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DAVID Cameron’s ‘anger’ at the slow pace of entry negotiations for Turkey’s membership of the European Union should surprise no one. 

Britain and America have both been staunch supporters of Turkey’s EU membership and have been vocal about it. Tony Blair spoke in that vein several times, so have Bill Clinton and Barack Obama. 

Speaking to Turkish businessmen at Istanbul on Tuesday, Cameron expressed views that would not be very palatable to France and Germany. He referred to Turkey’s role as a Nato member during the Cold War, and its presence in Afghanistan as part of the International Security Assistance Force and said it was wrong to allow Turkey to “guard the camp” and not allow it to “sit inside the tent”. 

French and German opposition to Turkey’s EU membership can be well understood. There are three million Turkish immigrants in Germany, and since EU membership means a free flow of goods and people, Berlin fears a new wave of immigrants from Anatolia. What, however, are Britain’s — and America’s — reasons for supporting Turkey’s membership? 

During the period between the collapse of the Third Reich and the end of the Cold War West Germany had two broad foreign policy aims: one, to seek safety behind the US-crafted security shield; two, to cast itself in a new image — that of a country keen to submerge its entity in the larger European nation, if there would be one. For that reason, one cardinal principle with Bonn had been not to take any major foreign policy initiative without first getting it cleared from Paris, London and Washington. 

West Germany’s panic could be understood, for nothing except America stood between Soviet tanks and the English Channel. Britain and France developed their nuclear arsenals later, but immediately after the war it was America’s military and nuclear power that deterred Stalin — a Stalin who had the cheek to ask Denmark to give him a naval base, a demand that among other factors was instrumental in hastening the formation of Nato. 

Then two great men — Konrad Adenauer and Charles de Gaulle — met and came to the conclusion that if Germany and France struck rapprochement and buried the hatchet, Europe would be spared wars, enabling it to play its due role in world affairs and be on its own. This basic idea was transformed into reality — beginning with the coal and steel union, formed in1952. West Germany then was more European than Holland or Luxembourg. Passing through various stages, the coal and steel union finally took shape as what it is today, the 27-nation European Union. 

Then the Soviet system of states collapsed, Germany was reunited, and suddenly one could see Germans reviewing their low-profile foreign policy, regaining their confidence and taking initiatives on their own — like their hurried recognition of Croatia, a move much criticised, because it quickened the pace of Yugoslavia’s dismemberment and led to the Bosnian war. 

What, however, announced Germany’s reappearance on the European scene with a bang was George Bush junior’s Iraq war. It was a war that was to be launched for Israel’s benefit, because Tel Aviv considered Baathist Iraq the biggest threat to its perpetually threatened ‘security’. Iraq had no WMDs, because the Hans Blix commission told the Security Council it had found no “smoking gun”. If the war was still to be launched, Germany and France rightly wondered why their boys should get killed in Iraq for the benefit of America, which was concerned as much with pulling Israel’s chestnuts out of the fire as with its own oil interests. 

Gerhard Schroeder was lucky, for he found a willing ally in Jacques Chirac. Together they spearheaded the continental opposition to the Iraq war — and the Anglo-Saxons got the message right: a Franco-German-dominated Europe was not in Anglo-American interests. 

What would happen if the European Union really turned into a United States of Europe dominated by France and Germany? Would such a federation be in their interest? While they could not reverse the trend towards European integration, what they could do was to support the entry of as many states into the EU as possible and enlarge it as much as they could so that it remained what it today is — an economic union of sovereign states, and nothing more. 

Already, the EU has expanded to include most of the former Soviet satellites, besides Malta, with many former Yugoslav republics waiting in line. One day Ukraine and Belarus would be EU members, and Georgia and Armenia harbour the same hope, bringing ‘Europe’ then to Iran’s border. Let the EU expand is British policy, and a United States of Europe would remain a pipe dream. 

The EU has a complex voting system for its members, depending upon a state’s size and population (Britain, France, Germany and Italy have 29 votes each). 

Territorially, France is the EU’s biggest country, but Germany has the largest population. Today, Turkey’s population is less than Germany’s, but given the higher Turkish birth rate it will overtake Germany, perhaps in less than a decade. Which means that if Turkey became an EU member it would be the club’s largest member, both territorially and population-wise, with more votes than any other EU state. This is a scenario that doesn’t appeal to Paris and Berlin. 

After all how can there be a federation with a common defence and foreign policy if it has Armenia on the Iranian border and Ireland on the Atlantic as its member-states? Donald Rumsfeld often spoke of a ‘new Europe’. Which means that the fall of the iron curtain and the emergence of more than a dozen independent states in central and eastern Europe have shattered the possibility of a united Europe becoming a Franco-German condominium. 

Turkey’s membership of such an enlarged EU — a basically economic union — serves Britain’s interests eminently well. No wonder, Cameron said he would be Turkey’s “strongest possible advocate” for EU membership. 

