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ABSTRACT 
 

 This thesis is about Turkish accession to the European Union and criteria to be 

fulfilled in order to become a member state. At Helsinki summit there were defined four main 

areas, that are the main obstacles of Turkish membership in the structures of EU – military 

influence in domestic politics, economy disproportions, the issues of minorities living in 

Turkey and problems with obeying  human rights and fundamental freedoms.  In addition the 

attitude among European countries and Turkish political elites has changed dramatically since 

1999. There is a great discussion, whose main purpose is, to show if Turkey should or 

shouldn’t become a part of united Europe. 

  

With the help of created conceptual framework, which is empirically based on qualitative 

methods and with theoretical approach in form of analysis considering human rights, I have 

developed a set of three hypotheses, that are based on primary and secondary sources like EU, 

Human Rights Watch, Amnesty International reports considering changes of Turkish attitude 

to the question of human rights. In the process of testing validity or invalidity of those 

hypotheses, I have tried to conclude, why the implication of reforms considering human is the 

main obstacle of Turkish membership in the EU.  

 

Key words: Turkey, sovereignty, European Union, human rights, Copenhagen criteria 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

 Turkey for many years has been trying to become a member of the Integrated Europe – 

European Union. The Turkish road to membership started on 11 September 1959, when the 

Turkish application for associate membership was signed. Despite of tensed mutual relations 

between European Communities( then EU) and Turkey, Ankara continued process of reforms 

within the sphere of  domestic and external politics. The accession to the structures of EU is 

the last and probably the most difficult step for Turkey and Turkish society in order to 

accomplish the Ataturk revolution, that began in 1923
1
, which main purpose was to create 

modern and “European” state. The case of Turkish accession to the EU is being seen in 

various ways both in Europe and Turkey itself – on one hand as a opportunity to strengthen 

EU and on another hand as a threat for EU, Europe and European culture and values.  

 

 As I mentioned above, Turkish accession to the EU can be both a threat and opportunity 

for the association and in Europe itself. First of all, Turkish geopolitical position may bring on 

the higher level of European Union’s foreign politics towards countries of Middle East and 

Asia. Next opportunity to strengthen the EU are Turkish military capabilities and involvement 

in peace keeping missions, that can strengthen so far weak European Security and Defence 

Policy. Out of the way are economic opportunities such as being a provider of the young and 

well qualified workforce, one of the biggest market of consumers and being perceived as a 

stabilizer of the European energy sector. And the last, but not the least - Turkey, as an 

example of “modern Islamic country” may be a strategic partner of Union in relations with 

other Islamic countries like Syria or Iran. 

 

 Despite of the implementation of many reforms, that changed perception about Turkey on 

global area and made this state more similar to the Western Europe’s countries, Ankara still 

lacks in sphere either implementation and reforms considering many important issues. What is 

the most problematic for Turkish  - EU mutual relations are problems of economic, military 

involvement in the public life, human rights and problems of minorities inhabiting Turkish 

territory
2
. 

 

 On 12 September 1963 was signed the Ankara Association Agreement, which constituted 

the first basics of Turkey’s full membership in European Economic Community. This caused 

that negotiations on accession could move forward and close the perspective of Turkish 

membership. However, due to the military coup d’état on 12 September 1980, the 

negotiations were suspended. This event shows, how problematic the issue of military 

involvement in Turkish domestic situation
3
 is. On 14 April 1987 Turkey has applied for a full 

membership in EEC. Foreign ministers of EC member states decided to refer the application 

to the European Commission for an opinion, if Turkey is ready or not to become a member of 

EEC. In 1989 the opinion was published and it was stated, that Turkey was still not ready. 

The main obstacles were the differences in the levels of social and economic development 

between EU and Turkey. Moreover, the Commission had also objections toward obeying  the 

human and minority rights. 

 

 On December 10 – 11 at Helsinki summit, the EU Council officially agreed to recognize 

Turkey as a candidate for a membership. From this point either negotiations between EU and 

Turkey and process of implementation of EU’s acquis communautaire went forward. At the 

                                                           
1
 Silandar 2007: 51 

2
 Carkoglu 2003: 2 

3
 Carkoglu 2003: 5 
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next summits, Turkey has presented progresses in case of fulfilling of Copenhagen Criteria, 

established in 1993. Since then, contemporary Turkish government and elected in 2002 

Justice and Development party have gradually reformed Turkish law and especially added 34 

amendments in Constitution
4
. The main aim was to liberalize the public, cultural life and 

human rights and give a substitute of self – determination to minorities, especially Kurdish. 

Implementation of reforms undertaken by Turkish government were accepted by the 

European Union with satisfaction and true accession negotiations began on 3
 
October 2005.  

 

 However, despite progress which was made over the years, the implementation or more 

likely lack of some reforms  implementation is still a problem for Turkish membership. In 

case of implementation of reforms also the position of Turkish ultra nationalistic parties is 

meaningful, that are very carefully observing process of the state reformation and further 

development of secularization. The European Commission reserved itself the right to freeze 

the negotiations, if fulfilling of reforms considering human, minority and fundamental rights 

will not be sufficient. 

 

1.1. Research Purpose and Question 

 

 Turkish accession to the European Union is one of the most significant and important tasks 

for EU, Turkey and the whole world. The accession brings with itself many perspectives in 

different dimensions – either advantages and some obstacles. Turkey as a candidate is 

troublesome, especially in case of military involvement in political life and case of human and 

minority rights. But on the other hand, Turkey itself may provide some new freshness to EU, 

especially providing young workforce. That all makes the possible Turkish membership in 

structures of EU be an issue, that is worth to be analyzed. Since EU is based on principles of 

democracy and fundamental freedoms and is mostly interested in this issue during 

negotiations with Turkey, the main purpose of this essay is to show, why lack of 

implementation of reforms considering human rights is an obstacle for Turkish accession to 

EU.  

 

 In order to answer this question, I will provide a scientific analysis of human rights in 

various perspectives. Further move, I will consider the Turkish attitude to human rights and 

changes in Turkish law over the years. Due to this I will create set of hypotheses, which I will 

justify considering reports on human rights in Turkey  published by various organizations. 

This I will confront with government’s opinions of main powers in EU – Germany and 

France. I hope, that with the help of this empirical material and conceptual framework I will 

be able to answer the following question: 

 

“Why the lack of implementation of reforms considering human and minority rights is an 

obstacle for Turkish membership in the European Union”. 

 

1.2 Methodology 

 
 Methodology “refers to the methods and procedures used in individual piece or a general 

type of research activity”
5
. Methodology, as a way of analyzing concludes the following 

                                                           
4
 Carkoglu 2003: 13 

5
 Abercrombie 2000: 224 
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concepts: gathering of theories, concepts or ideas; comparative study of different approaches; 

critique of individual methods. I, as a researcher, will create within methodology a conceptual 

framework. Conceptual framework “provides a broad language and a form of reference, in 

which reality can be examined. It has the possibility to connect all aspects of the matter under 

investigation – assumptions, values and definitions”.  

 

 As a theoretical approach of my case study I would like to conduct the basics of theories 

on human and minority rights and also theories of sovereignty in European integration process 

bounded to the human rights over the years, beginning at 1993 till 2005. The main purpose of 

the theoretical approach, which will be taken is to show changes in attitude of Turkish 

political parties about membership. I chose 1993 as the beginning of my analyze, because the 

Copenhagen criteria were established and mostly Turkey has a problem to fulfill them. On the 

other hand, 2005 was chosen as the beginning of negotiations on 3 October. I will also 

conduct a various types of theories considering human rights in international relations 

perspective, by which help I will build up the set of hypotheses. It will be tested, if influence 

of other states or groups of pressure on state in the area of human rights may be treated as a 

break down or a threat for state sovereignty. I will conduct following theories: a) theory of 

sovereignty as a basis of the European integration’s process; b) the boomerang theory; c) the 

remedial theory; d)the voluntarist theory.  

 

 It will be continued by creating the set of hypotheses. Hypotheses are “propositions or set 

of propositions put forward for empirical testing”
6
.  They are also “a tentative assumptions 

made in order to draw out and test their logical or empirical consequences”
7
. I intend to form 

hypotheses, that are in relationship to the problems of implementation of reforms considering 

human rights. Those hypotheses will be staying in relation to internal situation of human 

rights in Turkey from 1998 – 2005. The hypotheses will be confronted with various reports of 

EU, Human Rights Watch and Amnesty International towards implementation of reforms in 

Turkey. Hypotheses, that will be tested are as following: 

1. The main obstacle of conducting the reforms considering human rights in Turkey is 

anxiety of particular groups of interest about losing state’s sovereignty 

2. Turkish process reforms considering human rights has slowed down due to 

opposition and lack of support among EU’s member states 

3. The question of human rights considering the Cyprus invasion is the most 

problematic for Turkey 
 

 The essay will also conduct opinions of EU’s “core” governments i.e. France and Germany 

to show, what they mind about Turkish membership in EU. In small part, I will use opinions 

of Polish government in contrast to opinions of “old Europe”. The main purpose of this part of 

this essay is to present the different attitudes to Turkish membership in the EU. 

 

 This study is qualitative based. The qualitative studies “ aims of research may involve 

understanding of social phenomena in ways that do not require measurement and 

quantification”
8
. This research is based on quality of material, not on its quantity.  

 

 

 

                                                           
6
 Abercrombie 2000: 168 

7
 Merriam-Webster's collegiate dictionary 2003: 613 

8
 Abercrombie 2000: 284 
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1.3 Material 
 

 This paper is based on various texts and reports about implementation of reforms 

considering human and minority rights. First of all, I will conduct reports of various 

organizations, that are familiar with breaking and obeying  human and minority rights i.e. 

Humans Right Watch and Amnesty International. Secondly, I will analyze the reports of 

European Commission on progress of reform’s implementation of human and minority rights 

from 1993 – 2005. The main aim of the analysis of European Commission’s reports is to 

check, if Ankara is fulfilling properly the requirements established in Copenhagen Criteria.  

 

 The next type of material is the judicature of the European Court of Human Rights. By the 

analysis of this primary source I composed one of three hypotheses. Those hypotheses will 

show on which field of the human and minority rights Turkey is the most ineffective and why. 

Then I will justify if the hypotheses are valid or invalid by the analysis of previously 

mentioned reports of HRW, AI and European Commission. I have also conducted the articles 

from Turkish, English – written newspapers like Hurriyet and Today’s Zaman. While being in 

contact with Turkish students, they have confirmed, that those newspapers are valid and 

objective source of information.  

 

 Thirdly, to get a broad point of view on the topic, I will conduct the opinions of different 

governments of EU’s member states – France, Germany and Poland. I argue my choice of 

Germany and France, because those states are the most powerful and influential states of the 

EU. The second argument is that those states represent the “old 15”, which is more 

“conservative” and aware of another enlargement. On the other hand I will contrast the French 

and German opinions with Polish statements about Turkish membership, because Poland is a 

representative of the biggest enlargement of EU in 2004.  

 

 In my opinion gathered material will let me create a broad and profound background for 

testing validity or invalidity of my hypotheses. The Material is very diverse and represents 

different points of view either on the issue of human and minority rights and Turkish 

membership itself.  

 

1.3.1 Delimitations  

 
 Copenhagen Criteria formulated in which areas the state, that wants to join has to be 

successful. The question of Turkish accession to the EU and problems with fulfilling  this 

criteria is a very broad and profound topic, hence I as a researcher focused on the issue of the 

human rights, as an obstacle of Turkish membership. 

 

 Further, I have noticed, that the issue of human rights is a very broad field in the science 

about international relations. It is reflected in philosophy, religion and many scientific 

approaches of the international relations i.e. liberal, feminism, Marxism and social 

constructivism. Hence, the main task of this essay is not to describe the issue of human rights 

in various perspectives of international relations. 

 

 During searching for a proper material, I noticed, that the access to the material is not 

limited. But, as it was mentioned before, the topic is too broad and I had to limit the material I 

want to use. Due to this I chose only two most important documents considering human rights 

in global and regional regime.  
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 Originally, it was intended to analyze the period between 1993 and 2005 in context of 

human rights in Turkey. However, that Turkey signed the European Convention on Human 

Rights and citizens can take the cases to the European Court on Human Rights against 

Turkey, the Court was established only in 1998. Hence, an access to the previous adjudication 

is limited, I was obligated to analyze the period between 1998 and 2005.  

 

 Next delimitation considering material is the language barrier. It was difficult to find 

English written German government’s opinions on Turkish accession. For me, as not German 

native speaker it was difficult to translate the government’s official statements. However, 

despite all those higher named problems mentioned above, the quality and quantity of the 

material was satisfactory. 
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2. Human Rights  

 The ideas of equality and fundamental freedoms, which are one of  many human rights, are 

still not known all around the world. Despite the great influence on internationalization and 

institutionalization of the issue of human rights by the Western part of the world i.e. USA and 

Western Europe, there are still states, which legal system still lacks rules of human rights. The 

main purpose of this part of the essay is not to show the evolution of the global human rights 

system, but to focus on the perspective of human rights in international relations. Firstly, I 

will explain what exactly human rights are and then I will analyze two documents, which 

prove that Turkey is a signatory – The Universal Declaration of Human Rights(1948) and 

European Convention on Human Rights(1950). Those two documents established 

international human rights regimes – global, which all remaining documents considering 

human rights are based and as well as the European regional regime. Every country, as a 

member of the United Nations is obligated to sign the UDHR declaration. The European 

Convention on Human Rights was signed by Turkey in 1954. However, it was created under 

the supervision of the Council of Europe, its signing is a condition to be a member of the 

European Union- that explains why this document does have a regional meaning. 

 

2.1.Human rights in international relations  perspective 
 The term of human rights has a double meaning. It indicates nature and source of rights, 

hence all human beings are in their possession, irrespective of any rights and duties 

individuals may have. Human rights are universal, inalienable and necessary for a life with 

human dignity. Those rights include rights of liberty, equality, freedom of speech, economic, 

social and cultural rights. This means that it does not require justification, referring to any 

other law. It belongs to the category of moral rights, and differ from other rights belonging to 

this category that do not depend on factors such as whether human being wants to achieve in 

society (moral law may be dependent on them). It doesn’t depend of gender, race, color, 

origin or social position. It may be stated, that every person born acquires them "under the 

law."
9
  

 They are associated with the man because of his humanity, and on this basis, anyone can 

assert their claims arising from these rights. The universality of human rights has its roots in 

Christianity and Roman law. Over the years, human rights evolved and new ideas and 

freedoms were treated as fundamental and universal values. However human rights remained 

only a national matter, that could be accepted or not by internal governments until 1945, when 

the Second World War ended and eventually human rights were recognized in global 

international law i.e. they are confirmed by many international regional and global 

agreements such as European Convention on Human Rights or by the Charta of United 

Nations.  

 Now much of this global political morality focuses on suffering of  personalities, that are 

treated by their own states and governments, neglected and persecuted minorities and fighting 

with governments that curb fundamental freedoms and liberty. Nowadays, we can divide 

human rights into three, meaningful groups such as: 

 

1. Civil and political rights 

2. Economical, social and cultural rights 

3. Group or collective rights for development and self – determination 

 

                                                           
9
 Krótkie dzieje praw człowieka - www.racjonalista.pl/kk.php/s,5089#_f9  

http://www.racjonalista.pl/kk.php/s,5089#_f9
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Human rights as a system of values approved by many international organizations is 

also a mean of persuading and insisting on local and regional governments. Those values may 

exist as a kind of “soft law”, which stays in the link to the “hard law”. Hard law is “black 

letter law”, the exact law as specified in court decisions. On the other hand, the soft law, are 

legal rules, that are not subject of court decisions, but which nevertheless influence 

extrajudicial policy making(Human rights in international relations; 12). Soft law can 

influence the policy – maker to institutionalize it into a rules of law, that nowadays often 

characterizes actors in international relations. The example can be the Charter of Fundamental 

Rights of the European Union and its future approval by member states
10

. At this point of the 

research it is important to mention it, because the institutionalization of the soft law to the 

legal documents and its future approval is one of the points of Turkish road to the European 

Union. Despite  being a signatory of various important agreements considering human rights, 

Turkey still has problems with fulfilling included conditions, that touch the problem of human 

rights.  

 

2.1.1. The Universal Declaration on Human Rights  
 

 The Second World War and the atrocities linked to it made the vision of the world and 

place of human being in this system need to be revised. Hitler and his politics included in the 

“Main Kampf” put the human and civil rights in the category of the less meaningful values. 

Genocide on the Jewish and work camps showed how the another human being is ready to go 

further in order to achieve his aims. Due to this cruelty, in 1945 there was established an 

organization, whose main task was to prevent military conflicts and take care of those, who 

military conflict touches the most – human beings. 

 

 Charter of the United Nations was signed on 26 June 1945 and came into effect on 24 

October 1945. The Charta doesn’t possess the fundamental catalogue, but it raises the issue of 

human rights seven times. According to this document all people are equal and an obligatory 

for human rights protection is economic and social development. My task here is not to focus 

on the Charta itself. It is worth to be mentioned, because the Universal Declaration of Human 

Rights and other documents considering issue of human rights i.e. African Charter on Human 

and People’s Rights are compatible and based on this document in case of human rights and 

their protection
11

. 

  

 However the Charter made references to universal human rights, did not specify them in a 

precise way, the UN sought a solution of this problem. For lack of clear standards has been 

shown that it has been difficult to develop a system of protection of human rights after the 

Second World War. Charter of the United Nations was not sufficient in this aspect, therefore, 

one of the fundamental goals the United Nations have set themselves in the field of human 

rights has been clear and precise and, as far as broad term these standards
12

. On 10 December 

1948 the Universal Declaration on Human Rights was adopted. The values included in the 

UDHR were compatible with the values represented by West European democracies, that they 

wanted to pursue into domestic politics grounds after the end of the Second World War. Its 

importance, however, consisted in the fact that in 30 articles defined the essence and nature of 

human rights in terms of personal, political, economic, social and cultural life, emphasizing 

                                                           
10

 Karta praw podstawowych a polska konstytucja - www.rp.pl/artykul/77034.html  
11

 African Charter on Human and People’s Rights - www.diplomacy.edu/africancharter/acharter_intro.asp  
12

 Banaszak et al. 2003: 57 

http://www.rp.pl/artykul/77034.html
http://www.diplomacy.edu/africancharter/acharter_intro.asp
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the need to observe them
13

. The UDHR was accepted without an objection, however eight 

countries – Saudi Arabia, The Republic of the South Africa and Communist Countries 

abstained from voting( due to the discrimination, tortures and not obeying  the fundamental 

freedoms)
14

. Defined as a “soft law” could not have other consequences beyond the 

establishment of political and moral standard, hence has had a major impact on the 

development of legislation and constitutionalism in many countries and the development of 

the international protection of human rights According to the preamble, Declaration is only a 

pattern for achieving it for all nations and states.
15

 Declaration is a cognition by including its 

norms and rules to the international agreements and constitutions.
16

 Another function of the 

UDHR being an indicator of a global regime of the human rights and it is a basis of the 

regional regimes of the human rights such as European or Asian regimes.  

 

 This in turn has forced them to the progressive reception, taking into account (in the 

establishment and revision of laws), and above all to respect these rights and standards in their 

internal political and legal systems. That is why Turkey, as a member of the United Nations, 

is obligated to obey the rules of the Universal Declaration of the Human Rights. 

Unfortunately, there are known instances of violating rights in Turkey considering freedom of 

speech, tortures and minority rights.  

 

2.1.2 European Convention on Human Rights 
 

 The Convention for Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms is an 

international agreement opened to sign on 4 November 1950 and ratified by Turkey in 1954. 

It was adopted under supervision of the Council of Europe to protect European citizens 

against breaking of the fundamental and universal values. It was adopted by the Council of 

Europe as an answer on the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. Its development was also 

pleaded as the reason to strengthen the Council itself and provide bigger level of coherence 

and cooperation, what might be done by protection and development of the human rights and 

fundamental freedoms system.
17

 Also in the Statute of the Council of Europe it is stated, that 

one of the ways to achieve good economic and social development is to protect and further 

the development of human rights and fundamental freedoms.
18

 The Convention itself and its 

additional pacts built up the European regime of human rights. The involvement of the 

European Union and organizations like Council of Europe caused, European system of the 

human rights to be the best prosperous system of protection of fundamental freedoms and 

values.  

 

 The document contains 26 rights and freedoms, which were completed for ten additional 

protocols, the last from 1992. It guarantees obeying the right to life, liberty and physical 

integrity, protection of correspondence and housing, freedom of conscience and religion, 

freedom of thought and publication, freedom of assembly and association. It also provides the 

right to marriage and start a family. It approves the right to respect  private life, family and the 

right to respect the property and science. This ensures the freedom of elections, freedom of 

movement, the right to leave his country (with the prohibition of expulsion). It prohibits 

                                                           
13

 Cziomer 2005: 275 
14

 Ibid. 
15

 The Universal Declaration of Human Rights  
16

 Banaszak et al. 2003: 26 
17

 The Convention for Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms 
18

 Banaszak et al. 2003: 116 
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torture, slavery, forced labor and mandatory prohibition of collective expulsion of aliens. But 

the main task of the convention is the abolition of the death penalty.  

 

 To the extent the judiciary ensures the independence of judges and rulings on the principle 

of presumption of innocence. The implements the principle of non-retroactivity. It guarantees 

the right to a fair hearing and the right to appeal against any ruling in a criminal case and 

compensation for wrongful conviction. It also sanctioned ban to be tried for the same offense. 

 

  The convention allows the possibility of limiting certain rights in certain situations,  

following the suspension of rights in the event of war or danger threatening the existence of 

another nation (Article 15). However it cannot to restrict, suspend or even more rights to life, 

not torture and the principle of non-retroactivity. 

 

 The Convention itself provided the European Court of Human Rights with seat in 

Strasburg. The main task of this institution is to monitor, if the rules included in the ECHR 

are obeyed by signatory states. The applications against signatory states considering breaking 

or invading human rights can be brought before the Court either by state institutions and 

individuals, what was allowed for Turkish citizens since 1991. 

 

2.2. Violations of human rights in Turkey on basis of UDHR 

and ECHR 

 
 As it was mentioned before, one of the Copenhagen Criteria are based on political criteria, 

which guarantee the respect of human and minority rights. Despite the fact that Turkey has 

made big progress in the case of human rights, there are still violations on this ground. 

According to many surveys, the main problems with human rights, that have to be solved if 

Turkey wants to meet the criteria are:  

 

a) tortures of military, police on the police stations  

b) the issues of freedom of speech and expression 

c) the case of Turkey’s violations on Kurds 

 

Now I would like to conduct and describe those three, the most common types of human 

rights violations in contrast to legal principles established by the Universal Declaration of 

Human Rights, its additional conventions and European Convention of Human Rights. 

 

 Despite the fact, that Turkey is a signatory of CAT – Convention Against Torture and 

Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment, tortures are still used and 

capital punishments are carried without adequate investigation. 
19

 Another subjects of concern 

about Turkish attitude to the human rights might be the issues of persons in police custody 

who have been denied prompt and adequate access to legal and medical assistance and family 

members have not been promptly notified of their detention, continuing reports of harassment 

and persecution of human rights defenders and non-governmental organizations. Moreover, 

various reports of organizations that actively support issues of human rights point lack of 

involvement of Turkish state’s institutions i.e. Ministry of Justice in case of tortures in 

prisons, either on female and male prisoners. Practicing tortures on children is also a common 

                                                           
19

 United Nations Human Rights Website – Concluding observations/comments – Turkey - 

www.unhchr.ch/tbs/doc.nsf/0/c256ecaa3147c1c2c1256da50041d63c?Opendocument  

http://www.unhchr.ch/tbs/doc.nsf/0/c256ecaa3147c1c2c1256da50041d63c?Opendocument
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practice.
20

Also Turkish English – written newspapers such as Hurriyet stated that “torture had 

been a systematic function of the "security forces."
21

 Despite the contemporary government’s 

action against tortures, “Zero tolerance to torture”, Turkish security forces as police may still 

be a threat to the rights and lives of Turkish citizens, by committing crimes against personal 

inviolability either in the sphere of its “authority” and in the “civil life”.
22

 This program was 

accepted by the EU with huge enthusiasm, what was seen in the annual report from 21 May 

2008 and reports of Amnesty International and Human Rights Watch. 

  

  The next fundamental value, that is being broken is freedom of speech and expression. 

However the freedom of expression is based on the article 26 of the constitution, the most 

important issue is the case of Article 301 of Turkish Constitution, which guarantees “Turkish 

inviolability”. According to its rules, it is illegal to insult Turkey, Turkish ethnicity and 

Turkish institutions.
23

 It was often used as a “tool to prosecute human rights defenders, 

journalists and other members of civil society peacefully expressing their dissenting 

opinion”.
24

 Turkish media and politicians furiously debate many issues and openly criticize 

the government and its actions, but those who insult the official line on the role of ethnicity, 

religion or military involvement in politics risk prosecution and imprisonment.
25

 The best 

known example of the use of Article 301 is case of Orhan Pamuk, Turkish publicist, that 

stated on 5 February 2005 in the Swiss magazine, Das Magazin, that “more than thirty 

thousand Kurds were killed by Turkish military and now nobody even mentions it. So I do”. 

In this case the criticism of the government was accepted as a crime again Turkishness. The 

process started on 16 December 2005, but then suddenly all charges were reversed. According 

to the agency the Associated Press since 2003 under article 301 investigation was initiated 

against thousands of people, and 745 were stated as convicted. However various international 

organizations applied to Turkish state’s institutions for abolition of this law, the changes did 

not take place till 30 April 2008, when a proper amendment to the constitution was 

undertaken. Due to this change, the word Turkishness was changed to Turkish nation and the 

maximum penalty was reduced from three to two years.
26

 

 

 The last, but not the least type of violations of human rights in Turkey is not obeying the 

minority rights. However, the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and ECHR does not 

spread its “soft law” on this human rights area. The main problem is the continuous war 

between Turkish state’s institutions, Turkish “security  service” and Kurdistans Workers 

Party(PKK). According to the 66 article of the Turkish constitution, every person who is 

bounded by Turkish citizenship with state is a Turk. Another Turkish governments avoided 

the issue of cultural and political rights for Kurds and other minorities( Armenians, Assyrians, 

Syrians Greeks). The government of Bulent Ecevit(1999 – 2002) was for the Turkish 

accession to the structures of EU and the necessity of proper reforms in order to achieve it, 

but the opposition, especially ultra nationalistic parties like MHP(Nationalist Movement 

Party) regarded any constitutional liberalization. Even a possibility for allowing cultural rights 
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to the Kurds was construed as a threat to Turkish territorial’s integrity and sovereignty.
27

  In 

the Treaty of Lausanne from 1923 there is a definition of minorities – “a non – Muslim 

citizens of Turkey”. In this case minorities are Jewish, Armenian and Greek, who have been 

given some rights. The members of Muslim minorities, like Kurds, are not seen as a minority 

but as a full and normal citizens of Turkey.
28

 The idea of equality of citizens and homogeneity 

of the society are one of principles of Kemal Ataturk’s revolution. Some researchers stated, 

that this was not the problem for refusing by Turkey a cultural rights for Kurds. The problem 

is more profound – Turkish state’s institutions try to force Kurds to see themselves as Turks. 

In a respond PKK(Kurdistans Workers Party)is attempting terrorist attacks on Turkish 

territory and citizens. The example is a terrorist attack in Diyabakir in January 2008, where 

there were  six victims and 60 persons were hurt it  was condemned by the European Union in 

annual report from 2008
29

. Kurdish language was also treated not as a “mother language”, but 

as a language “prohibited by law”(on the bases of article 26 of Constitution).  In 2002 the 

European Union extorted Ankara to make proper amendments in constitution, in order to give 

to Kurds a freedom of expression in their national language. Four years later on 23 March 

2006 the first Kurdish – speaking programs started to broadcast in this language. This made, 

that many Kurds start to believe in gaining the autonomy one day.
30
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3. The concept of sovereignty in the process of the European 

integration 
 

 The main purpose of this part of the dissertation is to show how the concept of sovereignty 

is composed in the process of  European integration. Here, I do not want to focus on evolution 

of perception of sovereignty over the years and different theoretical approaches concerning 

this part of the international law, but rather how different states agree with delimitations of 

their own, exclusive competences in order to become a part of the European Union in the 

future. Despite the fact, that there is no one coherent identity of the EU, some states are 

worried about the creation of one, Pan-European state. Even though the EU is based on a 

activity and relations of single states, some policies require moving those exclusive 

competences on the “European” level. The same concerns Turkey and its process of the 

accession to the EU. In order to become a full member of the association, the state has to 

fulfill various criteria i.e. considering human rights. That is why Turkey complies to the 

reports of the EU and various international organizations. 

 

3.1. Sovereignty as the basis of the European Union 

 
 In the political meaning sovereignty means “independence of state’s institutions and 

ascendancy from other states and international organizations”.
31

 Next to territory, citizens and 

ascendancy there is an inalienable characteristics of each state. Sovereignty is also often being 

defined as “ a state’s capability to law self – definition and self – delimitation and the state’s 

power is independent and is not under pressure of any other power in relations with external 

world.”
32

 The process of becoming independent began in the Middle Ages and evaluated over 

the years. A present definition of sovereignty is based on territorial sovereignty, independence 

and free from political interference system, social and economic as well as the possibility of 

coexistence with other nations on the basis of equality and mutual benefit. The definition of 

sovereignty evaluated over the years – from the Middle Age’s point of view, in which the 

power of state and domestic politics are indicators of sovereignty to the sovereignty as an 

external indicator of state.  

 

 The proposal to amend the understanding of sovereignty, which consisted of only allowing 

same name and replacing its existing content of the international legal order put forward 

Radbruch. However, it differs in detail and justify any of other concepts such as Kelsen. 

Radbruch realized that the dogma of sovereignty is an expression of legal powers of national 

trends. Well aware of the trend in opposite directions - seeking to create through the law of 

the Universal state, and therefore the construction of combining human rights standards. 

There is, therefore, in its concept of sovereignty of international law as a spokesman of 

opposite compromises between two trends - the sovereignty of the state (absolute) and 

artificial linking human rights standards against certain cultural and national values and 

awareness educated by history. This is a reflection of transpersonal position, which is the 

basis of both international law and as the association of nations.
33

 

 

 Nowadays, in the dense web of multi dimensional connections between states, 

organizations and ideas, sovereignty is delimitated and ends there, where starts the autonomy 
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of act of other sovereign actor. The European Union itself is an association, based on 

independent and sovereign states and mutually respected relations between them. This may be 

referred to the philosophy of Hugo Grotius, where for the states  more important is the 

economic and social development and technological capabilities of society than further 

development of military potential. Providing and peace keeping were also reasons of the 

process of European Integration. Also taking into account the real situation since the mid-

twentieth century, researchers of sovereignty issues were of the opinion there was the time for 

an international authority to be competent to the settlement of the sovereignty of other 

countries.
34

 As a result of the development of links between countries and the growing 

importance of processes of integration, there are two phenomena, which may limit the 

sovereignty - on the one hand, the fact of deprivation of state possibilities in international 

relations as an independent entity. On the other hand, restricting the exercise of sovereign 

rights, when the result of international agreements entered into by the State itself dispose of 

this opportunity.
35

 

 

 Developing scientific, cultural or economic cooperation between countries is possible with 

the principle of equal partnership. International organizations and associations such as the 

European Communities have underlined in their statutes or treaties, that it is the sovereignty 

of all members, which is the basis for mutual relations between them. So in other words, 

membership of international organizations does not constitute a breach of this rule, since 

membership receive various actors of international law voluntarily.  

 

 In the process of integration, a principle that Member States do not automatically lose its 

sovereignty, and will, if necessary, of their own volition, to abandon its part to the parent 

community. This places Member States as “masters” of the treaties, because only they are 

empowered to make decisions about further integration. It was also the principle of 

subsidiarity, which states that the European Union can address the state or region in a 

situation where this matter can be resolved better than the EU Member State. All other tasks 

should be carried out by the authority, which is "close to the citizen" and therefore have their 

deal with the government or local government (organized and supervised by the State) in 

different countries. The principle of subsidiarity is not allowed to centralize power in the EU 

and thus helping to create a monolithic superstate. The notion of state sovereignty in the EU, 

often collectively referred to as sovereign carried out - thus highlighting the fact that the 

European Union is a voluntary association of European countries which have recognized that 

he will develop faster than separately, they want to cooperate closely in the name of security 

and prosperity, but none of them, however, renounces either independence or national 

identities. 

 

 These phenomena have become particularly evident after the Treaty of Maastricht in the 

EU, which is a new quality in international relations. Incorporated in its scope Economic and 

Monetary Union, EU citizenship and above all the Common Foreign and Security Policy and 

Justice and Home Affairs makes that increasingly understood traditionally attributed to the 

sovereignty of one country becomes an area of activity throughout the country.  

 

 It strengthens the extension of the acquis communautaire (retained by all member states 

and candidate countries for membership) as the overarching law in relation to an inter-law. 

The enemies of integration processes, vindicative national interests understood as the 

preservation of independence, enhance the allegation and point to a threat - the relinquishing 
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of sovereignty of states. Supporters of deepening integration believe that the sovereignty of 

their country being extinguished only converts in its joint exercise within the EU.
36

 

 

 As we can observe, the European Union is respecting the sovereignty of its member states. 

The idea of indivisible ruling of the states is in the first place. The EU, as an association is 

based on equality of its member states. However, as it is stated in the various treaties of the 

European Union and previous treaties considering European Communities, some policies, that 

are reserved only in competences of the member states can be moved on the European level to 

gain more benefits. Now, at this moment it is important to mention about enemies of the 

processes of the integration, especially in the integration process of the “Old continent”. There 

are risen voices, that this moving  from a domestic till international level is “pooling of the 

sovereignty”. This is seen in Turkish situation considering human rights, especially in the 

position of the ultra nationalistic  and radical political parties and groups. In their opinion, the 

case of regulations considering their own citizens is only an domestic authority of Turkey.  

 

3.2. Reconciling the sovereignty and human rights in Turkey- 

reality or fiction? 
 

 As it was stated, the sovereignty is a competence of the state to regulate the domestic and 

external politics. We can enumerate two types of the sovereignty, that is in the state’s 

competence: internal and external. Internal one claims, that state is independent in making 

decisions of influence of  organizations operating in the territory, such as non-governmental 

organizations, national organizations of trade unions, the religion organizations. On the other 

hand, external one establishes, that the country is independent from other countries in 

decision-making. This sovereignty is also a lack of opportunities to influence the country 

through international organizations, international pressure groups and political alliances. The 

state politics can concern many dimensions – economic, social, military, trade etc. The 

domestic policies also concern administrative regulations towards citizens – their rights and 

responsibilities toward the nation state. In majority of countries the rights of citizens are stated 

in constitutions. However sometimes forms of obeying  human rights enrolled in constitutions 

are different from those enrolled in the international agreements. Despite that, the 

international agreements are only “a soft letter of law”, obeying them is one of the rules of the 

sovereign equality. That is, why Turkey should obey in a proper way the rights and freedoms 

of its citizens and minorities.  

 

 However in the international law there are some aspects of sovereignty that are in 

opposition to the question of human rights. One of this aspects is the case of the territorial 

integrity of the state and the question of self – determination. The second one is the problem 

of intervention in the domestic sphere of state’s competence in order to promote the rights and 

fundamental values in states, that are not obeying them.  

 

3.2.1 The question of territorial integrity  
 

 Community and international law gives priority to the principles of territorial integrity of 

the rules on self-determination. It exposes people belonging to minorities to the oppression of 

the majority. It also encouraged to secede demands of conflicts caused by violence and 

provocation on the part of the state and the brutal violation of human rights and threatened to 

                                                           
36

 Wspólne wykonywanie suwerenności 



18 
 

disrupt order inside the country.
37

 Since the European Union is based on the rule ”unity in 

diversity”, the Kurdish problem in Turkey is the one of the top priority of the question of 

human rights in Turkey. In the annual report about Turkish progress in 2007, it was stated that 

“is underlined the importance for Turkey of combating all forms of discrimination in 

accordance to the article 13 of EC, that introduces a requirement of equality for all citizens, 

regardless of gender, race and ethnicity.”
38

 Therefore Ankara either still has to do proper 

amendments in the constitution and then to executive those amendments, if it wants to meet 

this part of Copenhagen criteria. The major change allowed Kurds to broadcast programs in 

Kurdish in the private TV stations. Leaders of the Kurdish political parties like 

DTP(Demokratik Toplum Partisi), Ahmet Turk claimed:” Repression of our language and 

culture must finally end!;learning Kurdish in schools, releasing from prison the Kurdish 

leaders, autonomy for Kurdistan. - Thanks to the European Union, everything is possible!”
39

 

 

 However, it is really difficult to say: is this the beginning of break out in Turkish territorial 

integrity or just starting to obeying the fundamental rights in freedom? Does only Turkey 

have problems with minority and ethnical communities? Some organizations, especially 

NGO’s claims, that Turkey should become a signatory of the European Charter for Regional 

or Minority Languages. If the state was a signatory, the rules contained in the 

charter(education in minority language as a first language) should be obeyed. However, not 

only Turkey did not sign the charter. France, which did the same is by the way one of the 

major member states in the EU. The same concerns other member states like: Poland, 

Belgium, Czech Republic, Greece, Portugal. It is worth to be noticed, that only twenty one 

from forty nine members of the Council of Europe have signed this charter. Hence we can 

see, that the problem of sovereignty in link to the self determination concerns not only 

Turkey. The remaining states refused to sign the document in order to avoid the problems 

with territorial integrity, which is as we know one of the carriers of sovereignty.  

 

 But why is the problem so important in Turkey? There are two theories, that may give an 

answer: remedial and voluntarist theories. The most influential is the remedial theory. It 

claims, that  the countries which respect human rights of their citizens, are entitled to their 

loyalty, and therefore there is no right to secede from such countries. The right of separation 

exists only in a situation where they have a place of serious and persistent violations of human 

rights, and no other solution is possible. In this theory more violations of individual human 

rights violations than the national interest justifies the detachment, even though that theory 

may contribute to the national self-determination, as long as people are victims of violations
40

. 

Turkish governments over the years were avoiding the case of human rights in their country. 

The violations were on the agenda till 1993, when the Copenhagen Criteria were formulated 

and signed. Turkey had to reform the most critical articles in the constitution: broadcasting in 

the “language forbidden by law”, national and ethnical definition of equality between citizens, 

the freedom of expression and freedom of association. Then Turkey had to make amendments 

and provide better executive of obeying the human and minority rights. Despite the fact, that 

progress has been made, also in the Kurdish issue, the separatist moves still take place. After 

26.03.2006, when the broadcasting in Kurdish was allowed, the terrorist attacks of 

PKK(Kurdistans Workers Party) have increased. The European Union has criticized those 
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acts of violence and appealed to the party about announced the immediate and unconditional 

ceasefire.
41

  

 

 The second theory, that concerns the right to the self- determination in context of 

sovereignty is the voluntarist theory. It was based on liberal values of the individual self. This 

leads to the recognition of the right to free association. Thus, any entity that wishes to leave 

the political community, has the right to do so in order to do so. If the majority located in part 

of the state wants separation, it has the right to do so. In this case, violations of human rights 

are not required to, to be able to exercise the right to secede. Nor is it necessary for the cave to 

form nation
42

. There are also two requirements in this theory concerning a new subject of the 

international relations: first of all the new “born” state or group has to obey the human rights 

of living on the territory of a new state. Secondly, the secession – state has to obey the rights 

of people living on its territory to break out of its territory and create a new state. And this, in 

the result may cause the anarchy in the world order.  

 

 However so far there is no issue of the Kurdish secession, we cannot suppose this kind of 

event will not take place in the closest future. Formally, in those two theories the requirements 

are met: the human rights are not obeyed or are obeyed in a very little degree. Therefore, the 

remedial theory may be a background of the possible Kurdish secession from Turkey. The 

second theory supports also the Kurdish case, but in a little degree. Other minorities living on 

the “possible” territory of new Kurdish states may also want to break out. And secondly, 

either the Kurdish parties like DTP and PKK are ultra nationalistic. Moreover, the PKK is 

recognized by both the USA and the European Union as a terrorist group
43

. That is why the 

remedial theory explains better the possibilities of breaking out in sovereignty in the light of 

human rights. 

 

3.2.2 To intervene or not? 
 

 The issue of intervention in domestic sphere of politics is  very touchy case. On one hand it 

is forbidden by the international law, especially in the Charter of the UN. All states all over 

the world use the equal sovereignty, that is based among other things on the possibility of 

self-selection of political, cultural and social system and every state is obligated to respect the 

political subjectivity of other states
44

. On the another hand, the states as we have seen in the 

past, intervene when the problem inside the inclusive sphere considers fundamental freedoms 

and values(the war in Yugoslavia, the second war in Persian Gulf, involvement of the UN in 

the South Africa). This makes, that the question of sovereignty, as a competence of states to 

create and to pint its domestic policy nowadays still not be answered. To answer this question 

I will conduct the boomerang theory.  

 

 The theory tries to show how different impact on different societies can bring the 

international standards on human rights issues. According to this theory governments that 

violate human rights may be the subject to internal and external pressures with regard to 

adapting to the standards of human rights and that they can respond to these pressures with 

the instrumental reasons or because of the law. It may be taken into account concessions, for 

example, in order to protect the benefits of trade or due to the fact that states are ashamed that 
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it does not apply to the principles of the international community. The theory also argues that 

if human rights standards have been institutionalized, they may take the form of normal 

operating procedures. Therefore, national organizations dealing with human rights need 

international assistance that would alter the international pressure. Thus the emphasis on the 

part of the liberal, who respect human rights in the countries applying pressure contributes to 

respect for human rights at the international level.
45,46 

 

 

 However the European Union does not intervene in the domestic Turkish spheres in the 

way like the USA did it toward Yugoslavia, by exerting pressure on Turkish authorities force 

them to change the situation considering human and minority rights. Turkey sees the benefits 

flowing out of the exclusive affiliation  in the structures of the EU and tries to meet the 

Copenhagen Criteria by bringing in the amendments in the constitution. Secondly, the 

European Union goes for more and extorts on the ruling party of prime minister Erdogan to 

draw up the project of a new, more democratic and liberal constitution and implement its with 

the immediate effect. By the impact of the European Union and changing attitudes toward 

human rights, Turkey may be able to entry to the structures of the association – this will 

provide a huge possibility of economic growth, social development and civilization, more 

reliable guarantees of  the country safety. Moreover, the sovereignty of the state can be 

strengthen, due to actual exercise of the sovereignty on the state’s territory. That is  why the 

soft methods of intervening do not invade the state’s sovereignty and independence(in the 

classical meaning). As it was seen in the history, in the soft case of the human rights, the 

international forms of influence, interventions and  providing benefits are excused. 
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4. Hypotheses 

 
 After a short presentation on the case of Turkish accession to the EU and conducting the 

multidimensional study of human rights in international perspective I conducted the study of 

human rights in a perspective of the state’s sovereignty. So far I have found out, that the issue 

of violations and not obeying the human rights by the state, that has signed the international 

agreement in this sphere are an excuse for international intervention and soft methods of 

bringing the pressure on the state. However it does not wash up the traditional meaning of the 

equal sovereignty. In this part of my study I would like to create and show a set of 

hypotheses, that will help me to understand the importance of the human rights issue in the 

Turkish accession’s process. 

 

 First of all, I would like to start with the definition of hypothesis. In the encyclopedia it is 

being defined as a ”sentence adopted as a foundation in order to clarify some phenomena that 

require practical or experimental verification”.
47

 It is also defined as a” proposal to answer the 

questions contained in the research problems”
48

. However, this is obviously an initial 

response, expected, the accuracy of which it is to be confirmed in a undertaken case study. In 

the next step I would like to divide this part of the dissertation in three. The undertaken set of 

hypotheses will be multidimensional – the issue of human rights examined thoroughly in 

different ways will give me  one and coherent point of view  of human rights in the Turkish 

accession process, either from the EU and the Turkish perspective. 

 

4.1. Hypothesis one – the issue of sovereignty 
 

 As it was mentioned before, Turkey in order to become one day a full member of the 

European Union has to fulfill various political and economic criteria. In order to achieve this, 

subsequent Turkish governments were forced to accept and implement immediately European 

acquis communautaire. Together with it stays the necessity of transferring some spheres of 

domestic policies on the European level and adaptation to the international standards. This 

touches not only i.e. the economic or political requirements, but also the question of human 

rights. All those factors make particular group of interest either in Turkish ascendency and 

society be against the process of reforms.  

 

 Despite the fact, that the economic benefits  of integration for the society as a whole 

groups of citizens may be extremely high, the political costs of integration for particular 

groups may be too high. The concerned groups, like ultra nationalistic parties or high 

commanders in army would be unwilling to lay down their sovereignty over the major areas 

of domestic policies like army or exactly human rights, because this could “wash up” their 

privileged positions or interests
49

. It is also worth to be mentioned, despite the reforms in 

2002, army still plays one of the major roles in the political life.  

 

 The next problem staying in link to the uniformity of Turkish territory is the question of 

Kurds and their possible will for secession in the future. According to the remedial theory, 

this situation can take place in order to further violations. However, the decision about 

allowing to broadcast in Kurdish made, that the hope about gaining autonomy start to kindle. 
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That was the EU, which by the persuading and insisting on Turkey, called for changes in the 

media law.  

 

 After this short study of problem of sovereignty in the Turkish accession we may state the 

hypothesis one: “The main obstacle of conducting the reforms considering human rights in 

Turkey is anxiety of particular groups of interest about losing state’s sovereignty”.  

 

4.2. Hypothesis two – the opposition in Europe  

 
 The issue of Turkish accession is broadly commented among all member states of the 

European Union. As it was stated in the introduction, this is the longest standing accession 

process in the history of association and one of the most problematic. Despite the conceptual 

framework considering the sovereignty of the state, there are also other reasons why the 

Turkish governments are postponing reforms considering the Copenhagen Criteria. Some 

states are for Turkish accession and see enlargement of many advantages in this future. In 

their opinion  this may strengthen the EU, its policies and pillars like ESDP and shape its 

identity on the world politics area.  

 

 However on the other hand there are opponents of Turkish membership in the Union. In 

their opinion it may cause the inflow of terrorists on the territory of the EU. They also claim 

that the EU is not prepared on this because of the economics – this would be the most 

expensive enlargement in the history of association – even more expensive than the 

enlargement in 2004. The main opposition of Turkish membership are two major powers in 

the EU – Germany and France. It is also worth to be mentioned, that in those two countries  

the highest proportion of Muslims lives – especially in Germany, where is the biggest Turkish 

“minority” in the EU. In addition, Germany is also one of the biggest Turkey’s economic 

partners. Despite the opposition by those two countries, there are also adherents like Poland, 

Sweden and Great Britain.  

 

 However Turkey made a big progress in fulfilling of the Copenhagen criteria, but still new 

requirements are demanded. This makes politicians and Turkish ascendency start to doubt in 

the membership. In the effect the process of conducting new reforms has slowed down. 

Therefore we may state, the second hypothesis, that needs to be analyzed and tested: 

“Turkish process reforms considering human rights has slowed down due to opposition and 

lack of support among EU’s member states”. 

 

4.3. Hypothesis three – the case of Cyprus 
 

 Turkey is also bounded with the case of Cyprus. In May 2004 the Republic of Cyprus was 

one of the ten states, that became a part of the European Union. However, Turkey as a 

candidate to the organization does not recognize the state as an independent actor. Since 1974, 

when the occupation of the northern part of the island started, there has been the tension 

between those two states. Turkey is the only state, that recognize the Northern Cyprus. 

Therefore, solving this problem by Turkey and recognizing the Cyprus is one of the 

conditions, that have to be fulfilled in order to become the member of the EU(however this is 

an additional criterion, that does not stay in link with Copenhagen Criteria). 

 

 There is also an aspect of violations of human rights during the beginning of the invasion 

and in the later period. In many reports either the European Commission and European Court 
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of Human Rights have found Turkey guilty of many violations of human rights, considering 

the following types: depriving from the rights to property, compensation, family life and the 

right to life
50

. However, the European politicians and Council of Europe accuse Turkey 

ofthose violations and breaking almost all articles of the European Convention of Human 

Rights, the Turkish governments itself claim, that they are innocent
51

.  

 

 As a signatory of the convention, Turkey is obliged to find the ways of rectifying the 

human rights violations, performed during the occupation.  This is sine qua non for Turkey in 

order to push the negotiations with EU further. Therefore, the third hypothesis that needs to be 

tested is: “The question of human rights considering the Cyprus invasion is the most 

problematic for Turkey.” 
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5. Analysis of hypotheses 
 

 In this part of the essay I will make the analysis of earlier built hypotheses in order to 

check, if they are valid or not. In order to do it I will conduct a previously built concept of 

sovereignty, the opinions of member states governments i.e. German, French and Polish 

official government’s statements over the years, starting from 1999, when at Helsinki 

Summit, Turkey was recognized as a official candidate to the Union. As the last source of 

material to verify the hypotheses is the judiciary of the European Court of Human Rights in 

the case of Turkish occupation of northern part of Republic of Cyprus. In the final chapter I 

will discuss my findings and present my conclusions considering built and tested hypotheses. 

 

5.1. Hypothesis one – the question of sovereignty  
 

 The process of European integration extorts  the candidate states moving their competences 

in the domestic politics spheres to the European level. This in many states made, that next to 

supporters of becoming a EU’s member state stay the objectors of this process. In the 

meantime there is a process of working in direction of decentralization from the above 

authority to the downward direction towards local and regional authorities.
52

 This process 

gives the example, that the privileged positions of particular society groups or representatives 

are likely to be undermined by this process. A characteristic for this nowadays is a strong 

emphasis on the promotion of human and minority rights.
53

 However, the reactions of losing 

the state’s sovereignty are not only characteristic for Turkey and its accession process. The 

same was i.e. in Poland, where many Catholics were afraid of the influence of the Western 

Europe and “lack of God” in this culture after accession.
54

 In the Turkish case it is fair to say, 

that the described tensions are more seen in the context of the country’s historical legacies and 

the characteristics of nation – building experience.
55

 

 

 The idea of state’s sovereignty in the process of European integration claims, that states 

delimitate their own domestic and foreign competences in order to gain more benefits in the 

future. Even the EU claims itself, that” in accepting the European Treaties, Member States 

relinquish a measure of sovereignty to independent institutions representing national and 

shared interests”
56

. The ultra nationalistic groups among Turkish society and more meaningful 

Turkish military ascendency are afraid and ideologically unprepared to accept the change in 

the definition of sovereignty or moving any national rights to “Pan- European” institutions. 

Many critics of the European integration claim: “once you decide to enter the European 

Union, your capital becomes Brussels; your parliament and your government will be located 

there. If relinquishing the Turkish parliament, Ankara, national industry and agriculture, 

Turkish lira and dismantling Kemalist revolutions are a dishonor, then there is no honorable 

entry to the EU”.
57

  

 

 From the nationalistic perspectives, the membership conditions such as the recognition of 

Kurdish cultural rights(rights to broadcasting in Kurdish) posed real threats to national 
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security and integrity – this is seen as possible beginning of Kurdish secession from Turkey. It 

may be a threat for Kemal Ataturk’s process of reforms, especially to create a homogenous 

nation. Secondly, there are voices that integration with Europe is incongruous with thoughts 

of Ataturk – his aim was to show civilization rather than Europeanization. The involvement of 

military in the political life and its limitation was one of the additional criteria of the 

European Union, that have to be meet in order to become a member state. However, despite  

the progress that was made and limitations of the Turkish ascendency toward army 

commandment, the military in Turkey is one of the biggest opponents of the enlargement
58

 - 

due to the role of a guarder of Ataturk’s reforms. As it was stated before, the economical and 

social benefits of membership will be high, however the military is afraid of its degraded role 

in the domestic politics. The task of the European Union’s accession confronts the generals 

with the prospect of losing their well-known dominance of civilian affairs and their much less 

publicized but no less influential role in the country's economy.
59

  

 

 Military leadership also stated, that the membership was extremely dangerous for Turkish 

security – when Turkey will accept the conditions, the state will never survive the consequent 

disintegration and fundamentalism. Military also was blocking the reforms considering giving 

cultural rights to the Kurds – it shows, how afraid of losing control of the territory and 

citizens military motion was.  Secondly, the reforms considering cultural rights for Kurds 

were seen as rewarding terrorism or approving violence. 
60

 Apart from blocking the reforms, 

military in order to provide more “Euro – skepticism” among the society, takes part in various 

actions. One example may be sending e-mails to the EU representative in Turkey, Karen 

Fogg, in which there was the conventional criticism of the Turkish state and the standards of 

democracy. Military is also accusing EU and its member states for supporting and protecting 

the terrorist organizations working against Turkey.
61

 The military itself claims, that is far 

away from labeling itself as a “anti EU”, since believes that the Turkey’s political and 

economic destiny lies in Europe. Especially annoying for either military and ultra nationalistic 

parties, like MHP(Milliyetçi Hareket Partisi) are Kurdish and Cyprus cases and EU’s 

demands from Ankara to solve those two problems. Therefore, we see the link between the 

remedial and boomerang theories. On the one hand, the Kurds require more rights due to the 

violations towards them. In the future this may result in a secession from Turkey – this is a 

challenge for territorial integrity of the Republic. That is why the army is still blocking the 

reforms considering human rights. Secondly, as a boomerang theory claims, the support of the 

international pressure groups like the EU either for Kurdish and Cyprus cases is also being 

seen as an interference into domestic politics. MHP claims, that the EU in the Cyprus case 

supports Greek and Greek Cypriots positions. As a national priority case, MHP believes, that 

the EU promised Greek Cypriots solving this case for their benefits and therefore is putting a 

pressure on Turkey. According to the MHP statement, allowing to teach in Kurdish in schools 

will help separatism
62

. 

 

 In a short conclusion we may state, that hypothesis one is valid. The particular groups of 

interest in order to become still powerful and influential are blocking the reforms considering 

human rights. They explain, that this will drive to losing sovereignty either in 

political(moving some policies on the European level) and territorial spheres. Secondly, the 
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evolution of Europe into a supranational state is a challenge for sovereignty sensitive groups 

like army or ultra nationalistic parties. Next to anxiety about the territorial unity stays the 

question of identity, that may be lost after the accession. Also army as a guarder of the 

Ataturk’s revolution and secularism is afraid, that efforts of building the civilization identity 

will lose their meaning. That is why the process of reforms considering human rights is very 

slow. 

 

5.2. Hypothesis two – the opposition in Europe 
 

 While having problems with slow process of implementation of reforms considering 

human rights, an obstacle for Turkish accession may change attitude in Europe towards 

membership of this country in the EU. There are various opinions among member states, 

considering the problem, if Turkey should or should not be a member of the European Union. 

On the one hand, this enlargement has many opponents, like Germany or France, in which 

opinion this may cause both economic and cultural destabilization. However, there are also 

supporters like Poland or Great Britain, in whose opinion this is the chance for the EU. 

 

 The attitude toward this enlargement has changed dramatically in the German government 

since 2005 till now. The former German chancellor, Gerhard Schröder supported fully the 

Turkish efforts in reforming the country. He also stated, that “having a strong Turkey in a 

strong European Union would constitute a significant gain and embody the meaning of the 

EU motto "United in diversity". “
63

 In his opinion it is necessary to appreciate the reforms and 

the progress that Turkey made. Also he raised a case of “Turkish bridge” between East and 

West: “by forming a synthesis of Western democratic values and an enlightened form of 

Islam Turkey could become an important portal between Orient and Occident”.
64

 He also 

promised, that in order to make Turkish – German friendship, “Germany will continue to 

provide all the support it can”. However, after elections in 2005, when the “grand coalition” 

CDU,CSU,SPD(Christian and right – wings parties)was chosen, the attitude changed. Even in 

2004, current Chancellor, Angela Merkel, lobbed the idea of only privileged membership 

instead of full membership.
65

 In September 2006 Merkel noted, that the agreement on Turkish 

accession is something like pacta sund servanta –negotiations supported by German 

government once promised should be continued. However, she stated, that her position is to 

give Turkey only a privileged membership.
66

 However, the politics of SPD are supporting the 

enlargement, and therefore there should not be any propositions about “membership with a 

less quality”. The Merkel’s opposition to the accession is not only based on worries about 

different Turkish culture and identity, but also on the economical perspective of state’s 

membership: “the latest enlargement wave has placed additional burdens on the Union’s 

economy, which, for the present time, does not allow the EU to take Turkey in as a 

member”
67

. The next salvos, that the German governments are worried about are fundamental 

freedoms, like freedom of speech and freedom of belief. In the German government’s 

opinion, after almost two years of hard process of reforming the state, the human rights and 

the rule of law have to be strengthen more and more. Moreover, in the Merkel’s opinion, 

(according to the Ankara protocol), further Turkish negotiations process depends of mutual 
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relations between Turkey and Cyprus: “It goes without saying that if the EU member states 

are to cooperate with each other, this includes free trade and access to seaports and airports”
68

. 

Due to this comments, Turkish Prime Minister Recep Tayyip Erdogan, criticizes Germany, 

that it requires all the time new and additional conditions, that were not “the part of a deal” 

with other states. Also other civilian and military leaders stated, that: ” criteria and measures 

that were not applied to other countries should not be applied to Turkey, and hurdles, such as 

Cyprus, which have nothing to do with the [membership] process should not be set”.
69

 In 

response, the deputy chairman of the CDU/CSU faction in the German Bundestag, Andreas 

Schockenhoff stated: "We have a substantial interest that Turkey continues its reform process 

- accession negotiations are a catalyst for doing so! No one intends to end the accession 

negotiations, their continuation is in the European interest. No one places additional stones on 

Turkey's way."
70

 

 

 Second opponent of the EU’s enlargement on Turkey is France. As the second major 

power in the EU, it leads the lobby, in whose opinion the big Muslim state, such as Turkey 

should not be the part of the association.
71

 Therefore, French President, Nicolas Sarkozy is 

only keen of an EU – Turkey association
72

. In his opinion, the EU was not only an idea of 

mutual relations between European states, but also depends on geopolitical position – almost 

97% of Turkish territory belongs to Asia – “I am a friend of Turkey, but I do not want Turkey, 

which is an Asian country, to enter the EU”. France is the second biggest country in EU with 

major population of Muslims. Therefore, inside the state it has developed a big anti – Islamic 

wing, that is an opponent to admitting Muslim states to the EU club. As it is an example of 

Germany, France is also a significant Turkish economical partner – therefore the enlargement 

would cause bigger inflow of direct investments in both directions.
73

 Main French objections 

towards Turkish membership are based on cultural criteria(mainly religion). Also, France is 

worried about the US influence to the EU by Turkey. Le Figaro even stated, that “Americans 

have so much support of Ankara, so this is a bomb clock located under the European Union”. 

The question of Turkish position in the EU after the accession was also one of the reasons of 

the EU’s constitution rejection in 2005. Euro skeptics were afraid, that Turkey will have more 

casting voices than France and Germany in the European Council, so it will be the major 

power in the EU
74

.  If Brussels lets Turkey to be a member state(after successful end of the 

EU – Turkey negotiations), France is considering to make an accession referendum among the 

French society, whose main task would be, to allow Turkey to be the part of the EU. The 

same concerns another European Union’s member, Austria. However, French EU Affairs 

minister, Jean-Pierre Jouyet, stated that this kind of act would “only insult the Turks and 

Turkey”. This may block the Sarkozy’s idea of Union of Mediterranean states, including 

Turkey, he also stated.
75
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 However there is big opposition towards Turkish accession among France and Germany, 

there are also supporters of the enlargement like Poland or Czech Republic. The Czech 

Republic, as the EU presidency since January 2009 will support the opening of new chapters 

of EU – Ankara negotiations, where France was blocking. On the other hand, Poland was 

always the supporter of Turkish accession. First of all, Turkey was the only state, that did not 

recognize the division of state in 18
th

 century. Moreover, in times of the Ottoman Empire 

Polish politicians, unpleasant to Russia, Austria – Hungary monarchy and Prussia always got 

political asylum there. Therefore, Polish – Turkey relationship were good. On the another 

hand, Turkey was a supporter of Polish membership in the structures of North Atlantic 

Pact(NATO).
76

 Future Turkish membership is seen by Polish ascendency as a chance for the 

EU further economic, geopolitical and cultural development. However, Polish political parties 

stated, that Ukraine should be a member earlier than Turkey, because its geopolitical position 

is more important for EU’s security and defense policy( borders with Russia). Polish 

president, Lech Kaczyński stated, that “Poland is supporter of not closing the doors for other 

states wanting to become  members of the Union”.
77

 Lech Kaczyński stressed also that Poland 

happens to be in the EU's own sentence, distinct from others. "In the history very often 

happens, it is not the majority which is right" - he said. As he added, is convinced that these 

countries, "because Poland is not the only, which strongly supports Turkey's efforts" will 

show in the short time that they are right.
78

 However, he strongly recommends Turkey to 

strengthen the dimension of reforms considering human rights, because this is one of the 

conditions which have to be fulfilled. Poland also supports Turkish ambitions in order to 

develop the scale of mutual economical relations.  

 

 The support for Turkish accession is not shared by all countries in the EU. The big powers 

like Germany and France, which rule the EU, are afraid that the Turkish accession will disturb 

their position in the EU and push to the margins. The opposition of those representatives of 

“old 15”, caused that the process of reforms in Turkey slowed down a bit. “It is important to 

have the goal of full membership maintained,' said Turkish Foreign Affairs Minister, Ali 

Babacan, adding that political impediments within the EU were wearing down his 

government's enthusiasm and motivation to carry forward the reforms.”.
79

 Turkish Prime 

Minister a few years ago was full of passion to continue the process of reforms. Now, when 

those major countries are opposite the membership, he attacks Brussels with passion, when 

new mistakes and accuses about slow process of reforms are directed toward Ankara.
80

 The 

Turkish Foreign Affairs Minister also stated, that the opposition among the EU member states 

may badly influence the process of reforms: “Such kind of discussions negatively affect the 

reform climate in Turkey. The EU should refrain from attitudes that will harm Turkey's 

confidence regarding its membership goal”.
81

 He also stated, that the process of reforms does 

not depend only from Turkish government but also on the EU and particular member states 
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themselves: ”our government does not want to slow down reform process. This process, 

however, is not totally under control of the government. Political conditions and the EU 

approach towards Turkey have the direct impacts on the process. Technically, many chapter 

headings are ready to be opened. But we cannot open them because of different political 

reasons and obstructions by different member-countries".
82

 During French presidency further 

openings of next chapters were blocked, because France made Cyprus case conditional to do 

this. Many EU observers also claim, that the process of reforms is more important, than 

opening of the next negotiations chapters: “Political reforms are even more important than 

opening chapters. When political reforms - constitutional reform and cultural, individual and 

collective rights - are in place, then the opening of chapters is easy."
83

 Babacan also stated, 

that the process of reforms should be undertaken, however the tempo of changes depends on 

all conditions. He hopes, that the completion of the reform process will take place sooner or 

later: “We have carried out a series of reforms and made significant progress in fundamental 

rights and freedoms. Going further from this point may be a little harder, but it is totally 

useless to take a step back or slow down such a process. Our people's sound support to those 

reforms will give us the necessary power in the coming period”.
84

 

 

 In a short conclusion it may be stated, that the second hypothesis is valid, but only in half. 

The process of reforms has slowed down  due to the opposition among the member states, 

which all the time made new conditions. Secondly, they are afraid of Turkey and claim, that 

Turkish culture will have a strong impact on their own national values like religion. However 

the process slowed down not only because of the opposition in Europe. Turkey also has 

internal problems. At the end of July, the Constitutional Court did not make the AKP ruling 

party illegal, due to the reforms considering taking the Islamic values into public life. 

However, the AKP which is pro – Islamic party, is more pro EU than previous secular 

governments. Besides, Turkey is a secular state, the Islamic concentrated parties want more 

religion in the public life(problems with headscarf’s and prohibition of selling alcohol). That 

is why next to parallel process of reforms in order to fulfill EU criteria, Turkey has to solve its 

own domestic problems.  

 

5.3. Hypothesis three – The case of Cyprus 
 

 The issue of Cyprus is very problematic and complicated – it touches either violations on 

human rights and fundamental freedoms and also another aspects, that influence the future 

Turkish membership and process of negotiations with Brussels. The EU has put a significant 

pressure on Ankara to solve this issue, but the state’s continuing refusal and avoiding this 

issue is a threat of holding and freezing the process of negotiations. The European Parliament 

in the report from 21 May 2008 stated, that there was still need to solve this issue. This EU 

organ advised, that drawing out the Turkish military force from Island would push the EU – 

Turkey accession negotiations further.
85

 This case also involves the relations with other 

member states of the EU – Greece and Cyprus. Turkey does not recognize the Island 

ascendency – but it recognizes only the government of the Northern Cyprus.  For some 
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observers solving the problem “would be would both fast-track Ankara’s journey to the union 

and prevent big member states hiding behind Greek Cyprus”.
86

 In addition it was also stated, 

that due to not solving the Cyprus problem Turkey is running out of opening new chapters in 

negotiations and also the supporters of the enlargement are running out of arguments for 

convincing the opponent member states like France.
87

 

 

 The Turkish occupation of northern part of Island started on 20 July 1974, after the 

military coup d’état, in which supporters of reunion with Greece threw down Makarios the 

Third, who was the supporter of parallel coexistence of Turkish and Cyprus. In the next days, 

Turkish army took control on over one third of the Island and on 15 November 1983 Turkish 

Cypriots proclaimed independence for the Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus. Since then 

the relations between Turkey and Cyprus have been very tense. Especially controversial is the 

issue of violations of human rights toward Greek Cypriots living in the Turkish occupied part 

of Cyprus. The European Court of Human Rights found Turkey guilty of violations and also 

stated, that in this case Turkey has broken almost every article in the ECHR. According to the 

Court, the most common types of violations committed by Turkey are: violations considering 

the right to life, the rights to liberty and security, the rights to freedom of thoughts and 

freedom of expression, violation of the rights of the Greek Cypriots refugees to their property 

and the right to return to their homes in the occupied north. The Court also adjudicated, that 

this was Turkey, who was responsible for the northern part of Cyprus, and therefore is legally 

responsible for human rights violations. However, Ankara always denied accusations of 

violations considering human and minority rights: “It is shamefully trying to place Turkey in 

the electric chair… Turkey has done nothing to be ashamed of in Cyprus”.
88

 This may 

resemble another violation on human rights – the great genocide of Armenians in 1915-1917, 

that is also mentioned sometimes as a additional criterion for Turkish accession. In this case 

the sequential governments also claimed that Turkey was innocent.  

 

  According to the Bertil Duner’s article The importance of Turkey, the issue of Cyprus is 

an additional condition, next to the Copenhagen Criteria, that has to be fulfilled and has 

obviously a role to play. Therefore among ministers of Turkish government there were raising 

voices, that this was a condition, whose main task was to block completely negotiations 

between EU and Ankara. Due to this not solved problem, in 2006 Brussels froze negotiations 

on the next eight chapters of thirty five, that candidate state has to fulfill. It was a response on 

Ankara’s statement, that it will not open the sea and airports for Greek Cypriots ships and 

planes. Turkey will refuse it till the moment, when EU recognizes the Turkish Cypriots and 

when the international embargo against the northern part of the island is lifted.
89,90

 EU 

Enlargement Commissioner, Olli Rehn stated, that year 2009 has to be a crucial moment in 

the negotiations with Brussels – during the following year, the issue of Cyprus has to be 

solved finally, if Turkey was still seriously thinking about joining the European Union in the 

future. He also stated, that the energy, which was allocated for mutual Turkish – Cyprus 

fights, could be transformed into economic reforms, that were also required.
91

 Therefore, 

Ankara felt, that the years of struggles and arduous process of reforms inside the country 

would be meaningless, if the Cyprus issue was still avoided. Turkish Foreign Affairs Minister, 

Ali Babacan invoked EU to put the pressure on the Greek Cypriots and Cyprus itself, to put 

                                                           
86

 Turkey warns to embrace Europe next year or give up,  Hurriyet 24.12.2008 
87

 Ibid.  
88

 European Court of Human Rights finds Turkey guilty - www.btinternet.com/~argyros.argyrou/Guilty2.htm  
89

 Turkey says peace of Cyprus talks needs to speed up, Hurryiet, 17.12.2008  
90

 Silander 2007: 61 
91

 EU's Rehn says 2009 turning point for Turkey entry talks, Cyprus Deal, Hurriyet 21.12.2008 

http://www.btinternet.com/~argyros.argyrou/Guilty2.htm


31 
 

the peace negotiations further and to regularize them. It was called due to the twelve, face to 

face meetings between Turkish Cypriots leader, Mehmet Ali Talat and Cyprus president, 

Demetris Christofias, which was started on 21 March 2008 in order to solve finally the 

Cyprus issue.
92

 Babacan stated, that: “If we leave the two leaders all alone face-to-face they 

will continue their regular meetings but with no timetable, no deadlines, and it is difficult to 

envisage an agreement and a durable and complete solution.” He also added, that the 

“window of opportunity” would not be open forever and now was the moment to solve the 

problem. 
93

 

 

 As it was stated at the beginning, the case of Cyprus is complicated. As an additional 

criterion for Turkey, it made the process of reforms slow down. However, after persuading the 

Brussels and other member states, Turkey, which was continuously avoiding this issue and 

acting like nothing happened, is now determinate to solve the problem in order to push the 

negotiations further. During the analysis of this hypothesis, the concept of intervention into 

domestic competences of another state was found useful. The EU was still persuading and 

making pressure on Ankara, that the state started to look for a solution of the problem. 

Turkey, seeing the progress which was made till then, did not want to lose the results and in 

order to achieve more benefits in the future agreed to talk in this case. Nowadays, there is 

seen the involvement of the EU, which was called by Turkey to systematize the meetings 

between Turkish and Greek Cypriots leaders. The main negotiations are also driven under 

supremacy of the United Nations. That is why, as it was stated in chapter three, the soft 

methods of intervention did not invade the Turkish sovereignty. However, Turkey has  not 

only to solve the issue of Cyprus recognition, but also the issue of violations of human rights 

during the occupation. However, we may expect, that after solving the political issue of 

Cyprus division, the issue of human rights will be solved immediately. Therefore, in a short 

conclusion, we may state, that the hypothesis three was valid. However we have to underline 

the word was – now Turkey realized, that only beginning and starting to solve the issue of 

Cyprus crisis may push the reforms and open the new negotiations chapters further.  
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6. Conclusion  
 

 Turkey for many years has been struggling to become a member state of the European 

Union. For many observers this enlargement has two facades – on one hand it may strengthen 

the association and provide some “new air” to its structure. On the other hand this is a great 

challenge for the EU on cultural, economical and fundamental values based dimensions. As a 

modern, secular modern state, it may be a transcontinental bridge between Europe and Asia; 

between Western and Eastern culture and between Christianity and Islam. The accession to 

the EU is a major task of subsequent Turkish governments and will be crowning of 

continuous process of reforms, started by Kemal Ataturk in 1923. However Turkish road to 

the EU is not so straight and smooth like the road of the remaining member states like Poland 

or Czech Republic(for which the membership was promised due to the ZSRR “occupation” 

after war). The cultural difference, particular problems with minorities like Kurds and 

problems with Cyprus caused, made this enlargement have the same amount of supporters and 

opponents in one time.  

 

 However, the most problematic for Turkey is the issue of human rights. Turkey as a 

signatory of international conventions on this ground should obey the international rules and 

values. However, as it was seen in various reports, inter alia, annual reports of European 

Parliament and Commission and numerous organizations like AI or HRW, the fundamental 

freedoms guaranteed by international law are still broken. The Union, as an association based 

on respecting of fundamental freedoms and values has made a pressure on Ankara to suit the 

domestic law to the international standards, that we may state, the EU represents and guards. 

Therefore, the arduous process of reforms started. Here, I found useful the concept of 

sovereignty in the international relations useful. The Union, based on a sovereign states may 

withdraw some aspects, particular those problematic ones, on the intergovernmental level in 

order to solve them in a better way. Secondly, I found out, that the process of intervention by 

use of soft methods, like economic and social benefits do not interfere with the sovereignty 

and territorial integrity of the state. States, in order to achieve those benefits, like higher level 

of development, either in technology and society, resign from continuous defense of some 

domestic aspects. This is seen in Turkey – in order to become a member of the exclusive and 

rich club, the country provided many amendments to constitution, like abolition of death 

penalty. 

 

 Considering the sovereignty and the human rights perspective, I found out, that there was 

the possibility of break down in the Turkish territorial integrity on the Kurd issue. As the 

remedial theory claims, in the states, that do not obey the human rights, there may appear a 

possibility of break down. However, Turkey made some amendments toward Kurds, which 

was approved by the EU, now the problem of Kurdish secession may be more problematic. 

The Kurd leaders, stated that allowing broadcasting in Kurdish is just the beginning for 

autonomy. Therefore, the pressure which the EU has brought on the Turkey may be a little 

challenge for Turkish territorial integrity and staying in the close link sovereignty. However 

Turkey was called by various NGO’s to sign the European Charter for Regional and Minority 

Rights, there are also member states in the EU, that also didn’t sign the protocol in order to 

avoid the question of possible break down in the society and in the result the breakdown of 

the territorial integrity.   

 

 The Turkish process of reforms so far is quite impressive. However, if Turkey wants to 

become the member state soon, the tempo of reforms should much faster. However, as it was 

proved during the analysis of particular hypothesis, that there are three factors, which slow 



33 
 

down the process of implementation of acquis communautaire. First of all, there are worries 

about losing the sovereignty among powerful groups in society like the army. The military, as 

a guarder of Kemalism, is afraid to lose power to rule and influence on major decisions in 

country. In this moment, the conception of sovereignty as a basis of the European integration 

process was found useful, therefore it explains explicitly why particular society groups are 

opponents of enlargement. Next to the worries about loosing of sovereignty stays the issue of 

losing the identity. However, it characterizes not only Turkey, but also  almost every country 

where are opponents of the enlargement. The second factor, that slows down the process of 

reforms is the opposition among member states. The major powers like France and Germany 

are against Turkish membership, because they are afraid of losing the ruling power in the 

European Council. Secondly, they claim that Turkey is not prepared to be a member state due 

to the different culture and huge problems with human rights. Both Angela Merkel and 

Nicolas Sarkozy are followers of only privileged membership instead of full one. There are 

also worries, that Turkish accession will cause, that EU will be in small part the American 

area of influence(due to the Turkish – US relations). Therefore, the opposition in Europe 

make the enthusiasm of being the member state fall down either among ascendency and 

society, what caused the slowing tempo of reforms. The last issue, that has an influence on 

Turkish process of reforms is the Cyprus case. Turkey for many years did not feel guilty for a 

huge number of violations considering human rights on the Greek Cypriots and was avoiding 

this issue. Successive governments claimed, that there was nothing to shame for and raised 

voices, that this was additional criterion, not linked to the Copenhagen Criteria. However, 

Turkey does not recognize the Cyprus, which is by the way one of the member states. That’s 

why the EU brought the pressure on Ankara, that as long as the question of this conflict will 

not be solved, the negotiations may be frozen.  

 

 As we have seen the case of future Turkish accession is very complicated. On one hand, 

there are problems on Turkish side, especially with obeying the human and minority rights. 

The negotiations will not go further as long as Turkey does not obey them fully, according to 

the conventions that is signatory. However, the significant progress was made, a lot of work is 

still to be done on this issue. The biggest change may bring the new, liberal and fundamental 

freedoms concentrated constitution, which so far has not seen the sunlight. In a opposition 

stay problems on EU’s side like problems with the budget and opposition among member 

states. The whole study of human rights in Turkey’s accession perspective shows, that the 

issue of human rights in Turkey is very complicated and the process of reforms on this field is 

the biggest obstacle on the Turkish road to the European Union.  
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