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Ozet

Moldova SS?B’nin dagilmasindan sonra bagimsizligini kazanan on bes iilkeden biridir. Moldova denize sinir olmayan
bir iilkedir. Ulke bagimsizligini kazandig1 27 Agustos 1991 yilindan bugiine kadar toprak biitiinliigiinii saglayamadi.
Toprak biitiinliigiinii saglayamadig1 bolge Transdinyester’dir.

Transdinyester Dinyester nehri boyunca uzanir. Dinyester nehrinin Ukrayna tarafinda kalan Transdinyester yaklasik 4
kilometrekare yiiz6lgiimiine ve 500.000 niifusa sahiptir. Tarihi olarak Moldova’nin diger bdlgelerine gore farkli bir
yol izlemistir. Dinyester nehrinin bati yakasina (dogu kiyisi) gore gelismig bir bolgedir. Bugiin Moldova’nin elektrik
iiretimini karsilayan bdlge ayn1 zamanda Moldova i¢in sanayi ve dogalgaz merkezidir.

Bagimsizligin ilk yillarinda Moldova’nin baskenti Kiginev yonetiminin Romanya taraftarligi ve Romanya ile birlesme
politikalarma karsililik Transdinyster Gagavuzya’yla birlikte bagimsizligini ilan etti. Gagavuzya 1994 yilinda otonomi
elde etmistir ancak Transdinyster ile Kisinev giicleri arasinda catigmalar yasanmasina ragmen bir anlagma
saglanamamistir.

Transdinyester ile Moldova giigleri arasinda ¢ikan catismalarda bine yakin insan 6ldii ve yiiz binden fazla insan go¢
etti. Sonunda Rusya’ya bagli 14’iicnii orduya ait birlikler miidahale etti. Ateskes anlagsmasi imzalanmasina ragmen bir
baris anlagsmasi heniiz imzalanmamigtir. Bolge Rusya’ya ait askeri birlikler tarafindan korunmaktadir. Rusya bolgede
baris giicii olarak bulundugunu iddia etmektedir.

Yomerakpnr25@gmail.com, 0000-0001-5007-7880
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Transdinyseter probleminin ve ¢oziimsiizliigiin sebebi olarak dort baslik belirlenmistir. Bu ¢aligmada belirtilen
Transdinyester sorununun donmus c¢atisma bdolgesi olarak tanimlanmasina sebep olan etmenler sunlardir: Tarihsel,
etnik, jeopolitik ve ekonomik sebepler.

Tarihsel olarak Transdinyster Moldova’nin diger bolgelerinden farkli bir siire¢ yasamistir. Besarabya’nin diger
bolgelerinden daha 6nce Ruslarin tarihine dahil olmustur. Daha da 6nemlisi Bilyiik Romanya Krallig: siiresince SSCB
tarafinda kalarak Romanya ile ortak tarihi deneyim yasamamustir. Bu sebeple ister Rumen ister farkli etnisiteye sahip
olsun, Transdinyster’in tarihi Rusya tarihiyle birlikte sekillenmistir. Bagimsizlik doneminde dahi Dinyester’in sag
yakasiyla birlikte siyasi ortaklik i¢inde olmamuistir. Bu sebegle tarihsel olarak Transdinyster Moldova tarihinden farkli
bir deneyime sahiptir.

Etnik olarak Transdinyster belirli bir etnik yapmin baskin oldugu cografya olarak tanimlanamaz. Sovyet sonrasi
yapilmis herhangi bir ¢alisma olmamasina ragmen SSCB doneminde Rus, Moldovan ve Ukraynali niifusun birbirine
yakin oldugu bilinmektedir. Bugiin de etnik yapilarin niifus oranlarinin birbirine yakin oldugu diisiiniilmektedir. Diger
yandan Moldova’nin Transdinyester hari¢ niifusunun yaklasik %74’tiniin etnik Moldovan veya Rumen
olusturmaktadir. Bu durum Moldova’nin resmi dilinin Rumence olmas, kiiltiirel akisin Romanya {izerinden siirmesini
dogal bir sonug olarak ortaya g¢ikarmaktadir. Halbuki Transdinyster’in tipki Otonom Gagavuzya gibi resmi dili
Ruscadir ve kiiltiirel akis Rusya tlizerindendir. Bu durum etnik bir ayrigmay1 ortaya ¢ikarmaktadir.

Transdinyester sorununun ¢oziimsiizliiglinde bir baska sebep jeopolitiktir. Jeopolitik genis anlamda uluslararasi
iliskilerde cografyanin gii¢ etkisi olarak tanimlanabilir. Siiphesiz jeopoliktik kazang Transdinyster’de askeri varligim
siirdiiren Rusya Federasyonu’a aittir. Rusya Dinyester nehrinin Karadeniz’e kavustugu Odesa havzasindan
Bukovina’ya kadar olan yaklasik 400 kilometrelik hatti1 kontrol edebilmektedir. Transdinyester topraklar1 Dinyster
nehri boyunca gliney Moldova’dan Kuzey Moldova’ya; Soroco sehrine kadar uzanir. Soroco Ukrayna, Moldova ve
Romanya’nin birlestigi yere yakin olan tarihi Bukovina bolgesindedir. Ayrica Transdinyester sayesinde Rusya
Ukrayna’nin dogu tarafinda asker barindirmaktadir. Moldova ile Ukrayna arasinda hem askeri hem de ekonomik
tampon bolge insa etmistir. Bu tampon bdlgenin ekonomik giicii de hesaba katilirsa Transdinyster jeostratejik degeri
Rusya i¢in ¢ok yiiksektir. Rusya’nin hem giivenlik hem de ekonomik destegi Moldova’da yasayan Rumen veya
Moldovan kokenli insanlar hari¢ diger etnikler i¢in ¢ekim merkezi olmaktadir.

Son olarak Transdinyester sorununun ¢oziimsiizliigiinde ekonomik sebepten bahsedilebilir. Moldova ekonomisi tarihi
yiikleri sirtinda tagimaktadir. Tarihin her déneminde tarim merkezi olan ve verimli topraklartyla major giiglerin gatigma
alan1 olan Moldova, ozellikle iki savas arasi donemde bugiinkii kaderini yasayacak yapinin temelleri atilmistir.
Dinyster nehrinin sag yakasi Biiyllk Romanya Kralligi egemenliginde kalmis ve bu siiregte sanayi yatirimi
gormemistir. Hatta Romanya Kralllig1 mevcut zenginlikleri Romanya’nin diger bdlgelerine tasimig ve Besarabya’nin
gelismesini engellemistir. Diger yanan Transdinyster SSCB yonetiminde Ukrayna Sovyeti’ne basli bir otonomi olmusg
ve agir sanayi yatirimi yapilmistir. Bu sebele bugiin dahi Transdinsyter sanayi ve enerji bakimindan gelismis,
Besarabya yani Moldova biiyiik oranda tarima dayali ekonomik yap1 olarak kalmistir.

Bagimsizligini aldig1 giinden bugiine kadar Moldova ekonomisinde Transdinyster’in agirlig1 devam etmektedir. 1991
yilt verilerine gére Transdinyster’in Moldova ekonomisindeki yerini gosteren tablo asagidaki gibidir.

Elektronik tirlinler 100%
Gii¢ doniistim araglari 100%
Gaz nakil araglari 100%
Pamuk ve tekstil 96.6%
Elektrik enerjisi 87.5%
Cimento 58.1%
Diisiik giigte elektronik motorlar 55.8%
Yassi ¢elik 23.5%
Tarimsal tiriinler 13.1%

Tablo ekonomik olarak Transdinyster’in giiciinii ortaya koymaktadir. Diger yandan Besarabya Moldovasi %53
oranina tarima dayali bir ekonomidir. Bu durum nehrin iki yakas1 arasinda birlesmeyi imkansiz kilmaktadir. Her iki
yakadaki siyasi ve ekonomik yapilar kendi elitlerini yaratmistir. Bu elitler herhangi bir sekilde giiclerinden feragat
etmek istememektedir.

Ayrica halklar arasindaki ekonomik farklilasma Transdinyster sorununda halk tarfindan politik baski olusturulmasina
engeldir. Haklar arasinda Transdinyester sorununun ¢6ziimii i¢in bir talep olusmamasinin altinda Transdinyster lehine
var olan ekonomik farklilik yatmaktadir. Transdinyster halki Moldova ile birlesmenin ekonomik ve politik kazancini
gorememektedir.

Sonug olarak Transdinyester donmus ¢atigma bolgesi olarak uluslararasi iligkiler literatiiriine girmis bir bolgedir.
Transdinyster’de aktif ¢atisma yasamamasi siiphesiz 6nemli bir durumdur. Ancak bdlgenin Moldova ile birlesmesi
heniiz saglanamamustir ve yakin gelecekte de saglanmas1 miimkiin géziikmemektedir. Transdinyster sorunun en temel
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nedenleri tarihi, etnik, jeopolitik ve ekonomiktir. Bu sorunlarin ¢6zliimii i¢in ¢ok giiclii siyasi iradeler gerekmektedir.
Ayrica sorun sadece Transdinyster ve Moldova arasinda degildir. Biiytik giiclerin dahil oldugu ¢ok karmagik durum
s0z konusudur.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Moldova, Transdinyester, etnik, jeopolitik, dondurulmus ¢atisma bolgesi.

Introduction

The Republic of Moldova, a small country landlocked between Romania to the west and the
Ukraine to the east, is arguably the most complex of the fifteen countries born out of the collapse of
the Soviet Union. Awakened Romanian consciousness of Moldovans in the 1990s frightened the
ethnic minorities and led to the creation of two separatist states within the country. In one, Gagauzia,
it was possible to reintegrate through devolution of power and the creation of autonomy, while the
other, Transnistria, remains a frozen breakaway region and a de facto state which still suports by
Russia (Patlis & Maclauchan, 2015: 55-56).

Transnistria’s region is a stated on the left bank of the Dniester River. According to Kezban
Acar (2007: 3) the Dniester River also sperates the country to two parts with regard to culture, history
and traditions. There were three major powers in the region firstly. They were Ottoman, Poland and
Russian empires. After Ottoman conquests and withdrawing Poland, the Dniester became the border
between the Russian and Turkish empires. While the power of Ottoman Empire in the region and the
international arena was declining and Tsarist Russia was getting stronger in the territory was known
Bessarabia. Then Russias empire captured the region and until 1918 Tsarist Russia ruled Bessarabia
and Transnistria. After the collapse of Russian epire the region was occupied by Greater Romania
(Koszel, 2020: 111). Between two World Wars, Dniester was the border of two states were Great
Romanian Kingdom and the USSR. During that period Bessarabia was in Romanian side, on the other
hand, Transnistrian was in USSR side as a teritorial part of Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic. It
was an autonomy and called Moldovian Autonomous Soviet Socialist Republic (MASSR) (King,
1994: 348). After 26 June 1940, on the grounds of the Molotov-Ribbentrop Pact signed between the
USSR and Hitlerite Germany on 23 August 1939, USSR invated Bessarabia, then Moldavian Soviet
Socialist Republic (MSSR) was established. Hence Transnistria became a part of MSSR (Roper,
2002: 103).

After dissolution of USSR in 26 December 1991, Transnistria declared own independent state.
Gagauz along with Transnistrians suggested a tripartite federal state with Moldovans. The suggession
was rejected by Moldovans (Gasca, 2012: 1). A series of conflicts, even blood and iron, the problem
got tangling. Even today problem resumes as a frozen conflict zone. In this article, the root of
Transnistrian conflict as a forezon conflict zone. No doubt a lot of times the sides tried to solve the

problem but unfortunatelly they could not find a way. The most important one of them the Kozak
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memorandum in 2003. Kozak (the name is coming from the politician of Russia Dmitry Kozak)
memorandum could not be successfull. It offered asymetric fedaration for Moldova and Transnistria
(Minzarari, 2010: 32). To study on the attempting to solution needs a new article. Because of that, in

that article we did not explain and study on the solution attempting.

1. A Brief History Of The Recent Conflicta

In 11 Martch 1985 In USSR, Mikhail Sergiyevic Gorbachev became the president of USSR.
In a short time he started two important policy in the country. One of them was glastnost (openness)
and the other was perestroika (reconstruction). These two policies inspired to national movements.
One of them was called the reform movement, other was the national movement. In Moldova, the
two movements started to come in a body 1989 and they were called the Moldovan Popular Front.
Three new language laws were approved by the Supreme Soviet of Moldova about using Latin script
and Romanian Language as offical language. all of the nationalist movements were creating
opposition in Gagauzia and Transnitria (Vahl and Emerson, 2004: 5).

The Moldovan Supreme Soviet eleciton held in 1990. Accordint to Vahl and Emerson, the

Popular Front won obtaining 40% of the mandates. As they mentioned:

"In that year the Popular Front supported the unification with Romania. They adopted the
Romanian tricolour with a Moldovan coat of arms as the national flag, and the Romanian national anthem
as the Moldovan national anthem in April. This was followed on 23 June by a declaration of state
sovereignty, giving local legislation priority over all-union laws, renounced the Communist Party and

enshrined multiparty democracy as the basis for political life in Moldova. "

Against to all the politics which were made by Chisinau politicians, Gagauzia and Transnistria
rejected. The first violent clashes between Transnistrians and Moldovan police for control over
municipal bodies had taken place in early November 1990 in Dubasari in central Transnistria.
Paramilitar groups had been created on the left bank, and were the core of the Transnistrian
‘Republican Guard’ which was established in 1991. Cossack volunteers also joined the clashes. They
became an important part of the conflict for the Transnistrian authorities. Last months of 1991
Transnistrian groups controlled over public institutions such as municipal and local administrative
buildings, police stations,schools, newspapers and radio stations in towns and villages on the left
bank. Chisinau did not interfere with a havily hand firstly. On 13 December, however, the Moldovan
police returned fire for the first time while defending the regional government building in Dubasari.
New clashes took place in March 1992, followed by a declaration of a state of emergency on March
28. Fighting between Moldovan and Transnistrian forces intensified again in May and June. The
principal and decisive battle took place in Bender (Tighina) on June 19-21, and ended as Russian

forces intervened and Moldovan forces were driven out of the town (Roper, 2002: 105).
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The 14th Soviet Army interfered the armed clashes. General Aleksandr Lebel who was
working for Russia as the comander of the Russian troops supported to Igor Smirnov who was tle
leader of Transnistrian powers during the Bender battle. In spring 1992, fighting again started. The
Foreing Ministers of Moldova, Ukraina, Romania and Russia met in Helsinki in charge of Comission
on Security and Cooperation in Europe (CSCE). But they could not reach an aggrement. while the
situation was getting worse, the Russian President Borris Yeltsin and the Moldovan President
MirceaSnegur signed an cease-fire aggrement in 21 July 1992 in Moscow. The number of casualties
was about one thousand and ten thousands were wounded. About one hundred thousand people left

the country. the statue goe has still been living since 1992 (Vahl and Emerson: 8).

2. The Reasons Of The Conflict

In this study, four reasons are listed for the insolvency of the conflict. No doubt the first reason
is historical. Secondly ethnic and thirdly geopolitics can be serielized. The last but not the least,
economic reason is the biggest factor for the conflict. Actually economic reason is the most important
reason but we can also take it into account in the actors interests. Because economic activities are
creating money and the partition relations are taking place between the real actors which are being
controlled real people. These actors are very important factor for conflict. They are using expectedly
economic devices.

a. Historical Reason

Transnistria conflict includes deeply historical reasons. The problem can be taken back to Tsar
Era. Transnistria stays on the left bank of the Dniester River, with historical traditions significantly
different than Moldova stays on the right bank of the river. The Ottoman conquests, followed by the
speration of Poland, made the Dniester a river which is the border between the Russian (Tsar) Empire
and Turkish (Ottoman) Empire. When Ottoman Empire lost the power in the international arena and
the ragion, quite the contrary Tsar Russian Empire increased power in the international arena after
the victory over Napoleon, Bessarabia (the right bank of the Dniester River) fell under Russian rule
from 1812 (The Treathy of Bucharest) until 1918, to be ruled by Greater Romania after the collapse
of Tsar Empire (Lubicz and Miszewski, 2012: 121-122).

After the First World War, Besserabia was annexed by Greater Romania found on the treathy
between Germany and Romania. Thus Moldova came under the rule of Romania except Transnistria.
The Dniester was considered the border between Soviet Union and the Great Romania (Rezun, 1992:
41- 42).

As of 1922, The Soviet Union government directly looked for finding the legality of taking

Bessarabia back. The Moscow Government never accepted Romanian annexation. In contrast with
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Besserabia, the Moldovan Autonomous Socialist Soviet Republic (MASSR) was established on the
left bank of the Dniester. It is an integral part of the Ukrainian Socialist Soviet Republic (USSR).
Before the Second World War, Germany indicated that it was not interest in Bessarabia. Thus,
Bessarabia became open to Soviet invasion (Koszel, 2020: 112).

USSR invaded the right bank of the Dniester where is known Bessarabia with refferance to
the Ribbentrop—Molotov Pact, signed on 23 August 1939 beetween the Soviet Union and Nazi
Germany secretly. After annexion of Bessarabia by USSR the Moldavian Soviet Socialist Republic
(MSSR) was formed on 2 August 1940 and MASSR was engaged to MSSR. During the Second Worl
War the region changed hans but the end of the war political structure was turned to 1940 by USSR.
After the war status quo was preserved and maintained until 1991. In that period of the time
Transnistria was a part of the MSSR and it ruled by Chisinau (King, 2000: 55).

Map1l: Transnistria and Moldova

Source: Klemens Biischer, The Transnistria Conflict in Light of the Crisis over Ukraine: 25.
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We have to mention that during the MSSR, Besserabia was an agricultural field in the USSR.
The right bank of the Dniester was famous for vineyards, vegetables and fruit, while heavy industry
was located mainly on the left bank of the Dniester. The area was highly urbanized and infrastructure
was well-developed, containing approximately sixty five per cent of Moldovan heavy industry, eighty
per cent of its energy potential and a strong armaments sector (Solak, 2014: 19).

The dictator Nicolae Ceausescu was overthrown in December 1989. Then Romania and
Moldova unification was began to be talked about. Romania is the homland for natsionalist
Moldovans and they demanded constructing a federation. The integration policy into Romania
provocated the other migrations who lived in Gagauzia and on the left bank of the Dniester. As
politically and etnicly, there was no relation between Romania and Gagauzia-Transnistria. Popular
Front of Moldova showed exteme nationalist behaviours and actions. The language was one of them.
But Russian-speaking populations from Transnistria and Gaugazia supported a bilingual Moldova.
The people who spoke Russian and were pro-Russian Moldova rejected and resisted to the Chisinau
policies. Then they took arms and a conflict emerged. The conflict was controlled by the elites in
Soviet Transnistria (Oleksy, 2013: 170). In December 1990, in Rybnitsa and Tiraspol conducted a
referandum for building the Transnistrian Autonomous Socialist Republic. Over 90 per cent of votes
accepted the secession. The leaders of Transnistria anounced that to live with the Moldovans was
impossable. Hence on November 5, 1990, the Pridnestrovian Moldavian Republic (PMR) was
established at last. Igor Smirnov was the first president of PMR. The Supreme Council of PMR
unilaterally declared the sovereignty of Transnistria on December 8, 1991. This was preceded by
Moldova declaring independence on August 27, as the last post-Soviet republic to do so (Koszel:
112).

The full-scale hostilities erupted in March 1992 between Tiraspol and Chisinau. The
Moldovan Army tried to take control of the bridges on the Dniester but did not become successful in
three different attempts. The Transnistrian groups or rebels were supported by the Russian 14th Army.
Also Ukrainian and Russian reinforced to Transnistrian groups (Goltz, 1993: 93). The ceasefire was
signed in July 1992 after Moldovan forces were withrew from the Dniester River (Sprague, 2016:
16).

During the conflicts, about 1.000 people died and about 100.000 people left the country.
Today PRM is called an unrecognised state (de jure) in United Nations (UN). Its offical name is
,Pridnestrovian Moldavian Republic (PMR). The capital is Traspol. About 2.500 Russian soldiers
are deployed in Transnistria (Vahl and Emerson, 2004: 8), . But the number is exaggrated. It shoul
be about 500 soldiers. Because there is no symmetric power aganist Russian army in the region
(Akpinar, 2021: 106).
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b. Ethnic Reason

During the history Moldova has been a multi ethnicity teritory. Even today in Bessarabia there
are eighteen echnics live in terms of the National Bureau of Statistics of Republic of Moldova
(NBSM) (statistica.gov.md). Also according to NBSM, today there are seven major ethnicies are liv
ing in Moldova. No doubt the biggest ratio of the population is Moldovan or Romanian. Moldovan
and Romanian distinction is very important. Because some Moldovans accept them as Romanian, on
the other hand the others do not. Actually Romanian and Moldovan ethnicies are similar, but in a long
periot in the history, the identities are changed. There is not a curtain data to explain that how mant
people feel as Romanian or Moldovan. Because of this, in this article, we used Moldovan who lives
in Moldova as ethnic defination is Romanian or Moldovan.

In 2014, NBSM did an in-deeply survey in Moldova. According to the survey, 75.8% of the
population is defined as Moldovan. 8.4% is Ukranian, 5.9% is Russian, 4.4% is Gagauz, 2.2% is
Roma and1,9% is Bulgarian (statistica.gov.md). About five hundred thousands people live in
Transnistria and the population includes approximately 30% of Moldovans, 30% Russians and 30%
Ukrainians; members of other nationalities (Bulgarians, Gagauzians and others) are 9%. Russian
language dominates all areas of public life in Transnistria. It means all people live as Russians. It is
estimated that two hundred thousand citizens have Russian identity card and the same number
Moldovan, while one hundred thousand have Ukrainian; multiple citizenship is commonplace
(Biischer: 29).

Statistics show us actually there is no deepply ethnic conflict between the right bank and lift
bank of the Dinester. But it is clear that Russian population in the left bank dominated the other
ethnics. It is the real reason why Moldovan and Romanian are different. Because of being effected
by history and the living togather with Russian people for a long time, Moldovans thinks that they
are different ethnics from Romanian. Even speaking similar language they claim that Romanian
geography is different from Moldova and they have got different cultur. No doubt they have got
different history as well. All in all Moldovans are different from Romanian. Especilly in Transnistria
they regard themselves Moldovan or other identities against Romanian. Hence we can put forward to
that there is an ethnic dissociation in Transnistria.

According to Fatma ilknur Akgiil (2001: 54), there is a deeply relation between ethnic
diversity and political engagement. If there are many minorities in a society, high participation im
politics is observed. In other words, there is a parallel relation between political engagement and the
ethnic diversity. No doublt the same idea can be mentioned for Transnistria. But with one differance,
political elits —they are known as oligarch- relation are not defined by just ethnic. They are also in the
same social class. They care about and give the attentions just power and their relations are designed

by Russian.
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C. Geopolitic Reason

Geopolitics, in its broader definition, is the analysis of the geographic influences on power
relationships in international relations. Etymologically consisting of the words “geo” meaning earth,
land and “politics”; geopolitics is a discipline emerged out of political geography. Arguments about
the relationship between the human and geography or in other words the political effects of geography
have appeared in Western political thought t since at least the ancient Greek era (Aksu, 2020: 3). In
this sense, in that article, the importance of Transnistria geopolitic is explained in terms of the
teritorial importance of Transnistria.

We can explain the geopolitc importance of Transnistra for four contries of structure. One of
them, no doubt the most important, is Russian Fedaration. Transnistria is an island in the Southeast
Europe for Russia. When looking at the map above, it is cleare that there is a safty area between
Moldova and Ukraina where is controlling by Russia. Also iinterestingly Transnistria teritory is
streching along the Dinester River. From Black Sea to Bucovina (Romania and Ukraina border)
Russian troops can reach. Of course that power can support from Black Sea easly. If Russia had left
Transnistria, it would also have left the historical borders and Russia would have been thrown into
the pre-age the Treaty of Jassy in 1792 (Kogak, 2017: 479).

Secondly Russia hold the economic power. Between Moldova and Ukranian trade is able to
controlled by Russia. Also Transnistria has got energy industry that it is has been using by Moldova.
Natural gas and electrisity is coming from Transnistria. Moldova, Romania or Ukrania have not got
enough capacity to product electricity. It means Russia is using Transnistria as a political tool.

Matthew Rojansky (2011: 3) is giving us very important information about the Russian force

in the region. Rojansky claims that:
"Russia has expressed an interest in maintaining its current force of some 1,500 troops (around
400 of which serve as peacekeepers) in the region. Moscow’s interest in keeping a military presence in
Transnistria has a number of possible explanations, but is most likely largely symbolic. The contingent on
the left bank gives Russia a foothold in this part of Europe, an image of strategic depth against possible
threats from the West, and perhaps also some psychological leverage in relations with Ukraine, which is
partially encircled by Russian military outposts."
With respect to Moldova Constitution, Moldova is a neutrality starte. According to the
constitution article 11:

" (1) The Republic of Moldova proclaims its permanent neutrality.
(2) The Republic of Moldova does not admit the stationing of any foreign military troops on its
territory. "

Even the neutrality Moldova is committed to NATO. According to NATO, Moldova seek to
drow closer to Euro-Atlantic standarts and institutions. Moldova started the relations with NATO in
1992. Moldova is a member of North Atlantic Cooperation Council since 1997. With respect to
NATO internet site (nato.int, 01.11.2021):
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"NATO has no direct role in the conflict resolution process in the region of Transnistria. However,
the Allies closely follow developments in the region and full expect Russia to abide by its international
obligations, including respecting the teritorial integrity ot neighbouring countries and their right to choose

their own security agreements."

The above NATO annotation, NATO is a side of the conflict. Due to neutrality Moldova
engaged to NATO for standing in front of Russia. Transnisria is an important teritory and geopolitic

importance for all actors even NATO.

d. Economic Reason

The economic diversity is caming from history in Moldova. Largely as parallel to historical
and cultural divides, the society of the Moldovan Soviet Socialist Republic (MSSR) experienced
different socio-economic lives during the Soviet era. The left bank of the Dniester Riveron was
industrial cities with a multi-ethnic, de facto Russian-speaking, frequently allochthonous economic,
party and administrative elite; on the other, heavily agricultural areas with a largely Romanian-
speaking native population. Especially in the heavy industry and arms factories geographically
concentrated in the area of subsequent secession, the Soviet elites found themselves facing increasing
pressure from the Moldovan national movement (Biischer: 25).

Today the economic differentation is going on. While Besserabia is agrucultural area,
Transnistria has got industrial cities. That means, as a sovareign state, Moldova can not be an
alternative for the people who live in Transnistria. Actually nobody can put forward that there is a
prosperous society in the left bank of the river. But Moldova is not richer than Transnisria.

Moldova is a very weak state. It is today Europe’s poorest country. In reference to the National
Bureau Statistic Office, recently 2.597.100 people live and stay at in Moldova. On the other hand, the
datas show that populatin of Moldova is 3.543.708 in 2019 except Transnistria (statistica.md,
02.11.2021). It means 946.608 Moldovans have left the country because of economic reasons.
Moreover, Moldova has got very big external debt against the income in a year (GDP). Other means,
the extermal debt is over 50 per cent of the budget. Moldova owes significant debt to Russia, which
provides all of its energy needs (Karaaslan, 2006: 97).

According to Oazu Nantoi (2006: 5), there is no effor to get the counrty’s reunification. As

Nantoi write:

"since the summer of 1992, no Moldovan government adopted a plan for the country’s
reunification, based on a realistic approach to the essence of the conflict, whose implementation would
require mobilization of the whole society’s resources. The Republic of Moldova did not become an
attractive example for the people of the Transnistria. since its declaration of independence on 2 September
1990 the TMR has successfully established and consolidated its own state-like structure. Alongside a
President and a Parliament in Transnistria one can also find a Supreme Court and a National Bank, which

issues its own currency, the Transdniestrian rouble. "
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To repeat, Moldova was divided into two parts. Bessarabia was basically an
agricultural region, a source of cereals, vegetables, fruit, and wine, while Transnistria was
the main industrial region of the country. It was even similarly in 1991, even today.The

table given below clearly illustrates this situation.

Table: Transnistria in the Moldovan Economy, 1991 (Regional Production as Percentage of
National Total)

Large electrical machines 100%
Power transformers 100%
Gas containers 100%
Cotton textiles 96.6%
Electric energy 87.5%
Cement 58.1%
Low-horsepower electric engines 55.8%
Sheet metal 23.5%
Agricultural products 13.1%

Source: Lieutenant Colonel Mihai-Cristian Statie. Transnistria: The Hot Nature of a Frozen
Conflict, 2013, p. 30.

When looking at the table, it is clear that industriel prudoctions was produced in Transnistra.
It means plants and fabricates were built in Transnistria in USSR time. After USSR, because of
conflicts, all industrial means of producs were stayed at Transnistria. Even today the status quo is
stated. It is an settled statu que. Because the actors make profit from situations. The Transnistrian
leadership was aware that the independence of Moldova would have managed and conducted the
redistribution of the control of the economic resources.

The major Soviet-era industrial assets in Transnistria are the MMZ steel plant and Rybnitsa
Cement plant in the north, and the Cuciurgan power plant in the south. All of these are at least partially
controlled by Russian and Ukrainian oligarchs, who profited from Tiraspol’s privatization of these
assets during the last decade. To illustrate Russia’s Gazprom sells gas to enterprises in Transnistria,
which pay reduced fees for the gas to Tiraspol, which in turn simply allocates that money to the state
budget. The resulting Gazprom debt, now worth over $7.4 billion (jamestown.org, 02.11.2021).
Simply put, the unresolved status of Transnistria allows oligarchs to profit from industrial assets that
belong to average Moldovans and gas that belongs to the Russian people (Allin, L and Chamberlian-
Creange, 2009: 334).

Russia support Transnistria in terms of economy. According to Suprague (2016: 17) In
addition to military support, Russian financial assistance keeps the Transnistrian economy solvent.
Tax revenues are not enough to cover basic expenses, so Russia provides $100 million annually and
free natural gas supplies worth an additional $270 million. Today economic suppording from Russia

is going on. As a result, although Transnistria’s populatin is %20 due to Moldova, it produces %40
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of gross national product (GNP). Therefore per capita income in Transnistria is higher than the right

bank of the Dinester.

Conclusion

The Republic of Moldova is a lockdown small country where is stated in the Southeast Europe
between Romania and Ukrania. The teritory of Moldova is known as Bessarabia. Bessarabia is stated
between the Prut and the Dniester Rivers. It as a gate for East to reach to West, on the other hand it
is a gate for West to resitrein to East world.

Transnistria is a part of the Republic of Moldova. But it is an independence state as de facto
even no countries recognise the independence of it. Quite the reverse Moldova is an unitary state in
terms of its constitution. As regars the Constitution of the Republic of Moldova, the first article is
written that The Republic of Moldova is a sovereign, independent, unitary and indivisible state.
However Gagauzia is a teritory region in Moldova with respect to the Constitution Article 111,
Transnistria is a secession region. When the other factors is taken into account, Transnistria is defined
as frozen conflict zone in the Political Science and International Relation literature. No doubt the
frozen conflict reason results from the Russian Federation such as Donbas, Abkhazia, Nagorno
Karaback etc. When Russia uses the conflict zone policy, it could find enoght reason in the region.
Of course the speration ideas root can be observed in the history.

Except Russian invading the region, Transnistria and the right bank of the river have not lived
the same political structure even they have got a lot of similir properties such as religion, language,
ethnics etc.

Herein four reason have been explained for unsolved situation. It is claimed that historical,
tethnic, geopolitic and economic reasons are the main issues for Transnistria conflict. Otherwise
Transnistria is a frozen conflict zone because of four subjects are related to the Russian Federation.
So the teritory is a competetion and engagement region between the West World and the Russian
Federation.

Firstly historical reason is the main fact for the conflict. Except USSR times which had lasted
for about 50 years, Bessarabia and Transnistria regions could not live together in history. Even USSR
time, they positioned as different especially in economic structure. In other words there is no historical
motivation to connect Chisinaue to Tiraspol. Every time the left bank of the Dniester River has been
belonging to the East World, on the contrary the right bank of the river.

Ethnicity counts as the second reason for the conflict. Actully Transnistria is more
homogeneous as ethnicity against Bessarabia. But independently of the ethnicity, Russian ethnic idea
dominates to Transnistria. In moldova Romanian culture also the most important reality especially in

the north of Moldova. Of course ethnic views are effecting the nationalist ideology in two sides.
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While the right bank of the Dinyester (Moldova) is overwhelmingly Moldovanist or Romanianist
except Gagauzia which are generally Russianist little Gagauz nationalist and pan-Turkism, the left on
the bank of the river (Transnistria) is generally supporting Russianism.

Thirdly, geopolitic issue is very important trippet for the conflict. Transnistria stretches along
the Dniester River. Because of the fact that Transnistria states from Bucovina to Black Sea (Odessa),
Russia holds the West gate. Transnistria has got 4.163 km squared teritory and 14th Russian Army
stays in there. Russia can use the teritory as military base and there is no symmetric power in the
region against to Russia. Also the teritory is an economic station for Russia. Especially Gazprom uses
the teritory as if a gas station. In addition to this, Transnistria controls the west border of Ukrania. It
is a springboard to Black Sea and Crimea.

Fourtly and the last but not least economic reason is very important issue for the conflict.
Transnistria is an industrial area against to Bessarabia. The natural gas which is Russian or Gazprom
gas is approaching to Moldova on Transnistria. Also electricity produces in Transnistria and sends to
Moldova. Other industrial productions, that Moldova needs them, produce or make in Transnistria
even cement. That reality creats two important results. Firstly an economic disparity is observed
between two banks of the river in favor of Transnistria. Secondly the elits of Transnistria are not
willing to solve the problem.

Transnistria conflict has been living since USSR dissolved. Until 2021 the parties have
attemped to solve the problem a lot of times but unfortunatelly they could not find a solution way. In
that article why there is no solution has been explained. Even the problem is seen between Moldova
and Transnistria, there are a lot of actors in the conflict. These days Chisinau are looking for solving
the problem with EU but Russia objects EU to interfere as usual. Transnistria will be defined as the
frozen conflict zone in literature for along time. There does not seem to find a solution in the near

future.
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