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Notes

Terms-

AKP: Turkey’s Justice and Development Party, the current majority in Parliament

Ergenekon: Case in which military leaders in Turkey are being tried by the AKP for an alleged plot at a coup

Strategy-

AKP bad scenarios are responsive to the Turkish politics advantage. AKP losing now, plan makes them win, that’s bad for X reason

Greece-Turkey War Frontline

1. Greece-Turkey conflict won’t escalate to war. 

Stephen Mann, Lieutenant, US Navy, 2001. [US Navy War College, www.hsdl.org/?view&doc=36621&coll=public]
The basic issues in the Aegean and Cyprus have yet to be resolved, but relations between Turkey and Greece have improved, especially in the last year. Infrequent eventssuch as the Imial Kardak crisis still show the escalatory nature of their relationship, but atthe same time it is clear that both sides will almost certainly always stop short of the act of war; the risks are too great, the potential rewards to little, and the outcomes toouncertain. Both governments have some common sense in this regard and they must nowuse that common sense to move toward resolution of the overall problem. How to movetoward that resolution is the question; many possibilities exist but some options andconsiderations, discussed in the next chapter, seem more likely to work than others.

2. Their Larrabee evidence indicates Greece-Turkey tensions have been high since 1996-no reason conflict would escalate now 

3. Greece-Turkey relations are better than ever. 

F. Stephen Larrabee, Ph.D., Distinguished Chair in European Security at RAND, 2010. [RAND, Troubled Partnership U.S.-Turkish Relations in an Era of Global Geopolitical Change, www.rand.org/pubs/monographs/2009/RAND_MG899.pdf]
However, since 1999, relations between Greece and Turkey have significantly improved.14 Today, bilateral relations are better than they have been since the Atatürk-Venizelos era in the 1930s. Trade has increased visibly, as have tourism and people-to-people exchanges. Energy cooperation has also intensified, bolstered by the opening of a $300-million gas pipeline that creates an energy corridor connecting the rich natural-gas fields in the Caucasus with Europe. The improvement in Greek-Turkish relations has been facilitated by a significant shift in Greek policy toward Turkey’s membership in the EU. For years, Greece sought to block Turkish membership in the EU in an effort to force changes in Turkish behavior favorable to Greek interests. Since 1999, however, Greece has become one of the strongest advocates of Turkey’s EU membership. Today, Athens sees a “Europeanized” Turkey as strongly in its own interest. From the Greek perspective, the more Turkey conforms with European norms and standards of international behavior, the better Greek-Turkish relations are likely to be. 

4. Their Geramatolyos evidence is in the context of a war with Syria and Turkey-not a Greece-Turkey conflict

Greece-Turkey War Frontline 

5. No war-Greece needs Turkish gas pipelines

Reuters, June 2010 [UPDATE 1-Turkey, Italy and Greece sign MOU for gas pipeline, Reuters Africa]

Turkey's state natural gas company Botas signed a memorandum of understanding on Thursday for a pipeline connecting Turkey with Greece and Italy. The project, to be built along with Italy's Edison and Greek state natural gas company Depa, should be completed by 2017, Turkey's Energy Minister Taner Yildiz said. Yildiz said it surplus gas Turkey imports from Azerbaijan will probably be piped to Greece and Italy.He declined to give details on the estimated cost of the Italy-Turkey-Greece Inter-connector (ITGI) pipeline. The ITGI project is considered a possible threat to the EU-backed Nabucco pipeline project which is targeting access to the same Azeri Shah Deniz gas for its planned start-up phase.

6. Turkey complies with NATO  security treaties now-no risk of a war

Greece-Turkey War Frontline 

7. No War-Greece is dependent on Turkey 

Dan Darling, an international military markets analyst with Forecast International Inc., an aerospace and defense research company. A graduate of Kansas State University with a degree in history, he specializes in the European and Middle Eastern regions at Forecast. His work has been cited in Defense Industry Daily, Rotorhub, the NATO Parliamentary Assembly, Aerospace and Defense News and the Small Wars Journal, among others. He has also contributed commentary to Defense News and has been quoted in such publications as The Financial Times, Flight Global, National Defense Magazine and the Fort Worth Star-Telegram. [Will Austerity Era Bring Change to Greece-Turkey Rivalry?, The Faster Times] June 2010 

Greece, which fought its way out from under the Ottoman yoke during its war for independence (1821-1830), has long adopted a defensive mentality as that of the farthest Christian outpost on the Muslim road into Europe. Disputes regarding Cyprus and rights to the Aegean Sea have erupted periodically for decades and have brought the two NATO members to the brink of war on several occasions. Yet despite the historic enmity between the two countries the Greek financial crisis offers an opportunity to forge a new security understanding that would be advantageous to both sides. Easing some of the longstanding Aegean disputes would provide Greece with an opportunity to tackle its budgetary issues without fear that military cutbacks will expose the country to Turkish power displays meant to coerce territorial concessions from Athens. From Ankara’s perspective an easing of tensions with Greece would alleviate some of the political concern in Europe about bringing Turkey into its union, in the process further bolstering Turkish Foreign Minister Ahmet Davutoglu’s “zero problems with neighbors” strategic policy. Additionally, this would allow the Turkish Armed Forces greater room to pursue its “Kuvvet (Force) 2014″ reform effort - aimed at creating a more mobile, inter-operable military - without the potential threat of high-intensity war on its western border. But traditional skepticism dies hard. While Turkey proffered a potential disarmament deal to Greece in May, Athens remains wary. Whatever its budgetary problems, Greece is unlikely to interpret the Turkish proposal as altruistic or to suddenly view its neighbor as benign. Ultimately this leaves the Aegean neighbors stuck at square one: two members of the same security alliance who continue to pursue high-cost weapons programs in preparation for conflict with the other.
US-Greece Relations Frontline 

1. Relations sustainable

a. Terrorism

Embassy of Greece 01

[“Finance minister says US - Greece cooperation exists in tackling terrorism.” Embassy of Greece.05 October, 2001. http://www.greekembassy.org/Embassy/content/en/Article.aspx?office=3&folder=326&article=8910]
Finance Minister Yiannos Papantoniou said on Thursday, after meeting Prime Minister Costas Simitis, that cooperation exists between the Bank of Greece, the Greek government and the United States in tackling terrorism.  Commenting on whether there is a list at the Bank of Greece ac-cording to which there are indications of money laundering, Papantoniou said it is a classified document.  Referring to the economy, Papantoniou said the Greek economy is resisting pressures following the terrorist attack in the U.S. and that if there are no more negative developments consequences for the Greek economy will be limited.  On the question of the course of the economy after next week's ruling PASOK party congress, he said the congress will be one of rallying and cooperation and economic policy will remain unchanged after it. 

b. Energy

US Embassy 08

[“US-Greece Renewable Energy Cooperation.” US Embassy 5-19-08. http://athens.usembassy.gov/energy_cooperation.html]

Deputy Minister of Ukraine Iryna Zapatrina, Mr. Secretary General, Madam Special Secretary, Mr. President, Dr. Ichord, ladies and gentlemen, thank you so much for asking the U.S. Embassy to be present here tonight.  It is an honor for me to be here and to represent Ambassador Speckhard, who sends his warm regards to all of you. March 12, 2007 marked a very important day in US-Greek relations. That day was the meeting of the US-Greece Economic and Commercial Cooperation Council in Athens, led by Secretary General Skylakakis on the Greek side and Deputy Assistant Secretaries [of State Matthew H.] Bryza, [USAID] Mefford and [Commerce] Dyke on the American side.  Our goal was to put our economic and commercial relations on the same high level as our political relations.  It is my government’s view that our enhanced economic relations must recognize Greece’s new economic presence in the Balkans.  This presence, matched with the United States’ interest in the region, provides the opportunity for us to work together, side by side, in a way that creatively advances our shared hopes for this region’s prosperity.

2. Their Kurdistan News evidence is from 2006-US-Turkey relations should’ve killed relations with Greece

3. No impact to US occupation of Turkey-Greece empirically has helped the US occupy it

US Department of State 4-28


[“Greece.” US Department of State 4-28-10. http://www.state.gov/r/pa/ei/bgn/3395.htm]
Greece entered World War I in 1917 on the side of the Allies. After the war, Greece took part in the Allied occupation of Turkey, where many Greeks still lived. In 1921, the Greek army marched toward Ankara, but was defeated by Turkish forces led by Kemal Mustapha Ataturk and forced to withdraw. In an exchange of populations under the Treaty of Lausanne, more than 1.3 million refugees from Turkey poured into Greece, and nearly 800,000 Greek Turks were sent to Turkey. This large influx of people created enormous challenges for the Greek economy and society.

US-Greece Relations Frontline

4. Their Kirisci evidence concludes negative-it indicates Third parties can’t resolve disputes between nations-means US presence in Turkey has no impact on US-Greece relations

5. Alt cause-Instability in Turkey would spread to Iraq, the Caucuses and the Balkans. 

Roger Boyes, staff writer, 10-31-2002. [The Times (London), Challenger who gives Europe the jitters, p. ln]

Europe is nervous not only about the rising popularity of Mr Erdogan's Justice and Development Party (AK), but also the whole political constellation, the uneasy geo-politics of a weakly led country bordering three of the world's most dangerous flashpoints: Iraq, the Caucasus and the Balkans. An unstable Turkey - a Nato ally pivotal in any war against Iraq - could bring crisis to our doorsteps. The critical question is whether the European Union can increase Turkey's stability by speeding up its membership negotiations, or whether it is best left to simmer on the sidelines. Diplomats in Ankara are uncertain about Mr Erdogan. He presents himself as a moderate conservative committed to democracy and to the principles of a modern secular state as set out by Turkey's founding father, Kemal Ataturk. The AK may also have to enter a coalition with the social democrats of the Republican People's Party (CHP), whose most respected figure is Kemal Dervis - a former Economics Minister and skilled crisis-manager whom Europe trusts. But those bayoneted minarets and true-believing soldiers - the militant edge of Islam - cannot be ignored.Since Ataturk created Turkey from the rubble of the Ottoman Empire in 1923, the country has wavered between the poles of military dictatorship and Islamicisation. It was never going to be easy to find a balance in a country that straddles Orient and Occident, fundamentalism and tolerance, planned economy and market.
Solvency Frontline

1. Their Larrabee evidence does not make a claim of inevitability of US troop withdrawal-it just advocates shifting troops to Kuwait which the aff can’t solve

2. Incirlik not obsolete-allows for rapid flights over Syria

F-16. net 01

[DeWitt, Lieven.“American F-16 fighter jet from Incirlik made 23-minute flight over Syria.” F-16.Net 8-21-01. http://www.f-16.net/news_article678.html]
By all accounts, it was a usual incident. An American F-16 flying out of Incirlik Air Base in south-central Turkey flew for nearly half an hour over at least 150 miles of Syria last Wednesday without even a protest from Syria. But just how an American fighter jet could fly so long and far over potentially hostile Middle Eastern territory is something of a mystery.

3. Hyland evidence is from 2007-US Military would’ve abandoned Incirlik if it was unstrategic

4. Incirlik key to Middle East Security

Global Security 05

[“Incirlik Air Base.” Global Security 4-26-05. http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/facility/incirlik-history.htm]

Incirlik in Turkish literally means place of the fig or fig orchard, which is what comprised a major portion of the base until 1951. Then, bulldozers and road graders cleared much of the land to make way for the runway and support facilities of a new airfield. The United States Engineering Group began construction of a 10,000-foot runway at a new base 7 miles east of Adana, and approximately 250 miles southeast of Ankara, Turkey, in the spring of 1951. While work on the runway progressed, an American company, Metcalfe, Hamilton, and Grove, built base facilities and infrastructure under contract. The United States Air Force (USAF) initially planned to use the base as an emergency staging and recovery site for medium and heavy bombers. Since Turkey shared 360 miles of common border with Soviet territory, Strategic Air Command (SAC) planners considered it an important location. The years to follow would prove the value of Incirlik's location not only in countering the Soviet threat, but also in responding to crises in the Middle East.
5. Aff doesn’t solve perception of US presence-TNWs mean Turkey will resent our military presence inevitably 

 AKP Bad-Terrorism 

AKP leadership leads to terrorism-Flotilla proves 

The Hindu 6-30

[“Why the West cannot lose Turkey.” The Hindu 6-30-10. http://www.thehindu.com/opinion/lead/article493793.ece?homepage=true]

If Israel and its powerful lobbyists in Washington and New York are to be believed, Turkey in recent months committed two unpardonable crimes. First, it dared to support the people of Gaza, who, in the eyes of the Israeli establishment, deserve collective punishment for supporting Hamas “terrorists,” who are running the affairs of the impoverished coastal strip. Tel Aviv's problems with Ankara came to a head on May 31 when Israeli commandos attacked a Gaza-bound aid flotilla led by the Turkish charity, IHH. Despite the international outcry against the raid, Israel has been persistent in calling Turkey's Gaza mission a fig leaf to cover its larger political goal of bolstering the Hamas, already an ally of Iran. 

Terrorism Causes Extinction

Sid-Ahmed, political analyst 04 
(Mohamed, Managing Editor for Al-Ahali, “Extinction!” August 26-September 1, Issue no. 705, http://weekly.ahram.org.eg/2004/705/op5.htm)

What would be the consequences of a nuclear attack by terrorists? Even if it fails, it would further exacerbate the negative features of the new and frightening world in which we are now living. Societies would close in on themselves, police measures would be stepped up at the expense of human rights, tensions between civilisations and religions would rise and ethnic conflicts would proliferate. It would also speed up the arms race and develop the awareness that a different type of world order is imperative if humankind is to survive. But the still more critical scenario is if the attack succeeds. This could lead to a third world war, from which no one will emerge victorious. Unlike a conventional war which ends when one side triumphs over another, this war will be without winners and losers. When nuclear pollution infects the whole planet, we will all be losers.

AKP Bad-Terrorism 

AKP provides safe harbor to the IHH terrorist organization  

Freedman 7-2 Professor of Political Science at Johns Hopkins 

[Freedman, Robert O. “Why the Islamic democracy rocked ties with Israel and the West.” The Jewish Times 7-2-10. http://www.jewishtimes.com/index.php/jewishtimes/news/jt/cover_story/turkeys_tarnish/19498]

Most recently, in the aftermath of the recent May flotilla incident, the only ship that resisted the Israeli takeover was organized by the IHH, an Islamic “charity” association in Turkey that had been involved in past terrorism (including, according to a French magistrate, an attempt to blow up Los Angeles International Airport, as well as ties with al-Qaida). The IHH clearly sought to provoke a conflict with Israel and Erdogan seized on the deaths of nine members of the organization to escalate his conflict with Israel. He demanded an apology from Israel, and threatened to cut all ties with Israel unless the apology was forthcoming
AKP has links to the IHH in the flotilla incident 

Freedman 7-2 Professor of Political Science at Johns Hopkins 

[Freedman, Robert O. “Why the Islamic democracy rocked ties with Israel and the West.” The Jewish Times 7-2-10. http://www.jewishtimes.com/index.php/jewishtimes/news/jt/cover_story/turkeys_tarnish/19498
Finally, the main Turkish opposition party, the CHP, has a new and vibrant leader in Kemal Kilicdaroglu. He has criticized Erdogan’s domestic policy as creating an “empire of fear” in Turkey, and has gone so far as to accuse the Erdogan government of being fascistic. He also has raised questions about Erdogan’s links to ­the IHH and has suggested that the Turkish government could have prevented the flotilla confrontation. Even one of the CHP’s spiritual leaders, Fethullah Gulen, has questioned Erdogan’s policy in the flotilla incident
AKP Bad-Kurdish Terrorism 

AKP increases Kurdish terrorism-banning of Kurdish party in Parliament 

Freedman 7-2 Professor of Political Science at Johns Hopkins 

[Freedman, Robert O. “Why the Islamic democracy rocked ties with Israel and the West.” The Jewish Times 7-2-10. http://www.jewishtimes.com/index.php/jewishtimes/news/jt/cover_story/turkeys_tarnish/19498
Second, Erdogan’s opening to the Kurds has backfired. His amnesty offer to the PKK led to a Kurdish political rally welcoming returning PKK guerrillas, and the Kurdish party in Turkey’s parliament was banned. Even worse, the PKK rebellion has heated up with strikes against Turkish officials and army officers all over Turkey; one of the major attacks originated in Syria, and the Erdogan government has been hard put to suppress the rebellion. Also, recent polls show that 58 percent of Turks oppose Erdogan’s Kurdish policy
AKP incites Kurd retaliation-suspension of Kurdish rights

Al-Ahram Weekly 6-30

[Jenkins, Gareth. “Where's 'Plan B'? Al-Ahram Weekly. Issue 1,004. Al-Ahram Weekly 6-30. http://weekly.ahram.org.eg/2010/1004/re4.htm]  
The upsurge in the violence came a little over a month after the PKK's founder, Abdallah Ocalan, who is currently serving a life sentence on the Turkish prison island of Imrali, issued a statement via his lawyers threatening an escalation in the organisation's 26-year-old insurgency unless the Turkish state made substantive concessions on Kurdish rights by the end of May. No such concessions were forthcoming. On 5 June, in an interview in northern Iraq with the Firat News Agency, Murat Karayilan, the chairman of the PKK's Executive Committee, warned that the organisation would both step up its attacks in its main battlefields in the mountains of southeast Turkey and hit what he described as military and economic targets in the west of the country
AKP Bad-Turkish Democracy [1/2]

AKP has had a polarizing effect on Turkish democracy

Department of International Relations Istanbul 09

[Öniş, Ziya. 'Conservative Globalism at the Crossroads: The Justice and Development Party and the Thorny Path to Democratic Consolidation in Turkey', Mediterranean Politics, 14: 1, 21 — 40. 2009. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13629390902747376]
Turkish politics in the recent era has been characterized by significant transformation and a considerable degree of instability. Important steps have been taken towards democratic consolidation as part of a broader Europeanization process. At the same time, recent developments suggest that the process of democratic consolidation is far from complete. Turkey in 2008 continued to project an image of a highly polarized society. Although the recent Constitutional Court ruling not to ban the governing party on the basis of its alleged anti-secular activities created a temporary breathing space and an air of stability, this should not be interpreted as a sign of a durable consensus. The present paper builds upon and extends earlier contributions as a basis for understanding the dynamics of Turkish politics in the context of the general elections of 2007 (see O ̈ nis ̧, 2007; O ̈ nis ̧ and Keyman, 2003). The framework developed is also used to illuminate some of the unexpected post-election developments which have been associated with considerable instability and further polarization  in Turkish politics. The central claim is that traditional divisions such as left versus right, centre versus periphery and other similar distinctions have limited explanatory power in terms of understanding the Turkish party system (see Sayarı, 2007). A better conceptualization of Turkish political dynamics can be made in terms of conservative globalists versus defensive nationalists. Indeed, this conceptualization appears to provide an even better representation of the composition of the Turkish parliament after the July 2007 elections than has been the case with the earlier election of 2002. The conservative globalist label characterizes the ruling party, the Justice and Development Party (AKP) whereas the main opposition parties, the Republican People’s Party (CHP) and the Nationalist Action Party (MHP) constituted the defensive nationalist bloc. Liberal globalists or social democrats with a transformationalist globalist agenda are not properly represented in this environment. A central argument, therefore, is that Turkish democracy constitutes a one-dimensional democracy where the absence of a European-style social democratic party constitutes an important democratic deficit.
Turkey is the vital internal link to democracy-it’s a model for Muslim nations

Today’s Zaman 09 Citing Saudi Prince Aziz

[Aziz, Talal Bin Abdul. “Turk Demokrasisi Bolgemize Model.” Today’s Zaman 9-12-09. http://tr1.harunyahya.com/Detail/T/EDCRFV/productId/27519/TURKISH_DEMOCRACY_CAN_BE_A_MODEL_FOR_OUR_REGION]

I wish for Turkey to present a model for the region. You should protect these values so that you can maintain your role of being the center for democracy by setting a successful example in our region that needs this. The relations between the Arab world and Turkey are strengthened by the regional role played by Turkey. Turkey’s efforts to solve the Palestinian problem have a special importance. 

AKP Bad-Turkish Democracy [2/2]

Democracy solves nuclear war 
Diamond Hoover Institution, Stanford University 1995
[ Larry, December, PROMOTING DEMOCRACY IN THE 1990S, 1p. http://www.carnegie.org//sub/pubs/deadly/diam_rpt.html]
Nuclear, chemical and biological weapons continue to proliferate. The very source of life on Earth, the global ecosystem, appears increasingly endangered. Most of these new and unconventional threats to security are associated with or aggravated by the weakness or absence of democracy, with its provisions for legality, accountability, popular sovereignty and openness. The experience of this century offers important lessons. Countries that govern themselves in a truly democratic fashion do not go to war with one another. They do not aggress against their neighbors to aggrandize themselves or glorify their leaders. Democratic governments do not ethnically "cleanse" their own populations, and they are much less likely to face ethnic insurgency. Democracies do not sponsor terrorism against one another. They do not build weapons of mass destruction to use on or to threaten one another. Democratic countries form more reliable, open, and enduring trading partnerships. In the long run they offer better and more stable climates for investment. They are more environmentally responsible because they must answer to their own citizens, who organize to protest the destruction of their environments. They are better bets to honor international treaties since they value legal
AKP Bad-Turkish Democracy

AKP Bad-eliminates the competition from other parties necessary for democracy

Department of International Relations Istanbul 09

[Öniş, Ziya. 'Conservative Globalism at the Crossroads: The Justice and Development Party and the Thorny Path to Democratic Consolidation in Turkey', Mediterranean Politics, 14: 1, 21 — 40. 2009. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13629390902747376]
Turkey’s recent political crises also highlight the importance of effective opposition in a well-functioning democracy. The weaknesses of the opposition parties in Turkey and the absence of a European-style left-of-centre alternative has created a representational vacuum at the very centre of Turkish politics. This in turn has resulted in a kind of one-party dominant system which placed an overload on the governing party, the AKP. Building a broad-based coalition consisting of highly diverse elements helped by the weakness of the opposition was at the heart of the AKP’s electoral success. Yet, in the post-election context, the ability to manage this coalition proved to be far more difficult than was originally anticipated. Furthermore, the extraordinary share of the total vote provided the wrong kind of signal to the party leadership that they could press ahead with their primary agenda, namely the extension of religious freedoms, on the assumption that they enjoyed broad legitimacy and public support. This assumption was also based on a narrow, majoritarian understanding of democracy and it proved to be the wrong assumption. Obtaining a comfortable majority in parliament was not a sufficient condition for effective governance in a highly polarized society. The AKP’s electoral success proved to be its ultimate weakness. Perhaps if the party had faced better opposition, which no doubt would also limit the magnitude of its electoral coalition, the party leadership could have pursued a more pragmatic strategy based on negotiation and compromise and the kind of serious political instability that Turkey experienced in 2007 and 2008 could have been avoided in the process.
AKP kills democracy-election tactics 

Rodrik 6-23 Professor of International Political Economy at Harvard

[Rodrik, Dani. “The Death of Turkey's Democracy.” The Wall Street Journal 6-23-10. http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748704009804575308182324490568.html]

Given the trail of wrongdoings the AKP is leaving behind, it will likely do whatever it takes to avoid losing power in next summer's elections. Sadly, Mr. Erdogan's inclination will be to raise the temperature a few notches higher, both domestically and internationally (see its recent rapprochement with Iran, or its brinkmanship against its old friend Israel). It's clear now that Turkey is no longer the liberalizing, emerging democracy under the AKP that it was only a few years ago. It's time the U.S. and Europe stopped treating it as such—both for their own sakes, and for the sake of the Turkish people.
AKP Bad-Turkish Democracy

AKP results in political instability-secularist tension

Department of International Relations Istanbul 09

[Öniş, Ziya. 'Conservative Globalism at the Crossroads: The Justice and Development Party and the Thorny Path to Democratic Consolidation in Turkey', Mediterranean Politics, 14: 1, 21 — 40. 2009. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/13629390902747376]
The performance of the second AKP government after a few months in office, however, failed to match the favourable post-election climate. Indeed, the disappointing performance of the party immediately post-election helped to alienate elements of liberal public opinion which had been quite impressed by the party’s moderate and reformist stance in its early years. The AKP took a series of actions during the early months of its office in late 2007 which contributed to further polarization of Turkish society and to a parallel increase in political instability. The presidential election process involving the candidature of Abdullah Gu ̈l, the minister of foreign affairs and a key figure in the AKP leadership, had already caused a major political turmoil and was greatly resented by key elements of the secularist establishment. The central concern was that the election of a conservative figure like Gu ̈l to the highest echelons of the state would represent a direct violation of the secular order – one of the founding principles of the Turkish Republic. The presidential election process initially ended in a stalemate. However, after July 2007 the AKP with its vastly increased majority and the additional support it enjoyed from the MHP deputies was comfortably placed to generate two-thirds of the vote needed in the parliament to secure Gu ̈l’s presidency. Indeed, Gu ̈l emerged as the new president in August 2007 in a relatively smooth transition, especially when compared to the amount of controversy that had accompanied the announcement of his candidacy in the first plac
AKP Bad-Turkish-Israeli Relations [1/2]

AKP alienates Israel-increases Turkey’s Islamic fundamentalism

Freedman 7-2 Professor of Political Science at Johns Hopkins 

[Freedman, Robert O. “Why the Islamic democracy rocked ties with Israel and the West.” The Jewish Times 7-2-10. http://www.jewishtimes.com/index.php/jewishtimes/news/jt/cover_story/turkeys_tarnish/19498]
In the case of Israel and Turkey, initially there were both common interests and common values when the relationship between the two countr­ies reached its zenith in the late 1990s, as both countries opposed Syria and were the only genuine democracies in the authoritarian Middle East. In the last decade, however, and especially since the coming to power of the Islamic AKP (Justice and Development) Party in 2002, relations between the two countries have deteriorated as their common interests disappeared, and Turkey was transformed from a secularist democracy to an increasingly intolerant Islamic state. Indeed, the future of the Turkish-Israeli relationship appears to depend upon whether the AKP is again victorious in next year’s Turkish election
Relations key to Middle East Stability 

The Middle East Quarterly 02

[Sherman, Martin. “Formula for Stability: Turkey Plus Israel.” Volume IX. Number Four. Fall 2002. http://www.meforum.org/511/formula-for-stability-turkey-plus-israel]
The dramatic events of September 11 constitute a watershed for the international system, irrefutably demonstrating the severity of the threat of international terrorism and radical Islamism to liberal democracies. Concepts such as "democratic peace" and "zero tolerance of terror," which had been mere slogans, have now been infused with new meaning. The rallying of democracies that face similar military and terrorist threats will define the world order in the coming phase. The Middle East is fast on its way to becoming the principle generator of these threats. This opens new vistas for the Israeli-Turkish relationship, as a counterweight to the menace of radical forces. The entente began in a convergence of the interests of two countries. It could well develop as the pillar of a wider security architecture for the Middle East, encouraged by the United States and Europe, with the objective of keeping theocratic extremism and martial despotism in check. There are four major messages that the entente should convey to the region and beyond: It is aimed at providing increased security and stability in the Middle East and beyond. It demonstrates the merits (both in moral and political terms) of democratic regimes and the benefits inherent in the effective consolidation of cooperation between them. It is not motivated by any aggressive designs and is not directed against third parties. It is open to other like-minded regional actors, thanks to its informal structure and non-aggressive objectives.

AKP Bad-Israeli-Turkish Relations [2/2]

Mid East Instability Leads to Nuclear War 
Morgan, Political Writer, 07 

(Stephen J., Political Writer and Former Member of the British Labour Party Executive Committee, “Better another Taliban Afghanistan, than a Taliban NUCLEAR Pakistan!?”, 9-23, http://www.freearticlesarchive.com/article/_Better_another_Taliban_Afghanistan__than_a_Taliban_NUCLEAR_Pakistan___/99961/0/)

However events may prove him sorely wrong. Indeed, his policy could completely backfire upon him. As the war intensifies, he has no guarantees that the current autonomy may yet burgeon into a separatist movement. Appetite comes with eating, as they say. Moreover, should the Taliban fail to re-conquer al of Afghanistan, as looks likely, but captures at least half of the country, then a Taliban Pashtun caliphate could be established which would act as a magnet to separatist Pashtuns in Pakistan. Then, the likely break up of Afghanistan along ethnic lines, could, indeed, lead the way to the break up of Pakistan, as well.  Strong centrifugal forces have always bedevilled the stability and unity of Pakistan, and, in the context of the new world situation, the country could be faced with civil wars and popular fundamentalist uprisings, probably including a military-fundamentalist coup d’état.  Fundamentalism is deeply rooted in Pakistan society. The fact that in the year following 9/11, the most popular name given to male children born that year was “Osama” (not a Pakistani name) is a small indication of the mood. Given the weakening base of the traditional, secular opposition parties, conditions would be ripe for a coup d’état by the fundamentalist wing of the Army and ISI, leaning on the radicalised masses to take power. Some form of radical, military Islamic regime, where legal powers would shift to Islamic courts and forms of shira law would be likely. Although, even then, this might not take place outside of a protracted crisis of upheaval and civil war conditions, mixing fundamentalist movements with nationalist uprisings and sectarian violence between the Sunni and minority Shia populations.  The nightmare that is now Iraq would take on gothic proportions across the continent. The prophesy of an arc of civil war over Lebanon, Palestine and Iraq would spread to south Asia, stretching from Pakistan to Palestine, through Afghanistan into Iraq and up to the Mediterranean coast.  Undoubtedly, this would also spill over into India both with regards to the Muslim community and Kashmir. Border clashes, terrorist attacks, sectarian pogroms and insurgency would break out. A new war, and possibly nuclear war, between Pakistan and India could no be ruled out.  Atomic Al Qaeda Should Pakistan break down completely, a Taliban-style government with strong Al Qaeda influence is a real possibility. Such deep chaos would, of course, open a “Pandora's box” for the region and the world. With the possibility of unstable clerical and military fundamentalist elements being in control of the Pakistan nuclear arsenal, not only their use against India, but Israel becomes a possibility, as well as the acquisition of nuclear and other deadly weapons secrets by Al Qaeda.  Invading Pakistan would not be an option for America. Therefore a nuclear war would now again become a real strategic possibility. This would bring a shift in the tectonic plates of global relations. It could usher in a new Cold War with China and Russia pitted against the US.

AKP Bad-Turkish-Israeli Relations 

AKP refuses to cooperate with Israel and perpetuates anti-Semitism 

Freedman 7-2 Professor of Political Science at Johns Hopkins 

[Freedman, Robert O. “Why the Islamic democracy rocked ties with Israel and the West.” The Jewish Times 7-2-10. http://www.jewishtimes.com/index.php/jewishtimes/news/jt/cover_story/turkeys_tarnish/19498]

Erdogan then offered amnesty to members of the PKK who returned to Turkey peacefully from their bases in Iraqi Kurdistan. However, the major change in Turkey’s foreign policy came in the sharp deterioration of relations with Israel, which appears Erdogan himself carefully orchestrated. In January 2009, following Israel’s invasion of Gaza, Erdogan bitterly attacked Israeli President Shimon Peres at the Davos World Economic Forum. “When it comes to killing, you well know how to kill,” he said before storming out of the meeting. Upon returning home, Erdogan was greeted with cheers, perhaps convincing him that an anti-Israeli policy would play well in Turkish politics. Then, during 2009, an anti-Israel, anti-Semitic TV series depicting Israeli soldiers deliberately murdering Palestinian babies was telecast on Turkish national TV. Israeli Deputy Foreign Minister Danny Ayalon confronted the Turkish ambassador about this and Erdogan responded by calling Israel “the greatest threat to peace in the Middle East.” Erdogan then canceled Israeli participation in the joint military exercise with the United States, which was to take place, in part, in Turkey.
AKP Bad-Turkish Military

AKP collapses the Turkish military-Ergenekon trials

Freedman 7-2 Professor of Political Science at Johns Hopkins 

[Freedman, Robert O. “Why the Islamic democracy rocked ties with Israel and the West.” The Jewish Times 7-2-10. http://www.jewishtimes.com/index.php/jewishtimes/news/jt/cover_story/turkeys_tarnish/19498]
Re-elected in 2007 with 47 percent of the vote (compared to 37 percent in 2002), Erdogan set out immediately to attack and weaken the Turkish military, which had strongly opposed his election.  He commenced an investigation of the so-called Ergenekon plot of the Turkish Military, which Erdogan claimed sought to overthrow his government. Not only were high-ranking military officers arrested, so also were a number of his secular opponents. This angered and worried Turkish secularists.
AKP Bad-Civil Liberties

AKP kills civil liberties-arrests of open opponents to the party

Freedman 7-2 Professor of Political Science at Johns Hopkins 

[Freedman, Robert O. “Why the Islamic democracy rocked ties with Israel and the West.” The Jewish Times 7-2-10. http://www.jewishtimes.com/index.php/jewishtimes/news/jt/cover_story/turkeys_tarnish/19498]
Erdogan’s government imposed a multi-billion-dollar fine on the owner of a Turkish media outlet that opposed him, raising questions at home and in the EU about Turkey’s freedom of the press. Some thought this was related to attempts to stifle discussion of corruption charges against members of the AKP, which both sullied its reputation and lessened its chances to be re-elected.  Erdogan then tried to push a series of amendments through the Turkish Parliament that, among other things, would enable him and the AKP majority to add their supporters to secular dominated judicial institutions such as the Turkish Supreme Court. While the effort failed, Erdogan secured sufficient votes to put them to a national referendum, which will take place in September 2010. In foreign policy, Erdogan embarked on a more radical Islamic policy. He publicly welcomed Sudanese President Hassan al-Bashir, who had been indicted by the International Criminal Court for genocide. “It is not possible for a Muslim to commit genocide,” Erdogan said.
Violation of freedom negates the value of human existence and represents the greatest threat to human survival 

Rand 89

(Ayn Rand, Philosopher, July 1989, “The Virtue of Selfishness: A New Concept of Egoism,” p. 145)
A society that robs and individual of the product of his effort, or enslaves him, or attempts to limit the freedom of his mind, or compels him to act against his own rational judgment, a society that sets up a conflict between it’s ethics and the requirements of man’s nature – is not, strictly speaking, a society, but a mob held together by institutionalized gang-rule. Such a society destroys all values of human coexistence, has no possible justification, and represents, not a source of benefits, but the deadliest threat to man’s survival. Life on desert island is safer than and incomparably preferable than existence in Soviet Russia or Nazi Germany. 

AKP Bad-Civil Liberties 

AKP suppresses civil liberties-false evidence in court cases 

Rodrik 6-23 Professor of International Political Economy at Harvard

[Rodrik, Dani. “The Death of Turkey's Democracy.” The Wall Street Journal 6-23-10. http://online.wsj.com/article/SB10001424052748704009804575308182324490568.html]

The AKP government has launched massive, politically motivated court cases against its opponents. Most glaring are the hundreds of current and retired military officers, lawyers, academics, and journalists who have been charged with membership in an armed terror organization, dubbed "Ergenekon," which aims to destabilize and topple the AKP government. Pursued by a group of specially appointed prosecutors, and loudly cheered by AKP-friendly and AKP-controlled media, these Ergenekon trials make a mockery of due process. They are based on indictments full of inconsistencies, rely on anonymous informants of questionable credibility, and evince systematic prosecutorial misconduct. The evidence behind the charges ranges from the insubstantial to the blatantly manufactured. The main purpose of the prosecutions seems to be to discredit the accused and keep them under detention for as long as possible.

AKP Bad-Genocide

President Erdogan condones genocide-invitation to Sudanese al-Bashir to visit Turkey

Freedman 7-2 Professor of Political Science at Johns Hopkins 

[Freedman, Robert O. “Why the Islamic democracy rocked ties with Israel and the West.” The Jewish Times 7-2-10. http://www.jewishtimes.com/index.php/jewishtimes/news/jt/cover_story/turkeys_tarnish/19498]
Erdogan’s government imposed a multi-billion-dollar fine on the owner of a Turkish media outlet that opposed him, raising questions at home and in the EU about Turkey’s freedom of the press. Some thought this was related to attempts to stifle discussion of corruption charges against members of the AKP, which both sullied its reputation and lessened its chances to be re-elected.  Erdogan then tried to push a series of amendments through the Turkish Parliament that, among other things, would enable him and the AKP majority to add their supporters to secular dominated judicial institutions such as the Turkish Supreme Court. While the effort failed, Erdogan secured sufficient votes to put them to a national referendum, which will take place in September 2010. In foreign policy, Erdogan embarked on a more radical Islamic policy. He publicly welcomed Sudanese President Hassan al-Bashir, who had been indicted by the International Criminal Court for genocide. “It is not possible for a Muslim to commit genocide,” Erdogan said.
Genocide risks destruction on a global level – allowing future genocide causes extinction 

Campbell, Professor Of Political Science And International Relations –2001 
(Kenneth J., University of Delaware, Assistant Genocide and the Global Village, p. 15-16)

Regardless of where or on how small a scale it begins, the crime of genocide is the complete ideological repudiation of, and a direct murderous assault upon, the prevailing liberal international order. Genocide is fundamentally incompatible with, and destructive of an open, tolerant, democratic, free market international order. As genocide scholar Herbert Hirsch has explained: The unwillingness of the world community to take action to end genocide and political massacres is not only immoral but also impractical. [W]ithout some semblance of stability, commerce, travel, and the international and intranational interchange of goods and information are subjected to severe disruptions. Where genocide is permitted to proliferate, the liberal international order cannot long survive. No group will be safe; every group will wonder when they will be next. Left unchecked, genocide threatens to destroy whatever security, democracy, and prosperity exists in the present international system. As Roger Smith notes: Even the most powerful nations—those armed with nuclear weapons—may end up in struggles that will lead (accidentally, intentionally, insanely) to the ultimate genocide in which they destroy not only each other, but [humankind] mankind itself, sewing the fate of the earth forever with a final genocidal effort. In this sense, genocide is a grave threat to the very fabric of the international system 

AKP Bad-Genocide

AKP refuses to give Armenians protection against Azerbaijan 

Freedman 7-2 Professor of Political Science at Johns Hopkins 

[Freedman, Robert O. “Why the Islamic democracy rocked ties with Israel and the West.” The Jewish Times 7-2-10. http://www.jewishtimes.com/index.php/jewishtimes/news/jt/cover_story/turkeys_tarnish/19498]
First, his initiative to improve relations with Armenia appears to have foundered as the Armenians have refused to make concessions to Azerbaijan. As Turkish-Armenian relations began to deteriorate, Diaspora Armenians again raised the genocide issue in the U.S. Congress, and without the pro-Israeli lobby willing to assist Turkey on the issue — which it is not, given Erdogan’s anti-Israeli rhetoric — the resolution now has a much greater chance of passing.
AKP Bad-Fascism 

Turkish resistance has criticized AKP as being Fascist-rights suspensions

Freedman 7-2 Professor of Political Science at Johns Hopkins 

[Freedman, Robert O. “Why the Islamic democracy rocked ties with Israel and the West.” The Jewish Times 7-2-10. http://www.jewishtimes.com/index.php/jewishtimes/news/jt/cover_story/turkeys_tarnish/19498
Finally, the main Turkish opposition party, the CHP, has a new and vibrant leader in Kemal Kilicdaroglu. He has criticized Erdogan’s domestic policy as creating an “empire of fear” in Turkey, and has gone so far as to accuse the Erdogan government of being fascistic. He also has raised questions about Erdogan’s links to ­the IHH and has suggested that the Turkish government could have prevented the flotilla confrontation. Even one of the CHP’s spiritual leaders, Fethullah Gulen, has questioned Erdogan’s policy in the flotilla incident
Totalitarianism outweighs extinction because it destroys all positive value to life.

Caplan Department of Economics and Center for Study of Public Choice 06
 [Bryan, at George Mason University, “The Totalitarian Threat,” January 06]
It is obviously harder to refine my numbers than it is to refine estimates of the probability of an extinction-level asteroid impact. The regularities of social science are neither as exact nor as enduring as the regularities of physical science.  But this is a poor argument for taking social disasters like totalitarianism less seriously than physical disasters like asteroids.  We compare accurately-measured to inaccurately-measured things all the time. Which is worse for a scientist to lose: 1 point of IQ, or his "creative spark"?  Even though IQ is measured with high accuracy, and creativity is not, loss of creativity is probably more important. Finally, it is tempting to minimize the harm of a social disaster like totalitarianism, because it would probably not lead to human extinction.  Even in Cambodia, the totalitarian regime with the highest death rate per-capita, 75% of the population remained alive after three years of rule by the Khmer Rouge. (Margolin 1999b)  But perhaps an eternity of totalitarianism would be worse than extinction.  It is hard to read Orwell and not to wonder: Do you begin to see, then, what kind of world we are creating?  It is the exact opposite of the stupid hedonistic Utopias that the old reformers imagined.  A world of fear and treachery and torment, a world of trampling and being trampled upon, a world which will grow not less but more merciless as it refines itself.  Progress in our world will be progress towards more pain.  The old civilizations claimed that they were founded on love or justice.  Ours is founded upon hatred.  In our world there will be no emotions except fear, rage, triumph and self-abasement.  Everything else we shall destroy – everything...  There will be no loyalty, except loyalty towards the Party.  There will be no love, except the love of Big Brother.  There will be no laughter, except for the laugh of triumph over a defeated enemy.  There will be no art, no literature, no science.  When we are omnipotent we shall have no more need of science.  There will be no distinction between beauty and ugliness.  There will be no curiosity, no enjoyment of the process of life. All competing pleasures will be destroyed. (1983: 220)
Foreign Aid CP 1nc

Text: The United States federal government should extend the Economic Support Fund to both Greece and Turkey

Foreign Aid solves the aff

CRS Brief 96

[Migdalovitz, Carol. “86065: Greece and Turkey: Current Foreign Aid Issues.” CRS Brief 1996. http://www.fas.org/man/crs/86-065.htm]
Turkey. Some Members to seek use aid as leverage over Turkish and Greek policies. After Turkey escalated its war against Kurdistan Workers Party (PKK) terrorists, primarily in its southeast, the State Department and international human rights organizations documented a pattern of Turkish human rights abuses against Kurdish civilians. (For background, see CRS Report 94-267, Turkey's Kurdish Imbroglio and U.S. Policy.) Congress, as one staff member put it, perceives that Turkey's war against terrorism has become a war against Kurds and signalled Turkey that this was not acceptable. Concern was voiced about Turkey's use of U.S.-supplied military equipment in the war. In Spring 1994, Turkish authorities arrested Kurdish Democracy Party (DEP) Members of Parliament and banned DEP. Members of Congress were outraged. For FY1995, some House Members sought to withhold some military aid to Turkey pending State Department reports on human rights. The Senate was willing to grant the aid without cuts, provided that U.S. military equipment not be used against civilians. The Conference withheld a percentage of aid, pending a report on human rights abuses against civilians. Legislation also was introduced to prohibit aid to countries that restrict delivery of U.S. humanitarian assistance. Although Turkey was not mentioned by name, the bill, in both authorization and appropriations bills passed for FY1996, was intended to force Turkey to lift its blockade of Armenia. On June 1, 1995, in compliance with P.L. 103-306, the Foreign Operations Appropriations Act for FY1995, the State Department submitted a Report on Allegations of Human Rights Abuses by the Turkish Military and on the Situation in Cyprus. It concluded, "Turkey in its struggle against the ... PKK, has relied primarily on a military strategy ... which includes the evacuation and/or destruction of many villages, has resulted in human rights abuses .... Turkey, as the recipient of U.S. security assistance, has the right to use U.S.-supplied weapons for legitimate selfdefense and for internal security . This includes use to combat terrorism by forces such as the PKK. U.S.-origin equipment, which accounts for most major items of the Turkish military inventory, has been used in operations against the PKK during which human rights abuses have occurred
Foreign Aid CP-2nc Solvency

Foreign Aid solves the aff

CRS Brief 96

[Migdalovitz, Carol. “86065: Greece and Turkey: Current Foreign Aid Issues.” CRS Brief 1996. http://www.fas.org/man/crs/86-065.htm]

Although the Reagan and Bush Administrations did not share the Greek belief that Turkey poses a military threat to Greece, many Members of Congress are sensitive to Greece's desire to maintain a balance between the levels of aid to the two countries. They favor the ratio as a constraint on increases in aid to Turkey that are not accompanied by increases to Greece. They also saw the ratio as a sign of congressional dissatisfaction with the Reagan and Bush Administrations' policies toward Cyprus that, in their view, did not apply strong enough pressure on Turkey to withdraw. The Reagan and Bush Administrations believed that the ratio is an undesirable limit on executive authority and imposes the wrong criteria on determining aid levels. U.S. officials and many experts also contend that the ratio does not accurately reflect the balance of U.S. interests between Greece and Turkey in military, geographic, or demographic terms. Reagan and Bush Administration officials tended to regard Turkey as particularly important to the United States because it has the second largest population in Europe and possesses the second largest army in NATO (both after Germany). Moreover, officials noted that the value of Turkey's geostrategic location was amply demonstrated during the Gulf War and hoped Turkey's geopolitical and cultural ties to the newly independent Muslim nations of Central Asia would benefit U.S. relations with the region. In general, they did not perceive comparable interests with respect to Greece.
Foreign Aid CP-ESF Definition

ESF is a US foreign aid program designed for countries of special economic, military, or political importance

CRS Brief 96

[Migdalovitz, Carol. “86065: Greece and Turkey: Current Foreign Aid Issues.” CRS Brief 1996. http://www.fas.org/man/crs/86-065.htm]
ESF (Economic Support Fund) Through the ESF, a flexible but complex aid category, the United States provides economic assistance to countries of special economic, political, or military significance. Much ESF provides short-term economic stabilization and budget support. The foreign aid budget submitted by the Administration links ESF and military aid under the general security assistance heading. Authorization committees in Congress treat ESF as a separate category distinct from either development or military aid while appropriations committees include ESF among bilateral economic aid programs.

Turkey Relations DA 1nc [1/4]

Relations improving -leading talks between Turkey and Israel 

AFP 7-1

[“US welcomes Turkey-Israel talks to ease rift.” AFP 7-1-10. http://www.google.com/hostednews/afp/article/ALeqM5jVlecxPq1_wz14K98Mwk4cYvsRAA]
The United States welcomed Thursday secret talks by Israel and Turkey to repair relations, saying its two allies have played a "valuable" role by working together. State Department spokesman Philip Crowley said the United States has spoken with each country about their relationship, which was badly damaged by a deadly Israeli raid on a Turkish aid flotilla of pro-Palestinian activists. "A relationship between Turkey and Israel is not only in the best interest of the region, it... supports our interests in the region as well," Crowley told reporters. He said Turkey and Israel had often worked together in the past in what he called a "valuable relationship." "We certainly support this kind of dialogue that hopefully can help repair the fractures that have existed in recent weeks and months," the spokesman added. He did not elaborate on US involvement. But a senior Israeli source quoted in the Haaretz daily said the White House had been directly involved in pushing the talks, of which Israel's hawkish Foreign Minister Avigdor Lieberman was not informed. Turkey's Hurriyet daily said "the ground for the secret talks was laid" last week when Prime Minister Recep Tayyip Erdogan met with US President Barack Obama in Toronto. Turkey is one of the few Muslim-majority nations to recognize the Jewish state. But Ankara withdrew its ambassador, canceled military exercises and twice denied use of its airspace to Israeli military aircraft following the raid that killed eight Turks and a dual US-Turkish citizen. The secret talks in Brussels came days before Israeli Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu visits Washington for a meeting with Obama, with whom he has had rocky ties. Crowley said he anticipated Netanyahu would give Obama "a report on the early stages of the Israeli investigation into the flotilla tragedy" and that the two would discuss "recent progress" on the Gaza Strip. In the wake of international outrage over the flotilla raid, Israel said it would lift its embargo on the crowded Palestinian coastal enclave -- which is ruled by the Islamist movement Hamas -- but maintain a naval embargo to keep out weapons. Crowley acknowledged it would take more time to start direct negotiations between Israel and Palestinian president Mahmud Abbas, who is based in the West Bank. Obama, meeting on Tuesday with Saudi King Abdullah, called for "bold" action in the Middle East to establish a Palestinian homeland alongside a secure Israel. "Having both sides commit to direct negotiations would, in fact, be the kind of bold step that we are looking for," Crowley said.

TNW removal kills US/Turkish relations

Larrabee and Lesser, RAND, 02
[30 Dec, F. Stephen, Ian O. “Turkish Foreign Policy in an Age of Uncertainty” http://www.rand.org/publications/MR/MR1612/MR1612.ch7.pdf]

The strategic relationship with the United States and the NATO se- curity guarantee (the two have traditionally been closely linked in Turkish perception) remain indispensable in relation to Russian risks. The NATO nuclear guarantee is still an essential part of this equation for Ankara. Turkish attitudes toward nuclear questions are among the most conservative in NATO, because these questions are seen against a backdrop of heightened concern about Russia and WMD and ballistic missile risks emanating from the Middle East. In each case, the United States, together with Israel, is Turkey’s key partner in the management of these problems
Turkey Relations DA 1nc [2/4]

US-Turkey relations key to solve conflict in Central Asia, terrorism, trade, Iraq and dependence on Russian oil.

Wimbush et al 07. 

[Monroe J. Rathbone Professor of International Relations, Lehigh University Fellow, New America Foundation and Director, Center for Future Security Strategies, Hudson Institute.

 “Is The United States Losing Turkey?” Hudson Institute, 3-25-07. http://www.hudson.org/files/pdf_upload/Turkey%20PDF.pdf.]
If Turkey, a key friend and ally, turns away from the United States, the damage to American interests will be severe and long lasting. Turkey remains exceptionally important to the United States, arguably even more so than during the Cold War. Here are some of the most important reasons why this is true:•
Turkey is the top of an arc that starts in Israel and wends its way through Lebanon, Syria, Armenia, Georgia, Azerbaijan, and Iran. It abuts, or is proximate to, countries pivotal to American foreign policy and national security, whether because they are allies and friends, adversaries, or loci of instability. •
Turkey’s critical location means that instability within it could spill beyond its borders, with the unpredictable ripple effects traveling across its neighborhood, particularly the Middle East. 3 These examples are noted in Phillip Gordon and Omer Taspinar, “Turkey on the Brink,” Washington Quarterly, Vol. 29, No. 3 (Summer 2006), pp. 65-66. 3•
Turkey sits astride critical waterways and narrows (the Caspian Sea, the Black Sea, the Mediterranean Sea, and the Bosporus and Dardanelles) that are channels for trade and the flow of energy to global markets. •
Turkey is a passageway for the Baku-Ceyhan pipeline, and its Mediterranean port of Ceyhan, is the terminus. Turkey is therefore essential to American efforts to reduce the dependence of Azerbaijan, and potentially Kazakstan and Turkmenistan, on Russia’s energy pipelines.•
Turkey’s substantial economic and political ties with Georgia and Azerbaijan contribute to the stability of these countries, whose strategic significance far exceeds their standing in commonplace measures of power. Georgia is not only a corridor for the Baku-Ceyhan pipeline, its stability is under threat because of its testy relationship with Russia and its conflicts with the Russian-supported secessionist statelets, Abkhazia and South Ossetia. Azerbaijan is not only a major energy producer, but also a fellow Turkic country, whose territorial dispute with Armenia over Nagorno-Karabakh could boil over into war, just as it did in the 1990s, possibly igniting a wider conflagration that draws in Turkey (Azerbaijan’s ally) and Russia (Armenia’s patron) and putting the Baku-Ceyhan pipeline at risk. •
Turkey is a democratic and secular Muslim, and its alliance with the United States helps demonstrate that the United States can maintain friendly and productive ties with an array of Muslim countries—that America’s does not oppose Islam per se, but rather the violent extremists who invoke it to justify their violence against innocents and their retrograde, intolerant agenda. This is crucial if the American campaign against terrorism is not to be seen by the world’s 1.3 billion Muslims, as Islamic terrorist groups would like it to be, as a war against Islam itself.•
Turkey’s cooperation is essential to any durable political settlement in Iraq, particularly because it borders Iraq’s Kurdish north and fears that the emergence there of a Kurdish state would increase the already-considerable violence and resilient separatist sentiment in its own Kurdish-populated southeast. The fragmentation of Iraq could therefore very likely prompt Turkish military intervention, which in turn could deal a death blow to the US-Turkish alliance, perhaps even culminating in Turkey’s exit from NATO. (Turkish forces intervened in northern Iraq to attack the camps of the Kurdish separatist guerillas in the aftermath of the 1991Gulf War; in March 2003 roughly 1,500 Turkish troops entered this region, and Turkish Special Forces have reportedly carried out covert operations in post-Saddam Iraq.)•
Turkey’s disillusionment with the West could prompt a reorientation of its foreign policy—away from the United States, the European Union (EU), and NATO, and toward a new multi-azimuth Gaullist strategy that looks to China, India, Iran, Russia, and Syria. Such a shift is already being discussed in Turkey, and the assumption that it amounts to bluff and bluster may prove short- sighted. The new strategic landscape created by the end of the Cold War may pose new threats to Turkey, but it also provides it a choice of new partners as well. While a rethinking of Turkish grand need not in itself undermine the alliance between Turkey and the United States, it could certainly do so if the force driving it is an anti-Western nationalism. •
Turkey and the United States both face the threat of terrorism, and Turkey’s cooperation is essential to any truly effective American policy against global terrorist networks. More specifically, Turkey could also serve as a corridor that militant Islamists use to infiltrate Iraq and Turkey’s other neighbors
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Balkan destabilization causes global nuclear war

Baker Former Secretary of State 95
 (James, , http://www.hri.org/news/forpapers/95-04-30.frp)
The first great European conflict of this century began in the Balkans. Unless we are careful, so may the last. Three years after the beginning of war in Bosnia, international  attention remains riveted on the fate of that tragic nation. But Macedonia is perhaps an even more dangerous fash point in the Balkans. Unless the international community takes strong action we could see the outbreak of a general Balkan war that could  draw in the European powers and even the United States. And there will be no such strong action without firm U.S. leadership.   The strategic importance of Macedonia transcends its size, about that of Vermont, and its population, just a fraction more than 2 million. It looms large because of the Balkans' unforgiving geography and Macedonia's own volatile ethnic mix.   Tension between the country's Macedonian majority and  Albanian minority -estimated at between 20% and 40%- already runs high. Should this tension escalate into civil war, it might prompt intervention from Albania to the west. Conflict could spread across Macedonia's northern border with Serbia -where there is a large and restive Albanian  population in Kosovo.   Greece, already consumed by an angry dispute with Macedonia, might be tempted to become involved. Turkey, Bulgaria and others could follow. Under such a scenario, the West Europeans,  the United States and even Russia could be forced to pick sides -with disastrous consequences for the peace of Europe. The Clinton Administration is clearly aware of the risks in  Macedonia but appears unwilling to take decisive action  necessary to address them. <Card Continues>   If we do not move quickly, there could be a repeat of the  Bosnian humanitarian nightmare, as Macedonia plunges into  chaos. But there is far more than humanitarianism at issue for U.S. policy-makers.   The U.S. has fought three European wars in the century -two hot and one cold- and three are enough. We should have learned by now that we cannot ignore a fundamental challenge to continental stability. If general instability occurs in  Europe -and a deterioration of the situation in Macedonia risks precisely that- the U.S. will become involved whether  we like it or not. It is better to accept the cost of deterrence now than pay the price of broader conflict later.
Terrorism Causes Extinction

Sid-Ahmed, political analyst 04 
(Mohamed, Managing Editor for Al-Ahali, “Extinction!” August 26-September 1, Issue no. 705, http://weekly.ahram.org.eg/2004/705/op5.htm)

What would be the consequences of a nuclear attack by terrorists? Even if it fails, it would further exacerbate the negative features of the new and frightening world in which we are now living. Societies would close in on themselves, police measures would be stepped up at the expense of human rights, tensions between civilisations and religions would rise and ethnic conflicts would proliferate. It would also speed up the arms race and develop the awareness that a different type of world order is imperative if humankind is to survive. But the still more critical scenario is if the attack succeeds. This could lead to a third world war, from which no one will emerge victorious. Unlike a conventional war which ends when one side triumphs over another, this war will be without winners and losers. When nuclear pollution infects the whole planet, we will all be losers.
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Trade wars cause global war

Spicer, Olin Foundation, 96 (The Challenge from the East and the Rebirth of the West, p. 121)
The problem about the second approach is not simply that it won’t hold: satellite technology alone will ensure that consumers will begin to demand those goods that the East is able to provide most cheaply. More fundamentally, it will guarantee the emergence of a fragmented world in which natural fears will be fanned and inflamed. A world divided into rigid trade blocs will be a deeply troubled and unstable place in which suspicion and ultimately envy will possibly erupt into a major war. I do not say that the converse will necessarily be true, that in a free trading world there will be an absence of all strife. Such a proposition would manifestly be absurd. But to trade is to become interdependent, and that is a good stop in the direction of world stability. With nuclear weapons at two a penny, stability will be at a premium in the years ahead.
Civil War in Iraq escalates to Middle-East War

Frazier 8(Derrick V, Assistant Professor, Political Science; and Robert Stewart-Ingersoll, Assistant Professor, Grand Valley State University, “Another Inconvenient Truth: Why a U.S. Withdrawal from Iraq Would Be a Mistake,” The Illinois International Review, 5/2/08, http://www.ips.uiuc.edu/ilint/mt/iir/online/2008/07/frazier.html)
Perhaps nowhere are such ripe conditions for ethnic conflict more apparent than in Iraq right now, where a repressive regime that represented and benefited the minority Sunni population has given way to a government that favors the interests of the majority Shia, as well as providing more influence for the Kurds, both of whom have withstood brutal repression and discrimination for several decades. Such transition represents an opportunity for previously disadvantaged groups to reap the benefits that they perceive as justifiably due, increasing the losses for the Sunni population so long in control of Iraq. Accentuating this loss for the Sunnis is the fact that they also happen to primarily occupy the part of Iraq that does not possess a wealth of oil resources, diminishing their ability to sustain a prosperous life by themselves in the near future. Given this, Iraq is ripe for a major sectarian conflict that exceeds the levels of violence witnessed thus far. Without the imposition of security (in physical, economic, political, and social terms), largely guaranteed by the U.S., the possibility of escalation into a full-scale civil war remains very real. As two prominent international security experts put it in 2006, “The only thing standing between Iraq and a descent into a Lebanon- or Bosnia-style maelstrom is 140,000 American troops, and even they are merely slowing the fall at this point.” Moreover, the conflict within Iraq to a large degree mirrors both the identity conflict as well as the traditional power politics game that defines the region as a whole. To be certain, this simplifies the Iraqi conflict quite a bit, given the in-fighting between sects of the same identity groups as well. However, in terms of the broader strategic interests of the regional powers, the defining fault-line in Iraq is centered on the recession of Sunni control over a core part of the Middle East, as well as the rise of Shiism, as evidenced by the changes in Iraq and the growth of Iranian power. Such a rise, if indeed led by Iran, would represent a severe threat to U.S. interests. Included in this threat is the one potentially directed toward Saudi Arabia, a regime who has lost some or all of its credibility among Sunnis and extremist Sunni groups like Al Qaeda. The overall strategic importance of the Iraq conflict is thus very high at the regional level, making it likely that without a strong U.S. presence, states like Iran and Saudia Arabia, as well as non-state actors like Al Qaeda will make greater efforts to intervene in Iraqi affairs than they are currently making. To these strategic regional considerations, we should also consider what would happen if a full scale civil war were to break out. Civil wars tend to spread in disease-like fashion to surrounding countries, particularly if these countries possess similar dynamics of ethnic unrest. Unfortunately, in the Middle East countries surrounding Iraq do exhibit characteristics that make them susceptible to civil conflicts. These characteristics include persistent economic, political, and social grievances that seem to correlate highly with ethnic identities and repressive police states that lack popular legitimacy or peaceful means through which to resolve these grievances. Thus, we would expect that escalated conflict in Iraq will lead to outright conflict in these countries or widespread destabilization. Into this dangerous mix of conditions, several important spillover effects tend to occur. First, masses of refugees flow into neighboring countries. This is already occurring in the case of Iraq but would certainly increase if hostilities escalated. These mass flows lead to two further spillover effects: a straining of the host’s resources and a potential radicalization of neighboring populations through the dissemination of information regarding grievances and tales of brutality. Both increase the likelihood of destabilization in the host country and may lead to calls for the host government to intervene, a scenario likely to create further 
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