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‘Recognizing that the Turkish case paled by comparison with the crisis facing
Greece, Truman made only the barest mention of Turkey in his historic message to
Congress on March 12, 1947. Nor did testimony before congressional committees
reflect greater emphasis.’1 This comment by George Harris indicates the well-known
fact that Turkey was not a focal point of interest for the Truman administration at
the beginning of the Cold War. Nevertheless, Turkey from the beginning of the Cold
War had enjoyed the advantages of being located at the crossroads of two
geographic areas for which the US developed special tools to control post-war
dynamics.

In Europe, the priority of the American government was to propose a wide-scale
solution to the question of post-war economic build-up. The Marshall Plan, which
offered cash grants to Europe, propelled a comprehensive reconstruction. Outside
Europe, the US government found itself obliged to suggest a capitalist development
alternative to the newly liberated countries of Asia and Africa.

Turkey fell into the intersection of these two categories of countries. Yet Turkey,
unlike most of Europe, was not facing the opposition of a strong communist
movement empowered by the anti-fascist struggle, neither was it under the influence
of anti-western sentiments as was witnessed in the newly liberated countries of the
‘third world’. On the contrary, Turkey had already advanced its westernization
programme and the ideological atmosphere was aggressively anti-communist and
pro-western.

As a matter of fact, those peculiarities of Turkey, especially in the 1950s, awoke
curiosity in the US among academic and diplomatic circles. This article is inspired by
the academic and diplomatic aspects of American interest in Turkey’s experience
with modernization and the influence of academic studies on the diplomatic
perceptions about Turkey in the early Cold War context. For the former the article
scrutinizes Turkish studies in the US while for the latter the focus is on the cultural
activities carried out by the American diplomatic mission in Turkey.

Investigating the cultural activities, which was an important component of public
diplomacy, is fruitful to map out the observations and perceptions of diplomats
about the political and ideological atmosphere in Turkey. The primary source of this
research is the United States Information Agency (USIE) and the United States
Information Service (USIS)2 information programme and particularly country
papers produced to guide the cultural activities. Since public diplomacy is a wider

Middle Eastern Studies,
Vol. 48, No. 6, 941–959, November 2012

ISSN 0026-3206 Print/1743-7881 Online/12/060941-19 ª 2012 Taylor & Francis

http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00263206.2012.723630

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 [

B
og

az
ic

i U
ni

ve
rs

ity
] 

at
 0

1:
22

 2
3 

M
ay

 2
01

3 


