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What causes anti-Americanism and the terrorism sometimes associ
ated with it? How can they be minimized? Nur Bilge Criss finds the 
history ofU.S.-Turkish relations since the 1950s instructive. T he 
two countries have long been allies in the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization (NATO), and Turkey has a secular, democratic govern
ment. But U.S. affronts to Turkish sovereignty led military and civil
ian officials as well as leftist radicals to resist American influence. As 
Turkish politics polarized, some opponents turned to terrorism. To 
manage the gift and burden of power well and to enhance U.S. and 
global security, Criss argues, the United States should rein in the 
urge to unilateralism. 

Throughout the past century, anti-Americanism crescendoed 
and then subsided in rough proportion to the global power projected by 
the United States. In Turkey, anti-American protests reached a new level 
of intensity in the late 1960s when U.S. actions challenged Turkey's sov
ereignty. While subtle acts of resistance came from the military and 
other government officials, most protests came from ideologically mo
tivated leftists who clashed with equally dogmatic ultranationalists and 
Islamists. T he ensuing battles resulted in the most prolonged era of ter
rorist violence in modern Turkish history. Thus, anti-Americanism in 
Turkey can serve as an instructive case study. In this essay I conclude that 
anti-Americanism stemmed from Turkish efforts to preserve sovereignty 
as well as from the ideological commitments of the Turkish Left. 

Terrorism, the political use of violence to provoke fear, was a differ
ent matter. It was reactionary and ethnocentric, concerned with inter
nal conflicts and policies as well as transnational ones. In view of its deep 
roots and its lethality, some observers suggest that terrorism's causes are 
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irrelevant: Political violence need only be dealt with through punitive 
legal acti�n. In contrast, in this essay I argue that U.S.-Turkish relations 
formed part of the context in which terrorism arose and that the history 
of those relations thus provides cautionary lessons on the sources of anti
.Americanism and the terrorism with which it is sometimes associated. 

Anti-Westernism in Turkey has differed from that elsewhere in the 
Middle East. T he Turkish republic, as an heir to the Ottoman Empire, 
has a long tradition of statehood. Although it fought repeated wars 
against European imperialism from 1911 to 1922, its heartland was never 
colonized. While Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk, the founder of the Turkish re
public, was in power (1919-193 8), he insisted on independence and sov
ereignty, but he did not hesitate to seek the "assistance of the Western 
powers for the peaceful development of Turkey . . . .  Modern Turks pre
sent an unusual phenomenon-an oriental nation looking to the accident 
for help in the regeneration of their country."1 For once, an "oriental" 
country had the freedom to do so, guided by its age-old foreign policy 
orientation toward the West. Extremely jealous of its sovereignty, the 
young republic was careful in not allowing ties to any foreign power to 
monopolize its foreign policy until the 1950s. T hen dependence on the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) in general and the United 
States in particular began to cause repercussions within Turkish society. 

Sovereignty and Anti-Americanism 

When Turkey became a member of NATO in 1952, the end of its mili
tary and diplomatic isolation brought new issues· of sovereignty to the 
fore. Turkey regarded NATO as an extension of the United States and put 
few restraints on American action: "The American way was to be exalted 
as the model . . .  little need was felt to insert stringent qualifications on 
the scope of U.S. activity in Turkey."2 In turn, the Americans used their 
freedom of action in Turkey for purposes other than simply containing 
communism, such as gathering intelligence from within the Soviet 
Union. 

T hroughout the 1960s, friction between the Turkish and American 
militaries increased. In 1960, when the Soviets forcibly grounded a 
U-2 aircraft that had taken off from lncirlik Air Force Base, a major 
diplomatic scandal ensued, involving Turkish compliance in violating 
Soviet airspace. T he Turkish press reported the matter as if Turkey had 
not been involved, and the Turkish government agree<l. On May 8, 1960, 
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the Turkish Foreign Ministry announced that the government had never 
given permission for a U. S. airplane to make reconnaissance flights from 
its soil and that Turkey bore no responsibility for flights outside its air
space, other than those by its own aircraft. The implication was that the 
Turkish government had no knowledge of such reconnaissance flights, 
though the top echelons of the Turkish general staff probably knew. But 
on May 13 , 1960, the Soviets delivered a diplomatic note to Turkey 
protesting the use of Turkish territory by a third party for intelligence 
gathering in the Soviet Union. 3 

T he issue of sovereignty arose again in 1965 when an American 
RB-57 reconnaissance aircraft crashed into the Black Sea. Soviet naval 
authorities informed Turkey of the crash, but the U. S. military mission 
insisted on investigating the accident unilaterally. T he Turkish intelli
gence and navy claimed that such an investigation was Turkey's affair. 
The Americans then tried to force their way to the Black Sea through 
the Dardanelles. A U. S. destroyer did not acknowledge Turkish warn
ings and made its way from the Aegean Sea to Ahirkapi, Istanbul, but 
was stopped there by Turkish naval ships. The Turkish navy recovered 
the black box of the aircraft, and Turkish military intelligence eventu
ally concluded that the American pilot, while flying in a westerly direc
tion over the Soviet border, had exceeded the safe altitude level, and that 
the airplane had collapsed.4 

Later that year the government of Prime Minister Siileyman Demirel 
banned reconnaissance flights from Turkish territory. But the ban did 
not prevent another incident in 1967. Maj. Gen. Benjamin "Pony" 
Evans, chief of the Joint United States Military Mission for Aid to Tur
key, his American pilot, and his Turkish interpreter were grounded by 
the Soviets when their airplane entered Soviet airspace while flying over 
Turkey's eastern border. The American general claimed that they had 
been on a cultural reconnaissance trip to observe ancient Armenian 
ruins. Both the Soviets and the Turks eventually accepted this account, 
but the general's tenure in Turkey was short-lived. 5 

As a result of these incidents, Turkey began to exercise more control 
over U. S. installations on Turkish territory. Twice Turkey had occasion 
to remind the United States that bases on Turkish territory could not 
be used as military staging areas for activities outside the NATO area as 
defined in Article 6 of the organization's treaty without the permission 
of the Turkish government. T he first occasion was the 1967 Six-Day 
War between the Arabs and Israelis, and the other was the Lebanon cri-
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sis of 1969. At the time of the Six-Day War, "Prime Minister Siileyman 
Demirel felt it necessary to announce that interference in the 'internal 
affairs' of another country was not one of the purposes of the joint U.S.
Turkey bases."6 

Despite the growing sensitivity to issues of sovereignty, the Turkish 
government continued to court U.S. involvement. In 1959 Turkey had 
signed a bilateral agreement with the United States whereby it agreed 
to deploy intermediate range ballistic missiles, Jupiter ( SM-78) missiles 
that could carry nuclear warheads, on Turkish territory under the 
Agreement Relating to the Introduction of Modern Weapons into NATO 
Defense Forces in Turkey. T hat decision brought Turkey dangerously 
close to nuclear war. During the Cuban missile crisis of 1962, Turkey 
became the subject of secret diplomacy and of bargaining between Pres
ident John F. Kennedy and Soviet premier Nikita Khrushchev. In return 
for the U.S. promise to remove the Jupiter missiles from Turkey, the So
viets would withdraw their missiles from Cuba. Within ten years of join
ing NATO, then, Turkish decision makers had inadvertently made their 
country into a bargaining chip in other powers' negotiations, a position 
dreaded since the nineteenth century. 7 T here was no compelling reason 
for Turkey to want strategic nuclear missiles on its territory; the risks 
definitely outweighed the benefits. But Turkish decision makers appar
ently hoped to increase U.S. strategic dependence on Turkey. Increased 
aid from the United States might follow at a' time when poor harvests 
and a Europe reluctant to underwrite Turkish public industrial invest
ment programs threatened the ruling Democratic party. Promoting mu
tual dependence also seemed a way to insure against a possible East
West rapprochement. 

Before and after the 1960 military coup, Turkish governments justi
fied the placement of theJupiters as a NATO issue and distinguished the 
agreement from bilateral relations between Turkey and the United 
States. That face-saving discourse, however, did not alter the risk asso
ciated with such dangerous liaisons during the Cold War. By 1964 the 

· Soviet embassy in Ankara had leaked information about the U.S.- Soviet 
bargain. Although the Turkish and American governments denied it, 
leftists in Turkey believed it wholeheartedly. By the time scholars could 
verify such a bargain (twenty-five years later), the issue had made its way 
into a Hollywood movie, Thirteen Days. 8 The crisis was over, but the 
"rumor" of a bargain contributed to the polarization of the Turkish 
Right and Left over the American presence. 
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Turkey's relations with the United States continued to deteriorate. 
During the 1963 Christmas season, Greek Cypriot militants massacred 
Turkish Cypriots in attempts to scare their compatriots into emigrating 
from the island. T he Turkish government tried to orchestrate pressure 
by Turkey, Great Britain, and Greece in their legal role as guarantor 
states of the republic of Cyprus. To put pressure on the parties and as a 
last resort, Prime Minister Ismet Inonii suggested that Turkey might 
intervene unilaterally, after which President Lyndon B. Johnson sent 
him a letter. T he Johnson letter cautioned Inonii: If unilateral Turkish 
action on the island invited a Soviet attack, then NATO was not obligated 
to defend Turkey. T he letter was leaked to the Turkish press. Clearly in
tended for domestic consumption, it served to put the blame for Turk
ish inaction in Cyprus elsewhere. Turkey had few means to carry out 
such action as the Turkish military had no landing vessels. T he letter 
saved Turkey from a probable failure in an action that Inonii had not 
wanted to engage in.9 However, its wording brought home the fact that 
the national security interests of Turkey and of its allies were not nec
essarily confluent. T he Johnson letter was a turning point in the Turk
ish shift toward a multidimensional foreign policy. 

Meanwhile, a social problem in the United States that was totally un
related to defense issues, increased drug addiction and drug-related 
crime, gave rise to a political problem between the allies. American 
diplomats were not able to convince the elected governments, as of 1965, 
that Turkey should ban cultivation of the opium poppy in the west
central Anatolian plains. Ninety thousand Anatolian families were en
gaged in opium farming. T he Turkish government, which feared both 
losing votes and appearing unconditionally pro-American, did not re
spond to American requests. By 1971 reports to the U. S. House and 
Senate indicated that 80 percent of the illicit drugs in the U. S. were 
smuggled from Turkey. The U. S. government hoped to stop the prob
lem at the source. After the 1971 Turkish coup, Prime Minister Nihat 
Erim of the new nonpartisan technocratic government agreed to ban 
opium cultivation "for humanitarian reasons. " The farmers were finan
cially compensated, but they saw the change as economic suicide. In 
1974, when Biilent Ecevit was elected prime minister, he decreed that 
the cultivation of poppies for opium would be permitted in seven 
provinces. T he United States threatened to cut off aid to Turkey, and 
editorials in the U. S. press suggested bombing the poppy fields in 
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Turkey. By then drug traffic from the Golden Triangle region (in South
east Asia) to the United States outweighed the illicit trade from Turkey, 
but the latter seemed a closer and an easier target. Turkey cooperated 
with the United Nations (UN) and the U. S. Drug Enforcement Admin
istration to develop a control plan that limited cultivation areas. T he 
poppy straw harvesting technique, which eliminated production of the 
opium gum used in manufacturing heroin, proved effective. Soon after, 
opium became a nonissue in Turkish-American relations. But for the 
political Left in Turkey and for many ordinary citizens, this was just an
other example of harsh U. S. treatment of Turkey as a client state, not 
an ally. 1 0 

In 1974 another Cyprus crisis further deteriorated pro-American sen
timents. After a coup on the island, the new leader, Nikas Sampson, 
whom an American scholar has described as an "international terrorist, " 
hoped to rid the island of Turkish Cypriots and to annex Cyprus to 
Greece. Turkey, Great Britain, and Greece ,were by treaty the guaran
tors of the republic of Cyprus. Greece, then ruled by a military junta, 
supported Sampson. After exhaustive diplomatic efforts to mount a two
power British-Turkish intervention failed, Turkey undertook military 
operations. In 197 5 the U. S. Congress placed an embargo on transfer
ring military equipment to Turkey on the premise that U. S. military 
equipment was not to be used for non-NATO purposes. Ankara retaliated 
by suspending all U. S. base operations on Turkish territory. T he bases 
and a reduced number of American personnel remained, but their ac
tivities were curtailed. T he embargo was lifted in 1978, but the disputes 
had fed the political Left's anti-American "anti-imperialism. " Anti
Americanism, coupled with the mismanagement of dissent by successive 
Turkish governments, resulted in prolonged domestic terrorism until 
the 1980 military coup. 1 1  

Ideologically Motivated Anti-Americanism 

In the 1960s the Turkish political system was dominated by two parties: 
the secularist Republican People's party (RPP), created by Atatiirk at the 
founding of the republic, and the Justice party OP), a probusiness and 
anticommunist party dating from the 1950s. T he military generally left 
politics to elected civilians, although there had been a coup in 1960 (to 
be followed by coups in 1971 and 1980). From 1961 to 1965, Turkey was 
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ruled by coalition governments headed by the RPP leader, Ismet lnonii. 
In the 1965 and 1969 general elections, the JP won the majority of the 
popular vote. 

In Turkey as elsewhere, the 1960s saw an upsurge in political inter
est and activity among liberal intellectuals and leftists, including many 
university students. T hey called for social justice, land reform, a more 
equitable distribution of income, and nonalignment, and anti-Ameri
can and anti-Vietnam War sentiments helped fuel their radicalism. Left
ist intellectuals had established the Turkish Labor party (TLP) in 1961, 
but it never garnered more than 3 percent of the popular vote. The party 
program advocated socialism through parliamentary democracy. T he 
mere existence of the party, however, aroused the latent fear of com
munism. In 1963 a member of the right-of-center JP founded the Turk
ish Association to Combat Communism.1 2 

When in 1963 the leader of TLP made public the contents of secret 
bilateral agreements between Turkey and the United States, the gov
ernment was obliged to renegotiate them because some clauses were in
compatible with Turkish sovereignty. But radicals demanded that Turkey 
withdraw from NATO altogether. T he NATO issue came to a head on 
April 19, 1966, when the U.S. secretary of state, Dean Rusk, arrived in 
Turkey to attend the Central Treaty Organization (CENTO) meetings. 
The debate club of Ankara University's political science faculty held a 
protest meeting, denouncing NATO and CENTO as opposed to the prin
ciples of Turkish independence. When the leftist Turk-Is trade union 
organized a protest demonstration on behalf of Turkish workers em
ployed on U.S. bases, students and workers for the first time shouted 
anti-American slogans on Turkish city streets.1 3  

Leftist students viewed the JP government of Siileyman Demirel as 
supporting the "monopolist bourgeoisie," which collaborated with "U.S. 
imperialism" and subordinated the Turkish economy to it. When the 
rightists staged demonstrations in 1966 and 1968 to "condemn com
munism," leftists reacted with demonstrations to "condemn the United 
States, " and they were immediately physically attacked by rightist mil
itants. When the U.S. Sixth Fleet visited Istanbul in 1968, university 
students protested. Some American sailors were thrown into the Bos
porus. And during the ensuing riots, one student was killed by Turkish 
security forces.1 4 T his was a defining moment for the Turkish Left and 
proponents of T hird Worldism in Turkey. By 1969, terrorist acts had be
gun. Leftist militants began sincerely to believe that Turkey was ripe for 



Turks protest against the visit of the U.S. Sixth Fleet in Istanbul, July 1968. (Cour
tesy of Fahri Arai, Istanbul Bilgi Universily Press.) 
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A poster depicts the burning 
of U.S. ambassador Robert 
Komer's car at the Middle 
East Technical University in 
Ankara, 1969. The figure 
next to Uncle Sam repre
sents members of the Turkish 
government whom socialists 
saw as collaborating with 
the United States. Bir daha 
bir daha (once again) calls 
for a renewed fight for na
tional independence. (Cour
tesy of Fahri Arai, Istanbul Bilgi 
University Press.) 

a socialist revolution. Rightist commandos mobilized to fight them. The 
government could no longer rely on its undermanned security forces, 
which were also ideologically divided. 

The government introduced the religious element into the struggle 
in an attempt to combat communism. Both leftists and rightists were 
militantly active on university campuses. Schools u-aining imams (Mus
lim religious officials), which before 1965 used to be vocational schools, 
were elevated to the status of secondary schools and by 1973 were made 
coeducational, although women cannot hold office as imam in the Sunni 
branch of lslam that prevails in Turkey. An amendment to the National 
Education Basic Law opened the route for graduates of imam-lycees 
(high schools) to enter the universities.15 The government was obvi
ously trying to neutralize leftist militancy in the universities. The new 
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law both increased attendance at religious lycees and imported religious 
conservatism into higher education as lycee graduates became more nu
merous and vocal in the universities. 

Not only was Atatiirk's principle of a unified, secular education based 
on the positive sciences thereby undone, but the process added fuel to 
the fire. On February 16, 1969, leftists held a demonstration, "the 
Mustafa Kemal march against imperialism." The same day the Bugiin 
newspaper called the Islamic faithful to mass prayer and cautioned them 
that guns might explode. Explode they did: Fanatic religious militants 
attacked the leftist demonstrators, killing 2 people and wounding 104. 
Strikes, boycotts, and demonstrations then paralleled the economic 
problems. Some opportunistic politicians began to blame the social and 
economic ills of the country on deviations from traditional religious 
practice. In 1970 a former engineering professor, Necmettin Erbakan, 
founded the National Order party, which claimed to represent the in
terests of Muslims and rejected Turkey's secular, Western orientation. 
(Between 1970 and 1983, Erbakan established three political parties, all 
of which were eventually banned by the Constitutional Court, the lat
est the Welfare party in 2000.) 16 A revival ofreligious brotherhoods fol
lowed, except that the brotherhoods no longer dealt with spiritual issues 
or mysticism. They were venues for training young minds who became 
religious reactionaries par excellence. Consequently, there was a ready
made pool for "Islamic" militancy and terrorism. 

On March 12, 1971, the military issued a communique accusing the 
government of having led the country into anarchy, fratricidal strife, and 
social and economic unrest. The government resigned, to be replaced 
by a nonpartisan government of technocrats. The civilian politicians 
faced opponents who would not compromise. On the one hand, the 
young militants of the Left would not settle for the left-of-center posi
tion of the RPP any more than for the parliamentary socialism that TLP 
represented; they wanted revolution. On the other, the 1971 coup-by
communique was intended to settle scores among the military leader
ship. In the armed forces high command mutual suspicion was rampant, 
some fearing a socialist coup, others a rightist coup. After the 1971 coup 
the conservative military faction managed to retire the leftist opposi
tion.17 

Leftist and rightist ideological movements were thus the catalysts for 
terrorism during the 1970s. Left-wing activists, especially, opted for ter
rorism when they realized that leftist parties did not receive sufficient 
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votes to make any difference in Turkish politics. Moreover, youth move
ments worldwide and theoreticians of the New Left-such as Regis De
bray, Che Guevara, and Carlos Marighella-left an indelible mark on 
Turkish radicals. 

The leftist militants had international ties. Some trained in the camps 
of the Palestine Liberation Organization's (PLO) al-Fatah group in Jor
dan. Others were trained by Kurdish rebels in Iraq. In June 1972 four
teen armed terrorists were caught after they had infiltrated into Turkey 
on a boat that belonged to al-Fatah and had begun rural and urban guer
rilla warfare. Approximately four hundred Turkish militants had gone 
to the Palestinian camps alone. In May 1971 the Turkish People's Lib
eration Army/Front (TPLA-F) kidnapped and murdered the Israeli con
sul general oflstanbul, Ephraim Elrom. T he TPLA-F defendants argued 
that their purpose was to demonstrate solidarity with the Palestinians. 
But Elrom had been murdered for giving the Turkish security forces the 
names of Turkish terrorists trained in Palestinian camps.1 8 

Right-wing terrorist forces included both secular and religious groups. 
By 1968 the Nationalist Action party (NAP) had established commando 
camps to train young men, under military discipline, to combat com
munism. T he Idealist Youth Associations (the Grey Wolves), the mili
tant organ of the NAP, became bolder in inciting violence. The major
ity of their recruits were unemployed, unskilled youth from shantytowns. 
Ten militant religious groups existed. T hese included the Islamic Lib
eration Army, the Turkish-Islamic Liberation Union, the Turkish
Islamic Liberation Front, the Suicide Corps of the Shari'a, and the Turk
ish Revolutionary Shari'a Army. None of these titles pointed to peaceful 
intentions. 

As of 197 5 universities, high schools, labor unions, security forces, and 
political parties were polarized to the point of no return. Radical factions 
ofleftists, ultranationalists, and religious fundamentalists murdered op
ponents, occupied shantytown neighborhoods and university dormito
ries, and robbed or extorted money from businesses big and small; the 
last two groups assassinated liberal and socialist intellectuals. This scene 
marked Turkey's domestic history between 197 5 and 1980. In 1977 the 
minister of the interior alerted the cabinet about increased violence per
petrated by commando hit teams. Siileyman Demirel, once again prime 
minister, remained adamant. He would not admit that the rightists com
mitted terrorist crimes. He was riding too wild a tiger. 

T he consequence was the 1980 coup, which led to an unanticipated 
rapprochement of forces on the Right. T he 1980 military coup makers 
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The Revolutionary Youth organization holds an independence demonstration in 
Istanbul, Turkey, in March 1970. The banner bears the indignant slogan Defol!: 

Get out! (Courtesy of Fahri Arai, Istanbul Bilgi University Press.) 

did not distinguish between the Right and the Left when it came to 
punitive action-to the chagrin of the former, whose militants had pre
viously been protected by the government. While in jail many nation
alist commandos merged their ideology with militant Islam. Religious 
literature was abundant in prisons whereas secular literature was limited, 
encouraging the widespread conversion of the formerly "pagan" Grey 
Wolves who served time alongside members of the Raiders Association 
(Akincilar), the youth branch of Erbakan's National Salvation party 
(NSP). Their ideology centered around an Islamic revolution, and they 
rejected nationalism and democracy as doctrines alien to Muslims. 

One may never know how extensively the Turkish government con
sulted with the United States on combating terrorism, any more than 
one can pinpoint with exact precision whose idea it was to combat al-

. leged Soviet influence, infiltration, and subversion by promoting Islam 
against "atheist communism." But a radical change was observed in the 
aftermath of the 1980 military coup in Turkey. The generals began cit
ing verses from the Koran. An amorphous concept of Turkish-Islamic 
synthesis was introduced into the schools. Compulsory courses on reli-
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gion promoted Sunni religious identity. And Saudi financial establish
ments that provided an alternative to banks were suddenly permitted 
into the country. T hese establishments were not only tax-exempt; they 
refused to pay and to charge interest (regarding it as usury) and distrib
uted shares from profits-a practice that had no precedent in republi
can Turkey.19 It took almost a decade of flirtation with Islam before the 
policy makers realized (after having ignored the historical record) how 
dangerous a force politicized religion was. In 2000, the so-called Islamic 
political party, the Welfare party, was banned by the Constitutional 
Court. By then Turkey was facing terrorism instigated by the Hezbol
lah, as well as the assassinations of renowned secular intellectuals by 
other religious reactionaries. Currently, Turkish policy makers are still 
trying to curb the political Islam and the terrorism, albeit subdued, that 
were offshoots of their predecessors' efforts to politicize religion. 

Issues Today 

The history related here is relevant to at least three major foreign pol
icy issues that should concern the United States. First, the United States 
needs to overcome its history of violating the sovereignty of other na
tions. T his requires asserting power without pretensions to hegemony. 
Historically, world systems never took graciously to hegemons, be it un
der universal empires, a universal church, a seafaring empire over which 
"the sun never set, " parvenus such as Napoleon Bonaparte and Adolf 
Hitler, or ideologues such as Vladimir Lenin or Joseph Stalin. Interna
tional coalitions or overextension always curbed the ambitions of those 
with hegemonic aspirations. By 1993 George F. Kennan, the architect 
of containment policy, renounced the U.S. role in the Cold War, stat
ing, "I should make it clear that I'm wholly and emphatically rejecting 
any and all messianic concepts of America's role in the world, rejecting 
that is, an image of ourselves as teachers and redeemers to the rest of 
humanity, rejecting the unique and superior virtue on our part, the 
prattle about Manifest Destiny or the American Century. "2 0 It is perhaps 
the messianic attitude more than anything that Kennan is rejecting, for 
that, too, feeds anti-Americanism. Projecting an image of omnipotence 
usually results in higher expectations than even the United States is ca
pable of delivering, and, ironically, it results in others' asking why the 
mighty power cannot, for example, deliver justice on the Palestinian 
issue. 
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Second, the Bush administration should rethink its proposed national 
missile defense system. The proposal is already domestically controver
sial.2 1 There are indications that the administration is contemplating 
sharing this system with allies, that is, placing the system, or parts of it, 
outside the United States. Some allied leaders may jump on the band
wagon. Turkey, however, has seen the spillover effects of the Cuban mis
sile crisis and wil.Trigh1Iyproceed with caution if c��fronted with such 
a "defense." At certain times, deterrence can become unduly provoca
tive, not only for regional powers such as Turkey, but for nuclear pow
ers, however latent their animosities are today. 

Third, and perhaps most important, the United States and its allies 
must not rely on religion to counter anti-Americanism or terrorism. 
Some now believe that governments should back "moderate Islam" as 
opposed to "radical Islam. "  During World War II, the Allies lambasted 
fascist totalitarianism while downplaying their dependence on the So
viet totalitarian state. Perhaps that victory actually made the world safe 
for communism, considering how rapidly it spread in the aftermath of 
the war.2 2  It is just as dangerous to rely on "moderate Islam" and to le
gitimate religiously oriented power. Politicized religion generally be
comes extreme. The moderation ( or lack thereof) of politicized religion 
should not be measured by its pro- or anti-American stance. What may 
seem pro-Americanism on the surface may breed hostility to the pro
American leadership, and it may focus on the United States for the 
wrong reasons. There has scarcely been any difference between the ef
forts to subvert Turkey's secular regime by "anti-American" Iran and by 
"pro-American" Saudi Arabia, except that the latter is subtler. As early 
modern and modern European history attests, many struggles had at 
their core the confining of matters of faith to the private realm and away 
from the public sphere. Turkey has not remained untouched by such 
struggles, but it is the only majority-Muslim country to have succeeded 
in secularizing. While many observers in Turkey see Saudi Arabia as the 
most radical financial nurturer of political Islam in the country since the 
1980s, Western observers, with a few exceptions, have not recognized 
the dangers of the Saudi version of Islamic influence. 2 3 

Following the dissolution of the Soviet Union in 1991, the former So
viet republics in Central Asia and the peoples of the Caucasus were of
ten presented in terms of their alleged religious identity, that is, as Mus
lims. For the East, many scholars and journalists still promote religious 
and ethnic identities at the expense of national identities, but that is 



70 Nur  B i lge Criss 

hardly the case for the West. In 1995 Graham E. Fuller and Ian 0. 
Lesser argued that it was the refusal to extend legitimacy to Islamic 
movements that created polarization and radicalism. Others argue that 
disappointment with "secular" governments and modernization pushed 
many Muslims to seek social justice in Islamic movements. Add on the 
injustices ascribed to the United States, and one supposedly gets to the 
core cause of recent terrorisms. 2 4  But one should note the incredible 
similarity between the aggressors and the like-minded "moderate" po
litical Islamists in Turkey today. T heir view is that the United States is 
to blame for the attacks of September 1 1, 2001, and some American an
alysts, too, look for causes within and fault U. S. policies. But power, 
dominance, and opposition work in complex ways on the global scale. 
We need to assess U. S. policies critically, but we should not assume that 
problematic policies justify either terrorism or catering to politicized 
religion. T he main questions are how the United States will manage the 
gift and the burden of power and when anti-Americanists of all shades 
will begin critical self-analysis, away from concepts such as the "ex
ploiters" and the "exploited," which assume that the latter have always 
lacked will and agency. 

In conclusion, U. S. policies as well as American messianic attitudes 
have fed the anti-Americanism that also results from ideological com
mitments. Terrorism far exceeds any anti-American sentiment; it is ni
hilistic and needs to be dealt with by force and legal punitive action. Yet, 
we should still examine its history and take whatever steps we can to 
prevent it. 
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