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The Summary

Turkish-Iranian rivalry to Iraq from 2003 to 2012

This study aims to identify the competition policies of Turkey and Iran to
Irag and see the Iranian and Turkish interests in Iraq, and by studying the
Iranian-Turkish relations and its orientation towards rapprochement and
cooperation or confrontation and conflict between them as regional powers in
the Middle East, and sharpen more focused on the nature of the foreign policy
of both sides in the direction of party competition competitor (Iraq) as well as
.the nature of Turkish and Iranian movement in lraq
The study has been divided into three chapters, the first chapter of the
conceptual framework and theoretical study, chapter Il touched on Iranian-
Turkish relations develops through stages and through addressing factors and
indicators as well as aspects of the Turkish-Iranian rivalry, and chapter 11l on
policies of Turkey and Iran towards Irag where the focus was on the
.movement in Iraq before and after the US-led war on Irag in 2003
The study concluded that the rivalry between Turkey and Iran to Iraq is an
unequal competition in terms of the mechanisms and means used in the
movement of both sides in Iraq to achieve desired interests also contributed to
both the internal determinants of competitiveness and the US occupation of
Iraq to identify and guide the Turkish-Iranian rivalry, as the u.s. presence in
Irag has encouraged Iran to play a bigger role in Irag compared with the
Turkish role that kind of retreat and decay, particularly during the first years

.of the occupation



