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ORSAM: First of all,
thank you for accepting us.
We want to talk about Iraq
with you. If it is appropri-
ate for you also, we may
begin our talk with Iraq’s
core dynamics. What has
changed in Iraq after
2003? What kind of struc-
ture has emerged and what
kind of process occurred
in Iraq? What kinds of dy-
namics appeared in Iraq
after 2003?

Gokhan Cetinsaya: Dur-
ing Saddam’s last years, Iraq
had recently become a closed
box. While the interaction
with the world reduced and
there had been a process with
certain and visible impacts on
the Iraqi society stemming
from Saddam’s policies; we
witnessed the opening of ‘Pan-
dora’s box’ in Iraq with the US
intervention and invasion.
The elements, masses and fac-
tors which were repressed for
many years or dragged into a
certain position as a result of
domestic policies, all began to
come out. Then the present
and future of Iraq began to be
reshaped. This was achieved
with an external intervention.
US policies were also influen-
tial in this process. The assess-
ment of this process has been
made in the United States
and all over the world. Espe-
cially when I examine the de-
velopments in the context of
Daesh, I may say that total

discharge of the Army, or in
other words, Saddam’s army,
instead of retirement of senior
officers has become one of the
most influential dynamics so
far. As a historian, I read the
developments in this context.
Because generally the armies
in the Middle East, with
some exceptions, are national
armies. The people coming
from villages form the army
staff. It is unreasonable to
dissolve an army and punish
all the staff just because some
high rank officials from the
command level had been in-
volved in unacceptable wrong
acts. Several aspects that
emerged in the last 10 years
have proven that. When we
look at the situation in terms
of internal security, we see
that there is a chain of events,
which is an outcome of this
mistake, continues to consist-
ently produce nothing since.
At first, there were militias, Al
Qaeda and Al Qaeda-like or-
ganizations; and now Daesh.
Then the security vacuum
that was created has not been
filled yet. There were at-
tempts to fill that vacuum,
but a national army could not
be formed. Sectarian based
structures appeared. Similar
issues can be seen at the emer-

gence of Daesh.

When we consider the
main reasons, we observe that
the first reason is the abolition
of the national army and the
continuing security vacuum
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which was created by this sit-
uation. The second reason is
that ethno-sectarian politics
has become dominant. From
this point of view, I consider
the constitution experience
as a successful achievement.
Among all wrong things,
there was an attempt to reach
a balance through the consti-
tution by encompassing all
elements.

But this attempt is limited
with constitution, is not it?
In other words, the consti-
tution was not promoted
by constitutional law and
legal texts.

Sure, but despite all these
failures, it is a success to form
the constitution. However,
implementation and scope
of the constitution was inad-
equate. We have all observed
the crisis in Iraq within the
last three years. So, we all see
how an exclusionary, sectar-
jan government has result-
ed in a disaster. Hence, the
solution in Iraq is based on
maintaining inclusiveness and
gathering all elements around
a table. At that point, preva-
lence of the constitution and
the parliament is very crucial.
So, despite social realities pro-
duce policies against this, at
least theoretically there is a
mechanism, a constitution,
and a parliament on which
people reached a consensus.
Everyone should strive for its
processing.

In terms of the basic dy-
namics, it is seen that po-
litically there is a desire to
gather every each group
around a table and estab-
lish a management struc-
ture consisting of each
group. However, this is
becoming a process which
cannot function on one
hand. Because consider-
ing the basic structure
emerged after 2003, it is
noticed that it has always
been tried to establish the
governments under the
name of national unity
governments. As you very
well know, for a well-func-
tioning democracy, there
should be a good opposi-
tion in addition to the gov-
ernment. When we look
at the political process in
Iraq, we saw that all the
parties participating elec-
tions has united under gov-
ernments. Therefore, the
parties dissatisfied with
their positions began to
oppose within the govern-
ment and hence made the
government inoperative.
You are right, I think that
as the lessons are learned and
the government continue its
inclusive as well as non-sec-
tarian and non-ethnic-style
of rule, Iraq may reach ideal
conditions as you mentioned.
We learn lessons from our
mistakes and try not to repeat

The solution in
Iraq is based

on maintaining
inclusiveness and
gathering all
elements around
a table.
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them. I'm sure that the actors
in Iraq will realize this situa-
tion, but first, it is necessary
to solve the existing problems
in order to reach a situation
of ideal conditions. However,
Daesh terrorism has locked
the Iragi society and Iragi pol-
itics for now.

Inclusiveness issue here
is extremely important.
Maybe you can keep the
power by establishing pres-
sure on different groups
and using the opportuni-
ties offered by the state.
No matter where it is ap-
plied, you will suffer as soon
as you apply the ethnic and
sectarian politics. But if you
implement inclusive policies,
you can reach solutions- it is
how civilizations advanced.
When we look at the five
thousand years history of

civilizations, we see wherever
there is inclusivity; there is a
rise of civilization, including
the Ottoman Empire. Wher-
ever there is an ethnic-sectar-
ian politics, there everyone
loses.

There have been diverse
balances and political de-
velopments in Iraq after
the year 2003, especially
after the US withdrawal
from Iraq in 2011. How
do you assess US policy in
Iraq since 2003?

As we pointed out at the
first question, the mistakes of
the USA are very clear. As the
witnesses of the period men-
tion in various memoirs and
books, the USA already had
mistaken imaginations on Ira-
qi society. What is Sunnism,
what is Shiism, what is their

reality? They had mistaken
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imaginations about these ba-
sically and in the context of
these mistaken imaginations,
diverse policies were adopted
by military and civilian deci-
sion-makers that are arbiter in
Iraq politics. Some mistaken
policies were tried to be cor-
rected later, but in the end
Iraq lost. The US loss will be
evaluated by themselves, but
due to these mistaken policies
everybody has lost. Now they
are trying to compensate. In
consequence, an ember burns
where it falls.

In the period between
2003 and 2011, there was
an Iraq influenced by the
USA. However, we see the
beginning of a transforma-
tion process in the Middle
East after 2011. There is a
change process called Arab
Spring. No matter how we
named it, this process led
to a serious transformation
in the Middle East. In the
period of US withdrawal,
Syrian issue came to the
fore; and all these affect-
ed Iraq also. How do you
evaluate this? How has
Iraq been affected by this
transformation process in
the Middle East?

I consider the impact as
negative. In terms of Iraq’s
self-discovery process, I be-
lieve that the Arab Spring and
the following events have neg-

atively affected Iraq. As I said,
the dynamics of change in
Iraq are related both to Irag’s
own internal dynamics and
dynamics of the Middle East.
Also, they are related to the
post-Cold War balance. What
happened in Iraq is related
both to external factors and
internal factors. The transfor-
mation in the Middle East is
largely associated with post-
Cold War world order. This
change was inevitable in the
Middle East. This is because
of the global developments:
There was an order estab-
lished centuries ago and this
order has roughly changed
with the end of Cold War. It
was expected that the Middle
East would also experience a
similar transformation as in
Eastern Europe during 1990s.
Because in new world orders,
those orders established cen-
turies ago inevitably changes.
Eastern Europe has somehow
managed this successfully and
we theoretically assumed that
the time for the Middle East
has come, too. We foresaw
that it would fit into the usual
flow of the river, the direction
of democratization. Howev-
er, internal balance, external
balance, different social struc-
tures, and strategic foresight
were directed to other courses
and there have been develop-
ments out of expectations. Po-
larization in the Middle East
is increasing. In the context of
security and within the ethnic
and sectarian dimensions, Ar-

ab Spring adversely affected

Before the Arab
Spring, Turkey
urged to gather
everyone,
including Iran
and Israel,
around the
table in order

to determine the
fate, the security
and the future of
the Middle East
collectively.
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the developments in Iraq.

Before the Arab Spring,
Turkey urged to gather every-
one, including Iran and Israel,
around the table in order to
determine the fate, the securi-
ty and the future of the Mid-
dle East collectively. For the
last two centuries, the Middle
East had been ruled by foreign
states and its destiny had been
determined by foreign states.
Now, with the end of the Cold
War and the establishment of
a new world order, there was a
hope for peace in the Middle
East for the first time. Both
internal forces and external
forces were supporting it. Do
not consider these forces as
foreign countries; we should
take them as economic con-
ditions and social conditions.
But we see that the opportu-
nity was missed. We have only
one hope. T hope this process is
like the process in the French
Revolution. In other words, I
hope that we are in a time of
travail and hereupon we can
reach that peace order that
we miss and desire. Because
les not forget; The French
Revolution was in 1789, but
the establishment of the new
order after the French Revo-
lution took place with the Vi-
enna Convention in 1815. In
this regard, I hope that all we
endure today is travail.

In your assessments in
2004-2005, following the
Iraq War in 2003, you

mentioned that transfor-
mation of the Middle East
would begin from Iraq.
Five-six years later, a pro-
cess of transformation be-
gan. Do you think that it is
a delayed transformation?
What are the factors that
hold or trigger this process
according to you?

What we've seen during
the Arab Spring is that there
are social forces for change.
These social forces exist in
Iran, in Egypt and elsewhere
in the region. However, global
security and natural resources
such as oil and natural gas re-
lated concerns does not leave
the fate of the Middle East
to its own hands. There are
international  interventions
and these disrupt the natu-
ral course. For example, the
United States has supported
democratization in the Mid-
dle East from time to time,
and tried to do that through
military intervention as well
as free-elections. But in both
cases, the emerging structures
did not provide favourable
rhetoric for the US interests.
Each time the ballot box led
to emergence of forces who
question US hegemony in the
region, naturally the old stra-
tegic accounts and concerns
came to the fore once again.
Let’s face it: That was because
this is a region holding world’s
most important oil and gas re-
serves.
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Now perhaps the US does
not need these reserves any-
more. It is actually a myth.
As far as I can see, the United
States guarantees its energy se-
curity through diversification
of the various sources. But for
its critical allies, the Middle
East is important. It is essen-
tial to guarantee the safety of
oil and gas in the Middle East
at least for fifty years and this
security needs to be carried
out by the US-friendly re-
gimes. In this regard, global
strategic accounts and regional
social forces are also balanced.
Second, certain social forces,
which were repressed due to
the miscalculations made a
hundred years ago, raise their
voices and there is a search for
balance. In a democratic envi-
ronment, everything that was
repressed before re-emerges
one day and calls to pay for
the past. In addition to these
political calculations, there is
also a globalization phenom-
enon and we should be ready
for it. Any regime, regardless
of its nature, cannot prevent
social forces in the Middle
East. Everyone can reach any
kind of knowledge and in-
formation via TV and social
media, and are affected by
globalization. There are two
main features of globaliza-
tion, contradicting each oth-
er. First, it encourages high
identities. Second, it also en-
courages sub-identities. Deal-

ing with the consequences of
these two opposing forces is
also the dilemma of the Arab
Spring.

During the last two cen-
turies, everyone built a wall
because of the process of na-
tion-state formation as well as
the Cold War. For example,
the Muslims in India were not
in enough interaction with
those in Iraq in the last centu-
ry. But now all sub-identities
can interact freely. Civiliza-
tional politics is important for
it. Otherwise, we cannot ab-
sorb these political dynamics.
It is necessary to strike a bal-
ance here. We need a balance
which can guarantee Irags
unity and sustain the happi-
ness of Iraqis.

In particular, as you men-
tioned, consensus and
cooperation justify the
rightfulness of civiliza-
tion projects, which are on
Turkey’s horizon. You also
expressed it. As you say,
there are a local policy and
globalization. But the main
important thing is to rec-
oncile local policies.

Turkey has already been
complaining about the poli-
cies implemented during the
last three or four years and
calling that these policies
would bring a disaster in Irag;
everything including Daesh
is related to this process. But

There are two
main features of
globalization,
contradicting
each other. First,
it encourages
high identities.
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policies practiced in Iraq for
last year relaxes Turkey as well
in this regard.

After 2003, Turkey, in the
Middle East and specifical-
ly in Iraq, has prioritised
the implementation of in-
clusive policies, hasn’t it?
As you say, more signifi-
cantly since 2004-2005, Tur-
key has followed an inclusive
policy, which aimed to gather
even the smallest party, Chris-
tians, around the table. In-
ternal developments in Iraq
made it difficult to implement
these policies and dialogue
sometimes. In recent years,
relationships that have been
missed for so long began to be
created. In the final process, it
is seen that there is an adapta-
tion of inclusive policies, not
exclusive, with the new gov-
ernment. It also affected Tur-
key-Iraq relations in a positive

way. Mutual visits reached to a
high level. Recently, Iraqi Pres-
ident Fuad Masum paid a visit
to Turkey. Perhaps the public
might not have noticed; but
Fuad Masum also participated
in the peace summit, which
was held during Gallipoli cer-
emonies on 23 April 2015.
Four prime ministers and the
president made speeches, and
there were around seventy
representatives. One of the
speakers was prime minister of
Australia; the other was prime
minister of New Zealand. The
other two speeches were de-
livered by the Prime Minister
of Turkey and the President
of Iraq. Fuad Masum gave
an important message there.
All this makes us happy, of
course. This visit demon-
strates both how Turkey paid
an importance to Iraq as a
neighbouring country and a
close ally and how Iraq paid an
importance to Turkey as well.
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It also expresses a symbolic
meaning. In the Ottoman
history, Canakkale represent
an important event, and al-
so there are cemeteries of
Iragi soldiers in Gallipoli.
Arabs, Kurds, Shiites, Sun-
nis fought in Canakkale
and there were people who
fought, gave their lives, and
became veterans for the de-
fence of the common ideals
of the Islamic world. In this
respect, it is very important
symbolically.

We already talked about
Turkey’s foreign policy
towards Iraq and rela-
tions with Iraq, but let’s
deepen our conversation
on these topics. There is
a structure emerged after
2003, and Turkey’s for-
eign policy towards Iraq
has developed in a differ-
ent manner. How do you
evaluate this? How were
Turkey’s Iraq policy and
its relations with Iraq?

As you said, after US in-
vasion, except a short term, a
consistent policy was adopt-
ed by Turkey and the princi-
ples of that policy had nev-
er changed. Inclusiveness,
equal representation of all
parties in Iraq and recogni-
tion of equal rights in terms
of the future of Iraq had al-
ways been the basic princi-
ples of Turkey’s foreign pol-
icy towards Iraq. One of the

reasons behind non-applica-
tion of these policies prop-
erly was Iraq’s own internal
turbulences. Sometimes we
could not get the results
that we aim, sometimes we
did not get the answer we'd
like from Iraq, even if we
wanted to. But at the point
we have reached today, we
know that the future is re-
ally promising. Of course, it
may be necessary to mention
here the issue of Daesh. I've
been there for a week for the
anniversary of Kut'ul Amara
Victory. I made some con-
tacts. Of course, the hottest
issue is Daesh and the elim-
ination of it in Iraq as soon
as possible. One of the rea-
sons behind that is a certain
period of ethno-sectarian
dominance over politics, and
the other reason is security
vulnerability. The effects of
the mistakes made in 2003
are still continuing. At that
point, whatever the reasons,
the damage is done, and we
have to find the cure and
heal the wounds. Regard-
ing this issue, from time to
time, negative propaganda
criticizing Turkey is made.
You know these as well. All
these accusations are propa-
ganda and groundless. Tur-
key is a country that has
declared Daesh a terrorist
organization since the be-
ginning. Now Turkey has his
own struggle and is giving
support to Iraq in terms of
bilateral relations. Thirdly,

Turkey is in
expectation of a
holistic strategy
to fight against
Daesh.
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Turkey gives support to the
international coalition. Ac-
cording to the recent statistics,
thanks to the joint intelligence
sharing, around 15,000 people
were not allowed to enter the
country with the suspicion of
possible Daesh membership.
In addition, approximately
1,500 people were deported.
These are serious numbers. It
demonstrates Turkey’s deter-
mination, but there are a lot
of things to do as well. Tur-
key is in expectation of a ho-
listic strategy to fight against
Daesh. We cannot distinguish
between Syria and Iraq. If we
are to fight against Daesh,
we should develop a holistic
strategy that covers Daesh’s
presence in Iraq and Syria to-
gether.

If you agree, let’s move on
to the relations between
Turkey and Iraqi Kurdish
Regional Government
(KRG). Especially after
2009, the relationship be-
tween Turkey and the KRG
is improving. How do you
evaluate this relationship?

There are many dimen-
sions. In addition to historical,
social and kinship ties, peace
and  cooperation  policies,
which were also relevant to
Turkey’s discourse, were pri-
oritized after 2003. Because
Turkey wants all parties to
gather around a table togeth-
er. Turkey wants a united, in-

tegrated and prosperous Iraq.
Turkey wants Iraq to identify
and manage a democratic fed-
eral structure which is based
on everyone’s equal rights and
responsibilities. Turkey also
wants Irag’s security. In this
regard, Turkey’s good relations
with the KRG are an indica-
tion of this policy. Those who
cannot see these are the peo-
ple who do not look at or do
not want to see whole picture.
Turkey is making similar ef-
forts for every party in Iraq.
The same policy is applied to
every region in Iraq. In ad-
dition, the commercial and
economic dimension is very
important. Due to opening
the border gate with Iraq, the
overall trade volume with Iraq
as well as KRG has increased.
There are Turkish companies
doing business in Iraq. As you
know, according to interna-
tional relations literature, the
increasing economic depend-
ence and mutual relations will
bolster peace and prosperity.
These increasing cooperation
and good relations are impor-
tant as well in the context of
the issues that Turkey con-
fronts in its Southeast, and
everyone benefits from that.
In terms of the future of our
cognates in Iraq, Turkey’s good
relations with the KRG serve
this purpose. So it is worth
continuing these policies and
good relations that promote
mutual economic relations for
the future of Turkmens.
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While you mentioned
Turkmen’s situation in
Iraq, let’s continue with
this topic. When we exam-
ine the relations between
Turkey and Turkmens,
we see that Turkmens are
the ones who have always
great expectations from
Turkey. Hence no mat-
ter what Turkey does, it
will not be enough for the
Turkmens. For most of the
Turkmens, Turkey is their
homeland and the only
protector. Turkey has tak-
en necessary steps before
2003 as well as after 2003.
Despite there are declines
and rises of relations with
Turkmens from time to
time due to Turkey’s rela-
tions with Iraq, regional
and international politics;
Turkey’s concerns towards
Turkmens have continue
to exist. According to your
point of view, what is the
role of Turkmens in Iraq
and how do you evaluate
Turkey’s Turkmen policy?

As 1 already mentioned
in the previous question, let’s
do not consider the histor-
ical, social and cultural di-
mensions. Even if we focused
on the post-2003 era, we see
that security of the Turkmen
in Iraq, welfare and status in
the current system in Iraq is
one of Turkey’s foreign policy
priorities. It is a Turkey’s over-

all foreign policy priorities as
well as one of the main titles
of Iraq policy. In this regard, as
you mentioned, we paid an ex-
treme importance to the issue.
Welfare and security of the
Turkmen is extremely impor-
tant for Turkey. Turkey has al-
ways showed that. But we need
to see that Turkey has always
been striving for the unity of
the Turkmens. Because, as our
proverb says, “What's wrong
with one hand there is the
sound of two hands’. In oth-
er parts of world, the groups
similar to Turkmens can only
became influential only if they
unite. So as we advise Iraq in
terms of inclusiveness; as well
we gave Turkmen messages
of unity without making any
discrimination. If we unite,
we can raise our voice in bet-
ter way. We can better use our
constitutional rights and can
convert many drawbacks to
advantages. Because there is a
geographical dispersion. There
are natural, cultural, and social
divisions. But when it came to
politics, constitutional rights,
and getting the right place in
the structure of politics and
the state in Iraq; they all need
to unify and gave the image of
solidarity. I think that every-
one will agree, you will gather
more fruit, as long as you gave
this unity image. And you
gather less fruit if there is per-
ception of alteration.

The issue of Daesh also af-
fected the Turkmens so much.

Security of the
Turkmen in Iraq,
welfare and
status in the
current system
in Iraq is one of
Turkey’s foreign
policy priorities.
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One of Turkey’s priority ob-
jectives is to struggle against
Daesh terrorism and sustain
the return of the displaced

Turkmens in their homes.
Turkey provides a serious as-
sistance to those affected.
750-track humanitarian aid
was delivered to Turkmens.
We opened camps both in
Iraq and in Turkey in order to
help our Turkmen brothers.
Recently, we were in there due
to Kut'ul Amara Victory anni-
versary, and in Kut, there were
displaced Turkmen families.
I've been there with the Turk-
ish Red Crescent. We made

humanitarian assistance.

Some Turkmens criti-
cizes Turkey in terms of
the migration issue after
Daesh. This criticism does
not overlap with Turkey’s
overall foreign policy.
Turkey intends to improve

conditions and welfare of
Turkic groups living in oth-
er countries without inter-
fering their internal affairs,
does not it?

Sure, absolutely. As long as
you gave an impression of mak-
ing discrimination, whether
you provide humanitarian aid
or you defend a certain politi-
cal position, it will do harm to
everybody. Such attitude will
damage both Turkey’s policies
in Iraq as well as Turkmens
themselves. Let’s assume that
you have 100 pounds. Dis-
tributing these 100 pounds
to only one group out of 10
groups will not only harm
Turkey, but also will have neg-
ative impact on the group that
you help in the long-run. Be-
cause you would earn the dis-
pleasure of the other nine. But
if you distribute 100 pounds
to all groups justly in accord-
ance with certain principles,
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you will be the one respected.
And also you have act togeth-
er with the authorities of that
country that received humani-
tarian aid. Therefore, the Iraqi
Red Crescent and Turkish Red
Crescent are in close relation-
ship. We also expect the same
things for our country.

Regarding your Kut’ul
Amara visit, your visit in-
dicates that Turkey-Iraq
relations will reach to a
better point, but what do
you see in your visit? What
would you say in the scope
of Turkey-Iraq relations?

On 29 April, it was the
anniversary of Kut'ul Amara
victory. On occasion of victo-
ry, there was ceremony in Kut.
Hence, I also visited Baghdad
and Kut, and made several
meetings. It was very success-
ful. We have seen that the Tur-
key-Iraq relations are getting
better every day. The issues
that we are now discussing
with you also were discussed
there. There is also a negative
propaganda about Turkey. It
should not be hidden. And
also we should speed up activ-
ities to improve our image and
perception in the eyes of both
Iragis and Turkmens and also
eliminate the question marks
in the minds of both Turk-
mens and Iragis. But there is
a hope for a new era in Tur-
key-Iraq relations and there
are expectations. [ think the

activities like Kut'ul Amara
will contribute to a positive
direction in the bilateral rela-
tions. In fact, the 100th anni-
versary of the victory is next
year, and I have had some con-
tacts in the context. What can
be done for next year? This
victory, in terms of Iraq and
Turkey is important. It con-
tains important elements that
will strengthen the friendship
between the two countries. 1
tried to explain a little while
ago. There is a period of ap-
proximately one year between
these two wars and victories,
so they are related closely. And
if you ask the importance of
this victory in terms of Tur-
key-Iraq relations, I would
say, when you visit Canakkale
cemeteries, you would see that
the soldiers coming from all
Ottoman provinces includ-
ing Iraq lost their lives. In the
same way, when we go to the
cemetery in Kut, you will see
that there were soldiers com-
ing from all around Iraq in
addition to many from Ana-
tolia. Both in Canakkale and
Iraq, there is no Sunni-Shiite
division, Kurdish-Turkish di-
vision or Arab-Turkish divi-
sion. There are fatwas given by
Shiite mujtahids in Najaf and
Karbala in order to defend the
last Islamic state at that time.
Those fatwas were also very
effective. In addition to the
regular army, a tribal unit con-
sisted of about 10,000 people
was formed in southern Iraq.
I think that there are serious

| think the

anniversary next
year will be a
means for both
sides, for Iraqis
and Turks, to
remember Kut'ul
Amara and
similar events.
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lessons learned from this historic
event today. I think the anniver-
sary next year will be a means for
both sides, for Iraqis and Turks,
to remember Kut'ul Amara and
similar events. Such an occasion
will enhance both the friend-
ship between two countries and
social structures within us. It is
also meaningful for Iraq to have
everyone serving the common de-
fence. In Iraq, it is really impor-
tant today that everyone, without
discrimination, as Arab, Shiite,
Sunni, Kurd or Turkmen, came
to the defence of Baghdad. This is
something that contributes to the
brotherhood and cooperation. In
this regard, I hope that you will
also contribute to this joint me-
morial next year and there will

be good 100th anniversary of the
victory.

As ORSAM, we also conduct
joint works in cooperation
with think-tanks, academi-
cians and universities in Iraq
in order to contribute to mutu-
al cooperation and consensus.
Currently, we are expanding
this cooperation. We signed
protocols with universities
and think-tanks in Iraq. There
will be other joint cooperation
works. In the coming period,
we will try to contribute more
to this with your support.
Thank you for sharing your
views with us.
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