Armenia between Turkey and France

Success cannot be put down to Armenia’s account on a large scale. This is just a mean, and the aim is to show Turkey its place outside Europe
The European states differ from one another in the development level, population size and various approaches to many obvious facts. They also differ in their leaders’ psychological health and morality: roughly speaking, one of them is an uncovered philanderer, other is a homosexual, and still other is an unstable young hawk, standing against everything and everybody. To all tastes. There are conservatives, liberals, socialists, green, nationalists, etc… It is difficult and unnecessary to recite them all. The world knows well who is who! We have got used to this kind of diversity in one bouquet (the European Union) and the situation when the European summit makes dubious and impossible decisions causes neither dispute nor mockery. 

We usually give up this as hopeless and say: “Let them train, maybe they will learn something someday, will offer a packet of saving measures to find a way out from the deep financial and economic crisis in Europe”. Personally, I do not already hope for that and think instinctively that Europe is going straight to the Hell before everybody’s eyes – there is chaos in all spheres. As holly books say, a person going to the hell will take many people with him, probably to lessen the degree of the sin. 

The events in Russia, Kazakhstan, Belorussia, Syria and the echo of the political earthquake in Turkey is an evident example. 

However, Turkey is a particular case. It is the member of the NATO, Europe’s biggest trade partner, has battle-worthy army and a more or less stable economy. In addition, Turkey has suffered from many chronic diseases recently which are not peculiar to this big Euro-Asian state. The diseases have intensified after the party of Islamic content has come to power. 

However, the matter is not Islam which may unite, but the present leadership, unstable and rapidly and radically changing external policy, an ambitious desire to be senior in the Arab-Islamic world, etc. 

All this allowed, saying by Seif al-Islam Qaddafi’s words, the clowns like Sarkozy offending publicly the whole Turkic world, the leadership of Turkey, not answering the Turkish President Abdulla Gul’s calls. 

That is too much than could be expected from the play-actor Nicolas Sarkozy who is secretly acclaimed by many Europeans not wishing to speak about the Armenians’ genocide supposedly happened in 1915 in the Ottoman Empire, present Turkey…

Naturally, we can criticize and abuse Sarkozy in press, on TV as much as possible, and this is what most people do in Turkey and other friendly states. I would like to speak about another thing, about why to throw mud at powerful and great Turkey is so simple and fearless today. I am asking myself this question and trying to find an answer to another one: was this or something like this possible in respect of Turkey 10 years ago? The answer is definite: no!

I think the present Turkish leadership’s serious mistakes in politics I am going to talk about have made others to treat Turkey, big country and our friend and strategic partner, this way. I would like to be as frank as possible. 

Regarding Turkey and its people as the closest nation for us, I wish to express my view on some obvious moments. The most important and unexpected thing for those who know Turkey and its people well is the fact that the country has weakened both in political and military respects. Below are given the basic factors: 

1) Military actions against Kurd separatists are the rough mistake that costs too much to Turkish military forces. The death of one Turkish soldier has been always regarded as the tragedy of the nation. Now their number is growing so rapidly that the death of 10 to 15 soldiers just provokes pity and does not tell on the mood of society.  

The result should have been expected after what the Turkish political leadership had done to the army top. It should have been foreseen that the events of the kind would damage the prestige of the armed forces in the eyes of their own people and neighbors. The people have lost confidence to the army which cannot fight against Kurd guerrillas. The guarantor of independence stops being so. 
The centuries-old history of wars indicates that when a regular army wages war against guerrillas, it loses much more things, and the victory costs many lives as a rule. 

Today, we witness this in the Northern Caucasus, Afghanistan, Iraq and earlier in Vietnam… Everything is as clear as day… Then let’s ask a question: what is hidden behind the beginning of the large-scale military operation against Kurd guerrillas?.. I am not going to voice my answer, let everybody think on his own…

2) Not a country of the world treats their generals as inimically as present Turkey does. Not a country jails so many high-ranking commanders who have been idols of the world and associated with real possibility to protect motherland and people from aggressors! From the strongest armies in Europe, the Turkish army is now estimated as less bellicose, poor in spirit and this affects the status of Turkey in the world, especially in Europe. 
3) As a result, Turkey has lost its significance for the NATO and become less dangerous for some European states and states of the Gulf. The NATO regards it as a second-rate ally.

The Arab revolutions happening very often and the absence of the clear-cut and successive attitude to the events in the Arab world had a reverse affect on Turkey’s relations with these states. 

For some unknown reasons, despite the NATO’s position, Turkey supported the authorities of the states, and then, under the NATO’s pressure and to everybody’s shame, it demanded the leaders of the sovereign states – Egypt, Libya and Syria to resign. These undesired and not diplomatic actions were, in fact, taken as the result of instability or change of political priorities. They demonstrated indecision, or, what is worse, moving away from the initial protection of the interests of the legal power in the states under the West pressure. 

A wrong prognosis of the situation and the mistaken analysis of the course of the events had their effect, too. All this has weakened Turkey’s position both in international and regional affairs. 

Thus, the negotiations on common strategic interests with Russia have slowed down; the relations with neighboring Iran have become worse because of possible deployment of anti-missile defense elements in Turkey. Naturally, Turkey is a NATO member and it has to agree with its partners. However, this is just one side of the problem…

Principally, the NATO and Russia have put Turkey in the hotbed of military intrigues. The priority choice requires the realignment of the military and political relations system, but Turkey has no time, strong political will for this and is not sure whether the decision it makes is right. Moreover, Ataturk’s Turkey’s armed forces cannot be the only guarantor for Turkey’s sovereignty. 

Here is the result, the unexpected one not only for Turkey but for its friends, for us, Azeris. The above given fragile elements of impartial indecision of the present political leadership of Turkey gave France, having a wild beast’s appetite, a chance to hurt it. 

Paris indicated Ankara its place outside the European Union. It managed to do this.

I think we should learn a lesson from history; it does not teach bad things. By cursing France, rather its president Sarkozy, we should examine our own policy and be sure that everything we do is right.       

