
 

The Latest Developments and Geostrategic Scene 

 

Abstract 

The Middle East is a candidate region to be a power center in the 21st century, hosting deep 

contrasts, opportunities and threats. If these contrasts could be managed well, the success would 

be more possible. However, if these contrasts and differences would be manipulated through 

meaningless competitions between foreign and regional actors, the region could face unexpected 

results. In my opinion, Turkey and the Middle Eastern countries should address to more pragmatic 

and deeper areas, within the main understanding which we describe as "Proportional risk, 

interdependence", rather than emotional ones.  Indeed, if we can understand the developments 

both in the world and our region, we, as friends and brother countries, can grow stronger and it 

will be possible for us to transform developments in our region into opportunities.  
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Historical Background 

Turning Arab Revolutions into a spring can only be possible by putting 'today' in a right place 

between the past and the future. The actors in the region have been changing but unvarying 

power balance and interest relations have been going on. The region which we have to call 

"Middle East" seems to be experiencing a new repetition of historical ebb and flows. In this region, 

Islamic progress caused attacks of two big powers into the region with an interval of a few 

centuries. At the end of 11th century, Crusader armies, inflamed with the call of Byzantium, 

attacked the region from West and created problems, bloodshed, instability and unrest. 

Afterwards, with the Mongolian attack in the 13th century, a new instability and destruction 

reached to the region from the East.  

The geography, damaged by the Crusader invasions, experienced a new unrest by the Mongolian 

invasions from another direction when it was thought that all these attacks had ended. During 

these events, Christians like Armenians in the region became closer to these invaders within their 

own historical approaches.  

Assassins, which was ostensibly a religious but in fact a terror centered organization, did not 

refrain to establish connections with different groups. Sometimes they hanged together with 

Crusaders and the other time took a stand against them. Like any power that cannot establish its 



own power center and is not accepted by the people of its own region, these structures that were 

playing balancing games attempted to establish black alliances here and there against the regional 

powers that curbed their authority. Meanwhile, regional countermoves which were initiated by 

the regional powers like the Ayyubis stopped these attacks and sometimes repelled and dealt a 

huge and final blow to the Mongolian and Crusader presence. Thus, the region was rescued from 

being excluded from the history and losing its distinctness and, therefore, was able to survive with 

its own identity. In the modern era, new power centers and new balances of power have been 

formed upon the basis of political, economic and technological changes at the regional and global 

levels. 

If we are to transfer this assessment about the past to the actual, we could say that the region is 

pushed out of history and  could not show any existence because of the threats coming from the 

West and the East in the periods called modern times. British power, gaining new capitalist and 

imperialist aspect thank to the Industrial Revolution, had brought the region under control, 

heralding the concept of the “West” in the early 19th century through carrying out plans about and 

beyond the region. The UK, which went just ahead of France and gained a strong position in the 

Region found a chance to move faster and forged ahead.  

Accordingly, the friendship and hostility in "the Middle East" are not as new and volatile as they 

are widely taken. The separatist elements in the Region are like reflections of the alliances 

emerged during Crusader invasions and bitter events experienced with the Mongolian invasions. It 

should not be surprising to see very old faces and old plans when we look at the backstage of the 

current struggles at actors’ level to change power balance today.  If it is asked "How does today 

possibly differ from yesterday?” the answer will be very simple: the super states of the Region are 

nonexistent today. In the past, while there were powers that could intervene in the events of the 

Region with its own identity, economy and assets, today we face a political scene where 

intervening in the regional events is possible only through alliances with outsiders. As long as 

historical potential and weakness of a region were not well-evaluated and historical and cultural 

codes are neglected, policies built on current developments are doomed to get a final blow from 

the deep historical ties and roots.  

 

Middle East Today 

The 19th century was a European era, the 20th century was an American era when it is regarded in 

its entirety and the 21st century will be Asian era when it is evaluated as a whole. This description 

builds the infrastructure of the today's world, especially the last ten years. Today's world and 

conditions began to be formed form when almost all the new power candidates have arisen in 

Asia against the Western Europe and the US centered Western Bloc since the beginning of the 21st 

century.  



Emergence of such amount of global and regional power candidates in Asia has changed the basic 

global paradigm and has prepared the conditions for a multipolar world paradigm following the 

bipolar and unipolar world orders. Thus, even if the roles could not be seen so clear and well, we 

observe that the world is entering a new and multipolar order. In the past, multipolar eras had 

been experienced. However, such number of "powers" enjoying similar technological and 

infrastructural dominance in an advanced technology era has never been seen on the world stage. 

This situation brings many opportunities along with important risks and threats and makes, at 

least, it difficult for policy makers, international organizations, major states and everybody else to 

produce and implement policies because the actors that used to produce policies according to the 

equations with one or two parameters are going through a deep crisis in putting the priorities in 

their due orders vis a vis this multipolar world.  

There are several new parameters brought by this multipolar world for all the actors, three of 

which are closely related, in particular, to Asia. We could see that the main parameters are being 

reshaped and institutionalized within a multipolar environment of competition.                                           

One of these parameters is "integration". After the Roman Empire, the most prominent 

integration attempt experienced in the history is the European Union. One -and the most 

important- of the modern integration efforts is the European Union integration process. There are 

a number of integration efforts in different parts of the world taking European Union integration 

process as model. For instance, a roof structure holding 33 countries together in Latin America and 

many sub-regional structuring efforts are the points at issue. The same is true for the African 

continent. Indeed, for small and medium sized countries, integration has become an obligation in 

the increasingly competitive global environment. These countries could compete in the 

international system, depending on the positions taken within different regional organizations. 

The second emerging basic parameter is a concept that contrasts with integration. However it is 

simultaneously operating with integration. It is "micro-nationalism". There are predictions that as 

many new countries as the existing member countries in the UN will join the world system in the 

next fifteen years and required conditions have already been created in this regard. There are 

many data and developments supporting these predictions. Taking the events happened during 

Arab Spring process into consideration, Asian countries especially the Middle Easterners embody 

the biggest risk. We could say that "micro-nationalist" wave will affect mostly Asian countries in 

general, the Middle Eastern countries in particular, for their ethnic structures, insufficient 

democratic experiences, huge income discrepancies and contrasts in many parameters.  

Other new basic parameter is that the era of estimating (calculating scientific data) has replaced 

by an era that we can only make approximations for the future events because it is almost 

impossible to make strong predictions within a multipolar competition environment and new 

paradigms brought by it. Henceforth, policies can be developed only upon some approximations. 

Indeed, NATO renewed its security document within basic concept of "transition from 



predictability to foreseeability". This means, for the world as a whole, to govern countries within 

an endless crisis management. The global financial crisis which has started in 2008 confirmed this 

process. Anything could happen any time. Thus, constant crisis management is a global matter. 

The most evident example of transition from predictability to foreseeability is the process of Arab 

Spring which has started late in 2010 and is still imposing its influence on various countries in 

different ways. Our friends from the USA in particular began to use the name as "Arab 

Awakening".  

Looking through Syria, we could clearly see the reflections of multipolarity upon the competition 

between the East and the West, especially between Asia and Western countries and their 

groupings to form blocks. I personally assess that Western countries has three basic goals in this 

process: First, to establish an economic belt that includes North Africa, the Middle East and South 

Asia in order to find an exit for their cramped economies. Second, especially for the security of the 

Southern Europe, they aim to establish a new security belt in relation with this new economic belt. 

The third aim, which is macro in essence, seems as to isolate China and Russia as a final benefit of 

the first two aims. We can mention many other sub-reasons. In this sense, we could observe that 

the region, which includes us, too, is an expectant of many turbulences and threats in the 

forthcoming periods.  

The basic paradigm is "multipolarity". We explained new parameters as the era of; integration, 

micro-nationalism, and predictability. There are also new sub perceptions and changes 

concerning both the Asian continent and the world. These are new security threats because 

"security" is a basic area for all the aforementioned parameters, namely, integration, welfare and 

development. Indeed, we all know that the definition of “security” as a concept has extensively 

evolved and transformed into "multi dimensional security", which has become a focal point of the 

debates as the fourth important parameter. 

The concept of security, which formerly interpreted just within the scope of military, has 

transformed in to a process which, in the last twenty year, comprises every aspect of life and is 

defined by the elements of soft power. Thus, while mentioning the new threat definitions, we 

should say that the perception that sees terrorism as an underlying threat has been changed. 

Second are the worries about nuclear security as it is exemplified with the Iranian issue. Third are 

threat perceptions about border security regarding the goals to control immigration waves and 

forth is in the every aspect of life like cyber security issue and fifth can be stated as developments 

related with the environmental and climate changes.  

To exemplify, it has been put into words that Saudi Arabia is planning to prohibit food exports 

because of water shortage. This creates anxiety for food importing countries from Saudi Arabia. It 

should be foreseen that similar measures can also be taken by the other food exporting countries. 

This creates an important risk about food security. Other new security threat perception sub-

themes are epidemic diseases and demographic problems. When we consider global population 



growth and that Asia has more than half of the world population and the 67% of Asian population 

is aged equal or under 25, this demographic growth is perceived as a major threat by traditional 

powers. Indeed there is a potential threat for all, regarding the limited resources. For instance, in 

China and India, 40 million people need to be employed per year. So, when we consider resources 

in the world and enormity of the economic system, we could predict what kind of results this 

process can produce.  

Another threat perception is non-state formations and threats. In this sense, we could see that 

different organizations like coup attempt in Mali, partly organized but not having a complete 

definition are perceived as new security threat. The other security threat is being shaped as "space 

security".  

All these factors insistently confirm the crisis management as a fifth parameter: "governing the 

countries within a constant crisis management". Indeed the opportunities presented to stop 

losing time and to repair the mistakes are very limited. In state issues, sometimes, even only 24 

hours lost could not be repaired.  

We can add "relations between values and welfare, and consumption patterns in the world" as the 

sixth parameter. We all have the same problem. Especially in the last two centuries, civilizational 

values and consumption patterns produced mostly by the West lead serious problems in both 

ecological and moral spheres. Indeed we all have made contribution to this problem through this 

or that way. However, Western civilization that determines the basic values must have the biggest 

share. Today, the consumption patterns must certainly be changed through a new paradigm 

because, even if we postpone and try to gain time, the world will not be able to overcome 

economic, social and moral crises as long as the consumption patterns are not changed. In this 

sense, there is a need for examples of pioneers who will create a new "horizontal vision" and 

represent this with their life styles and institutional orders. In this framework, Islamic Countries 

are under a great responsibility.  

In this extraordinary atmosphere, which created by all these parameters and multi dimensionally 

competitive environment, the North African and the Middle Eastern countries have been 

experiencing a sociological transformation which, in our prediction, will spread to the North Asia. 

We face with a number of Middle Eastern countries which missed the two opportunities having 

arisen after the disintegration of Soviet Union and 9/11. These countries did not benefit from 

these two important opportunities, necessary for their sociological change and transformation and 

democratization.  

 

Turkey - USA Relations and the Middle East 

When we look at the immediate surroundings of Turkey; we see Caucasus, Balkans, the Middle 

East, North Africa, Central Asia and a part of South Asia, in short, historical hinterland of Turkey. 



All these regions are important centers that are expectant of surprises and changes. The basic 

areas of competition between new powers are these regions. Therefore, Turkey is an essential and 

strategically important partner for any power - the USA at the outset- who wants to have impact 

in these regions and benefit from the transformation without leading chaos and in a way that 

contributes to the economic welfare. However, integral relations should be esablished in a healthy 

way because Turkey has its own apprehensions, threat perceptions and worries. 

Both sides have their own numerous integral characteristics. But, in such an era when 

collaboration has become an obligation, relations between Turkey and the USA are in a painful 

process. If we summarize these problems in several headings, three most important are the 

problem with Israel, Armenian Issue and problems with Iran –related with the Iranian nuclear 

program.  

It is obvious that mutual agreement, collaboration and partnership between the USA and Turkey 

will contribute to reveal huge potentials in other areas. It should also be seen that Israeli and 

Armenian Issues are not limited with these countries but these are major problems with Diasporas 

having extensions in the USA and in the world. Both Israeli Jewish Lobby and Armenian Diasporas 

and Armenian Lobby have carried out many actions to the detriment of Turkey in the USA and 

tried to affect the statesmen there. These are issues that have already been known and constantly 

followed by the agendas of the two countries. Although final decisions will surely be taken by 

decision makers, politicians and authorities, it is possible to conclude that the agreement based on 

a mutual trust and interests between Turkey, which constitutes a center among the changing 

regions and USA will play key role in the transformation of the world as a whole.  

Today, Turkey's most important structural anxiety is Kurdish issue. This is a crucial matter standing 

as a litmus paper for the USA regarding the Turkish-American relations. Although both sides have 

no any official accusation or prejudice, developments in the Kurdish matter will be decisive for the 

quality of cooperation in all related geographies.  

It might be claimed that in case Turkey does not feel the risk of ethnic disintegration based on 

Kurdish issue and feel itself secure, the relations with the USA will be much better than today. 

Because the conclusion of sympathy questionnaire on the USA carried out in Turkey is very 

negative.  

From the perspective of Turkey, principally, it is useful to empower and institutionalize these two 

themes: "Proportional risk and mutual dependency". Turkey needs to take risks in proportion to its 

power, balance its discourse with its power and undertake proportional risks in all relations 

especially with the USA and in all areas which Turkey wants to be effective because proportional 

risk requires foreign policy choices to be made correctly, as well.  

Turkey's traditional state policy is conducted on Western perspective and positioned to conclude 

the European Union membership negotiations with "full membership". Thus it is necessary to 



manage the European Union membership process by putting it in the first rank and ordering the 

others correctly. This also includes proportional risk planning.  

 

Identity Policy and Future of the Middle East 

Historically, mentality of Ottoman State revealed itself by tying the existing dominated elements 

to the state instead of building new identities in the occupied regions. Western countries, on the 

other hand, tried to make their control over the countries that have been shared as areas of 

interest especially after the WWI constant and forcible by giving prominence to some lesser 

identity elements in the state and governmental levels. 

As the most striking examples, the 9% Nusayri minority in Syria which consists an approximately 

80% Sunni majority, and Sunni minority in Iraq where the Shia make more than half of the 

population had been brought to the power by the colonial powers. Thus, the UK and France had 

aimed to establish governments which has dramatically poor legitimacy basis and could only 

survive with the help of external powers.  

Afterwards, these policies promoted emergence of nationalist movements. As it was observed in 

all the Third World countries in 1950s and 60s, nationalism have become a very important 

movement in the Arab world and started to threat presence of Western powers in these countries. 

Nationalist governments replaced the monarchies in Egypt in 1952 and in Iraq in 1958. 

The policies of the nationalist governments in Iraq to create a so-called secular nationalist Arab 

identity were transformed finally into policies bringing Sunnis foreground against the Shia majority 

and Arabization against the Kurds. Also increased pressures during Saddam era leaded Shias and 

Kurds to alienate from the centre.  

The USA, after having overthrown Saddam regime, have cooperated with the offended Shia and 

Kurds, first to create a favorable environment for the provisional government and then to build a 

weak Iraq which lost its national unity. Also the US carried out a number of policies to bring Shias 

and Kurds to the fore. This caused reactions in all neighboring countries and they somehow 

adopted anti-American approaches and implementations sooner or later. 

Thus, the identity policies carried out in Iraq by the USA created a situation which has gradually 

increasing damage for all sides.  

For the USA policies we could mention about two important points: The Shiites which constitute 

the vast majority of Iraq have built close relations with Iran and unstable Iraq has tarnished the 

USA’s image which has been already damaged by its Israeli policies. The USA is now looking for 

ways to placate tensions between Shias, Sunnis, pan-Arab groups and Kurds.  

Current situation of the political actors in the region can be summarized as follows:  



Shias are experiencing astonishment, mixed with pride, of coming to the power for the first time 

after a long time. Interventions of the USA, the other big powers, neighboring countries and some 

organizations revealed the difficulty of governing Iraq and this deepened their astonishment. 

Iran is certainly the most important country to benefit from these identities. However, benefiting 

from Shia identity in Iraq has brought very serious hazards for Iran, too. The most important 

danger is that a Persian-Arab decomposition, and then conflicts, can arise through identities in 

Iran. Provoking identities in Iran could support a separation between Persians and Arab population 

that concentrates around Abadan oils. These discrimination policies could be transferred by 

external powers to the north which contains intense Azeri population. Iran must be aware of this 

situation and, therefore, is one of the countries that support consistently the territorial integrity of 

Iraq. Iran also does not want to have elements that might be hostile towards Iran and create 

unrest after a prospective disintegration instead of having impact through Shias across the 

country.  

The USA has chosen to benefit from Shias to overthrow Saddam and compose a weak Iraq that can 

be intervened. 

Even if Turkey have initially kept itself away in this matter and built dialogue just with Sunnis, it 

was the first country realizing the damage of building relations with some groups in Iraq by 

separating people in line with their identities and ignoring the others. Also, it was the first country 

that has struck a decisive attitude against the USA and opposed the separation of Iraq. 

The Shiite majority frightens the Gulf countries and keeps them aloof from Iraq. However, it does 

not change the fact that more than half of the Iraqi population is composed of Shias. The Gulf 

countries - notably Saudi Arabia and Kuwait - are the most disturbed countries by the Shiite 

elements’ coming into prominence. The Gulf countries have difficulties to build relations with Iraqi 

Shias for some reasons such as the radical attitude of Salafis against the Shia, dependency on the 

USA in developing policies and other troubles. They are also bewaring of Iraq's susceptibility 

before Iran. Resurgence of the Shia in Iraq has deepened the worries of the Gulf countries about 

Iran, which have frightened them at most since the Khomeini era.  

This made the USA intervene more into the region through the worries of the Gulf countries but 

again it is the Gulf countries that have suffered most because increasing Iranian fear have caused 

increases in military expenditures, made unrest of Shia elements in the Gulf countries unbearable 

bringing the risk of disintegration. This has also prevented Gulf countries producing long term 

healthy policies.  

Looking at the point the region reached today, we can see that deepening ethnic disintegration in 

Iraq will create trouble not only for Turkey but also all the other countries in the region. 

Meanwhile, the only beneficiary of this trouble in the region will be Israel. 



It may be possible to detect the effects of religio-political relations on the deep fragmentation of 

Iraq across the identity and ethnicity lines. Shias in Iraq are engaged mostly in agriculture in rural 

areas. Throughout history, they exist not as a governmental power, but as the dissident elements 

in Iraq. However, since the beginning of the 20th century, with the increasing urbanization and the 

emergence of middle classes, the Shias have naturally become involved in politics. But, it should 

not be ignored that Shias and Sunnis had lived together in peace throughout history and there 

were so many occasions when they made collaborations against their common enemies.  

In identity conflicts, the heaviest price is paid by the directly conflicting parties. However, first 

Turkey –because of its Kurdish issue- and then Iran and Gulf countries have also faced a huge 

challenge because of the Shia problem. If the conflict in Iraq did not spread to the Gulf countries, 

the most important reason here is that the USA and international community have strongly 

resisted against unrest because of the worries about the security of oil flow.  

The region is both strategically and economically important for the West. Before the Khomeini era, 

the USA had tried to keep its presence in the region with Iran as a friend by conducting "soft 

power" but had not been able to get through and finally decided to control the region with 

military force. However, if the chaos in Iraq deepens, neither international community nor 

neighboring countries could bear this any longer for the crisis in Iraq damages the legitimacy of 

the USA. 

In the region, there are numerous political actors having different agendas. Sooner or later, a 

"common agenda" will emerge out of these different agendas. But, what is important is to get this 

common agenda without shedding more blood and economic lost.  

The existing political structure in Iraq has been constructed to foster ethnic and sectarian 

divisions. This situation must be corrected immediately. The state agencies should be made 

operative. Sectarian policies are lebanonizing Iraq. Also, the belief that Israel has benefited from 

the sectarian conflict in Iraq and so Israel has promoted the disintegration in Iraq has been 

growing stronger.  

In the final analysis, the unity of Iraq is in the hands of Iraqis. Particularly, unless a Shiite - Sunni 

conflict arise and as long as Shias and Sunnis do not want division of Iraq, there is no any prospect 

for partition. If Iraq does not undertake its own control, someone will capture the political space. 

The intervention of neighboring countries, other external actors and Turkey, of course, is natural 

in this perspective.  

Shia-Sunni conflict, Kurd-Arab conflict or others are not inevitable. Images of the ‘Self’ and the 

‘other’ are just in minds. Only the people who think that fight is necessary fight! It is easy to make 

people fight but to convince them for peace is not. In any case, the peace has to be achieved.  

The identities will absolutely protect their presence in the Middle East. But abusing identities for 

the sake of interests, trying to manipulate or shape identities and describing the interests in line 



only with identities is detrimental for all sides, especially for the citizens of countries like Iraq. 

Manipulating identities and promoting the identity conflicts will be only for the good of Israel but 

it is only for a short term. In the long term, however, this implies serious hazards for the regional 

and world peace as a whole. 

The crux of the problem is that global powers see the Middle East in general and Gulf countries –

including Iraq and Iran- in particular as a "region which cannot be left by itself”. As a reaction to 

the rapprochements of the global powers to the region, there emerged authoritarian regimes in 

the region; these regimes have tried to crush the local elements which have been considered to be 

instruments of global powers. External powers, on the other hand, have resorted to abuse these 

repressed segments to pursue their interests.  

This vicious circle should be broken. As long as the initiative is not taken by local elements of the 

Region and actual decision makers do not come from the regional components, it will be difficult 

to assure permanent stability in the region. The leaders of the countries in the region are not 

aware of this fact or they avoid facing this fact as they could not risk paying the price for it. They 

do not have the courage to explain before the public that existing identities do not prevent to live 

in harmony with the others, in the modern world. When a definition of politics is developed in 

accordance only with the identities such as the Shia, the Sunni or the Kurd, it is difficult, even 

impossible, to share political and social areas between parties satisfactorily.  

 

The Current Situation in the EU and its Probable Reflections on the Region  

Within context of the economic crisis that has started in the USA in 2008, spread to Europe and 

effected many countries in the world -except countries with highly closed economies, there has 

arose serious problems in the EU, too.  

It is obvious that there are numerous structural problems in the EU because the current state of 

the EU is a failure in the success. That is, the EU project is a huge institutionalization process, a 

deep democratic experience, a huge economic acquisition and a human centered structuring but 

all these standards have become unsustainable and unable to be financed along with the 

dramatically increasing competitive environment, especially when the economic share is rapidly 

transferred from the West to the East. Related data show that this process will continue on the 

same direction. It seems that strong countries in terms of technology and human resources like 

Germany will resist against this process but the process that have started in Greece and already 

spread to some other countries will expand more.   

At this point, we face two problems. First, it is observed that Balkan countries and some other 

weaker countries that have been quickly token into the EU have difficulties to compete, that the 

economic resources are being transferred mostly to the countries centered in the Western 

Europe, that the sectors are alienated, that major countries in the Western Europe have vacuum 



effect especially in the economic sphere, banking system at the outset. That Germany has 

obtained € 2 trillion capital stock increase after the EU enlargement is one of the important 

indicators to support this thesis. Second point is about what will happen to the situations of the EU 

member and candidate countries that have faced relative property transfers, in the event the EU 

enters into any political crisis. 

Although many strategists foresee that the EU could not overcome this crisis and will disintegrate, 

it can be calculated that the EU could overcome this process thank to the distance it has cut and 

its long-time experience. However, for a negative scenario, some notes must be taken about its 

reflections on both Turkey and the Middle Eastern countries. 

 

Conclusion 

Taking these parameters as whole, there arises a common problem for the Middle Eastern 

countries. The most important step for both the Middle Eastern and all the other countries is 

whether we could change the quality of human resources or not. If we will be able to change the 

quality of human resources and achieve transformations in all the sectors, the Middle Eastern 

countries will be able to produce civilization, welfare and technology and maintain this in two or 

three generations at least. It should be underlined one more time that considerable financial 

resources must be transferred to human centered approaches and investment plans instead of 

infrastructural investments whose feasibility studies are not well fulfilled.  

The Middle East has become the centre of changes and transformations in the first ten years of 

the 21st century. It was the same that had happened one hundred years ago, too. A process that 

began in North Africa and the Middle East expanded rapidly and continues to expand. To our 

prediction, if stability could be achieved in North Africa and the Middle East, this wave will spread 

to some countries in South Asia in the coming months and years. Almost all of these countries are 

Islamic countries. Thus, if the Middle Eastern countries want to play their roles well in this process 

and to overcome the changes and transformations in a healthy way, without giving any chance to 

any scenarios which can lead painful chaos, civil wars and conflicts, they must be a lot more in 

solidarity. In this sense, the Middle Eastern countries need to make more collaboration and 

benefit from the accrued experiences of the countries, notably Turkey.  

Within all these parameters, the Middle Eastern countries' think tanks should undertake proactive 

roles in the transformation of their countries and should be active not only in the foreign policy 

and security issues but also in every area of the life. For instance, according to a research project 

in the US, there are 1770 think tanks in the USA and just half of them study on foreign policy and 

these are known and popular think tanks. All the others are unpopular and study on sectoral 

policies, and they are known only in sectors. Thus, in all areas there is a great need for think tanks 

to take initiative and produce new opinions, models and projects for decision makers.  



Lastly, l want to say that the only parameter for Middle East must not only being powerful but also 

putting forth a line of civilization based on power and justice because we have such a moral and 

institutional responsibility. We do not have an option to evaluate the events unilaterally and with 

a materialist perspective.  

In summary, the Middle East is a geography hosting huge contrasts, opportunities and threats and 

also a candidate to be the power centre of the 21st century. If these contrasts could be managed 

well, the chance of being successful will be very high. But if these contrasts and differences are 

manipulated by the external actors or by the meaningless competitions between the regional 

actors, the region could face with unexpected results. I am in the opinion that Turkey and the 

Middle Eastern countries should address to a more pragmatic and deeper areas within the basic 

understanding which we defined as “proportional risk, interdependence”; rather than emotional 

ones. If we can read the developments in the world and in our region correctly, we, as friend and 

brother countries, can get stronger all together and get the possibility to transform the 

developments into opportunity.  

Historical experiences has shown that “You can’t run a water mill by carrying water”; * just like 

politics cannot be executed with transferred opinions, intelligence, armaments and economy. It is 

certain that we can be as strong as we are able to transform our experiences into wisdom, this 

wisdom into willpower and this willpower into action. In this sense, current developments in the 

Region, regional and global actors, events and phenomena carry important clues about what we 

are and what we will be.  
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*
 A Turkish proverb meaning “It is futile to start a business if you don’t have a sustainable source or you can’t 

sustain a life style with borrowed money”.  


