		The Conflict in Relations between Syria and Turkey
During the “Arab Spring” Turkey proved itself an active player in world politics. The country's leadership in the struggle for the status of a great power attempted to form not only constructive but also conflicting relations with Syria. The key aspect, in this case, is that the Turkish authorities position themselves independent, but actually, they have operated and they continue to operate strictly in the context of US policy in the Middle East. This fact allows them to improve the status of the country to a certain extent, even under the control of America. In this regard, Turkey is very similar to Japan in the end of the last century. Turkey increases the conflict with Syria in order to acquire a higher status in the global hierarchy of the United States. The economic cooperation with Russia lost its importance. At the forefront is the role of Turkey, as a partner of US in NATO. This country has the second largest and well-equipped army in the North Atlantic Alliance (Military Analysis: Turkish Armed Forces, 2016). In the near future, Turkey will be more involved in the formation of its own geopolitics, which is contrary to the long-term interests of Russia. Installation of the radar station and the increase in pressure on Syria is only the start of a supra-regional policy of Turkey.
There is such a situation in Syria that external forces have much more opportunities to influence the situation than the internal ones. This is partly because the crisis itself has “exported” to Syria, being a continuation of the processes of the “Arab Spring”. This term in this article meant the complex of processes of regime change in the Middle East and North Africa in 2011. The consequences of these changes have affected the individual elements of the regional and global systems and the entire system of international relations as a whole. In order to move on to the current issues of Turkish-Syrian relations, it is necessary to synthesize the events related to the Arab Spring and Turkey's role in them.
Arab Spring
Destabilization in the Arab East is the natural result of those trends that are evident in the modern system of international relations in the last two decades. This system evolved following the collapse of the USSR, and deprived of the clear parameters and did not have an accurate hierarchy of members. The socio-demographic profile of the Arab world has made it the most vulnerable region to systemic shocks (The Arab Spring Is 2011, Not 1989, 2011). Specific to each country combination of internal factors (social spasm, changes in the balance between military and civilian, Islamists and supporters of the secular regime) and the attempts of external players to correct and direct the spontaneous changes have led to an acceleration of transformation of the Arab world.
The Role of Turkey in the Arab Spring
In the early 2000s moderately Islamic Justice and Development Party (AKP) came to power. Turkey declared at the doctrinal level the fundamental aim of its foreign policy. It was a change of status of the country within the existing post-bipolar system of international relations. The professor of Istanbul University Davutoglu declared the purpose of obtaining by the country regional, and then the supra-regional, Great Power status (Turkey’s Rules, 2011). The policy of Davutoglu was different because of cunning and formulation of unrealistic objectives reminding in their approaches the dream of establishing a workers' government in the entire world, or of conducting the world communist revolution. “The Arab Spring” has demonstrated that the political elite of Turkey has the will for the world political activity, but the lack of resources. It is necessary to make a brief description of the ruling party activities before the analysis of Turkey's position during the “Arab spring”. The Justice and Development Party in less than ten years in power has conducted a range of reforms. The leading role played economic, military and undeniably political changes. The thoughtful policy of the leaders of the party has led to a drastic reduction of the role of the military. They are a symbol of the secular way of development from the time of Ataturk. And also their policies have led to an obstacle on the way to the EU integration. The referendum to change the Constitution was held in September 2011. It allowed the ruling party, on the one hand, to extend the rights and freedoms of citizens, on the other to imperceptibly reduce the independence of judges and military officials in front of the EU. Development of the foreign policy doctrine of Turkish Foreign Minister Ahmed Davutoglu's “zero problems with neighbors” has risen making a breakthrough in relations with Syria, Iran, Russia, Georgia and a number of other partners. There was a kind of reorientation of a foreign policy from the solely western direction to the multi-vector one. This is consistent with the objectives of preserving the integrity of the state and the US plans of changing boundaries with the project “Greater Middle East”. When AKP had come to power, Turkey actually started the fight for preservation and augmenting of the place in the sun of the American hegemony in the new realities of the twenty-first century. The economic innovations of the Justice and Development Party have led to the strengthening of an Arab capital in the Turkish market and the increase in the number of people in one way or another connected with the party inside the country. From an economic and political point of view, we can say with confidence that the ruling party has thought of everything, has put its people everywhere and has strengthened its power in the hope of getting constant levers of influence. After a certain lull, reminiscent of the concentration of forces, new Turkish political elite comes into a difficult fight. It is important not to disappoint people, just departed from the secular model and embarked on the path of recognizing the new globalized ideology of Islam. 
Turkish leadership, in contrast to the opposition leaders, expressed its point of view on the “Arab Spring” not immediately but after a long pause. This inactivity has caused a lot of protests in the country, which could result in the complication of the domestic political situation. The speech of Prime Minister of Turkey Brogan has demonstrated some initials priorities of the leadership of the country (the protection and evacuation of Turkish citizens living in the area of the Arab uprisings) and has brought an end to internal political speculations. Brogan, in his youth, had convicted in the presence of the religious factors in its policy. At the same time, an experienced politician was in no hurry with the recognition of the victorious march of the “Arab Spring”. He carefully assessed the opportunities that Turkey has in the change of elites in the North Africa and Middle East area. After that, the Prime Minister began to support more actively the “revolutionary” forces, and later - Western coalition in Libya.
Turkish objectives in the “Arab spring” can be summarized as follows: 
1) The change of elites in the conflict zones, the rise to power of new subjects of the Islamic type, which are under control of Turkey. The ability of the country to be authorized by the United States on the “management” process and determinate the depth of the Islamization of the new elites. 
2) To ensure the preservation of the territorial integrity and to reformat the card of the project “Greater Middle East”. Make it through the implementation of American projects to change the legacy of the Arab regimes, while maintaining and increasing of their real accountability, as well as through the agreement to perform in this context, the role of independent, but the right hand of the United States. 
3) To enhance its role as a Power not just a regional but supra-regional level (Power, interests, and activities of which extend over several neighboring regions), as a Power capable of tackling the problems of the global nature (which fits into the doctrine of Davutoglu “Zero problems with neighbors” (Turkey: “Zero Problems with Neighbors”, 2015) and consistent with his ideology to transform Turkey into the world Power). 
4) To show the real US commitment and willingness to act within their policies for the benefit of conservation of relative sovereignty and for the sake of retaining the power of the ruling elites. 
5) To extend the possibility of using all types of existing “forces”, among which the main role played by religious and ethical (ideological) one, personified by the Islamic Tariqa (sect), “Nur”, headed by the Turk F. Gulen, who lives in the United States. 
6) To prepare the ground for promotion to leading positions within the process of recognition of a Palestinian state, as well as in conditions of marginalization in international relations and the expansion of controlled anarchy. 
7) To strengthen the territorial integrity and to prevent the spread of the “Arab spring” on its territory. 
8) To protect the interests of its own citizens. 
9) To take out the state property of the conflict zone. 
It is obvious that Turkey does not have the necessary quality and quantity of the resources for the policy of the world-class Power. At the same time, US hegemony got involved in recent years in the war in Iraq and Afghanistan, involved in the world fight against the global scourge of terrorism and it is already facing a shortage of resources. And then totally vile, but justified by the time the Turkish-American symbiosis is on the agenda.
America cannot start another conflict with the beginning of military actions in Syria or Iran. But the US needs to maintain global leadership, to affect all corners of the world. Therefore, they need some partially sovereign ally, which could and would perform the appropriate task. Turkey wants to expand its influence in the Middle East, but for this, it needs the "Big Brother" behind its back. It turns out - a symbiosis.
The United States during the time of the "Arab Spring" actually gave Turkey the power to press on the Syrian regime and to negotiate with Israel. In the hands of the Turkish Republic were sticks and carrots of the smart power: the opportunity to demonstrate to the Arabs their power (through the pressure on Syria (soft power), fighting with the Kurds and the terrorists inside the country and in northern Iraq (hard power) and solidarity (through behavior regarding Israel).
Among the Turkey's activities in the context of the "Arab spring":
1) The territory that connects the West with the East, the North with the South, and brings together a number of micro-regions and macro-regions.
2) The young and ambitious population, level of education of which is rising rapidly, leading to the increase in competitiveness of the country in the international arena as a whole.
3) Well-armed and organized, the second largest army in the NATO.
4) The allied relations with the United States.
5) The protracted process of the EU integration.
6) The presence on its territory of the energy system.
7) The strong analytical staff and well-built human resources policy as a whole.
8) The existence of its own domestic and foreign policy ideology, which is attractive for both the West and the East.
9) The effective economic model.
Turkey and Syria
In recent times the world's attention focused on the events in Syria. Taking into account the instability of the current system of international relations and the changes occurring in it, the emerging balance in its individual subsystems has become particularly relevant. That are current actions and inactions related to Syria, will determinate the future balance of power in the region.
First of all, it should be noted that the Arab unrest is ideally integrated into the general tendency of "marginalization" of international relations, the complexity of the social dimension in the context of globalization. Marked tendencies have become particularly significant in the context of the global crisis, which began with the financial sector. Currently, in the expert community, there are opinions that the general state of the international system at the present stage can be described as a political and psychological crisis.
The United States seeks to maintain a hegemonic position in the modern world politics, but there are not enough of resources to implement such an ambitious goal. At the same time, America is well aware that it can use its junior allies, giving them a more important place in its "hierarchy". In the context of the global crisis, after the spring activities the EU and China are a little bit away, they try not to interfere in the situation. Iran, on the contrary, firmly opposes itself to Arab League and shows that will do everything to prevent the proliferation of the "Arab Spring" in Syria.
In fact, Turkey's position is clarified definitively only today, when it operates the pressure on Syria - a country with which the Turks managed to establish good relations only with the current regime of Bashar Assad. They call what is happening in the Syrian Republic "our internal problems", characterize concessions against the Kurds as a mistake and do strikes on the northern Iraq. Erdogan is not disingenuous and he shows his solidarity with the United States, his commitment within the relative subordination to Washington to take a leading role in the region. In this place there is an active phase of the redistribution of boundaries, not exactly according to the plan of "Greater Middle East", but with similar trends. The Prime Minister of the Republic of Turkey has a lot of power after the events of summer 2011 when almost all generals fought for the classical understanding of laicism (secularism) are resigned, the army obeys him and is ready to fulfill any order. Not for nothing in the pro-government newspaper "Zaman" in the beginning of August 2011 it was published an article that accused the army in anti-Americanism: thus mighty of this world seek to completely confuse, globalize and depersonalize the Turkish public opinion (What is Turkey's position in the Greater Middle East Initiative, 2011). 
Turkey at the doctrinal level, aims to become a world-class power. However, it is unlikely that it will succeed within the renewed idea of a junior partner of the United States the in the Middle East. In the Arab world, the transformation of the deep political models will happen, while only some of them will follow the western pattern, and the role of Russia can rise by the full penetration in the political, economic, ideological and information environment among the key states of the region.
With recent changes in the development of the situation in Syria, it is necessary to ascertain the increase in the probability of military intervention in Syria, up to 30%. Such intervention is likely to be carried out by the "Free Syrian Army" with the most active support of the West and the Persian Gulf, as well as the direct participation of Turkey. If such intervention will begin, Iran openly declares political support for the regime of Bashar al-Assad, but the help will provide behind the scenes, on secret military and paramilitary channels (Islamic Revolutionary Guard Corps (IRGC), the national militia Basij, the special division of the IRGC, Quds). The probability of this kind of events is low, considering the positions of Moscow and Beijing, but it must be taken into account when planning. Currently, the tendency to engage in crisis the other countries becomes clearer. For example, the Lebanese public and political circles, apparently, will also be prepared to support Syria. This suggests that the fighting against the Assad regime will lead to a multilateral conflict in the region. It seems that such intervention will not lead to a decisive victory by either party, and the campaign itself could be delayed for a few months, that could open additional possibilities for a peaceful settlement. The probability of a gradual settlement of the crisis in a peaceful way is still more than 50%, in particular - in connection with the positions of Russia and China and the struggle of the Bashar al-Assad. 
It seems that Russia's interests would be consistent with a scenario in which Bashar al-Assad leaves his post, but this process takes place peacefully and calmly, and power remains in the hands of the Alawite elite, well-tuned in relation to both Iran and Russia. It is obvious that in such a scenario Russia loses nothing in Syria with the economic or political point of view. This would satisfy both Syria's neighbors (Jordan, Iraq, and Lebanon opposing the economic sanctions against Syria), Iran and Turkey, some representatives of politics and business that have a negative attitude to the anti-Syrian position of the Turkish government. It is highly unlikely that after all the statements and actions of Erdogan against Bashar al-Assad while maintaining the current leadership in both countries between the post-crisis Syria and Turkey will be established in the short and even medium term, strong and good relationship. The very essence of the Syrian regime does not cause allergies in particular Turks, and therefore we can assume that with another person, but from the same elite Turks will be able to work enough constructively. Emphasis should be placed on the peace process and promote the idea of a peaceful transformation of the Syrian regime, combined with an active dialogue with the Assad government, which eventually has to agree to transfer the power to another person of the same political orientation (in particular, a loyal Russian), but it is more acceptable to Turkey and Arab League countries.
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