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ABSTRACT  

 

The paper is based on a review of the literature concerning Turkish accession to the EU and 

the anti-governmental protests in 2013. The results of the research provide answers to this 

thesis’ research questions:  

 “Why is Turkey ‘kept at the gate’ and how will the anti-governmental protests 

influence the accession process?” 

 “What are the experts’ opinions and views on Turkey’s progress towards joining the 

EU and the anti-governmental protests in Turkey during May 2013?” 

The quantitative research shows that Turkish people do not trust Turkey’s print and broadcast 

media, as well as they support the anti-governmental protests and Turkish accession to the 

European Union. Meanwhile, the qualitative research indicates that Turkey is progressing 

slowly, or not at all, towards the goal of EU accession, as there are many issues to be solved 

in order to achieve this, as well as the need to understand the impact of the anti-governmental 

protests on the accession process. There are many problems and issues that Turkey needs to 

resolve. If there is will on both sides, then both actors should work together to move on from 

the current stagnation point. Furthermore, instead of a “privileged partnership”, the experts 

suggest some kind of “associate membership” in a highly distinctive manner for Turkey in 

order to emphasize the important role it has.   

Keywords: Turkey, EU, Erdoğan, protests, enlargement. 



 

 

 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

 

1 INTRODUCTION .............................................................................................................. 1 

2 HISTORICAL OVERVIEW OF TURKEY-EU RELATIONS ......................................... 2 

3 EU ENLARGEMENT POLICY ........................................................................................ 5 

3.1 Rationalism and constructivism to explain the EU enlargement process ................... 6 

3.2 The accession process ................................................................................................. 7 

3.3 Conditions for membership ....................................................................................... 12 

3.4 Conditionality of the EU ........................................................................................... 15 

4 TURKEY IS EUROPEAN – YES OR NO? .................................................................... 16 

4.1 European identity ...................................................................................................... 18 

4.2 Europeanization ......................................................................................................... 24 

4.3 Turkish Euroscepticism ............................................................................................. 25 

4.4 Other sociocultural factors demonstrating how European is Turkey (if it all) .......... 26 

5 ISSUES, PROBLEMS, FEARS, THREATS, DILEMMAS AND CHALLENGES ....... 28 

5.1 Issues and problems................................................................................................... 28 

5.2 Fears and threats ........................................................................................................ 30 

5.3 Dilemmas................................................................................................................... 38 

5.4 Challenges ................................................................................................................. 39 

5.5 Turkey vs. EU............................................................................................................ 41 

6 BENEFITS OF TURKISH ACCESSION TO THE EU .................................................. 42 

6.1 Economic benefits ..................................................................................................... 44 

6.2 Political benefits ........................................................................................................ 46 

6.3 Geopolitical benefits.................................................................................................. 47 

6.4 Sociocultural benefits ................................................................................................ 49 

7 ANTI-GOVERNMENTAL PROTESTS IN TURKEY SINCE MAY 2013 ................... 50 

7.1 Definitions of sociopolitical and environmental movements, protests and springs .. 50 

7.2 Gezi and Kadiköy resistance – a Turkish spring? ..................................................... 51 

7.3 Media and protests..................................................................................................... 53 

7.4 Anti-governmental protests in Turkey portrayed in Turkish and foreign media ...... 54 

7.4.1 Restriction and censorship of Turkish media during and after the protests ...... 60 

7.5 Critiques and comments on the anti-governmental protests in Turkey from the EU 

and other critics ........................................................................................................................ 64 

7.6 Turkish public opinion – trust in the media .............................................................. 66 



 

 

8 DESIGN AND METHODOLOGY OF THE RESEARCH .............................................. 69 

8.1 Quantitative research ................................................................................................. 70 

8.2 Qualitative research ................................................................................................... 71 

9 RESULTS OF THE RESEARCH ..................................................................................... 74 

9.1 Quantitative research results ...................................................................................... 75 

9.2 Qualitative research results ........................................................................................ 99 

9.2.1 Experts’ opinion on Turkish accession to the EU and the drawbacks and 

benefits of this integration process ........................................................................................... 99 

9.2.2 The reasons for the delay in the Turkish accession process and factors that 

influence the accession of the candidate state and EU enlargement ..................................... 104 

9.2.3 Anti-governmental protests in Turkey in 2013 and their impact on the Turkey’s 

EU accession process ............................................................................................................. 111 

9.2.4 “Plan B” for Turkey ......................................................................................... 113 

9.2.5 The necessary changes for Turkey ................................................................... 114 

10 RESEARCH CONCLUSIONS AND SUMMARY ........................................................ 115 

11 REFERENCES AND RESOURCES .............................................................................. 118 

 

 

POVZETEK 

 

ATTACHMENTS  

Attachment 1 

Attachment 2 

Attachment 3 



 

 

LIST OF TABLES  

Table 5.1: GPI score for Turkey from 2008 to 2017 ............................................................... 33 

Table 5.2: GTI score for Turkey from 2003 to 2016 ............................................................... 36 

Table 8.1: Survey description .................................................................................................. 71 

Table 8.2: Presentation of the experts’ profiles ....................................................................... 72 

Table 9.1: Rated reasons for Turkey not yet being an EU member ......................................... 84 

 



 

 

LIST OF FIGURES 

Figure 3.1: IPA for Turkey (2007-2020) .................................................................................... 9 

Figure 3.2: Turkish public opinion poll on Turkey’s accession to the EU 2005-2010 ............ 11 

Figure 4.1: Turkish public opinion poll (2005) – how Turks perceive themselves in the near 

future ......................................................................................................................................... 21 

Figure 4.2: Turkish public opinion poll (2004-2017) – attachment to Turkey ........................ 22 

Figure 4.3: Turkish public opinion (2006-2017) – attachment to the EU ................................ 23 

Figure 5.1: GPI score for Turkey from 2008 to 2017 ............................................................... 35 

Figure 5.2: GTI score for Turkey from 2003 to 2016 .............................................................. 37 

Figure 6.1: Turkish public opinion poll (2005-2017) – Turkey’s membership of the EU ....... 42 

Figure 6.2: Turkish public opinion poll (2005-2017) – Turkey’s benefits from being a member 

of the EU ................................................................................................................................... 43 

Figure 6.3: Turkey’s GDP growth (annual in %) ..................................................................... 45 

Figure 6.4: Per capita GDP PPP (in current Intl$): Turkey, Germany, Slovenia, Croatia ....... 46 

Figure 7.1: Media censorship – CNN TÜRK vs. CNN ............................................................ 55 

Figure 7.2: Turkish public opinion poll (2004-2010) – satisfaction with the way in which 

democracy works in Turkey ..................................................................................................... 56 

Figure 7.3: Turkish public opinion poll (2008) – judgement on the way in which public 

administration runs in Turkey .................................................................................................. 57 

Figure 7.4: Turkish public opinion poll (2005-2017) – trust in the national government ........ 57 

Figure 7.5: Turkish Public Opinion (2004-2017) - trust in the national parliament ................ 58 

Figure 7.6: Turkish public opinion poll (2004-2017) – trust in the police ............................... 59 

Figure 7.7: Turkish public opinion poll (2004-2017) – trust in the army ................................ 59 



 

 

Figure 7.8: Turkey – press freedom ......................................................................................... 64 

Figure 7.9: Turkish public opinion poll (2004-2017) – trust in the EU ................................... 66 

Figure 7.10: Turkish public opinion poll (2006-2016) – trust in the Internet .......................... 67 

Figure 7.11: Turkish public opinion poll (2004-2016) – trust in the press .............................. 68 

Figure 7.12: Turkish public opinion poll (2004-2016) – trust in television ............................ 69 

Figure 9.1: Support for Turkish accession to the EU ............................................................... 75 

Figure 9.2: Opinion on the anti-governmental protests ........................................................... 76 

Figure 9.3: Opinion on PM Recep Tayyip Erdoğan ................................................................ 76 

Figure 9.4: Opinion on the consequences of the protests on Turkish accession to the EU ..... 77 

Figure 9.5: Opinion on further EU enlargement involving Turkey’s neighbours ................... 78 

Figure 9.6: Opinion on the role of religion in the process of becoming an EU member ......... 78 

Figure 9.7: Support towards Turkish accession to the EU ....................................................... 79 

Figure 9.8: Support for the anti-governmental protests ........................................................... 80 

Figure 9.9: Opinion on the benefits of Turkish accession to the EU ....................................... 81 

Figure 9.10: Rating of potential benefits ................................................................................. 82 

Figure 9.11: Rating of potential drawbacks ............................................................................. 83 

Figure 9.12: Trust in institutions .............................................................................................. 89 

Figure 9.13: Opinion on when will Turkey enter the EU ........................................................ 92 

Figure 9.14: Gender ................................................................................................................. 93 

Figure 9.15: Age ...................................................................................................................... 94 

Figure 9.16: Citizenship ........................................................................................................... 97 



 

 

Figure 9.17: Highest education level achieved ......................................................................... 97 

Figure 9.18: Where do you work? ............................................................................................ 98 

Figure 9.19: Region of residence .............................................................................................. 99 

 



 

 

LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS 

AKP – Adalet ve Kalkınma Partisi (Justice and Development Party) 

CC – Copenhagen Criteria 

CHP – Cumhuriyet Halk Partisi (Republican People’s Party) 

COREPER –Comité des Représentants Permanents (Committee of Permanent 

Representatives) 

EC – European Commission 

ECSC – European Coal and Steel Community 

EEC – European Economic Community  

EP – European Parliament 

EU – European Union 

EURATOM – European Atomic Energy Community   

GPI – Global Peace Index 

GTI – Global Terrorism Index 

HDP – Halkların Demokratik Partisi (The People’s Democratic Party) 

IMF – International Monetary Fund 

IPA – Instrument for Pre-accession Assistance   

MEP – Member of the European Parliament 

NATO – North Atlantic Treaty Organization 

NPAA – National Programme for the Adoption of the Acquis   

PKK – Partiya Karkerên Kurdistanê (Kurdistan Workers’ Party) 

PM – Prime Minister 



 

 

PPP – purchasing power parity 

US – United States 





Karat, Arnela. 2017. »Approaching of Turkey to the European Union and the impact of the 

anti-governmental protests 2013 on it.« Bachelor thesis. School of advanced social studies 

Nova Gorica 

 

 

1 

 

1 INTRODUCTION 

Turkish accession to the EU has been extensively discussed and debated. In this thesis, we 

have chosen a different approach to the topic in light of the anti-governmental protests, which 

took place in May 2013 in Istanbul’s Gezi Park. This event has impacted on the Turkish path 

to accession to the EU, Turkey-EU relations. Turkey has been a special case in the process of 

European integration because it has been facing different problems and issues, including in 

relation to meeting requirements in relation to the Copenhagen and other EU membership 

criteria.  

In practice, any EU enlargement process has never taken more than three decades, as has been 

the case with Turkey. This situation was the main reason for writing this thesis. In addition, 

the anti-governmental protests beginning in late May 2013, and the way in which the police 

behaved towards the Gezi Park protesters, which was of concern to Turkey-EU relations, 

represents the second topic that we want to research in this thesis. 

Our thesis is divided into three parts. In the first part, we focus primarily on the literature that 

is related to Turkey’s accession to the EU and the anti-governmental protests. We summarize 

the Turkey-EU relationship from the very beginning up to the current status of Turkey’s 

accession process. Of course, in order to understand why Turkey has been waiting so long to 

join the EU, we identify the issues, problems, threats, fears, dilemmas and challenges that 

have been delaying the accession process for the country. But, Turkish accession to the EU 

also offers benefits to both sides, which we will explain. We also focus on the Gezi Park 

protests, analysing the reasons why they even started, as well how they impacted society and 

Turkey-EU relations. We also present data from the previously conducted public opinion polls 

and other research studies related to Turkey’s accession to the EU and the Gezi Park anti-

governmental protests. 

In the second part of the thesis, we set out the research problem, objectives and methods. We 

determine the main research questions to be:  

 “Why is Turkey ‘kept at the gate’ and how will the anti-governmental protests 

influence the accession process?” 
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 “What are the expert opinions regarding Turkey’s progress and the impact of the 

protests in this context?”  

We define several hypotheses that serve as guidelines in analysing the data, as obtained from 

the surveys (both quantitative and qualitative) that we conducted between 3 and 18 July 2013. 

In the last part of this thesis, we present the results of our research and summarize the key 

findings. At the very end, we also offer some guidelines for future research in this area. 

2 HISTORICAL OVERVIEW OF TURKEY-EU RELATIONS 

To have a clear image of what the EU looks like today, it is necessary to understand its 

historical roots. Understanding the importance of this historical background is critical to the 

efficacy of this thesis.  

After the Second World War, the lessons from history prompted changes to prevent human 

atrocities on such a global scale ever happening again. Therefore, in 1949, the Council of 

Europe was created. The aim of this international organization was, and remains, to protect 

human rights and minorities, advocate freedom of expression, the media and assembly, 

equality, uphold democracy and the rule of law, and help member states fight corruption, 

terrorism and undertake necessary judicial reforms. On 9 August 1949, Turkey became a 

member by signing up to the European Convention on Human Rights (Council of Europe 

2013; European Union 2013). 

Later, on 18 April 1951, Germany, France, Italy and the Benelux countries signed a treaty in 

Paris establishing the ECSC. The community aimed to organize the free movement of coal 

and steel and free access to sources of production. The ECSC entered into force on 23 July 

1952. The validity of the Treaty was 50 years; on 23July 2002, it expired. The same six 

countries wanted to go further. In April 1956, a preparatory committee of experts and 

ministers submitted two drafts, one of which led to the creation of the Common Market, while 

the other led to the creation of an atomic energy community. These so-called Treaties of 

Rome were signed in Rome on 25 March 1957. On 1 January 1958, the treaties entered into 

force with the establishment of the EEC and the EURATOM. The former’s aim was to 

achieve integration via trade with a view to economic expansion. The EEC Treaty also led to 
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the establishment of the Common Market, the Customs Union and other common policies. 

Turkey applied for associate membership of the EEC on 31 July 1959, with the negotiations 

starting on 27 September of the same year. On 12 September 1963, Turkey signed the Ankara 

Agreement, which included an important element that could have helped Turkey to trade 

goods and agricultural products with EEC countries without restrictions. That key element 

was the Customs Union. (Europa 2013; Europa 2010; European Union 2013; Delegation of 

the European Union to Turkey 2013). 

Turkey decided to apply for full EEC membership on 14 April 1987. After a few years, the 

EEC became the EU on account of the Maastricht Treaty, signed on 7 February 1992, which 

entered into force on 1 November 1993.  

The same year, Turkey started negotiations with the EU to join the Customs Union, which 

was finalized in 1995. The Customs Union between Turkey and the EU entered into force on 

1 January 1996 (Delegation of the European Union to Turkey 2013; European Union 2013; 

Europa 2013; European Commission 2013). 

The EU Council, which convened on 10 and 11 December 1999 in Helsinki, granted Turkey 

EU candidate country status (European Commission 2013; Delegation of the European Union 

to Turkey 2013), or the ‘First Muslim Candidate’ (‘Müslüman Ilk Aday’) according to the 

headline in the Turkish newspaper Hürriyet (Hürriyet 1999 quoted in Robins 2003, 548). On 

19 March 2001, the Turkish government adopted the NPAA. Due to Turkey’s sufficient 

fulfilment of the Copenhagen political criteria (Peterson and Shackleton 2002, 49), the 

decision of the European Council, taken on 17 December 20041 in Brussels, to start 

membership talks with Turkey paved the way for the negotiation process to start on 3 October 

2005. The negotiations on the Science and Research Chapter were opened and closed on 12 

June 2006. To date, not all the chapters have been opened (European Commission 2013; 

Delegation of the European Union to Turkey 2013). 

                                                 
1 ‘Without undue delay’, in December, the EP voted in favour of opening negotiations with Turkey (407 votes in 

favour, 262 against and 29 abstentions) (Peterson and Shackleton 2002, 114). 
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3 EU ENLARGEMENT POLICY 

“Integration processes in Europe will inevitably be economic; it is only a matter of time when 

they will start, depending on the dynamics of technological, social, political and economic 

development in Europe.” (Godnič and Vodopivec 2017a, 6) The most successful foreign 

policy tool that the EU has is that of enlargement (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 

419). By joining the EU, a family of liberal democratic countries, membership brings with it 

obligations on the part of members. Such obligations are concerned not only with acting 

collectively through an institutionalized decision-making system, as determined by the Acquis 

Communautaire, but also with a set of shared common values, based on democracy, respect 

for human rights and the principles of social justice (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 

2010, 3). The previous criteria for joining the EU were rather vague. There was no such 

definition as to what European actually meant. Democracy within member states was also 

merely an assumption, which was neither well defined nor included in any treaty. Finally, in 

1993 in Copenhagen, the EU Council decided that countries willing to join the EU had to 

meet more specific criteria (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 5). During any 

accession process, the EU is looking for potential candidates to carry out reforms, which will 

somehow guarantee stability in the entire region (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 

7). 

“Integration processes in Europe were successfully political, involving new member states in 

the heterogeneous confederation of a European community, while neglecting the differences 

resulting from the different ways of reconciling the requirements.” (Godnič and Vodopivec 

2017a, 8) The superstate, which is becoming a more heterogeneous entity, is a union of 

strong, independent and sovereign states that are cooperating and collaborating together for 

their mutual benefit. To be a part of the EU, states have to sacrifice their freedom, while those 

wishing to join the EU have to meet certain standards and requirements to demonstrate that 

they are liberal democratic market economies, respecting human rights and the rule of law, 

and European in a geographical sense. As the enlargement process may take years for any 

candidate state wishing to become a member of the EU, the decision to apply for full 

membership means agreeing with EU values and the concept of pooling sovereignty with 

other member states (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 419). “These changes in the 
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functioning of the socio-economic systems, which fundamentally alter the functioning of 

social institutions and economic conditions for individual economic entities, may be affected 

by the new geopolitical situation in the study area. This may be due to a momentary 

(revolutionary) change or occur as a result of evolutionary processes.” (Godnič and 

Vodopivec 2017a, 4) 

We can see that Turkey is one of the countries whose application to become a member of the 

EU is taking many years to process. This year, it will be exactly three decades since Turkey 

applied for full membership of the EEC/EU. How long is it going to take for Turkey to 

become a member of the EU? Is it no longer just a matter of time, but also a matter of 

circumstances? 

3.1 Rationalism and constructivism to explain the EU enlargement process 

The difference between rationalist and constructivist perspectives of EU enlargement is 

briefly explained here. Rationalists cannot explain why existing EU members would at all 

want to accept new members, but they tend to assume individualism and materialistic self-

interest play a part. What maximizes their position in negotiations are the rules, hence the 

EU’s attempts to clarify its objectives and the increasing use of conditionality. On the other 

hand, constructivists are concerned with the overall sharing of European norms and values, 

identification with the EU, and the legitimacy of the EU’s demands on applicant states. In this 

context, states will seek institutional ties with an organization because of the need to identify 

with the EU’s aims and policies (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 422-423). “The 

constructivist perspective is important in selecting likely candidates, but the actual process of 

negotiating membership depends upon the rationalist perspective, with each participant in the 

process evaluating the likely cost and benefits of membership to themselves” (Cini and Pérez-

Solórzano Borragán 2010, 423). 

Turkey’s accession to the EU is of concern for constructivists, as it raises a number of 

pertinent issues. It is questionable as to whether the EU is not setting double standards for 

Turkey, as issues regarding shared values, norms and identity could be the reasons why 

Turkey would not be allowed to join the EU, when, in essence, the latter is supposed to be an 
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economic bloc and not a religious one, even though there is no evidence of any member state 

being anything other than a Christian state (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 423). 

3.2 The accession process 

According to the new Article 49 of the Maastricht Treaty (also known as the Treaty on 

European Union), any European state may apply for membership if it demonstrates respect for 

the principles of liberty and democracy, as well as human rights and fundamental freedoms. 

An application has to be sent to the Council; in order to be successful, it has to be first 

discussed by EC and supported by the EP (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 423). 

“The unanimous support of the Council is required and the ratification of membership is 

subject to the constitutional processes in place in the member states (usually a parliamentary 

vote, and sometimes also a referendum). This makes individual member states an important 

part of the process” (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 423). 

The CC (see Chapter 3.3) play an important role in the accession process because they form 

the basis of formal discussions with prospective member states. The accession process can 

begin once the membership application has been successful, which is just a highly technical 

exercise that has to be completed by each applicant state that is managed by EC’s 

Enlargement Directorate-General. The EC’s main activity is to establish timetables for acquis 

to be transposed and implemented by the prospective member state. The EC also monitors the 

annual progress made by applicant, which is a crucial element of the process. To move to a 

further stage, the previous one must be completed. When the application receives unanimous 

approval from the member governments, the EC is supposed to prepare ‘avis’2 on the 

sustainability of the applicant state against the conditions set out in Article 49. The applicant 

government receives a questionnaire from the EC, requesting information related to a range of 

issues and the preparedness of the applicant to take on the responsibilities of full membership. 

The EC may not solely rely on the responses received from the applicant government, but 

may also include other institutions, such are the Council of Europe and the Organization of 

Security and Cooperation in Europe (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 424).  

                                                 
2 ‘Avis’ means opinion (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 424). 
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The applicant state may be considered as a candidate country3 once a favourable opinion and 

recommendation from the Commission are sent to the Council. By this, only the first stage of 

the lengthy process is completed. During the latter stage, the candidate has to demonstrate that 

it is capable of meeting the political and economic criteria, as well as the obligations, for EU 

membership. The EC’s responsibility is to prepare regular Progress Reports for the Council 

and the EP, confirming the extent to which the candidate state is following the relevant 

timetables and other progress measures (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 425). 

After the 2007 EU enlargement phase, negotiations with Turkey, while faced with many 

specific and unique issues and problems, became more diverse and complicated. Therefore, as 

the negotiations are just an open-ended process whose outcome cannot be guaranteed 

beforehand, we are unable to know whether or not Turkey will ever join the EU. The speed is 

controlled by the progress of the candidate in implementing the acquis. If insufficient progress 

is made, the accession process may be slowed down by the introduction of ‘safeguard 

clauses’, along with the prospect of the suspension of negotiations. Therefore, the whole 

process remains one that is essentially intergovernmental, as the individual member states 

think of their own individual interests, rather than thinking in terms of collective ones (Cini 

and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 425). 

The confirmation of candidate status is just a sign of the initiation of a closer relationship 

between the candidate and the EU. The status provides a number of supportive measures, 

which are intended to assist to the candidate. One such example is the IPA, which also 

financially supports Turkey, but the assistance level depends on the candidate’s progress 

made towards meeting EU goals, as measured by the EC’s evaluation and strategy papers 

(Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 425). 

                                                 
3 Candidate country: a country that is, based on a positive opinion from the EC, declared ready by the European 

Council to start accession negotiations (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 425). 
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Figure 1: IPA for Turkey (2007-2020)4 

 

Source: based on EC IPA documents (2007-2015) 

As we can see in Figure 1, the financial assistance for Turkey was increasing until 2013, 

which was a crucial year (the reasons are given in more detail in Chapter 7) in demonstrating 

how close Turkey’ was in aligning itself with EU values and standards. Therefore, we could 

say that the EU decided on a lower assistance level, given the decline in Turkey’s progress in 

achieving the goals according to the timetable. But, in subsequent years, the amount of 

assistance seems to have been about the same. 

The EU provides support for the technical process of accession in the form of European 

Partnerships, which are established to identify short- and medium-term priorities for each 

stage of the pre-accession process. Action Plans, which highlight how the priorities will be 

met, are required from candidate states. To start the negotiations, the last technical step to be 

completed is the unanimous adoption of a Negotiation Framework by the Council of the EU. 

When we speak about Turkey’s case, the Negotiation Framework was proposed by the EC on 

                                                 
4 The IPA II for Turkey was adopted on 26 August 2014 for the period 2014-2020; *the IPA II has already been 

allocated for 2016 and 2017; **the IPA II is allocated for the period 2018-2020, not divided by the years to date 

(European Commission Instrument for Pre-accession Assistance for Turkey, Indicative Strategy Paper 2014). 
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29 June 2005 and adopted by the Council on 3 October 2005. The adoption marked the formal 

convening of the Intergovernmental Conference for the conduct of negotiations, which 

comprises, on the EU side, the ministers or members of the COREPER5 and, on the 

candidate’s side, the chief negotiator and an expert team. The negotiating agenda and the 

chief deliberations are the responsibility of the Presidency of the Council. Support for the 

negotiations must be provided by the Council Secretariat, which works with the secretariat 

from the candidate state. The role of drafting of the EU’s common negotiating position and 

benchmarks for the unanimous approval of the existing members of the EU remains with the 

EC (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 425-426). 

Negotiations are all about the adoption of the EU’s acquis: 35 policy areas divided into 

chapters. Negotiations are divided in two stages. The first stage is about the screening of the 

chapters, which is divided into two steps. Firstly, the Commission carries out analytical 

screening, which enables the EC to explain the policy areas to the candidate state, so it can 

assess the preparations for each chapter and identify preliminary issues. Detailed or bilateral 

screening is conducted in the second stage, in which the candidate is supposed to explain its 

laws to the EC. In Turkey’s case, the screening of the Customs Union-related chapters was 

carried out in 2000. Although the negotiations began in November 2005, the formal 

completion of the policy areas was suspended. As we have previously mentioned, progress 

has to be made and each stage has to be completed in order to be able to continue with the 

negotiations. Given Turkey’s lack of progress on the policy on Cyprus, however, negotiations 

resumed in March 2007.  

Once the screening is completed, the negotiations can begin. As the EC is the one setting the 

conditions for membership of the EU, the process is essentially a matter of ‘take it or leave it’ 

for the candidate. At the same time, the timing, which is expected to be limited, is contingent 

on the candidate’s capacity to implement the EU’s acquis or certain benefits that are held back 

by existing members (such as the free movement of labour). The candidate’s readiness for 

membership and the changing global context are also reflected in the actual issues raised 

                                                 
5 The COREPER is responsible for preparing the work of the Council of the EU. It comprises member states’ 

ambassadors to the EU and is chaired by the member state that holds the Council Presidency (Cini and Pérez-

Solórzano Borragán 2010, 440). 
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during the negotiation process (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 426). The important 

fact about the negotiations is that they are concerned with the timing and conditions necessary 

for the implementation of the acquis, not the chapters themselves (European Commission 

Enlargement 2014). 

Once the negotiations are concluded, the results form part of the Accession Treaty, which 

must be approved by the EP and ratified by the appropriate procedures of each member state 

and the candidate state. In the latter’s case, this can take the form of a referendum on 

membership, prior to joining. If the referendum result is ‘no’, however, this means that the 

candidate has failed to complete the EU accession process (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano 

Borragán 2010, 426). 

Figure 2: Turkish public opinion poll on Turkey’s accession to the EU 2005-2010 

 Source: based on EC public opinion poll (2005-2010) 

Figure 2 highlights a declining trend in favour of Turkish accession to the EU. In 2005, the 

support for Turkish membership of the EU was on increasing up until the negotiations started 

in October of the same year, before starting to decline after 2005. As little progress was made 

from 2005 to 2006, the negotiations were suspended until March 2007. The lowest percentage 

of support was reached in August 2010, when 59% respondents supported Turkey becoming 

an EU member, while 28% of respondents were not in favour of Turkey becoming an EU 
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member. If the declining trend had continued, a referendum on Turkish accession to the EU 

put to Turkish citizens could have said ‘no’. 

3.3 Conditions for membership 

States that are willing to join the EU must fulfil a number of conditions in order to become 

part of the EU. These conditions represent safeguards, which are necessary for candidates to 

fulfil, so as to demonstrate to the EU their eligibility to join. The membership conditions help 

the EU to preserve security and peace within its zone.  

As we have mentioned already, among the fundamental conditions when applying for EU 

membership is that the state must be European and respect human dignity, freedom, 

democracy, equality, the rule of law and human rights, including the rights of minorities. 

Furthermore, pluralism, non-discrimination, tolerance, justice, solidarity, and equality 

between women and men must prevail. The EU was founded on the principles of liberty, 

democracy and respect for human rights, fundamental freedoms and the rule of law, with the 

aim of deepening solidarity between its peoples, while respecting their history, culture and 

traditions (Lisbon Treaty 2008-2013).  

The CC, which were established during a meeting of the European Council held in the Danish 

capital in 1993, play a very important role in the accession process, as they are intended to 

ensure that candidate states fulfil certain political, economic and acquis criteria. The political 

criteria refer to the stability of institutions with regard to democracy, the rule of law, respect 

for human rights, and respect for and protection of minorities, while the economic criteria 

refer to a functioning market economy and the capacity to cope with competitive pressure and 

market forces within the EU. A highly important part of the CC concerns the acquis criterion 

and its adoption. That said, in December 1995, the European Council meeting in Madrid 

added another criterion, which applies to the expansion of administrative structures for the 

effective adoption of EU law (Marktler 2006, 344-345). 

Rezler (2011, 390-396) argues that the CC are ineffective and not well defined; for example, 

‘stable institutions’ and ‘a functioning market economy’ could be problematic and explain 

why countries with different levels of development and sophistication in governance have 

been granted EU membership status. In light of the poor definition of the criteria, the author 
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argues that the EU can inconsistently interpret the criteria on every occasion it discusses the 

accession of a new country to the EU. In other words, there are member states that have not 

been in compliance with the criteria years after their accession, which is a situation that has 

been a frequent occurrence because the EU has not been aiming to accept states that have 

been substantially complying with the CC. The author considers that this ineffectiveness is 

“because of the European Union’s lack of response to candidate countries’ failures to meet all 

requirements before accession, and because of their vagueness” (Rezler 2011, 400). 

Wammen (2013, 6) argues that the CC remain at the core of enlargement policy, as well as 

forming the basis of the accession process. Due to two enlargement rounds in the past decade 

(2004 and 2007), when the number of member states increased from 15 to 27, the criteria 

remain the same, although they have been enhanced and strengthened in the sense of focusing 

on their implementation, putting the rule of law at the centre. The pace of the accession 

process remains contingent on a candidate’s success in implementing necessary reforms. 

“Candidate and potential candidate countries are evaluated not on stated intentions but on 

tangible and very concrete results on the ground concerning implementation of fundamental 

rights and freedoms, rule of law, good governance, economic reform and the fight against 

corruption and organized crime” (Wammen 2013, 6), Still, Wammen (2013, 6-7) sees 

enlargement as being of great importance to the inhabitants of new member states, as well as 

adding value to the stability and security of the EU as a whole. Furthermore, enlargement also 

benefits the larger market, providing new opportunities for export and investment. 

Füle (2013, 9) believes that the CC set out the rules of the accession process by anchoring 

conditionality in the accession process itself. He believes that this safeguard for quality 

underlines the importance of the accession process, which, in essence, concerns the fulfilment 

of specific conditions that must be met and, as such, increase the credibility of enlargement 

policy. The Commission’s focus on good governance and the rule of law, including judicial 

and public administration reforms, as well as the fight against corruption and organized crime, 

will definitely ensure that the reforms are deeply rooted and irreversible, and, as such, can 

foster stability and reduce the risks of illegal immigration and the infiltration of criminality, 

which remain issues that directly concern citizens of the EU and enlargement states (Füle 

2013, 10-11). 
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“By extending Europe’s zone of peace, stability, democracy and prosperity, enlargement is 

providing benefits to the EU as a whole. It is making the EU not only bigger, but politically 

and economically better positioned to address global challenges. This effectiveness of the 

enlargement process is largely the result of its solid backbone: the Copenhagen criteria. They 

have stood the test of time and, through improved application, continue today to provide the 

framework, guidance and inspiration for the enlargement policy.” (Füle 2013, 11) 

Rezler (2011, 410-411) sees Turkey’s accession to the EU as correct and effective in fulfilling 

the CC. This should be the case with all potential candidates and potential applicant states. 

The EU should allow countries to satisfy the criteria, rather than award them for not meeting 

the criteria at the time of accession. Once they meet all the requirements, the candidate states 

should be granted the status of EU membership. Furthermore, the author suggests that the EU 

should rewrite the criteria in order to make them less vague and better define the terms, which 

should not be left up to interpretation, and organize them in order of priority if necessary. 

Tassinari (2013, 30) stresses the inevitable debates on the “absorption capacity” of new 

members, especially Turkey, which he describes as a large, poor and Muslim country. 

Meanwhile, Saatçioglu (2009, 560) argues that the CC seem to be official criteria, although it 

is not clear whether they represent the most important part of the accession process.  

Maracz (2007, 94) believes that the EU should remain in situ, as Turkey (and the Western 

Balkans) are not likely to meet the CC in the near future. 

Karadzoski and Siljanoska (2011, 63) state that Turkey has already met the economic criteria 

and criteria for the adoption of the acquis, but remains to meet the political criteria, especially 

regarding the respect for human and minority rights. 

What really does not surprise us is the debate on the “absorption capacity” of new members, 

which became an actuality after the two enlargement rounds in the previous decade (2004 and 

2007). During these two rounds, the EU was able to absorb 12 new members, even though 

they did not comply with the criteria. Now that Turkey’s accession is on the table, the EU 

needs to think about its absorption capacity regarding new members. This seems as though the 

EU has double standards. 
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3.4 Conditionality of the EU 

Conditionality is a very effective tool, which gives the EU power over states that are 

genuinely willing to join ‘Club Europe’ (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 427). 

“Through conditionality, the provision of policy models, financial and technical assistance, 

the twinning administrative staff, benchmarking, and gatekeeping (Grabb 2006), the EU 

induces domestic change in the applicant countries” (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 

2010, 427). The process itself may bring about the ultimate prize of membership or, 

conversely, sanctions, including a delay or the outright refusal to proceed with the accession 

process. Therefore, the conditions should be clear, while it must be evident as to what exactly 

is expected from candidate states. Furthermore, these conditions are meant to ensure states’ 

preparedness for membership and reassure existing member states that the EU will not be 

undermined (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 427). 

By rewarding the applicant state with candidacy, the candidate state expects the EU to be 

serious and be minded to offer full membership when the candidate satisfies the formal 

conditions for joining. This is not the case with Turkey, which has been continuously facing 

informal conditions, as well as purposely delayed membership, but even when/if Turkey 

fulfils all the conditions set by the EU, the latter will still be uncertain about Turkish 

membership (Saatçioglu 2009, 562-563).   

“Because Turkey is the costliest candidate for the EU to integrate, the EU was concerned 

about the implications of its membership for itself and reflected these in additional informal 

accession conditions. This weakened formal conditionality regarding Turkey. It is thus 

concluded that at least in the Turkish case conditionality is driven more by the EU’s concerns 

about candidates’ potential membership costs than progress in meeting the official criteria… 

To be sure, this finding will not surprise those who follow EU-Turkey relations closely as 

claims about the EU’s ‘double standards’ have often been raised by Turkish scholars. 

However, the present analysis is methodologically different in that it puts these claims to test 

by measuring the strength of formal conditionality over time. This allows a move beyond 

purely anecdotal evidence about the EU’s ‘discriminatory’ conditionality policy.” (Saatçioglu 

2009, 560-561, 572) 



Karat, Arnela. 2017. »Approaching of Turkey to the European Union and the impact of the 

anti-governmental protests 2013 on it.« Bachelor thesis. School of advanced social studies 

Nova Gorica 

 

 

16 

 

In addition, show a new member fail in the implementation of the legislation related to the 

internal market or justice and home affairs, the EU can impose sanctions, on which the 

Commission must agree. The sanctions against new members can also result in funding being 

denied, but only for up to or beyond three years, if the shortfalls have not been remedied. 

These safeguards simply encourage new members to move quickly to achieve their specific 

membership commitments (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 427). 

4 TURKEY IS EUROPEAN – YES OR NO? 

Horvat (2000, 1 in Toplak 2003, 148) argued that “the idea of a united Europe is based on the 

coexistence of all conflicting ideological, national, religious, developmental and economic 

flows by which it was shaped during the long centuries of its history”.  

Bomberg, Peterson and Stubb (2008, 196, 198) argued that ‘European’ has no official 

definition, although it certainly combines different “geographical, historical and cultural 

elements” that were influenced by different historical periods and which all contributed to 

European identity. Authors (Bomberg, Peterson and Stubb 2008, 196) have stated that some 

geographers do not see Europe as a continent, but as a subcontinent – “the western peninsula 

of the Asian landmass”. At the same time, it is argued that Europe is geographically limited, 

while the eastern boundary is problematic as it is not clear, which is the point when Turkey’s 

accession raises questions about its eligibility to become an EU member. Kos (2009, 48) also 

points out that the term “European” is not clear enough to be a condition for the further 

enlargement of the EU, adding that, in Ancient Greece, ‘European’ meant the “political, 

social, cultural or generally civilizational difference from the barbaric ‘east’”, while, later on, 

it referred “predominantly [to] its geopolitical, religious, cultural and civilizational apartness 

from different cultural and civilizational circles”. According to Huntington’s (1996) book, 

The Clash of Civilizations, Europe is divided into a western part and an eastern part, where 

the latter includes Russia, Belarus, Romania, Bulgaria, Greece, Macedonia and Serbia; and, 

with this division, he assesses the borders of the EU such that the criterion for the east and 

south-east borders of the EU corresponds to that of Western civilizations belonging only to 

Catholic and Protestant Europe (Kos 2009, 53-58). Kos (2009, 62-63) further states that 

European civilization is historical, multinational, multicultural and secular. 
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According to Šabec (2006, 204), it is imperative to distinguish between the idea, identity, 

historical events and projects in the process of the development of the European space when 

discussing Europe, as well as taking into consideration the fact that the boundaries of Europe 

are not only physical, but also ideological, mental and symbolic. Furthermore, the EC, in its 

1992 report, states that Europe cannot be formally defined, while emphasizing that Europe 

merges the geographical, historical and cultural elements that contribute to European identity 

(Šabec 2006, 211). 

Turkey is a country that mainly lies in Western Asia, but also includes a region of Eastern 

Thrace, which is located in Europe (Heritage 2002, 576). Its location is precisely at the point 

where three continents – Africa, Asia and Europe – create the old world, where they are at the 

closest point to each other. This is the point on the Anatolian mainland where many great 

civilizations were born, along with being the site of a prominent centre of commerce, as it is 

surrounded by seas and lies at the border of three continents (Directorate General of Press and 

Information 1993, 3). With its strategic location, Turkey has a great influence in the areas of 

the Black Sea, the Mediterranean and the Middle East (Heritage 2002, 576). The total area of 

the country is 783,562 km2, of which 769,632 km2 is land (the rest is water). Its land 

boundaries are shared with Azerbaijan (for 17 km), Greece (192 km), Bulgaria (223 km), 

Georgia (273 km), Armenia (311 km), Iraq (367 km), Iran (534 km) and Syria (899 km) (CIA 

2015). If Turkey joined the EU, then it would definitely own the biggest territory within the 

EU behind France with its total size of 643,801 km2 (that is, 139,761 km2 smaller) (CIA 

2015). According to Article 49 of the Maastricht Treaty, Turkey fulfils the condition about 

being located in Europe, as 24,378 km2 of its territory lie in Europe (Directorate General of 

Press and Information 1993, 3).  

Arih (2008, 244) summarized the results of a survey conducted by the Bogazici University in 

Istanbul in 2003 and 2004. The results showed that Turkish identity is understood as 

something confusing, the mix of different extremes between East and West. That said, this 

can also be seen as positive, in the sense of being a bridge between East and West, with an 

identity that is structured by the Eurasian world. It is necessary to point out that Mustafa 

Kemal Atatürk believed that Turkish identity was more compatible with European identity 

than with Ottoman identity. Arih (2008, 245) argued that the definition of the authentic 

Turkish identity, according to the survey, is like a secret, along the lines of a “lost paradise, 
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unclear, abstract, [which] refers to the ancient times, but in its essence it is perfect”. Only 

25% of respondents shared the opinion that Turkey is culturally part of the Europe, although 

they did not know how to define European identity, adding that national identity is superior, 

despite EU countries being connected in an especially economic and security sense (Arih 

2008, 245). When Turkish respondents were asked whether they belong to East or West, 40% 

of respondents identified themselves with the East, while another 40% identified themselves 

as belonging to the West (Arih 2008, 246). 

Kos (2009, 47) emphasizes that, if the EU wants to remain European, its borders should not 

expand into Asia and Africa. Meanwhile, for Arih (2008, 252-253), Turkey is a Muslim 

country, albeit in a very different way to her Islamic neighbours. It is also a secular state, 

defined by the constitution, where sharia law is not in force, which should allow Turkey to 

meet the EU’s “principle of unity in diversity”. 

There are several points in which we can define Turkey as being and not being a European 

state. 

4.1 European identity 

“General social development is based on the economic and social characteristics and not 

reflected in terms of freedom of movement and changes in various socio-economic systems; 

moreover, it is linked to the development of institutions, which function on the basis of 

developed needs and the ways of meeting them.” (Godnič and Vodopivec 2017b, 199) 

European identity has also become a factor within the EU enlargement process. That said, 

there are various definitions of what is meant by European identity, and whether European 

refers to the EU or Europe as a whole, or whether it is intended in a cultural or political sense. 

We will look closely at the ones that are of most relevance to Turkey’s accession process. 

European identity has its roots in the Maastricht Treaty (1992) and should be understood in 

terms of the rigorous logic surrounding the concept of democracy and by the political culture 

that flows from it (Rieu and Duprat 1995, 258). Yet, we should ask ourselves if the EU is able 

to offer its member states and consequently their citizens a common shared belonging in 

political, economic and cultural terms, in other words, a European identity (Bargaoanu, Radu 
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and Corbu 2013, 11). “Searching for a collective European identity, one can see that the 

common identifications and attachments to the European Union have suffered from an 

‘existential crisis’ ever since the European project was designed… The enlargement of the EU 

can be seen as a project of the political elites, striving to create a transnational or 

supranational political entity, but without the active participation of its citizens” (Makarovič 

and Golob 2013, 68). 

Makarovič and Golob (2013, 69) emphasize the negative effects of the recent crisis 

concerning the formation of European identity, which can be seen as a political tool in the 

hands of political elites who seek to legitimize the EU. Still, the concept of European identity 

raises many questions about how the concept should be seen – the EU as a new nation or the 

EU as a postnational construct? Furthermore, it is also crucial to determine whether the EU 

should be perceived as a social space, a cultural imaginary or a political project (Makarovič 

and Golob 2013, 70). 

Due to the connection between liberal ideology and Christianity, some cultural identities 

originating from non-Christian traditions may feel threatened, as their cultural norms and 

values may be completely different. This is because liberally ideological traditions emphasize 

the importance of universal human rights, which may not be the case with conservative 

ideologies (Šabec 2006, 222-223).  

When talking about the essence of European identity, we need to summarize the achievements 

of different cultures during medieval times, but without excluding the importance of those 

discoveries and inventions brought from the Islamic world to the West (e.g., paper, Indian 

numeric system, translations of Arabic texts), which influenced the further development 

Europe and its cultures (Šabec 2006, 223). Although the EU has its own anthem, currency, 

festival etc., European identity still remains a challenge for most EU citizens (Šabec 2006, 

228). Indeed, the Maastricht Treaty already emphasized the importance of the development of 

the European idea in education and exposure to the cultural heritage of Europe (Šabec 2006, 

228), which was obviously influenced by the Islamic world. Again, the reason for discussing 

European identity lies in the violence, wars and disputes that led to the formation of the 

European idea after the Second World War (Šabec 2006, 223). 
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Jančar (2009, 36-37) states that the EU is afraid to talk about its tradition and culture, “even 

though it was its history, including its historical aberrations and mistakes, that give rise to the 

ideas of human rights, solidarity, equality, secularism”. Meanwhile, Kovač (2009, 41) 

suggests that, when speaking about the borders of a united Europe, we should take into 

consideration European civilization, which consequently gives rise to the question about 

European civilizational and cultural identity, which is a mixture of “Ancient Greece 

philosophy, Jewish-Christian ethics, Roman law… [and] the medieval University with the 

autonomy of human reason, Enlightenment humanism with its faith in man, and particularly 

rationalism, which necessarily entails a level of secularization, i.e., autonomy of the subject, 

and of course open-minded secularism” and even medieval humanist Islam (which 

disappeared in the modern era, with exception of Bosnia).  

“It is becoming clear now why the borders of Europe are not ‘Christian Europe’ but 

rationalistic civilisation that was born in Christian Europe. Let us stress again that the label 

‘Christian’ is cultural rather than religious.” (Kovač 2009, 45) 

Kovač (2009, 46) concludes that, if another civilization wants to be considered as European, it 

must overcome “the crisis of rationalism and develop a secular society, establish open-minded 

secularism and give freedom to personal decision-making”. Until that time, he suggests 

building privileged relations with Europeans, as they are different and we do not know how to 

integrate ourselves with them as European subjects with no guarantee of the future existence 

of their own culture. 

According to Karadzoski and Siljanoska (2011, 65), “Eurocentrism can mean either the 

tendential creation of a strong, specific ‘European’ identity, or a model for revoking and 

underestimating the states from South-eastern Europe and Turkey, but also the citizens who 

live in them”. The authors (Karadzoski and Siljanoska 2011, 65) warned about the use of the 

term “Eurocentrism” as it can inspire “Euroscepticism” and consequently “may be reflected in 

the stability and the security of the whole European continent”, as well as being demotivating 

for Turkey and the Western Balkans.  
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Figure 3: Turkish public opinion poll (2005) – how Turks perceive themselves in the near future 

 

Source: based on EC public opinion poll (2005) 

As seen in Figure 3, according to a Turkish public opinion (2005), 74% of respondents saw 

themselves as exclusively Turkish, whereas 19% perceived themselves to be both Turkish and 

European, 2% of respondents perceived themselves as both European and Turkish, and 2% 

perceived themselves as exclusively European. The ones who perceived themselves to be both 

Turkish and European, give the priority to the national identity. Meanwhile, the ones who 

perceived themselves to be both European and Turkish, give the priority to the European 

identity. 
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Figure 4: Turkish public opinion poll (2004-2017) – attachment to Turkey 

 

Source: based on EC public opinion poll (2004-2017) 

Obviously, the results presented in Figure 4 show us that Turks feel a strong attachment to 

their own country. We can see that, in the years from 2004 until April 2007, they felt ‘very 

attached’ to Turkey (between 89% and 78%). Indeed, those were the years with the highest 

results in terms of feeling ‘very attached’. In recent years, there have been very significant 

‘ups and downs’ in feeling ‘very attached’ to Turkey: for example, 49% felt this way in 2014, 

which is only a year after the anti-governmental protests; in October 2016, the lowest point of 

44% was reached in terms of those who felt ‘very attached’, which was immediately after the 

military coup of summer 2016. 
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Figure 5: Turkish public opinion (2006-2017) – attachment to the EU 

 

Source: based on EC public opinion poll (2006-2017) 

Figure 5 show us how attached Turks feel to the EU. Between 2006 and 2017, 50-80% of 

Turks felt either ‘not very attached’ or ‘not at all attached’ to the EU. The highest percentage 

(38%) of those who felt either ‘very attached’ or ‘fairly attached’ was detected in November 

2016. The results show us that more than 50% of respondents do not feel attached to the EU. 

Therefore, when we take into account the rationale behind the European ‘idea’, which has 

resulted in the EU (a superstate), we must not be discriminatory when judging a candidate and 

potential candidate states in terms of whether or not they share the same European identity, 

given that the European identity reflects the mixed cultural heritage of Europe. Furthermore, 

when the EU considers Turkey’s eligibility to become a part of the EU family on the basis of 

European identity, the explanation by Šabec and Kovač should be taken into account. If, as 

stated in the Lisbon Treaty, the EU aims to deepen solidarity between its peoples while 

respecting their history, culture and traditions, it should not hamper Turkey’s accession 
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process on this basis. The EU has a great opportunity to show its seriousness towards an 

enlargement process with Turkey, especially if it does not want to be seen applying double 

standards and acting as a religious bloc or a Christian club in Turkey’s case. Turkish public 

opinion also shows us that 74% of respondents see themselves, even in the near future, as 

exclusively Turkish; only a small number of respondents perceives themselves as European. 

Respondents also seem to be more attached to Turkey than the EU, although this situation has 

varied a lot in recent years. 

4.2 Europeanization 

The term “Europeanization” has no consensual definition, but it generally refers to the 

interactions between the EU and its member states or third countries, including those seeking 

accession and those with neighbouring borders (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 

406). Europeanization has two different strands: “One strand of Europeanization research 

analyses how member states shape EU policies, politics and polity while the other focuses on 

how the EU triggers domestic change” (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 406). From 

this, we can broadly distinguish three different perspectives of Europeanization, which are: 

- Bottom-up Europeanization, which analyses how member states and other domestic actors 

shape EU policies and politics and European polity. Some European integration theories 

address such uploading efforts by member state governments (e.g., member states’ ability to 

upload their preferences to EU institutions) (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 406), 

who see the EU as a political arena of competition and cooperation over creating EU policies 

and shaping of the integration process (Hooghe and Marks 2001 in Cini and Pérez-Solórzano 

Borragán 2010, 406). 

- Top-down Europeanization explains the reverse phenomena and causes. This perspective 

explains member states’ ability and the ability of third countries (accession and neighbouring 

ones) to download EU policies and institutions, and how the EU impacts on domestic 

institutions’ policies or political processes (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 406). 

- Attempts to bring both perspectives together seek to combine the focus of uploading and 

downloading by synthesizing the merits of both perspectives (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano 

Borragán 2010, 407). 



Karat, Arnela. 2017. »Approaching of Turkey to the European Union and the impact of the 

anti-governmental protests 2013 on it.« Bachelor thesis. School of advanced social studies 

Nova Gorica 

 

 

25 

 

The notion of Europeanization is defined as a process in which attention is shifted onto 

Brussels, while governments, parliaments, and non-governmental actors have to invest 

resources and time in downloading EU policies (Wessels 1997, 36; Maurer 2001, 36-7 in 

Kohler-Koch 2003, 54). 

Karakaya Polat (2007, 111) argues that there were signs of the Europeanization of domestic 

politics in Turkey, as well as the “appropriation of European values and norms”. 

Börzel (1999, 574 in Featherstone and Radaelli 2003, 29) defined Europeanization as “a 

process by which domestic policy areas become increasingly subject to European policy-

making”. Cowles et al. (2001, 3 quoted in Featherstone and Radaelli 2003, 29) defined 

Europeanization “as the emergence and development at the European level of distinct 

structures of governance”. Views can differ, but the fact that the “EU is still, from an 

institutional and economic point of view, the entity of separate national economies means that 

development practically depends on national economies. The institutional economic processes 

and relations with the federal EU administration are impossible to keep within man-made 

boundaries.” (Godnič and Vodopivec 2017b, 207) 

4.3 Turkish Euroscepticism 

Paul Taggart and Aleks Szczerbiak (in Gülmez 2008, 424) distinguished between “hard” and 

“soft” Euroscepticism, where the followers of the former mean that they reject every idea 

about European integration, whereas the second means that the followers are simply against a 

certain policy, such as European monetary union. Gülmez (2008, 433) concludes that the CHP 

relates to “soft” Euroscepticism, as it is concerned about Turkey’s national interests. 

Turkish Euroscepticism is based on the arguments that Europe sees Turkey as barbarians, who 

occupied Europe and repressed its Christian population. That said, there is a widely held 

opinion that, even if Turkey fulfils all the relevant criteria, it will not be allowed to enter the 

EU (Arih 2008, 245). According to Eylemer and Tas (2007, 573-574), Turkish 

Euroscepticism seems to be increasing due to tensions between Turkey and the EU. We can 

also see from Napaka! Vira sklicevanja ni bilo mogoče najti.Napaka! Vira sklicevanja ni 

bilo mogoče najti. that there is declining support for Turkish accession to the EU. 
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4.4 Other sociocultural factors demonstrating how European is Turkey (if it all) 

Language and religion are definitely two of the sociocultural factors that can tell us a great 

deal about a particular country. Therefore, we have chosen to present more detail about the 

Turkish language and Islam, the predominant religion of Turkey, and how both developed and 

shaped the country until today.  

The Turkish language is spoken over a large geographical area in Europe6 and Asia. Spoken 

in Turkey, it evolved out of the south-west branch of the Uralic-Altayic language family 

(Directorate General of Press and Information 1993, 11), which evolved out of the non-Indo-

European language family group Wheeler 2014). The dialects of Turkish spoken in Turkey 

itself are the south-western dialects of the Western Turkish language family and the dialects 

of the Oguz Turkmen language group. When speaking about the Turkish language in Turkey 

in a historical context, it can be classified according to three periods with specific 

characteristics: 

 First period: Old Anatolian Turkish (old Ottoman – between the 13th and the 15th 

centuries) 

 Second period: Ottoman Turkish (from the 16th to the 19th centuries) 

 Third period: 20th century Turkish – this is a Latin alphabet using Turkish phonetics, 

which was adopted in 1928 because, after the formation of the Turkish Republic in 

1923, its founder, Mustafa Kemal Atatürk, believed that such a language was 

necessary in order for Turkey to reach the standards of contemporary modern 

civilizations (Directorate General of Press and Information 1993, 11) 

The period of the reign of the Karahans7 was especially important to the development of the 

Turkish language. During the period of the Anatolian Beyliks (Principalities) from the 14th to 

the 16th centuries, the Turkish language was used in the sciences and literature, as well as 

                                                 
6 Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus, Greece, Bulgaria, the Republic of Macedonia, Kosovo, Albania and 

some other regions of Eastern Europe, Germany, Netherlands, Belgium, Austria, Switzerland and France (BBC 

2014) 

7 The Karahans ruled between 990-1212 in Turkistan and Maveraünnehir (Directorate General of Press and 

Information 1993, 17). 
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became the official language of the Principalities (Directorate General of Press and 

Information 1993, 17-18).  

Turks began to favour Islam at the beginning of the eighth century. The achievement of 

political unity was the result of Turks becoming fully Muslim by the 10th century, which is 

how the first Muslim Turkish state was formed by the Karahans. The reign of the latter is of 

significant importance to the development of Turkish culture and art history, as this was the 

period when mosques were also constructed in the cities. The beginning of Turkish and 

Islamic Anatolia is considered to be around 1071 (Directorate General of Press and 

Information 1993, 16-18). In the Preamble of the Lisbon Treaty (2008-2013), it is stated that 

the EU has been inspired by culture and religion, with Christianity being the most 

represented, along with the humanist inheritance of Europe. The EU is a diverse environment 

consisting of different cultures, religions and economic backgrounds, which is the reason why 

new countries are striving to become members of this ‘super nation’ (Rezler 2011, 391). 

Nowadays, Turkey remains a predominantly Muslim country, with 99.8% of the population 

following Islam, while only 0.2% are Christian or Jewish (CIA 2015). As such, were it to join 

the EU, it would become the first predominantly Muslim EU member. While Freudenstein 

(2009, 70) emphasizes that “Christianity is not a Copenhagen criterion after all”, it cannot be 

denied that there are already millions of Turks living in Austria, Germany and the Netherlands 

who have already become EU citizens. 

Overall, we can see that the religious and linguistic influences in Turkey came from Asia, but 

this is still not an excuse for the EU to refuse Turkey membership of this ‘superstate’ and 

‘super nation’. As the EU keeps speaking about diversity, freedom and so on, Turkey’s 

accession to the EU would be concrete evidence of how ‘open’ the EU is towards diversity, as 

influenced by the East. Although, Turkey is a predominantly Muslim country, religion should 

not be debated when discussing the EU membership of a candidate state, given how Brussels 

continually stresses the importance of fundamental freedoms and liberties, one of which is the 

freedom of religion; thus the EU should not be intolerant towards Turkey on this basis. The 

so-called ‘diversity’ that the EU is consistently promoting would be proven by Turkey’s 

membership of the EU. Additionally, the EU would demonstrate that it stands behind its 

objectives of deepening solidarity between peoples within the EU, while respecting their 
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history, culture and traditions. For both actors, especially the EU as a global actor, this would 

be a very important milestone in its history. 

5 ISSUES, PROBLEMS, FEARS, THREATS, DILEMMAS AND 

CHALLENGES 

Eventual Turkish accession to the EU raises numerous questions, such as whether Turkey is 

eligible to join the EU and how it will overcome all related problems. Cini and Pérez-

Solórzano Borragán (2009, 425) argue that Turkey is a special case with many uniquely 

specific problems. 

5.1 Issues and problems 

The commitment of the EU to the eventual membership of Turkey even contributed to a large 

number of French and Dutch voters rejecting the Constitutional Treaty, while a leading pro-

EU newspaper stated that the EU is not prepared to agree to Turkey’s accession because there 

is no scheme for accepting more members of the EP and more ministers on the Council. 

Furthermore, member states fear that their political interests would not be well served in the 

EU if Turkey wielded power (Peterson and Shackleton 2002, 345).  

Brejc (2009, 19) states, although Turkey does not recognize Cyprus, which is an EU member 

state, even Cyprus itself has not shown much willingness to cooperate in finding a solution to 

problems in this area. Bomberg, Peterson and Stubb (2008, 193) state that the Greek Cypriots 

rejected the United Nations plan to reunite the two parts of the island in 2003, even though the 

plan was accepted by the north. Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán (2009, 421), meanwhile, 

emphasize that Cyprus, despite its division between the Greek and Turkish parts, was 

included in the enlargement process with Greek support and, as such, joined the EU in 2004.  

Carl T. Dahlman (2009, 219) notes that Turkey has “removed most of its restrictions on the 

Kurdish language and related cultural expressions”, which is the result of the EU’s influence, 

as Turkey is seeking its membership. But the relationship between the Turkish government 

and the pro-Kurdish parties, the PKK and the HDP, remains tense (Ferfila 2017, 35) 
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The Armenian Genocide is a disputed term referring to the mass killing of Armenians in the 

Ottoman Empire during the First World War in 1915-16, for which Turkey refuses to accept 

responsibility; see UN Resolution 96 (I) of 11 December 1946 and UN Resolution 260(III) of 

9 December 1948 (Vitale 2007, 147).  

Bouza Garcia (2011, 68-69) stated that, since the Armenian Genocide was recognized by 

France in 2001, accepting responsibility consequently became another accession criterion for 

Turkey’s EU membership, even though, as the author pointed out, Germany has not 

recognized responsibility for its actions during the Second World War. Bomberg, Peterson 

and Stubb (2008, 182) stated, however, that accession criteria cannot be applied to existing 

EU members, as in this case of Germany. 

Freudenstein (2009, 72) highlights what is the biggest issue regarding Turkey’s accession for 

the EU: namely, that by accepting Turkey, with its population of nearly 80 million  the EU 

could experience massive migration flows including across what would be EU borders with 

Iran, Iraq and other countries in the Middle East. Another issue that Freudenstein (2009, 74) 

emphasizes concerns political issues, such as the respect for human rights, minority rights, 

pluralism and religious discrimination towards Christian and other religious minorities.  

According to the Global Gender Gap Index 2014 (World Economic Forum 2017), Turkey is 

ranked 125th out of 142 countries, with an index of 0.6183, while Iceland is in first place with 

an index of 0.8594, where 1 means equality and 0 means inequality. The index is measured on 

the basis of economic participation and opportunity, educational attainment, health and 

survival, and political empowerment. We can conclude that genders are not treated equally in 

Turkey, but, according to the data from previous years, the index shows that Turkey has either 

improved or remained the same in all areas. When comparing all areas, in the area of 

economic participation, over the years, Turkey has continued to have the lowest score (it was 

ranked 132nd in 2014); meanwhile, in the area of health and survival, Turkey has improved 

and had the best score in 2014, as well as being among the countries ranked in top position in 

the area of health and survival. 

For Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán (2009, 432), Turkey’s pursuit of EU membership is 

also controversial due to its large agricultural sector. 
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5.2 Fears and threats 

As enlargement seems to be offer both opportunities and challenges, it seems that the biggest 

challenge for the EU and its institutions is accommodating an expanding number of MEPs 

(due to new member states joining the EU), particularly given that decisions are based on 

majority voting by MEPs (Bomberg, Peterson and Stubb 2008, 68). Recent data show us that 

the Turkish population is 78.74 million (Turkish Statistical Institute 2016), which is a real 

threat for Germany with its population of 81.08 million (Trading Economics 2015). If 

forecasts issued by the Turkish Statistical Institute (2013) come true, then the Turkish 

population will reach 84.25 million by 2023, and 93.48 million by 2050. As the number of 

seats in the EP is contingent on the population of members states, Turkish full membership of 

the EU could really ‘shake things up’ for Germany in the EP. It would be really hard, if not 

impossible, for member states to accept that the dominant state in the EU is a Muslim state.  

Currently, Germany has the largest number of MEPs (96) in the EP because its population is 

the largest within the EU (Treaty of Lisbon 2016). Turkey’s accession to the EU would 

greatly impact the EU’s decision-making process. As the Turkish population is almost as big 

as German, if it joined the EU, Turkey would have nearly the same number of MEPs as 

Germany does now. Consequently, this would mean that a Muslim state would be the second-

largest nation in the EU29. As the largest nations (Germany and Turkey) gain the most from 

the Constitutional Treaty, with the biggest losers being Poland and Spain, as well as medium-

sized countries, such as the Netherlands to Austria, these countries could reject the ratification 

of Turkey’s membership (Togan et al. 2005, 333-336). The size of the state and its power are 

also manifested in its political, economic and diplomatic influence (Wallance 2005, 38 ff 

quoted in Bomberg, Peterson and Stubb 2008, 76). Currently, the German Chancellor is the 

most powerful politician on the European Council because Germany is the largest state. As a 

consequence, large states are far stronger in the EU, as well as throughout the world, than 

small states (Bomberg, Peterson and Stubb 2008, 76). 

Toplak (2009, 79) concludes that Islam, throughout most of European history, has co-created 

the idea of Europeanness, while adding that many authors in history, who had a view on the 

European project, regarded the Ottoman Empire as a European superpower, which in turn co-

created a European policy. The Ottoman Empire influenced the development of South-eastern 
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Europe and its sociocultural structure (Bufon, Gosar and Rogelj 2001, 82). Meanwhile, for 

Kos (2009, 48): “A predecessor of today’s Turkey, the Ottoman Empire extended deep into 

central Europe until the 18th century and still included a good part of the Balkans almost until 

World War I. The Turkey of the past was a semi-European country, which to some extent it 

still is today.” 

“A large community requires a high level of the culture of coexistence, mutual understanding, 

tolerance and seeking common ground.” (Brejc 2009, 27) 

Bebler (2007, 198) states that opponents of Turkey’s EU membership are mostly found in 

Austria, Germany and France because they see Turkey as a non-European and predominantly 

Muslim state, in a religious and cultural sense, with a large and fast-growing population, 

which could exceed the German population by 2020 and significantly disrupt political power 

and relations within the EU.   

Zakaria (2007, 126-127) warns that, even if Turkey has the fifth-largest Muslim population in 

the world, “the real problem lies not in the Muslim world but in the Middle East”, which is so 

complex and demands an individual approach to each and every country in the region. As 

such, we cannot compare Turkey with other countries in the Middle East. Zakaria (2007, 150) 

argues that Turkey belongs to those Muslim communities that are somewhat modern.  

Gilmartin (2009, 141) summarizes the key concepts from a study by Anna Secor (2002, 9-10) 

who demonstrated that Turkey has been always struggling with the problem of ‘veiling’8. 

Since Turkey became a republic in 1923, many of its leaders have tried to take Turkey on a 

new path away from its Ottoman-Islamic past, such that women have been encouraged to 

remove the veil, which was not written into law, although the practice was prohibited in 

public spaces, such as university campuses, courts and parliament. However, since the 1990s, 

the Islamists have gained popularity in the political area and claimed that the bans on wearing 

a veil in the above-mentioned places are discriminatory and restrict women’s freedom.  

                                                 
8 That is, “the covering of a woman’s hair, and possibly face and body” (Secor 2002, 9 in Gallaher et al. 2009, 

141). 
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Arih (2008, 237) states that there is an absence of evidence that Turkey is not a European 

country; indeed, with Turkey in the EU, the latter would simply assist in strengthening the 

European identity. 

Brejc (2009, 22-24) questions how many new members the EU could absorb for it to continue 

functioning efficiently as an organization. The author also wonders how the EU would be able 

to function with 38 commissioners, if it accepted all the Balkan states, Belarus, Ukraine, 

Moldova and Turkey, while some believe that, for the EC to function most efficiently, there 

should be no more than 20-25 commissioners.  

Brejc (2009, 25) points out that the number of seats for a national delegation will change with 

each new member state. Currently, there are 751 MEPs, 96 of whom are from Germany 

(European Parliament, 20 July 2017), which is also the largest member state by population. 

Brejc (2009, 25) is also concerned about Turkey’s fast-growing population, which could 

exceed 100 million in the period 2019-2024. Furthermore, the author is minded that, if Turkey 

becomes an EU member state, Germany would consequently no longer be the largest member 

state, together with the largest number of seats in the EP: “A community of citizens and states 

is a special form of political organisation that does not possess an indefinite absorption 

capacity. It is not only the number but also the size of Member States that is important. Even 

only one large new Member State can jeopardize its internal relations” (Brejc 2009, 27). Cini 

and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán (2009, 157-158) also emphasize the potential imbalance of 

political powers within the EU resulting from Turkey’s accession, given that it is estimated 

that Turkey’s population could reach 90.5 million by 2025, while Germany’s population is 

estimated to be 80.6 million in the same year. As such, Turkey would become part of the big-

state coalitions and be an important player in decision-making processes. Brejc (2009, 27) 

emphasizes the importance of the interests of existing member states’ citizens when speaking 

about the further enlargement of the EU, while warning of the potential discontent of EU 

citizens, which could cause internal tensions or even conflicts.  
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The GPI score is an index that measures the level of peacefulness. 

Table 5.1: GPI score for Turkey from 2008 to 20179 

 
2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 

Country rank 

out of 163 
134 141 135 132 132 143 141 138 145 146 

GPI score 2.409 2.516 2.468 2.440 2.435 2.573 2.514 2.486 2.708 2.777 

Perceptions of 

criminality 
3.00 3.50 3.50 3.50 3.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 

Security 

officers and 

police 

3.20 3.30 3.30 3.30 3.40 3.40 3.40 3.50 3.60 3.50 

Homicide 2.70 2.80 2.70 2.80 2.60 2.50 2.60 2.60 2.60 2.60 

Incarceration 1.70 2.10 2.30 2.30 2.40 2.30 2.50 2.60 2.80 2.90 

Access to 

weapons 
2.50 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 

Intensity of 

internal 

conflict 

4.00 4.50 4.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 3.00 3.00 4.00 4.00 

Violent 

demonstrations 
2.00 2.00 2.00 2.50 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 

Violent crime 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 

Political 

instability 
2.50 2.80 2.80 2.80 2.50 2.50 2.50 2.80 3.10 3.40 

Political terror 4.00 4.00 3.50 3.50 3.00 3.00 3.00 4.00 3.50 4.00 

Weapons 

imports 
1.50 1.60 1.60 1.60 1.50 1.60 1.70 1.70 1.90 1.80 

Terrorism 

impact 
3.10 3.10 3.00 2.90 3.00 3.30 3.30 3.20 3.60 3.90 

Deaths from 

internal 
2.70 2.60 2.70 2.30 3.00 2.80 2.90 2.10 3.20 3.90 

                                                 
9 Indicators of the GPI are measured from 0.0 to 5.0, where 0 means the highest level of peacefulness and 5 

means the lowest level of peacefulness.  
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conflict 

Internal 

conflicts fought 
1.90 1.90 1.90 1.90 1.80 1.80 1.80 1.70 1.60 1.80 

Military 

expenditure 
2.40 2.00 1.90 1.70 2.10 2.00 1.60 1.50 1.50 1.50 

Armed services 

personnel 
2.10 2.10 2.10 2.10 2.10 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 1.70 

UN 

peacekeeping 

funding 

1.00 1.20 1.20 1.40 1.20 1.20 1.00 1.00 1.20 1.10 

Nuclear and 

heavy weapons 
3.50 3.50 3.50 3.50 3.50 3.50 3.50 3.50 3.50 3.40 

Weapons 

exports 
1.10 1.10 1.10 1.10 1.10 1.10 1.10 1.10 1.30 1.40 

Displaced 

people 
1.10 1.10 1.60 1.60 1.50 1.50 1.50 1.40 1.40 1.40 

Relations with 

neighbouring 

countries  

3.00 3.00 2.50 2.00 2.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 4.00 4.00 

External 

conflicts fought 
1.30 1.30 1.50 1.70 1.90 2.00 2.00 2.00 1.90 1.40 

Deaths from 

external 

conflict 

1.00 1.00 1.10 1.10 1.00 1.50 1.50 1.00 1.00 1.00 

Source: based on the Vision of Humanity (2017) 

According toThe GPI score is an index that measures the level of peacefulness. 

Table 5.1: GPI score for Turkey from 2008 to 2017, we can see that Turkey has been ranked the 

lowest in comparison to previous years (146 out of 163 countries). Consequently, it also 

achieved the highest GPI score (2.777) in comparison to previous years. The lower the GPI 

score, the more peaceful the country. From the data above, we can highlight the highest scores 

of the parameters of the total GPI score. This shows us that the score for ‘perceptions of 

criminality’ increased to 4.0, but remained the same until 2013. In addition, the ‘intensity of 

internal conflict’ score was 4.0 in 2013, decreased to 3.00 in 2014 and remained the same in 
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2015, but increased to 4.0 again in 2016 and 2017. It is also important to mention that the 

score for ‘relations with neighbouring countries’ increased to 4.0 in 2016 and 2017. It is 

noteworthy that the score for ‘political instability’ has been increasing since 2015, while this 

year it has reached 3.40. To understand the background of these scores, it is necessary to 

highlight important events of relevance: anti-governmental protests in Gezi Park in 2013 and 

the military coup in 2016.  

Figure 6: GPI score for Turkey from 2008 to 2017 

Source: based on the Vision of Humanity (2017) 

According to Figure 6: GPI score for Turkey from 2008 to 2017, we can see that, in 2013, it 

increased in comparison to previous years, most probably due to the Gezi Park protests, which 

later turned into anti-governmental protests. The increase in the GPI score is again visible 

from 2016, most probably due to the military coup. Furthermore, for the same year, we can 

see that the ‘political instability’ score reached the highest level (3.40), in comparison to all 

previous years. 

The GTI measures the impact of terrorism, where 0 means ‘no impact from terrorism’ and 10 

means the ‘highest impact from terrorism’.  

Table 5.2 shows us the data on the GTI for Turkey for the period 2003-2016. It is obvious 

that, in 2013 (13th position) and 2016 (14th position), Turkey was ranked very high, which 

indicates a high degree of impact from terrorism. The GTI is measured on the basis of four 
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indicators: incidents (total number of terrorist attacks), fatalities (total number of fatalities due 

to terrorist attacks), injuries (total number of injuries due to terrorist attacks) and property 

(total property damage due to terrorist attacks) in a given year. Data show us that Turkey 

recorded the highest numbers in all areas (except the indicator for injuries in 2013 was lower 

than in previous years) in 2013 and 2016. The highest number of properties damaged by 

terrorist attacks, in comparison to previous and subsequent years, was recorded in 2013, 

whereas all the highest numbers of other indicators were recorded in 2016. 

Table 5.2: GTI score for Turkey from 2003 to 2016 
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According to the data from the Vision of Humanity (2017), as presented in Figure 7, Turkey’s 

GTI score has always been mostly above 5; however, in 2013, it reached over 6 and, in 2016, 

it almost reached 7. The most probable explanation is again Gezi Park and the anti-

governmental protest in 2013, as well as the military coup in 2016. 

Figure 7: GTI score for Turkey from 2003 to 2016 

Source: based on the Vision of Humanity (2017) 

Bebler (2007, 198) states that numerous EU members are opposed to EU borders with Iran, 

Iraq and Syria in the future.  

The AKP, under the leadership of Recep Tayyip Erdoğan10, won the parliamentary elections 

in November 2002, securing 66% of the seats (or 363 deputies elected), which allowed it to 

form a single-party government. Erdoğan showed his orientation towards Europe and the 

West by claiming that the AKP would not change course in relation to the Kemalist elite’s 

perennial priorities. In spite of the AKP’s Islamist origins, Erdoğan, Abdullah Gül11 and the 

                                                 
10 Erdoğan was not able to form an AKP-led government, as he was initially excluded due to having been 

imprisoned for four months in 1998 because of religious incitement in South-eastern Siirt. Erdoğan still managed 

to find a way to act as Turkey’s de facto leader, whereby Turkey had “double-headed government” (Robins 

2003, 551-552). 

11 Abdullah Gül became PM instead of Erdoğan. 
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new cabinet argued that they were genuinely committed to the quest for EU membership. 

Erdoğan and Gül learnt that victory for the AKP could be found in the democratization, 

human rights, demilitarization and pluralism that the EU stands for (Robins 2003, 550-553). 

Despite that, most of the reforms that have been necessary for the start of negotiations have 

been carried out by the AKP, a conservative pro-West party with Islamist roots, which likes to 

compare itself with the Christian Democrats in Germany (European Commission 2004 in Arih 

2008, 249). According to Ferfila (2017, 176-177), however, after the military coup in 2016, 

Erdoğan realized that he was unable to trust anyone, except his own family. Furthermore, the 

author refers to the possibility of an Erdoğan dynasty, which will rule the country in the 

future, with three possible candidates to succeed Erdoğan: his daughter and his two sons-in-

law. Ferlifa also argues that, after the military coup in 2016, it was obvious that Erdoğan had 

many opponents, which he may have been afraid of. 

5.3 Dilemmas 

Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán  (2009, 423) wonder whether the EU is setting double 

standards, as it is hesitating over Turkey’s identity and shared values – that is to say, is the EU 

a religious or an economic bloc?  Bomberg, Peterson and Stubb (2008, 188) describe the EU 

as a political union, which is offering soft security in comparison to NATO and its offer of 

hard security in a military sense. Yet, Castells (1997, 267) argues that the EU represents a 

process of building “the construction of a political cartel, the Brussels cartel, in which 

European nation-states can still carve out, collectively, some level of sovereignty from the 

new global disorder, and then distribute the benefits among its members, under endlessly 

negotiated rules”. 

Bebler (2007, 198) states that some Western governments had supported Turkey’s aspiration 

to join different European and Euro-Atlantic political organizations, such are NATO, the 

Council of Europe and the Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe, by 

recognizing that it shared the European identity and values. The same governments are now 

doubting whether Turkey should be offered EU membership.   

Karadzoski and Siljanoska (2011, 65) suggest that the EU should be promoting a 

‘Eurointegrative model’ instead of using the terms ‘non-Europeans’ or ‘less Europeans’, 
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while Turkey should meet the criteria and standards to become a “piece of the European 

mosaic”. 

The Justice and Home Affairs Council decided to put Turkey on the ‘white visa list’, which 

requires Turkish citizens who want to enter the EU to apply for a special visa (Bomberg, 

Peterson and Stubb 2008, 153). Dimitris Avramopoulos (in Ferfila 2017, 61-62) stated that 

visa liberalization can be achieved when Turkey fulfils all 72 conditions. 

Given the clashes of opinions about whether states that clearly do not belong to the European 

continent can become EU member states, Brejc (2009, 17) is minded that Turkey would 

probably be left out of the enlargement process if its geographic position was strictly taken 

into account. The author himself (2009, 18) was against the start of negotiations with Turkey, 

while MEPs from Scandinavian countries, the UK, Ireland and some of the new member 

states were in favour. To explain his position, Brejc states reasons, such are “instances of 

human rights violations, including the rights of woman, minorities, religious freedom and 

freedom of speech” (2009, 19).  

5.4 Challenges 

“Evolutionary changes in newly emerging geopolitical constellations can be seen as the result 

of natural laws; but, in fact, there are carefully planned and controlled long-term processes 

with completely clear strategic objectives and strategies of implementation.” (Godnič and 

Vodopivec 2017a, 4) Turkey has been a NATO member since 1952, while the country’s 

armed forces are the second largest in the organization. As a sizeable military power, Turkey 

spends a higher percentage of GDP on defence than any other NATO member, except for 

Greece (Heritage 2002, 578). There have been changes to the level of military expenditure 

since 2011, when it represented 2.28% of GDP. Although it increased to 2.31% of GDP in 

2012 and 2.39% in 2013, it fell to 2.36% and 2.1% in 2014 and 2015, respectively (CIA 

2017). “NATO membership gives Turkey easy access to Western arms suppliers, although in 

1994 Germany threatened a ban on arms sales, claiming that they were used to suppress the 

Kurdish minority. Offensives against Kurdish separatists in northern Iraq and in Turkey’s 

south-eastern provinces have involved over 50,000 troops and repeated incursions into Iraqi 

territory” (Heritage 2002, 578). But, Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, as head of state, announced in 



Karat, Arnela. 2017. »Approaching of Turkey to the European Union and the impact of the 

anti-governmental protests 2013 on it.« Bachelor thesis. School of advanced social studies 

Nova Gorica 

 

 

40 

 

May 2015 that he intended to turn Turkey into a major defence industry power and rid the 

Turkish defence industry of foreign dependency by 2023. Ankara’s military expenditure is 

around $18 billion a year, but just over half of its equipment is made domestically (Reuters 

2015).  

Immense enlargement challenges are not only institutional, political and economic in nature, 

but also linguistic (Bomberg, Peterson and Stubb 2008, 17). Interpretation and translation 

costs the EU over €800 million per year (Commission 2007c in Bomberg, Peterson and Stubb 

2008, 18).  

Freudenstein (2009, 75) mentions that, instead of Turkey receiving full EU membership, it 

could be offered a “privileged partnership”; this idea is the most-liked topic in German 

Christian Democrat circles. Brejc (2009, 16) also highlights former French Minister of the 

Interior Nicholas Sarkozy who (in 2003) opposed membership to countries that were not 

found on the European continent, with particular reference to Turkey, and advised the EU 

establishment  to pursue “close political and economic cooperation” instead. Meanwhile, 

Freudenstein (2009, 75) argues that, if membership collapses, so will privileged partnership, 

although, in the end, he questions what privileged partnership is supposed to stand for, as 

there is already the Customs Union in place. Bayar (2011, 50) points out that the EU cannot 

simply change the rules in the middle of the game by offering an alternative form of 

cooperation, but should instead keep its promise, that of full membership, which it made with 

Turkey in 2004. Freudenstein (2009, 76) suggests that a possible outcome of the negotiations 

is where Turkey is in a good position to turn away from the EU “and try to turn elsewhere, 

maybe to Central Asia, to Russia, to the Middle East”; this view is in line with Turkish public 

opinion (see Napaka! Vira sklicevanja ni bilo mogoče najti.), with support for EU 

membership already in decline. Erdoğan said, in a speech on 30 October 2012 (Euractiv 

2016), that if Turkey does not join the EU by 2023, it will lose Turkey. Therefore, now that 

Turkey has set the framework, it is up to the EU. In the meanwhile, Turkey’s progress 

towards joining the EU is very slow, as it has been waiting for 30 years at the ‘gate of the 

EU’. 
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5.5 Turkey vs. EU 

What is the most common argument against Turkey’s EU membership? 

Karadzoski and Siljanoska (2011, 64) suggest that Turkey needs the EU more than the EU 

needs Turkey. Furthermore, these authors (Karadzoski and Siljanoska 2011, 66) advise the 

EU to avoid the practice of “Eurocentrism” in order to prevent divisions on a social, national 

or religious basis, and instead emphasize the concept of “Eurointegration” by encourage the 

Western Balkans and Turkey to meet the relevant criteria and standards because the EU “will 

be completed at the moment when the citizens from all European countries will be treated 

equally, not only in a declarative and nominal modality, but also in practice”.  

Bayar (2011, 49-50) is opposed to the arguments from Karadzoski and Siljanoska, pointing 

out that Europe does indeed need Turkey in terms of stability and security, and as an 

important mediator between the West and the Arab world, although Turkey still needs the EU 

for its modernization and welfare. Bomberg, Peterson and Stubb (2008, 195) argue that the 

EU cannot indefinitely continue with enlargements because it was only designed to be “an 

‘even-closer union’ of European peoples”.  

The talks on eventual Turkish accession have already influenced the work of the EU. Indeed,  

France and the Netherlands, in their respective referendum, voted against the Constitutional 

Treaty, due to the prospect of Turkish accession bringing cheap labour and threatening 

European cultures (Cini and Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2009, 392). Yet, in December 2004, 

the EP voted in favour of opening negotiations with Turkey, which reflected the range of 

opinions on this matter (407 votes in favour, 262 against and 29 abstentions) within the EU 

(Peterson and Shackleton 2002, 114). Peterson and Shackleton (2002, 345) state, however, 

that the pro-EU newspaper, European Voice, had argued that the EU is not prepared to accept 

Turkey, not only because of the number of MEPs, but also because member states fear for 

their political interests in the EU if Turkey were to sway. 

Pinder and Usherwood (2007, 139), meanwhile, have warned that Turkey’s desire to join the 

EU has been decreasing, but, whatever the scope of the negotiations will be, it will have 

serious implications for the EU.  
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6 BENEFITS OF TURKISH ACCESSION TO THE EU 

“If the EU had a broader strategic vision, its members would see that bringing Turkey within 

its fold sooner rather than later would have enormous benefits for both sides – and 

demonstrate to the world that a Muslim society that is modern and democratic would be 

embraced by the West.” (Zakaria 2007, 80) 

Figure 8: Turkish public opinion poll (2005-2017) – Turkey’s membership of the EU 

 

Source: based on EC public opinion poll (2005-2017) 

When, during a public opinion poll, Turks were asked about their opinion of Turkey’s 

membership of the EU (see Figure 8), in 2014, nearly 40% of respondents answered that it 

would be a bad thing, which is also the highest percentage detected in the 12-year period from 

2005 onwards. In 2017, more than 40% of respondents responded by saying that Turkey’s 

membership of the EU would be a good thing; this result is also the highest in the last six 

years. 

When looking at the findings of Turkish public opinion polling between 2005 and 2017 (see 

Figure 9), we can see that the highest percentage (68%) of respondents who agreed that 

Turkey would benefit from being an EU member was detected in 2005, whereas the lowest 
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percentage (36%) of those who shared this opinion was detected in November 2014; 

consequently, the highest percentage (54%) of those who shared the opinion that Turkey 

would not benefit from EU membership was also detected in 2014. In recent years, we can see 

that the responses vary dramatically: in May 2017, 56% thought that Turkey would benefit 

from being an EU member. 

Figure 9: Turkish public opinion poll (2005-2017) – Turkey’s benefits from being a member of the EU 

 

Source: based on EC public opinion poll (2006-2017) 
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6.1 Economic benefits 

“Each national economy is significantly affected by the geopolitical constellation of each 

country, [and its] political, economic and social development, and also its technical and 

technological development, which is the basic force in the transformation of the national 

economy.” (Godnič and Vodopivec 2017a, 71) According to data from the IMF World 

Economic Outlook April 2017 (Statistictimes.com 2017), in 2017, Turkey was ranked as the 

17th largest economy in the world, with a nominal GDP of $793.698 billion. Meanwhile, 

based on GDP PPP, Turkey ranked as the 13th largest economy with Intl$2,082.079 billion. 

As stated in the article, The World’s Top 10 Economies (CFA (ICFAI) 2015, updated 2017), 

Turkey is expected to join the “trillion-dollar club” (having a nominal in excess of $1 trillion) 

by 2020, while, according to data from the IMF (Report for Selected Countries and Subjects 

2017), Turkey is expected to reach the $1.03 trillion mark by 2022. 

Bayar (2011, 44) highlights that a very important economic benefit for the EU would be 

Turkey’s favourable demographic structure, with a young labour force, which could offer a 

solution to the economic problems related to the EU’s rapidly ageing population, while “the 

creation of a single state organization (EU), which formed a single economic area, the single 

market, and the free movement of goods and factors of production, is a fundamental objective 

of the EU” (Godnič and Vodopivec 2017b, 199).  

“External borders of the European Union would change into internal borders and the 

consequence would be a larger internal market” (Godnič and Vodopivec 2017c, 73). 

Meanwhile, according to Togan (in Togan et al. 2005, 329), these will remove the distortions 

in the pricing system, thereby boosting allocative efficiency within the economy, which, in 

turn, will make the country a better place to invest in.  

Furthermore, “the important factor for the development of any economy is its role, place and 

position in the international division of labour” (Godnič and Vodopivec 2017c, 82). 

Furthermore, “with accession, Turkey will be eligible for EU structural funds. The increase in 

infrastructural investments will contribute to economic growth in Turkey. Turkey will also 

reap benefits from monetary integration” (Togan in Togan et al. 2005, 329). 
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Flam (in Togan et al. 2005, 350), meanwhile, argues: “Turkey’s membership in the EU is not 

expected to have significant economic effects on the present EU members, with the possible 

exception of immigration and EU budget transfers. Turkey has a large population, a low level 

of income, and a large agricultural sector. These facts could stimulate substantial migration 

from Turkey to Germany and other West European countries.” The author continues by 

stating that it has been estimated that around 1.3 million Turks would migrate to Germany 

over a 30-year period, thereby increasing the German population by 1.5% (in Togan et al. 

2005, 350). 

According to data from the World Bank (2017), we can see that Turkey has enjoyed constant 

positive GDP growth since 2010. There were some ups and downs. We can see from Napaka! 

Vira sklicevanja ni bilo mogoče najti. below that GDP growth in percentage terms has 

fallen since 2013, when it reached 8.49%, while, in 2016, GDP was the lowest it has been in 

the last seven years. That said, the linear trend continues to be positive.  

Figure 10: Turkey’s GDP growth (annual in %) 

 

Source: based on the World Bank (2017)  

Freudenstein (2009, 72) emphasizes the important potential positive impact of Turkey’s 

accession to the EU and its annual economy growth, which ranges from 5% to 6%. This 

author also points out the very positive demographic structure of Turkey, concluding that 

Turkey would demographically be a huge asset to the EU (2009, 73)  
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According to Figure 11 below, the highest per capita GDP PPP in current international dollars 

has been enjoyed by Germany every year since 2007. Interestingly, since it entered the EU in 

2013, Croatia has had lower per capita GDP PPP than Turkey. Slovenia remains in the middle 

position between Germany and Turkey. It is necessary to emphasize that Turkey is enjoying 

constant growth with regard to per capita GDP PPP.  

Figure 11: Per capita GDP PPP (in current Intl$): Turkey, Germany, Slovenia, Croatia 

 

Source: based on the World Bank (2017)  

6.2 Political benefits 

For Ustun (2007, 130-131), those who are in favour of Turkey’s EU membership argue that it 

could improve the EU’s internal and external security as “Europe tries to manage geopolitical 

constellations and ideological differences, which were institutionalized in the military 

alliances of NATO and the Warsaw Pact after the Second World War” (Godnič and 

Vodopivec 2017a, 1). 

Karadzoski and Siljanoska (2011, 62), meanwhile, claim that Turkish accession to the EU 

would offer Turkey and Germany several benefits, given that it would be an important and 

powerful player. Although Turkey and Germany would be unable to block a proposal, as their 
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votes would only make up around 14.5% of the total count, but they could with the help of the 

third largest country. Here, we should refer again to Flam’s (in Togan et al. 2005, 350) 

statement that, with Turkey as an EU member, 1.3 million Turks would migrate to Germany. 

This would consequently increase the German population by 1.5%. As the number of seats in 

the EP corresponds to the population of member states, if Germany increases its population by 

1.5%, this could be beneficial to the Germans, provided that Turkey’s population does not 

increase more than Germany’s.  

For Bayar (2011, 38-39), Turkey is an important player, adopting the role of unifier between 

the East and the West, as it is a member of various international organizations (e.g., NATO, 

OSCE, OECD, Council of Europe, WTO, Black Sea Economic Cooperation, Economic 

Cooperation Organization, Developing 8, South East European Cooperation Process, 

Conference on Interaction and Confidence Building Measures in Asia, Organization of 

Islamic Cooperation) and a co-sponsor of the United Nations Alliance of Civilizations, as well 

as being on the way to becoming an EU member, which will greatly benefit Brussels. 

6.3 Geopolitical benefits 

“Each national economy is significantly affected by geopolitical constellation of each country, 

political, economic, social development and also the technical and technological development, 

which is the basic force in the transformation of the national economy.” (Godnič and 

Vodopivec 2017a, 71) Turkey’s geographical position is of great geostrategic importance in 

relation to the Middle East and the Black Sea region; and, as the second-largest NATO 

member, it is of great importance to European security (Bomberg, Peterson and Stubb 2008, 

192).   

Bayar (2011, 39) argues that, after Turkey’s accession to the EU, the latter would be much 

more influential in its neighbourhood. The author (Bayar 2011, 39) also points out that 

Turkey has the same goals as the EU, such are establishment of peace, stability and security in 

the Middle East and North Africa. 

For Karadzoski and Siljanoska (2011, 62), as an EU member, Turkey would play an important 

role in the development of EU foreign policy, especially with the Middle East, the Caucasus 

and the Black Sea. 
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Brejc (2009, 16) refers to the statement of the former Belgian PM Verhofstad (in EP, 2003), 

who was in favour of further enlargement of the EU, including Turkey, because the latter can 

provide lasting peace and stability in Europe, while arguing that Europe should become a 

political union in order to “remain a major economic, political or military force in the New 

World Order”. 

Jančar (2009, 36) wonders what America has to do with the EU’s borders, referring to the 

ideas of former US President George W. Bush, who advised the EU to admit Turkey 

immediately, “as this is in the strategic interest of Western Alliance”.  

In a speech given in Istanbul on 29 June 2004, President Bush said:  

“America believes that as a European power, Turkey belongs in the European Union. Your 

membership would also be a crucial advance in relations between the Muslim world and the 

West, because you are part of both. Including Turkey in the EU would prove that Europe is 

not the exclusive club of a single religion; it would expose the ‘clash of civilizations’ as a 

passing myth of history. Fifteen years ago, an artificial line that divided Europe – drawn at 

Yalta – was erased. And now this continent has the opportunity to erase another artificial 

division – by including Turkey in the future of Europe.” (The Guardian 2004) 

The US is in favour of Turkey’s EU membership, arguing that Turkey would contribute to the 

security of the European and Mediterranean region, while allowing the EU to move closer to 

the most important resources of oil and gas in the Middle East and the key marine node of 

energy streams (Bebler 2007, 199). According to Bayar (2011, 46), Turkey represents an 

important transit country and, as such “is in close proximity to 70% of the world’s energy 

resources and strategically situated along the energy corridor between Central Asia and 

Europe”. 

Freudenstein (2009, 73), meanwhile, points out that Turkey, as an important player in the 

Middle East, Central Asia and the Mediterranean, would be of a great importance to the EU. 

Bebler (198-199) argues that Turkey’s geopolitical position would strengthen the EU’s 

strategical importance in the Middle East if Turkey joins the EU. 

“To sum up, Turkey is well situated to become the forward base for EU’s security and 

defence policy, military logistics and credibility of EU in the region (Dervis, Emerson, Gros 
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and Ülgen, 2004: 46). Turkey’s military capabilities and experiences will certainly provide 

the EU great assets for the emerging European Security and Defence Policy.” (Bayar 2011, 

41)  

Bayar (2011, 42) emphasizes that Turkey, as the second biggest member of the NATO, would 

probably be of a great importance to the European military and security system.  

6.4 Sociocultural benefits 

According to Freudenstein (2009, 73) the fact that a secular predominantly Muslim country 

joins the EU, it would be of a great importance to the EU, because it would prove to others 

that Islam vs. democracy and human rights are no contradictions. Bebler (2007, 198) argues 

that, if Turkey joins the EU, the latter could prove to the world that it is not a Christian club, 

which is hostile towards Islam, but a religiously impartial and secular community. Arih (2008, 

244) stated that, according to the Eurobarometer survey in 2005, 55% of European 

respondents shared the opinion that Turkey is culturally too different to enter the EU.  

It is necessary to add that the EU is constantly emphasizing fundamental freedoms, including 

freedom of religion. Thus, it should understand that there is nothing wrong with being 

different, and nothing wrong with being Muslim; indeed, it should be honoured that such a 

country as Turkey would want to join the EU, besides counteracting the claim that the latter is 

a Christian club. 

It is important for the EU to “open minds” to open-mindedness and accept a new country, 

which is diverse and different from other EU member states. The EU would also gain a new 

language among its official languages. With Turkey as a member, the EU would receive into 

its organization a member state with a very rich history and culture. 

Turkey has had a major impact in the Muslim world. According to a public opinion poll 

carried out in seven Arab countries, 61% of respondents said that they see Turkey as a model 

country for the Arab world (Chislett 2011, 17 in Bayar 2011, 49). 
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7 ANTI-GOVERNMENTAL PROTESTS IN TURKEY SINCE MAY 

2013 

7.1 Definitions of sociopolitical and environmental movements, protests and springs 

In order to understand what was happening in Turkey during the protests, how the protestors 

organized themselves and why, we will first define some terms necessary for a better 

understanding of this topic. 

Castells (1997, 69-70) stresses that social movements must be understood in terms of being 

“they are what they say they are”, which means “their practices… and their self-definition”. 

Giddens (2007, 867-868) argues that social movements can occur in different shapes and 

sizes, and the “aim of bringing about change on a public issue” is their most powerful 

collective action. 

Sztompka (2003, 276) defines social movements as “loosely organized collectivities acting 

together in a non-institutionalized manner in order to produce change in their society”. The 

author also highlights other definitions of social movements from Blumer (1951, 199), Lang 

and Lang (1961, 507), Smelser (1962, 3), Turner and Killian (1972, 246) and Lauer (1976, 

xiv), all of whom see in social movements the collective aim to control and direct change 

towards a new social order, norms and values by promotion or resistance (Sztompka 2003, 

276). Sztompka (2003, 276) also refers to the definitions of social movements offered by 

contemporary authors, such are Zald and Berger (1978; 828, 841), who state that “[c]ollective 

attempts [seek] to express grievances and discontent and/or to promote or resist change”, and 

Eyerman and Jamison (1991, 43-4), for whom social movements are “‘[m]ore-or-less 

organized forms of collective action aimed at social change’ or more precisely ‘[g]roups of 

individuals gathered with the common purpose of expressing subjectively felt discontent in a 

public way and changing the perceived social and political bases of that discontent.’” What 

these definitions from Zald and Berger and Eyerman and Jamison have in common is that the 

collective is said to express discontent and a willingness to change.  

Sztompka (2003, 276-277) states that there are also more descriptive types of definitions of 

social movement from authors such as Heberle (in Banks 1972, 8), who claims that social 
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movements are “[s]pecific kind of concentrated-action groups; they last longer and are more 

integrated than mobs, masses and crowds, and yet are not organized like political clubs and 

other associations”, and Tilly (1979b, 12), for whom social movements are about a “sustained 

series of interactions between national powerholders and persons successfully claiming to 

speak on behalf of a constituency lacking formal representation, in the course of which those 

persons make publicly-visible demands for changes in the distribution or exercise of power, 

and back those demands with public demonstrations of support”. Sztompka (2003, 277), 

however, emphasized that social movements have, as a goal, social change, which may be 

positive, in the sense of introducing something new to society, or negative, in the sense of 

halting, preventing or reversing the changes, either from other processes or from activities.  

According to Sztompka (2003, 281), when speaking about extreme cases, in which changes 

would totally transform society and embrace all the core aspects of the social structure, we are 

talking about revolutionary movements. Meanwhile, Alexander (2006, 214) said that:  

“Social movements have been identified with, and modelled after, revolutionary movements 

conceived as mass mobilizations wresting power from antagonistic state. The revolutionaries’ 

goal, according to this view, is to replace an oppressive form of state power with one directed 

toward a different end that makes use of similar means.” 

Castells (1997; 112, 123) sees environmentalism as “all forms of collective behaviour that, in 

their discourse and their practice, aim at correcting destructive forms of relationship between 

human action and its natural environment, in opposition to the prevailing structural and 

institutional logic”. Furthermore, he believes that environmentalism is ecology in practice 

and, as such, it “is a science-based movement” that “aims at retaking social control”. 

Della Porta and Duani (1997 in Della Porta 2003, 99) and Rucht (1994 in Della Porta 2003, 

100) state that social movements are related to different kinds of protests, which are often 

used as ways to express and bring about political pressure. 

7.2 Gezi and Kadiköy resistance – a Turkish spring? 

The peaceful environmental protests in Istanbul’s Taksim Gezi Park started on 27 May 2013. 

The main reason behind them was to protest against the building of the 94th shopping mall in 
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Istanbul on the site of Gezi Park. As the protests continued with the occupation of Gezi Park, 

the Turkish government responded violently with police force, using tear gas and water 

cannons. The protests not only spread out across Turkey, but Turks also demonstrated their 

support around the world (Tastan 2013). The protesters mainly comprised young people, 

including students, and well-educated professionals without any political or NGO affiliation 

(Paul and Seyrek 2013). Yesil (2016, 107) states that, among the occupiers of Gezi Park, there 

were different cultural and political identities, such are Kurds, Alevis, environmentalists and 

feminists, in order to express their discontent towards the AKP’s environmental, urban and 

labour policies. Daba-Buzoianu et al. (2013, 161) state that Seymour (2013) labelled the 

Turkish protests as the “seeds of a Turkish Spring”. 

For Ferfila (2017, 36), the Gezi Park protests had taken place over a period of a few weeks 

and, during this time, thousands were injured, five people died and 700 protesters were 

prisoned. Daba-Buzoianu et al. (2013, 160) stated that the protests took place in more than 79 

cities around Turkey, in which more than 2.5 million Turks participated. 

Prior to the protests, many Turks believed that their way of life and freedom were threatened 

by the conservative programme of the AKP, which at that time had been ruling Turkey for 

more than a decade. Some challenges that Turks had been facing included the law regarding 

alcohol or the programme objectives to raise a “religious generation”. The Gezi Park protests 

emphasized both the progressive and longstanding legitimate requirements of the Turkish 

people in relation to its government. Such requirements are supposed to be fulfilled and 

respected in any democratic state, which Turkey, as a candidate country willing to join the 

EU, should show that it is able to provide. The requirements expressed in the protests were 

mainly based on providing a better quality of life for Turkish citizens without interference 

from the state in their private lives, as well as facilitating a more participative policymaking 

system, a more pluralistic society, greater respect for human rights and liberties, including 

freedom of assembly, speech and the media, and a political system that promotes dialogue and 

respect (Paul and Seyrek 2013). 

Unfortunately, for the Turkish government, the Gezi Park protests spread rapidly throughout 

Turkey. Brutal police attacks rallied support from other people, who, earlier on, most 

probably paid little attention to the challenges that Turkish people had been facing “silently”. 
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It is hard to imagine that the ruling elite could dictate to its citizens how many children to 

have, which bread to eat, which movies and soap operas to watch, and where to drink alcohol 

(Sözalan 2013). Such restrictions are a violation of the principles of human rights and 

liberties. 

7.3 Media and protests 

Giddens (2007, 618) emphasizes that the power of the media in support of democracy is being 

discovered in many ‘closed’ societies due to the growth and expansion of global media 

sources, which “can successfully put pressure on authoritarian governments to loosen their 

hold over state-controlled broadcasting outlets”. Giddens (2007, 626) argues that, even though 

“the power and reach of the global media are undeniable”, there are the forces, such are local 

regulations and domestic media institutions, that regulate and limit the impact of global media 

sources. Yet, the author (630-631) points out that the mass media plays a very important role 

in modern societies, as it can reach a mass audience via different channels, among which 

television and Internet have been the most important development in the past 50 years, with 

the latter “allowing unprecedented levels of interconnectedness and interactivity”.  

“Habermas points to the role of the media in creating a ‘public sphere’ – a sphere of public 

opinion and public debate.” (Giddens 2007, 631) 

Della Porta (2003, 84) argues that access to the media is crucial for protest actions, and for 

those vulnerable and powerless groups that do not have an opportunity to get in touch directly 

with decision makers: 

“The protest is triggered by a process of indirect influence mediated by the media and certain 

groups that have the potential for political influence. If they want to succeed, the weakest 

groups need to attract the attention and support of the public opinion.” (Della Porta 2003, 84)  

“Protest is a tool in which groups that do not have appropriate power, can create the 

opportunities that they can bring into negotiation and gain allies.” (Lipsky 1965, 2 in Della 

Porta 2003, 84)  
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Della Porta (2003, 84) emphasizes that, if protesters want to attract attention so that the public 

hears their message, they need to use the mass media. Castells (2009, 303), meanwhile, states 

that social movements around the world are “using the Internet as an organizational and 

deliberative medium to encourage citizens to put pressure on governments”. For Giddens 

(2007, 870), social movements and information technology have become two of the most 

influential forces in late modern societies, adding that the social movements around the globe 

are due to Internet enabling individuals to join together in a huge regional and international 

network, which in turn means they can apply collective pressure on corporations, 

governments and international bodies. According to Castells’ (1997 in Giddens 2007, 871) 

observations on three examples of social movements in the past, they “have all attracted 

international attention to their cause through the effective use of information technology”. For 

Castells (1997, 107), “media skills are fundamental fighting tools”. Daba-Buzoianu et al. 

(2013, 155) emphasize that the mass media is an important player in such events, as it allows 

these social movements to be topically important and highly visible. Furthermore, Daba-

Buzoianu et al. (2013, 159) stated that: “Scholars argue that the use of social media and the 

cluster of civil discontent and resentment in the 2013 protests are the causes for such wide-

spread protests with such high social and political visibility.”  

7.4 Anti-governmental protests in Turkey portrayed in Turkish and foreign media 

When the international media reported on Gezi Park protests, it focused on the state violence 

and the public resistance. Obviously, the support of the international community was needed. 

As the situation was tightening, the police force showed no limits. The police kept on 

arresting protesters, journalists, doctors and lawyers on a large scale, while threatening and 

silencing domestic media outlets or set up pro-government media outlets to fabricate 

provocative stories (Sözlan 2013). 

The protests rapidly became a media phenomenon and, as such, attracted foreign media, such 

as CNN, which was live streaming the protests for hours and hours. The former PM, Recep 

Tayyip Erdoğan, became a target of critics because of harsh police attacks; indeed, he is still 

seen as an authoritarian figure. While press reporting was balanced regarding the protests and 

Turkish government’s response, two extremes were formed, which exposed the government’s 

position. One side examined Erdoğan’s reaction to the protests as being the right one, even 
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though the police used tear gas and water cannons, while the other side judged the former PM 

and portrayed him as a dictator and a tyrant (Sener 2013 in Gökay and Xypolia 2013).  

Figure 12: Media censorship – CNN TÜRK vs. CNN 

 

Source: elifmel, Social Media Uppsala 8 October 2013  

As we can see from Figure 12: Media censorship – CNN TÜRK vs. CNN, Turkish media 

outlets were censored, which also affected Turkey-EU relations, as this response represented a 

violation of fundamental rights, namely, the freedom of speech, the freedom of expression 

and the freedom of the media. 
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Figure 13: Turkish public opinion poll (2004-2010) – satisfaction with the way in which democracy works 

in Turkey 

 

Source: based on EC public opinion poll (2004-2010) 

Turkish public opinion (see Figure 13) shows us that, in 2010, only 30% of respondents were 

either ‘very satisfied’ or ‘fairly satisfied’ with the way in which democracy works in Turkey, 

whereas 66% were either ‘not very satisfied’ or ‘not at all satisfied’.  

According to Figure 14, 72% of respondents judged the current situation (in 2008), as an 

example of the way in which public administration runs in Turkey, as either ‘rather bad’ or 

‘very bad’. 

Both Figure 13 and Figure 14 confirm that discontent with the way in which democracy 

works and how does public administration is run in Turkey was present even before it came to 

the fore during the anti-governmental protests in May 2013.  
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Figure 14: Turkish public opinion poll (2008) – judgement on the way in which public administration runs 

in Turkey 

 

Source: based on EC public opinion poll (2008) 

Figure 15: Turkish public opinion poll (2005-2017) – trust in the national government 

 

Source: EC public opinion poll (2005-2017) 
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According to Figure 15, in October 2013, nearly 60% of respondents tended not to trust in the 

national government. This was measured right after the anti-governmental protests, which 

started in May 2013. This aforementioned response from October 2013 is also the highest 

percentage reported between 2005 and 2017 with regard to trust in the national government. 

Figure 16: Turkish Public Opinion (2004-2017) - trust in the national parliament 

 

Source: EC public opinion poll (2004-2017) 

According to the Turkish public opinion poll, on the subject of trust in the national parliament 

(see Figure 16), we can see that the results are the same as those for trust in the national 

government (Figure 15). The highest percentage (between 50% and 60%) of those who tended 

not to trust in the national parliament was reported in October 2013.  

The Gezi Park protests and the government’s attempts to suppress them triggered the anti-

governmental protests, as well as led to a decline in trust in the national government and 

parliament. 
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Figure 17: Turkish public opinion poll (2004-2017) – trust in the police 

 

Source: EC public opinion poll (2004-2017) 

Figure 18: Turkish public opinion poll (2004-2017) – trust in the army 
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Source: EC public opinion poll (2004-2017) 

From Figure 17 and Figure 18, we can see that there are no available data for 2011, 2012 and 

2013; therefore, we cannot see how trust in the police and army has changed. However, there 

has been a decline in trust in the army since November 2016, after the military coup. In 2014 

and 2015, the percentage of those who tended not to trust in the police increased above 40%. 

We can surmise that, in 2013, the percentage of those who tended not to trust in the police 

would have been even higher than in 2014 and 2015, due to the excessive police force and the 

use of tear gas and water cannons during the Gezi Park and subsequent anti-governmental 

protests. We can see that, currently, nearly 80% of those asked tended to trust in the police 

and army. 

7.4.1 Restriction and censorship of Turkish media during and after the protests 

“The restriction of freedom of speech is a key issue in Turkey illustrated with the tight control 

of the media, on imprisoning journalists, especially those who express view critical on the 

Kurdish issue.” (Xypolia 2013 in Gökay and Xypolia 2013, 36) 

Restrictions on the freedom of expression and the suppression of the opposition, mainly the 

journalists who lost their jobs, as well as the pressure put on the mass media outlets to change 

their editorial line, silenced public discourse. Indeed, there was little coverage on the Gezi 

Park protests in the Turkish media in first and most important days of the event (Göle 2013).  

Once Turks were aware of what was being broadcast on their televisions (see Figure 12: 

Media censorship – CNN TÜRK vs. CNN), they started to use social media as a source of 

information and for spreading news about what was actually going on at the protests. Yesil 

(2016, 108-109) states that, due to a breakdown in the 3G network, because of the surge in 

use by protesters started of social media, “some local business had helpfully removed the 

security codes from their Wi-Fi networks”. Yesil (2016, 108-109) adds that, during the Gezi 

Park protests (29 May to 10 June), the number of Twitter users in Turkey grew from 1.8 

million to 9.5 million users. Furthermore, the author also discovered that between 31 May and 

1 June, at least two million tweets were posted, which included the hashtags #occupygezi, 

#geziparki, #direngeziparki and #resistgezi. These numbers are evidence of the importance of 

the Internet during the protests. Yesil (2016, 126) stresses that the AKP not only undermined 
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the freedom of online speech, but also weakened “the prospects of democratic, pluralistic 

public sphere”, by complementing “filtering, blocking, and surveillance systems with new 

strategies”. 

In her conclusion on the Gezi Park protests, the media and Erdoğan, Yesil (2016, 125) states:  

“During the Gezi park protests, social media served as a vital source of information, 

organization, political expression especially among urban, tech-savvy youths. Likewise, 

during the corruption scandal, government opponents leaned on social media to disseminate 

incriminating evidence against Erdoğan, his party, and his cabinet. In both cases, the AKP 

responded by adopting a heavy-handed approach (e.g., detaining Twitter users, banning 

Twitter and YouTube, passing a new Internet Law) and by depicting social media platforms, 

companies, and users as forces bent on destroying Turkey’s national unity, state sovereignty, 

social cohesion, and moral values. In this sense pressuring Western-based social media 

companies to remove content and threatening to ban them in cases of noncompliance could be 

read as populist initiatives on the part of the AKP. For example, Erdoğan said, ‘We will 

eradicate Twitter. I don’t care what the international community says. Everyone will witness 

the power of the Turkish Republic,’ he was not only concerned with the online dissemination 

of demanding evidence against his government but also energizing the party’s Muslim 

nationalist base. By depicting Twitter as an external enemy and the ban as a way of taking on 

the West, Erdoğan was appealing to nationalist sentiments, and perhaps using the ban as a 

substitute for the lost geopolitical power of Turkey’s predecessor, the Ottoman Empire.” 

On 17 June 2013, the web portal “Reporters Without Borders” (en.rsf.org 2013) reported on 

the many imprisoned journalists, photographs and cameramen who were at the scene of the 

protests. 

Daba-Buzoianu et al. (2013, 160-166) analysed newspapers published during the 2013 protest 

period in Turkey. Their aim was to examine the particularities of the public space during 

those protests and the presence of EU-related themes, as well as to find out “whether the key 

words connected to the European Union have been mentioned during the protests and in what 

contexts”. They monitored four newspapers – Posta12, Sol13, Zaman14 and Hürriyet15 – which 

                                                 
12 Posta is a liberal and pro-secular daily in tabloid form, as well as being the most circulated newspaper. 
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were chosen according to “circulation, ideological stance, and format (quality versus tabloid) 

criteria”. All newspapers together covered 543 news stories on the topic of the protests 

(Zaman covered 32.5%, Hürriyet 29%, Posta 19% and Sol 18%). According to the results of 

the monitoring, 70.05% of news referred to human rights and/or freedom of speech, 15.1% to 

the economy and 11.4% to the environment. Interestingly, they discovered that 91.1% of the 

coverage in Sol was news on the theme of human rights/freedom of speech, whereas 58.8% of 

coverage in Zaman was on this theme. The findings also show that, in Zaman, the Gezi Park 

protests were link to the economy as a theme (31.6%). The authors stress that, even though 

the protests started in response to protection of the environment, only 11.4% of news was 

related to this topic. From this we can conclude that, in Turkey at the time of the protests, 

there was political discontent lying behind the environmentalist demands, which prompted the 

protests in the first place. There is a clear evidence that, while Turkish newspapers were 

reporting on the Gezi Park protests, but the quantity of news was dependent on the political 

orientation of the newspapers.  

In Turkey’s Progress Report for 2013, the EC wrote:  

“Statements of state officials had a chilling effect and instigated investigations by public 

prosecutors. Moreover, state officials themselves continued to launch suits against critical 

journalists and writers. This, together with the high concentration of media ownership in the 

hands of industrial conglomerates with interests going far beyond the free circulation of 

information, continued to lead to widespread self-censorship by media owners and 

journalists. In particular, the mainstream media hardly reported on the Gezi Park protests in 

early June. Columnists and journalists were fired or forced to resign after criticising the 

government. As a result, freedom of the media remained restricted in practice… Website bans 

of disproportionate scope and duration continued. The Telecommunications Communication 

Presidency (TİB) has not published statistics on banned sites since May 2009. An independent 

website that monitors banned sites stated in September that more than 32 000 sites were not 

                                                                                                                                                         
13 Sol is a pro-secular, left-wing newspaper. 

14 Zaman contains Islamist and conservative segments; it is a reference newspaper. 

15 Hürriyet is a liberal and pro-secular daily; it is the mainstream daily and reference newspaper. 
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accessible in Turkey. The Law on the Internet, which limits freedom of expression and 

restricts citizens’ right of access to information, needs to be revised in line with European 

standards. The Supreme Board of Radio and Television (RTÜK) issued numerous warnings 

and fines to television and radio stations, in particular for ‘broadcasting superstitious 

beliefs’, ‘denigrating morals and national values’ and ‘damaging the family’, ‘broadcasting 

obscenity’ and ‘praising terrorism’. In June, RTÜK issued warnings to a number of television 

stations which had transmitted live coverage of the Gezi Park protests on the basis that they 

were violating the principle of objective broadcasting and fined them for inciting violence. All 

stations concerned appealed to the courts and the cases are ongoing. On several occasions, 

high-level officials criticised the social media as a threat to society. A number of citizens were 

put in police custody, albeit subsequently released, for posting Twitter messages about the 

Gezi Park protests.” 

In Turkey’s Progress Report for 2016, the EC emphasized that:  

“The country is at an early stage in the area of freedom of expression, the media and the 

internet. In the past year, serious backsliding continued and gave rise to growing concern. 

Last year’s recommendations were not followed and can therefore be restated.” 

Freedom House (2015), in its report on World Freedom Press Index, placed Turkey in 149th 

place out of 180 countries involved in the study. In Figure 19, we can see that freedom of the 

press is on the wane in Turkey; indeed, since 2013, it has been qualified as ‘Not free’. 
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Figure 19: Turkey – press freedom 

 

Source: Freedom House (2015) (“Turkey | Country Report | Freedom of the Press | 2015” 

2017) 

7.5 Critiques and comments on the anti-governmental protests in Turkey from the 

EU and other critics 

It is absolutely the case that the protests caused a new crisis in Turkey-EU relations. Not only 

did the EP respond to the excessive use of force, but also Germany announced a plan to block 

the opening of the 22nd chapter on regional policy as part of the negotiations in the EU 

integration process. This blockade was a consequence of the Turkish government’s reaction to 

the protests. Although opinion in the EU was divided, Ankara was unsatisfied with the 

German decision. That said, the Turkish delegation reached a compromise whereby the 

opening of the 22nd chapter would following publication of the EU’s Progress Report on 
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Turkey in October 2013. That decision allowed the EU to monitor Turkey’s whether it has 

done enough, but was no guarantee that all EU member states would agree with the 

monitoring results, thereby leading to even greater tensions between Turkey and the EU. It 

was important for the EU to support peaceful protesters and other pro-democracy participants 

in Turkey, including young people across the country, who share similar values with the EU. 

The EU was thus in a position to take advantage of the protest movement in Turkey to 

expedite the reform process in the country (Paul and Seyrek 2013). 

The EC continuously followed the situation in Turkey, including freedom of expression and 

freedom of media as well as pluralism. The Gezi Park protests were of concern. Previously, 

warning alarms had also been noticed in Turkey, such are banned websites, exaggerated fines 

for media outlets and the arrest of journalists. Even more worrying were reports regarding 

excessive police force, banned social media, copious arrests of citizens because of tweeting, 

injured journalists etc. The lack of coverage by the Turkish media in the case of the Gezi Park 

protests spoke volumes about the limited freedom of the press. The Turkish government 

blamed social media instead of trying to search more deeply into the basis of the problems. 

Citizens have a right to protest peacefully without any threats, repression or violence. One of 

the fundamental human rights is that of freedom of speech and expression, as much in the 

media as on social media, which is one of the most important channels to express views, both 

in Turkey and in EU countries. The Internet and the other media platforms are not problems 

themselves, but excellent channels for legitimate protests and, as such, should also be 

examined. Meanwhile, the Turkish government should have considered the message coming 

out of the Gezi Park protests, instead of controlling and repressing them (Kroes 2013). 

Yesil (2016, 142) warns that the consequences of the Gezi Park protests and the corruption 

scandal could be evidence of a “detour into authoritarianism”. 

The opening of chapters is progressing slowly; as of May 2016, the EU has only opened 16 

chapters out of 35, but the EU remains concerned about Erdoğan’s excessive power and the 

direction in which he wants Turkey to take (“Current Status | EU in Turkey” 2017; Ferfila 

2017, 59).  
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Figure 20: Turkish public opinion poll (2004-2017) – trust in the EU 

 

Source: EC public opinion poll (2004-2017) 

Trust in the EU (see Figure 20) has been varying over time within Turkish public opinion. 

Since 2005, however, it has remained below 50%. In November 2013, 65% of respondents 

tended not to trust in the EU; one year later, the number was even higher (67%), whereas, in 

May 2015, it reached its lowest point at 38%. All of the following data show that the 

percentage of those who said they tended not to trust in the EU increased above 50%. It is 

small wonder why Turks do not trust the EU, given that only 16 chapters out of 35 have 

opened since 2005. 

7.6 Turkish public opinion – trust in the media 

This chapter present the results of the Eurobarometer surveys on trust in the media, which 

were conducted in Turkey. 
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Figure 21: Turkish public opinion poll (2006-2016) – trust in the Internet 

 

Source: EC public opinion poll (2006-2016) 

According to the data (see Figure 21), Turkish public opinion polling shows that the highest 

percentage (more than 60%) of those who tended not to trust in the Internet was detected in 

October 2013, after the anti-governmental protests, which was the highest percentage reported 

in the 10-year period (2006-2016). We must mention here that, in 2013, the Turkish 

government passed the new Internet Law. 
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Figure 22: Turkish public opinion poll (2004-2016) – trust in the press 

 

Source: EC public opinion poll (2004-2016) 

From Figure 22, we can see that 67% tended not to trust in the press in 2013 and 2014. As we 

can also see from Figure 19, in 2013 and 2014, it is small wonder why Turkish people tended 

not to trust in the press, given that this was the period when Freedom House qualified press 

freedom in Turkey as ‘Not free’. Throughout the years, according to Figure 22, the percentage 

of those who tended not to trust in the press has never been below 50%. 
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Figure 23: Turkish public opinion poll (2004-2016) – trust in television 

 

Source: EC public opinion poll (2004-2016) 

Trust in television (see Figure 23) has varied in recent years. In November 2013, more than 

65% of those asked said they tended not to trust in television. This result is understandable 

given that, during the anti-governmental protests, CNN Türk did not cover the ongoing 

events, which viewers were aware of (see Figure 12); therefore, trust in television declined. 

8 DESIGN AND METHODOLOGY OF THE RESEARCH 

The empirical part of this research comprises two parts: quantitative and qualitative research.  

The goal of the research is to find out what is still keeping Turkey ‘at the gate’ of the EU, as 

well as assess the impact of the anti-governmental protests in Turkey during May 2013 on 

Turkish accession to the EU. By using basic statistical methods, we will try to find the extent 

to which the inhabitants of Turkey evaluate accession to the EU and the anti-governmental 
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protests. Meanwhile, by considering experts’ opinions, we will provide answers to the 

research question. 

Main research question: 

 “Why is Turkey ‘kept at the gate’ and how will the anti-governmental protests 

influence the accession process?” 

8.1 Quantitative research 

Quantitative data were collected using our own survey among a non-representative sample. 

By using univariate analysis, we presented a clear picture of data by examining and 

commenting on each variable separately (O’Leary 2010, 243). The survey questions were 

separated into three parts: Turkish accession to the EU; the protests; and respondents’ own 

recommendations. We prepared the questionnaire in English, although it was intended for 

people living in Turkey. 

Hypothesis: 

H1: More than 50% of respondents support the current anti-governmental protests 

H2: More than 50% of respondents support Turkish accession to the EU 

H3: More than 50% of respondents do not trust in the Turkish press 

H4: More than 50% of respondents do not trust in Turkish television 

Our sample was put together using social media. We posted a link to our online survey on 

several Turkish Facebook groups, which were sent via the message function on the social 

media platform, as well as asked friends and respondents to share the link to the survey. We 

also posted the link on Twitter and LinkedIn. Included with the survey link were clear 

instructions (in Turkish) as to whom was eligible to participate in the survey. 

In order to obtain data relevant to our research, we used some questions from the 

Eurobarometer survey in the design of the questionnaire.  
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Table 8.1: Survey description 

Data collection from/to: 3 July 2013 to 18 July 2013  

Design of the survey 26 June 2013  

Country  Turkey  

Geographical coverage  Territory of the Republic of Turkey 

Unit for analysis  Individual 

Sample  Persons older than 16 years, with a residence 

permit in Turkey or Turkish citizenship, and 

able to speak English 

Data conducted by  Arnela Karat, with the online survey 

designed on the portal www.1ka.si 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 

8.2 Qualitative research 

In the qualitative part of the research, we chose to obtain data using interviews in order to 

collect more qualitative information regarding the topic. We chose interviews mainly due to 

the complexity of the topic and obtain more in-depth information, although we were aware 

that, by using interviews as a method, the process could be time-consuming and expensive, 

and, most importantly, that the quality of the data was dependent upon the quality of the 

interviewer (Kumar 2005, 131-132). 

We used expert interviews as we wanted to discuss our topic with experts (Flick 2009, 165) 

with competence in this field (Deek 1995, 7-8 in Flick 2009, 165). In our research, we 

interviewed various profiles of experts of relevance to our research topic. Meuser and Nagel 

(2002, 76 in Flick 2009, 167) distinguish between process knowledge and context knowledge 

in expert interviews. 
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Given that most of the experts were not from our country, we needed to use email 

interviewing (Flick 2009, 267). We designed a questionnaire for the interviewees, then sent it 

to them via email, with a request to complete it. According to Bampton and Cowton (2002 in 

Flick 2009, 268), the quality and length of an interviewee’s answers could be a sign of non-

interest. It is necessary to mention that it is also time-consuming for the interviewee to write 

long answers to questions that need more explanation.   

For our qualitative research, we used email and face-to-face interviews with experts from the 

fields of political science, Turkish politics, diplomacy, EU enlargement, international 

relations and European studies. 

Qualitative research question: 

 “What are the experts’ opinions and views on Turkey’s progress towards joining the 

EU and the anti-governmental protests in Turkey during May 2013?” 

Our sample was chosen on the basis of an Internet search for experts in the area of EU 

integration, EU politics and EU-Turkey relations, who live in Turkey and abroad. In order to 

maintain the anonymity of the experts, we only present their profiles (see Table 8.2). 

Table 8.2: Presentation of the experts’ profiles 

Expert Gender  Year  

of birth  

Expert in 

the field of  

Also 

interested 

in  

Working as  Country I 

currently 

live in  

E1  Female 1971  European 

affairs 

(especially 

the EU) 

and US-

European 

relations 

Middle 

East  

Analyst in 

European 

affairs at the 

Congression

al Research 

Service, an 

agency of 

the US 

Congress, 

US 
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which 

provides 

non-partisan 

information 

and analysis 

to Members 

of Congress 

and their 

staff 

E2  Female 1982  Human 

rights, EU 

affairs 

Feminism, 

civil 

society  

Lecturer in 

international 

politics 

Turkey 

E3  Female 1969  Turkish 

foreign 

policy, EU 

eastern 

neighbour

hood and 

Eurasia 

region 

Current 

affairs and 

internation

al relations 

in general  

Policy 

analyst  

Belgium  

E4  Male 1979  EU, EU-

Turkey 

relations 

Europeani

zation, 

social 

policy, 

public 

policy  

Jean Monnet 

Chair and 

assistant 

professor 

Turkey 

E5  Female 1981  Foreign 

policies, 

regionalis

“Soft 

power” 

and 

Assistant 

professor 

and 

Slovenia 
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m, EU 

enlargeme

nt and the 

Mediterra

nean 

neighbour

hood  

foreign 

policy  

researcher 

E6 Male 1976 Political 

science 

History, 

cinema 

Assistant 

professor 

Turkey 

E7 Male 1978 Internation

al politics 

Environm

ental 

politics 

Assistant 

professor 

Turkey 

E8 Female 1972 Turkish 

politics 

Women’s 

studies, 

internation

al 

migration 

Academic, 

professor  

Dr. 

Turkey 

E9 Male 1956 Diplomac

y 

Related 

areas 

Ambassador Turkey 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 

9 RESULTS OF THE RESEARCH 

This chapter is dedicated to the presentation of the results of the research we carried out. The 

quantitative results will be presented with the univariate analysis.  
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9.1 Quantitative research results 

Due to the length of the online questionnaire, we put the demographic data at the end of the 

survey because we primarily wanted to obtain answers to the questions regarding Turkish 

accession to the EU and the anti-governmental protests. 

Our research involved 425 respondents, whereas 270 respondents completed the survey. 

In the first part of the survey, we asked the respondents to answer the questions with ‘yes’ or 

‘no’; if they did not hold any opinion in relation to a particular question, they were invited to 

answer ‘don’t know’. 

Figure 24: Support for Turkish accession to the EU 

 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 

From Figure 24, we can see that 57% of respondents support Turkish accession to the EU, 

whereas another 43% either do not support or do not hold any opinion regarding Turkish 

accession to the EU.  
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Figure 25: Opinion on the anti-governmental protests 

  

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 

Figure 25 shows us that 59% of respondents are of the opinion that the anti-governmental 

protests (May-July 2013) may not lead to civil war, whereas 28% of respondents hold a more 

pessimistic opinion and think that the protests result in the most pessimistic scenario. 

Figure 26: Opinion on PM Recep Tayyip Erdoğan 
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Source: Karat (own research 2013) 

From Figure 26, we can see that 71% of the respondents are of the opinion that PM Recep 

Tayyip Erdoğan has not done good things for Turkey through his mandates. This also shows 

the level of discontent among the respondents. Only 23% of respondents are of the opinion 

that the PM has done good things for Turkey through his mandates.  

Figure 27: Opinion on the consequences of the protests on Turkish accession to the EU 

 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 

Interestingly, the results in Figure 27 show that exactly 50% of respondents are of the opinion 

that the protests may further postpone Turkish accession to the EU, whereas 30% think that it 

may not and 20% hold no opinion on the matter. 
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Figure 28: Opinion on further EU enlargement involving Turkey’s neighbours 

 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 

Among those surveyed, 41% of respondents (see Figure 28) think that further enlargement of 

the EU will not involve Turkey’s neighbours, namely, Georgia, Armenia, Azerbaijan and 

other non-European countries. Meanwhile, 31% of respondents are of the opinion that the EU 

will continue with enlargement involving those countries, with 28% of respondents holding 

no opinion on the matter. 

Figure 29: Opinion on the role of religion in the process of becoming an EU member 

 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 
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From Figure 29, we can see that more than three quarters (77%) of respondents think that 

religion plays an important role in becoming an EU member. Only 17% think that religion 

does not play an important role in the accession process, whereas 6% have no opinion in this 

regard. 

In the next part of the questionnaire, we asked respondents to rate how strongly they 

supported the following statements. 

Figure 30: Support towards Turkish accession to the EU 

 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 

From Figure 30, we can see that 55% of respondents either support or strongly support 

Turkish accession to the EU. 15% of respondents are neutral, whereas 30% of respondents 

either do not support or strongly do not support Turkish accession to the EU. 
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Figure 31: Support for the anti-governmental protests 

 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 

Figure 31 shows us that, among the respondents, 73% strongly support the anti-governmental 

protests and 8% support them, that is, a total of 81% support the anti-governmental protests. 

These results show us that, among the respondents, there is significant discontent with the 

government. There are only 14% of respondents who either do not support or strongly do not 

support the anti-governmental protests. 
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Figure 32: Opinion on the benefits of Turkish accession to the EU 

 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 

45% of respondents (see Figure 32) share the opinion that Turkish accession to the EU will 

benefit both actors, whereas 19% of respondents think that Turkey will benefit more and 23% 

think that the EU will benefit more from accession. Interestingly, 13% of respondents think 

that no one will benefit from Turkish accession. 

In the next part of the questionnaire, we asked respondents to rate the potential benefits on a 

scale from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree); where they had no opinion regarding a 

particular question, they were asked to respond with ‘don’t know’. 
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Figure 33: Rating of potential benefits 

 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 
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From Figure 33, we can see how the respondents rated the potential benefits. For almost all of 

the mentioned potential benefits, nearly 50% or more rated that they either agree or strongly 

agree with the statement. Meanwhile, 80% of respondents either agree or strongly agree that 

Turkish accession will create new markets for the EU. 66% either agree or strongly agree that 

Turkish accession will enable respect for human rights in Turkey, whereas 54% either agree 

or strongly agree that Turkish accession to the EU will enable democracy in Turkey. Only 

42% of respondents either agree or strongly agree that Turkish accession to the EU will 

enable political stability in Turkey. Interestingly, the results show us that 34% of respondents 

either disagree or strongly disagree that, after Turkish accession to the EU, Turkey will 

become one of the most powerful EU states, whereas 40% either agree or strongly agree with 

this statement. 67% of respondents either agree or strongly agree that Turkish accession to the 

EU will increase levels of Turkish migration to EU states. The results also show that 57% of 

respondents either agree or strongly agree that Turkish accession to the EU will see an overall 

increase in economic benefits. 

Figure 34: Rating of potential drawbacks 

 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 

The respondents rated the potential drawbacks (see Figure 33). From the results, we can see 

that 36% of respondents either agree or strongly agree that Turkish accession to the EU will 
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change the character, politics and identity of the EU, whereas 39% either disagree or strongly 

disagree with this statement. The rest are neutral or hold no opinion on this matter. The 

statement that Turkish accession will be threatening to the EU on account of the migration of 

Turks to current EU states shows that 44% of respondents either agree or strongly agree with 

this statement, whereas 38% either disagree or strongly disagree. 75% of respondents disagree 

or strongly disagree that Turkish accession to the EU will bring “the danger of Islamization” 

into the EU, whereas only 15% of respondents either agree or strongly agree with this 

statement; the rest are neutral or hold no opinion on this matter. There are 41% of respondents 

who either agree or strongly agree that Turkish accession will result in high-level EU 

accession costs, whereas 19% of respondents either disagree or strongly disagree with this 

statement; 27% are neutral while the remaining 13% do not know. There are 50% of 

respondents who either agree or strongly agree that Turkish accession to the EU will lead to 

excessive controls by EU institutions, whereas 17% of respondents either disagree or strongly 

disagree with this statement; 24% are neutral and 10% hold no opinion on this matter.  

Table 9.1: Rated reasons for Turkey not yet being an EU member  

 

Strongly 

disagree 
Disagree Neutral Agree 

Strongly 

agree 

Don’t 

know 

Turkey has not yet 

become an EU 

member because it has 

still not met the 

CC (n=283) 

14% 16% 9% 35% 18% 8% 

Turkey has not yet 

become an EU 

member  

because its economy is 

not strong enough for 

the EU (n=282) 

28% 40% 12% 14% 5% 2% 

Turkey has not yet 

become an EU 

member because it 

14% 11% 11% 27% 36% 1% 
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does not respect 

human rights (n=282) 

Turkey has not yet 

become an EU 

member because it is 

culturally very 

different (n=282) 

12% 21% 17% 31% 18% 1% 

Turkey has not yet 

become an EU 

member because it has 

not solved the Cyprus 

issue to date (n=282) 

21% 25% 16% 23% 13% 1% 

Turkey has not yet 

become an EU 

member because 

Germany does not 

want Turkey to enter 

the EU (n=282) 

4% 12% 22% 35% 19% 7% 

Turkey has not yet 

become an EU 

member because 

France does not want 

Turkey to enter the 

EU (n=282) 

3% 9% 20% 40% 21% 7% 

Turkey has not yet 

become an EU 

member because 

Austria does not want 

Turkey to enter the 

EU (n=282) 

4% 14% 28% 27% 13% 14% 

Turkey has not yet 

become an EU 
5% 15% 28% 29% 13% 10% 
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member because some 

countries (excluding 

Germany, France and 

Austria) do not want 

Turkey enter the 

EU (n=282) 

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because 

the EU’s accession 

costs are high (n=282) 

14% 37% 18% 17% 2% 11% 

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because of 

the size of its 

population (n=282) 

8% 18% 18% 34% 15% 7% 

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because it 

is an Islamic 

country (n=282) 

6% 9% 11% 40% 32% 1% 

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because 

Turkish liberal and 

democratic values are 

different from the 

EU’s (n=281) 

9% 19% 17% 35% 18% 2% 

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because 

the EU is Christian 

10% 18% 20% 27% 22% 3% 
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“elite club” (n=282) 

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because 

Turkish accession will 

change the character, 

politics and identity of 

the EU (n=282) 

7% 26% 21% 30% 12% 4% 

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because  

EU concerns persist 

about the status of 

Turkish political 

reforms, the 

independence of its 

judiciary, women’s 

rights, the degree of 

media freedoms, and 

the extent to which 

religious and ethnic 

minorities are 

protected (n=282) 

9% 12% 13% 28% 34% 4% 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 

We asked respondents how strongly they agree with the statements as to why Turkey is still 

not an EU member (see Table 9.1). 53% of respondents either agree or strongly agree that 

Turkey has not yet become a member because it has still not met the C. Regarding the reason 

that Turkey’s economy is not strong enough for the EU, 68% either disagree or strongly 

disagree with this statement. There are 63% of respondents who either agree or strongly agree 

with the statement that Turkey has not yet become an EU member because it does not respect 

human rights. 49% of respondents either agree or strongly agree that the reason is because 
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Turkey is culturally very different, whereas 33% of respondents either disagree or strongly 

disagree with this statement. 46% of respondents either disagree or strongly disagree that the 

reason is because Turkey has not solved the Cyprus issue to date, whereas 36% of 

respondents either agree or strongly agree with this statement. As to the claim that Germany 

does not want Turkey to enter the EU, 54% of respondents either agree or strongly agree, 

whereas only 16% of respondents either disagree or strongly disagree with this statement; 

22% are neutral and the rest do not know. 61% of respondents either agree or strongly agree 

with the explanation that France does not want Turkey to enter to the EU, whereas only 12% 

of respondents either disagree or strongly disagree with this statement; 20% of respondents 

are neutral and the rest do not know. Regarding the statement that Turkey has not yet become 

an EU member because Austria does not want Turkey to enter the EU, 40% of respondents 

either agree or strongly agree with this statement, whereas 18% of respondents either disagree 

or strongly disagree; 28% of respondents are neutral and 14% do not know. 42% of 

respondents either agree or strongly agree with the reason that some countries (excluding 

Germany, France and Austria) do not want Turkey to become an EU member, whereas 20% 

of respondents either disagree or strongly disagree with this statement; 28% of respondents 

are neutral and 10% of respondents do not know. There are 51% of respondents who either 

disagree or strongly disagree with the explanation that the EU’s accession costs are too high 

for Turkey, whereas 19% of respondents either agree or strongly agree with this statement; 

18% of respondents are neutral and the rest do not know. As for the claim that Turkey has not 

yet become an EU member because of the size of its population, 49% of respondents either 

agree or strongly agree, whereas 26% of respondents either disagree or strongly disagree; 

18% of respondents are neutral and the rest do not know. The most stunning result is that 72% 

of respondents either agree or strongly agree that Turkey has not yet become an EU member 

yet it is an Islamic country, whereas 15% of respondents either disagree or strongly disagree 

with this statement; 11% are neutral and only 1% do not know. There are 53% of respondents 

who either agree or strongly agree with the claim that Turkish liberal and democratic values 

are different from the EU’s, whereas 28% of respondents disagree or strongly disagree; 17% 

are neutral and 2% of respondents do not know. 49% of respondents either agree or strongly 

agree with the explanation being that the EU is a Christian “elite club”, whereas 28% of 

respondents either disagree or strongly disagree; 20% are neutral and the rest do not know. 

Regarding the explanation that Turkish accession will change the character, politics and 
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identity of the EU, 42% of respondents either agree or strongly agree, whereas 33% of 

respondents either disagree or strongly disagree; 21% of respondents are neutral and the rest 

do not know. There are 62% of respondents who either agree or strongly agree that Turkey 

has not yet become an EU member because EU concerns persist about the status of Turkish 

political reforms, the independence of its judiciary, women’s rights, the degree of media 

freedoms, and the extent to which religious and ethnic minorities are protected, whereas 21% 

of respondents either disagree or strongly disagree with this statement; 13% are neutral and 

4% do not know. 

Figure 35: Trust in institutions 

 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 
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Respondents were also asked how much they trust in institutions (see Figure 35). Almost all 

the answers show that 50% or more of the respondents either do not trust or do not trust at all 

in the mentioned institutions. There are 22% of respondents who either do not trust or do not 

trust at all in small companies, whereas 47% of respondents are neutral and 28% of 

respondents either trust or highly trust them; 2% do not know. There are 56% of respondents 

who either do not trust or do not trust at all in the United Nations, while 29% of respondents 

are neutral. 15% of respondents either trust or highly trust in the United Nations, and the rest 

do not know. In the EU, 49% of respondents either do not trust or do not trust at all in the 

United Nations and 29% of respondents are neutral; meanwhile, 20% of respondents either 

trust or highly trust in it, and the rest do not know. There are 60% of respondents who do not 

trust at all in the Turkish parliament and 17% of respondents do not trust it, whereas 13% of 

respondents are neutral, and 9% of respondents either trust or highly trust in the Turkish 

parliament; the rest do not know. Regarding the Turkish government, 71% of respondents do 

not trust in it at all, 11% of respondents do not trust in it and 7% of respondents are neutral; 

only 11% of respondents either trust or highly trust it, and the rest do not know. There are 

52% of respondents who do not trust at all in the political parties, 28% of respondents do not 

trust them and 14% are neutral; 5% of respondent either trust or highly trust them and the rest 

do not know. Among the respondents, 63% either do not trust or do not trust at all in big 

companies, whereas 27% of respondents are neutral, 9% of respondents either trust or highly 

trust them, and the rest do not know. There are 46% of respondents who either do not trust or 

do not trust at all in trades unions, whereas 32% of respondents are neutral, 20% of 

respondents either trust or highly trust them, and the rest do not know. As for religious 

institutions in Turkey, 60% of respondents do not trust at all in them and 14% of respondents 

do not trust them, whereas 16% of respondents are neutral, 9% either trust or highly trust 

them, and the rest do not know. There are 52% of respondents who either do not trust or do 

not trust at all in the Turkish army and 24% of respondents are neutral, whereas 22% of 

respondents either trust or highly trust it, and the rest do not know. Regarding the Turkish 

police, 71% of respondents do not trust at all in them and 10% do not trust them, whereas 8% 

of respondents are neutral, and only 11% of respondents either trust or highly trust them; the 

rest do not know. This result reflects almost the same level of trust as that for the Turkish 

government, which is also not a surprise given that, during the anti-governmental protests, the 

Turkish police used excessively violent force. As for the Turkish justice legal system, 53% of 
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respondents do not trust at all in it and 26% of respondents do not trust it, whereas 14% of 

respondents are neutral, 6% of respondents either trust or highly trust it, and the rest do not 

know. Among the respondents were 63% who either trust or highly trust in the Internet16, 

whereas 26% of respondents are neutral, 11% of respondents either do not trust or do not trust 

at all in it, and the rest do not know. Regarding Turkish television, 59% of respondents do not 

trust at all in it and 25% of respondents do not trust in it (a total of 84%), whereas 12% of 

respondents are neutral, 3% trust it and 1% do not know. On the topic of Turkish radio, 48% 

who do not trust at all in it and 28% do not trust it, whereas 17% are neutral, 5% trust in it and 

2% do not know. As for the Turkish press, 55% of respondents do not trust at all in it and 

28% of respondents do not trust in it (altogether 83%), whereas 11% of respondents are 

neutral, 5% trust in it and 1% of respondents do not know. The results regarding the Turkish 

press are very similar to those for Turkish television. 

Figure 36 shows us the frequencies according to respondents’ opinion about when Turkey will 

enter the EU. 66.5% think that Turkey will enter the EU by 2050 at the latest. The highest 

frequency, that is, 42 respondents, think that Turkey will enter the EU in 2020, 25 think it will 

enter in 2023, 20 think it will enter in 2025, 21 think it will enter in 2030, and 26 respondents 

think it will enter in 2050. We can also see that there some think it will be so far in the future, 

which we can interpret as suggesting that Turkey will never enter the EU (there are around 

30% of such an answer). There were also two non-responses. 

 

                                                 
16 The results were conducted before the controversial Internet Law came into force in February 2014. 
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Figure 36: Opinion on when will Turkey enter the EU 

 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 
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As we already mentioned, we asked for the demographic data at the end of the survey, as we 

primarily wanted to collect answers regarding our research topic. From those who completed 

the questionnaire, 65% were male and 35% were female in our non-representative sample (see 

Figure 37). 

Figure 37: Gender 

 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 

In Figure 38, we present the age of the respondents. The minimum age is 16, whereas the 

maximum age is 68. The average age is 30.2. It is important to mention that 64.4% of 

respondents are 30 years old or less. 2.59% of respondents are 19 years old or less, 57.41% 

are between 20 and 29 years old, 25.19% are between 30 and 39 years old, 8.15% are between 

40 and 49 years old, 4.44% are between 50 and 59 years old, and 2.22% are between 60 and 

69 years old.  
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Figure 38: Age 

 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 
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In the next question, we asked the respondents to tell us what they themselves would do for 

Turkey if they had power. The answers reflect profound discontent with the situation as it was 

back in 2013. We separated the answers into three segments: politics, economy and society. 

Changes in politics: PM; government; parliament; electoral system (decrease the threshold 

from the current 10% to below 3%); justice and legal system; democracy; technocratic 

government; bicameral system; change the constitution; human rights; women’s rights; 

children’s rights; minority rights; lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender rights; animal rights; 

reform the police forces; secularism; bring back Kemalism’s six arrows (republicanism, 

nationalism, populism, revolutionism, secularism and statism); socialism; revolution; freedom 

of speech, expression, the press, television, the Internet, religion, etc.; cancel the negotiations 

with the EU; turn to the Middle East; cooperation with Iran, Russia, China, the EU and the 

US; resolve the Kurdish, Armenian and Cypriot issues; release arrested innocent journalists, 

protesters etc.; anarchy; anti-capitalism; reintroduce the death penalty; stop terrorism; 

pluralism; environmental policies; make district governments; have good relations with 

neighbours; create a union of Orthodox Europeans, Caucasia and former USSR countries; 

establish a more sophisticated foreign policy, which emphasizes world peace, especially in the 

Middle East; investigate the government; keep focusing attention on the army, as it wants to 

carry out a military coup.  

These recommendations and changes, which our respondents would like to make, show us the 

level of discontent prompted by the situation in 2013, which probably has not changed much 

in the intervening period, as we know that Recep Tayyip Erdoğan is the president of the state 

and that the AKP is still the ruling party. The answers show us that our respondents are aware 

of the situation in their country and willing to change something in the country. They are 

aware of the non-freedom of the media. What is most striking is that one of the respondents 

even said, “I would keep focusing attention on the army as it wants to carry out a military 

coup”, which actually happened in the summer of 2016. 

Changes in the economy: invest in education, research and development, science and 

technology; decrease spending for the police forces and the army; invest in agriculture and 

manufacturing; invest in healthcare; promote domestic production; promote agriculture and 

husbandry; increase import taxes; balance the economic gap between rich and poor; minimize 
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spending on religious institutions; invest in renewable energy; and implement the prohibition 

of GMO and hormone-based pesticides, which are poisoning water sources and soil.  

The recommendations and changes regarding the economy that the respondents are mostly 

willing to make are: increasing domestic production and manufacturing; investing in 

education, research and development, and science and (high) technology development; 

minimizing imports and maximizing exports; definitely minimizing spending for religious 

institutions; and decreasing spending for the police forces and the army. 

Changes in society: create an open-minded society; increase the number and education level 

of the people; change the education system; more creative education; reform English language 

teaching; education in Kurdish; separate religion from education; make religious lectures 

optional; make charity work mandatory for all high school and college students; create a 

society that distinguishes between right and wrong, and ethical and not ethnical; make 

religion a private choice; allow the headscarf; equal opportunities for everyone; equality; 

create a tolerant society towards being different in any sense; promote birth control and 

abortion due to Turkey’s large population; reduce population; and stop ignoring the Ottoman 

past, which is the reason for facing an identity crisis. 

The changes in society that respondents want to see are: that society becomes more open, 

tolerant and non-judgmental towards those who are different by any factor (nation, religion, 

sexual orientation etc.). This can happen with a robust and creative education system, which 

teaches critical thinking. Religion should be a matter of choice for each individual. What 

struck us in this context was when one respondent said: “We also need to stop ignoring the 

Ottoman past, it’s the reason why we face an identity crisis all the time!” This reflects the 

confusion found among Turkish people, in that they do not know where and to whom they 

belong.   

The respondents were also asked to state of which country were they a citizen; a majority, 

94%, said they were citizens of Turkey (see Figure 39). 
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Figure 39: Citizenship 

 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 

Regarding the question about the highest educational level that they have achieved (see Figure 

40), we found that 9% completed secondary/high school, while 91% of respondents hold a 

bachelor’s, master’s, PhD or post-doctoral degree. 

Figure 40: Highest education level achieved 

 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 
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We also wanted to know where (if) the respondents work (see Figure 41). From the results, 

we can see that 11% work in the public sector, 42% work in the private sector and 6% work in 

both sectors. 34% of respondents do not work and are either scholars or students, whereas 7% 

of respondents are unemployed. 

Figure 41: Where do you work? 

 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 

Regarding the question about which region of Turkey respondents live in (see Figure 42), 

most (54%) are from Marmara region, 23% are from the Central Anatolia region, 13% are 

from the Aegean region, 4% are from the Mediterranean region, 2% are from the Black Sea 

region, and the least (1%) are from either the South-eastern Anatolia or Eastern Anatolia 

region. 
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Figure 42: Region of residence 

 

Source: Karat (own research 2013) 

9.2 Qualitative research results 

In this chapter, we will present the responses from the nine experts and the related findings.  

9.2.1 Experts’ opinion on Turkish accession to the EU and the drawbacks and benefits of 

this integration process 

None of the experts expressed being against Turkish accession to the EU; indeed, they see it 

as a win-win situation for both actors. That said, E1 is not optimistic that, even in the long 

term, this enlargement will happen, but shares the opinion that accession would firmly anchor 

Turkey within Europe. Accession would entrench Turkish political and economic reforms in 

an irreversible way; and, besides that, Turkish membership of the EU would, according to E1, 

resolve issues around NATO-EU relations. E2, meanwhile, is neutral regarding Turkey’s 

membership of the EU, as she does not see that there could be any significant improvement or 

degradation for Turkey after it joins the EU, as well as emphasizes that Turkey has recently 

been looking more towards the Middle East. According to E2, Turkey already enjoys free 
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trade and investment with the Customs Union, as well as possessing strong, solid government 

institutions; moreover, Turkey is an independent foreign policy player in the Middle East. The 

E2 is of the opinion that EU membership is an important civilizational goal for Turkey, which 

has been running strongly for decades. E3 is also of the opinion that accession is a win-win 

situation for both actors, saying: “It would strengthen the EU, both economically and 

politically, making it better able to compete on the global stage against rising powers, 

such as China, India and Brazil, while also strengthening the EU’s foreign and security 

policy. Security stability in the EU’s backyard would be fortified with Turkey’s asylum, 

migration and border management policies being up to EU standards.” E3 is further 

minded that Turkey’s membership of the EU would anchor the country to international 

standards of democracy and values, stabilize it and its periphery, resolve the issues with the 

Kurds, Armenia and Cyprus, and make Turkey increasingly attractive for foreign direct 

investment (being a hub between Europe, the Middle East and Eurasia).  

E4 shares E3’s opinion, adding that accession would bring about higher democratic standards 

for Turkey, representing an enlargement of peace and welfare for the EU. E4 said: “Lesser 

factors are the heightened geopolitical relevance of the EU in the Middle East through 

Turkish accession and energy security.” According to E5, Turkey should join the EU very 

quickly, as soon as it meets the formal conditions. E5 is also of the opinion that both actors 

should start carrying out more effective marketing and promotion on this topic aimed at 

domestic audiences in order to “sell” EU accession to the people, thereby creating an even 

firmer partnership. For E5, as both actors are historically and organically linked, Turkish 

accession to the EU is a very important issue, due to real trade flows, flows of people, history 

and geopolitical connotation. E5 further points out that both actors probably wish to achieve 

some kind of special linkage, but Turkey cannot perceive the latter in the sense of EU 

membership. Indeed, in recent years, there have been loud voices claiming that Turkey does 

not actually need the EU because it is better off by itself, especially after the EU economic 

crisis. In the expert opinion of E5, there should be a different relationship, which is better than 

Turkey’s integration into the EU, due to changes that have happened since the 1960s. E5 

further emphasizes that there is a great deal of inevitably informal political conditionality, 

such that every closure of a chapter needs to be unanimously confirmed by the Council, the 

EP, national parliaments, and the citizens in member states and Turkey itself. E5 also stresses 
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this very important fact: “The word partnership (status) is not strong enough to show 

Turkey the role that it has. So maybe something new needs to be invented, such as 

associate membership. I don’t know, something really sold in a highly distinctive 

manner to Turkey because of the importance of the state, of course; and, of course, for it 

to be acceptable to the people.” E5 is aware that there are many benefits for both actors, as 

well as costs, in the case of Turkish accession to the EU. According to the expert opinion of 

E5, a special relationship from the perspective of the EU does not leave open too many areas 

of potential cost, which would be bigger than benefits, but the EU is being very careful with 

Turkey, not least because of its global geopolitical relationship with two others big players, 

the US and Russia, with whom the EU already has this special relationship – and this is the 

price that Turkey is paying while trying to become a member of the EU.  

E6 supports integration, but emphasizes the conservative aspects of the EU. That said, 

integration would provide Turkey with more positives than negatives, especially in terms of 

political and legal freedoms as well as civil rights. E7 agrees with E6 in terms of supporting 

the integration of Turkey into the EU, referring to the positive reforms that would occur and 

their impact in Turkey. On the other hand, E7 states: “A drop in the accession dynamic has 

led to an immediate negative impact on the reform process and has subsequently led to a 

deterioration in the quality of life of many Turkish people.” E8 is also in favour of 

Turkish accession to the EU and, like E6 and E7, points to the positive impact and advantages 

of the reform process, especially in terms of human rights, women’s rights and further 

democratization in Turkey. E9 is also in favour of integration, stating that this is also the 

official policy of the Republic of Slovenia. In the end, however, E9 claims that it is also up to 

all member states, which, according to the Lisbon Treaty, can organize a “yes or no” 

referendum. The experts highlighted the benefits and the drawbacks for both actors. 

Benefits for Turkey: 

- Political: politically and symbolically important as a sign of full acceptance into the Western 

“club”; the accession would anchor Turkey firmly to the West and, presumably, help to 

resolve the Cyprus question (it is unlikely that Turkey would ultimately be admitted as a 

member without a political solution having been reached on Cyprus); political development; 

anchor Turkey to international standards of democracy and values; create greater levels of 

stability in the country and its periphery; democratization; enable higher democratic 
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standards; more democratic governance; improvement in human rights and stronger human 

rights protection; decline of police brutality and human rights violations; stronger 

environmental protection; in terms of Turkey having to resolve ongoing problems related to 

the Kurdish issue, Armenia and Cyprus; political freedoms and expansion of freedom of 

expression; adoption of the acquis, that is, a system of legal norms, standards etc. and a 

judiciary reform package. 

- Economic: make Turkey increasingly attractive for foreign direct investment (being a hub 

between Europe, the Middle East and Eurasia); being part of a common European market; 

access to a bigger market; development of Turkey’s undeveloped areas; educational benefits 

via the exchange of students; more competitive labour force.  

Turkey can profit as a state and as a people. E1 emphasizes: “In the past, the economic 

benefits of EU membership were always seen as the key benefit for Turkey. Although I 

think this fundamentally remains true, some in Turkey are now questioning this 

rationale in light of Europe’s own economic problems and Turkey’s increasingly 

vibrant, dynamic economy. Some analysts suggest that the economic benefits of 

membership for Turkey may now be outweighed by the potential constraints on its 

sovereignty and national fiscal and monetary policies.” 

Drawbacks for Turkey: 

- Political: abolition of visa liberalization towards non-EU members; exclusion of Turkish 

citizens from the free movement of people principle; modern-day conservative policies, such 

as a consumption society and excessive bureaucracy and regulations in some domains of life; 

membership involves a certain loss of sovereignty. 

- Economic: the current EU crisis tends to make it slightly inward-looking; the free market 

would be costly for Turkey. 

E1 emphasizes: “EU membership could dilute Turkey’s own individual power and 

standing, which it has been increasingly developing with respect to the Middle East and 

the Arab world.” 

Benefits for the EU: 
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- Political: potentially stronger geopolitical role and greater influence of the EU in the Middle 

East; the EU would become a strong global actor against rising powers (China, India Brazil); 

a strengthened EU foreign and security policy; significantly reinforce the EU in military terms 

and boost its defence capabilities (as Turkey is the second-largest NATO member, it would be 

able to offer strong self-defence or security measures); enlargement of peace and welfare for 

the EU; heightened geopolitical relevance of the EU in the Middle East through Turkish 

accession; energy security; lessen tensions within NATO; security stability in the EU’s 

backyard would be fortified with Turkey’s asylum, migration and border management 

policies being up to EU standards; foreign policy actor, including in the area of soft power; 

defining the external geographical borders of the EU, which, at the same time, would extend 

the influence of the EU as a soft power. 

- Economic: extended trade market; Turkish development as an economic power, with 1-2% 

economic growth (especially in light of the economic crisis, given that Turkey was hardly, if 

at all, affected); a huge young labour force; young population of Turkey; economic 

development in Turkey; a huge internal market; and a Turkish labour force, which is cheaper 

than the European one, but in certain areas is very well qualified. 

- Social: cultural diversity; Turkey may help Europe get over its essentialism and racism to 

some extent. 

The experts emphasize that they are sure that Turkish accession would strengthen the EU, 

both economically and politically, although the benefits are absolutely economic. 

 

Drawbacks for the EU: 

- Political: Turkey’s size would be a challenge for EU institutions (given that Turkey rivals 

Germany in terms of the size of its population); complex institutional decision-making; 

extension of the EU border to a volatile Middle East; unresolved immigration issues; 

unresolved cultural issues amongst European societies; mass migration flows; Turkey’s 

democratic record has been in doubt in recent years; mutual understanding has reached a low 

point; external borders – Schengen borders would not include for Turkey for quite some time 

until there are acceptable protocols etc. are in place, including to address new manifestations 

of instability; there would be an external border with Iraq, Syria and Iran, which are fragile 

states and thus represent potential migration problems; Turkey’s entry is likely to increase the 
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appeal of extreme right-wing political actors; decision-making would be less flexible and 

therefore damage the ‘actorness’, especially regarding the already difficult realm of EU 

foreign policy; political unrest in Turkey may cause instability in the EU; Turkey is simply 

too big a country. 

- Economic: Turkey’s economy would likely pose challenges for the EU budget (in terms of 

financial assistance for Turkey); EU’s small companies would lose business because there 

will be more efficient competitors from Turkey; copious investment will be needed to develop 

the undeveloped parts of Turkey; companies in the west of Turkey, which is fairly well 

developed, could be a match for German, French and British companies; the mid-west, mid-

east and far east of Turkey, which are economically undeveloped and have different social 

and cultural values and traditions, are going to need a lot of money from the EU budget and 

access to cohesion and social funds; European labour force costs would fall. 

- Social: socially and culturally undeveloped parts of Turkey; Islamic country; it is not a 

European country.  

E3 states: “There are already more Turks migrating back from Germany to Turkey than 

leaving Turkey for Germany.” Meanwhile, E9 stresses that: “Turkey shares an important 

common European history, but if you speak about the possible mix of EU Western 

countries and maybe some Eastern partnerships, there is hardly any country that is so 

close to the EU historically, politically, culturally and so on.” 

9.2.2 The reasons for the delay in the Turkish accession process and factors that 

influence the accession of the candidate state and EU enlargement 

E1 emphasizes that the path to EU membership is a long, rigorous process, while E2 argues 

that Turkey’s accession has already been delayed, adding: “The Turkish leadership has 

been discouraged by the EU’s perceived ‘hypocrisy’ and now does very little to 

implement the accession criteria.” For E3, Turkey is not yet ready to join, as it has more to 

do to bring itself up to EU standards in most areas, while delaying the membership talks has 

had an unnecessarily serious impact on the appetite of Ankara to carry out the necessary 

reforms, as well as impacted the process and relations with Turkey more broadly. E6 is of the 

opinion that the EU has behaved hypocritically towards Turkey in many ways, whereas E8 

emphasizes that the delay has negative consequences for both actors. E3 states that some 
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members have blocked chapters for political reasons. This is principally a reference to France 

and Germany, as neither supports Turkey’s membership because, according to E3, it would 

seriously impact their power as both currently enjoy being the two biggest members: “Turkey 

would have considerable weight in both the European Parliament and European 

Council, which would upset the current cosy status quo. While the former French 

president always said that Turkey was not culturally compatible with the EU, this 

argument has not been made by his successor, Francois Hollande, who has been more 

open and agreed to the unblocking of some chapters.” E4, meanwhile argues that, 

“Turkey itself has halted and, in some cases, reversed the accession process”, while E5 

poses the follow question: “Is the European Commission really harsher on Turkey than 

on other states, because Turkey has a different social system, you know, which is also 

historically penetrated with religion, and a strong army role?” E5 further states that the 

EC tries to play everything very carefully, saying that “the Commission does not want to 

propose something, a chapter to be closed, and then hit a wall with member states, 

because this will mean that the union is not unique and homogeneous regarding its 

opinion on Turkey… It doesn’t want internally heterogeneous opinions on the closure of 

the chapters.” But, according to E5, there is a problem on the Turkish side too, as the PM at 

that time, Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, as the leader of the executive branch, has been using the 

situation to his benefit, while not doing enough to align the Turkish legal system to the acquis 

in order to gain more power at home. E5 adds that Erdoğan has been playing a two-

dimensional game, saying that the EU is intervening in the internal affairs of Turkey. E5 

further emphasizes that it is the EU that sets the conditions for a country seeking to join, 

which means that the candidate state needs to satisfy the EU’s conditions, which is not the 

same as saying that the EU is intervening in internal affairs. No matter what organization a 

country is willing to join, it is the organization that sets the rules and the conditions, which the 

candidate must fulfil in order to become a member. In the case of the EU, the accession 

process brings with it an enormous list of rules called the acquis. For E5, Erdoğan has been 

using these stalemates to maintain the status quo in order to impose his own power over 

Turkish citizens at home. This was necessary, even when there was a peaceful time, but now 

he has even more problems. That said, he has not been scapegoating the EU in the context of 

the uprising, as this would neither be legitimate nor appropriate because the EU has standards 

regarding the freedom of assembly; for example, in the EU, people can assemble for whatever 
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reason they want, while member states are not sending their respective armies into the streets, 

as they recognize the importance of democratic expression. There is mutual respect whereby 

both actors know what interference in domestic affairs means, and it is not legally appropriate 

to do any blaming or shaming. In terms of the negotiation process, however, this is absolutely 

the cause, given that the EU sets the standards for new members, and it can blame and shame 

whomever the EC wants to via those standards. As E5 states: “I think this is actually a 

really good exercise in showing the complexity of this process, and you have chosen a 

really good case for it.”  

The experts emphasize the following reasons for the delay in the accession process: 

- Size 

- Muslim culture 

- The Cyprus issue is a bottleneck, which Turkey must resolve before it can become a member 

(this has been criticized by Turkey as the most blatant example of EU ‘double standards’) 

- The Ankara Protocol has not been ratified 

- Legal reasons, that is, Turkey has not changed its domestic law according to the Acquis 

Communautaire 

- The political context 

- Concerns in some EU member states about issues related to political reforms, the rule of law, 

human rights, treatment of women and minorities, etc. 

- Political issues over a long period of time (human rights violations, insufficient democratic 

governance) 

- France and Germany’s forewarning that the country’s accession may be reduced to a 

‘privileged partnership’ 

- Blocked chapters for political reasons, principally by France and Germany, related to Turkish 

accession’s impact on their power 

- Turkey is not ready yet 

- The delay has had a serious impact on the appetite of Ankara to carry out reforms 

- The kind of two-dimensional game that Erdoğan has been playing 

- The EC is being extra careful 

- Conditions change as governments change 

- Civilizational essentialism, that is, an underlying “us vs. them” understanding in the EU 
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- Electoral politics of core European (mostly conservative) governments 

- Christian Democrats in particular promote their Turkey policy purely as a domestic policy, 

reacting to and fuelling the proto-orientalist arguments of their electorate 

- EU internal problems, that is, both sides’ political elites are not prioritizing the issue 

- The fact that 15 or 16 negotiation chapters are being blocked by the EC, supported by some 

EU member countries 

- Blockades are politically motivated, which is contrary to the rules and thus unfair 

- Concrete dilemmas, where both sides claimed that the other side has neither done anything 

nor done enough to help to resolve delays in the process 

Regarding the solutions to the issues listed above, E1 said that progress on the various 

stumbling blocks related to Cyprus are crucial in order to achieve a degree of forward 

momentum enabling Turkey’s accession process to get back on track, adding that domestic 

politics in Turkey over the next few months will be another critical factor. E1 further 

emphasized that the aforementioned issues are unlikely to be resolved and that accession is, at 

best, a decade away (2023), but most probably further in the distance: “If EU member states, 

such as Germany, continue to perceive there is political backsliding in Turkey, it is 

unlikely that there will be much progress on Turkey’s accession negotiations in the near 

future.” According to E2, it is not possible to predict the directions and duration of potential 

solutions (if any), as there has been little progress on improving human rights, while political 

reform has stagnated. E2 referred to one of Erdoğan’s public speeches, in when he stated that, 

if Turkey does not become a member of the EU by 2023, it will withdraw from the accession 

process, which represents the only publicly declared ‘time frame’. E3 emphasizes that 

progress depends entirely on there being sufficient political will, as the EU is currently 

visionless, as the leaders of key member states are too busy with their internal problems, 

focusing on domestic popularity rather than on wider, longer-term strategic issues, which in 

turn allows Turkey to cherry-pick at reform. Given its limited influence on Ankara, the EU 

can hardly influence Turkey’s political elites, as the main opposition in Turkey, the CHP, has 

not been pushing the ruling AKP to progress the EU accession process, as emphasized by E3. 

E4 agrees that it is fundamentally a question of political will and changes in political attitude 

can go a long way, which succinctly explains why the opening of a new chapter for Turkey 

occurred with a change in French leadership. E5, meanwhile, states that it is entirely up to the 
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Turkish domestic and political situation, civil society, opposition and independent experts, 

and whomever else has any potential influence over the government, to argue that the 

democratic standards that the EU is proposing within the accession process would be good for 

Turkey and, as such, it should pursue them. According to E5, now is the time for Turkey to 

clearly show whether or not it is prepared for open political dialogue domestically, which is 

also the reason where people have been turning out on the streets. It is entirely up to Turkish 

society and politics; the EU knows this and is actually waiting. E5 emphasizes that the EU is 

being very careful, as it knows the situation is delicate. As such, the ball is being left in 

Erdoğan’s court, while he appears to be behaving in a more autocratical fashion, to resolve the 

situation on his own. For E6, Turkey will eventually become an EU member, but at a time 

when it will no longer matter that much. Meanwhile, E7 is of the opinion that patience is 

needed from the Turkish side, as well as the pro-accession parties in Europe, suggesting that 

the solution lies in insisting on the continuation of the process/negotiations, as well as 

stressing that the Turkish side is running out of patience, and that simply imposing deadlines 

is the wrong policy. E9 argues that the chapters are being blocked for political reasons, 

emphasizing that the toughest issue is the Cyprus question. 

According to E1, satisfying the CC and the requirements of the acquis represents the real 

criteria, which in recent years have become stronger, although there is also an even greater 

emphasis on the readiness and maturity of a candidate’s democratic institutions and its ability 

to meet EU standards and expectations regarding political processes. E1 further claims that 

the candidate’s relations or conflicts with individual member states have also greatly 

influenced the situation. E2 emphasizes that the biggest factor in play concerns the quality of 

democracy and human rights protection, together with economic factors and indicators, while 

the CC are the ‘real criteria. E3 also states that the CC represent the crucial element, adds that, 

in the end, what is supposed to be a technical process will ultimately require a political 

decision by the EU. E4 shares the view that the CC should be the real criteria, while, 

according to E5, the Madrid Criteria from 1995 are also relevant, emphasizing that, in 

different countries, democratically functioning institutions mean different things, given that 

the political history of certain countries is different from that of Turkey, which may provide 

the latter with some understanding of the difference between its society, political history, 

rights and even religious influence and others, as these represent the culture of the people. In 
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the case of Turkey, according to E5, the geopolitical position of the state, the role of the army 

and how fundamental human rights are respected reflect the country’s unique social culture 

and, of course, the security and stability issues of the country, especially in terms of 

monitoring of its eastern border and migration, which emphasize Turkey’s highly important 

role in anti-terrorism measures, while acknowledging that its own understanding of the 

Kurdish political parties is not in line with the European one. E5 states that the crux of the 

situation concerns the potential benefits that Turkey would bring to the EU, while E6 states 

that the Turkey’s geographical position and culture, as well as it political and economic 

conditions, play a role in the accession process. According to E7, the CC were applied 

inconsistently among different EU members. For E7, the Greek accession process was an 

example of a politically conducted accession process, adding that it involved an overzealous 

application of the criteria (thus, the EU mechanism has already proved effective). E8 states 

that, in the hinterland of Germany, acceptable countries are those that emphasize an imagined 

and physical geography. Meanwhile, E9 states that the CC are primary and somewhat precise 

criteria, adding that, in certain areas, they should be even more explicit and go even further in 

terms of substance, such as human rights and the financial system. E9 agrees that there is a set 

of rules, agreements and procedures that an applicant country has to fulfil or implement in the 

future, along with some geographical limits of the EU, the most important of which is now the 

system of values and the integration process, such as the culture of the integration process and 

other benefits of the EU, human rights, democratization, abolition of death penalty and other 

values that the EU stands for. Virtually any country could implement these values without 

being geographically part of the EU. According to E9, while Turkey is a part of the European 

geographical area, the importance and the soft power of the EU do not directly link to this 

geographical area as such. 

According to E1, religion is seen as a definite contributing factor to the hesitancy and caution 

among some EU leaders and EU publics regarding Turkey’s eventual EU membership, 

emphasizing that there are worries about how Turkish accession would fundamentally alter 

the identity and character of the EU. E2 claims that the EC has categorically denied that 

religion is playing any role, as has the Council of Ministers, adding that the EU rejects any 

allegations that Turkish membership is delayed due to religious diversity, as the political and 

economic factors are far more prevalent. E3 emphasizes that the EU is not about religion, but 
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that religion has been used in the public discourse in some member states as a reason to 

oppose Turkey’s accession, given that, since 9/11, Islam has been increasingly viewed as 

being attached to terrorism, while fear has escalated due to a lack of understanding about 

Islam in the EU. E3 refers to Sarkozy’s claim that Turkey was culturally incompatible with 

the EU. According to E5, in a legal sense, religion per se is not an issue, even though it is the 

issue that will most like be politicized. E5 points out that, while the Southern Mediterranean 

migrants who go to the EU to “steal jobs” from Europeans are predominantly Muslim, they 

are in fact Arabs. E5 emphasizes the different cultural traditions within different religions, 

which represents a potentially politicized issue. That said, while religion is important issue 

these days, it is not so at an intergovernmental level, where it is the least important. According 

to E6, religion plays an essentialist role in perceptions and shapes prejudice towards non-

Christian, non-Western (oriental) cultures. E7 is of opinion that the prospect of a majority 

Muslim country entering the EU is certainly is one of the key arguments used by opponents, 

which has and will continue to make Turkish accession harder. For E8, public opinion gives 

importance to religious values, while, according to E9, some rejection Turkish membership of 

the EU because Turkey is an Islamic country, which should not be the case, as religion should 

not be seen as important in the accession process. E9 emphasizes that the European practice is 

to impose a strict division between religion as a matter of the individual and that of the state, 

adding that it does not matter what religion a country has, as long as religion only concerns 

the individual and the practice of his/her religion, rather than considering religion as a 

political tool in state affairs. 

Regarding further enlargement, E1 refers to Georgia, Azerbaijan and Armenia as countries 

belonging to a “wider Europe”, adding that Georgia and Ukraine have expressed long-term 

EU aspirations. E1 further states that the EU is eager to engage with such countries to help 

promote greater political and economic stability on its eastern border, while emphasizing that 

there is a definite question mark among many Europeans about where Europe “ends”, as well 

as the lack of appetite in the EU to go further than the Western Balkans. E3 states that these 

countries are all part of the EU’s European Neighbourhood Policy and Eastern Partnership 

initiative, with an interest in further economic and political integration with the EU. Indeed, 

Armenia and Georgia presented a draft of the Association Agreements and Deep and 

Comprehensive Free Trade Agreements at the Vilnius Eastern Partnership Summit in 
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December 2013, which was signed in 2014, although Azerbaijan is slightly less advanced in 

this respect. Furthermore, Georgia is pushing the issue of membership perspective (along with 

Moldova and Ukraine), whereas Armenia is in a more difficult situation because of its close 

ties with Russia. According to E3, Moldova and Ukraine are all fundamentally European and, 

if they meet the relevant criteria, they should be allowed to apply for membership. E2, 

meanwhile, states there is no enlargement perspective to reflect on, with E4 pointing out that 

there is endless enlargement is not possible. According to E5, being non-European, according 

to Article 49, means that they should never enter the EU. However, in E5’s view, being 

‘European’ does not apply to geography but to a political definition; it’s a political definition, 

whether a country is European or not. E5 adds that putting the main values that the EU holds 

into practice, rather than geography, will show that, through its domestic governance, a 

country is moving closer to the EU. E7, meanwhile, states that the aforementioned countries 

are not non-European in the same way as Turkey, emphasizing that Europe is a political not a 

geographic category, and that the countries of the Caucasus could become EU members. For 

E9, countries of the Caucasus see themselves as European, adding that the European 

Neighbourhood Policy and Eastern Partnership initiative is an important way in which to 

extend EU values beyond current borders, which may encourage other countries to realize 

their membership ambitions. 

9.2.3 Anti-governmental protests in Turkey in 2013 and their impact on the Turkey’s EU 

accession process  

The experts argue that the claims regarding the protests as a precursor to civil war are 

exaggerated, although E5 states: “Politically speaking, this could see sides change, even 

among the people. The government could lose, of course, lose support. But, as long as the 

government has the support of the army, I don’t think so. Unfortunately, this sort of, 

let’s say, autocratic criteria in my view will stick to Turkey.” E2 is of the opinion that the 

protests represented the seeds of a democratic rebirth, adding that political and religious 

diversity is not strong enough to be correlated into a civil war. For E2: “Ethnic diversity and 

linguistic divisions (Turkish vs. Kurdish identity) reached a dangerous hiatus in the 

1990s, but have since been politically debated and mitigated to the extent that the 

danger of civil war is unlikely (though not completely unthinkable).” Meanwhile, E3 
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stresses that: “The point is that the Prime Minister is guilty of ignoring the rights and 

lifestyle of those that do not support the AKP or differ in ideology.” According to E3, 

governance and decision-making should be done in an inclusive way; but, as Erdoğan chose 

to ignore 50% of the country, there were consequences, namely, the Gezi Park protests. E4 

states that society is polarized between supporters and bitter opponents of the PM. E5 is of the 

opinion that, if this sort of symbolic manifestation of democracy within the state continues, 

this could provide an opportunity for an opposition party to present itself as being more viable 

in terms of cooperation with the EU, resulting in clear bilateral support. That said, E5 

emphasizes that, if there is no international support, power structures are not going to change 

in Turkey. According to E6, the chess game between the intolerant AKP government and 

progressive protestors will continue: “Things can change for the better only if the AKP 

government changes its attitude (very unlikely with their authoritarian, one-man-led 

culture) or the government falls and a more tolerant government comes in.” E7 is of the 

opinion that the Gezi Park protests helped to expose the massive tensions in Turkish society. 

For E8, however, this is what happens in democracies, while E9 offers an interesting 

explanation of the protests, in the sense that they represent a conflict between modernity and 

tradition. According to E9, the social background to these protests is important; in other 

words, in societies nowadays, expressions of discontent proliferate because of developments 

in IT, which dominate everyday life. E9 stresses that the escalation of the brutal use of police 

force also highlights the stark contrast between the traditional approach of the police and that 

of the protestors, who were basically demanding and acting in a manner that was typical of 

protestors within the EU. E9 further explains that these protests represented a massive 

awakening of civil society in Turkey: “This is a new phenomenon on such a large, major, 

general scale and, at the same time, it also shows that pure economic development is not 

enough. After a certain period of extremely successful economic development, people, if 

I may put it that way, they want more, they want some social advantages, education 

advantages, some more flexible liberal approach, not a patriarchal one and so on.” E9 

regards these events as a sort of continuum, showing how difficult it is for governments to 

update or modernize in their approach.  

According to E1 and E3, the accession process was affected by the postponed opening of 

Chapter 22 on regional policy until after the publication of the annual Progress Report in 
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autumn 2013, meaning that it also depended on how the protests were to unfold in ensuing 

months (in 2013). According to E2, it could have either further blocked or accelerated 

accession negotiations. E3, meanwhile, stresses that there is still no sign that Chapters 23 and 

24 will be opened, whereas E4 emphasizes that it had already been de facto postponed for a 

few years, adding that the biggest obstacle in EU-Turkey relations is the sheer indifference 

shown by the Turkish government. In E5’s view, the EC will make an assessment of the 

situation before it starts opening any other chapters to negotiations, stating that the utmost 

interest on the part of the EU is to secure a stable Turkish state and international partner. 

According to E6, postponement was the result of police brutality and the AKP government’s 

intolerance, while, for E7, EU accession efforts should have been boosted, not halted, as a 

result, as they are an important tool to effect change in areas such as police training and the 

rule of law. E8 states that Germany responded harshly, before softening later on. E9 is of the 

opinion that postponing the negotiation process could be a mistake, as the EU membership 

process or accession process is the most important driving force behind the development of 

the country; and, in this case, Turkey needs support to help it overcome this clash between 

modernity and tradition. Meanwhile, E9 states that, with the implementation of the acquis, the 

candidate state receives a kind of updated compass with which to proceed. 

9.2.4  “Plan B” for Turkey 

In the case of ‘plan B’, E1 suggests that Turkey should develop the closest possible 

relationship with the EU, as well as develop itself into a regional power in its own right, with 

influence over both Europe and the Middle East. E2 makes a similar suggestion, stating that 

Turkey can have a strong political and economic presence in the world without being an EU 

member, whereas its democracy and human rights may regress. E3 holds a similar view that 

the accession process will improve Turkey in different areas, but it is important to mention 

that the country is big enough and potentially powerful enough to survive without EU 

membership, such that it may be more productive to pursue closer cooperation with other key 

regions and partners. E4 does not see joining any alternative organization as a credible 

scenario, while E5 is of the opinion that Turkey could unilaterally act on imposing hegemony 

or legitimate leadership in the Mediterranean. E5 adds that Turkey could also facilitate 

bridge-building opportunities between the Middle East and Europe, but it would need to 
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clarify its role toward the US and Russia, as well as suggesting that a special partnership with 

the EU which could lead to eventual membership. E5 further emphasizes that the kind of 

partnership Turkey wants with the EU will be based on the benefits it offers, including close 

relations with other NATO partners, such as the US and other Islamic states within the 

Organization of Islamic Cooperation, or at least with countries around the Black Sea or 

Russia, which would enable it to play some sort of bridge-building role in a sincere and open 

way. Meanwhile, for E6: “Religious and nationalist politics present dead ends for 

Turkey.” According to this expert, ‘plan B’ should be further democratization with more civil 

rights and civil liberties, resulting in a strong left-wing alternative to the AKP and a resolution 

of the Kurdish issue. E7 suggests that a privileged partnership would be enough due to 

Turkey’s strong transatlantic ties, along with boosting the rule of law, accountability of public 

institutions and access to Europe. E8 is of the opinion that ‘plan B’ for Turkey should be 

collaboration with the Middle Eastern gateway and the entire globe, while E9 claims that, 

whether or not Turkey joins, at the end of the process, it should be complementary to the EU, 

on the basis that, through the accession process, it has met EU criteria. 

9.2.5 The necessary changes for Turkey 

E1 is of opinion that, if there is seriousness on both sides, then both need to show some 

flexibility. According to this expert, Turkey should resolve the Cyprus issue, while the EU 

should overcome internal division and open new chapters of the acquis. For E2, it is necessary 

to focus on educating the younger generation on tolerance, diversity, human rights and 

peaceful activism, as well as potentially transform future decision makers at the grassroots 

level, which would ultimately have a longer-standing effect than any reform project that was 

imposed from the top down. E3 is minded that Turkey needs a new PM with an inclusive 

approach, who is able to bring together all the elements of Turkish society, which is presently 

not the case. E4, meanwhile, believes that Turkish accession to the EU would be of benefit to 

a very significant majority within Turkish society; therefore, it is necessary to continue 

implementing EU rules and engaging in EU negotiations. E5 states that the most important 

factor is social cohesion, in the form of the equal distribution of wealth and socio-economic 

standards, improved educational opportunities, greater respect for human rights, and a long-

term solution to the Kurdish question: “If Turkey manages to show… how to effectively 
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and legitimately solve the Kurdish minority case, this could be an opportunity for 

Turkey to raise its image internationally.” E6 is of the opinion that, in order to challenge 

Erdoğan effectively in elections, it is necessary to put forward a charismatic, strong, 

enlightened and liberal democratic left-wing leader, while suggesting that changes need to be 

made to the existing laws on political parties and bring about ‘intra-party democracy’: 

“Decentralization of power in Turkey’s administrative structure and the party system 

would ease social tensions and bring social peace to Turkey.” For E7, the necessary 

changes are concerned with strengthening the rule of law, access to an impartial judiciary and 

increasing general public accountability, and providing all citizens with access to a 

depoliticized judiciary. Meanwhile, E8 emphasizes the need to make changes regarding 

women’s rights, whereas E9 is minded that, in order for civil society to engage in the 

negotiation process, the EU should encourage the candidate country much more by expressing 

support and help it to come to the end of the negotiation process as prepared as feasibly 

possible. 

10 RESEARCH CONCLUSIONS AND SUMMARY 

The research questions were our main guideline for the design of the research.  

We made four hypotheses, all of which we can confirm.   

H1: More than 50% of respondents support the current anti-governmental protests 

We confirm this hypothesis on the basis that 81% of respondents either support or strongly 

support the current anti-governmental protests. 

H2: More than 50% of respondents support Turkish accession to the EU 

We confirm this hypothesis on the basis that 57% of respondents support Turkish accession to 

the EU. 

H3: More than 50% of respondents do not trust in the Turkish press 

We confirm this hypothesis on the basis that 813% of respondents either do not trust at all or 

do not trust in the Turkish press. 
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H4: More than 50% of respondents do not trust in Turkish television 

We confirm this hypothesis on the basis that 84% of respondents either do not trust at all or 

do not trust in Turkish television. 

Our qualitative research question helped us to design a proper questionnaire for the experts. 

The qualitative research question was: “What are the experts’ opinions and views on Turkey’s 

progress towards joining the EU and the anti-governmental protests in Turkey during May 

2013?” The experts are in favour of Turkish accession to the EU as it would be a win-win 

situation, but they do not envisage accession happening, even in the long term. They also 

emphasize the fact that Erdoğan has publicly announced the timeframe, whereby, if Turkey 

does not join the EU by 2023, it will withdraw from the accession process entirely. According 

to the experts, it is unlikely that Turkey will enter the EU, especially not until it solves the 

Cyprus issue, a factor that is also politically blocking the opening of chapters, which Turkey 

has criticized as the most blatant example of EU double standards. France and Germany have 

also sought to block the accession process, as both fear a loss of power because of Turkey’s 

size in terms of population, which would make Turkey the largest or second-largest member 

state, rivalling Germany. There are several other issues, which are presenting a stumbling 

block on the path to EU membership for Turkey. The anti-governmental protests in 2013 also 

impacted progress regarding Turkish accession to the EU, as the EU delayed the opening of 

the chapter on regional policy until after the publication of a Progress Report in autumn 2013. 

Some experts criticize the EU for not taking advantage of the situation in order to encourage 

Turkey to make progress with necessary reforms, instead of punishing it and delaying the 

negotiations. That said, the excessive use of police force and water cannons and tear gas 

among protesters, as well as the non-freedom of the media, inevitably provoked censure. 

Indeed, the EU monitored the situation, expressing its opinion in the 2013 Progress Report. 

The experts agree that, even if Turkey does not enter the EU, it will not the ‘end of the world’, 

given that, in the course of the accession process, it will catch up with EU standards and reach 

the same level as other EU members, especially in terms of greater democracy, human rights 

and freedoms. According to the experts, Turkey is strong enough to stand up by itself. 

In the end, we can also answer the main research question: “Why is Turkey ‘kept at the gate’ 

and how will the anti-governmental protests influence the accession process?” There are 
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several issues that Turkey should resolve in order to enter the EU, which tend to be formal 

issues, although some are informal. The accession process is a technical exercise, which 

ultimately results in a political decision. The experts highlighted that the main issues included 

Kurdish issues, the Armenian issue, the Cyprus issue, external borders, the large population 

size, the Ankara Protocol, human rights violations, insufficient democratic governance, 

political reforms not being carried out, and restrictions of a political nature. But they also 

admitted that religion plays a role, given that Turkey is predominantly Muslim country 

(although not in a legal sense) and, since 9/11, there has been a lack of understanding about 

Islam and Islamic culture in Europe, and the religion’s perceived links to terrorism. Although 

there has been no official statement that religion has played a role in the accession process, it 

is used by opponents for politicization purposes. The anti-governmental protests in 2013 

impacted the Turkish accession process on account of human rights violations, such as police 

brutality and the excessive use of tear gas and water cannons, which led the EU to postpone 

the accession talks. Turkey is progressing very slowly and it seems it will remain ‘at the gate’ 

for quite some time. 

This year represents 30 years since Turkey asked for full membership. As it has still not 

become a member, may wonder if it ever will do so.  

Turkish accession to the EU will always be an interesting research topic, in the context of 

monitoring Turkish politics and relations with the EU and other global actors, as well as the 

behaviour of Recep Tayyip Erdogan, the current Turkish president, towards Turkish citizens 

and the EU. Furthermore, we suggest that, in the future, such questionnaires are translated 

into the Turkish language, in order to engage with a larger survey sample than in our study.   

Former Turkish diplomat Zeki Kuneralp, in the last sentence of his book, Just a Diplomat, 

says: “Yes, it is no easy thing to be a Turk, but is not the privilege of being one all the greater 

for that?” (Kuneralp, 1992). 
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POVZETEK 

Turčija je poseben primer države kandidatke za vstop v Evropsko unijo, saj se sooča s 

številnimi težavami in vprašanji, ki zadevajo njeno članstvo. Poleg tega pa so dodaten vpliv 

na pristop Turčije k EU imeli tudi protivladni protesti, ki so se začeli konec maja 2013 v 

Istanbulu, kot mirni okoljevarstveni protesti proti izgradnji 94. nakupovalnega centra na 

mestu, kjer stoji Gezi Park. Turčija za svoje članstvo v EU mora izpolniti tako 

Kopenhagenska merila, poleg tega se pojavljajo tudi druge zahteve za pridobitev članstva. 

Letos mineva 30 let, odkar je Turčija zaprosila za polnopravno članstvo EU, zato nas je v 

raziskovanju vodilo glavno raziskovalno vprašanje: Zakaj je Turčija zadržana ob vstopu v 

EU in ali so protivladni protesti maja 2013 imeli dodatni vpliv na približevanje Turčije k 

EU? Da bi odgovorili na glavno raziskovalno vprašanje, smo v nalogi uporabili kvantitativno 

in kvalitativno raziskovalno metodologijo, in sicer v kvantitativnem delu raziskave smo 

raziskavo izvedli na nereprezentativnem vzorcu (n = 425; v celoti izpolnjenih anket n = 270) s 

spletno anketo v angleščini, ki smo jo poslali Turkom, ki smo jih našli na družbenih omrežjih, 

v skupinah na družbenih omrežjih, poslali smo jih tudi po elektronski pošti na univerze, da te 

naprej posredujejo študentom. V kvalitativnem delu raziskave pa smo izvedli intervjuje (v 

živo, preko telefona in preko elektronske pošte, saj je večina bila iz tujine) z eksperti – 

političnimi analitiki, strokovnjaki in raziskovalci na področju evropskih študij, evropskih 

integracij, diplomacije idr.  

Za razumevanje te naloge je treba poznati tudi nekatera zgodovinska dejstva. Turčija se je 

odločila, da bo 14. aprila 1987 zaprosila za polno članstvo v EGS. Leta 1993 je Turčija začela 

pogajanja z EU za carinsko unijo in jih dokončala leta 1995. Carinska unija med Turčijo in 

EU je začela veljati s 1. januarjem 1996 (Delegacija Evropske unije v Turčiji 2013, Evropska 

unija 2013, Europa 2013; Komisija 2013). 

Svet EU je potekal med 10. in 11. decembrom 1999 v Helsinkih in Turčiji podelil status 

države kandidatke za članstvo v EU (Evropska komisija 2013, Delegacija Evropske unije v 

Turčiji 2013), "prva muslimanska kandidatka" ("Müslüman Ilk Aday"), kot je bilo objavljeno 

v turškem časopisu Hürriyet (Hürriyet 1999, citirano v Robins 2003, 548). Turška vlada je 

19. marca 2001 sprejela Nacionalni program za prevzem pravnega reda EU (NPAA). Zaradi 

zadostnega izpolnjevanja Kopenhagenskih političnih meril (Peterson in Shackleton 2002, 49) 

je odločitev Evropskega sveta, 17. decembra 2004, v Bruslju o odprtju pristopnih pogajanj s 

Turčijo omogočila, da se je pogajalski proces začel 3. oktobra 2005. Pogajanja o poglavju 



 

 

 

Znanost in raziskave so se odprla in zaključila 12. junija 2006. Do danes še niso bila odprta 

vsa poglavja (Evropska komisija 2013, Delegacija Evropske unije v Turčiji 2013). 

Širitvena politika EU je precej zapletena in zahtevna, ampak velja za najuspešnejše 

zunanjepolitično orodje, ki ga ima EU, je orodje širitve (Cini in Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 

2010, 419). Cini in Pérez-Solórzano Borragán (2010, 3) poudarjata, da članstvo v Evropski 

uniji, družina liberalno-demokratičnih držav, prinaša obveznosti članom, delovanje skupaj s 

pomočjo institucionaliziranega sistema odločanja ter skupnim vrednotam, ki temeljijo na 

demokraciji, spoštovanju človekovih pravic in načelih socialne pravičnosti. V preteklosti so 

merila za vstop v EU bila precej nejasna, saj niso opredeljevala, kaj dejansko pomeni Evropa, 

kot tudi demokracija države ni bila jasno opredeljena in vključena v nobeno pogodbo. Leta 

1993 je Svet EU v Kopenhagnu sklenil, da morajo države, ki so se pripravljene pridružiti EU, 

spoštovati bolj specifična merila (Cini in Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 5). Med pristopnim 

procesom EU spodbuja reforme v potencialnih državah kandidatkah, kar nekako zagotavlja 

stabilnost v celotni regiji (Cini in Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 7). 

Cini in Pérez-Solórzano Borragán (2010, 422–423) ločita perspektivo racionalistov in 

konstruktivistov v procesu širitve, kjer je od konstruktivistov odvisna izbira držav kandidatk, 

saj ti ocenjujejo na osnovi skupne izmenjave evropskih norm in vrednot, identifikacije z EU 

in legitimnih zahtev EU za države kandidatke, medtem ko je od racionalistov odvisen celoten 

proces pogajanj, kjer racionalisti ocenjujejo individualne lastne materialistične interese, 

prednosti in slabosti pristopa neke kandidatke.  

V skladu z novim 49. členom v Maastrichtski pogodbi (PEU) za članstvo lahko zaprosi katera 

koli evropska država, ki zagotavlja spoštovanje načel svobode in demokracije ter kaže 

spoštovanje človekovih pravic in temeljnih svoboščin. Kopenhagenska merila igrajo 

pomembno vlogo v pristopnem procesu, ker so osnova uradnih razprav s prihodnjimi 

državami članicami. Pogajanja so v celoti povezana s sprejetjem pravnega reda EU – 35 

političnih področij, razdeljenih v poglavja (Cini in Pérez-Solórzano Borragán 2010, 426). 

Pomembno dejstvo o pogajanjih je, da se pogajata čas in pogoji, potrebni za izvajanje 

pravnega reda, ne pa sama poglavja (European Commission Enlargement 2014). Cini in 

Pérez-Solórzano Borragán (2010, 426) poudarjata, da je proces sam po sebi ‘vzemi ali pusti’, 

kajti Evropska komisija je tista, ki določa pogoje in časovni okvir. Po podatkih Eurobarometra 

(2005–2010) turško javno mnenje kaže, da upada odstotek tistih, ki podpirajo članstvo Turčije 

v EU (leta 2010 zgolj še 59 %).  



 

 

 

Kot smo že omenili, je eden od osnovnih pogojev za članstvo v EU, da mora biti država 

evropska in spoštovati vrednote spoštovanja človekovega dostojanstva, svobode, demokracije, 

enakosti, pravne države in spoštovanja človekove pravice, vključno z manjšinskimi 

pravicami. Poleg tega morajo prevladovati pluralizem, nediskriminacija, strpnost, pravičnost, 

solidarnost in enakost med ženskami in moškimi. EU temelji na načelih svobode, demokracije 

in spoštovanja človekovih pravic ter temeljnih svoboščin in pravne države ter poskuša 

poglobiti solidarnost med svojimi narodi ob spoštovanju njihove zgodovine, njihove kulture 

in njihovih tradicij (Lizbonska pogodba 2008–2013). Kopenhagenska merila si prizadevajo 

zagotoviti, da države kandidatke izpolnjujejo določena politična, gospodarska in pravna 

merila. Politična merila se nanašajo na stabilnost institucij, ki zajemajo demokracijo, pravno 

državo, spoštovanje človekovih pravic ter spoštovanje in zaščito manjšin, medtem ko se 

ekonomska merila nanašajo na delujoče tržno gospodarstvo in zmožnost obvladovanja 

pritiska konkurence in tržnih sil znotraj EU. Toda od decembra 1995 je Evropski svet v 

Madridu dodal še eno merilo, ki se nanaša na širitev upravnih struktur za učinkovito 

sprejemanje zakonodaje EU (Marktler 2006, 344–345). Ugotovili smo, da nekateri avtorji, kot 

je Rezler (2011), verjamejo, da Kopenhagenska merila niso učinkovita merila, medtem ko 

drugi, kot je Wammen (2013), Füle (2013) in Saatçioglu (2009), verjamejo, da 

Kopenhagenska merila ostajajo bistvena formalna merila in bistvo širitvene politike.  

V nadaljevanju smo ugotavljali, kako definiramo, kaj je »evropsko«. Namreč, Horvat (2000) 

trdi, da ideja o združeni Evropi temelji na soobstoju vseh nasprotujočih ideoloških, 

nacionalnih, verskih, razvojnih in gospodarskih tokov, ki so se oblikovali v dolgih stoletjih 

svoje zgodovine. Bomberg, Peterson in Stubb (2008) pa trdijo, da »evropsko« nima nobene 

uradne opredelitve, vendar gotovo združuje različne geografske, zgodovinske in kulturne 

elemente, na katere vplivajo različna zgodovinska obdobja in ki so prispevali k evropski 

identiteti. Tudi Kos (2009, 48) je poudaril, da izraz »evropsko« ni dovolj jasen, da bi bil pogoj 

za nadaljnjo širitev EU; dodal je, da je v antični Grčiji »evropsko« pomenilo »politično, 

socialno, kulturno ali splošno civilizacijsko razliko iz barbarskega 'vzhoda'«, kasneje pa se je 

nanašal na »pretežno njeno geopolitično, versko, kulturno in civilizacijsko razdrobljenost 

različnih kulturnih in civilizacijskih krogov«. Po Huntingtonovi (1996) knjigi The Clash of 

Civilizations je Evropa razdeljena na zahodni in vzhodni del Evrope, kjer slednje vključujejo 

Rusijo, Belorusijo, Romunijo, Bolgarijo, Grčijo, Makedonijo in Srbijo, in s to razdelitvijo je 

hotel oceniti meje EU, kjer je merilo vzhodnih in jugovzhodnih meja EU, da zahodne 

civilizacije sodijo le v katoliško-protestantsko Evropo (Kos 2009, 53–58). Kos (2009, 62–63) 



 

 

 

je izjavil, da je evropska civilizacija zgodovinska, multinacionalna, multikulturna in 

sekularna. Poleg tega je Evropska komisija v svojem poročilu leta 1992 zapisala, da Evrope ni 

mogoče formalno opredeliti, vendar Komisija poudarja, da Evropa združuje geografske, 

zgodovinske in kulturne elemente, ki prispevajo k evropski identiteti (Šabec 2006, 211). S 

svojo strateško lokacijo ima Turčija velik vpliv v Črnem morju, Sredozemlju in na Bližnjem 

vzhodu (Heritage (ed.) 2002, 576). Če bi se Turčija pridružila EU, bi zagotovo imela največje 

ozemlje znotraj EU, ker ima za 139.761 km² večje ozemlje od Francije (CIA 2015). V skladu 

z 49. členom Maastrichtske pogodbe Turčija izpolnjuje pogoj – da je v Evropi, saj manjšina 

območja Turčije leži v Evropi in meri 24.378 km² (The Directorate General of Press and 

Information 1993, 3). Arih (2008, 252–253) je poudaril, da je Turčija muslimanska država, a 

se veliko bolj razlikuje od njenih muslimanskih sosed, poleg tega pa je sekularna država, ki jo 

določa Ustava, in kjer Šeriatsko pravo ni v veljavi, EU pa bi dokazala veljavnost »načela 

enotnosti v raznolikosti« s sprejetjem Turčije kot članice EU. 

Kovač (2009, 46) pravi, da če druga civilizacija želi, da se šteje za evropsko, mora premagati 

»krizo racionalizma in razviti sekularno družbo, vzpostaviti odprto-umni sekularizem in 

omogočiti svobodo odločanja v lastnem življenju«, do takrat raje predlaga, da z njimi gradi 

privilegirane odnose, saj so drugačni in ne vemo, kako jih lahko kot take integriramo v 

evropsko entiteto, brez jamstva za prihodnji obstoj lastne kulture. Karadzoski in Siljanoska 

(2011, 65) pravita: »Evrocentrizem lahko pomeni težnjo k ustvarjanju močne, specifične 

»evropske« identitete ali modela za odvzem in podcenjevanje držav iz jugovzhodne Evrope in 

Turčije, pa tudi državljanov, ki živijo v njih.« Avtorja (Karadzoski in Siljanoska 2011, 65) 

opozarjata na uporabo izraza »evrocentrizem«, saj lahko spodbudi »evroskepticizem« in se 

zato »lahko odraža na stabilnosti in varnosti celotne evropske celine«, lahko pa deluje tudi 

nespodbudno za Turčijo in zahodni Balkan. Rezultati turškega javnega mnenja (2005) kažejo, 

da se 74 % vprašanih vidi samo kot Turke. Medtem ko se 19 % zaznava kot Turki in 

Evropejci, 2 % se zaznavata kot Evropejci in Turki, 2 % pa se zaznavata samo kot Evropejci. 

Ugotovili smo, da so se v preteklosti (v letih 2004 in 2007) Turki počutili zelo navezani na 

Turčijo, rezultati kažejo, da je bilo takšnih kar med 78 in 89 %, medtem ko v zadnjih letih 

navezanost upada, npr. eno leto po protivladnih protestih leta 2014 je bilo takšnih, ki so bili 

zelo navezani na Turčijo, le še 49 %, medtem ko jeseni 2016, po vojaškem udaru, je bilo 

takšnih, ki so se počutili zelo navezani na Turčijo, le še 44 %. Sicer pa rezultati kažejo, da 

tudi na EU Turki niso navezani in je v zadnjih letih takšnih več kot 50 %. Turški jezik, ki se 

govori v Turčiji, spada v skupino, ki prihaja iz jugozahodne veje uralsko-altaične jezikovne 



 

 

 

družine (The Directorate General of Press and Information 1993, 11), ki prihaja iz 

neindoevropske jezikovne družinske skupine (Dr. Wheeler 2014). Turki so začeli prevzemati 

Islam na začetku 8. stoletja. Uresničevanje politične enotnosti je rezultiralo, da so Turki 

postali popolnoma muslimani do 10. stoletja, in to je bilo, kako so Karahani oblikovali prvo 

muslimansko turško državo. Vladavina Karahanov je pomembna za turško kulturo in 

umetnostno zgodovino, saj je bilo to obdobje, v katerem so bile v mestih zgrajene tudi 

mošeje. Začetek Turkov in Islama Anatolije se šteje do leta 1071 (The Directorate General of 

Press and Information 1993, 16–18). V preambuli Lizbonske pogodbe (2008–2013) je 

navedeno, da je Evropska unija bila navdihnjena s kulturo, religijo, kjer je najbolj zastopano 

krščanstvo in humanistična dediščina Evrope. EU je raznoliko okolje, ki ga sestavljajo 

različne kulture, religije in ekonomske okoliščine, kar je vzrok, da si nove države prizadevajo, 

da bi postale članice tega "super naroda" (Rezler 2011, 391). Danes Turčija ostaja pretežno 

muslimanska država z 99,8 % muslimanskega prebivalstva in 0,2 % kristjanov in Judov (CIA 

2015) in kot taka bi bila prva pretežno muslimanska članica EU. Freudenstein (2009, 70) 

poudarja, da krščanstvo sploh ni Kopenhagensko merilo, vendar poleg tega ni mogoče 

zanikati, da v Avstriji, Nemčiji in na Nizozemskem živi že več milijonov Turkov, ki so do 

zdaj postali državljani EU. 

Ko govorimo o članstvu Turčije v EU, se države članice bojijo, da se njihovi politični interesi 

ne zagovarjajo dobro v EU, kjer Turčija uveljavlja takšno moč (Peterson in Shackleton 2002, 

345). Težave in vprašanja, strahovi, dileme in izzivi, s katerimi se Turčija predvsem srečuje v 

procesu pristopa k EU, po mnenju različnih avtorjev, so: vprašanje Cipra, kurdsko vprašanje, 

armensko vprašanje in priznavanje genocida, neenakost med spoloma, velikost populacije 

zaradi števila sedežev v evropskem parlamentu in moči, religija, pokrivanje z ruto, EU 

kapaciteta absorbiranja novih članic, visok globalni mirovni indeks, visok globalni indeks 

terorizma, Stranka za pravičnost in razvoj (AKP), liberalizacija vizumskega režima, NATO 

članstvo in jezikovne težave. 

Zakaria (2007) poudarja, da so v primeru članstva Turčije v EU prednosti ogromne za oba 

akterja. Po podatkih Mednarodnega denarnega sklada (IMF) Svetovnega gospodarskega 

pogleda aprila 2017 (Statistictimes.com 2017) je Turčija leta 2017 uvrščena kot 17. največje 

gospodarstvo na svetu, pri čemer znaša nominalni BDP 793.698 milijard USD. Bayar (2011, 

44) poudarja, da Turčija ima mlado delovno silo, ki je potrebna hitro starajočemu prebivalstvu 

v Evropi. Freudenstein (2009, 72) poudarja pomemben pozitiven vpliv pristopa Turčije k EU 

in letno gospodarsko rast Turčije, ki znaša od 5 do 6 %. Ustun (2007, 130–131) navaja, da so 



 

 

 

tisti, ki podpirajo članstvo Turčije v EU, trdili, da lahko to članstvo prinese notranjo in 

zunanjo varnost EU. Bayar (2011, 38–39) navaja, da je Turčija pomemben igralec v vlogi 

združitelja Zahoda in Vzhoda, ker je član številnih mednarodnih organizacij. Geografski 

položaj Turčije ima velik geostrateški pomen v zvezi z Bližnjim vzhodom in regijo Črnega 

morja in kot druga največja članica NATA je za evropsko varnost zelo pomembna (Bomberg, 

Peterson in Stubb 2008, 192). Bayar (2011, 39) trdi, da bo po pristopu Turčije k EU v svoji 

soseščini imela precej več vpliva. Avtor (Bayar 2011, 39) opozarja, da ima Turčija enake cilje 

kot EU, kot so vzpostavitev miru, stabilnosti in varnosti na Bližnjem vzhodu in v severni 

Afriki. Po Freudensteinu (2009, 73) bi bilo dejstvo, da se Turčija kot sekularna večinoma 

muslimanska država pridruži EU, za EU zelo pomembno, saj bi drugim dokazala, da med 

Islamom ter demokracijo in človekovimi pravicami ni protislovij. Turčija ima velik vpliv na 

muslimanski svet, kar je pokazalo tudi javno mnenje sedmih arabskih držav, in sicer je 61 % 

vprašanih odgovorilo, da Turčijo vidijo kot vzoren model države za arabski svet (Chislett 

2011, 17 v Bayar 2011, 49). 

V nadaljevanju smo se osredotočili na proteste, ki so se začeli konec maja 2013, v Taksimu v 

Istanbulu. Najprej smo ugotovili, kako družbena gibanja opredeljujejo različni avtorji. 

Castells (1997, 69–70) poudarja, da je treba socialna gibanja razumeti, da so »oni, kar pravijo, 

da so«, kar pomeni »svoje prakse /.../ in njihovo samo-opredelitev«. Giddens (2007, 867–868) 

trdi, da se lahko družbena gibanja pojavljajo v različnih oblikah in velikostih ter kot 

najmočnejše kolektivno delovanje, ki želi nekaj spremeniti glede javnega vprašanja. 

Sztompka (2003, 276) družbeno gibanje opredeljuje kot »ohlapno organizirane kolektivnosti, 

ki delujejo skupaj na neinstitucionaliziran način, da bi ustvarile spremembe v svoji družbi«. 

Mirni okoljevarstveni protesti v parku Taksim Gezi v Istanbulu so se začeli 27. maja 2013. 

Glavni razlog je bil prvotno samo protest proti izgradnji 94. nakupovalnega centra v mestu 

Istanbul, kjer stoji Gezi Park. Ker se je protest nadaljeval z zasedbo parka Gezi, se je turška 

vlada nasilno odzvala s policijo, s solzivcem in vodnimi topovi. Protesti se niso razširili samo 

po vsej Turčiji, Turki pa so dobili tudi podporo po vsem svetu (Tastan 2013). Protestniki so 

bili predvsem mladi, vključno s študenti, ter dobro izobraženi strokovnjaki brez politične ali 

nevladne pripadnosti (Paul in Seyrek 2013). Jesil (2016, 107) navaja, da so med okupatorji 

Gezi Parka bili pripadniki različnih kulturnih in političnih identitet, kot so Kurdi, Aleviti, 

okoljevarstveniki, feministke in drugi, da bi izrazili svoje nezadovoljstvo z AKP okoljsko, 

urbanistično in delovno politiko. Daba-Buzoianu et al. (2013, 161) navajajo, da je Seymour 

(2013) označil turške proteste kot »seme turške pomladi«. Ferfila (2017, 36) navaja, da so 



 

 

 

protesti Gezi Parka trajali nekaj tednov, med temi protesti je bilo ranjenih več tisoč 

protestnikov, umrlo je pet oseb, 700 je bilo priprtih. Daba-Buzoianu et al. (2013, 160) 

navajajo, da so se protesti odvijali v več kot 79 mestih po Turčiji, v katerih je sodelovalo več 

kot 2,5 milijona Turkov.  

Giddens (2007, 618) poudarja, da so odkrili moč medijev v podporo demokraciji v mnogih 

»zaprtih« družbah, zaradi rasti in širjenja svetovnih medijev, ki »lahko uspešno izvajajo 

pritisk na avtoritarne vlade, tako da oslabijo državni nadzor nad oddajanjem oddaj«. Della 

Porta (2003, 84) trdi, da je dostop do medijev ključ za protestne akcije, za tiste ranljive in 

nemočne skupine, ki nimajo priložnosti, da bi prišli neposredno v stik z nosilci odločanja. 

Mediji imajo posredni vpliv in imajo potencial za politični vpliv, ki je ključen za proteste, saj 

če želijo ti uspeti in nekaj doseči, morajo pridobiti in pritegniti pozornost in podporo javnega 

mnenja (Della Porta 2003, 84). »Protest je orodje, v katerem lahko skupine, ki nimajo 

ustrezne moči, ustvarijo priložnosti, ki ji lahko prinese pogajanja in pridobi zaveznike.« 

(Lipsky 1965, 2 v Della Porta 2003, 84). Turški mediji so bili cenzurirani, kar je vplivalo tudi 

na odnos med Turčijo in EU, saj je bil to znak kršitve temeljnih pravic – svobode govora, 

svobode izražanja in svobode medijev; CNN Türk je postal tarča kritik, saj je v času, ko je 

CNN prenašal dogajanje v živo iz Istanbula, je CNN Türk predvajal dokumentarno oddajo o 

pingvinih (glej Slika: 7.1). Vse dogajanje je vplivalo tudi na javnomnenjske raziskave in so 

Turki pokazali precej veliko nezaupanje v tiskane medije, televizijo in splet (več kot 60 %). 

Tudi raziskave Freedom House (2015) so pokazale, da turški tiskani mediji niso svobodni in 

se kot takšni uvrščajo na 149. mesto (od 180 držav, zajetih v raziskavo). Tudi Evropska 

komisija (2013) je v poročilu Turčije o napredku kritizirala sprejetje Zakona interneta, ki 

omejuje svobodo izražanja in omejuje pravice državljanov do dostopa do informacij. 

Evropska komisija v poročilu o napredku Turčije (2016) poudarja: »Država je v zgodnji fazi 

na področju svobode izražanja, medijev in interneta. V preteklem letu se je nadaljevalo resno 

upadanje, kar je povečalo zaskrbljenost. Lanska priporočila niso bila upoštevana in jih je zato 

mogoče ponoviti.« Yesil (2016, 125) navaja tudi omejitve in prepoved dostopa do YouTuba 

in Twitterja ter Erdoğanove grožnje o uničenju Twitterja. 

Raziskovalno vprašanje je bilo naše glavno vodilo za oblikovanje raziskave. Potrdili smo 

hipotezo, da več kot 50 % anketiranih podpira proteste, saj je med tistimi, ki bodisi podpirajo 

ali močno podpirajo proteste, kar 81 %. Potrdili smo hipotezo, da več kot 50 % anketiranih 

podpira vstop Turčije v EU, saj je med tistimi, ki podpirajo vstop Turčije v EU, kar 57 %. 

Potrdili smo hipotezo, da več kot 50 % anketiranih ne zaupa turškim tiskanim medijem, saj je 



 

 

 

med tistimi, ki bodisi ne zaupajo ali sploh ne zaupajo, kar 83 %. Potrdili smo hipotezo, da več 

kot 50 % anketiranih ne zaupa turški televiziji, saj je med tistimi, ki bodisi ne zaupajo ali 

sploh ne zaupajo, kar 84 %. Naše kvalitativno raziskovalno vprašanje nam je pomagalo 

oblikovati ustrezen vprašalnik za strokovnjake. Ugotoviti smo želeli: »Kakšna so mnenja 

strokovnjakov in stališča o napredku Turčije v smeri EU in protivladnih protestih maja 2013 v 

Turčiji?« Strokovnjaki se zavzemajo za vstop Turčije v EU, saj bi bila to zmaga-zmaga 

situacija, vendar ne vidijo, da bi se ta pristop lahko zgodil celo na daljši rok, morda celo 

desetletje, ter poudarjajo, da je Erdoğan javno oznanil časovni okvir, da če se Turčija ne bo 

pridružila EU do leta 2023, se bo Turčija umaknila iz pristopnega procesa. Po mnenju 

strokovnjakov je malo verjetno, da bo Turčija vstopila v EU, zlasti dokler ne bo rešila 

ciprskega vprašanja, saj Ciper tudi politično blokira odpiranje poglavij, Turčija pa je to 

kritizirala kot najbolj očiten primer dvojnih standardov EU. Tudi Francija in Nemčija 

blokirata pristopni proces, saj sta v strahu pred izgubo moči zaradi velikosti Turčije glede na 

prebivalstvo, kar pomeni, da bi Turčija kot prva ali druga največja država članica tekmovala z 

Nemčijo. Obstajajo tudi druge dileme, ki nastopajo v procesu pristopa Turčije v EU. 

Protivladni protesti leta 2013 so vplivali tudi na vstop Turčije v EU, saj je EU odložila 

začetek odpiranja 22. poglavja Regionalne politike, dokler se ni objavilo poročilo o napredku, 

jeseni 2013. Nekateri strokovnjaki kritizirajo EU, da bi morala izkoristiti prednost situacije in 

spodbuditi Turčijo, da spodbudi reforme, namesto da bi jo kaznovala in odložila pogajanja. 

Seveda pa je policija s čezmerno uporabo vodnih topov in solzivca nad protestniki, nesvobode 

medijev vzbudila veliko kritik. EU je spremljala razmere in tudi zapisala mnenje v poročilu o 

napredku za leto 2013. Strokovnjaki se strinjajo, da četudi Turčija ne vstopi v EU, to ni konec 

sveta, ampak bo v celotnem pristopnem procesu izpolnila in dosegla določene standarde EU 

in bo na enaki ravni kot druge članice EU, zlasti lahko pridobi z vidika demokracije, 

človekovih pravic in svoboščin. Po mnenju strokovnjakov je Turčija dovolj močna, da lahko 

sama obstane, sicer pa se vse bolj obrača proti Bližnjemu vzhodu. Lahko povzamemo tudi 

odgovor na glavno raziskovalno vprašanje: »Zakaj je Turčija zadržana ob vstopu v EU in ali 

so protivladni protesti maja 2013 imeli dodatni vpliv na približevanje Turčije k EU?« Obstaja 

več težav, ki jih mora Turčija razrešiti, da bi vstopila v EU, ta so po navadi uradne narave, 

obstajajo pa tudi neuradne. Pristopni proces je tehnični proces, ki je na koncu politična 

odločitev. Strokovnjaki so poudarili glavne težave: kurdsko vprašanje, armensko vprašanje, 

vprašanje Cipra, zunanje meje, veliko prebivalstvo, Ankara protokol, kršitve človekovih 

pravic, nezadostno demokratično upravljanje, politične reforme, ki se ne izvajajo, in blokade 

politične narave itd. Priznali so tudi, da religija igra vlogo, čeprav ta pogoj ni legalen, vendar 



 

 

 

je dejstvo, da je Turčija pretežno muslimanska država in od 11. septembra obstaja 

pomanjkanje razumevanja Islama in kulture v Evropi in Islamu pogosto pripisujejo terorizem. 

Čeprav ni uradne izjave, da ima religija vpliv na pristopni proces, se ta izgovor uporablja med 

nasprotniki, in to je postalo politizirana težava. Protivladni protesti leta 2013 so vplivali na 

turški pristopni proces, saj so bile kršitve človekovih pravic, policijska brutalnost s pretirano 

uporabo solzivca in vodnih topov, zato se je EU odločila za odložitev pristopnih pogovorov. 

Turčija napreduje zelo počasi, in kot se zdi, bo na vratih EU čakal še kar nekaj časa. Letos 

mineva 30 let, odkar je Turčija zaprosila za polnopravno članstvo EU, a do danes to še ni 

postala, zato se vsi sprašujejo, ali bo kdaj postala članica EU. 

Ključne besede: Turčija, EU, Erdoğan, protesti, širitev. 
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Attachment 1: Questionnaire 

Dear respondent, 

My name is Arnela Karat. I am a Slovenian student doing a research about The Turkish 

accession to the European Union according to the current anti-governmental protests. This 

survey is very important for my thesis and I will be very grateful to you if you give me your 

honest responses. You have to answer to each question, otherwise you cannot continue, there 

is no option to go to Previous Page. It will take you approximately 11 minutes to finish this 

simple questionnaire. I would be very grateful to you if you, please, continue with answering 

to the questions.  

 

 

Q6 - In the table below, please, answer with YES or NO. If you do not hold any opinion, 

you can answer “Don’t know”.   
 

 No Yes Don’t know 

I support the Turkish accession to the 

European Union.    

I think that the current anti-governmental 

protests may lead to the civil war.    

I think those protests and the “nightmare 

scenario” (civil war) may even more 

postpone the Turkish accession to the EU.  
   

I think the EU enlargement will go towards 

Georgia, Armenia, Azerbaijan and other 

non-European countries.  
   

I think the religion of the candidate country 

is playing an important role in becoming 

EU member.  
   

 

 

Q7 - In the table below, please, rate on the scale how strong do you support ...   
 

 Strongly do 

not support 

Do not 

support 

Neutral Support Strongly 

support 

Don’t know 

The Turkish 

accession to the 

European Union. 
      

The current anti-

governmental 

protests in Turkey. 
      

 

 

Q8 - Who, in your opinion, would have more benefits from the Turkish accession to the 

EU?   
 

 Turkey.  

 European Union.  

 Both.  

 None.  



 

 

 

 

 

Q9 - In the table below, please, rate on the scale the potential benefits how strong do you 

agree that ...  
 

 Strongly 

disagree 

Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

agree 

Don’t know 

Turkish accession to 

the EU will increase 

overall economic 

benefit.  

      

Turkish accession to 

the EU will increase 

the Turkish 

emigration to the 

EU states.  

      

After Turkish 

accession to the EU 

Turkey will become 

one of the most 

powerful EU states.  

      

Turkish accession to 

the EU will enable 

political stability in 

Turkey. 

      

Turkish accession to 

the EU will enable 

democracy in 

Turkey.  

      

Turkish accession to 

the EU will enable 

respecting human 

rights in Turkey.  

      

Turkish accession to 

the EU will help in 

solving the 

economic crisis in 

EU.  

      

Turkish accession to 

the EU will enable 

new markets for the 

EU.  

      

Turkish accession to 

the EU will enable 

better EU relations 

with neighbouring 

countries.  

      

Turkish accession to 

the EU will enable 

the way of getting 
      



 

 

 

 Strongly 

disagree 

Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

agree 

Don’t know 

the oil from Middle-

Eastern countries.  

Turkish accession to 

the EU will bring 

considerable 

manufacturing 

capacity and 

entrepreneurship.  

      

Turkish accession to 

the EU will bring 

better 

foreign/security 

policy outreach to 

the key regions of 

the world, i.e. 

Russia, the Balkans, 

the Middle East, the 

Caucasus and 

Central Asia.  

      

 

 

Q10 - In the table below, please, rate on the scale the potential drawbacks how strong do 

you agree that ...   
 

 Strongly 

disagree 

Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

agree 

Don’t know 

Turkish accession to 

the EU will bring 

the over-control 

from the EU 

institutions.  

      

Turkish accession to 

the EU will bring 

high EU’s accession 

costs.  

      

Turkish accession to 

the EU will bring 

“the danger of 

Islamization” in the 

EU.  

      

Turkish accession to 

the EU is 

threatening with 

emigration of Turks 

to the current EU 

states.  

      

Turkish accession to 

the EU will change       



 

 

 

 Strongly 

disagree 

Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

agree 

Don’t know 

the character, 

politics and identity 

of the EU.  

 

 

Q11 - In the table below, please, rate on the scale each reason how strong do you agree 

that ...  
 

 Strongly 

disagree 

Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

agree 

Don’t know 

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because 

Turkey still does 

not fulfil the 

Copenhagen 

Criteria.  

      

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet 

Turkey’s economy 

is not strong enough 

for European 

Union.  

      

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because 

Turkey does not 

respect human 

rights.  

      

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because 

Turkey is culturally 

very different.  

      

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because 

Turkey has not 

solved the Cyprus 

issue yet.  

      

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because 

Germany does not 

want Turkey to 

enter to the EU.  

      

Turkey has not       



 

 

 

 Strongly 

disagree 

Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

agree 

Don’t know 

become the EU 

member yet because 

France does not 

want Turkey to 

enter to the EU.  

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because 

Austria does not 

want Turkey to 

enter to the EU.  

      

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because 

some countries 

(excluding 

Germany, France 

and Austria) do not 

want Turkey to 

become the EU 

member.  

      

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because 

the EU’s accession 

costs are high.  

      

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because 

of the high number 

of inhabitants.  

      

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because 

Turkey is an Islamic 

country.  

      

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because 

Turkish liberal and 

democratic values 

are different from 

EU’s.   

      

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because 

the EU is Christian 

“elite club”.  

      



 

 

 

 Strongly 

disagree 

Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

agree 

Don’t know 

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because 

the Turkish 

accession will 

change character, 

politics and identity 

of the EU.  

      

Turkey has not 

become the EU 

member yet because 

the EU concerns 

persist about the 

status of Turkish 

political reforms, 

the independence of 

its judiciary, 

women’s rights, the 

degree of media 

freedoms, and the 

extent to which 

religious and ethnic 

minorities are 

protected.  

      

 

 

Q12 - In the table below, please, rate on the scale how strong do you trust to ...  
 

 Do not trust 

at all 

Do not trust Neutral Trust Very Trust Don’t know 

The Turkish press        
The Turkish radio        
The Turkish 

Television        

The internet        
The Turkish 

justice/the Turkish 

legal system  
      

The Turkish police        
The Turkish army        
The religious 

institutions in 

Turkey  
      

The trade unions        
The big companies        
The political 

parties        

The Turkish       



 

 

 

 Do not trust 

at all 

Do not trust Neutral Trust Very Trust Don’t know 

government  

The Turkish 

parliament       

The European 

Union       

The United nations       
The small 

companies       

 

 

Q13 - When do you think Turkey will enter to the EU?   
 

 

Year:   

 

 

Q14 - If you would have power do something for Turkey (politics, economy and society), 

what would you do?   
 

 

  

 

 

IF (1)  ( Demographic data  )    

XSPOL - Gender:  
 

 Male  

 Female  

 

 

IF (1)  ( Demographic data  )    

Q15 - Age:  
 

 

   

 

 

IF (1)  ( Demographic data  )    

Q16 - I am citizen of:  
 

 Turkey  

 Other  

 

 

IF (1)  ( Demographic data  )    

Q17 - My highest education level achieved is:  



 

 

 

 

 Primary/Elementary School  

 Secondary/High School  

 Bachelor, Master, PhD, Post-Doctorate  

 

 

IF (1)  ( Demographic data  )    

Q18 - Where do you work?  
 

 I work in public sector.  

 I work in private sector.  

 I work in public and private sector.  

 I do not work. I am scholar/student.  

 I am unemployed.  

 

 

IF (1)  ( Demographic data  )    

Q19 - In which region of Turkey do you live?  
 

 Marmara Region (Marmara Bölgesi)  

 Aegean Region (Ege Bölgesi)   

 Central Anatolia Region (İç Anadolu Bölgesi) 

 Eastern Anatolia Region (Doğu Anadolu Bölgesi) 

 Mediterranean Region (Akdeniz Bölgesi)   

 South-Eastern Anatolia Region (Güneydoğu Anadolu Bölgesi) 

 Black Sea Region (Karadeniz Bölgesi)  

 

 

Thank you for your participation in our survey. 



 

 

 

Attachment 2: Interview questionnaire 

INTERVIEW (Please, write full answers bellow the questions.) 

 Gender:  

 Year of birth:  

 Expert in: 

 Interested also in: 

 I work as a/an: 

 Country you currently live in:  

1. What do you think about the Turkish accession to the European Union as an expert? Do you 

support it or not (your expert opinion)? Why yes/no? 

 

2. What are, in your opinion, the benefits and drawbacks of the Turkish accession to the European 

Union for Turkey? And what are, in your opinion, the benefits and drawbacks of the Turkish 

accession to the European Union for European Union itself? 

 

 

3. How do you comment delaying the Turkish accession to the European Union? Which issues do 

you see as the reasons for Turkey not being accepted yet as a European Union member? 

 

4. Do you think that the issues you have mentioned in previous answer can be solved someday in near 

future? How long, in your opinion, will it take for those issues to be solved? Why so? 

 

 

5. What do you think is playing the biggest role in becoming a European Union member? Do you 

think the Copenhagen Criteria are the real criteria with which you can measure the 

relevancy/adequacy of some country to become EU member? 

 

6. Do you think religion of the candidate country is playing an important role in becoming EU 

member? 

 

7. How do you comment EU enlargement towards Georgia, Armenia, Azerbaijan and some other 

non-European countries? Do you see it as an endless enlargement of the European Union? 

 

 

8. These days the anti-governmental protests are taking place all around Turkey. Everything started 

with protests in Istanbul against building the 94th shopping mall. Because the police started using 

the force, people became fed up of the government and Prime Minister Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, so, 

they started with anti-governmental protests which were spread all around the country. According 

to the protestors, Prime Minister is not listening to his own (Turkish) people and all those things 

may lead toward to the civil war.  



 

 

 

How do you comment current situation in Turkey? Do you see any danger of civil war in Turkey? 

What, in your opinion, could cause the civil war if we assume the “nightmare scenario”?  

 

9. How, in your opinion, this current situation in Turkey may affect Turkish accession to the 

European Union if anyhow? Could, in your opinion, accession be even more postponed? Why so? 

 

10. What can Turkey do if she does not enter to the European Union?  

 

 

11. If you would have power to do something for Turkey (politics, economy and society), what would 

you do and why? What goals would you achieve by doing that? What benefits would it bring to 

Turkey?  

 

 

Attachment 3: United answers from the experts  

Figure: Explanation of the meaning of colours 

Expert 1 Expert 2 Expert 3 Expert 4 Expert 5 Expert 6 Expert 7 Expert 8 Expert 9 

E1 E2 E3 E4 E5 E6 E7 E8 E9 

 

What do you think about the Turkish accession to the European Union? Do you support 

it or not? Why yes/no? 

Yes, I do support Turkish accession to the EU.  It would help anchor Turkey firmly in Europe 

and entrench Turkish political and economic reforms in an irreversible way. Also, Turkey’s 

absence from the EU but its presence in NATO has been a huge stumbling block to 

better/closer NATO-EU relations. Should Turkey join the EU, presumably, many of those 

problems in terms of NATO-EU relations would be resolved. Nevertheless, I’m not entirely 

convinced that Turkey will join the EU, even in the longer term. 

I am neutral towards Turkey's accession to the European Union.  Turkey already enjoys a 

Customs Union with the EU permitting free trade and investment, has strong, solid 

government institutions, and plays an independent foreign policy role in the Middle East. As 

such, EU membership is not fundamentally essential to it. On the other hand, EU membership 

is an important civilisational goal for Turkey that has been running strong for decades; 

however, identity-wise the country has been recently looking more towards the Middle 

East, undermining the traditional civilisation goal. Turkey's political and economic 

situation will neither be improved nor significantly degraded by entering the EU, 

therefore I am neutral.  

I support Turkish accession to the EU because I believe it would be a win-win for both 

partners.  It would strengthen the EU both economically and politically, making it better able 

to compete on the global stage against raising powers such as China, India and Brazil, while 

also strengthening the EU’s Foreign and Security Policy.  Having the second biggest armed 

forces in NATO, Turkey would significantly reinforce the EU’s capabilities in this area.  

Security stability in the EU’s backyard would be fortified with Turkey’s asylum, 

migration and border management policies up to EU standards.  For Turkey EU 



 

 

 

membership would anchor Turkey in international standards of democracy and values; 

create greater levels of stability in the country and in its periphery, in terms of Turkey 

having to resolves on-going problems related to the Kurdish issue, Armenia and Cyprus; 

make Turkey increasing attractive for FDI (being a hub between Europe, the Middle 

East and Eurasia). 

Yes. Because it is in the best interests of both sides, enlarging the sphere of peace and welfare 

for the Union while providing higher democratic standards for Turkey. Lesser factors are the 

heightened geopolitical relevance of the Union in the Middle East through Turkish accession, 

and energy security.  

As we have said before, there is no need to express values or personal sentiments of an expert 

on this issue. However, if you are asking me who is going to have more benefits or costs 

while EU’s Turkey... Turkey’s accession to the EU is in question then I would say that this is 

important issue for both subjects, very important issue. Not only because if you look at the 

real trade flows or thing like that, or flows of people, but also due to history, and of course 

geopolitical connotation of both actors, which are historically organically linked. I think both 

actors have recognized this importance and that the goal of both actors is to achieve some 

kind of special linkage between the two subjects. I cannot perceive if this is really going to be 

, entrance of Turkey into the EU. And in the last two years with the EU economic crisis 

there has been loud voices that Turkey actually doesn’t really need to enter to the EU 

because it is better off by itself. So, basically the economic situation of Turkey from the 60s 

when it started the some kind of relation with EEC and later in the 90s when it applied has 

changed so much that there are new questions, whether the goal (of accession)  should remain 

the same, because the conditions have changed. So my answer basically is that there might be 

a different relationship between the two actors which would work out better than integration 

of Turkey into the EU, for both actors in view. This is my expert opinion on the situation. I 

am not saying that I am against Turkish entrance to the EU. I think it should be done very 

quickly  when Turkey, of course, fulfils the conditions, formal conditions. But I think that 

there is a lot of the informal political conditionality which is inevitable because of the process 

how the integration happens. Every closure of a chapter needs to be of course 

unanimously confirmed by the Council, and then you have the Parliament, the national 

parliaments, and people in member states, so... And even Turkey itself! So we have a lot 

of provisional problems and so my expert opinion is that the EU and Turkey should start, 

actually they have already,... analyzing or preparing also their home constituencies  meaning 

the people, and this has to be marketed well right, so, ‘sold’ to the people, even a more firm 

partnership. Because the EU has already partnerships with other states, right. Like Eastern 

partnership, Mediterranean partnership. The partnership word (status) is not strong enough to 

have Turkey shown its role that it has.  So maybe something new needs to be invented, like 

Associate membership. I don’t know, something really sold in a high distinctive manner to 

Turkey because of the importance of the state, of course, and, of course, for the people to be 

acceptable. And I think there are many benefits for both of the actors, but there are also going 

to be the costs obviously. The important thing is that if we are looking from the perspective of 

the EU, that the relationship to take place, either membership of Turkey or this, let’s say, 

special relationship, does not leave open too many areas of potential cost, which would be 

much bigger than benefits. EU does this, has this kind of relationship with the US and with 

Russia. So, I think EU is very careful with Turkey, also because of its global geopolitical 

relationship with two others big players. US, because it is currently negotiating the trade 

agreement with the EU and historically, due to values, and on the other side Russia, as an 

energy provider and also historically, a nation that had intense history with Europe. So, 

basically, I think that is why the EU has to be very careful that it doesn’t put into this scheme 

a third, potentially unstable relationship. I think that is also the price that Turkey is paying 



 

 

 

while it tries to become a member of the EU. 

I support Turkey’s EU membership. But I think this goes beyond a simple yes/no situation. 

There are conservative aspects of the EU to be criticized from progressive perspectives; but 

for Turkey, the EU has more positives than negatives to bring to Turkey, especially with 

regard to political and legal freedoms as well as civil rights. 

Yes, it has produced very positive reforms in Turkey which improved many lives in Turkey. 

A drop in the accession dynamic has led to an immediate negative impact on the reform 

process and has subsequently led to a deterioration in the quality of life of many Turkish 

people.  

I do support it. Because, the reform process has many advantages for Turkey. Especially 

regarding human rights, women’s rights and advancement in democracy, the process has its 

positive contributions to Turkish democracy. 

Well, I think that since Republic of Turkey expressed its ambition, inspiration to join the EU 

already in late 63, so 50 years ago, so, eventually, I think, since it has been entered in EU 

Customs Union in late 90s and in 2005 it received the candidate status, and year later it started 

negotiation process. I think, now, it would be, how can I say not, well, maybe serious, how 

can I say, speaking about Turkish membership ‘yes or no’. Turkey is engaged in the accession 

process and when it comes to the end of the accession, Turkey will open and then close all the 

chapters and acquis communautaire will be implemented in the Turkish national legislation 

system, then the question of the membership as such will be on agenda, according to the 

Lisbon Treaty at that time each member states can organize a referendum, about that question 

‘yes or no’. So, I think, now we are somehow in the process. The question is should Turkey 

be a member or not is someone’s issue to discuss, I mean. But of course everybody has his/her 

own opinion regarding this. I think that, I personally support the EU membership ambition of 

Turkey and this is also the official policy of the Republic of Slovenia and I think I explained 

basically why yes, and of course I am not against it. So, maybe that much for the first question 

and the end of my first answer. 

What are, in your opinion, the benefits and drawbacks of the Turkish accession to the 

European Union for Turkey? And what are, in your opinion, the benefits and 

drawbacks of the Turkish accession to the European Union for European Union itself? 

In the past, the economic benefits of EU membership were always seen as a key benefit for 

Turkey. Although I think this fundamentally remains true, some in Turkey are now 

questioning this rationale in light of Europe’s own economic problems and Turkey’s 

increasingly vibrant, dynamic economy. Some analysts suggest that the economic benefits of 

membership for Turkey may now be outweighed by the potential constraints on its 

sovereignty and national fiscal and monetary policies. Politically, I think EU membership 

remains symbolically important for Turkey, as a sign of full acceptance into the Western 

“club.” Of course, one could also argue that EU membership could dilute Turkey’s own 

individual power and standing, which it has been increasingly developing with respect to the 

Middle East and the Arab world. 

For Turkey: 

Benefits: political development, more democratic governance, stronger human rights 

protection, stronger environmental protection. 

Costs: abolishment of visa liberalisation towards non-EU members, exclusion on of Turkish 

citizens from free movement of people. 

Benefits are listed above.  I don’t personally see any drawbacks although the traditional 

arguments are: borders with Middle East, mass migration flows, etc.  But these are more 

myths than anything else.  For example there is already more Turks migrating back from 

Germany to Turkey than leaving Turkey for Germany. 

 



 

 

 

Positive aspects of the EU will come in political freedoms to Turkey such as improvement of 

human rights, decline of police brutality and human rights violations, expansion of freedom of 

expression. The negative aspects include modern day conservative policies, such as 

consumption society and excessive bureaucracy and regulations in some domains of life. 

Benefits of Turkey: Democratization 

Drawbacks: Free market costly for Turkey 

For the EU, again, Turkish membership would anchor Turkey firmly in the West and 

presumably, would help to resolve the Cyprus question (it is unlikely that Turkey would 

ultimately be admitted as a member without a political solution having been reached on 

Cyprus). Turkish membership may also give the EU greater influence in the Middle East, 

boost EU defense capabilities, and lessen tensions within NATO. As for drawbacks, Turkey’s 

size and economy would likely pose challenges for the EU budget (in terms of financial 

assistance for Turkey) and for EU institutions (given that Turkey rivals Germany in terms of 

the size of its population). 

For Europe: 

Benefits: cultural diversity, extended trade market, potentially stronger geopolitical role in 

Middle East. 

Costs: complex institutional decision-making, extension of EU border to volatile Middle East, 

unresolved immigration issues, unresolved cultural issues amongst European societies.. 

I outlined the benefits above. Instead of drawbacks I prefer to talk about challenges: the 

current EU crisis tends to make it slightly inward-looking, Turkey’s democratic record is in 

doubt in recent years, and mutual understanding has reached a low point.  

Turkish benefits have traditionally been seen as access to the big market, of course, domestic 

EU market. Turkey has Customs Union with the EU in certain aspects, but this is of course 

not enough, and Turkey is a raising economic power, so, this is also going to be beneficial for 

the EU. Of course then you need to look down not only at the macro perspective but also 

EU’s small companies that are going to lose business, because there is going to be more 

efficient business in Turkey. So, this has then to be done, dealt with the policies that are 

dealing with social affairs and things like that. So, on the macro level, general level, of the 

two actors, I think the benefits are absolutely economic. But it needs to be pointed out that 

also Turkey is not, within the country there is not only thriving business, right. The West of 

Turkey is springing, is really well developed, and can, you know, be matching German, 

French and British companies, but on the other side you have the, let’s say, Mid-West, Mid-

East and then of course the far East of the country, which are economically undeveloped and 

have different social and cultural values and traditions. And they are going to need a lot of 

money  from the EU budget and access to cohesion and social funds. So, that is also one of 

the worries for EU, I think. This would be of course beneficial for Turkey, for its people to get 

money from EU social fund, but you need funding for that, right? So, maybe Turkey would be 

putting into the European budget some money, but also getting it back, and of course it would 

have to redistribute this money according to EU rules. That would be beneficial for Turkish 

people and companies, not only for Turkish state as a whole, right? So, we have different 

levels of analysis, who is going to benefit from something. So, Turkey can profit as a state 

and as people, whereas EU has more profits on terms as a whole, as a block. So, in terms of 

security, Turkey has a strong army, which is of course also NATO member, so, it has a new 

member of a strong providing self defence or security measures. However, it also gets more 

fragile because of the external borders, so, we probably can think when Turkey becomes a 

member, Schengen borders will not be included for Turkey for quite some time, until it gets 

some protocols and everything ready, plus, of course there is new instability in place, there is 

external border with Iraq and Syria  and Iran, and these states are fragile states, there is 

potential migration problems and so on. So, EU is potentially getting benefits or costs at the 



 

 

 

level of a block where as Turkey gets the potential benefits also at lower levels of analysis.  

The EU would have a huge young labour force with Turkey, and Turkey may help Europe get 

over its essentialism and racism to some extent. But at the same time, Turkey’s entry is likely 

to increase the appeal of the extreme right-wing political actors. 

Like with all European Union member states, membership involves a certain loss of 

sovereignty. European institutions themselves have to accommodate a new large member 

which will make decision making less flexible and therefore damage the ‘actorness’ 

especially regarding the already difficult realm of EU foreign policy.  

Benefits of EU: young population of Turkey and economic development in Turkey 

Drawbacks of EU: political unrest in Turkey may cause instability in EU 

Well, the drawbacks. The drawbacks, I don’t know if, I don’t think if there are any specific, 

particular drawbacks as far as Turkey is concerned as a candidate country. If there are any, I 

would say, they are the same as they could be or as they were with each candidate country 

when nowadays member countries are referring as a candidate country. So, this would be my 

basically answer. So, if it’s, of course, general, it isn’t expert one, but I don’t see at the 

moment any drawbacks, and I don’t also have any specific intention to draw on this, on the 

drawbacks. But of course we know that general comments and reservations about the Turkish 

membership from the public opinion, from discussions, some say it’s a too big country, some 

say it’s an Islamic country, some say it’s not a European Country etc etc. So these, I mean, the 

questions the topics, which different opponents of Turkish membership, people would say, but 

I basically I don’t think, I don’t think of them. Well, benefits, I think benefits are mutual. 

Both, for the EU and for Turkey, and very (...) benefits, maybe the most outstanding benefit in 

the current situation is of course economic strengths, vitality (...) of Turkey. If we compare 

today or a year ago or 2 years ago, Turkish, EU with Turkey as a member already for example 

now or a year ago, would mean that Turkish, EU growth would be at least for 1% maybe 

even, 2 years ago 2% higher than it has been without Turkey. This is of course a theoretical 

speculation, but this theoretical speculation is founded on the concrete exact results. So, 

economic benefits for the EU, but also of course for Turkey. Turkey bought trust (...) to 17% 

of foreign investment and budget trade of Turkey has been achieved to the EU, and these are 

not just cash flows, these are primarily investments. So, obvious that Turkey benefits from the 

accession process on the economic are highly. I think, that it is as much obvious that in 

current economic crisis which is present around the world, in Turkey hardly or maybe not at 

all, this at the end in this moment the EU would benefit economically highly from the Turkish 

membership. Of course then the adoption of the EU acquis communautaire means of the 

whole system of the legal norms, standards and so on, would benefit Turkey at the moment 

quite a lot. There are a lot of Turkish fazes, long, I don’t really know the English so much, 

long queues in the solving various pills in the judiciary. Turkish prisons are over-filled with 

people who are just waiting to be prosecuted, because the system is another, specifically 

different, so there are many practical, judiciary progresses in Turkey because of the, let’s say, 

our (…), so, legal system on values (...) they are bringing reform package judiciary since it is 

not so well (…).  Then, Turkish internal market. Turkey would be the biggest member 

regarding the area, geographical area, it has 80 million people, so,  this is for a EU a huge 

internal market and also Turkey would benefit additionally being part of that common 

European market. So, these are economic advantages. Then, politically, political reform 

advantages. Turkey is a bridge between continents, between cultures, civilizations.  So, 

having Turkey as a member would strongly strengthen the EU as a global actor - foreign 

policy actor and also in the area of the soft power. There was an analysis or the categorization 

of the most influential countries as far as a soft power is in process, I think, trusting in (...), 

Turkey was on 7th or 8th place I think, UK was on the first. So, this is another example of 

advantage. Then, pick another one, for example educational area, exchange of students, but 



 

 

 

also competition, you know, Turkish labour force which is cheaper than European one but is 

certain area is very well qualified. This would also have to bring the costs of European labour 

force down, I would say, and so on. I think these are the most important benefits also 

culturally, political I have said. And I think that the EU, the membership of Turkey, I think 

Turkey would, I would not say more or less, but certainly important stand, wrapped up, I 

should say, outside borders as far as geographical borders are concerned. So, because Turkey 

shares an important common European history, but if you speak about possible mix of 

EU western countries, maybe some from Eastern partnerships there is hardly to be any 

countries which are so close to the EU historically, politically, culturally and so on. So, 

there are different important benefits of the Turkish membership in the EU and some of them 

in the EU I think would also help to define the close, the definition of the external 

geographical borders of the EU, and at the same time this would extend the influence of 

the EU as a soft power especially the (...). Ok? 

How do you comment delaying the Turkish accession to the European Union? Which 

issues do you see as the reasons for Turkey not being accepted yet as a European Union 

member? 

For any country, the path to EU membership is a long, rigorous process. In the case of 

Turkey, its accession prospects and timeline are further complicated by the Cyprus situation, 

its size, its Muslim culture, and concerns in some EU member states about issues related to 

political reforms, the rule of law, human rights, treatment of women and minorities, etc. 

Turkey's accession has been delayed for political issues over a long period of time (human 

rights violations, insufficient democratic governance) . At present, the impasse on the Cyprus 

issue has blocked negotiations on important chapters of the acquis communautaire. This ad 

hoc membership condition has precluded the opening of negotiations on many chapters of the 

acquis, and has been criticised by Turkey as the most blatant example of EU ‘double 

standards’.  France and Germany's forewarning that the country's accession may be reduced 

to a ‘privileged partnership’ instead of full membership has been interpreted as an indicator of 

lack of EU commitment to Turkish membership. Turkish leadership has been discouraged 

by the EU's perceived 'hypocrisy' and now does very little to implement the accession 

criteria. 

Turkey is first not ready yet to join as it has more work to do to bring itself up to EU stands in 

most areas.  Yet delaying the membership talks unnecessarily has had a serious impact on the 

appetite of Ankara to carry out reform.  It has had a negative impact on the process and on 

relations with Turkey more broadly.  Unfortunately some member states have blocked 

chapters for political reasons – principally France and Germany.  Neither leadership supports 

Turkey’s membership.  I would consider the biggest reason is that it would seriously impact 

on the power that both currently enjoy being the two biggest members.  Turkey would have 

considerable weight in both the European Parliament and European Council which 

would upset the current cozy status quo.   While former French President, always said 

that Turkey was not culturally compatible with the EU, this argument has not been 

made by his predecessor, Francois Hollande, who has been more open, and agreement to 

unblock some chapters. 

The other key issue is Cyprus as without a resolution of the Cyprus problem, Turkey cannot 

be in the EU.  In this respect, some EU member states convenient hide behind the skirts of the 

Greek Cypriots, as an excuse to bloc opening chapters. 

Turkey has not ratified the Ankara Protocol allowing its opponents in the Council to block 

progress. Some countries have unilaterally blocked its accession by playing t their domestic 

electoral audience. Turkey itself has halted and in some cases reversed the accession process.  



 

 

 

Strictly speaking the reasons are of a legal nature, because Turkey has not changed its 

domestic law according to the acquis communautaire. So, basically this is a very simple 

answer if you look only at the legal aspect of what the negotiation process is. But if we look at 

the political context, right, there is of course then a lot of answers to why Turkey did not do 

this yet. Of course it is not just choice of will, ok, let’s do it, ok, let’s not do this, right? So, 

then we have motives of Commission, right, European Commission. Is European 

Commission really harsher on Turkey than on other states, because Turkey has a 

different social system, you know, also historically penetrated with religion, strong army 

role? I don’t know about this, I am not an expert on Commission’s work on Turkey, but 

politically this is one of the motives. Commission tries to work in such a way, when 

Commission gives a proposal that Turkey should close one of the chapters, negotiating 

chapters, this is going to be accepted by the Council, by all member states. So, in my opinion, 

the Commission does not want to propose something, a chapter to be closed, and then hit the 

wall by member states, because this will mean that Union is not unique and 

homogeneous on opinion on Turkey, right.  So, that’s why, I think, Commission is extra 

careful to have every potential let’s say political conditionality which would come from 

member states, the Commission already knows which member state has problems with human 

rights, with religion, with legal system with etc. There was the same thing with Croatia, which 

is a single country trying to enter, right? We had a block of states before, it was different, in 

Eastern and South-Eastern enlargement. With Turkey, I think, Commission is extra careful, 

right? It doesn’t want to get internal heterogeneous opinions on the closure of the 

chapters. And if we look at the part of Turkey itself, there’s a problem, too, because Turkish 

Prime Minister as the leading, well not the leader of the negotiating team, but at least the 

leader of executive power has been using the situation to his benefit. So, the estimation of the 

Commission that Turkey is not doing enough to aligning its legal system to the acquis 

communautaire as political asset for gaining more power at home. So, it’s kind of two level 

game that Erdoğan has been playing, in my opinion, because I’ve been reading some of his 

assessments of Commission’s reports, and he says: ‘European Union is intervening in 

internal affairs of Turkey.’ So, in my opinion, intervention in internal affairs, this is of 

course international legal principle, not intervention in domestic affairs, which is one of the 

most general principles of international law which ought to be respected in relations between 

states and international organizations, especially. So, in the second article of United Nations 

Charter you have the principles and they have been of course repeated many times, that the 

UN does not have any rights to interfere in internal affairs and of course and any other 

organizations do not. But in this case – if you look at the process of accession to the EU and 

to any organization, any international organization, – of course it’s the international 

organization which sets the conditions for a new state to become a member. So, it is not 

intervening in internal affairs in terms ‘you change that, you do that’. It’s the essence of the 

process of becoming a member of a club, right. So, every state which wants to become a 

member of any organisation which is open to the enlargement, like for example NATO - there 

are rules, what you have to do to become a member, and with the EU, of course, this list of 

rules is enormous because the whole acquis communautaire, right. So, from this perspective, I 

think, that Turkish Prime Minister also is using these stalemates, for status quo, for gaining its 

own power with domestic Turkish citizens, which was quite necessary even when there was 

peaceful time, right. So, now he has even more problems, and now as you have seen, he has 

not been using the culprit EU about anything. So, he is not talking about EU in the context 

of these uprisings. This is quite interesting, right. I don’t think this would be legitimate, 

because the EU has standards of people assembling; people can assemble for whatever they 

want, there is not... member states are not sending armies to the streets. So, there are different 

standards of, let’s say, democratic expression in the EU member states, and in this case 



 

 

 

Erdoğan has not been saying: ‘This is happening because the EU is interfering in domestic 

affairs.’ And when EU Commission itself is very restricted not to blame or not to comment 

too harshly on what is going on.  So, this also gives you a sort of picture of the mutual respect 

of the two players, where EU knows, EU Commission or higher representative, anyway 

whoever speaks in the name of the EU, knows what non-interference in domestic affairs 

means, in terms of domestic issues of Turkey, and this is the uprising for sure . Commission is 

not going to make any comments; it’s not its right. It’s not legally appropriate to say 

something about it, in terms of, you know, blaming or shaming, but to the EU negotiating 

process... Absolutely! Because it’s the EU Commission which sets standards for new member 

state and then it can blame and shame whomever the Commission wants by those standards. 

So, I think, this is actually really good exercise in showing the complexity of this process, and 

you have chosen really good case for it.  

I think the EU plays very hypocritically to Turkey in many ways. A lot of conditions change 

very quickly as governments change in countries. Above all, despite Turkey’s terrible record 

of political restrictions and human rights violations, I believe there is an underlying “we-

versus-them” understanding in the EU, based on civilizational essentialism. 

Electoral politics of core European mostly conservative governments. Christian democrats in 

particular run their Turkey policy purely as a domestic policy, reacting to and fuelling the 

proto orientalist arguments of their electorate.  

Delaying is the accession has negative consequences for both parties. The EU has its internal 

problems and the political elite on both sides are not prioritizing the issue. The Cyprus issue is 

the bottleneck. 

Well, I think that the reasons are, known, how to say, basically is the fact 15 or 16 chapters, 

negotiation chapters are being blocked by the Commission, by the some EU member 

countries, so, it means this is the main reason for the delay, or we can also add to this some of 

these, the major parts of these blockades are not evaded by pure political background. This 

does not have to do anything with the negotiation or accession process because the adoption 

of the acquis communautaire is, let’s say, strictly speaking is a technical procedure. The 

candidate country goes through the negotiation process and so this, going through this process 

country is adopting and adapting more and more of the acquis communautaire to its legal 

system. So, this process does not have to do anything, nothing with the political issues as 

such, and the majority of these 15 or 16 blockades are politically motivated. So, this is 

contrary to the rules, this does not have to do anything with the rules of the accession or 

negation process as such, and we could say that this is also unfair. But some of the chapters 

are blocked, only the two of them, because there are some open issues, for example Cyprus 

question, Ankara protocol. So, there are some concrete dilemmas, where both side claimed 

that other side didn’t do anything or enough to continue to the solution of the process. So, 

Turkey could do more on some chapters that blockade would be lifted and negotiations would 

start to continue, but majority of the blockades are politically motivated, and these are, my 

comment on the delay in the accession process is, that political blockades don’t have to do 

anything to do with the negation process as such, from this Slovene accession process, we 

lifted two political blockades, which also were political motivated and didn’t have to do 

anything with the acquis communautaire adoption as such. That much. 

Do you think that the issues you have mentioned in previous answer can be solved 

someday in near future? How long, in your opinion, will it take for those issues to be 

solved? Why so? 



 

 

 

It is unlikely that all of the issues mentioned can be resolved in the near future. Given that 

accession negotiations have been essentially stalled for some time, Turkish accession is at 

best a decade away, and more likely much longer. Progress on the various stumbling blocks 

related to Cyprus are really crucial to get some forward momentum for Turkey’s accession 

process back on track. How domestic politics in Turkey unfold over the next few month will 

also be a crucial factor. If EU member states such as Germany continue to perceive political 

backsliding in Turkey, it is unlikely that there will be much progress on Turkey’s accession 

negotiations in the near future. 

It is not possible to predict the direction of the talks in the future and the duration of potential 

solutions (if any). Prime Minister Erdoğan has stated publicly that if Turkey has not 

been accepted as an EU member by 2023, it will withdraw from the accession process, 

and this is the only publicly declared 'timeframe'. Turkey's human rights record shows 

very little indication of improving and political reform is stagnant.  

If there is sufficient political will all issues can be resolved.  Yet currently the EU is 

visionless, there is not a single EU visionary leader.  Rather EU leaders - of key member 

states – are too busy with internal cuisine, naval gazing and focusing on domestic popularity 

rather than on wider, longer term, strategic issues.  This approach allows Turkey to cherry 

pick at reform.  With the EU having little (if any) leverage over Ankara there is little they can 

do to influence Turkey’s political elites – more so because the main opposition in Turkey, the 

CHP, does not push the ruling AKP to progress the EU accession process.  The CHP is an 

antiquated visionless party which is badly in need of a serious shake up. 

These are fundamentally questions of political will, and changes in political attitude can go a 

long way. A practical example in this is the opening of one more chapter by Turkey following 

the change in leadership in France.  

I think that entirely depends on domestic situation in Turkey, political situation. I am not 

familiar with it, as I have told you, not an expert in Turkish domestic politics or opposition 

and so on. But I think this is excellent opportunity that civil society, Turkish civil society 

and opposition and independent experts and whomever else have any potential influence 

on the government try to tell the government that democratic standards that the EU is 

anyway proposing within the accession process are the good standards and they would 

like to actually achieve them. But of course this might, if you look it from the perspective of, 

yes, democratically elected but still somewhere sometimes a bit more autocratically behaving 

Erdoğan, then this might be seen as a fight for power domestically and so on. So, I think that 

now Turkey will absolutely show whether it is prepared for open political dialogue 

domestically. I think this is also why the people are on the streets. So, they want to get rid of 

this EU culprit context, and because they were of course forced to have these conversations: 

‘Should we have it this way? Should we have it that way? Should the women be covered, or 

whatever?’ With the EU always there. But now the EU has been pushed aside and they want 

to have this open conversation at home by themselves, as a society, as a multiethnic society, 

right. So, I think this is a really good thing and whatever comes out of it is entirely up to 

Turkey’s society and politics, right. So, and I think that the EU knows this, and is actually 

waiting, the Commission itself, also member states. I personally, have not heard a lot of 

comments from EU member states themselves which have always had some sort of comments 

during the negotiating process on Turkish situation. They are very careful, they know this is 

delicate, so, they leave this for Erdoğan to solve it on his own.  

I believe Turkey will become an EU member, but at a time when it won’t matter that much 

anymore. 

Not in the short term, this process will still take time but it will demand patience from the 

Turkish side as well as the pro-accession parties in Europe. The issues cannot be ‘solved’ 

through some kind of ingenuity but only by insisting on the continuation of the 



 

 

 

process/negotiations. Unfortunately especially the Turkish side is running out of patience. 

Even though this may be understandable, issuing deadlines is still the wrong policy.  

No, I do not think so. 

Well, I think, that majority of the issues, how can I say, those chapters which are blocked for 

political reasons only this will be lifted, I think, for the good for both sides rather soon. We 

have seen this with the chapter 22, the Regional policy, which was de-blocked, blockade was 

lifted toward the end of the June, and it will be operational in autumn. So, those chapters, 

which are politically blocked, there isn’t anything special to do about good will, and of course 

some concrete steps from both sides. From the EU to lift blockade and show, let’s say, feeling 

towards the candidate country and candidate country should do some practical steps, so it 

wouldn’t harm anybody, it would show the (...), but for those few chapters which are blocked 

because of some unsolved issues or because some concrete limited tasks were not followed, 

then there should be some issues, the meanest issue, the toughest issue, of course, is the 

question, the Cyprus question, as you know the island of Cyprus is divided. The Cyprus is the 

EU member since 2004 and the so called Turkish Republic of the Northern Cyprus, the 

northern part of the island, the so called state entity, which is recognized by Turkey and 

Azerbaijan, and there are a lot of questions regarding the unification of the island, where 

either so called Cyprus side or so called Turkish side doesn’t do enough to reach the solution 

and to continue, to move forward. Basically, as far as pure process of unification of the island 

is concerned there will be at least 3, 4 suggestions or proposals on the agenda dealing class ( 

?? ) 13 years and basically all of them, 3 or 4 of them were rejected by the Republic of 

Cyprus. So, this I see as a main issue as a core issue which have to be solved that the 

accession process will be completed as such. But of course while dealing this main 

problematic issue, there are other chapters where progress could be shift, one would say, 

rather easily, technically speaking, than the political blockades are lifted. 

What do you think is playing the biggest role in becoming a European Union member? 

Do you think the Copenhagen Criteria are the real criteria with which you can measure 

the relevancy/adequacy of some country to become EU member? 

Yes, the Copenhagen criteria and meeting the requirements of the acquis are real criteria, and 

in recent years, I think, have gotten stronger. Many experts viewed the EU has having been 

too soft on countries such as Bulgaria and Romania in past accession negotiations. As a result 

of such concerns, the EU has been placing even greater emphasis on the readiness and 

maturity of a candidate’s democratic institutions and its ability to meet EU standards. At the 

same time, enlargement (for every prospective country) is very much a political process, so a 

candidate’s relationship or conflicts with individual member states also greatly influence a 

country’s EU accession prospects and timelines (given that most major decisions on the 

accession path require the unanimous agreement of all EU member states). 

Arguably the biggest role in EU accession is played by the quality of democracy and human 

rights protection in the country concerned, accompanied by economic factors and indicators. 

The Copenhagen Criteria are certainly 'real' criteria, but they do not offer concrete 

benchmarks to measure progress in a candidate state. In this regard, political 

conditionality remains a moving target. 

Clearly meeting the Copenhagen Criteria is a crucial element.  However, at the end of the day, 

what is supposed to be a technical process, ultimately requires political decision by the EU 

and if one single state does not back the process then it will fail.  On relatively bland issues it 

is sometimes difficult to have all 28 member states signing with one voice; on a decisive 

issue such a Turkish accession, it is a million times more difficult. 

They should be.  

I think that the Copenhagen Criteria themselves and then the additional Madrid Criteria from 

95 have played the most important part during the big bang enlargement and the enlargement 



 

 

 

of Bulgaria and Romania in 2007, their accession in 2007. In Croatia’s case there has already 

become obvious that the Criteria, the political, economic and administrative, have been set for 

a certain group of states in a certain politically-economic situation in time, which was already 

different for Croatia, which was a post conflict country. So, there you have a lot of new 

conditions, the political conditionality was different for Croatia already. And Turkey, right, 

being a member in the process of accession for what... 20 years almost now. Even more, yes. I 

mean the time that the formal negotiations are open, right, portrays a totally different political 

situation at the moment. So, here, of course, you cannot draw from Copenhagen Criteria. 

Why? But in different countries democratically working institutions means different things, 

because the political history of the country is different. So, in this case Turkey may get some, 

we can’t say lower criteria, but understanding of the difference between its society, its 

political history, right, even religious influence, because this is the culture of the people, 

the EU cannot and does not want to demand, you have to, you know, scratch this, this goes 

away... It has to be incorporated, aligned with the standards of democracy as understood 

in practice, anyways. Because, I think the economic crisis within the EU itself shows also 

the crisis of understanding culture. If we had Greek state officials stealing money, and 

reporting differently to the EU Central Bank, then there is some sort of problem in culture  

what we should say to our friends. Because if EU members are not friends, then who is a 

friend in international relations, right. So, I think in this bigger context which I have 

mentioned, I think, Copenhagen Criteria are absolutely the core, but their own understanding 

plus additional political conditionality for Turkey apply strictly to the individual case of 

Turkey and that is of course the geopolitical position of the state, role of the army, absolutely 

human rights practice, which is in the social culture context different, right, and of course the 

security and stability of the country, especially monitoring of the Eastern border, migration, 

Turkey is very important for anti-terrorist movement, its own understanding of Kurdish party 

is not in line with the European  and so on. So, these are the concrete issues. I think it’s not 

about, you know, individual perks of Western member states, yeah, ‘well we want something 

more from Turkey’. It’s about concrete situation of potential benefits which Turkey would 

bring to the EU but they have to be secure as benefits. They cannot be, as I told you before, 

open in term of we are going to have an instable partner, where we already have US, which 

does sometimes whatever it wants without consultation, and Russia, which has been doing it 

ever since (= always). 

I believe the most important role in becoming EU member is geographical, then cultural. 

Economic and political factors come in later, for countries in the geographic and cultural 

domain. 

Copenhagen criteria are relevant, in my opinion. 

The Copenhagen Criteria were applied inconsistently for different EU members. The Greek 

accession is the best example of a politically, rather than legally conducted accession 

process. For Turkey this logic will be and is already applied in the reverse: An over-

zealous application of the criteria. Having said that there is plenty of need for reform in 

Turkey and the EU mechanism has already proved effective in the past and will hopefully 

continue to be effective in the future.  

Hinterland of Germany – the countries are accepted. Geography both imagined and physical 

seems to play role. Yes, I believe they are the real criteria. 

E: Yeah, the Copenhagen criteria have proved themselves as a major and quite exact criteria, 

all, I mean, those enlargement cases after end of the Cold War, I think, but maybe as known 

from the case of two countries accepted 2007, I think, maybe they should be on certain areas 

even more explicit and go even further in the substance: human rights, the financial system 

and so on. So, I think, this so called streaming or maybe (...) while checking the country’s 

compliance with the Copenhagen criteria could even be more strict. It wouldn’t harm nothing, 



 

 

 

it would just achieve the better progress of the candidate country. But I guess I’m not that in 

the details and familiar with the negotiation process, but I think, there must be also some other 

results or evaluations which appear during the streaming process, during the accession 

process, which would help the evaluation coming from Copenhagen criteria to be more 

detailed, to be more reliable and more, how can I say, bounding.  

 

A: So, do you think that the Copenhagen criteria are the only criteria which can measure if the 

country will become the EU member? Or do you see any other reasons, I mean, do you see 

any other, how can I say, possibilities why should country become an EU member? 

 

I think that generally speaking the Copenhagen criteria are basically they are enough, 

basically. But after issuing these criteria, for example democracy, human rights, there is a set 

of rules, set of agreements, set of procedures which country has to fulfil, has to implement 

into future. So, it’s not the general level, the surface of these high, or, whatever they are, 

criteria. These criteria are just, let’s say, the upper part of the iceberg, so, there is a set of 

procedures, rules and so on, on each of those areas, by which the Copenhagen criteria is 

fulfilled. For example, the (...), basically they have been already agreement achieved so, the 

process for Visa liberalizaion issue will be start between the EU and Turkey, and Turkey is 

prepared to sign the resolution/resignation (…) agreement. So, this shows that is just not 

enough to agree on the free movement of the persons, but they should be concrete formally by 

steps and agreement concluded which would say that one general rule has been implemented 

or de-implemented. 

 

But do you think that also geographical position is playing the rule in becoming a member? 

 

I don’t basically understand that question. Do you mean Turkish or just every ones? 

 

In general and also like for Turkey. 

 

Ahan. Well, generally speaking, yes, of course. I mean, you know, there should be some 

geographical limits of the EU, because EU of course started as geographical entity, and of 

course now it is geographically concluded area, but of course, I think, the most important 

now, after these 50 or 60 years of the EU, is the system of values and integration process as 

such, the culture of the integration process and other benefits of the EU which define EU and 

make it attractive and which basically don’t need geographical improvement in the EU to be 

implemented, to be respected. For example, now, human rights, democratization, 

abolition of death penalty etc and other values which EU stands for, practically every 

and each country could implement these values and being geographically part of the EU 

is not a condition to be able to accept this area. So, but of course for example in the case of 

Turkey, it is a part, because  Turkey is a part of European geographical area, so, in this case it 

is important, but also for example one country , I don’t know, for example New Zeeland or 

Bolivia or Peru. I mean, it would of course, geography is important, I mean, it’s ridicules to 

speak about those countries to be members of the EU, because they are geographically so far 

away, but this  at the same time geography, the geographical distance to Chile, Bolivia, or 

whatever, it is not an obstacle but such countries would not implement the system of the 

values of the EU, and this is, well, the strength of the EU as a unique integration in the history 

of mankind comes to be seen. This, here I see the importance and the soft power of the EU, 

which is not directly linked to the geographical area as such. 

Do you think religion of the candidate country is playing an important role in becoming 

EU member? 



 

 

 

In the case of Turkey, yes, absolutely. The fact that Turkey is a predominantly Muslim culture 

is a definite contributing factor to the hesitancy and caution among some EU leaders and EU 

publics regarding Turkey’s eventual EU membership. Many worry that Turkey will 

fundamentally alter the identity and character of the EU. 

The European Commission categorically denies that religion plays any role in the accession 

negotiations, especially since the Commission is an impartial actor that does not represent the 

preferences and interests of European society.  The Council of Ministers, which directly 

reflects the interests of the member states, has also not stated any religious concerns regarding 

Turkey's accession. Ultimately the EU as a supranational organisation rejects any 

allegations that Turkey's membership is delayed due to religious diversity. Political and 

economic factors are far more prevalent.   

The EU is not about religion.  A number of the countries in the Western Balkans are Muslim 

and it has not prevented them for receiving a clear membership perspective.  However, in the 

case of Turkey the fact that Turkey is large and Muslim has been used in the public discourse 

I some member states as a reason to oppose Turkey’s accession.  Unfortunately, since 9/11 

Islam has becoming increasingly viewed as being attached to terrorism, and fear has 

grown.  While there is clearly a lack of understanding about Islam in the EU, there has been 

little or no effort from the part of many EU politicians to explain or better educate.  Therefore 

public opinion is not positive over the idea of a large, Muslim Turkey entering the EU, adding 

to the already poorly integrated Muslim communities many member states have.  Nicholas 

Sarkozy, the former French President was extremely explicit on this point, saying that Turkey 

was culturally incompatible with the EU, to the point where he was becoming blatantly anti-

Islam. 

Occasionally it may, though mostly it does not.  

Legally no, because legally there is no application on state religion which would be either 

beneficial or detrimental to a state’s entry to the EU. However, of course it’s the perception of 

predominantly Muslim country which has a lot to do in terms of perception, who are now 

going to be the people, who are members of the EU. But I think that Muslim society in EU 

member states themselves is quite well integrated. I am not an expert on this intercultural 

dialogue or anything like that, but I think that religion is per se (lat.) not an issue which would 

really be a problem, but it is the issue which is most likely going to be politicized, because of 

course Southern-Mediterranean migrants are coming to the EU, they are predominantly 

Muslim, despite the fact they are Arabs, right. And they are perceived as people, who are 

stealing away work from Europeans, and they are having family members, so, they are 

burning the state budget, because we have social state and so on, and this might be negative 

report trait to the religion itself, and of course the relationship between man and woman are, 

whatever, they are different cultural kind of traditions within the different religions. And this 

is the potentially politicized issue, right, so, because you have to sell the Turkish accession to 

the people at home. So, this is why I think religion might be, it is actually, not might be, 

already is important issue, but on terms on the intergovernmental level, I think this is the last, 

one of the last things that is actually being a problem.  

Religions/denominations of majority populations play an essentialist role in perceptions by 

the EU. There is prejudice towards non-Christian, non-Western (Oriental) cultures, as people 

know them. 

The fact that Turkey is a majority Muslim country certainly is one of the key arguments use 

by opponents. In that sense it has and will make Turkish accession harder.  

Yes; public opinion gives importance to religious values. 

E: Hya, I mean, again generally it could be concrete problem. In the case of Turkey, there 

were some rejections of the EU-Turkish membership, because Turkey is Islamic country, 

where the Islam is the dominant religion, so, EU already have the case in practice, where 



 

 

 

some who opposed Turkish membership, take the religion as an example or as an excuse or, 

how can I say, but basically, I think, this shouldn’t be the case. I think, the religion should not 

play important or any role, because we know what is the European practice: the bridges 

between strict division between religion as a matter of the individual and between the state as 

such. So, in such a case, in the case of this division which is in Europe result of the two-

centuries’ development, does not matter what country’s religion is, as long as religion 

means the issue of the individual and of his/her practice in the religion and not taking 

religion as a political tool in state affairs.  

How do you comment EU enlargement towards Georgia, Armenia, Azerbaijan and some 

other non-European countries? Do you see it as an endless enlargement of the European 

Union? 

I generally refer to countries such as Georgia, Armenia, and Azerbaijan (as well as Ukraine) 

as the countries of “wider Europe.” Some of these countries, such as Georgia and Ukraine, 

have expressed long-term EU aspirations. On the one hand, I think the EU is eager to engage 

with such countries to help promote greater political and economic stability on its eastern 

border. On the other hand, there is a definite question among many Europeans about where 

Europe “ends.” I am doubtful that any of these countries would ultimately become EU 

members, even in the longer term. The EU is committed politically to the countries of the 

Western Balkans; beyond that, I have a hard time seeing much appetite in Europe to include 

countries farther afield. 

The above mentioned countries do not fall in the official EU category of 'potential EU 

candidate states' (e.g. Serbia, Kosovo, etc.) therefore there is no enlargement perspective to 

reflect on.  

Georgia, Armenia and Azerbaijan have not received an EU membership perspective.  They 

are all part of the EU’s European Neighbourhood Policy and Eastern Partnership initiative.  

They are all interested in further economic and political integration with the EU.  Armenia 

and Georgia will initial Association Agreements and Deep and Comprehensive Free 

Trade Agreements at the Vilnius EaP Summit in December, moving to signature in 

2014.  Azerbaijan is slightly less advanced.  Georgia, is pushing to receive a membership 

perspective (along with Moldova and Ukraine) while Armenia is in a more difficult 

situation because of its close ties with Russia.  Ultimately the EU needs to decide whether 

or not these countries can be part of the EU.  There is no one vision in the EU on this.  

Clearly EU enlargement cannot go on forever but countries such as Georgia, Moldova 

and Ukraine ….. are all fundamentally European and if they meet the relevant criteria 

they should be allowed to apply for membership.  Their membership will increase 

stability and security in the region and make the EU stronger.  But after this, I doubt 

EU enlargement would go any further.  

There is no endless enlargement in sight. A country should join the moment it is declared as a 

candidate and it fulfils the Copenhagen Criteria.  

Well, you already defined it as non-European, means that they will never enter the EU , 

because the article that actually applies to the EU membership, so, basically article 49 

which applies in the Treaty on the EU, to the EU membership process and who is 

eligible to enter is any European country. So, basically ‘European’ does not apply to 

geography nor to the political definition where we know that Morocco has been left out, 

obviously not-European, but it’s a political definition, whether they are European or not. And 

it’s more of a definition of the European practices of the main values that the EU holds, then 

to geography, right. So, none is disputing Ukraine as a European country in terms, it is not in 

Europe! But in terms of practicing democratic values, institutions, market system, individual 

liberties, human rights observation, it’s not European at all. It’s as European as Thailand  if 

I am very harsh. So, these countries are, in my opinion, it’s not a question whether they lay 



 

 

 

geographically in Europe or not. But it’s practice of European values which they will show in 

their domestic governance that will bring them closer to the EU. Why would the EU do not 

want to have Georgia as its member if it’s displaying top standards of democracy, excellent 

market economy, growth, I don’t know, scientific exchanges, human rights observations and 

so on? Why would it not want to have such a member, right? So, that’s actually my question. 

It’s not about geography, but about the practice of European values. That is European 

understood as a European.  
I don’t find this question appropriate to answer. 

These countries are not non-European the same way Turkey is not non-European. Europe is a 

political, not a geographic category and can therefore be adjusted. Haiti has applied to 

become the first member of the African Union outside of the continent and there is no reason 

not to process that application. Similarly, Caucasus countries may become EU members.  

I do not think they would be members in future. I am pessimist. 

E: I have already explained this out of limits, out of geographical limits of the EU concerns, 

so that was a part of the answer to this question. But to answer to the question, well, let me 

also comment on the question. (...) I don’t think that those Caucasian countries would like to 

hear that they are non-European countries, they see themselves as European countries, so, 

maybe you should not take example of those countries as non-European countries, but it is 

methodological for you, this is not an answer. So, the answer as a known: there is an 

Eastern partnership, European neighbourhood policy EU, that those three countries and 

some other are included in the processes which don’t lead directly to the membership, 

but mean transmitting the EU values, to the countries which are not part of the EU and 

which are not candidate countries in elsewhere countries. So, I think, that tools, or how 

can I say, Eastern partnership and European neighbourhood policy are important part of 

exercising EU values out of the EU as such and that this of course may encourage some 

countries to get the membership ambition. But this is not necessary the case, and I think, it’s 

also not important to have in mind enlargement as a never ending process geographically 

speaking. But as far as I said, when we have in mind the enlargement as dispersion of values 

which EU stands for, then that’s the different question. But in this case, I don’t know, directly 

speaking, in case of these countries we will have to see if they have expressed their 

membership ambitions, if they have put forward applications and what are their intentions. 

This is the first step in implementing enlargement or possible enlargement towards such 

countries, and each such a country expresses its will then of course it should be, how can I 

say, checked, it should be seen what are possibilities and how to continue.  

These days the anti-governmental protests are taking place all around Turkey. 

Everything started with protests in Istanbul against building the 94th shopping mall. 

Because the police started using the force, people became fed up of the government and 

Prime Minister Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, so, they started with anti-governmental protests 

which were spread all around the country. According to the protestors, Prime Minister 

is not listening to his own (Turkish) people and all those things may lead toward to the 

civil war.  

How do you comment current situation in Turkey? Do you see any danger of civil war in 

Turkey? What, in your opinion, could cause the civil war if we assume the “nightmare 

scenario”?  

I am not a Turkey expert, so I’m really not comfortable answering this question to any great 

extent. From my understanding, however, I think that the prospects for a civil war in Turkey 

are greatly exaggerated. 

 Turkey is currently experiencing the seeds of a democratic rebirth. The impact of 

Gezi Park is, however, diffuse and cannot be measured without strong empirical consensus on 

individual variables, which will take longer time and further research to identify. At a 



 

 

 

preliminary level, however, Turkey's political parties will presumably be more recipient 

of public opinion, and will operate less as a 'father state' – which is to say that they will 

understand that in a democracy, popular sovereignty wins over national sovereignty. 
There is no danger of civil war in Turkey in the foreseeable future. Turkey's political and 

religious diversity are not strong enough to be correlated to a civil war, given the 

country's strong national homogeneity, satisfactory economy, strong centralised 

institutions, and lack of internal conflict over resources. Ethnic diversity  and linguistic 

divisions (Turkish vs. Kurdish identity) reached a dangerous hiatus in the 1990s but 

have since been politically  debated and  mitigated to an extent that the danger of civil 

war is unlikely (though not completely unthinkable).   

There is no chance of civil war in Turkey.  The unrest in the streets never came to Turks 

fighting Turks, it was a protest aimed at the Prime Minister and his way of doing things.  The 

point is that the Prime Minister, is guilty of ignoring the rights and lifestyle of those that do 

not support the AKP or differ in ideology.  Winning three terms as Prime Minister has 

seemingly made Erdoğan believe he is all powerful and has the right to do what he wants.  

He was assisted in this by the fact that Turkey as no strong opposition.  However, this is a 

very slippery slope.  Governance and decision-making needs to be done in an inclusive 

way.  Erdoğan chose to ignore 50% of the country and stormed ahead.  As we now see he was 

forced to backtrack on Gezi Park, yet it still remains unclear to what extent he has really 

learned lessons from these protests. 

There will be no civil war in Turkey. Society remains polarized between supporters and bitter 

opponents of the PM.  

I don’t know how much instability these general en mass (fr.) protests of people themselves 

can cost to Turkish state. I know that Turkish state is quite safe; it has towards its external 

borders really high anti-terrorist measures, even within the country due to its relations with 

Kurdish movement and so on. So, basically, in terms of country falling into instability as we 

have seen in for example Egypt, I don’t think this is a possibility. But as for civil war, I don’t 

know what you mean by that. I mean if you mean like coup d’état (fr.), some sort of stale 

mate or opposition trying to overthrow... 

 

A: Like revolution. 

 

Politically speaking, this might turn sides even by the people; the government could lose, of 

course, lose support. But as long as the government has support of the army, I don’t think so; 

unfortunately this sort of let’s say autocratic criteria in my view stick to Turkey. Turkey has 

also quite unpleasant situations with its neighbours and this is currently good for Erdoğan, 

because if he falls back in power, people need to believe that someone else will be able to 

monitor and withdraw, not withdraw from the very tense situation with Syria. So, we have a 

lot of refugees, bilateral potential disputes and also international community is not interested 

in having a different person leading Turkey, because Erdoğan has up to now, in terms of 

international relations, shown a lot of wisdom, has consulted with NATO, has not bilaterally 

defended to the country without NATO’s consultation, which is let’s say not a practice in 

autocratic regimes. So, he did show some sort of international consultation and from this 

perspective internationally there is no pressure for Erdoğan’s withdraw, whereas 

domestically, as I can tell you I don’t really know what the sentiments of the people are, plus 

if these uprisings are in the Western’s part of the country. If you might hold general elections, 

you may think that Eastern part is probably going to support the government anyway, because 

they have not been affected by these protests, right. But it does of course have to do with what 

these people are protesting against, right. And I am not an... I don’t know what this has spilled 

over social rights, religion, observation of legal practices and things like that, or it’s just, you 



 

 

 

know, don’t build this over here, and leave us the park or whatever. 

 

A: As I have heard, people just think that Erdoğan is not listening to them, like he is 

shortening their human rights. Their opinion is like they don’t have any democracy. 

 

Okay, in this case, right, if it escalates to this sort of symbolic meaning of democracy in the 

state, then this might be an opportunity for a different let’s say an opposition party to present 

itself as more valuable for the cooperation with the EU, and then it might start gaining some 

at first absolutely bilateral EU supports, so, there is not going to be Commission, which is 

going to jump ‘Oh, yeah, we have new party, let’s go on!’, not at all. But slowly this might 

mean something. But absolutely if there is no international support, power is not going to 

be changed in Turkey. That’s my opinion. 

There won’t be a civil war, but the chess game between the intolerant AKP government and 

progressive protestors will continue. Tensions will increase together with increasing protests 

and police brutality. Things can change for the better only if the AKP government changes its 

attitude (very unlikely with their authoritarian, one-man-led culture) or the government falls 

and a more tolerant government comes in. 

There are massive tensions in the society which the Gezi protests only helped to reveal, rather 

than causing them. These tensions will have to be dealt somehow with as, for now, 

different segments of the society live side by side to each other unconscious of other’s 

needs. Fears of civil war are completely alarmist and unrealistic and only help pouring oil 

into the fire.  

No I do not see any danger of civil war. 

It is what happens in democracies; people protest and challenge the government. That is the 

routine.  

 Well, I mean, looking at Turkey as a  parliamentary democracy, much longer than some of 

the EU member countries, I think, that the so called the danger of civil war in Turkey this is 

out of question. I think, this is not in this context, I think, I doubt, I think this is not a question 

with some reliability, this should be out in any case, I mean. I don’t know also if its Turkish 

protestors mentioned this possibility of the civil war. I think, this is out of question, although 

everybody can see a (...), but also even comparing the protests they are, let’s say, origin, 

background and understanding if you compare all this with the so called Arab spring then it’s 

a huge difference. So, I mean, this question civil war, I mean, I don’t know whose idea this is. 

But, Turkey as I said is doing parliamentary democracy, which should be developing 

excessively last 10 years with the extremely high tempo and with the extremely high level of 

economic successiveness, one of the highest in the world, during last 5, 6 years. Only China 

had higher globe trade than Turkey. This has of course encouraged the, how should I say, 

discrepancy and maybe even the conflict between modernity and tradition. All European 

member countries have gone through this conflict between the modernity and tradition, and 

Turkey is now in the phase, where, at the same time, for example, we have a huge economic 

progress, but at the same time this also brings, it’s evoking change from tradition to 

modernity. The more Turkey has been industrialized, the more Turkey has been urbanized, 

the more people moved from country side from rural to urban area, the stronger is this 

pressure on the traditional values, which will build the new concept, concept of urban life, 

which cannot function to that extent to which they did before and this is the main reason for 

demonstrations now, for this clash between protestors and government as such. Protests in 

Gezi Park started because government wanted to cut down trees, old trees, big trees in the 

very centre of Istanbul. Why? To build a building. Just (...) building, so, this is one side we 

have standing for environment republic for nature in the mid of 20 million-city highly 

modern, even post modern, and on the other side we have these traditions, which did 



 

 

 

something new. So, in the nowadays societies, high level societies they don’t develop because 

they will be building buildings, objects, material, concrete issues. They are developed, 

because they are developing IT values, seizing the way of life. So, this is social background of 

these protests. And also the election of this brutal use of police force also shows the 

traditional approach of police and protestors which were basically demanding and doing 

things, which are normal let’s say within the EU, as the protestors. So, these are two sides of 

that process went on, and at the same time we can see that these protests they did present a 

huge, massive awakening of civil society in Turkey. This is a new phenomena on such a 

large, major, general scale and at the same time they also show that pure economic 

development is not enough after some time of an extremely successive economic 

development, people, if I may put in that way, they want more, they want some social 

advantages, education advantages, some more flexible liberal approach not that 

patriarchal one and so on. I think, these are all aspects and lessons which we can learn from 

these events in Turkey during July and June,  and this is a sort of continuum and shows, how 

difficult is also, it is for governments to update, to modernize in their approach. In their 

approach of expressing politics, policy and of course also in the services like police to adopt 

to different, to new changes of time.  

How, in your opinion, this current situation in Turkey may affect Turkish accession to 

the European Union if anyhow? Could, in your opinion, accession be even more 

postponed? Why so? 

The current situation in Turkey has already affected its accession talks. In the spring of 2013, 

hopes were high that talks would be given a boost with the opening of the acquis chapter on 

regional policy (which would have been the first new chapter opened in three years). In light 

of the police crackdown on demonstrators in Turkey, however, in June 2013, some EU 

member states postponed opening this chapter, arguing that it would send the wrong signal to 

the Turkish government. EU member states are expected to consider whether to open this 

chapter after October 2013, following the Commission’s annual progress report on Turkey. In 

the longer term, the recent crackdown gives fodder to those in the EU who argue that Turkey 

does not sufficiently respect political rights and human rights, and thus, is not ready for 

membership. How events unfold in Turkey in the coming months will determine whether the 

protests have a long-lasting effect on Turkey’s accession negotiations and EU prospects. 

It might go either of two ways. The EU might further block accession negotiations with 

Turkey, or it might realise that Turkey needs a stronger European leverage and thus accelerate 

accession negotiations. 

The recent protests resulted in a delay in starting the talks on chapter 22, regional policies.  

While the chapter was opened, the talks and the intergovernmental conference were 

postponed until Turkey's 2013 Progress Report is published in October. Although not 

specifically mentioned, it seems that EU-28 plan to assess, among other things, whether or 

not Turkey has done enough to meet concerns related to the Gezi Park protests 

(including having a full and transparent investigation into the excessive force used by 

the police) in order to start the talks and, in effect, restart Turkey's stalled EU process. 

While this leaves the door open to a further blocking of the process, it seems unlikely. Firstly, 

Germany's elections will have come and gone.  Second, by then it would have been almost 

three-and-a-half years without any progress in the talks; therefore, there is a need to bring the 

process out of the coma it has been in for the sake of the broader Turkey-EU relationship. Yet 

beyond “22” there is still no sign that Chapters 23 and 24 will be opened.  

It had been de facto postponed for a few years now. Only in late 2012 a new momentum was 

gained but this has been lost again. Right now, the biggest obstacle in EU-Turkey relations is 

the sheer indifference shown by the Turkish government.  

I think we have talked about this already, so to sum up, the Commission has no interest to get 



 

 

 

directly involved in domestic Turkish affairs, because this is against the principle of non-

interference in domestic affairs. However, after these let’s say protests are dealt with, the 

Commission will absolutely thoroughly look into legal procedures, how for example the 

protesters have been dealt with, whether they had had their human rights breached or not, how 

police have been handling the people. This is then after the process and then the Commission 

will make an assessment of the situation before it will start opening any chapters for 

negotiations. So, basically of course when this phenomenon is gone away, the Commission 

will start from wherever it has ended but it will not directly at the moment push the scene 

anywhere. It’s not in its interest, because the utmost interest of the EU is absolutely a stable 

Turkish state and international partner.  

Already postponed because of police brutality and the AKP government’s intolerance, but I 

don’t believe this is a major event in the course of Turkey-EU relations. 

European conservatives have already tried to exploit the situation politically while at the same 

time continuing to support the current AKP government behind closed doors. EU accession 

efforts should be boosted, not halted as a result as they are an important tool to change things 

like police training and the rule of law (currently suffering many defeats in Turkey).  

Germany responded harshly but later on softened. I do not think it will affect. 

E: I mean everything is possible. But I think it will be the most possible mistake if the 

negotiation process would be postponed, because what is the essence of the integration 

process as such? The essence of the integration process is to engage, to include the 

candidate country in the process of adopting the acquis communautaire, it means 

changing the structure of society and the value system of society along this, what has 

been proved before in the member countries. So, it is integration process which is highly 

important, let’s put it that way, for such things and also the fact ,that Chapter 22 was lifted or 

opened in the end of the June, it was the first one opened in the last two years or after two 

years of standing still, so this shows the EU membership process or accession process is the 

most important thing that driving force also for the development of the country, and in this 

case Turkey needs support, needs help to overcome this clash between modernity and 

tradition which in European countries more or less has been achieved and overcome. And also 

with the implementing of the acquis communautaire the candidate country gets kind of, how 

should I say, updated compass to proceed. So, we can also say that at least theoretically, but I 

think also practical, happened, there been an extend still also for the 3 years in the accession 

process. It would have been more easier for the Turkish political legal government to help, to 

understand and to coup with the protestors than it has been.  

What can Turkey do if she does not enter to the European Union?  

As Turkey has done over the years, it could develop as close of a relationship to the EU short 

of membership as possible, and perhaps pursue what some term a “privileged partnership.” 

Turkey could also, as it has been doing for the past few years, seek to develop itself into a 

regional power in its own right, with influence in both Europe and the Middle East. 

Please see answer to question 1 – Turkey can hold a strong political and economic presence in 

the world without being an EU member, but its democracy and human rights record may 

regress. 

If Turkey does no join the EU it will not be the end of the world.  For Turkey it is the journey 

rather than the membership that is crucial.  The EU process will significantly improve 

Turkey democracy leading to Ankara meeting international values in terms of 

democracy, human rights and freedoms, etc.  Turkey is big enough and potentially 

powerful enough to survive without EU membership as it increasingly moving to having 

closer cooperation with other key regions and partners. 

If this is meant to mean joining an alternative organization, such a scenario is not credible.  

As said I don’t think Turkey’s sacred goal anymore or if it ever was, is to enter to the EU, 



 

 

 

because of the changed situation, Turkey is showing that it could by itself act on some sort 

of hegemony even or legitimate leadership in the Mediterranean, it could offer bridge-

building offices between Middle East and Europe, but needs to clarify its role toward the 

US and Russia. So, basically it is up to Turkey to decide or to stay as it is and then chose 

partners, you know, pragmatically, because this is less convenient for the EU. Turkey may 

chose for a special partnership, privilege partnership, I don’t know the marketing phrase, with 

the EU and have benefits for itself also with close relations with for example other NATO 

partner, which is of course the US and other Islamic states within the Organization of 

Islamic conference or at least around the Black See or with Russia and, so it can play 

some sort of bridge-building game but it has to be a sincere and open game. The biggest 

mistake, I think, Turkey could do on international scene is to play a double crossing game; so, 

to promise something to the EU and then not act legitimately on these promises when US 

will offer a better deal, or with Russia if it will offer better deal. So, let’s say not acting 

pragmatically but more normatively, more legitimately is very important for Turkey in 

whatever relationship, either as member – when, or as this special partnership. I think this 

special partnership might even be some sort of the legitimized step towards potential 

membership, especially because no other state has ever had or will have a special relationship 

with the EU in such sense. So, there might be this promise to the people of both entities – EU 

and Turkey. We will not have some sort of in between stage until we get to the membership 

and this might be it, there will never be a membership, but it’s some sort of a political solution 

of the important role that Turkey plays for the EU.  

Turkey has to democratize with more civil rights and civil liberties, with or without the EU. 

Turkey needs a strong left-wing alternative to the AKP. Plus, Turkey has to resolve its long-

standing Kurdish issue immediately to move on. “Religious and nationalist politics present 

dead ends for Turkey.” There’s no other path than democratization. 

Turkey can survive with a privileged partnership both economically as well as geopolitically 

due to the strong transatlantic ties that are sometimes overlooked by the EU accession debate. 

For the domestic social relations boosting the rule of law, accountability of public 

institutions and access to Europe in general will be a greatly limiting the options of the 

Turkish population, including government supporters.  

Middle East gateway; Turkey may seek to build collaborations with other countries in the 

Middle East or in the globe. 

Haha, I don’t know. It is a question for Turks to say so. But again, question is important. 

Indicative in the case of the EU integration process, the process as such is important, because 

as a nation of really few (...) the candidate country goes through the process, the country 

changes itself along proven positive experiences of previous candidate countries which are at 

the moment getting membership, so it is a integration process which changes the country and 

that’s the goal, and when candidate country comes to the end of integration process, it is a de 

facto member, so, official member, so it is de facto member, if this negotiation process is 

done or exercise that the candidate country is serious and did all possible effort, then at the 

end of the process country is de facto already a member, but it’s not officially. So, when 

Turkey completes negotiation process, accession process, and if then there would be, let’s say, 

referendum in one of the EU member countries and the result would be against the Turkish 

membership, then there would not be a total membership. Turkey will be structurally as a 

society on the same level as the EU member countries. That’s the point. That’s the result. 

But if that case of the no membership comes on agenda, then Turkey will just decide 

what to do, I don’t know what, but in any case it will be complementary with the EU as 

such. And this is, what I think, this is the most important goal. And of course, well, it will be 

difficult to (...) Turkey will finish the accession process. I think, there will be, I think it will 

be, technically speaking difficult to finish the half of, to finish the accession process in half of 



 

 

 

the chapters earlier than in 5 years. And 5 years is a, or let’s say 7 years next financial period 

of the EU. So, I think, this could be the time (...), I think there should be the goal that Turkey 

will finish the negotiation process within the next financial mandatory period of the EU. So, it 

means that will be the next 7 years till 2019 and then also the EU would be much more 

different than it is today. So, it will be upon the two sides to discuss this ‘yes or no’ at that 

time if this question will be revealed. 

If you would have power to do something for Turkey (politics, economy and society), 

what would you do and why? What goals would you achieve by doing that? What 

benefits would it bring to Turkey?  

I’m a little unclear about what you are asking in this question. I would just add that in terms 

of EU accession, if both sides are serious about it (and that is a big “if”), then both sides need 

to bend some. Turkey needs to make some concessions on Cyprus (such as opening its ports 

and airports to ships and planes from the Greek Cypriot part of the island) and the EU needs 

to overcome internal divisions that are holding up the opening of new chapters of the acquis. 

I would focus on educating the younger generation on tolerance, diversity, human rights, and 

peaceful activism, which I am privileged enough to be doing already. This would potentially 

transform future decision-makers at grassroots level, which ultimately has longer standing 

effects that any reform project imposed top-down. 

I would bring Turkey a prime minister that had an inclusive approach who was able to bring 

together all the elements of Turkish society which is presently not the case.  While Erdoğan 

has achieve a lot, he has increasing allowed his own ideology and personal views seep 

into his policy-making both domestically and in foreign policy.   

In my opinion Turkey’s EU accession would be to the benefit of a very large majority within 

Turkish society. I would therefore try to stick to implementing EU rules and negotiate in good 

faith those thorny issues that hold the country back from full membership.  

Social cohesion, that’s I think the most important thing in any society. So, equal distribution 

of wealth, socio-economic standards for every citizen, no matter whether he lives in Christian, 

western society or very Muslim orthodox eastern society; education, human rights 

observation, and of course politically speaking long term solution on the Kurdish question. I 

think the latter is one of the key issues how Turkey will show its maturity in domestic 

political dialogue, because this is also the most salient internationally recognized issue, 

because those Kurds are living also in other states. So, if it shows some sort of a leading 

example this is a lot of international power, a lot of power in further negations on other issues. 

If Turkey manages to show the example of how to effectively and legitimately solve the 

Kurdish minority case it this could be an opportunity for Turkey to raise its image 

internationally. But a long-term solution of the Kurdish issue demands a lot of domestic 

dialogue and also change, maybe with this new generation currently protesting in the streets 

against non-democratic principles of the government, this is possible. 

I would raise a charismatic, strong, enlightened and libertarian-democratic left-wing leader to 

challenge Erdoğan effectively in elections. I would also change the existing political parties 

law and make ‘intra-party democracy’ a must for all parties of Turkey. There’s only inter-

party democracy in Turkey, if you call that democracy. There’s no intra-party democracy 

in any major party. Decentralization of power in Turkey’s administrative structure and the 

party system would ease social tensions and bring social peace to Turkey. 

Strengthening the rule of law, access to an impartial judiciary and increasing general public 

accountability. Much of Turkey’s domestic problems are caused by a lack of access to 

justice, notably by minorities but also increasingly by ordinary citizens (journalists are a 

good example). Providing all citizens with access to a de-politicised judiciary will help 

improving people’s lives and therefore create a healthier society that is also capable of 

conducting mature political debates.  



 

 

 

Women’s rights issues would be my priority; I am a feminist. 

I mean that generally speaking each EU citizen has power to do something in favour of the 

new membership countries or candidate countries. In case of Turkey, now, already is public 

opinion civil society will engage in the negotiation process, will offer, for example, if some of 

them, if civil society civilization will endure around the EU, will offer their experiences, so, 

Turkish and the others, how to deal with certain areas, how to perform, how to continue, this 

will already be concrete help to candidate country, to Turkey, how to receive around the 

negotiation process faster, better, more prepared, so and this is my answer, you know .  Of 

course, candidate country has to fulfil all the criteria to be able to enter the club. But the club 

– the EU should encourage the candidate country much more, in this case Turkey, to 

encourage, to do this what Turkey has to do with more enthusiasm and more self assurance 

and much less sensation. This is what EU can do, this is what we all can do, this is what 

everybody of us can, politicians, diplomats, students, engineers and so on. So, show 

encouragement, express support and to help the candidate country to come to the end of 

the negotiation process, prepared as much as possible.  

 


