirus pandemic will go down in history as one 
of the most significant developments of the twenty-first 
century. Prior to this crisis, the propensity for conflict 

was the defining and dominant feature on the global agenda and 
that of international relations. In the post-COVID-19 period, 
by contrast, experiences gained through the psychological 
destruction alone could encourage the global public to speak 
up against the tendency to engage in conflicts. That the pre-
pandemic atmosphere of conflict gave way to a quest for 
biological survival during the pandemic established that all 
parties, irrespective of their level of economic development, 
need each other.

It is necessary to identify what went wrong in this 
period. Initial observations and experiences, much like detailed 
studies, establish that the main problem was a lack of global 
trust. What is happening today, how this development impacted 
various countries and regions, what precautions they took and 
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the policies they implemented will be the subject of academic 
research in the future. The conclusions of that research will lay 
the groundwork for the development of new theories and make 
room for their application. Notwithstanding the inclinations 
of those studies, it would be a statement of sociological fact, 
rather than a prophecy, to say that the post-COVID-19 era will 
be a period of societal reconstruction.

The Functionality of the Nation State

Countries that responded to the COVID-19 pandemic 
successfully will enjoy certain advantages that will enable them 
to play leadership roles in regional and international structures 
as an embodiment of the nation state’s restored power. Political 
leaders in such countries will strive to garner support for 
policy proposals that are rooted in a rational basis or subject to 
future review by their own citizens as well as regional and even 
global audiences. Furthermore, the active or passive role that 
the masses played in this process will result in a redefinition of 
their living spaces and roles, and a restructuring of the idea of 
civil society. Elements that fall within the various categories of 
the civil society universe will opt to restructure themselves to 
work with the nation state’s components toward the common 
good, rather than positioning themselves against the nation 
state. At this point, civil society will showcase its power by 
mobilizing national political structures to help the masses 
make their voices heard.

A Global Solution to the Risk Society

As the COVID-19 experience demonstrates, the 
phenomenon of the risk society today is playing out on a global 
scale and encompassing almost all social institutions. The 
importance of local, national and global collaboration to address 
risk areas and the process of restructuring them, depending 
on their significance and degree, is beyond any doubt. Prior 
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to the pandemic, we witnessed globalization’s positive aspects 
in various areas, including transportation, education, trade 
and finance. However, the spread of COVID-19 through 
transportation today suggests that new regulations of critical 
aspects of globalization could be in the making. For example, 
the issue of climate change, which has been on the global 
agenda despite the failure to implement certain policies, can 
be expected to experience a revival thanks to the COVID-19 
pandemic. New steps could be taken on a global scale regarding 
the management of water and food resources due to their 
significance for public health. Moving forward, this approach 
stands to play a defining role in relations between nations. At 
this point, the development of vital structures through the 
nation state’s capabilities in cooperation with the private sector 
will be important for ensuring the availability of healthcare, 
water and food resources as well as the restructuring of 
logistical support areas to facilitate access to them.

The Establishment of New International Cooperation 
Mechanisms

With regard to the reshaping of the post-COVID-19 
world, it is possible to identify a trend in global organization. The 
identification of the coronavirus as a natural disaster suggests 
that scenarios for the near future will impact relationships of 
power and sovereignty among nations as well as the ability of 
that power and sovereignty to put into motion global decision-
making processes.

The post-COVID-19 period will be the subject of new 
institutional arrangements, which will include almost all regions 
instead of being regional. Despite the existence of bilateral 
and regional cooperation mechanisms between nations, 
they did not function effectively during the pandemic. The 
failure of an organization like the World Health Organization, 
whose credibility was not really under scrutiny prior to the 
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outbreak, to take necessary steps in due time, together with 
certain nation states turning their backs on their own citizens 
and some regional organizations ignoring the needs of their 
member states, calls for a new tendency to encapsulate a basic 
humanitarian position.

First and foremost, the helplessness of individuals 
and societies in the face of the global disaster that COVID-19 
caused established the importance of powerful nation states. It 
will be inevitable for regional organizations like the European 
Union, which was already experiencing certain problems prior 
to the COVID-19 pandemic, and which witnessed deepening 
lack of trust among its member states and became the subject of 
questions regarding the weakness of the humanitarian aspects 
of economic cooperation and the Union’s raison d’être, to raise 
those questions.

At this point, the global response to the COVID-19 
pandemic serves as a litmus test for the international 
community’s sincerity. It is possible to engage that question 
under several categories: attempts by nation states to protect 
the lives of their citizens; policies of nation states regarding 
minorities in conflict zones and other sources of refugee waves; 
policies of relatively powerful members of unions vis-à-vis 
other member states, and the policies of the United States and 
China regarding each other and global audiences.

The weakness of global powers, i.e. the United States, 
China and the European Union, in fighting the COVID-19 
pandemic will be the subject of careful analysis by their own 
populations and the global public. This response won’t be 
limited to criticism by the state’s political bodies and figures, i.e. 
presidents, prime ministers, legislative assemblies and relevant 
boards, but could evolve into a global political response in 
which the masses in each country play a defining role.

COVID-19, the Nation State and the Risk Society
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In addition to conducting a macro-level analysis, it is 
necessary to contemplate Turkey’s future role from a micro-
level perspective. Turkey’s rejuvenated positive image in the 
eyes of the global public over the last two decades has the 
potential to empower an alternative discourse. 

At this point, Turkey can emerge as a constructive 
player in its regional and global relations by adopting a method 
of multiple actions. In this regard, the country can demonstrate 
its ability to manage the post-COVID-19 process by making an 
extraordinary effort to engage civil society and public actors 
to hold negotiations with the European Union and, in EU-
related global interactions, build sector-based partnerships 
within the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN), 
spearhead structural transformations at the Organization of 
Islamic Cooperation (OIC) and ensure the continuity of the 
Kuala Lumpur Summit.

In addition, the tendency to appoint civil servants and 
private sector experts from countries that successfully manage 
post-disaster periods of change to senior leadership positions at 
international organizations could boost Turkey’s representation 
and activities within regional and global institutions.



Although the coronavirus pandemic’s impact on 
healthcare hasn’t ended yet, the fight against the 
virus over the last three months offers insights into 

the outbreak’s influence on international relations and the 
global system. First and foremost, it is necessary to make 
the point that the pandemic ought not be expected to bring 
about comprehensive change within the international system 
in the short run. Still, the inadequate response of regional 
and international organizations to the pandemic shook 
the foundations of idealist and functionalist approaches to 
international cooperation. In other words, the inability of 
regional and international systems to solve various problems, 
including security, counter-terrorism and environmental 
protection, has been reaffirmed in the area of healthcare. In 
this sense, failure to support international efforts to address 
existing and potential problems will doom national attempts in 
all security sectors to failure at the global level.
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Based on this view, the coronavirus pandemic is believed 
to have aggravated the global shortage of leadership. The lack of 
a global player taking initiative to address regional or global 
challenges, coupled with the ineffectiveness of existing actors, 
will cause global problems to worsen over time. This situation 
is closely related to the pre-pandemic debate over Westlessness. 
The initial three months of the pandemic, however, established 
that the problem extends well beyond the scope of that debate. 
After all, Western countries, too, are encountering the same 
problems as all the rest.

The inaction/inadequacy of global players who would 
be expected to take initiative and lead international efforts is 
creating a power vacuum within the international system. In 
this sense, room to maneuver has opened up for new actors 
at the global and regional levels. Nations with the potential to 
fill said power vacuum will most likely have had some level of 
success in their responses to the pandemic. As such, Turkey is 
among the most likely candidates to make effective use of this 
window of opportunity and fill the power vacuum. After all, 
states tend to address their problems first by relying on their 
own capabilities, and second through bilateral partnerships 
instead of turning to institutional mechanisms to which they 
belong or which they lead.

Turkey’s successful crisis management, coupled with 
its diplomatic activities and bilateral humanitarian relief 
efforts, amount to a success story. Telling that story in the 
international arena more actively and effectively would make 
positive contributions to Turkey’s soft power. A discursive 
framework is needed to complement those activities and 
place Turkey in an advantageous post-pandemic position in a 
political sense beyond soft power. In this sense, it would be 
meaningful and important for Turkey to keep strengthening 
bilateral cooperation mechanisms, empower existing regional 
cooperation mechanisms, lead efforts toward establishing 
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new mechanisms and present alternatives to the existing 
international system as part of its critique.

Strategically speaking, the healthcare sector appears to 
have become an important component of the security sector. 
In this sense, continued support for the domestic production 
of advanced medical equipment and medical supplies even 
after the pandemic ends, as in the case of the Turkish defense 
industry, will be an important part of national efforts and a 
significant foreign policy tool. Furthermore, healthcare is 
expected to become part and parcel of border security for all 
countries.

In connection with this development, national 
governments will presumably adhere to more rigid migration 
policies in light of the coronavirus pandemic. Such decisions 
are likely to impact irregular migrants and foreign nationals 
residing in relevant countries disproportionately. It is also 
possible that the adoption of more rigid migration policies 
will find support among other institutions and domestic 
populations to result in a fresh uptick in xenophobia. Likewise, 
Islamophobia, which goes hand in hand with xenophobia and 
deliberately targets Muslims, can be expected to become more 
widespread. Under the circumstances, attacks against Muslim 
communities in Europe, China and especially India could 
make headlines less frequently or tend to be ignored altogether. 
Therefore, Turkey could strengthen its moral standing and 
reap benefits by leading the charge against Islamophobic 
movements within the Organization of Islamic Cooperation 
and other international organizations.

In this new period, under the coronavirus 
pandemic’s influence, national contributions to international 
organizations, including United Nations specialized agencies, 
are likely to decrease due to national-level economic troubles. 
As such, Turkey can play a more active role in the international 
organizations that it deems strategically important, and ensure 
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the appointment of Turkish executives to those organizations’ 
management as a way to maximize its prestige and political 
influence.

Due to the coronavirus pandemic’s negative impact on 
national economies, financially or politically fragile countries 
will experience economic hardship, increasing their need 
for support from the International Monetary Fund (IMF) 
and other international organizations. Therefore, it would 
strengthen Turkey’s hand in the medium and long run by 
offering additional logistical support, including humanitarian 
assistance, and make available loans to strategically important 
countries in North Africa, the Horn of Africa, sub-Saharan 
Africa and the Balkans under more favorable terms than the 
Fund.

Last but not least, keeping in mind the impact of 
human mobility on the coronavirus pandemic’s emergence 
and spread, nations around the world are likely to adopt more 
rigid visa regimes in the future. In this sense, they are likely to 
take additional precautions to limit human mobility, such as 
requiring visitors to submit medical reports, vaccination cards 
and blood samples. Turkey, whose visa policy has been relatively 
flexible to date (despite reserving the right to reciprocate), 
could take certain additional measures. That Turkey can take 
such steps with relative ease compared to its competitors will 
reinforce its role as an attractive destination for tourism and 
business trips.

Finally, to stress this point one more time, the 
coronavirus is unlikely to exert any serious influence on the 
international system in the short run. Still, its developments 
will inevitably impact the international system in various ways. 
By closely monitoring those impacts, some of which have been 
discussed above, and making effective use of new windows of 
opportunity, Turkey can diversify its foreign policy options and 
tools.



There seems to be a near-consensus that the coronavirus 
pandemic represents the single greatest threat to impact 
the whole world since WWII. Today, as the virus 

continues to spread rapidly and remains to be fully contained, 
the resulting material and non-material damage has reached 
such high levels that the existing international community’s 
actors, institutions and values have turned out to be rather 
inadequate in the face of such serious challenges. Judging 
by the loss of human lives, as well as the economic collapse 
and diplomatic crises caused by the pandemic, it would be 
unsurprising for this process to largely transform inter-state 
and global relations at the empirical level—although how that 
change will occur remains unclear.
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One wonders whether nothing will remain the same 
and if major changes will occur vis-à-vis international relations 
theories at the theoretical, as at the empirical, level, once the 
coronavirus pandemic is contained. If such changes could 
occur at the theoretical level, in what direction and to what 
extent are they likely to take place? The purpose of this brief 
essay is to search for answers to those questions.

First of all, it is necessary to point out that changes at the 
theoretical level are always possible—yet, generally speaking, 
highly unlikely. In The Structure of Scientific Revolutions 
(Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1962), the great thinker 
Thomas Kuhn explained not just how changes of this nature 
occur, but also how difficult they really are. Nowadays, epistemic 
communities within the discipline of International Relations 
(IR), as in all scientific disciplines, have emerged at the local, 
national and global levels. Yet global epistemic communities 
are able to exert more influence over epistemic communities 
at other levels. The members of such epistemic communities, 
theorists and practitioners alike maintain that theoretical 
approaches that reflect the dominant paradigm are more useful 
and better able to explain phenomena than other approaches. 
As such, paradigmatic approaches remain dominant until 
and unless their opinions and beliefs change. During such 
periods, which Kuhn calls normal science, it is highly unlikely 
for a marginal(ized) or altogether novel theoretical approach 
to become elevated to the status of paradigm. If and when 
influential theorists, experts and practitioners within epistemic 
communities begin to concede that the paradigmatic theories 
fail to account for phenomena and to lose faith in the core 
assumptions of those paradigmatic theories, it then becomes 
possible for paradigmatic theoretical approaches to undergo 
major revisions or to lose their dominant positions to other 
theories.

Looking at the comments that influential theorists and 
experts within the discipline of International Relations have 
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made in certain academic publications, in newspapers and on 
social media during the coronavirus pandemic, it is possible 
to observe that the vast majority of such individuals—quite 
unsurprisingly—have made the case that developments at 
the empirical level have indeed proved them right instead of 
questioning the adequacy of the theoretical frameworks that 
they have adopted for a long time. Advocates of the political 
realist theoretical approach stress that globalization, which 
emerged out of utopian approaches and undermined the nation 
state, was responsible for the failure to combat the coronavirus 
pandemic and argue that the nation state will regain its past 
strength (Stephen M. Walt, “A World Less Open, Prosperous 
and Free,” Foreign Policy). Supporters of this view maintain 
that a new world order, in which only strong states can survive, 
will emerge as nation states consolidate their position as the 
main actors in international relations. Likewise, followers of 
the liberal IR theory posit that only by further strengthening 
international cooperation mechanisms and further globalizing 
liberal values can humanity cope with pandemic threats 
more effectively (Joseph S. Nye, “American Power Will Need 
a New Strategy,” Foreign Policy). Advocates of this approach 
underscore that non-liberal theories not only fail to account 
for problems originating in the coronavirus pandemic but 
also inform policy decisions that actually aggravate those 
problems. In the meantime, many critical theorists of IR 
find political realist and liberal approaches unable to explain 
underlying structural problems, prophesizing that there can be 
no sustainable solution unless those approaches are eliminated 
altogether (Juan Laborda, “The Coronavirus and the End of 
Neo-Liberalism,” Brave New Europe). Those who support this 
view do not present any concrete and applicable solutions and 
instead argue that lasting solutions will emerge themselves 
once certain comprehensive and structural changes take place.

Those recent debates inform us that international 
relations theorists, experts and practitioners are more likely 
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to double down on their long-standing assumptions and 
conceptualizations even after the coronavirus pandemic is 
contained. The inability of existing theories to conceptualize 
the coronavirus pandemic and similar phenomena, however, 
is becoming increasingly clear. People around the world, who 
experience some level of panic in the face of a threat against 
their own health and existence, whether or not they belong in 
the epistemic community of IR, are increasingly vocal about 
the inadequacy of existing theoretical approaches. Although 
they cannot seem to conceptualize their views in a systematic 
fashion, those ordinary people believe that conclusions based on 
IR theories represent superficial generalizations that objectify 
humans—rather than addressing the ontological realities that 
they themselves experience.

Ordinary people living in the United States and China, 
in regional powers such as Russia and the United Kingdom, 
and in countries like Italy and Spain, which are still members 
of the European Union, all judge the explanatory powers and 
relevance of existing IR theories by the extent to which they can 
intimately appreciate their own human tragedies. In this sense, 
they demand that the capacity of their countries of citizenship to 
protect public health be increased, call for the strengthening of 
healthcare cooperation mechanisms between states, and want 
existing international institutions to undergo comprehensive 
reforms in order to become more human-centered. At the end 
of the day, all ordinary people, whether theorists or not, believe 
that each existing approach to international relations offers 
some meaningful insights, yet do not find any single theoretical 
approach adequate.

If the relevant theoretical approaches can find a way 
to make sense of the seemingly unrealistic, contradictory and 
inapplicable expectations of this group of ordinary people, 
which happens to include theorists and experts within the 
discipline of IR, they can elevate themselves to the status of 
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paradigm. Whether IR theorists and experts identify the 
nation state, the global markets or social class and identity as 
the fundamental unit of international relations, depending on 
their own theoretical approaches, they could make their views 
more meaningful and relevant after the coronavirus pandemic 
by adopting the fundamental assumption that humans as an 
ontological state of existence—regardless of their language, 
religious affiliation, ethnic background and gender—are 
the most basic units of all human relationships, including 
international relations.

In conclusion, one could argue that major changes in 
International Relations theories will remain unlikely after the 
coronavirus pandemic is contained. Yet certain minor revisions 
are probable. If the paradigmatic theories of IR, which has been 
around for a full century, can manage to appeal to humans, as 
a state of ontological existence that they have marginalized and 
disciplined until today, and speak to humans across the world 
after the coronavirus pandemic, they could make significant 
contributions to the discipline’s claim to be considered a real 
social science.



Whereas independent and sovereign states have 
conventionally been the basic, founding units of 
the modern system of international relations, which 

dates back to 1648, non-state actors, too, emerged as legitimate 
players in the international arena in the twentieth century. In 
the post-Cold War period, when globalization became multi-
dimensional and interdependence among states and peoples 
deepened, international organizations grew in terms of their 
number, diversity and activities to become an integral part of 
the system of ‘global governance.’

The true role of international organizations in the 
conduct of international relations, including the making and 
implementation of political decisions, has always been the 
subject of fierce debate among International Relations theorists. 
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The conventional view, realism, does not consider international 
organizations genuine actors due to their lack of sovereignty, 
whereas liberals, as supporters of globalization, attach special 
importance to such institutions for the preservation of peace, 
order and stability. Structuralists (Marxists), in turn, view 
international organizations as institutions looking out for the 
interests of capital and powerholders, rather than independent 
units. Either way, organizations such as the United Nations, the 
International Monetary Fund, the World Bank, the European 
Union and NATO are essential and unignorable components 
of today’s global system. Indeed, their critics tend to seek to 
reform such institutions and make them more representative 
to ensure that they can play a more active role in promoting 
world peace and order, instead of eliminating them altogether.

Coronavirus, Crisis Management and International 
Organizations

Unfortunately, international organizations, including 
the United Nations and others, have a less than strong 
(even poor) track record for preventing, responding to and 
managing political, economic, security and humanitarian 
crises—including the COVID-19 pandemic. The main reason 
behind this phenomenon, as the realists note, is the inability 
of international organizations to act independently of the 
interests of the great powers that constitute them. Although 
international organizations can reach decisions and take 
action swiftly and effectively regarding issues on which there 
is political consensus among the great powers, they become 
crippled if there are conflicts of interest and political views are at 
odds. Likewise, international institutions become more active 
at times of crisis if and when the most powerful players in the 
international arena (i.e. hegemonic powers or superpowers) 
assume political leadership in line with their might.

The work of UN specialized agencies, too, is subject 
to the same political processes, hence their lack of success in 

COVID-19 and the Role of International Institutions
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the face of global crises. In truth, despite all the talk about 
globalization and the increasing visibility of international 
institutions, people turn to the legitimate political leadership 
of their country, rather than the UN, NATO, the IMF or the 
World Health Organization (WHO) during crises.

Such institutions have limited active response capabilities 
(except know-how sharing, issuing alerts, coordinating 
humanitarian and medical aid by states and non-governmental 
organizations) to respond to worldwide pandemics. After 
all, they lack independent sources of income and depend on 
contributions, donations and cooperation from member states. 
In this regard, administrators of specialized agencies engage in 
diplomatic efforts to secure great powers’ support and seek to 
receive donations from wealthy corporations.

The United Nations did not hold any high-level political 
consultation meetings regarding the COVID-19 outbreak—
although meetings were held at the level of its relatively 
bureaucratic specialized agencies. Some political experts called 
on the UN Security Council to pass a binding resolution to 
promote active cooperation and information sharing among 
nation states to combat the pandemic. However, there is no 
indication that the UNSC views pandemics as a security threat 
akin to the fight against terrorism. Instead, the pandemic was/
is largely considered a public health challenge and therefore 
part of the WHO’s mandate. The UN Secretary General’s only 
serious initiative regarding the COVID-19 pandemic, with the 
support of some 70 countries, was to urge parties to violent 
conflicts around the world to declare a ceasefire and halt their 
military operations. It was within this framework that Saudi 
Arabia announced a cessation of hostilities in Yemen.

Observations and Conclusion

It seems today that every single political speech starts 
with the statement that nothing will be the same again and 
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that a new world order will be established after the COVID-19 
pandemic. What follows those statements are acts of political 
imagination that contradict each other. The fact that states tried 
to help themselves and were compelled to rely on their own 
resources and capabilities to fight the COVID-19 pandemic 
further weakened people’s confidence in international 
institutions. The financial, economic and, by extension, social 
crises, which started in 2008 in Europe, the United States 
and other core capitalist centers, had already fueled populist-
nationalist movements and created a political wave rooted in 
xenophobia, Islamophobia and anti-globalization. Especially 
since Donald Trump’s victory in the 2016 U.S. presidential 
election, the United States has turned to isolationism and 
populism—as it did in the interwar period. The U.S. president, 
whose country owes its hegemonic position to the so-called 
liberal international order, told the UN General Assembly in 
2018 that he hated the ideology of globalization and claimed 
that patriotism would trump globalization in 2019. After all, 
globalization came to serve the interests of rising powers, 
starting with China.

Since Trump won the 2016 election with the motto 
“America First,” the world is faced with a politically nationalist 
and economically protectionist America. Although he stresses 
the importance of leader-to-leader diplomacy to solve problems 
and engage in negotiations, Trump remains highly skeptical 
of institutions like the UN, NATO and the European Union, 
and unhappy with institutional multilateralism. By contrast, 
countries like China, Germany, India and Turkey, that owe their 
economic growth and welfare to global trade, tend to embrace 
multilateralism. The same nations called for international 
cooperation and solidarity to address the COVID-19 
pandemic’s humanitarian consequences. Notwithstanding 
existing problems, they maintain that international institutions 
ought to be strengthened and made more just and effective in 
terms of representation.

COVID-19 and the Role of International Institutions
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To summarize, the rising tide of nationalism in the 
United States, the United Kingdom and European countries 
will continue to weaken the role of international institutions 
within the global order in the wake of the COVID-19 pandemic. 
Still, from the perspective of pro-globalization states, efforts to 
reform and preserve institutions as well as redefine their roles 
and duties will be expedited.

As nationalist movements in Europe and the United 
States grow stronger at the expense of liberal perspectives, 
it seems unlikely that the West will develop political and 
economic projects that will inspire humanity, as it suffers 
from a lack of inspiring visions and philosophies to move 
the new world forward. Today, the president of the United 
States is neither Woodrow Wilson, the father of the Fourteen 
Points and the architect of the League of Nations, nor Franklin 
Delano Roosevelt, who issued the Atlantic Charter at the 
height of World War II and, in cooperation with Russia and 
the United Kingdom, laid the groundwork for the United 
Nations. Likewise, Europe no longer has visionary leaders like 
Jean Monnet, Winston Churchill, Robert Schuman, Alcide 
de Gasperi and Konrad Adenauer, who designed the political 
foundations of today’s United Europe. As such, even though a 
realist-diplomat like Henry Kissinger is calling on Westerners 
to return to multilateralism, the West is unlikely to rediscover 
that spirit unless the virus outbreak inflicts extraordinary 
damage on humanity in many great waves.

A more realistic scenario is that players like China 
will continue to increase their influence over international 
organizations’ decision-making bodies and policy decisions 
at a time when the Western world is preoccupied with its 
deepening internal problems. We must remember, however, 
that countries like China and Russia will only deem such 
organizations valuable if those bodies serve their own national 
interests. Turkey must maintain its relationship with both 
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worlds on equal footing, as it continues to engage existing 
institutions at all levels and, at the same time, stick to its policy, 
which is based on justice and representation politically, human 
solidarity and sharing morally, and win-win opportunities in 
an economic and commercial sense, by complementing it with 
a holistic vision and a reformist attitude. As the crisis rages on, 
Turkey must prioritize leader-to-leader diplomacy, including 
contacts and exchanges with the great powers’ leaders, to 
promote shared policies to end the humanitarian crisis and 
shape the post-crisis future. Last but not least, Turkey, as a 
rising power and a responsible actor in the international arena, 
should continue to respond positively to requests for assistance 
from all its political, trade and economic partners, with which 
it enjoys close relations, to the best of its ability.

COVID-19 and the Role of International Institutions



The COVID-19 pandemic’s most significant impact with 
regard to the military has been a global contraction of defense 
economies. According to studies analyzing the correlation 
between pandemics and macroeconomic parameters, global 
pandemics throughout history have had negative effects on 
national economies that lasted decades.

Pessimistic forecasts indicate that economic recovery 
will continue until the first quarter of 2023 in the United 
States, the third quarter of 2023 for the Euro zone, and the first 
quarter of 2021 for the People’s Republic of China (McKinsey 
& Company). Under those circumstances, a decline in public 
spending—especially military expenditure—will be inevitable. 
Indeed, initial assessments show that the U.S. defense budget 
will experience between $350 billion and $600 billion worth 
of cuts over the next decade (RAND Corporation). Similar 
budget cuts cannot be avoided in all countries experiencing 
economic slowdown.
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European defense economies in particular and, by 
extension, their combat capacities are expected to witness very 
serious setbacks. After all, some European states had already 
been compelled to reduce their military spending by up to 
30 percent in light of the 2008–2009 financial crisis. Indeed, 
the armed forces of EU member states have been in serious 
decline in terms of combat readiness and inventory since the 
2000s. Between 1999 and 2018, there was a 78% decline in the 
number of main battle tanks, a 49% drop in combat aircraft, a 
66% decrease in attack helicopters and a 32% decline in frigates 
and destroyers available to EU member states (Sophia Becker 
vd., DGAP).

The COVID-19-related economic slowdown represents 
two fundamental risks for the global defense ecosystem. The 
first problem relates to the current state of defense industry 
giants. Many manufacturers, including Boeing, Airbus and 
MBDA, have already temporarily halted their production. The 
second and more serious risk relates to small- and medium-
sized actors. Such companies, which are particularly vulnerable 
to crises, represent critical components of production chains in 
tech-intensive areas such as artificial intelligence and human-
machine interaction.

The final point on defense economies is the decline 
in oil prices. Among hydrocarbon economies, the Russian 
Federation, which accounts for 21% of the global defense 
supply (2015–2019), and the Gulf States, including Saudi 
Arabia, which takes credit for 12% of the global arms imports 
(2015–2019), deserve close attention.

Uncertainty Surrounding International Defense Project 
Supply Chains

The supply chains of many high-cost projects, which 
require significant technological investment, such as fifth- and 
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sixth-generation military aircraft, have become international. 
For example, the F-35 project’s supply chain extends from 
the United States to Europe and Japan. Project Tempest, the 
United Kingdom’s sixth-generation combat aircraft, continues 
in the UK with contributions from Sweden and Italy. Another 
European sixth-generation combat aircraft program brings 
together France, Germany and Spain. It may be impossible for 
those projects to continue based on their original activity and 
business plans for the next couple of years.

Following the COVID-19 pandemic, international 
supply chains will continue to encounter a certain level of 
uncertainty. On the one hand, the contraction of defense 
economies will require mid-sized nations, in particular, to 
engage in military cooperation. On the other hand, it will 
become harder to protect large-scale production networks.

Increasing Importance of the Biosecurity Agenda

In the wake of the COVID-19 pandemic, the discipline 
of biosecurity is expected to gain importance. Three main 
tendencies are significant within this framework. Primarily, 
humanity’s progress with regard to biomedical research, bio-
technologies and molecular biology enable the use of pathogens 
for military purposes by states and non-state actors. Past lab 
experiments—such as the 2001 development of a vaccine-
resistant strain of the variola virus, which causes smallpox, and 
the 2002 chemical synthesis of the polio virus by scientists— 
established how dangerous technological development could 
be in hostile hands (Gregory, D. Koblentz, International 
Security).

The second trend is the emergence of previously 
unseen infectious diseases and the revival of certain known 
infections due to ecological imbalance. SARS, which falls into 
that category, affected some 8,000 people in close to thirty 
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countries in the early 2000s, claiming 774 victims. Finally, 
globalization makes the situation infinitely more complex. 
SARS emerged in China in 2003, spread to five countries 
within the first 24 hours and reached 20 countries over the 
following two months (Gregory, D. Koblentz, International 
Security). COVID-19, by contrast, spread much more rapidly 
and widely. To summarize, states ought to be expected to be 
extremely active in the area of biosecurity in the future. What 
kinds of developments this outcome will trigger regarding the 
non-proliferation of biological weapons, the weakest link in 
international disarmaments regimes, is a subject that requires 
serious attention.

The COVID-19 pandemic entails a heightened risk 
of fragile or failed states. In particular, Turkey, as a neighbor 
of the Middle East, must prepare for years of instability and 
humanitarian crises. In the near and medium terms, the 
country’s national defense planning must be completed with an 
eye on the possibility that the supply chains of certain critically 
important systems and sub-systems could face disruptions, 
and that there may be a potential decline in defense spending. 
Due to the rising number of its forward military bases in recent 
years, Turkey must more closely monitor not just the threat of 
infectious diseases at home but also the bio-risk environment in 
its military-strategic areas of interest. As such, the development 
of medical intelligence (MEDINT) capabilities and their 
inclusion in military base planning are absolutely necessary.

Post-COVID-19 Global Security and the State of Defense



The coronavirus pandemic established yet again the 
vital role and importance of intelligence in all areas 
that relate to states and societies, from global security 

to human health. COVID-19 highlighted that the duties and 
responsibilities of national intelligence organizations were not 
limited to the traditional domains of security and counter-
terrorism, and showed that they must develop capabilities 
to work on issues related to public health and their medical 
and social aspects. Surely enough, intelligence organizations 
are fundamentally expected to raise awareness about an 
extremely broad range of risks and threats in advance and to 
present decision makers with options/alternatives to increase 
their level of preparedness. In this sense, the COVID-19 
crisis revealed the need to be more proficient and active vis-
à-vis all forms of intelligence gathering, and heralded the rise 
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of medical intelligence. To explain this issue in concrete and 
accessible terms, the following sections provide examples of the 
various types of intelligence collection during the coronavirus 
pandemic.

Human Intelligence

During the COVID-19 pandemic, everyone—patients 
and their relatives, doctors, medical workers, the media, 
politicians, academics, scientists and pharmaceutical and 
medical equipment companies—emerged as intelligence 
generators. In this regard, real-time, data-driven human 
intelligence, which can be obtained from real persons against 
patients hiding their test results and decision makers keeping 
national and international audiences in the dark about the real 
scope and severity of the threat, is of critical importance. One 
of the most obvious examples was an Iranian nurse posting a 
video on YouTube to tell the world that the situation in Iran 
was far worse than official statements. Likewise, it has been 
possible to learn about shortages of medical supplies and poor 
working conditions at hospitals, among other things, in the 
United Kingdom, France, Italy and the United States thanks to 
human intelligence.

Open Source Intelligence

Both traditional media channels and social media 
platforms have been widely used during the coronavirus 
pandemic. In this regard, open source intelligence is 
particularly significant for the real-time and momentary flow 
of information. However, the intensity, inopportuneness, 
uncontrollability and irregulability of open source intelligence 
must be kept in mind. As such, the main concern is to locate 
real-time, complete, accurate and actionable information—
rather than merely to access data. Here, one must underline the 
point that it is difficult, time-consuming and labor-intensive to 
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sort out disinformation and manipulative data from the stream 
of data.

Geo-spatial and Technical Intelligence

Certain types of intelligence collection undergo constant 
change and transformation due to scientific and technological 
developments, incorporating new scientific disciplines to 
expand and diversify. It is clear that the coronavirus pandemic 
calls for proficiency in and exploitation of technological and 
technical sources of intelligence. For example, Israel’s ability 
to make apps available to its citizens in the earliest days of 
the coronavirus crisis indicates its accumulation of such 
capabilities; an Israeli app called HaMagen (Shield) used the 
Israeli health ministry’s data sets as a point of reference to trace 
COVID-19 patients back in time and establish where they had 
been. Such smart phone apps, however, entail certain security 
risks for private citizens and the state. For example, an app that 
Israel’s domestic intelligence service, Shin Bet, used to monitor 
and track the coronavirus came under criticism for violating 
the population’s civil rights. At the same time, such smart phone 
apps do not operate in a single country. Their simultaneous use 
in multiple countries creates security loopholes and facilitates 
their use for unintended purposes.

Social Media Intelligence

Social media platforms represent the easiest and fastest 
way of communicating and exchanging information today. 
A number of social media platforms, including WhatsApp, 
YouTube, Twitter and Instagram, serve as a source of 
information and a communication channel for individuals, 
groups, communities and official and private institutions 
and organizations. It is important to note, however, that such 
channels often facilitate open source intelligence, and even 
non-public media are not 100% secure. For example, when the 
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coronavirus pandemic initially started in Turkey, a number 
of doctored official documents and audibly manipulated 
videos were shared on social media to spread fear and panic 
among citizens. Indeed, Health Minister Fahrettin Koca had 
to repeatedly warn the population against taking such content 
seriously.

Cyber Intelligence

The coronavirus pandemic resulted in major changes 
in a range of areas, including politics, diplomacy, trade and 
education, due to its speed and global reach. We are witnessing 
a time period in which heads of state participate in video 
conferences online, trade is centered around websites, the 
bureaucracy functions over computers, and education is 
offered via television or the internet. From the perspective of 
secrecy and security, this situation causes serious fragility and 
vulnerabilities. For example, a conversation or correspondence 
between heads of state could possibly be intercepted with 
greater ease. Industrial espionage, likewise, could become 
more commonplace. Again, the privacy of individuals and 
communities could be subject to infringement. For instance, 
Zoom, which was extremely popular in the initial days of 
the coronavirus pandemic, has since been discredited for a 
number of reasons, including credit card theft, and has been 
banned by some governments, organizations and companies. 
In addition to countries like Japan and Taiwan, Google and 
other companies have prohibited or restricted the use of Zoom. 

It is also important to note that a cyber intelligence 
war broke out between various states during the coronavirus 
pandemic for propaganda and disinformation purposes. As a 
matter of fact, the coronavirus crisis has become a new front 
in the long-standing political, trade and propaganda wars 
between China and Taiwan, and China and the United States. 
As a result, Taiwan and the United States have repeatedly 
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accused China of carrying out cyber attacks and engaging in 
cyber war for the purpose of undermining the fight against the 
coronavirus and stealing or corrupting data.

Medical Intelligence

Medical intelligence represents uncharted territory for 
Turkey in theory and practice. This concept, which the United 
States originally used during WWII, maintained its role and 
significance within the context of Operation Infektion, which 
made its mark on the Cold War period. In the simplest possible 
terms, medical intelligence refers to the analysis, collection 
and assessment of global public health threats and problems, 
foreign medical capacities, infectious diseases, environmental 
health risks and nationally and militarily significant biomedical 
and biotechnological developments.

There is no doubt that the COVID-19 crisis contains 
valuable data for the literature of medicine as well as for 
security and intelligence. After all, the coronavirus promises to 
raise awareness about the importance of medical intelligence 
all around the world—not just among leading intelligence 
services. The main question here is to facilitate communication 
and interaction between two distinct scientific disciplines: 
intelligence and medicine. In other words, the ultimate 
problem is to eliminate interdisciplinary walls. For this 
purpose, intelligence organizations must engage in very close 
dialogue and cooperation with the medical community. The 
point here is not that intelligence officials should meddle in the 
medical community’s functioning, but rather that they should 
use newly-available information to map the risks and threats 
associated with matters of national and global public health, 
and help decision makers become aware of emerging trends 
in advance to facilitate the development of precautionary 
measures and preparatory processes.



95

As a final example that reveals the risk and threat 
scale of COVID-19 as it relates to economic intelligence and 
industrial and medical espionage, Professor Charles Lieber, 
who chaired Harvard University’s Chemistry and Chemical 
Biology Department, and two Boston-based Chinese 
researchers, Yanqing Ye and Zaosong Zheng, were arrested and 
charged with sharing their biological research, conducted with 
funding from the National Institutes of Health (NIH) and the 
Department of Defense (DOD), with the Chinese government. 
These unrelated cases attest to the intensity of economic, 
industrial and medical espionage activities. This situation 
demonstrates the need for analysts specializing in medical 
intelligence as well as the healthcare sector and marketplace, 
and skilled in industry intelligence and counter-espionage.

To  conclude, the  COVID-19     pandemic has 
demonstrated yet again the importance of developing 
intelligence collection capabilities and other aspects of 
intelligence. There is no question that not only intelligence 
collection but also political, military, economic, social, 
transportation, communication, scientific and technical 
intelligence deserve attention. 
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The discipline of security studies views infectious diseases 
as a threat. It assesses that states and non-state actors, i.e. 
terrorists, can start pandemics in labs by weaponizing 

viruses. Another prediction is that pandemics can break out 
and spread among humans by themselves under the right 
conditions. Indeed, powerful armies tend to have Chemical, 
Biological, Radiological, and Nuclear (CBRN) units, schools 
and equipment at their disposal.

Pandemics make an unmistakable impact on public 
health, the economy, social and political conditions, public 
order and social psychology. As the coronavirus established, 
pandemics have a large-scale and sequentially destructive 
impact. They pose a direct threat to state, societal and 
individual security. At the same time, pandemics can exert 
negative influence on economic activities, collapse social 
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security systems, disrupt public order and result in looting, 
street protests and widespread social unrest. 

In this sense, the coronavirus pandemic has obviously 
had a negative multiplier effect on security, among other areas. 
It is possible to divide its impacts into two categories. First, 
there is the need to revise one’s sense of security and decision-
making processes. Second, the state security apparatus needs 
to review its ability to cope with the threat’s direct and indirect 
impacts.

A Changing Sense of Security

The coronavirus pandemic demonstrated yet again 
the difficulty of predicting the future, and established that the 
area of security is full of surprises. Indeed, the latest pandemic 
proved that existing approaches, norms and decision-making 
processes, along with institutions and preparations regarding 
security predictions and risk assessments were inadequate all 
over the world. As such, decision makers, society, academia 
and public institutions must learn from this crisis and shift 
their focus/make new additions to minimize the damage next 
time.

As a matter of fact, a new active threat has been added 
to governments’ list of threats—alongside state and non-
state actors. It undermines public health, causes long-term 
economic, social and psychological problems, disrupts public 
order and, in the medium term, negatively impacts all aspects 
of life. As efforts to contain the virus take time and the death 
toll rises, economic and social activities slow down—which 
has the potential to trigger radical social and political reactions 
down the road. It is indeed a fact that major political, economic 
and social overturns tend to have a negative impact on existing 
ways of doing politics and the search for solutions by fueling 
reactions and radicalization.

The Coronavirus Pandemic as a National Security Issue
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The single most complicated aspect of this problem 
isn’t the threat’s definition itself, but the fact that it is defined 
with references to its deeply impactful and fear-inducing 
consequences. Countries that manage to stay on their feet in this 
environment, in which psychological resilience matters greatly, 
or adopt asymmetrical measures as a strategy will fare better 
than others, as terrorist and criminal organizations could view 
such developments as an opportunity to destroy or establish 
control over the state. Indeed, threats akin to the coronavirus 
have a more severe impact on sovereign states compared to 
terrorist and criminal organizations with their network-like 
structures. After all, the threat prevents the state from living up 
to its responsibilities vis-à-vis the population and represents 
a cross-border problem that cannot be solved with national 
measures. Therefore, the existing approaches, organizational 
models and equipment may fail to address this problem in the 
short run. In this regard, the fight against the pandemic is not 
only a matter of medical mobilization but also a serious effort 
to conduct public relations and enforce public order. Success, 
by extension, hinges on the readiness and effectiveness of the 
state’s security apparatus.

The Pandemic’s Impact on Security Organizations

Turkey’s security forces—namely the Turkish Armed 
Forces; law enforcement agencies like the Turkish National 
Police, the Gendarmerie and the Coast Guard; and the 
National Intelligence Organization—stand to be impacted 
by the coronavirus pandemic in different ways. However, the 
institutions in question ought to develop a common approach, 
define shared norms and cooperate with the relevant medical 
authorities to establish the severity of the security threat 
and develop a response strategy. To make this point more 
clearly, it is necessary to analyze COVID-19’s security impact 
under three headings: precautions for security organizations, 
reorganization and reassessment, and hybrid threats and 
adaptability.
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Precautions for Security Organizations

The coronavirus pandemic’s multiplier effect falls 
short of altering Turkey’s existing security perceptions, risks 
and political objectives. In other words, the country’s security 
organizations will resume their operations at home and abroad. 
To prevent the loss of personnel and capacity, however, they 
must take necessary precautions against the coronavirus and 
similar threats. Yet those precautions are not independent of 
other developments within Turkey in areas and environments 
where officials carry out their duties.

Reorganization and (Re)assessment 

Security and intelligence units will need to revise 
their thinking and will require re-organization to carry out 
their duties well and effectively in the face of the coronavirus 
pandemic and similar threats. The following factors should be 
taken into consideration in this regard: 

• Changes in operational theaters, approaches, norms 
and equipment. Additional financial costs.

• In the area of intelligence, problems with intelligence 
collection. Changes in analysis and risks. The rise of medical 
intelligence.

• Taking necessary steps to ensure the safety of personnel 
and their family members.

• With regard to logistics, states should focus on 
procuring counter-pandemic equipment, ensuring that 
citizens have access to necessities for hygiene and maintaining 
food security. Vital medical equipment should be classified as 
strategic production ensured by the domestic defense industry.

The Coronavirus Pandemic as a National Security Issue
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• A reassessment of duties, service and settlement at 
barracks, law enforcement facilities, planes and boats, other 
bases, at home and abroad, with an eye on the coronavirus 
pandemic.

• A re-organization of the security forces’ healthcare 
services.

• A revision of training programs and awareness-
raising. Strengthening the CBRN school within the Turkish 
Armed Forces to transform it into an academic center where 
personnel from all state institutions can train together, develop 
a shared approach, analyze problems from an inter-disciplinary 
perspective and devise necessary strategies.

Hybrid Threats, Adaptability

A reassessment of hybrid threats, including terrorism, 
peacekeeping, public order, irregular migration, border 
security, human trafficking, solidarity after natural disasters 
and propaganda targeting the public order. Keeping in mind 
that the security forces are required to be among the people, 
due to the nature of their missions, new tactics and strategies 
must be devised.

In conclusion, the coronavirus pandemic is not just a 
public health emergency but also a direct and indirect security 
threat. The pandemic calls for awareness-raising and readiness 
to adapt to changing circumstances, create lasting and active 
structures and devise new norms in all areas, including security.



The coronavirus, or COVID-19, pandemic that started 
in China in late 2019 before becoming a global 
phenomenon, is expected to entail comprehensive 

changes in international security structures. In this regard, 
there is a heated debate over the post-coronavirus world akin to 
the discussions about the post-9/11 era after the September 11, 
2001 terror attacks. To analyze the multidimensional impact 
of those developments on security policies, it is necessary to 
identify and assess post-coronavirus trends in global security.

Failure of Global Leadership and International Organizations 

International organizations failed the global public 
opinion’s legitimate expectations during the latest global 
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pandemic. As products of the post-WWII period, those bodies 
are known to have performed poorly during post-Cold War 
crises in Bosnia, Syria and elsewhere. As such, the global 
expectation was related to the coronavirus pandemic’s very 
nature—rather than rooted in the institutions’ history. Indeed, 
the coronavirus pandemic represents a problem of human 
security as well as a global public health emergency. In the face 
of the pandemic’s spread, international organizations, starting 
with the United Nations and the European Union, met the 
demands of their members too late and only to a limited extent. 
Those inadequacies could be expected to amplify existing calls 
for a comprehensive reform of the United Nations, including 
the UN Security Council. The United Nations could also adopt 
the Turkish-backed global representation agenda at the Security 
Council and add global pandemics to its existing list of threats. 
Indeed, a fresh public debate started over precautions against 
the coronavirus pandemic’s second wave even before the 
initial infections came to end. Nor is the present coronavirus 
pandemic likely to be the last such emergency. For this purpose, 
all global and regional international organizations should best 
be prepared.

At the regional level, there is no unity left within the 
European Union. The organization’s members not only failed to 
assist each other but also suspended the freedom of movement 
that they had pledged under the Schengen Agreement, and 
competed against each other to confiscate each other’s medical 
supplies. Mauro Ferrari, the president of the European Research 
Council’s Scientific Council, resigned to protest the European 
Union’s failures. Italian politician Matteo Salvini called on his 
country to leave the European Union, which refused to help 
Italy in its time of need in no uncertain terms. To summarize, 
it is highly likely that Italy, like the United Kingdom, will 
take steps to leave the European Union, possibly marking the 
beginning of the end for the organization. That and similar 
developments could trigger serious changes in the transatlantic 
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region, where Italy plays an important role as part of NATO, as 
well as in the Mediterranean, the Middle East and North Africa 
(MENA).

Wars and Warriors Will Change in the Post-Coronavirus 
Period

Just as the international security architecture entered a 
period of transformation after 9/11, based on the discourse of a 
global war on terror, so too could a global transformation take 
place after the coronavirus pandemic. Notwithstanding the 
ongoing debate as to whether the coronavirus was the (deliberate 
or accidental) product of biological warfare, there will be state 
and non-state actors eager to exploit its global potential. This 
change, which could impact hybrid war practices that require 
the interactive use of those actors for political purposes, won’t 
be confined to the nature of war. Thus the pandemic could 
lead to a comprehensive transformation of warring state and 
non-state actors. Along with states, international organizations 
with security roles, such as the United Nations, the European 
Union, NATO and the Shanghai Cooperation Organization, 
and various cross-border terrorist and criminal organizations 
will feel the impact of such changes. To summarize, the 
coronavirus accelerated the transition from hybrid wars to 
hybrid partnerships, under which cooperation, competition 
and the occasional and limited use of violence coexist. For 
example, Italy, one of the hardest-hit European countries, 
received little support from the European Union—even though 
Italy is a founding member of that organization—and China, 
Russia and Turkey instead delivered medical supplies there. 
That those countries, which do not see eye-to-eye with Italy on 
Libya, NATO or the Eastern Mediterranean, took such steps 
hints at the transformation in the making.



The Post-COVID-19 Global System: Old Problems, New Trends104

The Weaponization of Biology, Psychology and Information 
Will Continue at Greater Speed

As the coronavirus spread globally, the initial public 
debate broke out between observers who alleged the agent to be 
the product of a preparation for biological warfare, and others 
who argued that a ‘natural’ mutation had created the virus. Even 
though no clear answer has yet emerged, there is no guarantee 
that a similar emergency won’t occur in the future—especially 
now that its global impact has been proven. In this regard, the 
coronavirus’s impact is similar to Mehmed the Conqueror 
proving that cannons could destroy city walls. It has become 
clear that biological weapons, formerly a popular weapon of 
mass destruction among countries with limited means (and 
that couldn’t have nuclear weapons), have global potential. In 
this sense, the ship has sailed. Another ship that sailed was the 
struggle over global public opinion. That war was fought with 
a range of weapons including misinformation, disinformation 
and perception operations. In the post-coronavirus world, it 
would be best to prepare for security-centered escalations and 
risks in pandemics of global manipulation.

Coronavirus-Related Opportunities (!) for Terrorists and 
Deepening Global Distrust

When it comes to security, cross-border threats against 
state actors could create a window of opportunity for terrorists. 
Likewise, the coronavirus outbreak’s transformation into a 
global pandemic entails a heightened risk of asymmetrical 
activities. Moving forward, a broad range of threats—from 
direct assaults on security forces, which have been unusually 
busy due to coronavirus precautions, to attacks on pandemic 
hospitals, along with the potential use of various agents as 
biological weapons—should be expected.
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Post-Coronavirus Remedies: Damage Control, Crisis 
Management, Social Resilience

At a time when absolute victory in war is harder to 
attain, the coronavirus is likely to prolong and add to the 
difficulty of winning. There is no shortage of people acting 
like the passengers aboard the sinking Titanic, who turned 
against each other instead of offering mutual aid. Under the 
circumstances, global terrorism and wars are likely to continue 
despite the global and deadly coronavirus pandemic underway. 
Furthermore, the pandemic adds to the risk that players will 
pursue asymmetrical, game-changing advantages, using a 
weapon of mass destruction like the coronavirus, with its 
massive perception potential. Instead of waiting for miracles, 
the right approach is to start planning a way out of the current 
crisis with the least possible amount of damage. Although 
this game’s winners won’t be decorated with medals, serious 
economic, political and ultimately security gaps will inevitably 
emerge.

Just as computer specialists find themselves on the 
front line during cyber attacks, the coronavirus pandemic 
brought medical professionals and scientists to the forefront of 
the struggle. The world is going through a period of prolonged 
global crisis. In light of this situation, it is clear that security 
depends on more than military precautions—a view that 
became popular after the 9/11 attacks—and instead calls for 
new capabilities. Those capabilities include effective crisis 
management for policymakers and social resilience for the 
population. The coordinated management of all those counter-
measures will play a defining role in the post-coronavirus 
period’s comprehensive security policies.



The COVID-19 pandemic, which shook the very 
foundations of the global political economy, did not just 
cause a crisis in the healthcare sector. The pandemic’s 

economic and geopolitical repercussions kicked off a debate 
over whether the global hierarchy of states and international 
institutions could be subject to change. The most interesting 
aspect of this bio-economic crisis is its potential to resolve 
the pre-existing conflict’s dynamics. The high likelihood of 
that potential development stems from its ability to drive 
the contemporary transformation, which controls chains 
of production and consumption, and is based on digital 
technology, which changes the way of conducting business, 
into the heart of daily life.
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It is increasingly clear that the countries that can 
generate instruments like artificial intelligence, robotics, 
5G technologies, big data and Industry 4.0—that became 
an inalienable part of our lives thanks to the COVID-19 
pandemic—will shape the global political economy as victors 
in this fiercely competitive arena. Moving forward, it will be 
impossible to rise through the global ranks of states without 
a labor force that makes creative contributions to new ways of 
conducting business.

It is also clear that the economic slowdown caused by the 
pandemic affected wealthy and poor countries differently. The 
decline in commodity prices decreased the income of African 
exporters of relevant products. Africa, which the pandemic has 
affected relatively mildly to date, has suffered the most serious 
economic consequences. Due to the worsening economic 
situation especially in urban areas, Nigeria, an oil producer, 
applied for an IMF loan, reserved for developing nations, to 
cope with its mounting debt.

Could China be among the shapers of the new world 
order? The global economic giant survived the pandemic 
quickly. The Chinese government responded to the December 
2019 coronavirus outbreak in Wuhan with harsh restrictive 
measures, including a shutdown of its assembly lines and a total 
lockdown. To address suppliers’ grievances, it introduced tax 
breaks for small and medium-sized enterprises, the country’s 
main job creators, and lowered the interest rate on credits and 
deferred loan payments. China’s choice of a strict response 
to the coronavirus pandemic reflects its unique economic 
structure.

That economic structure, however, stands in the way 
of China’s emergence as a shaper of global power. Leveraging 
its status as a source of cheap labor in the world and short of 
a blue-water navy, Beijing lacks the economic infrastructure 
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to impose a new order amid global power struggles and its 
existing infrastructure cannot survive prolonged sanctions—as 
the recent trade war established. Although China harmonized 
its internal and external foreign direct investments through an 
import and export regime, its economic infrastructure, along 
with the nature of the sequence of its corporate sector and 
production chains, serves as an impediment before Beijing’s 
rise to global hegemony despite the Belt and Road Initiative. 
If anything, the coronavirus pandemic could place China’s 
global position at risk, as the country’s economic growth rate 
is expected to drop to 2 percent, the ongoing trade war with 
the United States puts pressure on the Chinese economy, and 
its high debt stock takes a toll on its competitive edge—which 
China acquired through labor-intensive techniques.

In this sense, the Belt and Road Initiative could slow 
down or undergo certain revisions to make it less ambitious. 
The use of new technologies in transportation and logistics 
networks and e-trade will only be possible in an environment 
where salaries come under pressure and social disorder spreads. 
In light of those realities, China’s relationship with the world 
will be less ambitious, less aggressive and more informed by 
domestic factors. At the same time, the country will compete 
against alternative silk road projects by certain countries in its 
backyard, including Indonesia, Australia, New Zealand and 
India. It would be reasonable to expect China to hold onto its 
pre-COVID-19 accomplishments and adopt softer policies for 
that purpose.

The European Union, in turn, encountered the 
COVID-19 pandemic during a serious crisis. The rise of 
nationalism under migratory pressures, the neoliberal turn 
away from social welfare, privatization, deregulation and 
rising unemployment—along with the gilets jaunes in France 
and post-2008 austerity measures in peripheral countries 
like Greece, Portugal, Italy and Spain—posed a financial and 



109

ideological challenge to the Union’s original design. Britain’s 
departure from the European Union and the imposition of 
travel restrictions between Germany and France, too, raised 
serious questions about the organization’s future.

France, Italy and Spain, whose debt exceeds their 
annual GDP, called on the European Union to issue joint 
bonds. At their April 8, 2020 meeting in Brussels, the EU’s 
finance ministers could not formulate a joint policy to fight the 
pandemic. The lack of a collective economic policy has long 
been considered a driving force behind the 2008 crisis’ severe 
impact on the European Union. The latest pandemic revealed 
the continuing difficulty of formulating a collective response.

The simultaneous slowdown of supply chains and 
demand due to China’s restrictive measures to combat the 
pandemic took a toll on global trade, lowering the price of raw 
materials and petroleum. Countries like Iran and Venezuela, 
which depend on oil revenue amid international sanctions, 
have been negatively affected by dropping oil prices. At the 
same time, the price of oil fueled competition between Russia 
and Saudi Arabia.

It will take time for countries like Iran, the United Arab 
Emirates, Saudi Arabia and Russia, which have been negatively 
affected by the decline in oil prices, to become less influential 
in conflict zones such as Yemen, Syria and Libya. The recent 
ceasefire in Yemen was the first sign to support this view. 
Israel’s request for medical aid from Turkey, too, indicates that 
existing coalitions in the Gulf and the Eastern Mediterranean 
will give way to new quests for partnership. The serious 
transition from fossil fuels to renewable energy undermines 
the alliance between Israel, Egypt and Saudi Arabia. Yet this 
trend alone cannot account for the entire situation. At a time 
when petroleum companies become gradually unable to 
operate, alliances rooted in cost-benefit calculations are no 
longer sustainable.

Geopolitical Reflections of the Dynamics of Global Economic Transformation
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The United States experienced the pandemic most 
severely. Unlike China, it became clear that the American 
economy and healthcare system would not allow a complete 
shutdown and this, by extension, would result in a higher 
number of casualties. That realization, however, cannot and 
must not be deemed proof of Washington’s imminent loss of 
importance in post-COVID-19 global geopolitics. The United 
States resorted to liquidity expansion amid low inflation and 
low interest rates in order to keep fighting the pandemic—
which will contribute to the growth of idle capital. This 
liquidity expansion, which will boost capital accumulation, 
will encourage the corporate sector, which is searching for 
profitable areas in which to invest, to try innovative enterprises. 
U.S.-based global companies will seek to incorporate the new 
world’s technological transformation, emphasis on renewable 
energy, robots, artificial intelligence and digital chips into their 
flexible ways of conducting business in an attempt to preserve 
their global advantages.

To expect the Western world to respond to those 
trends by taking an isolationist turn and adopting nationalist-
protectionist policies could be misleading in attempts to identify 
the determinants of future global tensions and competition. 
The policy of strengthening the middle classes will result in a 
cooldown of relations with China, which has lost its advantage 
of cheap labor, as technological updates, facilitated by and 
marketed with renewable energy, will determine the strategies 
of the United States and the Western world regarding Russia, 
the European Union and the Middle East.



The COVID-19 pandemic has impacted the entire 
world and humanity in almost all areas. It seems that 
its impact will continue in the coming years. This piece 

focuses on COVID-19’s influence over technology, business 
life and, by extension, international relations. Although this 
article analyzes the current situation to offer a perspective 
for the future, it is important to keep in mind that many of 
these predictions may require revision due to the multitude of 
uncontrollable variables.

The Supply Chain

The pandemic initially impacted supply chains most 
severely. Designed as cross-border and truly global networks, 
supply chains stopped working due to a decline in China’s 
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production capacity and, later, an increase in demand as the 
virus hit Western countries. Many companies, which operate 
in a range of sectors including food, textiles and electronics, 
have already started designing new supply chains in order to 
diversify their resources geographically and, if possible, identify 
local alternatives. For example, some U.S. companies began to 
relocate part of their production from China to Vietnam and 
stepped up local purchases. Although imagining a future with 
complete independence from China, which accounts for 30 
percent of global production, remains unrealistic, any amount 
of decline in that country’s share will result in serious activity 
in alternative locations and in the West’s domestic production 
economy. Turkey, whose textile industry in particular has a 
significant capacity, could seize fresh opportunities in this area 
at the expense of China and other Asian countries as Europe’s 
natural supplier.

Production with External Sources

The Western world uses China as a proxy in many areas, 
including production, biotechnology, electronics and software 
development. Although China has faced serious accusations of 
espionage in recent years, Western governments have proved 
less than enthusiastic to sever commercial and economic ties 
between multinational corporations and China. The West’s 
failure to respond to the COVID-19 pandemic quickly enough 
with regard to the production of medical equipment enabled 
states to become more interventionist in the short and long 
run vis-à-vis many areas that they had long handed over to 
private companies. In other words, many private companies 
will be compelled to work harder to benefit Western countries 
when they have to choose between their strategic relationships 
with the West, where they actually operate and make profits, 
and their commercial interests in China. Moving forward, we 
will witness an increase in the West’s share in production as 
China attempts to make up for its lost market share by turning 
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to other countries, over which it has come to exert significant 
economic influence in recent years.

Work Habits and Practices

Our social habits, which the pandemic has transformed, 
will inevitably make an impact on business life. The pandemic 
established that many white-collar workers can operate 
independently of location, whereas blue-collar workers find 
themselves at risk in terms of personal health and economic 
well-being due to the nature of their work. By extension, states 
may expand social welfare programs to mitigate risks affecting 
their citizens, as the production and service sectors redouble 
their automation efforts. It is possible to predict that city 
centers will face lower population and traffic pressure, as more 
and more employees work from their homes. Obviously, those 
developments could lower the share of metropolitan areas 
within the economy and add to the countryside’s importance.

The Energy Sector

The decline in production rapidly lowered the already 
dropping price of hydrocarbon energy resources. Although 
that decline will stop as soon as the production economy 
starts operating anew, it is possible to predict that the price of 
hydrocarbons won’t reach the price levels that oil producers 
had targeted in the medium run due to changing consumption 
habits and a decline in demand due the loss of revenue among 
the working classes. The dropping cost of petroleum and 
natural gas, however, will reduce investments in renewable 
energy resources. Therefore, one could argue that low oil 
prices are likely to have a negative impact on climate change 
and global warming. Independently of all other developments, 
energy-dependent countries, like Turkey, stand to benefit from 
the low cost of energy.
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Consumption Habits

As supply chains move away from China and turn to 
other locations and local sources, there will be price increases 
in the West due to rising production costs. One way or another, 
rapid consumption will give way to durable consumer products.

There will be numerous such examples in technology 
and business life. The bottom line is that production will shift 
toward the Western world to create a new global economy 
that excludes China as much as possible. Especially where the 
interests of states contradict the private sector’s interests, this 
transformation won’t be easy. However, the state, which seized 
extraordinary powers during the pandemic, will presumably 
use those powers to facilitate this transformation.

Conclusion

It is possible to draw parallels between the COVID-19 
pandemic, whose economic and social impact has been similar 
to the aftermath of the Great Depression, and the Cold War 
years, which followed World War II, in terms of international 
relations. In this regard, our predictions are as follows:

• Bigger and more interventionist governments.
• Strong national and central institutions. (For example, 

contrary to popular belief, it is possible to expect the European 
Union to learn from its mistakes during the COVID-19 
pandemic to adopt new regulations and evolve into a federal 
structure with a stronger emphasis on centralization.)

• The strengthening of the social state. (That the idea of 
universal income has been debated and widely supported, even 
in places like the United States, supports that view.)

• A new Cold War between China and the West, with 
the United States at the center. (The main area of contention 
in this period will be economics and technological espionage 
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rather than defense and intelligence.)
• Rapid and massive economic growth in the Western 

world, akin to but not on par with that of the 1950s.

Turkey will have to answer the following question in 
the post-COVID-19 world and against the backdrop of this 
new Cold War: In this new economic order, will Turkey be a 
reliable partner to the West, and especially Europe, as its main 
external supplier in the areas of technology and production; or 
will it become a consumption market for the Chinese economy 
by becoming part of China’s new economic pact? There is no 
reason why Turkey should not make the right decision, as long 
as we can answer that question with an eye toward helping our 
national economy generate more prosperity and an emphasis 
on production. Turkey certainly stands to be one of the world’s 
most significant and critical players in the post-COVID-19 
period.



An analysis of violent conflicts in the post-World War 
II world reveals that violence peaked in four distinct 
periods. In the 1960s, decolonization in Africa and 

Southeast Asia triggered various violent conflicts. In the 
immediate aftermath of the Cold War, ethnic, religious and 
tribal conflicts took place in the international system, resulting 
in casualties in the early 1990s. In light of the September 
11, 2001 terror attacks, the United States invaded Iraq and 
Afghanistan with reference to the war on terror, starting a 
period of instability and conflict in and around those countries. 
Another period of global escalation followed the Arab Revolts. 
Upon closer examination, it becomes clear that violence was 
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limited to regional conflicts during those periods and the great 
powers refrained from directly participating in hot conflicts. 
The 9/11 terror attacks represented the only major assault 
against the main axis of world politics. Even though the Al 
Qaeda and Daesh attacks targeted Western capitals, the global 
war on terror largely took place in non-Western territory.

A general examination of world politics since WWII 
reveals a lack of encompassing waves of instability—akin to 
the first and second World Wars, the Great Depression of 1929 
and the Spanish flu of 1918—that directly affected the world’s 
leading nations. The United States, European nations, Russia 
and China participated in fierce competition during the Cold 
War, yet there were no violent conflict in their territories or 
among them. Those players managed to keep hot conflicts 
away from their borders by competing against each other 
through proxies or on neutral ground. In contrast, political and 
economic uncertainty, which will deepen in world politics after 
the coronavirus outbreak, stands to increase the likelihood of 
direct confrontation between those state actors.

The 2008–2009 financial crisis directly influenced and 
destabilized the heart of global economies. In this regard, the 
2008 shock had a lasting impact. That crisis, however, was 
largely contained due to the precautions taken by the United 
States and leading European economies as well as coordinated 
steps by other members of the G20. Especially in the West, 
the economic fallout triggered the rise of far-right, far-left and 
populist political movements. Although those developments 
unleashed a wave of uncertainty in Western politics, they did 
not result in any direct or indirect comprehensive conflicts. 
Social polarization, however, undermined those countries’ 
societal resilience and political unity. The Western countries’ 
inability to reach consensus on key political areas was among 
the underlying factors behind their failure to respond to the 
coronavirus pandemic effectively.

The Coronavirus and the Dynamics of Global Conflict
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The coronavirus pandemic’s impact on global conflicts 
could presumably be more significant than other crises in 
the post-WWII period. There are several reasons behind this 
assessment: This crisis directly targeted the main axis of world 
politics and the global economy. In other words, Europe, 
North America and China will survive this crisis—but with 
severe damage. The pandemic, which started as a public health 
emergency, will initially impact national economies and proceed 
to influence the domain of politics. As such, the pandemic is 
expected to have a more severe impact on Western politics 
than the 2008 financial crisis. During this period, mainstream 
players in the Western political arena will undergo certain 
transformations, as actors that cannot adapt to the changing 
circumstances will leave the stage of politics altogether. In 
Europe and the United States, the consensus between the state, 
society and economic players, which promoted stability, is 
likely to experience structural change. The post-2008 political 
and social polarization might further deepen to trigger fresh 
waves of protest and revolt.

Economic instability and the collapse of markets in 
Europe, the United States and elsewhere stand to have political 
repercussions. Tensions over rising unemployment and income 
inequality may trigger protests and violence in European cities 
and the United States. The wave of protests, which began 
with the gilets jaunes movement in France, could further 
expand and spread to other cities and countries due to rising 
unemployment, poverty and economic uncertainty. Unless 
existing risks can be managed properly, a deep economic and 
political depression could occur at the center of world politics 
and the global economy. That depression might spill over to 
other regions as well.

There are certain mechanisms in world politics 
that reduce or prevent global conflicts. Those mechanisms 
include international organizations and unions, such as the 
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United Nations, the European Union, the G-8, the G-20 and 
the Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe 
(OSCE), as well as international norms and rules, commercial 
and financial interactions that promote shared interests among 
nations and the vision of hegemonic or international leadership. 
Such mechanisms and processes played an important role in the 
prevention and resolution of international conflicts after WWII. 
Although additional processes and mechanisms could be added 
to the above list, those are the basic, agreed-upon elements. 
The aforementioned mechanisms had been weakening for 
some time. The inability of international institutions to prevent 
international conflicts and the ineffectiveness of international 
organizations, including the European Union, the United 
Nations and the World Health Organization (WHO), against 
recent crises had significantly eroded trust in international law 
and norms. That the United States under Donald Trump, and 
the European Union, whose members cannot seem to agree on 
anything, fail to play any type of constructive leadership role 
makes the prevention of conflicts less likely. The government 
in Beijing, by contrast, seems more eager to assume leadership. 
Although China’s seeming success in largely containing the 
pandemic represents an advantage for Beijing, there are notable 
questions surrounding that government’s level of transparency. 
At the same time, the possibility of a second wave serves as a 
source of uncertainty for China, as elsewhere.

Taking a comprehensive look at the situation, there 
are negative developments underway that could trigger fresh 
conflicts in world politics. The mechanisms and processes 
intended to counter-balance such conflict dynamics and 
contribute to the peaceful resolution of disagreements, in turn, 
are gradually weakening. The concrete and net effects of that 
change could occur in the future as more conflicts break out. 
To make matters worse, those conflicts are likely to occur at 
the center, rather than the periphery, of world politics and the 
global economy.

The Coronavirus and the Dynamics of Global Conflict
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Another expected change in world politics is that the 
global balance of power will tilt toward China. That power shift 
had been visibly taking place over the last decade. Indeed, China 
had been taking more confident—and, compared to previous 
periods, more provocative—steps in the international arena. 
The coronavirus pandemic is widely expected to expedite that 
shift. Moving forward, there is a relatively low possibility that 
China will isolate itself from the outside world. Global power 
shifts tend to be tense and even violent. Moving forward, there 
could be more intense competition between China and the 
United States in the South China Sea, Africa and some other 
parts of the world—which could further intensify due to the 
involvement of other parties. At a time when China faces 
accusations over and is held responsible for the coronavirus 
pandemic, anti-Chinese sentiment is likely to increase in 
many countries. How China will respond to the measures of 
containment and exclusion that are likely to result from such 
sentiments will determine the likelihood of violent conflict. 
Beijing may choose to contribute to the global economic 
recovery by offering development aid to other nations, take 
an isolationist turn, or step up its competition with the United 
States and the West. At this point, the main determinant of 
China’s attitude will be the approaches of the U.S. and Europe 
to that country. The United States will attempt to slow down or 
prevent the shift of global power to China. This approach will 
fuel tensions between China and the United States in critical 
areas.

Another development that increases the likelihood 
of conflict in world politics is the worsening vulnerability of 
already weak and fragile states due to the pandemic. Many 
countries experiencing internal conflicts, including Iraq, 
Lebanon, Afghanistan, Syria, Libya, the Democratic Republic 
of the Congo, Somalia and Malawi, along with the Central 
American states, are ill-equipped to cope with this crisis in 
terms of infrastructure and state capacity. This situation will 
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render those countries, already plagued by violence, even more 
fragile. Their failure to deal with pandemics and other crises, 
in turn, will translate into fresh human tragedy and new waves 
of migration. It could prove impossible to provide healthcare 
services, ensure food security and meet basic needs in those 
countries. Under those circumstances, fresh waves of protest 
and conflict are likely, and may result in mass casualties.

In terms of its long-term impact, the COVID-19 
pandemic is expected to be more influential than all global 
crises since WWII. We are faced with an encompassing crisis in 
terms of its geographical scope as well as its global and ultimate 
impact. The main reason behind such pessimism regarding 
this crisis is the multi-layered nature of its geographical reach 
and potential consequences. The current lack of solidarity and 
coordination among the chief international players will make 
it harder to solve pressing problems.

The Coronavirus and the Dynamics of Global Conflict



When the coronavirus pandemic crippled and slowed 
down the entire world, the Middle East was already 
knee-deep in civil wars and related power struggles. 

Although we have heard little about those official and unofficial 
civil wars lately, due to the coronavirus pandemic, there is no 
doubt that COVID-19 will have serious economic, political 
and military repercussions for the region. First of all, how 
much longer Iran, one of the hardest hit countries, can sustain 
its proxy wars is under scrutiny as of April 2020. If official 
numbers are indeed accurate, other countries in the region 
have not suffered as severely as Iran during the pandemic. 
Nonetheless, OPEC members in the Middle East and North 
Africa are deeply concerned about the waning global demand 
for petroleum and the decline in oil prices due to tensions 
between Saudi Arabia and Russia. The coronavirus pandemic 
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will also result in a decline in tourism revenues—including 
religious tourism. The mobilization of economic resources for 
the purpose of regime security could discourage the relevant 
countries from waging cross-border proxy wars. Indeed, Saudi 
Arabia declared a unilateral ceasefire in Yemen just two weeks 
after the pandemic started.

It is possible to argue that Israel faces a similar challenge. 
Although Tel Aviv is experiencing certain problems due to 
the coronavirus outbreak, the expectation that the Trump 
administration will use its economic and political resources 
within the United States to win the upcoming election will 
have a profound impact on Israel. That decision could make 
it harder for Israel to focus on its military investments during 
this period of temporary and mandatory isolation. At the very 
least, the country will have to choose between bread and bullets 
as desperately needed healthcare reforms result in a division of 
resources.

To be clear, it is entirely possible to make the opposite 
argument when it comes to the Middle East. After all, armed 
conflicts rage on in Syria and Libya—though less intensely. 
In truth, it is possible to draw parallels between the current 
situation in the region and the so-called Phony War during 
WWII. From the perspective of warring parties in the Middle 
East, the fight against COVID-19 clearly takes a back seat to the 
struggle on the battlefield. The powers, which either participate 
in or feel the impact of proxy wars in the region, are fully aware 
that the power struggle is far from over and that this is merely 
a brief intermission. They are reviewing their fortifications and 
making plans to fill the potential power vacuums that could 
emerge due to the pandemic.

Some fundamental issues in the region, however, appear 
to have been shelved due to the COVID-19 pandemic. The 
United States, which hoped to end the disagreement between 

What Will COVID-19 Change in the Middle East?
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Palestine and Israel by imposing an arbitrary deal of the century 
on the region, is too busy preserving global stability to throw 
its weight behind that plan. Likewise, anti-government protests 
in Iraq and Lebanon, whose future direction remains unclear, 
came to a screeching halt due to the pandemic. In the Eastern 
Mediterranean, too, military and energy competition gave 
way to news about navies and energy companies leaving the 
field. Clearly, the COVID-19 pandemic wasn’t the only factor 
accelerating that development. The extreme decline in oil 
prices, which resulted from a price war between Saudi Arabia 
and Russia, naturally made the Mediterranean’s hydrocarbon 
reserves less attractive in the eyes of many Western companies. 
All those signs point to the fact that outside powers have 
temporarily halted their policy of reshaping the region. Like 
the Phony War between regional powers, however, that process 
of taking a step back is merely temporary.

Turkey had made significant accomplishments in 
northern Syria, Libya and the Eastern Mediterranean before 
the region began to feel the coronavirus’ impact. If Turkey can 
stick to those accomplishments during this phony war and 
survive the pandemic with less damage than its competitors, 
it will have a significant advantage as the region is reshaped 
after the crisis. It would not be wrong to predict that the pre-
coronavirus power struggle in the Middle East will resume 
once the pandemic’s impact wears off. There are several 
factors supporting this claim: First of all, regional powers’ 
geopolitical and geoeconomic objectives in the Middle 
East have not changed. Some of those objectives empower 
revisionist players, minor actors with revisionist dreams and 
non-state terrorist entities. Ankara has repeatedly explained 
to the relevant parties how those revisionist illusions hurt 
the region, but Turkey’s calls for regional cooperation during 
the coronavirus pandemic received no response from other 
regional actors—except good wishes. This fact suggests that 
regional players remain concerned about power. Second, the 
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competing cooperation blocs, which were active in the region 
prior to the coronavirus outbreak (supporters of the United 
States and Israel versus the Russia-Iran-centered bloc), have 
not terminated their activities. Moreover, regional actors 
have been unable to adopt a joint policy of cooperation to 
contain the pandemic. Although mutual concerns over the 
possibility of infections due to geographical proximity resulted 
in technical cooperation in some limited areas, as in Israel, 
the West Bank and the Gaza Strip, it seems unlikely that it 
will spill over to other areas in the absence of major changes 
in interests and identity politics. To summarize, the conflict of 
interests in the Middle East remains intact; the reasons behind 
the parties’ campaigns haven’t changed; healthcare-oriented 
cooperation is still temporary and mostly exclusive—with the 
notable exception of Turkey, whose medical and humanitarian 
diplomacy was not exclusive and represented a call for regional 
cooperation.

Will the Great Powers/Outsiders Return to the Region?

The great powers will be compelled to deal with their 
domestic issues, such as economic contraction, for some time 
after the coronavirus outbreak subsides. As such, the United 
States, whose withdrawal (or lack thereof) was the subject of a 
prolonged debate before the pandemic, is likely to become less 
visible in the Middle East. That, however, does not necessarily 
mean that the United States has given up on its plans for the 
region. Indeed, the Trump administration has been trying to 
reduce its military footprint in Iraq, while remaining committed 
to supporting the Democratic Union Party (PYD) in northern 
Syria. Another factor that renders the great powers less visible 
in the Middle East today is the coronavirus outbreak’s negative 
impact on their overseas powers. Both the United States and 
France have been concerned about the spread of COVID-19 on 
their aircraft carriers.

What Will COVID-19 Change in the Middle East?
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Although those concerns are rarely aired publicly, the 
same goes for Russia. To make matters worse, Moscow has 
other problems than the coronavirus pandemic. The country 
had been finding it hard to allocate financial resources to the 
modernization of its armed forces and energy sector due to 
international sanctions. Temporary remedies regarding the 
price of oil won’t offer much relief to Russia due to waning global 
demand. In short, Moscow’s visibility is unlikely to decrease 
to the tune of the United States, but the Kremlin’s freedom of 
movement in the region could be drastically reduced.

 
The state of European nations is quite obvious. They not 

only performed poorly during the coronavirus pandemic but 
also failed to devise a common policy to promote cooperation 
and solidarity under the European Union’s roof. Europe’s 
Middle East policy, which was geared toward stopping refugees 
and terrorists, thus became meaningless. Death arrived at 
the continent from trade routes—rather than the Middle 
East—and rendered the European Union unable to respond 
to a very concrete threat. The United Kingdom realized that 
it could not easily save itself from Europe’s problems, mainly 
due to its geographic proximity, despite its formal departure 
from the European Union. In the end, the Europeans will be 
preoccupied with their Union’s economic and intellectual 
recovery after the pandemic—if the opportunity presents itself 
at all. This preoccupation will likely result in shelving utopian 
and alienating ideas about reshaping the Eastern Mediterranean 
and the Middle East.

Some observers believe that China, which attempted 
to make inroads into the Middle East through the Belt and 
Road Initiative (BRI), will become more influential in the post-
coronavirus world. I not only disagree with the possibility of a 
shift in the global balance of power toward China but also find 
it unlikely for that country, which stands to feel the negative 
impact of waning global demand, to use the BRI as a platform 
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for medical diplomacy for two reasons: First, the accusations 
against China regarding the coronavirus outbreak, which have 
become more popular among the American people since the 
Trump administration made them, may spread to other parts 
of the world. Second, Turkey—not China—runs medical and 
humanitarian diplomacy most effectively in the region.

Ankara: Ready for the Day After Tomorrow

Since the coronavirus outbreak started, Turkey stepped 
up its soft power to deliver medical supplies to neighboring 
regions, including the Middle East. This development should 
be seen as solid proof of Ankara’s humanitarian diplomacy 
and an initiative intended to warm up regional players to a 
new Turkey-based cooperation bloc in the Mediterranean. 
At the same time, Turkey has been able to preserve its pre-
COVID-19 accomplishments at sea and on land thanks to its 
rational foreign policy to date. In this regard, it was important 
for the Turkish Armed Forces, starting with the navy, to shut 
adversaries and hostile forces out of its maritime jurisdiction 
in the Mediterranean. Experts stress the importance of the 
Turkish navy’s isolation capacity (with minimal contacts with 
land but keeping the navy’s striking power on alert at all times). 
Indeed, we know that the Turkish navy’s combat forces have 
been waiting off the Libyan coast since February 2020.

To summarize, Turkey must keep leading regional 
efforts, take initiatives to promote cooperation in the fight 
against the pandemic, and keep its naval, land and air forces 
on high alert to prepare for the re-escalation of geopolitical 
struggle. If Ankara overcomes the COVID-19 pandemic 
successfully, its rational diplomacy, based on a combination 
of soft and hard power, will turn Turkey into a natural island 
of stability in the region and give it an edge over others. This, 
in turn, could result in the creation of a new, Ankara-based 
cooperation bloc in the Mediterranean, that includes both 
shores.

What Will COVID-19 Change in the Middle East?



As the entire world experiences the coronavirus’ impact, 
thinkers about various aspects of life argue that nothing 
will be the same again. It seems that the pandemic’s 

impact won’t be limited to the healthcare industry but will 
lead to major changes in social, economic and political life. 
Political history teaches us that those changes do not happen 
overnight—that we need to monitor developments over the 
coming years. The same goes for the Middle East.

The Middle East, unlike some other parts of the world, 
was already suffering from high unemployment, a shortage of 
political participation, authoritarian governments, security 
problems and state collapse before the latest virus pandemic. 
The COVID-19 crisis, which seriously challenged even nations 
that were not experiencing such problems, will have rather 
negative repercussions for Middle Eastern countries. State-
society tensions in many regional countries, where the state 
cannot provide basic services, will likely further escalate and 
the existing lack of confidence will deepen. We have entered 
a period in which relatively stable countries, too, stand to 
experience challenges. Other factors that render the situation 
in the Middle East even more difficult include rapid population 
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growth and the resulting unemployment and overpopulation 
in certain areas. The further increase in youth unemployment 
could trigger fresh demonstrations.

The Arab revolts, which kicked off a decade ago, were 
a product of the long-standing authoritarian governments’ 
inability to cope with the 2008–2009 economic crisis’ impact 
on the region. The current crisis, in turn, will have two distinct 
economic repercussions for Middle Eastern states. Oil and 
natural gas producers, such as the Gulf States, Iran, Iraq, 
Libya and Algeria, which largely finance their operations by 
exporting natural resources, are likely to experience serious 
economic hardship due to the decline in oil prices. Others, 
including Egypt, Tunisia, Jordan and Palestine, which lack such 
resources and address their need for foreign currency through 
tourism, remittances and international loans, will face even 
more serious challenges. According to the United Nations, 
some eight million people will fall into poverty due to the latest 
pandemic—which provides some insight into the economic 
challenges ahead. In other words, an economic crisis and, by 
extension, certain social tensions appear to be unavoidable. It 
is highly likely that popular protests, which erupted in Iraq and 
Lebanon before going into hiatus due to the pandemic, will 
spread to other countries in light of the coronavirus crisis.

Ten years after the Arab revolts, the region’s problems 
do not seem to have been resolved. If anything, we witness 
a deepening of those problems in many parts. Since the 
crisis impacts the entire world, other nations will focus on 
themselves. International organizations’ general support 
programs, however, should offer some relief to Middle Eastern 
countries. If Turkey can support those nations, especially by 
contributing to their public service capacities, it will receive 
positive feedback. Moreover, European states will probably 
want to support Middle Eastern governments to avoid a fresh 
wave of migration akin to the population movements that 
uncertainty fueled after the Arab revolts. It is important to 
keep in mind that authoritarian governments in the region 
could attempt to exploit that concern. Building on the general 
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assessment above, let us divide the Middle East into three sub-
regions: North Africa, the Central Middle East and the Gulf to 
analyze potential developments. 

North Africa

Home to some 100 million people, Egypt could 
experience an authoritarian turn as economic challenges 
intensify. The decline in tourism revenue will require Cairo to 
combat poverty rather than political opponents. At the same 
time, the Gulf States, which bankroll Egypt, could gradually 
decrease their support due to a decline in oil prices. To be clear, 
the Gulf States will be willing to keep supporting Egypt due to 
that country’s role in Libya. Moving forward, Cairo’s ongoing 
relationship with the International Monetary Fund (IMF) will 
become even more important for the Egyptian economy and 
social order. Severe economic hardship, however, may result in 
unexpected demonstrations—as in 2019.

As Libya’s existing economic challenges become more 
severe, the lack of state authority may further disturb the local 
population. Maintaining the domestic coherence of the Tripoli 
government is crucial for Turkey. The prospect of additional 
migration could intimidate European states, making them 
more likely to stomach and even support Khalifa Haftar. In 
economically fragile Tunisia, emerging problems may put a 
strain on the democratic process. The IMF has already pledged 
support for Tunisia. Supporting the country, which needs 
to make up for lost tourism revenue, from various sources 
will be important for regional politics, including those of 
Turkey. Although political change, which occurred after the 
popular protests, generated some level of stability in Algeria, 
popular demands continue to mount pressure on the political 
leadership. Confidence in the government is low, as it remains 
in many Middle Eastern countries, and Algeria’s healthcare 
and economic infrastructure remain quite weak. A decline in 
petroleum and natural gas prices could prove challenging for 
Algeria and have a negative impact on Turkish investments in 
that country as well as bilateral trade. Morocco, which entered 
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the crisis with a relatively strong infrastructure, finds itself in a 
better position than other countries.

Central Middle East

In the Central Middle East, Turkey’s neighbor, Syria, 
continues to experience state collapse. In recent months, 
economic hardship has spread in regime-controlled parts of 
the country. The decline in oil prices may result in weaker 
financial support from Iran and Russia, which could translate 
into a decrease in popular loyalty to the regime and an uptick 
in demands for regional autonomy. The possibility of an attack 
against Idlib, which has been relatively stable, represents 
the most serious challenge for Turkey. Attempts by the 
Syrian Democratic Forces (SDF), an affiliate of the terrorist 
organization PKK, with U.S. support are likely to continue. In 
Iraq, where popular protests erupted prior to the pandemic, 
demonstrations are likely to continue after the outbreak. The 
popular demand for the existing order’s replacement is likely 
to grow stronger. The country’s new government will probably 
remain in charge to hold elections, as political divisions intensify 
economic hardship due to a decline in oil revenue. Although 
the Kurdistan Regional Government (KRG) is experiencing 
serious economic problems due to the pandemic, political 
instability in Iraq may revive the debate over independence. 
The level of engagement between the United States and the 
KRG will shape that debate. 

As economic problems deepen in Jordan, preventing 
potential protests and avoiding any type of instability will be 
the top priority for Israel and the Western nations. Israel, which 
encountered the coronavirus crisis more prepared than others 
thanks to its state capacity, may step up its efforts to annex the 
West Bank. The country’s government could impose certain 
legal changes on the Palestinians to exploit their economic 
hardship. In Lebanon, popular protests are likely to continue, 
as the coronavirus crisis worsens the country’s already difficult 
economic situation. Asking the West for support to overcome 
those challenges, Lebanon will be more likely to comply 
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with U.S. and Israeli demands—including in the Eastern 
Mediterranean.

The Gulf

Potential developments in the Gulf region include 
economic hardship due to the decline in oil revenue, tourism 
(for the United Arab Emirates and Saudi Arabia) and airline 
travel. Even if we were to assume those countries to be relatively 
comfortable due to their vast foreign currency reserves, their 
interventionist policies across the region may face challenges 
in the medium and long run. Both Saudi Arabia and the UAE 
are likely to attempt to influence regional politics with their 
existing resources in the short term, but they will be compelled 
to limit their objectives in the medium term. At the same time, 
those countries will be forced to postpone their ambitious 
projects to transform their national economies and social 
structures. 

Iran, which I consider part of the Gulf region, faces 
similar threats. The country will be unwilling to weaken its 
influence over Syria and Iraq, yet its domestic economic 
troubles will likely reduce its support for Hezbollah and other 
proxies, making Iran more likely to enter into negotiations 
on regional matters—especially with the United States and 
Israel. To raise the stakes ahead of such negotiations, however, 
Tehran could take certain steps, such as accelerating its nuclear 
program and escalating tensions in Iraq, Syria and Lebanon. 
The severity of the United States’ own crisis will play a defining 
role in this process. If restrictions on Iran are eased due to the 
crisis, Tehran could find an opportunity to turn the crisis into 
an opportunity.

As the Middle East enters a period of intensifying 
instability, it could witness an uptick in unemployment as 
well as fresh popular protests and new waves of migration. 
Strengthening institutions, which provide basic services to 
citizens, will be important in this period. It is possible that 
states will exploit such steps to become more authoritarian. 
Unfortunately, that atmosphere could lead to fresh crises.



The potential impact of the COVID-19 pandemic, 
which originated in Wuhan, in the People’s Republic of China, 
on the country has been the subject of a prolonged debate in 
the Chinese and international media as well as among Chinese 
and international audiences. It is possible to analyze that debate 
under three categories: the pandemic’s impact on domestic 
politics, the economy and foreign policy.

China’s Domestic Politics

From the perspective of China’s domestic politics, it is 
possible to argue that Xi Jinping’s government has successfully 
overcome the crisis. Although the political impact of crisis-era 
problems will appear will manifest itself more clearly only in the 
post-crisis period, due to the nature of China’s political system, 
the central government managed to uphold its image in the 
public eye. Still, local administrators in certain cities (including 

Kadir TEMİZ
Assistant Professor, Istanbul Şehir University

Keywords
China-U.S. Rivalry, China, Economy

CORONAVIRUS AND CHINA



The Post-COVID-19 Global System: Old Problems, New Trends134

Wuhan), towns and villages have faced considerable backlash. 
Local governments, which were compelled to implement the 
harsh measures taken by the central government as soon as 
the crisis reached the national authorities, found it difficult 
to manage that process. For the central government, public 
criticism does not represent a serious threat to regime security 
as long as it is contained at the local level. In recent days, the 
virus’ weakening impact turned the central government’s 
attention from crisis management to potential post-crisis 
economic troubles. Moving forward, the central government 
could pursue political legitimacy in a more ideologically-
charged domain due to mounting economic problems. In turn, 
this would further promote nationalism and the appeal of 
Chinese-style socialism, which have been on the rise in recent 
years.

The rising number of new infections in Europe and the 
United States after China managed to contain the pandemic 
fueled fresh prejudice and an atmosphere of fear toward 
foreigners among the Chinese population. Foreign nationals 
have been banned from some supermarkets and restaurants 
in major cities. In response to the rising Sinophobia and 
anti-Chinese sentiment around the world, China could use 
rampant nationalism as a trump card on the domestic front. 
If this process continues in the long run, China could return 
to an isolated and domestically-focused political system. 
The country’s 40-year-old reform process could be seriously 
affected by this eventuality.

China’s Economy

The coronavirus crisis is likely to serve as a catalyst 
for certain existing trends in the Chinese economy. For 
example, the claim that the pandemic marked the end of free 
and open globalization, to which China owes its economic 
development, could produce concrete results in light of the 
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crisis. This situation would have a negative impact on China’s 
production networks. A potential shift in the global supply 
chain, especially in tech-intensive sectors, could undermine 
China’s position as the center of global manufacturing—even 
if such a shift does not occur in the short run. This, in turn, 
could expose China’s economic reform process, the backbone 
of its social and political stability, to chronic problems such 
as unemployment, inflation, and budget deficits. Keeping in 
mind the ongoing trade disputes between the United States 
and China, in particular, the current situation could create a 
rupture for the Chinese economy.

Chinese alternatives to globalization, including the 
Belt and Road Initiative (BRI), could encounter problems as 
well. The global perception of the so-called ‘Chinese virus’ 
and scrutiny surrounding China’s approach to government, a 
main factor contributing to the virus pandemic’s spread, could 
seriously discredit the BRI. During this period, China’s offers 
to BRI partners, including uninterrupted trade, investments in 
infrastructure and financial support, could take a serious hit. 
How this process will be managed, however, remains more 
important than its ultimate direction. Like many countries, 
China has launched a strong diplomatic and propaganda 
offensive to ensure that the pandemic’s potential political 
and economic consequences serve its own interests. As such, 
the country is delivering medical equipment and supplies to 
pandemic-stricken countries and taking steps to erase debts, 
especially of smaller nations.

China’s Foreign Policy

During this period, there could be certain deviations 
from the main trends in Chinese foreign policy as well. Keeping 
in mind China’s foreign policy priorities in recent years, the 
debate over Beijing’s role within the international system, 
starting with its relations with the great powers, is likely to 
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become fiercer. Anti-Chinese pessimists, who have been saying 
for years that the country posed a threat to the international 
system, are likely to gain strength as a result of the coronavirus 
pandemic. By contrast, there will be questions about the 
limits of optimistic views, which support China’s integration 
into the international system—or its “peaceful rise.” After 
all, China’s crisis management efforts vis-à-vis international 
organizations, starting with the World Health Organization 
(WHO), and other countries have been largely unsuccessful. 
Beijing’s failure to inform international institutions in a timely 
manner as the virus was just starting to spread resulted in the 
WHO’s failure to declare a pandemic earlier. This delay, in turn, 
made it impossible for countries like Italy, which had recently 
developed close relations with China, to take early precautions.

A key objective of Chinese foreign policy is to ensure 
global economic growth at a stable rate and in line with 
Beijing’s national interests. In the wake of the 2008 global 
financial crisis, China witnessed the limits of its economic 
dependence on the United States and Europe, as well as 
its export-oriented growth model, and began to devise an 
alternative approach to economic growth. Accordingly, China 
unveiled a research and development program (Made in 
China 2025) to end its dependence on Western technology as 
soon as possible, launched a Chinese-controlled international 
development bank due to the overall instability of the global 
financial markets (Asian Infrastructure and Investment Bank) 
and, tapping into its knowhow and capabilities, presented a 
China-centered global development project to underdeveloped 
or developing countries in need of foreign investment and 
financial resources (the Belt and Road Initiative). Those 
processes, which kicked off in 2013 and matured over time, 
all face serious challenges due to the coronavirus crisis. If the 
Chinese economy loses momentum domestically, China’s new 
and alternative globalization drive, a centerpiece of its foreign 
policy, will also suffer setbacks.
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Regional stability is the third priority of China’s foreign 
policy. The element of trust will play an important role in 
China’s neighborhoods—including the nuclear crisis in North 
Korea, the reunification of Korea, the Taiwan question, its 
historical competition with Japan and the related problems 
of territorial integrity and sovereignty disputes in the South 
China Sea. Since the pandemic did not hit East Asia as hard 
as Europe and the United States, anti-Chinese sentiment is 
hardly widespread. However, there are other reasons behind 
opposition to China in the area—including historical friction 
and economic dependency. As such, the current crisis is 
unlikely to cause a structural change in China’s relationship 
with its immediate neighborhood.

Turkey, which made a right move to develop its Asia 
policy in recent years (Asia Anew), must continue to engage 
the continent as part of a broader network of regional 
relationships, rather than consider it a monolithic entity or 
focus on a handful of countries. China could overcome the 
current crisis with less or more power. That could depend 
on China’s crisis management strategy and the isolationist 
versus integrationist attitudes of other countries. Turkey’s 
hedging strategy, or its move to put its eggs in multiple baskets 
during periods of uncertainty in the international arena, has 
been a rational foreign policy move. To uphold this strategy 
of balance, it would be useful to analyze Turkey’s relations 
with China from multiple angles. Provided that China is not 
a vitally important player for Turkey’s political, social and 
economic relations with its immediate neighborhood, this 
crisis won’t have a structural impact on bilateral relations. To 
understand the post-pandemic world order and strengthen its 
position within it, Turkey must closely monitor its relations 
with China as well as China’s relationship with its immediate 
neighborhood and global powers.



Among its many repercussions, the COVID-19 
pandemic will impact human mobility and migration. Keeping 
in mind the links between globalization and human mobility 
with regard to the pandemic, there could be need and demand 
for certain revisions to existing approaches and policies in 
those areas.

Globalization and Human Mobility

One of the defining features of the pre-pandemic 
world was an unprecedented level of human mobility on a 
global scale. Indeed, globalization made it possible for the 
virus outbreak, which started in China, to spread across the 
world with great speed. In an attempt to combat the pandemic, 
national governments imposed restrictions on transportation 
and travel, bringing private international travel to a screeching 
halt compared to the pre-pandemic period. It is safe to assume 
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that this sector will continue to experience the pandemic’s side 
effects for a long time, as governments take additional public 
health precautions and individuals become potentially less 
likely to travel. Although a total closure of borders is obviously 
not expected, human mobility could notably decrease, resulting 
in a reversal of the globalization process.

Impact on Migration Policy

Especially in developed countries, the pandemic has 
been exploited to further anti-immigration and anti-immigrant 
political agendas. For example, the United States has deported 
thousands of asylum seekers who reached the country’s borders 
to apply for asylum in recent weeks without even processing 
their applications in line with anti-pandemic precautions. 
This case demonstrates how the crisis has been exploited to 
circumvent states’ obligations under international law in order 
to combat unwanted immigration. In the near future, developed 
countries can be expected to try and attract immigrants, to the 
extent that they are needed by their economies, whilst stepping 
up their efforts against asylum seekers and irregular migrants.

An Uptick in Anti-Immigrant Public Sentiment

In many societies, the pandemic fueled anti-immigrant 
sentiment and, in some places, resulted in an uptick in 
attacks against immigrants. Immigrants and foreigners 
have been accused of spreading the disease to their hosts in 
developing countries, whereas existing anti-immigrant groups 
in developed nations claim that immigrants are less careful 
about contracting the disease and, by extension, are burdening 
national healthcare systems. Keeping in mind that anti-
immigrant sentiment tends to increase in times of economic 
hardship, it is possible to expect some level of increase in 
opposition to migration globally. This development, in turn, 
could intensify the above-mentioned process of isolation and 
contribute to the reversal of globalization.

The COVID-19 Pandemic and Migration
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Reverse Migration

Although pandemics tend to impact various social 
groups to differing degrees, they affect migrants more severely 
than others. As non-citizens, migrants have limited or no access 
to their host country’s healthcare system. Since the disease 
cannot be detected and patients cannot be isolated and treated 
as the virus spreads, migrants find themselves at greater risk. 
Some countries, including Portugal, granted all immigrants an 
official status, including migrants, refugees and asylum seekers 
with pending applications, and full access to its healthcare 
system. The vast majority of nations, however, do not grant 
such rights to immigrants, arguing that they already find it 
difficult to serve their own citizens. Under such circumstances, 
immigrants in developing countries in particular tend to 
return to their native lands due to economic slowdown and 
lack of access to healthcare services. Immigrants returning 
from Colombia to Venezuela, from Iran and Pakistan to 
Afghanistan and from India to neighboring countries support 
this claim. Moving forward, contracting national economies, 
the reversal of globalization and the rise of isolated economies 
could discourage migration and result in current immigrants 
returning to their native countries in large numbers.

Refugees and Detention Camps

Refugees—specifically those residing in refugee 
camps—are disproportionately affected by the pandemic’s 
negative effects. The vast majority of refugees around the world 
live in developing countries, where tens of thousands of people 
reside together in camps with a shortage of medical services 
and hygiene. As such, refugee camps pose a serious threat 
to their residents and, keeping in mind that refugees could 
accelerate the spread by running in panic, entire societies. 
Likewise, detention centers, where irregular migrants and 
unsuccessful asylum applicants are held, represent a serious 
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source of concern. International organizations, starting 
with the United Nations Refugee Agency (UNHCR) and the 
International Organization for Migration (IOM), call on the 
international community to protect migrants in those camps 
and facilities, to improve their living standards and, if possible, 
ensure their permanent resettlement without delay. This 
process could put pressure on countries around the world to 
promote international cooperation regarding asylum seekers 
and refugees.

Negative Economic Impact on Underdeveloped Source 
Countries

Certain developing countries, whose national economies 
largely depend on external migration and migrant communities 
abroad, are also experiencing the pandemic’s negative side 
effects. The Philippines, Somalia and Mexico, among other 
nations, have been negatively affected, since migration keeps 
their unemployment levels down and remittances significantly 
contribute to their gross national product (GNP). The reasons 
behind this development include economic slowdown, the 
likelihood of migrant workers losing their jobs before others 
due to their lack of skills, and the tendency of migrants, who 
cannot access healthcare services in their host nations, to 
return home. In addition to the pandemic’s economic cost in all 
countries, nations sending migrants elsewhere can be expected 
to experience deeper economic crises in the future.

By contrast, the tendency to benefit from foreign 
medical experts could fuel competition over highly-skilled 
migrants. Some countries have already taken steps to soften 
their immigration policies in order to attract foreign medical 
experts and/or enable immigrants to work in the healthcare 
sector for the purpose of easing their national healthcare 
systems’ burden. The United States, Germany and Spain, 
where migrants with medical skills were required to complete 
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additional coursework prior to employment, already took 
concrete steps to ease those requirements. There are similar 
calls in the United Kingdom. Moving forward, it is possible 
to expect that international competition to attract skilled 
migrants, especially medical workers, will further intensify.

The High Risk of Contagion in Crisis and Conflict Zones

Crisis and conflict zones face an escalated risk of 
contagion. Although the United Nations continues to call for 
a global ceasefire, certain groups seek to escalate violence in 
an attempt to take advantage of national governments’ efforts 
to devote their time and energy to fighting the pandemic. In 
addition to escalating violence, people in conflict zones find 
it harder to protect themselves and witness a decline in their 
ability to access healthcare services. This development, in 
turn, causes many people to relocate to safe areas within their 
respective countries or to go to other countries as refugees.

Continued Irregular Migration

In the Mediterranean and elsewhere, irregular 
migration rages on. Some migrants are compelled to leave their 
native lands due to poor living standards and lack of access to 
healthcare services, whereas others attempt to take advantage 
of national governments’ distraction by the pandemic. 
Host countries, in turn, do everything in their power not to 
admit immigrants and resort to harsh measures behind the 
smokescreen of the pandemic. 



Digital diplomacy has been a highly popular concept for 
a decade. Digitalization and the digital transformation 
impact diplomacy, international relations, the global 

balance of power, geopolitics and the idea of power, along with 
all other sectors. This process of change and transformation 
has already taken an irreversible path. Today, we are faced 
with a viral pandemic that has raised global alarm levels to 
unprecedented heights—a comparably serious situation has 
not shaken the world so violently in a long time. Almost all 
business is currently being conducted remotely, digitally and 
electronically. Under the circumstances, when it comes to 
diplomacy, digital diplomacy attracts notably more interest 
than usual. As the virus spreads, diplomacy, to take a page out 
of the new media playbook, is going viral.

Before tackling the question of digital diplomacy head-
on, it is necessary to get a solid grasp of its background. The 
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COVID-19 pandemic entails new approaches that require 
humanity to reconsider the conditions that gave rise to modern 
society and the existing rules-based world order: policies, ways 
of conducting business, procedures, protocols, relationships 
and orders. The constructive, transformative and defining 
power of the dawning period, dubbed the new normal, deserves 
attention. The coronavirus pandemic may have emerged as a 
public health problem, but it has evolved into a global crisis with 
an impact on nearly all areas. Could the COVID-19 pandemic’s 
impact on social life amount to a new meta-power that leads us 
to the kind of ruptures and systemic transformations observed 
throughout history? Everyone wonders what the answer is and 
how violent that potential rupture could be.

Are we faced with a relatively thematic or limited 
transformation—similar to the reshaping of the world on the 
basis of a securitizing discourse and new definitions of terrorism, 
friends and enemies? Or will there be a regional impact, like that 
of the Arab Spring? Could it be that a transformation, infinitely 
open-ended in terms of its spatial scope and temporality, with 
an influence on all aspects of life awaits us?

As we seek to answer these and similar questions, it is 
necessary to know what we are dealing with. Diplomacy is a 
modern, industrial, global and social concept. It was established 
to allow states to regulate their relations with other states on 
the basis of certain rules and values. Over time, changes vis-
à-vis the idea of (hard) power, which defined and established 
modern diplomacy, gave rise to many disciplines and micro-
specializations.

The emergence of new concepts, including soft power 
and cyber power, resulted in the rise of public diplomacy and 
digital diplomacy as complementary diplomacy. At the same 
time, the practical aspects of diplomacy, with the help of the 
methods and tools of communications that developed due to 
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globalization, came to require areas of practice including the 
management of public spaces and activities, media and social 
cohesion—just as education needs schools; entertainment 
requires cinema, theater, shopping malls and restaurants; 
finance and trade need business centers and banks; sports 
require stadiums and athletic centers, and transportation needs 
airports and train stations.

COVID-19, however, transformed modern media and 
public spaces into some kind of no man’s land due to social 
distancing—a new social norm or social contract. In other 
words, globalization, socialization and capitalism—the leading 
accomplishments of modernity—came to a screeching halt and 
shut down. People distancing themselves from others to defend 
themselves against the viral threat brought social movement, 
trade, politics, entertainment and diplomacy to a standstill. 
Today, life has been largely reduced to scientific (i.e. medical 
data and the fight against the pandemic) and fictional (i.e. the 
new normal) debates.

From this perspective, all questions about the future of 
digital diplomacy are directly linked to the future of diplomacy. 
Yet does everyone mean the same thing by digital diplomacy?

After all, projections and predictions about the future 
of digital diplomacy are closely related to what is meant by 
digital diplomacy. Provided that distance learning and working 
remotely are in vogue like never before, does digital diplomacy 
merely mean diplomacy from a distance? What applications 
and which definition of digital diplomacy could be described 
as conducting diplomacy remotely? Indeed, digital diplomacy, 
seeming to support Nick Bostrom’s simulation hypothesis 
in the days of COVID-19, represents a broader subject that 
appeals to the fiction in the ‘science-fictionalization’—which 
spreads everywhere, as if one were participating in a social 
experiment—and transcends diplomatic relations alone.
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There are both very narrow and broad definitions of 
digital diplomacy. The former view it as controlled by diplomats, 
who engage in that activity through interstate relations 
and digital media, tools and methods. The sharing of texts, 
photographs and video on social media channels available to 
state institutions and foreign ministries, and the publication 
of information on their websites, as well as the digitalization 
of consular services (i.e. e-visas and e-notes) as an additional 
step come to mind. It is difficult to account for Denmark’s 
appointment of an ambassador to the Silicon Valley (dubbed 
techplomacy), America’s Blueprint for the 21st Century, ongoing 
efforts by many foreign ministries on artificial intelligence and 
big data, and the launching of incubation and entrepreneurship 
centers and host hackathons with respect to that narrow 
definition alone. In this regard, it is possible to develop a broad 
definition of digital diplomacy, which includes both ‘digital’ and 
‘diplomacy’ from the standpoint of message, medium, target 
audience, interaction, production and innovation, instead 
of merely the intersection of everything related to the both 
worlds. This continuity within the diplomatic tradition is often 
described as different versions of diplomacy—from Diplomacy 
1.0 to Diplomacy 4.0.

Indeed, the twelve global thinkers, including Joseph 
Nye, Stephen Walt and John Ikenberry, who recently shared 
their views on the post-pandemic world with Foreign Affairs, 
as well as authors like Anne-Marie Slaughter and Yuval Noah 
Harari, whose piece for the Financial Times reflected a more 
technological and deterministic approach, all described 
the future as the domain of “networked,” “quantitative” or 
“algorithmic” governance. In short, the future, as well as 
diplomacy and digital diplomacy, is turning out to be a period 
in which the borders that make us describe ‘digital’ as ‘digital’ 
will begin to disappear. Algorithmic (dis)order increasingly 
emerges as the law of the land. The data-based, location-
tracking mobile and smart technologies that governments 
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used during the COVID-19 pandemic to keep social distance 
(which would have been shocking in the past) will clearly be 
part of every moment in the future.

To summarize, we must seriously think about the 
destructive, autonomous, informatical, algorithmic and 
quantum versions of traditional definitions of power in 
diplomacy, namely hard and soft power, under the new 
normal. The COVID-19 pandemic has significantly digitalized 
the behavior of users, customers, citizens, observers and 
participants. Power, which forms the basis of diplomacy, has 
become more accessible to the masses as a result of technological 
progress. The new normal will play a defining role, whether 
we talk about different approaches to diplomacy and digital 
diplomacy or discuss the future of digital diplomacy’s various 
definitions. 

Everybody seems to agree that COVID-19’s constructive 
and transformative consequences will be closely related to 
digital subjects. Given that even the idea of digital within digital 
diplomacy is in a constant state of flux, COVID-19’s accelerating 
impact will help the broad definition of digital diplomacy 
penetrate the mainstream of international relations. The rise of 
digital diplomacy, with its rapidly expanding definition based 
on informatical-algorithmic order, will continue.
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This book, which the Turkish Foreign Ministry’s Center for Strategic 
Research published amid the global pandemic and the resulting 
uncertainty to shed light on the post-COVID-19 period, features 
the preliminary analyses of leading academics and experts.

The predictions and assessments featured in this volume include 
distinct analyses, with differences and overlaps, regarding the 
post-COVID-19 era. Most important, they take into consideration 
the coronavirus’ reach to discuss its impact on the international 
order from various disciplines and perspectives.

The book analyzes the coronavirus pandemic’s potential 
impact on the international system, post-pandemic trends in 
global politics and emerging debates within the discipline of 
International Relations. Attempting to answer the question of the 
extent to which the COVID-19 outbreak will impact globalization 
and global competition, it sheds light on the nature and 
possible transformation of the triangular relationship between 
globalization, the international system and the state.

At the same time, it includes valuable insights into various areas, 
such as digital diplomacy, medical intelligence, the economy, 
migration, conflict resolution, the Middle East and international 
institutions, and discusses the issues on which countries like 
Turkey ought to concentrate in this new era.


