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BACKGROUND  
 

 

The PUBLIC POLICY RESEARCH CENTRE OF ABIDJAN (CRPA) and The EMBASSY 

OF THE REPUBLIC OF TURKEY in Côte d'Ivoire jointly organized a conference on 

Thursday, May 17, 2018 at 1:00 p. m., in Abidjan, at the Carbon Building in Cocody 

Danga. 
 

The conference focused on « THE SECURITY POLICY OF TURKEY IN 

ADDRESSING THE TERRORIST THREAT » and was moderated by Professor Dr. BERIL 

DEDEOGLU, Specialist on International Security and Turkish Foreign Policy. 
 

This analytical note is a complete recap of the speech of the speaker Prof. Dr. 

BERIL DEDEOGLU. 
 
 
 
 
 

OBJECTIVE AND SCOPE OF THE CONFERENCE  
 

 

The objective of this conference is to analyse Turkey's security policy in the fight 

against terrorism. Beyond the knowledge of the design and implementation of the 

security policy of a State that has been engaged in the fight against terrorism for four 

decades, the issue is a major challenge, as Dr Flan Moquet César pointed out in his 

speech: «If we are cognizant of the terrorist security policy of a key player like Turkey, 
then we could draw lessons from it. This conference can enrich our perception of the 

terrorist threat, correct or improve our strategies for preventing and combating terrorism. 
This conference can open up avenues for reflection, it can lead us to suggest proposals for 

properly addressing the security challenge fuelled by terrorism not only in Côte d'Ivoire, 
but also in Africa and elsewhere. » 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

PARTICIPANTS  
 

 

It should be noted that a number of actors took part in this conference, including 

some 15 diplomatic representations accredited in Côte d'Ivoire, ministries, central 

directorates and specialized units of the State of Côte d'Ivoire in charge of security and 

defence, military and police training schools, lecturer-researchers, as well as students. 
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PRESENTATION OF THE PROFESSOR DR. BERIL DEOGLU  
 

 

Topic: « THE SECURITY POLICY OF TURKEY IN ADDRESSING THE TERRORIST 
THREAT». 
 

Presented by Professor Dr. BERIL DEDEOGLU, Specialist in International 

Security and Turkish Foreign Policy. 
 
 

 

As we all know, terrorism is an essential threat in the world today. It is a political 

instrument, with an international character; and its objective is to derail normal political 

life in the targeted countries. 
 

Terrorism is part of the conventional means of fighting and it is known for its emphasis 

on civilian populations in its activities. Terrorists claim that they are fighting to liberate 

their country, to create a new state, or for ideological objectives such as socialism, 

communism or extreme nationalism, or for religious beliefs. In fact, terrorists are tools 

used in the global struggle of world powers. Terrorism attempts to mobilize people or 

nations to achieve strategic objectives. 
 

When it comes to combating this phenomenon, we use concepts such as anti-

terrorism, counter-terrorism, or simply the fight against terrorism. Anti-terrorism is the 

elimination of militants by military means. Counter-terrorism is about preventing 

attacks from happening. The fight against terrorism is a broader fight, aimed at putting 

an end to the climate that fosters terrorism. 
 

Turkey has been experiencing terrorism for a very long time. Even if the historical 

background is vast in this area, four key periods can be identified regarding terrorism in 

Turkey. 
 

First of all, we must mention the murders of Turkish diplomats posted abroad by 

the Armenian terrorist organisation, ASALA (Armenian Secret Army for the Liberation of 

Armenia). The latter began to carry out its attacks in 1973 and one of its objectives was 

to bring allegations of genocide to the attention of the world. These attacks were also 

aimed at isolating Turkey at the international arena. It is obviously not a coincidence 

that ASALA's actions began at a time when Turkey's relations with the West were at a 

critical point because of the humanitarian intervention that the country undertook in 

Cyprus. 
 

As a result of ASALA attacks, Turkey classified its partners into those who are 

taking action against ASALA and those who are protecting it. After each attack, Turkey 

accused the countries involved of not fighting ASALA, which led to diplomatic crises. 
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In fact, that was exactly what ASALA was looking for. At that time, Turkey failed 

to develop public diplomacy to explain its positions and instead adopted a hard 

diplomatic line, which damaged Turkey's relations with Western countries, particularly 

with European nations. 
 

Turkey at that time considered the fight against terrorism to be above all a 

diplomatic one, and the country also used the resources of the intelligence services in 

the process. Unfortunately, Turkey has not been able to actively use legal, political, 

ideological and social instruments in this fight. Turkey's reaction was channeled towards 

the leaders of the countries where the attacks were committed, more than the terrorists 

themselves. In this context, it has not been possible for Turkey to assert its arguments 

over the genocide. 

The second period began just after the collapse of ASALA, with the emergence of the 

Kurdistan Workers' Party (PKK). Nor is it a coincidence that the decline of ASALA was 

followed, immediately thereafter, by the rise of the PKK. Not to mention that the ASALA 

attacks occurred in the period following the 1971 coup d'état, while the PKK appeared after 

the 1980 coup d'état. 
 

Unlike ASALA, the PKK opted for its targets within the country. These attacks did 

not initially target civilian populations, whereas Western countries believe that 

terrorism targets civilians before all. The PKK targeted civil servants, soldiers, police 

officers or teachers. In this context, Turkey's fight against the PKK has been primarily 

military, and the fight against terrorism is entirely entrusted to the Army General Staff. 
 

Like ASALA, the PKK has damaged Turkey's relations with Europe. This terrorist 

organization called itself a Marxist-Leninist independence movement, so some milieus in 

Europe considered PKK militants to be freedom fighters. This has led Turkey to see the 

PKK as an instrument of the Western imperialists, undermining Turkey's relations with 

the West. 
 

The PKK did not only play on Turkish-European relations, but also on Turkey's 

relations with the Middle East. Saddam's relations with Iraq were, in general, without 

problems, because Saddam had adopted a position against the PKK. However, Syria 

opted to provide logistical assistance to the PKK, which has led to a significant 

deterioration in its relations with Turkey. The fact that the PKK, and its affiliated 

organizations, have acted in all the four countries that harbor Kurdish populations 

(Turkey, Syria, Iraq and Iran) show that the issue was regional. 
 

The end of the Cold War and the Soviet Union, as well as the outbreak of ethnic wars 

in the Balkans, heralded the new world balances of the 1990s. During that period, Russia 

was the main absent and the United States wanted to fill this vacuum. Hence the military 

operations in the Balkans or Iraq. In the late 1990s, the PKK almost changed its sponsor, 

moving from European to American hands. The symbolic event of this change was the arrest 

of the PKK leader in Kenya and his transfer to a Turkish prison. 



 
 

At the time of the Iraq war in 2003, Turkey opposed American intervention for 

fear of seeing the PKK strengthen after the war. This position has only strengthened the 

partnership between the United States and Iraqi Kurdistan. Not to mention the impact of 

the waves of refugees on Turkey's perception of the Iraqi case. In 1991, for example, 

following the repression of Kurdish insurgencies in northern Iraq, more than 1.5 million 

Iraqi Kurdish refugees gathered at the Turkish and Iranian borders, 300,000 of them 

crossed the Turkish border, and Turkey sent military troops to the border to control this 

migration flow. 

In this context, the third period for Turkey with regard to the fight against 

terrorism has begun. The most significant event is of course the attacks of 11 September 

2001. In the 2000s, Turkey's relations with the United States were problematic, but its 

relations with the European Union were rather positive. The fact that Turkey 

participated in the NATO operation in Afghanistan and the democratization reforms 

carried out as part of the negotiations with Europe have affected the parameters of the 

PKK issue. 

The attacks of 11 September demonstrated that the fight against terrorism could 

only be successful if it is internationally led. Moreover, the normalization of Turkey's 

relations with the EU and the United States has made it possible to consider that the fight 

against the PKK could not be exclusively military. In this regard, the fight against terror has 

taken the form of the fight against terrorism. Strengthening the protection of human rights 

and freedoms is considered the best antidote against organisations such as the PKK, or other 

terrorist organisations of the far left or of religious extremism. Economic development, the 

status of women and social peace projects have been put at the forefront of the scene, with 

the objective of having a common language in the country, on the basis of the common 

sufferings caused by terrorism. 
 

At that time, Turkey drew nearer to countries such as Iran, Iraq, Syria, Jordan and 

even Israel for the common fight against terrorism. It developed projects to establish 

free trade zones or demilitarized zones. In short, Turkey's security policy in the fight 

against terrorism has been, at the domestic level, to democratize itself and encourage 

the Kurdish movement to express themselves within a legal framework in legitimate 

political life. And externally, create security circles encompassing neighbouring 

countries. 

Turkey's latest episode in the fight against terrorism began with the Arab spring 

in 2010. Turkey, with its Western partners, supported popular insurgencies against 

authoritarian regimes. But once the Western countries understood that the overthrown 

regimes would have gradually replaced themselves with Islamic regimes, they decided 

to no longer support these insurrections. On the contrary, it even supported military 

coups and the establishment of new authoritarian regimes. The attempted coup d'état in 

Turkey is part of this process. 
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What is happening in Syria has, of course, been a turning point in this series. The 

Syrian example has shown that international interventions can no longer be envisaged 

with the aim of stabilizing conflict regions. The crisis in Syria has become a proxy war 

led by various armed organizations. The appearance of the Daesh (Islamic State 

Organisation) in 2013, and its attacks in Turkey, have only strengthened Turkey's 

interest in the war in Syria. 
 

Syria has become a battleground between Daesh, international coalition forces, 

Assad forces, Iranian-backed militias, Kurdish armed groups, and Turkish-backed 

opponents. No one has total control over Syria today, however, each actor has its own 

area of influence. The conflict has allowed terrorist organizations such as Daesh, Al-

Qaida or the PKK to obtain rear bases throughout Syrian territory. The international 

coalition opted to use the Syrian branch of the PKK in the fight against Daesh, and 

Turkey then had to make its own choices, believing that the West would have promised 

independence to the Syrian Kurds. In this context, the PKK violated the ceasefire, forcing 

Turkey to end the peace process and fight the PKK in Syria. Given the increase in attacks 

attributed to the PKK from 2015 onwards, the anti-terror policy in Turkey was re-

established. 
 

Proxy warfare is carried out because there are states that support organizations 

in the fight. Syria has become an arena where the United States, Russia and Iran are 

struggling. A struggle during which these States sought to exclude the other States 

involved in the Syrian case. It is in this context that Turkey was attacked simultaneously 

by the PKK and Daesh, attacks that preceded the attempted coup d'état of 15 July 2016. 
 

In view of this complicated situation, Turkey has given priority to the fight 

against terror, rather than the fight against terrorism. It is a sort of repetition of what 

happened in the past. 
 

As a result, Turkey's relations with the EU and the United States deteriorated. It 

got closer to Iran. It had to stop the democratisation reforms in the country. During this 

period, Turkey is being supported by Russia. In a context where it is necessary to fight 

simultaneously on several fronts, Turkey started to play a game of chess instead of the 

traditional checkers game. Turkey and Iran were able to cooperate on the PKK, but not 

on Islamist armed groups. With the West, Turkey was able to cooperate on Daesh, but 

not on the PKK. With Saudi Arabia, Turkey agreed to overthrow Assad, but disagreed on 

the future of small Islamist groups. 



As part of this effort, Turkey has undertaken a military operation inside Syria and 

has worked with Russia and Iran to establish non-conflict zones in Syria. 
 

We know that the complication of issue in Syria is also an outcome of the struggle 

between Iran and Saudi Arabia, which claim to be the leaders of the Shiite and Sunni 

lines. One of them is supported by Russia, the other by the United States. Through their 

support, these two major powers have crystallized the sharing of areas of influence in 

the Middle East.  

In conclusion, two major political lines can be highlighted with regard to Turkey's 

fight against terrorism. 

The first line includes military measures. It is an anti-terror fight both inside and 

outside the country. The second line includes measures to prevent the use of terrorist 

organisations by various States. In other words, Turkey's counter-terrorist policy uses 

diplomatic and economic means to take advantage of rivalries between the major 

powers. The fight against terrorism has two other aspects as well. One intends to win 

the hearts of the Kurdish peoples, and it must be admitted that Turkey is not very 

successful in this area. The other part includes the fight against religious radicalism. 

That is why Turkey has adopted the official discourse which consists in defending the 

idea that Islam and terror would not be compatible. 
 

Turkey has been a permanent fight against terror for 40 years. The cost of this 

fight over the past 30 years has been $600 billion. 40,000 people lost their lives in this 

fight. The number of refugees in Turkey who have fled various countries to escape 

terrorism is 6 million in the last 30 years. 3.5 million of them are Syrians. Therefore, it is 

not an exaggeration to say that Turkey is one of the countries that has suffered most 

from terrorism in the world. It is not surprising that the fight against terrorism is a 

fundamental parameter of Turkey's internal and external policy. 
 

Before ending, it is nevertheless necessary to stress once again the international 

nature of terrorism. The fight against terrorism must therefore also be international. 

The economic, logistical and military resources of terror can only be drained through 

international cooperation. Terrorist organizations will not be able to survive without the 

support of the States that use them. Let us hope that countries will one day give up 

talking about "my terrorist, your terrorist", because terror is a common threat, and a 

crime against humanity in its entirety. 
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