Turkish Foreign Poli
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“Observers have described Turkey's efforts to chart
its course in the new international system in such
terms as a policy of ‘new activism’ or one that
displayed signs of both ‘daring and caution.” However,
this [does] not imply the abandonment of moderation
and caution... [in] Turkey’s approach to
international and regional affairs....”

he end of the Cold War and the resulting superpower
competition has had major repercussions on global and regional
politics. In the 1990s, all states, large and small, sought to adjust
to the new internationatl realities resulting from the tides of change
that swept through Eurasia. Turkey is one of the countries that
was most profoundly affected by the disintegration of the former
Soviet Union, the transformation of the political and strategic
landscape of Eastern Europe and Central Asia and the eruption of
violent ethno-national conflicts in the Balkans and the Caucasus.
These developments radically altered Turkey's foreign policy
environment, creating opportunities to expand its role while also
posing new risks and challenges. Moreover, these changes have
occurred during a period when the growing visibility of political
Islam and the intensification of the Kurdish problem increased
strains on the country’s political and social order. The combined
impact of these external and internal developments may have made
the difficult task of adjustment to the post-Cold War international
system even more challenging for Turkey than for most other
countries. They also underscored the growing importance of the
linkages between Turkish foreign policy and domestic politics.
In the 1990s, Turkey modified some of its established Repubtican
foreign policy principles and undertook new initiatives to meet the
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Turkey for strikes into northern [raq.? Turkey's participation in
the Guif War stemmed largely, though nat exclustvely, from a desire
1o reassert its role and Importance in the post-Cold War era,
Policymakers in Ankara were apprehensive that the demise of the
Soviet threat and East-West rivalries would undermine their
COUNLry’s geo-strategic roie in the Western alliance, However many
among the Turkish political and military elites were cqually
concerned thar participation in the Allied coalition would expose
Turkey o unnecessary risks from frag—a state with which Turkey
shares a long burder. B President Ozal, who was convinced that
Irag’s invasion of Kuwai; offered an Opportunity to demonstrace
his country g geo-strategic importance 1a the West, managed to
maneuver Turkey intq becoming a central player in the Aljed
coalition.

The expansion of Turkey’s role in the Middle East continued afrer
the end of the Gulf WA The principal reason was the escalation
of the carnpaign of politica} viclence and terrorism by the Kurdish
Separatist organization, the PKIC The emergence of g pawer vacuum
in northern Jraq fellowing the Gulf War enabled the PRK to estabiish
hases in Iraq close to the “Turkish border for strikes against Turkey
Ankara’s response 1o the PKKs challenge was 1o strengrhen jes
counter-insurgency effort at home and adopt pro-active policies in
northern Irag and toward Syria. Since the early 1990z, Turkish
troops have periodically entered northern Irag in pursuit of the
PKK. During these military incursions that haye tvpically lasted
several weeks, Turkish jets have bombed suspected PKIC hages while
ground troops have combed the area in search of PKK mifitans,

In 1998, Turkey finally decided to send 3 strong and decisive
signal to Syria—g neighboring Arab stare thay hag long provided
extensive support to the PKK despite tepeated "firrkish complaints.
Ankara threatened to use military force 10 secure the expulsion
of the PKK leader Abdullah Ocalan, who had been a longtime
resident of Damascys, The showdown with Syria, which led 1o

—_—

1 On Turkey’s Gulf War palicy, sce Sabry Sayari, “Berween Allies and Neighbors: Turkey's
Burden Sharing Policy In g GQuly Ceaflict,” in Ancrew Bennent, Juseph Lepgold and
Dangy Ungee, Frieads in N Barden Sharbag in thy Codf War {New York: St Martin's
Yoz, 1997) Pp. 197-218,

' On Turkey's policies toward the Middle East in the pnst-Cold War era, sce Henrj ].
Barkey, ed.. Raluctane Netghbor. Turkeyp's Bole in the Mididle Fast [Washingran, BC: United
States Institute of Peace, 1996, Philip Rohins, Timkey and the Midde Lase (New Yark.
Council o Fareign Relarions Press, 1991} and Sabe Sayarl, “Tarkey and the Middle
East in che 1990s." fnrmal af Palestine Studier {Spring 1957) pp. 44755,
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Qcalan's expulsion from that country, :NB.S A nﬂt:f_l.b]t‘: fexﬁmgii 32 3;&;
transition from the reactive foreign policy behavior of the ol W
period to a more pro-active approach to issues t.hat url
policymakers perceived to be critical te natu;-nal. security, Turkev's
The Kurdish issue and the PKIK also n:o_ntnbuted to Tur } g
decision to forge a new security cooperation arrapgemer;;r:;;t
Israel. s The signing of a military training and educatlon]?grc nent
in 1996 created a formidable new alignment between ¢ ?f“r i e
two militarily strongest states, which had Tmpor_tant rami 1Lalu1'-::as
for regional balances of power. The Israeli-Turkish asgreement.Edl
not conceived as a formal alliance and bc_:-th cou_ntnes repe}a: lessy
stressed that it was not directed against third pames._Ne'uiert g\mé
one of Turkey’s principal motives was to send a mgnz{al u:‘q:;rial
about Lthe increased sccurity risks of pursuing anerL i
policies, especially its continued support for the PK](_. y Dz:;glit%
closer ties with Isracl, Turkey a.lso expected to m‘;plr? ve e
military capabilities and technical know-how ani ] ”rcas.c_-d
alternative source for its weapons systems. [t facec mch sed
difficulties in obtaining snphislicatec‘i weapons f;om t f‘irhts
duc to opposition from anti-Turkish ethnic lobbies anbd_ u!*:g: U%her
groups in Cengress, In addition to these primary objecti s other
considerations, such as Turkish expectations of mt;l ig -._h
cooperation with [sracl against the rl’_l(l( ar}d Su[_}rpt.‘::-rt Frlon'*n 1'.e'}" Lc;l-; :Zh
lobby in Washington, also shaped Turkey's policy on srﬁi;m ash
rclations, By the end of the deeade, what bega?ﬂs E” ” i};m ind
security cooperation had produced a remarkfatb ¢ increa n e
commercial and cultural ties between the region’s two non ;

democratic and pro-Western states.

EXPECTATIONS VERSUS PERFORMANCE: THE CAUCASUS AND
CENTRAL ASLA ‘

The rise of the new Turkic republics in Central As;la arlljd 'th:.
Caucasus after the disintegration of the former Sowct x]:;gd
provided Turkey with another important -:?ppﬂrt‘lmgtyl_t.u e lhn.n
its regional influcnce through an activist foreign policy® Throug

* On Isracli-Turkish refations, sce Alan Makovsky, “:Israch—"[i.jrklsh Rfl?‘-}::;:;mh;;i:;fs};
“Periphery Strategy'? ™ in Barkey, ud., pp. 147-70; George E G:Iﬂﬂ;'::]-L:?wd e s,
1 Tarkish-Isracli Relations,” Fscaefi Afwirs {Surnmer 1?95} pp- 40-70; e
LA New Axis: The Emerging Turkish-lstaeli Entente,” Natioeal Inlerest (Wi

98) pp- 31-38,
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the Cold War period, Turkey's relations with Central Asia and
the Caucasus were almost nonexistent despite common ethnic
and cultural ties. Out of its exaggerated fear of pan-lurkism,
Moscow tried to minimize contact between Turkey and the Turkic
peoples under its control . For its part, Turkey strictly adhered to
Atatiirk’s policy that defined Turkish national tdentity exclusively
with reference to the Turks living within the country’s borders
and ruled cut the possibility of irredentism.

The emergence of Azerbaijan, Turkmenistan, Uzbekistan,
Kazakhstan and Kyrgyzstan as indcpendent states ushered in 2
new phasc in Turkey’s rclations with the countries of Central
Asia and  the Caspian region, particularly Azerbaijan. In
addition to common ethnic and cultural tes, pragmatic policy
objectives created a favorable environment for the expansion of
political, economic and cultural ties. The leaders of the new
Turkic republics turned to Ankara as their principal intermediary
in integrating into the international political and economic
system, hoping that Ankara’s close ties with Washington would
enable them to receive US backing in their effarts. Turkish
policymakers weleemed the opening up of the Turkic world for
equally pragmatic reasons-—they belicved thar closer ties with
the new republics would enhance Turkey’s regional power and
role, prevent Russia and Iran from expanding their influence in
the Caucasus and Central Asia and offer Turkey new economic
and business epportunitics that could benefit the country’'s
export-oriented growth strategy.’

The emergence of the Caspian region as potentially one of the
largest suppliers of energy in the world and Turkey's own growing
demand for natural gas also played an important role in Turkey's
search for a larger regional mlc® A principal ebjective of Turkish
policy was to find new sources of supply to meet its energy
requirements and lessen its dependence on Russia as its principal

" On Turkey's relations with Central Asta and the Caucasus, sce Sabri Sawvari, “Turkey, the
Caucasus and Ceneral Asia,” in Ali Banuazizi and Myren Weinee, eds., The New Creopofities
of Central Asit and Its Bordertands {Bloomington, IN: Indiana Universicy Press, 1994) 1723
175-96; Gareth Wincow. Tarkey in Past-Soviet Central Asia {London: The Royal Institute
of International Affairs, 1993); and William Hale, "lurkey, the Black Sca, and the
Caucasus,” in John F R Wright, Suzanne Goldenberg and Richard Schofield, eds,,
Transearicastan Boundaries {New York: SU Martin's Press, 1996) pp. 54.70,

T Sayari, “Turkey, Lthe Coucasus, and Central Asia," p. 180
" Sce Temel Iskit, “Turkev. A Mew Actor in the Field
(March-May 1996} Bp. ¥5-82.

of Energy Politics,” Perceptions
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the Caucasus.? There was growing apprehension about the
possibility of instability spilling over into Turkey, since the ethnic
fighting took place close to Turkey's borders and involved Turkic
and other Muslim peoples with whom Turkey had historie ties.
In addition, there were sizable numbers of Abkhazians, Azeris
and Chechens in Turkey who sympathized with their ethnic
kindred in the Caucasus, Through their cultural associations, they
creatcd a formidable ethnic lobby and pressured the Turkish
governmcent to take a stronger stand—paossibly involving direct
military invelvement—on behalf of their respective ethnic
communities. Their actions presented Ankara with difficult policy
dilemmas, especially regarding the Nagorna-Karahakh conflict
that led to the occupation of onc-fifth of Azerbaijan's territory
by the Armenians. Nevertheless, Turkey chose to exercise caution
racher than risk invelvement in the ethnic conflicts in the
Caucasus that could have brought it into a major conflict with
Russia.’® Moreover, the sceessionist movements in Georgia and
Chechnya had ramifications for Turkey’s own Kurdish separatist
problem and, Ankara did not wish to find itseif in the
uncomfortable position of formally supparting separatism near
its borders while suppressing it at home. '

‘lurkey’s effarts to expand its role and influence in the Caucasus
and Central Asia produced mixed results. Turkey succeeded in
establishing its presence in the Turkie republics, especially in
Azerbaijan, and economic and cultural interactions between
Turkey and the Turkic republics have increased significantly in
the post-Cold War era. Flowever, earlier cxpectations that Turkey
would become their strongest political and econornic partner have
not materialized duc to numerous factors, including Turkey's
limited resources, the absence of common borders (with the
exception of Azerbaijan), the Russian presence and role in the
region and the reluctance of the leaders of the Turkic republics to
become dependent on another country after decades of
dependence on Moscow.

In Caspian encrgy development, Turkey remains an important
player. As the fastest growing gas market in the region, it had

* For @ mare detailed analysis, see Sabyi Sayar, “Turkey, Caspian Energy and Regional
Security” in Rebert Ebel and Rajan Menon, eds., Encrgy and Ethnic Conflizt in Compal
Astg and Cancasus {NMew York: Rowman and Liteleficld, forthcoming).

' Ses Svanite E. Cornell, “Turkey and the Contlict in Nagorno-Karbakh: A& Drelicate
Balance,” Mihile Fostern Studies {Junuary 1998) pp. 51-72.
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little difficuley in finding new potential sources of supply from the
Turkic states as well as from Russia and Iran. The future of the
Baku-Ceyhan projeet remains uncertain in the face of the continued
reluctance of Western oil companies to finance it, Rassian efforts
o maintain Moscow's near-monopoly on the flow of Caspian energy
t the West and the possibility of the construction of a less expensive
pipeline through Iran in the near future.

MULTILATERAL ACTIVISM: THE BALKANS

In contrast to its relations with Central Asia and the Caucasus,
lurkey maintained political and economic relations with the Balkan
states daring the Cold War period. However, its porential role in
the Balkans was limited by the control thar the former Soviet Union
exercised over most parts of the region. Until the 1990s, the Turkish
approach to the Balkans was primarily influenced by the challenge
that the Warsaw Pact pased to Turkey's sccurity, and to a lesscr
degree, by the treatment of the ethnic Turkish minorities in
Bulgaria, Yugoslavia, Greece and Romania. While Turkey and
Yugoslavia remained on relacively friendly terms, Turkey's relations
with Bulgaria were ofien strained, partly due to Cold War tensions
and also over Bulgaria’s ill wreatment of its sizeable ethnic Turkish
minority. Although Greece was part of the Balkans, Turkey viewed
its dispute with Greece over the Aegean and Cyprus largely as a
bilateral rather than regional problem.

In the afiermath of the Cold War, there was a discernible
increase in Turkey's interest and involvement in the Balkans.!
This was precipitated by several regional developments. First, the
fragmentation of Yugoslavia, accompanied by violent ethno-
nationalist conflicts in Bosnia and Kosovo, seriously undermined
regional stability and increased the possibitity that a major conflict
could spiil over into Turkey. To prevent the cscalation of the
conflicts in the Balkans, Turkey embarked on an activist
diplomacy that alse included participation in international
peacekeeping operations. Second, ethnic conflicts in the region

! On Turkey’s policics towards ihe Ralkans in the 19903, see [han Uzgel, “Doksanlarda
Tarkiye deir Bir Isbirlifi ve Rekabet Alani Glarak Balkanlar,” in Geneer Qzcan and Sule
Kud, eds. . En Uzia Onpil {Lstanbul: Baoyul, 1998) pp. 40344 Constantine Danspeulns,
“Turkey and the Balkans: Scatching for Stabifite” in Constantine Datopoulos znd K.
Messas, eds.. Crises in the Bzthans {Boulder, CO: Westview Press, 1997} pp. Z11-24:
and Dieygu Bazoflu Sezer, “Turkey ‘n the New Security Environment in the Bafkans
and Blick Sca Region,” in Vojtech Mastny and R. Craig Nation, eds , Thrkey Betorern Eact
and Wast (Boulder, O Watview Press, 1998) pp. 71-94.
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generated extensive interest ang concern in Tur

]:B:rf_;sencc of large numbers of Turks who had migl:z{cgliciot:: tui'tz
alkans to Turkey over the years. 2 Third, Turkey's efforts 1o

Eﬁmue a more assertive rale in Balkan aftairs in the post-Cald
ar era also reflected the influence of Greek-Turkish fivalry and

1r;_s‘t-rurpenta! in facilizating greater Turkisk, activism. The existence
og‘mgmﬁca_nt overlap in the policy objectives of the two cuﬁmries
Piayed an important role in Tarkey’s involvement in the Balkans
thmugh multilateral | rather than unilatery) initiatives '3 T
th;[‘gziritzlkfﬁﬁm of drcgmna.' order and stablility that br_;gan with
. o Lnsts and continued with the Kospve conflict placed
e ek e
., lJ; - e H 2 e
and -::rilti_cized LU policies L}'I:I)ft seemed 113%:5;33;;1’:irsyur%)cf]dw:
(l)r; ici(;l;:’r;]totthei_r l:unce%n aboul the potential for the ezcaljtsii;n
ensions, Turkish palj : :

fragmentation of Yugoslavia clue tﬁ ?:_:Egsrsr:gllﬂilﬂs:: Sxi;gg S; : t'hff
the seces_sic:-nist moevements in the Caucasys th;‘vs\:ﬂt'
apprehn':nswe about its implications for Kurdish sey aratists CF;

Turke_)_!s territorial integrity. However, as the ScI:hi;n e‘than'
c]ean_smg policy against the Bosnian Muslims intensified nl;
TurI-:ls‘h pubiic opinion became galvanized by watchi 3E1
unfolding tragedy an their daily television NEWS programs %ﬁ Itc*t

bcgarll to lobby for a sureng Western response ta end ti\é’Scrg"t
Etr-::;gj%gs. In particular, Ankara pushed for military intervent;t‘:rr'll
Sl Tucy dos o - o 7 g
. - T proviced a limited amount of mifitary gid

to the Bosnian Muslims through clandestine ch Sinc
Turkey was critical of Western, an cspecially Eomoine”
eqQuivoration on the Bosnian crisis,’it wgcgts’r?;jut?]];)‘lrjgjlgg E;Ff:::)r:t

2 irisci
Tuf{f:ylfc;:! fl}:;:x;a;:,_ Pott-Second Wlor]d YWar Imunupratica frum Ralkan Countries tq
individyats of mﬂ”ﬁﬁ&fﬂﬁi"?"ﬁ on o) i the cstubp b noted that
. Hall . JOF role in the establishpye
Turkish Repubiic in 1923 The, ranks included 1he COuntry’s ‘Ifmﬁ‘:;!‘;;;;:;e;mg:r:;
Wl 18l

Atatirk. See, Freder; - e . .
19657, erick W Frey, The Tirkish Poltieal Elite !Cambridge, Ma: MIT Press,

" Uzgel, pp. 40913,

* See Saho Savart, “La Turgui ; R
Bp. 30G-16, uriuis et In crise Yugeslave, Folitigus Etrangire (Summer 1593}

I[77



Journal of Tnternational Affairs

te end the violence through the Dayton Peace Agrf:'E{nent:jn}ggs.
Following the Dayton Agreement, Turrkey participate m"t a::
multilateral UN peacekeeping forces in Bosma-Hea:zegow_..lp .
Ankara also became a key partner of the United States in training
a new military force for the Bosnian Mushm-(?roat Federat_mmd
Turkey's Balkan policy of multilateral assertiveness cnnt:gutr‘
with the intensification of the Kosovo CO']‘\ﬂlC.t in 1998, ; in
Bosnia, Turkey viewed the Koscvo crisis primarily in terms o Hl_:
impact on regional stability and order. Ho\niex'er, Turkey s:s resgalmi; ‘
to the conflict between the Kosovar Albanians and the %r s W
notably more restrained than in its responsc to the Uer_aE
conflict. This stemmed partly from the fact that the ethnic T-i1r {Jls 1
minority in Kosova, numbering approximately 30,00(_J people, : :1(5
not ally themselves with the Albanians and h'ad‘genumc conee s
about being dominated by the Alhanian majority. Qppomgon
secessionist movements also contributed to Turkish rer..u‘:-:-lnc{:.
Unlike the case of the Bosnian Muslims, Turkey did notbafgt!vc y
engage in diplomatic efforts on behalf of the Kosovar Al dl'lllaﬁ&.i
nor did it seck to becamc their advocate in lr}te’r-natl_n‘pa
organizations. However, Turkey complied with NA"iOis dc_ms;mnr;
to use sanctions against Belgrade anfi‘d-.?plc:ycd a sm:all w,ﬁl:f“%eh ‘
of F-16 jets in Italy for use in NATO's air campaign. Alter thz
fighting came to an end, Tulr{l;ey contributed 1,000 troops to
eacekeeping forces in Kosovo.
U}'\f'l-f’e 19905pals%| witnessed efforts by Turkey to develop closer
palitical, economic and military ties with a number of Balléag
states. Turkey's scarch for a larger regional role through expain e
bilateral ties with Albania, Maccdoni:a,_ Rﬂmam:} and Bulgaria
was partly the product of the competition and rwalr};ibctwien
Greece and Turkey. For cxample, Turkey was the secon ! gcg;n r];:lr
to recognize Macedontia as an indcper_mdent country in ) aﬂm
the first to open an cmbassy in Skup]e a year later, I%rr}lul: dto the
anger and frustration of Greece, 'Whl.chlﬂb]cctﬁ-::‘l tn Mace 9?_1 :
name and flag and sought to prevent its mtcr_natmnal_ricogm :?at.
Greece’s policics helped solidify Maccdn_man-’[‘urkis ttl)ES h
resulted in the signing of a military cooperation agrecment between
ountries. _ o
th(l::c:;rc?w?ng the downfall of their carmmeunist regimes, ;:leanli? a:;ﬂtu
Bulgaria sought closer relations with Turkey. During the eir ¥ p .,
of the 1990z, there was intense diplomat_lc activity EtFF I
Ankara and Tirana that included visits by high-ranking poiitica
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and military officials. As a predominantly Muslim state that had
once been part of the Ottoman Empire, Albania welcomed Tutkish
pledges of greater economic and military aid. Tarkey provided
considerable military assistance to Albania that included the
training of officers for the Albanian military and the construction
of a naval basc on the Adriatic Sea. But econemic relations
between the two countries remained limited, especially in
comparison with the growth of ltalian and Greek business
interests in Albania.

As noted earlier, tensions and problems throughout the Cold
War years marked Turkey's relations with Bulgaria. The post-
Cold War era saw a remarkable transformation of this adversarial
relationship as the two neighboring countrics sought to foster
closer political and economic tics, The end of repressive policies
against Bulgaria’s 1.5 million Turkish minority by the ncwly
elected democratic government in Sofia was the principal catalyst
for a new era of cooperation and friendly relations. Turkey's trade
with Bulgarin increased significantly despite the acute prohlems
that the Bulgarian economy faced, High-lcvel official visits, 1he
signing of a Treaty of Friendship and Turkey’s support for
Bulgaria’s membership in NATQ were among the significant signs
of the improving relations between the two countries,

CONCLUSION

Turkey’s activist foreign policy orientation in the 1990s was
prompted by a multiplicity of factors. First, Turkish policymakers
were worried about their country’s geo-strategic importance to
the West. These concerns were heightened by Europe’s reluctance
to admit Turkey as a full member of the Curopean Union. Also,
the rise of political instability, war and ethnic conflict near Turkey's
borders in the Middle East, the Caucasus and the Baikans
prompted Ankara to become involved in these regions to an extent
unprecedented in recent history. The leadership of ‘Turgut Ozal,
whose tenure in office from 1989 to 1993 was marked by new
regional foreign policy initiatives, proved to have a iasting influence
on Turkey’s pursuit of activist and assertive policies during the
rest of the decade. In the case of the Balkans and the Caucasus,
Turkey's focus on regional developments also reflected the
influence of the diaspora communities in Turkey in mobilizing
public opinion en regional conflicts.

Turkey’s efforts to adjust to changes in the international system
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activist policies with €autious approaches. This has created palicy
dilemmas, especiaily when public opinion demanded Breater
activism on behalf of Tyrkjc and ather Muslim communities
involved in ethno-national confticts in the Balkans and the
Caucasus,

lurkey's post-Cold War behavior in internationai affairs has
highlighted the increased salience of the linkages between domestic
politics and foreign policy In this respect, the mast critical linkage
has been in the Kurdish issye, which caused strains in Turkey’s
relations with igs Western allies gver htman rights and caused
SEHOUS tensions with neighboring siates such a5 Syria, Iran and
Greece. It has also figured Prominently in Turkey’s policies in
northern Iraq and toward Syria. Turkey's opposition to Separatist

the PKK’s challenge 10 Tirkey's territorial integrity.

€ ascencancy of pelitical Islam and the polarization between
the Islamists and the secularists in the 19g¢)g constiture anoiher
important Eak between domestic and foreign policy: The brief
and crisis-ridden tepure of an Islamist-log coalition gavernment
beeween 1996 and 1997 witnessed an attemp: by the Islamist
Wellare Party 1o establish closer ties with the Islamic world,
specificaily Iran and Libva. Wellare's foreign policy initiatives did
not radically alter Turkey's pro-Western, foreign poficy Crientation,
but they did imensify the conflict between the country’s secularise
and Islamise political forces, The Turkish mili-:ary, which has been
the staunchest defender of secularist principles, led the opposition
1o Welfure's policies. In a4 move that was obviously meant g
embarrass the Islamists—whao had Iong been bittetly eriticyl of
Istael and Turkey’s ties with the Jewish state—the military
engineered the SIENIRg of the historic agreement with Israel ip
1996, Thus, the Isracl i~Turkish strategic alignment had impartant
implications for ‘Tutkey's domestic politicy,

Finally, Turkey witnessed g rising tide of nationalist sentiments
in the aftermath of the Celd War. The resurgence of ethnic conflicts
M the Balkans and the Caucasus kingled nationakist sentiments
in Turkey since they involved Mustim and Turkic communitics
with wham Turkey has long had close historic and cultyrg} tics,
Their plight and suffering, and the injrig) Western indifference 1o

¢ Bosnian tragedy, galvanized nationalist, pro-Jslamic and anti-
eflern sentiments in Tarkey, Additionaliy, the PKIs Campaign
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of violence and the rise of radical Kurdish nationalism caused a
strong backlash in Turkey and a sharp increase in Turkish
nationalist sentiments. That nationalism had become the most
important ideological force in Turkish electoral politics became
evident in the 1999 parliamentary elections, when two strongly
nationalist parties, the center-left Democratic Left Party and the
far-right Nationalist Action Party came in first and second
respectively at the polls. The strengthening of nationalist
tendencies in Turkish politics has thus far had its most visible
impact on foreign policy in the strong public support for Turkey’s
actions during the crisis with Syria over the Ocalan affair in 1998.
Turkey is likely to continue its search for a greater regional
political and economic role in the near future. It should be
remembered, however, that despite its increased involvement in
the neighboring regions, Turkey’s principal strategic, political and
economic relations continue to be with the United States and
Western Europe. As the preceding analysis suggests, the
strengthening of its ties with the West has been the primary
motivating force for much of Turkey’s recent activism in the
Middle East, the Balkans, the Caucasus and Central Asia.
Although Turkish policymakers view the development of political
and economic relations with these regions favorably, they do not
consider them to be substitutes for Turkey’s nearly half century-
long close ties with the United States and Western Europe. w
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