Case: The United States will solve the Kurdish-Turkish conflict

The roots of this issue lie in the downfall of the Ottoman Empire and the redrawing of Middle Eastern borders after the First World War. The Treaty of Sevres, signed in 1920 as a peace treaty between the US and the Ottomans, promised, among other things, the establishment of an independent Kurdish state. This treaty never came into effect, as the Sultan was overthrown two years later by Mustafa Kemal Ataturk, who was strongly opposed to the treaty. The Treaty of Lausanne was signed in 1923 to supersede Sevres; this settlement did not include that establishment of a Kurdish state. Instead the Kurds were split between the modern countries of Turkey and Iraq. Major rebellions against Turkey by the Kurds occurred on a frequent basis, in 1925, 1927-1930, and 1937. In the 70’s the Kurdish separatist movement known as the PKK, a Marxist organization dedicated to independence, was established, operating on both sides of the border. For a time, the speaking of the Kurdish language was banned in Turkey. Post-1991, the no-fly zone created a safe haven for the PKK to base operations; Turkey has periodically been crossing the border to retaliate against PKK forces, the last such incident taking place on October 24, 2007.
GOV:
Harms:

1. Bad relations with Turkey damage the integrity of NATO, endanger US operations in the Middle East in which Turkish bases play a major role

a. our dependence on Saudi Arabian cooperation would increase, giving them greater leverage over US policy.

2. Puts the US in a difficult situation, as the Kurds are our strongest allies in Iraq, and the Turks are one of our strongest allies in the Middle East.

3. Alienating the West and Turkey could cause Turkey to roll back various reforms that have been enacted in an attempt to join the European Union.

PLAN: Refocus from war in Southern Iraq to neutralizing the PKK in Northern Iraq.

Advantages:

1. We’re not in Iraq anymore! No more US troop deaths (2007 is already the worst year in fatalities for US troops), we’ll still have bases in Turkey and Kurdish territory from which to base special operations in S. Iraq.
2. Better relations with Turkey = better EU/Turkey relations, stronger Western presence in the Middle East.
3. Elimination of the PKK makes the establishment of an autonomous or independent Kurdish region on the Iraqi side of the border more feasible in the long term, as Turkey will have less reason to feel threatened

4. No more fatalities in Turkey and Northern Iraq from conflict.

5. Further Turkish reform, entrance into the European Union.

 OPP:
1. Inherency – the Kurds, the Iraqis, the Turks, and the US already agreed to share all information concerning PKK operations and strategies in October 2007, the government doesn’t receive any of the directly on-case advantages, as they are being dealt with in the status quo (The government should point out that this is a largely ungrounded promise, as the US has very few troops on the ground in relatively stable N. Iraq; moving troops from S. Iraq could constitute a significant change that would nullify this inherency argument).

2. Iraqi chaos – If we leave or take the focus from S. Iraq, it will become a terrorist haven in the heart of the Middle East, focusing on Kurds will actually decrease the stability of the region, lead to loss of life in S. Iraq.

a. Leaving S. Iraq will further damage the reputation of the United States; we broke it, now we’re going to leave it in ruins?

3. Destabilization of Kurdish territory – In the status quo, the PKK and the Kurdish regional government do not intervene in each other’s affairs; recent Turkish invasions have been brief and narrowly targeted; fighting between the PKK and Turkey has died down following the fall of Saddam Hussein, the largest recent incident between the two parties was a small skirmish between Kurdish soldiers and Turkish forces which killed 12 Turks and 30 Kurds, less than 500 killed in fighting since the beginning of this year; forcing the Kurdish government to attempt to dislodge the PKK could lead to a Kurdish civil war, the same sort of chaos that we’ve seen in the rest of Iraq . . . why risk this when the harms of the status quo are not that great in comparison?
