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Abstract

The United State’s military operation in Iraqg iretpost 9/11 period is seen to have marked a dedédo in

Turkish-American relations. Turkey, a NATO membed ally of the United States since the Cold Warsd&yr

the first time disagreed with its main ally, and diot cooperate in military operations in Iraq witle U.S. as it
did in the first Gulf War. The United States comsalits relations with Turkey as important andtsge to its

interest not only in the Middle East, but in theu€asus, parts of Asia and the Balkans as well. &yr&n the
other hand, also views its relations with the WhiBtates as important not just to Turkey’s naticaalurity, but
also for Turkey’s various interests which the UsSsupporting. Any deterioration in these relatiehseen to
likely affect the security interests of both naBohis paper examines how and why the United Statel

Turkey did not cooperate in the U.S. led Iraqi taily operations; it takes a look at the perspestofeboth sides
and argues that both countries need one anothkeiinrelations.

Keywords Turkey, United States, Iragi, Security, Cooperation

1. Introduction

Post 9/11 U.S. Iragi operation seemed to have doatptl the relations between Turkey and the UrfBtedes.
The series of negotiations that followed the openatwere characteristic of both cooperation asdglieement.
The U.S. had been confident of Turkish supportifieroperation even before it approached Ankaradipport.
Ankara, on the other hand, had some reservatioogtdbe operation but was at the same time minofftthe
importance of its relations with Washington. Turk&yappeared, did not want to dissappoint the &thibtates,
but at the same time became concerned about ngttleallegitimacy of the operation, but also othecwsity
concerns as well as certain interests regardirtg Ira

Irag occupies an important place in both Turkisd &merican foreign policy for several reasons cdessd
startegic and security as well. Internal developiesithin Iraq could easily affect Turkey, whichasbs a
common border with it. The Kurdish issue and PKihaé central in Turkey’s relations with Irag. Theot
issues have posed serious security challenge tkeyuior many years. The Turcoman and other economic
concerns such as energy resources also form pakhkdira’'s priorities in Irag, which it was not viily to
jeopardize. The United States on the other hared saq as vital not only for its enormous energources, but
as strategic to its wider Middle East interest atdtegic plan. The Iraqi operation itself is séerbe in the
pursuance of this strategic American interest,dooedance the “Grand Area” plan that was meantrtgept
U.S. interests all over the globe, including thedtdé East. The main concern though is the energgurees of
the region and partly, the U.S. support for Israel.

Irag had been an important ally, especially after ranian revolution of 1979. Iraq became impdrtm
Washington’s Iran containment policy. After the asion of Kuwait, the U.S. and allies moved agalirai, and
since then, the relations between the Saddam regimié/Nashington turned sour. This also worsened #ie
9/11 attacks, when the U.S. accused Irag of harbddrrorists and of possessing weapons of massidesn,
which became the primary motive for the Iragi opierafor which the U.S. sought the cooperation afkey.
Even though at this time there were doubts of eows to whether the Saddam regime was actually in
possession of such weapons as claimed by the Usitgds or not. And no evidence was provided bythiged
States to convince the international community alhdnations regarding these weapons of mass deistnu As
a result, the U.S. failed to secure the suppoth@fUnited Nations, and no resolution was passeipport the
U.S. led mission in Irag. What happened thereaites a unilateral decision by the United Stateswnidhever
that country chose to support its mission in Iraq.

The focus of this article is to know exactly whydamow the United States and Turkey disagreed dwetraqi
operation, as this will show very clearly if thexee justifications for these disagreements betvikerallies, or
otherwise as the paper will show. The article afes to look at the relations between the two toes in Iraq
despite these disagreements, and despite theHarthe U.S. went on with the operation without Keyr
However during the operation, Turkey and the U.3ewseen to have cooperated in other areas liketeoun
terrorism and trans-border operations against &i€ Rainly in Northern Irag, and the article argubat both
Turkey and the United States need the support @fBmother in their relations with Iraq.

The article is divided into eight sub-sections,leanalyzing the various aspects of the relatiorwésen the two
countries with regards to Iraq in the post 9/1liquerit covers disagreements between the two onlirtg
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operation, cooperation on counter terrorism, aredwhthdrawal from Iraq and Turkish concerns. Theckr
further tries to look at the perspectives and jires of both countries. The policy implications fwoth countries
were also taken into consideration and a concluatothe end. Many articles and some academic thesis
consulted in writing this article, some of theselude: Noam Chomsky’s article, “After the Cold WaF:S
Foreign Policy in the Middle East,” Henri J. BarkéYurkey and Iraq: The Perils and Prospects okiPndy,” a
Special Report of the United States Institute feade, F. Stephen Larrabee’s article, “Turkey As®. Security
Partner,” which was prepared for the United Stated-orce by the Rand Corporation. Other articleasulted
include: Desmond Fernandes’ paper titled, “Turkdy’$. Backed ‘War On Terror’: A Cause For Concern?”
“The Neglected Alliance: Restoring U.S. —Turkey &®@ns to meet 21 Century Challenges,” by Spencer P.
Boyer and Brian Katulis, and published by the Geftr American Progress, along with many otherckesi that
will be featured in the reference section at the @fithe article. | wish to profoundly acknowledte support of
my teachers in the Department of International faia at Yildrim Beyazit University in Ankara, Tugk, and
particularly to Dr. Giray Sadik, Professor Selcutla@kgolu, Professor Ramazan Gozen, Dr. Sabit, Drada
Progonati, my adviser Dr. Bayram Sinkaya and lastiyny friend Nancy Jo Marcet for helping with thaiting.

2. U.S. in Irag and Turkey

Turkey-American relations came to be dominated Hgy issue of Iraq in the post 9/11 period, as altredu
eroding confidence between the U.S. and the regihf@addam Hussein. The Turkish Prime Minister, Ecev
visited Washington on the 16of January, 2002, and during the visit, officiéhs Washington shared their
opinions regarding Iraq with the Prime Minister.ekit responded positively but emphasized that ¢netdrial
integrity of Iraq should be protected. Meanwhile Jamuary 29, 2002, U.S. President George W. Busteraa
speech publicly in which he referred to Iraq a®bging to countries in the axis of evil, along wibrth Korea
and Iran. There were strong indications of Turkegtammitment to its relations with the United States
especially its taking command of the ISAF in Afgisaan in 2002. By July 2002, the United States teathed
out to the Iraqgi opposition. The Russians on thHeeiothand, convinced of U.S. intentions, sent itsigtant
Foreign Secretary, Sultanov to Ankara, to convihagkey not to support the military action. The éwitStates
extended its initial demands to Turkey throughUtsler Secretary of Defense Paul Wolfowitz on Jily 2002,
when he visited Turkey’s Prime Minister, during alinihe expressed Washington’s hope for Turkish stippo
the Iragi operation. The Prime Minister of Turkeyterated his earlier position and concern for tiveitorial
integrity of Iraq, as well as its future, and séguof the Turcoman. The United States had propabed
formation of a special channel within Turkey thatuld permit the passage of U.S. Special ForcesNtwhern
Irag along with Turkish forces.

At the World Summit on Sustainable Development ept&mber 17, 2002, Turkish President and U.S. Seyre
of State Colin Powell met and signed an econondcagreement totaling $200 Million. At the meetifigirkey
maintained that any operation in lraq must haverirdtional legitimacy. In in the following periodl.S.
Officials briefed the Turks on the plan of the @ditStates on the Iragi operation, with some demagdfe
U.S. from the Turkish authorities, which includeang others: permission for pre-deployment of sitessys,
approval of the Northern Iraq liaison elements teatime stationing of 80,000 U.S. troops and 256téigplanes,
the use of six major and eight supplementary ditdieand two main and two supplementary ports irkéy As
well as permission to use all Turkish lands foridtigal support and unrestricted over flights. Thated States
had during the briefing maintained that there waodda unified Iraq, with territorial integrity, anttlat there
would be equal treatment of all ethnic groups withiag, including the Turcoman, which in a way sedno
have taken care of some of Turkey’s concerns atfveubperation. In addition, oil resources wouldubéer the
control of a central government. This position seéro have allayed the fears of Turkey regardimgftiure of
Irag once the operation commences.

The Chief of Turkish General Staff met with his UcBunterpart, General Richard Myers, U.S. Vicesilent
Dick Cheney, Secretary of State Colin Powell, Stacyeof Defense Rumsfeld and his Deputy, Wolfowiiz
Washington, where he made known the concerns dejumhich he said include: international legitimdor
the operation, compensation for Turkish looses dfte first Gulf War, as well as the upcoming opiera and
the future of Northern Iragq. And on the 18th of Bewber, 2002, Turkey permitted U.S. officials topiast air
bases with the aim of modernizing them, upon obtgia Parliamentary approval. But even at this tilakey
felt that the war could be avoided, and the Primaidter undertook a tour of the region and consultgth
leaders within the region regarding the issue. B3 of January, 2003, the Turkish government issued a
statement reiterating its earlier position that amijitary action in Iraq would require a UN resotmt. This is
probably as a result of its consultation, whicHikgly the opinion of the regional leaders whichc@insulted
before coming up with the public statement, thisnsg to be the likely explanation for issuing sudtaaement,
otherwise the tour undertaken by the Prime Ministeuld have been meaningless if Turkey’s decisiauld
not be based on the respective opinions of thenadileaders. U.S. General Myers, who was in Tuikethe
time, responded by saying that the United Stataddvstart the war with or without Turkey. Turkeydha lot of
concerns regarding the war, both domestic andriatemal. First, Turkey was an E.U. candidate, Brahce
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and Germany were opposed to the operation as Eamofeates, and Turkey did not want to jeopardige it
chances of E.U. membership. Also, within Turkeyllpmdicated that 77.8% of Turkish people were aggd to
the Iraqi operation, and the Turkish authoritiegeded a Parliamentary approval to station foreigiogds in
Turkey. The lack of support from European countagpas well as from within Turkey, made it difficor the
authorities to insist or confidently support theemgion. They tended to lack the moral authoritpitevail on the
TGNA to approve its request, mainly as a resulthef internal opposition to the operation. Nevedhs| a
request was sent to the TGNA on March 1, 2003, kwilialed to reach the overall majority requirement,
although by only 3 votes. Before the TGNA decisitinere had been some disagreements regarding the
operation, while the U.S. wanted to keep commanalldhe troops, Turkey wanted to command its oancés.
Also, Turkey requested for a 25 Billion USD econonpiackage, while the U.S. offered a 6 Billion USD
package. And again, Turkey wanted a signed agreteometine future of Iraq, but the U.S. wanted Turkeyely

on verbal words only. The Turkish officials evertygot the TGNA approval for the operation destethe
disagreements. However, the approval was a liitledmditional, as Turkish troops were allowed tanly into
Northern Irag, and the use of Turkish air space alas for a limited period of six months. The Uditgtates
declined, saying there was no need for TurkishpsocOn the 20 of March, 2003, the United States unilaterally
undertook the invasion of Iraq, ousting the goveentof Saddam Hussein and taking over control efafiairs

of Iraq, with U.S. forces taking command.

3. U.S. Withdrawal from Iraq

Despite the fact that the United States carriedtloaitiragi operation without Turkish troops, evanugh the
TGNA in the end reached a decision to send troapd,to permit the use of Turkish air space by theeficans
for a period of six months. The United States coaigel with the Republic of Turkey on cross bordetrgd and
counter terrorism, an operation that was mainlgated at the PKK. Initially, the U.S. had warnedKBy after
the second TGNA decision not to approach Northeaqg,land that the U.S. had troops already statiaméide
north, but all this changed after the success efdperation, and Turkey and U.S. began counteoriem
operations in collaboration. At this point the dunakure of the Turkish-American relations regarding Iraqi
operation has become evident, characteristic oh liisagreement and cooperation. And when the Iraqi
Parliament ratified the status of force agreemeativben it and the United States, gradual withdrasfdl.S.
troops followed the ratification. The withdrawaldagne a source of concern for Turkish decision nsakéey
were particularly concerned that with the U.S. dithwal, their capacity to contain the PKK may bffialilt.
Generally, the Republic of Turkey thought that thithdrawal would create security problems in Iratda
complicate issues and provide the PKK with an opmity to start operations in Turkey. The usualssrborder
operation against the PKK, in cooperation with th&. troops, was feared by Turkey, that it wouldhedo an
end as soon as the U.S. pulled out of Irag. Ferrgdson, Prime Minister Erdogan, back in 2007, wikt U.S.
President Bush to discuss the matter and advisgdhb withdrawal be carefully planned. The U.SsRtent
informed the Prime Minister that hence forth therapal of the Iraqi government would have to begsdfor
any cross-border activity to take place. The Tudesed that a free Iraq would want to consolidtgddrritorial
sovereignty, which would not consider requestsbforder operations from Turkey. Turkey also feareat &
power vacuum would be created by the U.S. pulloainflirag, which may have the effect of sparking off
sectarian and ethnic conflict that may become utmobtiable, and instability in Iraq may likely affe@urkey.
The U.S. pullout, also to Turkey, would be a séithtacthe intelligence and daily satellite monitayii provided
to Turkey on the activities of the PKK. In 2008 radg Turkey conducted about 30 air strikes agaikK#t Rrgets
in Northern Iraq with such intelligence supportrirthe U.S., so once the U.S. pulls out, such dlege will no
longer be available, as the Iragi air space wooltie under the control of the Iragi government. €Hescame
serious issues of concern for Turkey as the Uo®pts began gradual pull out from Iraq.

4. Turkey-U.S. Counter Terrorism Cooperation

Counter terrorism cooperation between Turkey amrdUhited States predates the 9/11 period. It béyahe
1990’s during the Clinton administration but wasisalidated under the administration of Bush, follogvthe
9/11 attacks. The Kurdistan Workers Party or th&KRihich was founded on Marxist principles, and bega
armed campaign for Kurdish Independence in 1984rdtare approximately 14 million Kurdish people in
Turkey, highest in the entire region. The PKK pogegrious security challenge to the Republic akéw over
the years, demanding an independent Kurdish republ2005, Washington authorities designated Ki€ Bs a
terrorist organization as a result of its violeativties within Turkey, and this deepened the aff@f both the
U.S. and Turkey in dealing with the group. U.S.dRtent George W. Bush pledged to cooperate andosupp
Turkey to see to the end of the PKK insurgency. elmv, there are two basic perceptions about thateou
terrorism cooperation on the PKK from the perspectf the U.S.-Turkish military officials. It is asperation
that is targeted at the PKK, which they consideemorist organization, along with aiming to prdtebe
territorial integrity and security of Turkey agdinke demand for a Kurdish state championed vitldmy the
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PKK. On the other hand, some Human Rights organizatand Kurdish groups view the operations aslpare
case of Human Rights abuse. These groups genetfaiiy that many innocent people have been killedaild
blood by the Turkish guerilla fighters in the nafighting PKK terrorists. The PKK was said to hasgsued a
statement, saying that Turkish politicians and melti not only refer to the PKK when speaking altetrbrists,
but rather all Kurdish organizations, associatiand to all Kurds, citing examples of what they tedhas cold
blooded murder of Kurdish people even when it isyvelear they have no connection with the PKK. The
European Union had also in the 1990’s criticizedkéy's handling of the PKK issue which it views as
constituting violation of Human Rights.

The struggle between Turkish forces and the PKK leddto the death of many. It is estimated thatveen
1984 and 1999, about 37,000-40,000 people includivitians and members of the Turkish forces dieé tb
the insurgency. Economically, it is estimated thiabut $100 Billion dollars had been spent in the against
the PKK. In July 2005, U.S. ordered the capturehef commanders of the PKK in Irag, and it contintes
provide intelligence to Turkish security forcesrgarg out anti-terrorism operations near the Iragider. The
CIA and the U.S. army provided information that tedthe capture of many PKK terrorists. The Unifdtes
played a very prominent role in the capture of BK leader, Abdullah Ocalan, in 1999 after it pregzed
Syria to expel him and was later captured in Najrétenya, with aid of U.S. intelligence. U.S. séteb
monitoring the Middle East screened Southeast uakel spotted PKK elements on many occasions. Athso,
U.S. was tapping communication from the organizésicauthorities, and then passing this informatiorthe
Turkish authorities for necessary action. The WC8ngress approved the international military edooat
training courses for Turkish forces with a vieweguipping them to handle terrorism. Not only thihg U.S.
also provided foreign military financing for Turkewainly as a result of the PKK issue and as paritsof
contribution to the cooperation on counter termrisSThese grants were to assist Turkey purchase omeap
services and personnel training as well. The Fédirneeau of Investigation and the Drug Enforcemi&géncy
are also involved in training the Turkish Policel&aramilitary forces to counter drug traffickitgrrorism and
organized crime. The FBI, according to its Dired®orking with counterparts elsewhere and in Berand
Turkey to address the PKK issue and is working eoaipvely to find and cut off financing for the PKkio
render it completely ineffective. In 2011, the Upfanned to sell Super Cobra attack helicopterButtey to be
used for operations on the PKK, and further redggdofour drones to Turkey from Northern Iraq faghfiing
the PKK, thereby improving Turkey’s strength andighto contain the PKK insurgency.

5. Turkey’s Perspectives and Priorities

Just as Turkey considers its relationship withltimited States as strategic and important, neverskelTurkey
views this relationship with regards to Iraq witlie context of its own interest in Iraq, both dtaord long term
interests. Many years before the Iraqi operatioggirining with the 1980’s, the Republic of TurkeydHaeen
faced with the problem of the Kurdish insurgenche3e have led to the creation of various Kurdistugs
including the PKK, which is championing the causeadKurdish State. Both Turkey and Iraq have Kurdis
population with the largest concentration in Turkiys estimated that about 14 million Kurds resid Turkey.
Turkey’'s main concern is controlling the activitie$ these Kurdish groups, especially with regamishe
influence of the Iraqgi Kurdish population’s polgicactivities within Iraq. The Iraqi Kurds are knowo have
rebellious tendencies against the Iraqi State, @ébp grassroots mobilization aimed at challengiveg Iraqi
State. Despite the fact that the insurgency hanm besuced in recent times, it still remains a sewtconcern
for Turkey which fears the contagion effect of thai Kurdish insurgency. Turkey’s fears are stteéeged by
the long history as well as strong tribal, famili@inds that unify the Iragi and the Kurds withirrkey.

After the Iraqi operations, the Republic of Turkegs forced to reconsider its policies and priositie Irag.
Accordingly, the first priority for Turkey at thigme was the return of central government authaitg control
over the entire Iragi territory. This, accordingTarkey, will enable Iraq to overcome the ethnid aectarian
divisions that have taken over in Iraq since th8.Wperations. Turkey considered stability in leesga priority
S0 as to continue economic activities within therdoy. Turkey was concerned about the securityheftivo
pipelines that convey oil from Northern Iraq to Kish terminals at the Mediterranean port city ofyam.
Another concern for Turkey is the ability of thewn&ragi government at handling the activities &f Kurdish
population along the Northern border, so as to gtegnfiltration by the PKK. Turkey feared thafesleral Iraq
may not be capable of securing its border with €yrkas against an Iraq with a strong central gowent. In
the past, the U.S. had considered the idea of Bisl@rin Iraq, while negotiating a truce betweeatitans of
Kurdish groups. The oil resources of Iraq also lieeth an issue of concern for Turkey. Turkey wandd
resources to remain under the control of a firmtredrgovernment, lest oil resources are used byaicer
elements such as the Kurds to project their drearfiutare independence. Another important priorithieh
came to be articulated a little late was the issuthe Turkmen in the 1990's. In this regard, Tyrkecame
concerned with the rights of minorities in Iraq.rdbgh such a policy, Turkey was able to slow dowmrdish
activities. It also provided Turkey with an oppanity to remain relevant in Northern Irag. Not ombgs Turkey
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promoting the rights of this group, but it also wexhthe group involved in determining the futurelrafg, as
well as the control of the oil rich city of Kirkukyhich is contested by both the Kurds and the Terkm

6. American Perspectives and Priorities

The United State’s perspectives as well as préawitn both Irag and Turkey must be understood ftsroroader
interest in the Middle East or the Persian Gulfaaas it is known. The U.S. policy towards the @t Gulf
and the Middle East was framed within a conceptiba New World Order. The New World Order Systenswa
established after the World War II, when the Uni&tdtes was at the peak of its power. Cognizaits gfower
status, extensive plans were made regarding wimaé ¢a be known as the “Grand Area,” which was alavor
system in which the interest of the United Stateexpected to be dominant. The “Grand Area” plamstie
Gulf region was developed and one of its major eome remained the enormous energy resources Mititie
East region, which was expected to be put into Wned States dominated system. The U.S. considered
displacing all other interests in the region, amteeding its influence over what the U.S. State &#&pent
described as a “stupendous source of strategic p@nd one of the greatest material prizes in whrtdory.”
U.S. President Eisenhower was said to have refaoetthe Persian Gulf region as the most “Stratdlyica
important area in the world.” It was within suclt@nception that United States Corporations gain&zhding
role in the production of the Middle Eastern oil.

The second priority for the U.S in the region, ethhas been of much concern, was the relationship the
State of Israel. American support for Israel waansas mainly arising from its military successha 1948 Arab
[Israeli War, which portrayed it as a potentialioegl power that could offer the United Statesrreans to gain
strategic advantage in the Gulf region. Israel sgen by the U.S. as second only to Turkey, asitargipower

in the region, and as such was viewed as an assie¢ tUnited States. U.S. priorities could furtheridentified
since it has already made clear the threat toritsrésts in the region. The U.S. identified “indigas
nationalism” as well as regional unrest as the nthieats to its interests in the region. The U.&tidwal
Security Strategy Report of 1990, which was presetd the U.S. Congress, had proposed the projectit).S.
military power into the Middle Eastern region, wheit thought it was facing a threat from enemies of
“unimaginable power,” and predicted that non-Sovleieats would require greater attention in theiomrg
Turkey’s importance to the U.S. cannot be over-amsjzed if the priorities of the U.S. regarding taldle
Eastern region are considered carefully. Turkeyratasgic location and proximity to the Middle Easteegion,
including Iraqg, cannot be dismissed. Turkey is degithe United States as both a bridge to the MuSliorld,
and a stabilizing force in the Middle East and Abiath are of great importance to the United Stathe United
States continuous to have strong interest in miaint its strategic cooperation with Turkey, sodoas its
interests in the Middle East, Caucasus and Cefgsial remain.

7. Policy Implications for U.S. and Turkey

The U.S. appeared to be heavily relying on the K@aslallies during its operation in Iraq, a situatihat Turkey
did not like. U.S. support for the Kurds over therlmen in Northern Iraq became very likely. The Ws&pport
for the Kurds here can be viewed with two main icgtions for Turkey. One is within Iraq against the
Turkmen, as well as control over Kirkuk, the odfricity. The second is Washington'’s likely supgdorta future
Kurdish State within Iraq, which is totally agair@trkish interest. The two issues have implicatioglated to
domestic peace and security within Turkey as alre$uhe relations between the Turkish Kurds amel fraqi
Kurds. Instability in Iraq is also likely to spithto Turkey, and may likely lead to Turkish intené®n in Iraq,
either to protect the Turkmen or otherwise. Thiswaen as likely to affect Turkey’'s European Urbahas a
candidate. The E.U. had on many occasions consideuekey’s actions towards the Kurds as represaiveg
constituting human rights violation, which is amoather issues hindering Turkey’s entry into the dJni
Generally, Turkey must be able to balance its pegiges with regards to its relations with Iraq #mg United
States. Despite the many differences that may égigted between the two nations, the U.S. involvarirelraq
has brought about many complications for Turkeyramg. A policy of U.S. isolation may not be in thest
interest of Turkey despite its relations with th&) E

Recently, Turkey is seen to be drawn more and rimboeMiddle Eastern affairs as a result of the Ksindssue,
cooperating with Syria and Iran, perceived enerofebe United States. The many differences betwaekey
and U.S., such as the Cyprus issue and of recaqt ¢tearly indicate the likelihood of future disagments. As
a result, the United States may not be able totcomithe support of Turkey for the use of its aircké bases, or
for any future military operations in the MiddledEaThis is possibly due to the fact that Turkeymat support
U.S. policy of isolating either Iran or Syria. Teskseeks to engage both countries, and this isted@ma source
of concern for the U.S. and the NATO alliance. T¢gue of the PKK remains a source of concern faokdy
even in recent times, and the general opinion irk@y is that the United States has a big role ty ph
curtailing the strength and influence of the grolipe issue had at some point created suspicioalikey
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about U.S. intentions regarding the Kurds, andreeg# belief that the U.S. is not helping Turkepegh to see
an end to the PKK insurgency. The Turk’s believa ihis within the ability of the U.S. to assisténding the
insurgency, which led to a disappointment and gngvénti-American sentiments within Turkish sociéthere
is a growing change in Turkey’s political leadepshthat requires the United States to change anhliaeaits
policies towards Turkey, especially with regarddeadership within Turkey. There is a shift in leeghip in
recent times that has seen the decline in powerirghgbnce of the Kemalist elites in directing thffairs of
Turkey. There is need for the United States tortietdate its policies and take into account thes mtfferences
in the political ideology in Turkey, between theskarists and the Islamists, and reach out to éve generation
of Turkish politicians, which are quite differembin the politicians of the past, whom the U.S. Hagended
upon with regards to its relations with Turkey.

8. Conclusion

The U.S. Iragi Operation appears to have only smhdéf a disagreement with Turkey, but one canpnaottude
that it actually affected Turkish-American relatoit is normal for states to agree and disagreissures, based
on certain principles, and it is another thing felations between states to go bad. If the disageet had
actually affected the good relations between the wountries, then the trans-border counter temroris
cooperation between Turkey and the U.S. durindXl& occupation of Iraq would not have taken pldcmay
therefore be assumed that the Iraqi issue hastdeam out of proportion or exaggerated. It was velgar that
Turkey’s leaders had shown willingness to coopevate the U.S. in the operation, but needed theramd of
the Turkish Parliament. They, in turn, needed thresent of the ordinary people, which was somehaoyatinee.
For this reason the Parliament failed to give thiekiEh government the green light over the openatigut on
the whole, other factors that influenced the decisinclude the lack of international legitimacy the operation,
as well as Turkey's experience in the first GulfVdad its economic looses. The economic packagehalias
not met by the U.S. and the external and interpglosition to the operation generally, which coiecidwith
Turkey’s E.U. aspiration, contributed to the retuate of the TGNA to give its approval for the opiera Major
E.U. countries of Germany, France and even Russia against the operation, and Turkey did not wantin
its chances in the E.U.. It would appear that Tarkdoncerns were genuine, and Turkey was not qppsing
the operation or just declined to support the WhB¢ates as an ally without any justification.

As mentioned, the counter terrorism cooperationnduthe U.S. occupation is also indicative of treual

continuous collaboration between Turkey and the. Wss terrorism which began since the 90’s. Andsit
particularly in this area that the relation betwelka countries appears significant. Turkey will ay& remain
strategic to all U.S. Middle East interest as damg power, considering how vital the Middle Easto U.S.

concerns. Turkey on the other hand, needs the grahip of the U.S. for its security concerns, gattrly

within Irag. The long years of agitation for KurdiState and the activities of the PKK remains agcencern
for Turkey. The issue of the Turkmen’s conflict withe Kurds for control of the oil rich Kirkuk Citys of

significance to Turkey. The United States as ay @flKurds is in Iraq, is in a position to assisirkey curb
such ambitions, it can balance Turkeys interestiimviraq, just as it will help in the struggle agst the PKK,

which the Turks admit needs American help and stippobe able to stop it. It is based on this thia¢ can
argue that the two countries will continue to néw®el cooperation of one another. Recent developnieritaq,

including threat by ISIS, and the Turkish Embassgtage taking suggests that cooperation is negeissarag.

Turkey was initially reluctant to join the U.S. ledalition against ISIS, but later joined the chafi as a result
of the necessity to do so.
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