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China and Turkey: Forging a New Strategic Partnership

Xiao Xian

Abstract: Though China and Turkey established diplomatic relations in 1971
the political economic and cultural exchanges were kept in a low level during the
Cold War period. Since the end of the Cold War the geopolitical map of Central A—
sia and the Middle East changed dramatically and the bilateral relations between Chi—
na and Turkey has also been improving rapidly. China and Turkey as two emerging
powers are now entering a new stage of strategic relationship of cooperation but at
the same time some new problems are also emerging between the two countries. So
there is still considerable need to strengthen this strategic partnership and it requires
more systematic effort from both sides. Turkey’ s role in the Middle East will certainly
become more important after the turmoil in such Arab countries as Egypt Libya and
Syria. As the Middle East and Central Asia are occupying more of an important place
in China’ s foreign strategy so will Turkey.

Key Words: China and Turkey relations; Central Asia; The Middle East;

Strategic cooperation
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