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Abstract

This Bachelor thesis is focused on the negotigbiamtess of Turkey’s accession to the
European Union. The preface contains basic infdonatbout Turkey's geographical
location and current political situation. The tlsesontinues with the analyses of the
history of negotiations dated from 1959 till nowgslaln more details, there is put
emphasis on the current trends in the negotiationghe terms of discussing the
alignment of five chapters of the European Acquismmunautaire that are anticipated
to be opened for negotiations. The aim of the thésito prove or disprove three
hypotheses related to the findings in the ReportTomkey 2015 written by the

European Commission and the results of my own suoenducted for Czech and

Turkish respondents.

Keywords: Turkey, EU, Enlargement criteria, Negotiation mss, Acquis chapters,
Survey

Abstrakt

Tato bakaléska prace je zafhena na proces vyjednavani éistupu Turecka do
Evropské Unie. Na zatku jsou uvedeny zakladni informace o #Zpirsné poloze
Turecka a jeho s@asné politické situaci. Prace posléze pélja s analyzou historie
piistupovych vyjednavani zageta roku 1959. Braz je kladen na sdasny trend ve
vyjednavani, konkréthna sladni pti kapitol s pravnimradem Evropské unie, které
¢ekaji na to byt oteeny k vyjednavani. Cilem této baki@liéé prace je prokazat nebo
vyvratit i hypotézy vazajici se k zj&tim na zaklad analyzy zasrecné zpravy o
Turecku zroku 2015, zpracovanou Evropskou komdsivazajici se k vlastnimu

dotazniku vytvéenému praeské a tureckeé respondenty.

Kli ¢ova slova: Turecko, EU, kritéria roz&ni, proces vyjednavani, kapitoly acquis,
anketa
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1.Introduction to the Issue

The Republic of Turkey (hereinafter referred to“@arkey”) is located in strategic

position between Europe and the Middle East. Itleen interfering on European soll
since an early history and as a neighbour courtnig ian indispensable European
Union’s partner. Although close relations justifisrkey’s wish to enter the EU, due to
its geographical location, history and politicaltate the accession is not simple and it
is a source of political disputes among the EU mamkince there is no united opinion
for all 28 members. The plurality of opinions antitades and moreover political

changes in the EU as well as turbulences in Turiteshocracy and violation of human

rights caused that Turkey is waiting for the mersbgr more than fifty years.

As any candidate country Turkey is obligated to itlee accession criteria introduced
in 1993 in Copenhagen, Denmark. The key obligaties in adopting the common
legislation of the Union called “acquis communargai(hereinafter referred to as
“acquis™) which is divided into 35 chapters. In amtance to the defined criteria, the
European Commission annually publishes a progregertr for Turkey which is
reflecting the opinions of the Commission basedfiodings and records on every
accession criteria (Bek, 2012). First “screening” of the chapters wasedm 2005 and
it is considered as the trigger which finally operlee negotiation process with Turkey.
It determined how far Turkey is in completing thembership criteria and what further
efforts should be made in the upcoming years. Téwgest published version of this
report is a key document for this thesis.

Last ten years has proved, that progress on fatiilthe criteria is not the only matter
that controls the pace of further integration. Whibnly one chapter had been
provisionally closed, half of the chapters had bekrcked from negotiating in spite of
political turbulences and disputes on both sidediti®al spitefulness is implicated in
slowed-down talks and in preventing deeper intégnatleading to the actual

membership. At the point of this time, only one uflea has been closed, twelve opened,



two opened after blockage, five remains not opeateall and still fifteen chapters are

being blocked based on political reasons.

In spite of chain of events in 2015 in the termsafcalled migration crisis, Turkey has
become more powerful player on the European fieljdosses now more leverage when
negotiating and therefore | believe a new era af relationships has been launched,
since the cooperation of both parties is neededcandal. It is expected the process to
be speeded up for opening five key chapters of dbguis, namely 15 Energy,

23 Judiciary and fundamental rights, 24 Justi@edom and security, 26 Education and

culture and last 31 Foreign, security and deferatieyp (European Commission, 2016).

Not only for the sudden change of events have sehdhis topic, but also for the lack
of research focusing on the current trends in 20hés thesis examines on what level
of fulfilment of the five upper-mentioned politicéélds Turkey is right now and what

should be done in order to open them for negotiatio
1.2.The Aim of the Thesis

The aim of the thesis is either to prove or to aispd three following hypotheses:

1. When considering the five currently-discussed @pters of acquis (Judiciary and
fundamental rights, Justice, freedom and securityEducation and culture and last
Foreign, security and defence policy) Turkey lackessential laws to be adopted and
well implemented in order for the chapters to be wiéadvanced and ready to be
provisionally closed.

2. More than three quarters of Turks want to join the European, but significantly
less Turks believe that it will happen.

3. The Turks do not know the accession criteria andhore than half of them do not

believe in fulfilling them.

| have chosen to verify these three hypothesesusechbelieve that these hypotheses
are part of an important influence on the publiomam in general and also on the pace
of the accession that is being analyzed. | ordeprtve them right or wrong | have

taken two different steps. At first, | will have laok at the current state of the



compliance of the 5 chapters and | will examinergmmmendations of the European
Commission. Based on the information from the naxttial report on Turkey of the
European Commission from the fall 2015, | will Hdeato conclude, whether Turkey
lacks important laws to be adopted and implemerdedhot. At second, | have
conducted an online survey called “Turkey joining EU” that was distrubuted in two
languages, Czech and Turkish, in order to find answo the hypotheses number two

and three.
1.3.Methodology

The thesis is logically divided into two main secs. The first section is theoretical
part, where literature and Internet sources aregoesed in order to asses Turkey as a
European political player, to track the milestordsthe negotiation process and to
analyze the compliance of the Turkish legislativéhvihe acquis. To make the thesis
actual and following the current trends in negaiiat | have decided to draw the
information from actual books and internet artictbat are reflecting the nowadays
situation. Among the most important authors thapired me belong Aylin Giiney and
Ali Tekin and their book The Europeanization of Kish Public Policies issued in 2015
and Abdullah Bozkurt and his book Turkey Interrapierailing Democracy, issued in
2015 as well. However, | have tried to achieve ciyéy of the analyzed information
by verifying them with other internet sources; #ey document for this thesis is the
European Commission’s Turkey Report 2015. This dwnt provided me a guideline
according to which | have structured this thesiéindl this document objective and
credible because it was issued by an authority hef European Union which is

commonly found trustworthy.

The second section of the thesis is based on Hwdtseof quantitative research on the
form of the online survey | have conducted at tine tof April and May 2016. For
online publishing | have used the internet domammsurvio.com which | have found
suitable for this type of research. The survey st®f 4 main questions and five
subquestions ensuing from the main ones. Two vessod the survey were published;
in Czech and Turkish language in order to easerdbponders to participate in the
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survey and therefore to increase the number oficgzants. The final results are
demonstrated on graphical charts.

It is essential to mention, that the negotiatioesMeen the EU and Turkey are very
fragile and can change. Due to the limitation @& tlate of thesis submission, the thesis
is dated till the 30 April 2016.

1.4.Executive Summary of the Chapters

1.4.1.The First Chapter

The first short chapter introduces Turkey to readard gives them a complete picture.
There is described Turkey’'s geographical locatiaich proves its geopolitical
importance for Europe. In addition, mapping Turkesiourful history of this country,
that has shaped international relations betweekejuand the countries on the Balkan
Peninsula, explains the complexity of this accessand provides an informational
background for long duration of the process ofyerifhere is demonstrated the current
political situation in Turkey. The figure dealingtiv the election in 2015 is clearly
showing the political influence of the ruling patdl party, that is shaping the current
negotiations. At last, | have found important to ntr@n Turkey's geopolitical
importance in the matter of natural resources itespf its role in the acquis chapter

31 Foreign, Security and Defence.
1.4.2.The Second Chapter

The second chapter is analyzing the 50-year-lastiegotiations. It is divided by
important turns of events into four eras: The Fistempts, Temporary Freeze of
European Economic Community — Turkey Relations eR@blishment of Cooperation

and The New Era.

At first, Turkey has applied for a membership ie Buropean Economic Community
(hereinafter referred to as “EEC”) in 1959. It hemlight for an association agreement

called The Ankara Agreement. Unlike Greece, Turkeyl to wait 5 year for this
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agreement to come on force. It is deemed the din&t that started and envisaged a
process of Turkey’s accession to the EEC in then fof three-step customs union.

At second, in spite of the established dictatoimegin Greece and following putsch
had created an environment for Turkey to occupyNbehern Cyprus. For the EEC it
meant violation of the basic values in terms of hamights, which was the reason for
suspension from the negotiation talks. Not regaydie fact, that the negotiations were
opened again, the events of this era are one ahtis important issues considered in

the wide context of the accession.

At third, the cooperation between the EEC and Tyskas re-established thanks to the
democratic elections in 1983 which meant for th&€€EEpositive change in the terms of
democracy. Despite this change, Turkey was notmewended to apply for full
membership. Instead of that, it was encouraged wnhjeeper economic cooperation.
Turkey did not follow this recommendation and hppli@d for the full membership in
April 1987.

At fourth, in December 1999 in the European Cousilnmit Meeting in Helsinki
Turkey was granted an official status of a candidatuntry. The EU envisaged a clear
plan for becoming a member under the conditionudffliing the Copenhagen criteria.
According to Usul (2010) Turkey had become not+yegotiating-candidate and the EU
had got a great influence on Turkish reforms. 182the negotiations were opened and
only one chapter of the acquis was found suitatmepfovisional closing. In 2006 the
European Commission has frozen some of the chapiterstry talks related to customs,
external relations, financial services, agricultarel fisheries and recommended not to
open them until Turkey resolves the relations witkiprus. Later on, the French
anti-Turkey campaign under the baton of Nicholask&eay initiated additional freezing
of three chapters. In 2009 on the General Affamsiiieil Meeting more 6 chapters were
frozen because of Turkish refusal to open theitsptoo Cyprus. The new French
President Francois Hollande elected in 2012 is a wiadifferent politics towards

Turkey comparing to his forerunner Sarkozy. Two tbe three chapters were

12



unblocked. Nowadays a new era of negations hasnbeigel to the migration crisis that
Is pushing the negotiations to be rushed in ormleotve the issue.

1.4.3.The Third Chapter

In the third chapter | examine the current stadgiling of the 35 chapters in general.

Only four chapters are interpreted as well advandddst of the chapters are on
moderate level of preparation. More deeply | wilblyze 5 frozen chapters that Turkey
demands to open for negotiation talks. Chapter Aé&rdy is moderately prepared. The
law on acceding to the Joint Convention on the t3ajé Spent Fuel Management and
on the Safety of Radioactive Waste Management brisidopted (International Atomic

Energy Agency, 2015) and also a new gas markethatwvould reduce the monopoly

on this particular market (European Commission5201

Chapter 23 Judiciary and Fundamental Rights iswbest in the terms of level of
preparation among the five analyzed chapters. Magwificant gaps are remaining in
aligning the field with the acquis. The biggest Iaye in Turkish legislation is to
adopt the law on protection of personal data harseghwith the acquis. In addition,
tools for ensuring the political independency ofHiCouncil of Judges and Prosecutors
(hereinafter referred to as “HSYK”) are needed &il ws tools for eradicating child
labour. Laws on Internet and Media and on onlingnjalism remain to be an issue of

concern (European Commission, 2015).

Chapter 24 Justice, Freedom and Security lacksfisgnt efforts to implement the
readmission agreement towards Greece. Improvingetiisa system is essential for
border-controls and fighting human trafficking (EBpean Commission, 2015).

Chapter 26 Education and Culture is challenginghie terms of lacking a national
strategy on absenteeism and inclusion. Freedonxmfession and artistic rights are

endangered (European Commission, 2015).
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At last, the chapter 31 Foreign, Security and DefeRolicy should be aligned more
closely with the acquis according to the Councdisiens the EU declarations related to

Crimea, Libya and Armenia (European Commission5201
1.4.4.The Fourth Chapter

In the fourth chapter | will come with the finding®m the survey | have conducted at
the turn of April and May 2016. It means a qualitita research carried out by
sampling from questionnaire published on the ir@erBuring the research | will try to
prove or disprove hypotheses number two and the@ioned in the aim of the thesis.
200 Czech and 200 Turkish respondents took pahiersurvey in order to achieve good
informative value. The respondents were choserhergtounds of their falling within
the group of people with a status of a studentcadamic worker. They possess the

prerequisite of basic knowledge. This takes thgesuto more interesting level.
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2. GENERAL FACTS ABOUT TURKEY

2.1.Geographical Location

According to CIA, The World Fact
Book (2015), Turkey is the 37

e e e biggest country in the world. Its

2 ” ” . total area is 783,562 Kof which
“:'f = almost 2% is water. It is bigger
M L v | than any of the EU member state.
- 5 @y "% For imagination, the area is

Image 1 Geographical location of Turkey ~—approximately the same like area
(Maps of the World, 2015) of Germany and Sweden together.

Turkey's territory is situated
mostly in the Asian part called Anatolia. The Ewrap part “Thrace” makes only 3% of
the total area (Maps of the world, 2015). As yon sae on the map, Turkey shares
borders with 8 countries. Again, this is more néiglrs than any EU member state has
to deal with. The longest border is with Syria,nlrand Irag, then Armenia, Georgia,
Bulgaria and Greece. The shortest border is sharigd Azerbaijan; only 9km
(Ergener, 2002).

2.2.History and Secularization of Turkey

Turkey was established from the ashes of the leggr@dttoman Empire. The history of
this empire is complicated; after all, it lasted feenturies and conquered many today’s
countries who are actually members of the EU. Ghiareed by keywords, it can be
said, that Ottoman Empire was powerful, successfuhquest and predatory Muslim
country. Stanford Shaw in his book History of OtemmEmpire and Modern Turkey
(1976) points out, that Ottoman rule influencedtiehs between three religions: Islam,
Christianity and Judaism, and play its key rolehie relationships between Turkey and
its neighbours in Europe and Asia. Undoubtedly,upgeer indicated colourful history is

a source of actual disputes and feelings of irgadasting to this day.
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When loosing the World War | (hereinafter refertecas "WW!I"), the crisis struck the

empire. A nationalistic revolutionary Mustafa Kem@atirk took the power in his

hands and started a modernization and seculanzafidurkey. He banished the sultan
family to exile, established a single party regitasting until 1945 with government

headquartered in Ankara, abandoned the Arabictsand derived Turkish alphabet
from Latin. He freed Turkish women from male dontioa, disabled polygamy and

enabled women to vote. Atatirk desisted from Isksma state religion and publicly
reproved it. Although his methods and reforms wererciless and sometimes even
bloody, he and his rule are admired since nowadgyall Turks — except the Islamic
fundamentalists, of course (BBC, 2014).

2.3.Current Political Situation

In June 2015 the leading political party Justicel &evelopment Party (hereinafter
referred to as "AKP”) did not defend their parliartey majority. Making a coalition

agreement with opposition was not in favour of &€P. The founder of this party,

former prime minister (2003 — 2014) and currentsjglent of Turkey Recep Tayyip
Erdosan has very quickly arranged new elections on Ndenf' 2015 which ensured

AKP’s majority and possible “autocracy” of this parn Turkey (The Economist,

2015).
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Chart 1: Elections to the Turkish Grand National Assembly (2011 and 2015)
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Previous chart clearly illustrates, that secondtalas held in 2015 saved AKP from
losing its political influence in the country. AKRon 317 seats out of 550 and can
change and implement laws by their own withoutraggjfle. Unfortunately for Erdg@n,
they are 13 parliamentary votes short to be ablealiothe referendum about a planned
constitutional change in order to create an exeeugiresidency. According to The
Guardian (2016), it is possible to get these vdtes the Nationalist Action Party
(hereinafter referred to as “MHP”), which was reaolynake a coalition with AKP after
the first elections in June 2015. This alliance ldonot mean two thirds of the
parliament though, that could change the constitiutvithout a referendum.

2.4.Natural Resources

Very closely related to economy is “the world drivad everything” — oil. However,
there are located proven reserves of oil and nagasy Turkey is not sufficient because
its demand is exceeding their own supply. Turkaysoones more than 705 thousand of

barrels of oil every day. For instance, it is apimaately 3times less than demand of
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Germany or 2times less than consumption of Framhe. production of oil is on the
other hand markedly lower. For comparison, Turkeydpces as much oil as Germany,
but 3times more than France (OPEC, 2015). Even $edBcient is Turkey in
consumption of natural gas, which exceeds the mtomiu more than 100times (EIA,
2014).

The EU needs to diversify its energy supplies, igdiecause of the Ukrainian crisis.
Turkey is a keen country in this matter. A planpgekline called Nabucco would bring
gas from Azerbaijan’s territorial waters of the @ias Sea through Turkey to Austria
(Gotev, 2015). This project then significantly ieases Turkey's geopolitical
importance for the EU. It would mean a reduced ddpace of the EU on Russia, thus

strengthened power when negotiating.
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3. THE HISTORY OF ACCESSION NEGOTIATIONS

3.1.The First Attempts

As mentioned in the previous chapter; after WWIKByr began its path towards the
Western values and principles. Turkey wanted toagagin European affairs even
before the EU existence itself. Their motives wdifeerent. It could be an effort to take
a new place in the world, to seek a strong econaiti@nce or to control position of
Greece in the community; of their neighbour withowh they have never-ending
disputes about the Aegean territorial waters astbhy of wars they faced each other in
(EU Centre of North Carolina, 2008). Verity of tlast mentioned motive supports the
fact that Greece has applied for membership inBBE on &' June 1959 (Hellenic
Republic - Ministry of Foreign Affairs, 2011) anigiit on 3£'July 1959, not even two
months later, Turkey has applied as well. The EHE&ed negotiations documented in
the association agreements for both of the coumtiibe one with Greece was signed
just in two years but Turkey had to wait for thassociation agreement called The
Ankara Agreement to come on force 5 years. Thisugmnt became the first one that
started and envisaged a process of Turkey's acressithe EEC in the form of three-
step customs union that would bring both partiesal together on the grounds of trade
without restrictions. In the open-ended periodimiet before the future joining the EEC,
Turkey was provided with EEC’s loans as financisistance worth 175 million ECU
on the grounds of The First Financial Protocol (igtiry for EU Affairs Republic of
Turkey, 2015). The Greek application was at the sigpended for some time, due to
establishment of a non-democratic regime in 196&ll@dic Republic - Ministry of
Foreign Affairs, 2011).

! European Currency Unit
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In 1970 the Additional Protocol was signed in Brlssas a next step and launched the
“Transitional period”. It provided abolition of theustoms duties and quantity barriers
for imports to the EEC of industrial products. lraba, this abolition extended also to

most of the agriculture products (Ministry of FitarRepublic of Turkey, 2012).
3.2. Temporary Freeze of EEC-TR Relations

After restoring the democracy in Greece in 1974 thk-activation of the upper

mentioned association agreement from 1961 hadwello Paradoxically, the Greek
putsch created an opportunity for Turkey to intexfan Cyprus and occupy the north
part of the island, and built an environment thatl@ed the third coup d’état, where the
military government had overthrown the civilian ome 1980 (EU Center of North

Carolina, 2008). It meant violation of human rightsTurkey which is not compatible

with the values of the EEC. Because of that, Turgely suspended in 1982 from the
accession talks. Turkish economy was not going \agllthat time and the new
government was forced by the International Monetaugpd (hereinafter referred to as
“IMF”) and the Organization of Economic Cooperatiand Development (hereinafter
referred to as “OECD”) to liberalize the econom&cter. State involvement in basic
industry, banking, transport, and communication weasluced by a massive
privatization. The major program, started in th&@9, was tasked to lower taxation,
reduce government spending, deregulate financ&esyand go to monetarism (Aksu,
2010).

3.3.Re-establishment of Cooperation

Democratic elections to Turkish National Assembgjdhin 1983 again re-established
damaged links with the EEC. Despite releasing taki¥h economy, former German
Chancellor Helmut Kohl recommended Turkey not tplgjor the full membership but

to deepen their relations instead. According to, hieither Turkey nor the EEC was
ready for this enlargement. As a reason he poiatdtien-going Single European Act
(signed 1986) establishing the Single Market (Pa0L5). Nowadays, after revelation

of British documents, it came out, that he plantedestrict the immigration policy,
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meaning to reduce number of Turks living in therdoyito 50%. His discouragement
could be then based on cultural grounds (Spie@dl32 Germany played a key role in
the EEC, no doubt, and although, the official “Qpini of the Commission has
acknowledged Turkey'’s eligibility to become a memlisehas confirmed Chancellor’s
statement that the EEC is not capable of this cmameld enlargement before
completing their own process of establishing thterimal market (Ministry of Finance
Republic of Turkey, 2012).

Ignoring the recommendations of Kohl, Turkey hagpssingly applied for the full
membership in April 1987. It was an answer to Medégnean enlargement of Spain and
Portugal in 1986 and previous enlargement of GreéecE81. These three countries
gained then an advantage over Turkish producteeofésembling typology and nature
(EU Center of North Carolina, 2008).
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Another stop sign was given to Turkey by their ol@l, Greece. When the Community
has postponed the accession of Turkey, it hasaat jgomised a so called “Cooperation
package”, where further deepening of economic icglatof both parties should have
been continued. After submitting this package, Geeleas raised an objection and it
was not adopted (Ministry for EU Affairs RepublitTurkey, 2015).

Meanwhile in 1992, The Treaty on the EU (The MaelstrTreaty) created today’s
European Union (EUR-Lex, 2010). One year later thembership criteria were
introduced in Copenhagen in Denmark - then caledGopenhagen criteria (European

Commission, 2012).

The second part of the three-step Customs Unidacctthe “Transition Period” lasting
22 years got finally completed in 1996 and enaflackey to enter the third and last
part called the “Final Period”. Turkey thus actyddecame a member of the Customs
Union and it is still very successful functionaldyo(Ministry of Finance Republic of
Turkey, 2012). It is the first country participagim the Customs Union without being

an actual full member of the Community (Paul, 2015)

The Luxembourg European Council held in Decembe®71%as brought a big
disappointment for Turkey, because it was not dissenong the countries with an
official candidate status, unlike e.g. Cyprus, whiwas granted a membership.
According to statement of the Council, althoughpbétical and economic criteria were
not met by Turkey yet, it is crucial to bring ibskr to the EU in every field. Based on
that announcement, the Council introduced a “Ewropstrategy for Turkey” consisting
of approximation of adopting the EU legislative (&pean Parliament, 1998). Turkey
did not take it smoothly. The former Turkish Prifknister Mesut Yilmaz declared,
that his country perceives this situation as aywdear religious discrimination” and
doubted, then even after meeting all criteria, €yrikcould be a member of the EU
(Paul, 2015). These assumptions were then fed updhy's political leading party
Christlich Demokratische Union Deutschlands byrthéirmation that the EU is in the
process of building a civilization in which Turkegs no placé(EU Center of North

Carolina, 2008). Diplomatic canals were then froaetween both parties.
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3.4.The New Era

The Summit it Luxembourg clearly encouraged Turt@yhink about a solution with
Cyprus and also warm up their relations with Grebo¢ not much effort has happened.
In August 1999 Turkey and Greece went through gettg. Both states were struck by
terrible earthquakes that cost thousands livesamh side. This loss have brought up
sympathy and melted frozen relations between ttvesenations and their governments
(Kinzer, 1999). The resistance of Greece againskejuhas weakened and the Greek
government hoped that problems could be easieedahithin the EU framework, if
Turkey would be part of the Union (EU Center of tlio€Carolina, 2008).

The EU has changed its mind during the last twasy&dam the last summit for many
reasons. First, the existence of Turkish army woukhn a great contribution to the
EU’s security. Second, there was a political chaingie direction in Germany that is
still the most important driver of the Union. Thirthanks to the lobbying of the US
President Bill Clinton, the EU realized that thegadlvantaged Turkey and did not act
very fairly this crucial transatlantic ally of thénited States (Paul 2015). Fourth, Greece
had change of heart. In December 1999 in the Earo@ouncil Summit Meeting in
Helsinki Turkey was granted an official status ofcandidate country. The EU
envisaged a clear plan for becoming a member utigercondition of fulfilling the
Copenhagen criteria. Ali Resul Usul (2010) usetfli;mbook Democracy in Turkey: the
Impact of EU Political Conditionality a good termiogy, where he calls Turkey a
“not-yet-negotiating-candidate” and points out ttiet EU reached its goal to have a big

influence on Turkish reforms, but still keepingriggotiating leverage on their side.

In order to receive a financial support called rnmstent of Pre-accession Assistance,
Turkish constitution has gone through a crucialeevin 2001 and substantial part of it
was amended in the reflection of fundamental humaghts and democracy
requirements. In 2002 in the elections to the TWirkParliament the AKP won the
majority. As it has been mentioned in the first miea of this thesis in th€urrent
Political Situation paragraph, it was not a last devastating victdryhes particular
political party. The AKP ruled the country on itevio and did not face any troubles
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when amending the constitution (Paul, 2015) In 280the Copenhagen summit it was
decided, that if Turkey meets the political chapmtethe Copenhagen criteria by 2004,
the negotiations will be opened the year after kBea 2002).

The AKP government was encouraged by promiseseoCtbpenhagen summit and has
also respected a plan of United Nations to reudiytprus as a two-part federation with
rotating presidency (EurActiv, 2015) and enablegkf@rendum. This referendum has
not changed anything though, because Greek Cypraitsd against unification of the

island. One week later the Republic of Cyprus jditkee EU along with another 9

countries with its territorial questions unsolvéaql, 2015).

Before opening negotiations in 2005, Austria steppeait and declared that it is

inappropriate to open negotiations with Turkey whgnoring a European and catholic
country Croatia, who also desired to join the UniGgprus complicated the situation as
well, the Cypriot government demanded Turkey tagsshem, that they will recognize

them (The Guardian, 2005). The last minute deal masle and negotiations were
opened with Turkey but also with Croatia and Aastias backed down. Despite the
demands of Cyprus, Turkey did not recognize Cypgmternment and refuses to pay
€90 million ordered by the European Court of Hunkaghts (ECtHR) to Cyprus as a

compensation for occupation (EurActiv, 2014). I meither agreed to open their ports
and airports to Cyprus. In 2006 the European Cosionshas frozen some of the
chapters of entry talks related to customs, exteretations, financial services,

agriculture and fisheries and recommended not endpem until Turkey resolve the

relations with Cyprus. The UK did not find this paaition right and criticized the

Commission for it (The Telegraph, 2006).

France opposed Turkey’'s accession even stronger Hitholas Sarkozy became a
president in May 2007. It was an anti-Turkey cargpawhich contributed to the
election victory. He declared Turkey as part ofadsiot Europe. France blocked 5 more
chapters to be opened. Angela Merkel’'s Germanyndidfollow Sarkozy’s opinions

and actions. Unlike France, Germany could not town Turkey completely, three
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millions of Turks still lived in Germany and thelaBons between these two countries
could not freeze as well (Paul, 2015).

In 2009 more chapters were blocked again becauieedfurkish refusal to open their

ports to Cyprus and the non-recognition of the ¢xquin general (Euobserver, 2015)

The year 2012 shifted France’s course and whencbBrarHollande became a new
president, he stopped blocking chapter about regjipolicy. In the next chapter of this
thesis, the report on a current situation of flitfg the Copenhagen criteria will be
analyzed. Understanding the all the political anstances mentioned above is a keen
prerequisite in order to objectively recap Turkeg8ort and achievements in an
attempt to become a full member of the EuropearitJas it was many times promised
of and encouraged in (BBC, 2012).
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4. ENLARGEMENT PROCESS AND FULFILLMENT OF
THE CRITERIA

4.1.The Enlargement Policy of the EU

The criteria for membership in the EU were desigbhgdhe European Council in 1993
in Copenhagen and two years later strengthenedauribl There are three packages of
criteria that need to be met by an applicant cquntorder to join the EU:

1. Political criteria: stability of institutions guanteeing democracy, the rule of law,
human rights and respect for and protection of niies;

2. Economic criteria: a functioning market econoand the capacity to cope with

competition and market forces;

3. Institutional criteria: Administrative and insiiional capacity to effectively
implement the acquisaind ability to take on the obligations of membargEuropean

Commission, 2014).

The Brussels Presidency Council in December 200deagon that Turkey fulfils the
Copenhagen political criteria sufficiently enoughmake a proposal of for a framework
of negotiations and set of standards required tméiein order to initiate intensive talks.
The set of standards refers to legislative aligrinveith the acquis and its practical
implementation. The substance of negotiations v&ldd into 35 chapters (Presidency
Conclusions, 2005).

The chapters are following:

% The acquis is the body of common rights and olibga that is binding on all the EU
member states (European Commission, 2012).
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1) Free Movement of Goods

2) Free Movement of Workers

3) Right of Establishment and Freedom
to Provide Services

4) Free Movement of Capital

5) Public Procurement

6) Company Law

7) Intellectual Property Law

8) Competition Policy

9) Financial Services

10) Information Society and Media

11) Agriculture and Rural Development
12) Food Safety, Veterinary and
Phytosanitary Policy

13) Fisheries

14) Transport Policy

15) Energy

16) Taxation

17) Economic and Monetary Policy

18) Statistics

19) Social Policy and Employment
20) Enterprise and Industrial Policy
21) Trans-European Networks

22) Regional Policy and Coordination
of Structural Instruments

23) Judiciary and Fundamental Rights
24) Justice, Freedom and Security
25) Science and Research

26) Education and Culture

27) Environment

28) Consumer and Health Protection
29) Customs Union

30) External Relations

31) Foreign, Security and Defence
Policy

32) Financial Control

33) Financial and Budgetary Provisions
34) Institutions

35) Other Issues

(European Commission, 2012).

Negotiation is conducted chapter by chapter andsibecabout opening or making a

provisional closure must be made by the MembereStahanimously. The European

Commission is allowed to recommend a postponemfemegotiations in case of serious

contravention of the political principles defined ithe Copenhagen criteria. If this

situation occurs, the European Council hears thgcptar candidate state and decides

by qualified majority about the next steps (PreasayeConclusions, 2005). Current

status of the single chapters is depicted on th@wng pie chart:
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Chart 2: Current Status of the Accession Chapters

m Opened (Chapters 4, 6, 7, 10, 12, 16, 18, 20, 21, 27, 28 and 32)
m Unfrozen and opened (Chapters 17 and 22)
Closed (Chapter 25)
m Not-opened (Chapters 5, 8, 19, 34 and 35)
m Blocked (Chapters 1, 2, 3,9, 11, 13, 14, 15, 23, 24, 26, 29, 30, 31 and 33)

Source: Ministry of Foreign Affairs Republic of Kay, 2015

All of those chapters have been screened and ithigal condition of fulfilment was
marked in 2005. On the pie chart there is cleadgcdbed the progress that has been
made since the first screening till now. 15 chaptead been opened for negotiations,
when only one was provisionally closed and twohe&nt were opened after political
blockage of former French President Sarkozy andahisTurkey campaign back in
2007. In the contrary 15 chapters remain blockedchfbeing part of any negotiations,
based on events stated in previous part of thaesthiéiwe chapters were neither opened

nor blocked due to the lack of preparation in gifiefus.

The level of preparation is stated in the Commissi@eport and is varying for every
chapter. Despite the fact, that the progress cabaaxactly well quantified, it can be
distinguished between 5 categories in descendimgrorWell advanced chapters,
chapters at good level of preparation, chaptersmmderate level of preparation,
chapters at some level of preparation and chajpteesirly stage of preparation. The
level of preparation of Turkey in single chaptersiépicted on the following pie chart:
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Chart 3: Level of Preparation in Single Chapters

m Well advanced (Chapters
16, 21, 25 and 30)

®m Good level (Chapters 1, 7,
9, 20, 28, 29, and 32)

= Moderate level (Chapters
4,5, 8, 10, 14, 15, 16, 17,
18, 19, 22, 24, 26, 27 and
31)

Source: European Commission, 2015

Most of the chapters are on moderate level of pedjpm, because there needs to be
implemented the legal framework, in order to redimsportant gaps in aligning of the
legislation with the acquis. Only four chapters aterpreted as well advanced, where
the alignment of legislation needs to be just fied. In addition, seven chapters are at
a good level of preparation. The further alignisgneeded, but a lot of progress and
effort is being made. Three chapters are still mgssnany components of the legal
framework that need to be adopted and implemenkesiefore they are only at some
level of preparation. The other four chapters |&offger progress and the pace of

aligning is very slow. Important laws remain todsopted and implemented.
4.2.The Reactivation Process

On November 29 2015 the European Council held atingeevith Turkey. The
Chairman of the summit was a politician Donald Taskl Turkey was represented by
the Prime Minister Ahmet Davutti. Both parties came to conclusion that the
negotiations should be speeded up (European Co@tdb). In order to honour their
determination they committed each other to holdenfoequent meetings and to open
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blocked chapter 17: Economic and Monetary Policlre L7 chapter was actually
opened on 14 December 2015. Turkey's EU Affairs Minister andi€hNegotiator
Volkan Bozkir expressed Turkish deep interest ianipg of the five more chapters 15:
Energy, 23: Judiciary and fundamental rights, a4ktide, freedom and security, 26:
Education and culture and 31: Foreign, security a®dence policy (European
Commission, 2016).

All of the five chapters are blocked from politiadiinlogue based on unilateral veto of
Cyprus in December 2009 after European Council imgéMinistry of Foreign Affairs,
The Republic of Turkey, 2015). There are still anag disputes between Turkey and
Cyprus on claiming the gas reserves in the Meditezan Sea which are the main cause
of the veto. Furthermore, Turkey refused to applyutations of the Customs Union on
Cyprus (Guney and Tekin, 2015).

In the following part | will analyze what steps areeded to be taken in order to align
the Turkish legislative more closely with the acywhich is necessary in order to

achieve the reactivation of the negotiation process

It is important to mention, that not only the compte with the acquis is a key to
reactivation of the process. The prerequisite &king the negotiations to the higher
level is the solution of the disputes between Tur&ed Cyprus. Turkey’s recognition
of the Republic of Cyprus is necessary in ordereimove the political blockage in
opening the acquis chapters for negotiation and tiring Turkey closer to become a
member of the EU as it was promised in 1999. Otlserwit can be concluded, that
without solving this dispute, that would satisfytibgarties, the functioning of the EU
would be undermined which is not in favor of thereat 28 member states and the
acceptance of Turkey as a member state would bkebynbeven though it has fulfilled

all the membership criteria.
4.3.Chapter 15 Energy

This chapter is considered to be on moderate le/gireparation. In the Report on

Compliance with the Energy Community Acquis done Bpergy Community
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Secretariat, the Turkish legal system compliandé tie acquis has approached a very
high degree (Energy Community Secretariat, 2015).

The EU and candidate countries are firmly committexlEnergy policy for Europe, last
updated in 2007, has several important objectivesiet into three major packages:
Sustainability, Competitiveness and Security of ptyip Beneath the sustainability
package lays developing competitive renewable messu (Commission of the
European Communities, 2006). A good progress cameperted in this field. The
Ministry of Energy and Natural Resources has ta&enaction and formed a new
national renewable energy action plan. The aimoisupport solar, wind and hydro
energy sources (European Commission, 2015). The dolar license was granted by
the Energy Market Regulatory Authority of Turkegtablished by electricity law from
2001. With the law, another encouragement camehén form of privatization of

generation assets under state ownership (Toga,).200

The goal of competitiveness brings the effort oérmpg the market in order to bring
benefits to the consumers and the whole economyacdfoeve competitiveness, an
internal energy market must be established (Comomisy¥ the European Communities,
2006). Important progress was made in this mattenks to organising a wholesale
electricity market in Turkey by establishing Enerljlarkets Operation Joint Stock
Company, which will ease creation of liberalisedrke& for electricity (European

Commission, 2015).

Good progress was made on security of supply, meteto diversification of sources
and holding storages of oil and gas. The 90-dagkgite, described in the acquis is
largely equivalent to storages of Turkey (Guney @ekiin, 2015). Turkey has been also
working on the diversification of energy supply. April, the Turkish Electricity
Transmission Company and the European Network ahdmission System Operators
for Electricity signed a long-term agreement on pwercial energy exchanges

(European Commission, 2015).
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4.3.1.Steps Towards Opening of the Chapter 15

In the context of this chapter, Turkey should apply cost-based tariffs especially on
retail prices that are taking into account the aegl diversity (Organisation for
Economic Co-operation and Development, 2013). ®wve én acceding to the Joint
Convention on the Safety of Spent Fuel Managemettom the Safety of Radioactive
Waste Management must be adopted and in cohenésteuld be established a body,
that ensures that such legislative and regulatagméwork is implemented

(International Atomic Energy Agency, 2015).

The monopoly prevailing in the gas market shoulddmoved by adopting a new gas
market law. Adopting a new law on nuclear energg eadiation is needed as well as
establishing a regulatory authority (European Caossion, 2015).

4.4.Chapter 23 Judiciary and Fundamental Rights

Chapter 23 Judiciary and Fundamental Rights isrifiged chapter since 2012, but
considered without any recent progress and onctlverllevel of preparation comparing
to the other four chapters analyzed in the thédidt(iler-Bag, 2015). The current state
of the legislative framework of the Republic of Key is highly incompatible with the

acquis. The Commission found big amount of deficies in all areas covered in this
chapter i.e. functioning of the judiciary, anti-ngption policy and Fundamental rights.
This demonstrative list describes the major isspiesoncern among the European

Commission and their recommendations in order aeae further progress.
4.4.1.Functioning of the Judiciary

However, there was adopted a 4-year-old strategytipg out the main deficiency, it is
very vague and does not provide any detailed ptam to eliminate particular flaws of
the Turkish judiciary system. The HSYK is stilltrfally independent and transparent
as it is meant to be. The Minister of Justice hasstame right of veto as the President of
HSYK, therefore a political independency is notuwed in this institution. Political

independency is critical in this body, because amitscompetences belongs the right
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to issue an arrest warrant for judges and publbsguoutors suspected from corruption
and other suspected criminals. As next, candidéde®ecome judges and public
prosecutors are selected by the Ministery, whicplicates high political pressure on
the candidates (European Commission, 2015). Sewsssof this situation underlines a
statement of Cemil Cigek, the Speaker for the Wirkrarliament, in which he admits
that the law on the independence of the judiciarynot functioning (Muftluler-Bag,
2016).

4.4.2.Anti-corruption Policy

The anti-corruption strategy for the period 20134£2@nd action plan have expired, but
the main objectives were not met. It has broughtesessential areas to be revised, but
Turkey has not amended such legislation yet. Pudfiders are still likely to become an
opportunity for corruption behaviour, on the lowegional level in particular. The
Constitutional Court has neither published its riicial audit decisions on the ruling
political party AKP's financial accounts. Its supsion on undeclared financing of the
parties must be largely improved, because Turkdyndt align in full extent with the
recommendations on transparency of political p&ngncing (European Commission,
2015). As a tool of encouragement for reportingnes of such nature, whistleblowgrs
protection can become conducive. Absence of thisipcehensive law seriously

undermines bringing the cases to surface (WolfeVdodh, 2014).

As regards the public’s right to free access tormiation, there is a thin line between
confidentiality and transparency of the work of jlinstitutions due to not adopting
legislation on state and trade secrets. Anothereiss on-existence of annual reports
from courts and lack of database of judicial casegeneral. In addition, there is
insufficient judicial statistics on corruption milsg proper corruption perception

surveys (European Commission, 2015).

% A person who informs on a person or organizatiegarded as engaging in an

unlawful or immoral activity (Transparency, 2016)
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4.4.3.Fundamental rights

Several violations of the European Convention oma Rights (hereinafter referred to
as “ECHR”) have been reported. Despite this sitmatine action plan for prevention of
such violations is not implemented. In additiorgtvns of serious human rights abuses
by law enforcement officials are not fully grantetigaining justice. Turkey has not
succeeded in implementing law on mistreatment, itond in prisons and protection of
the right to life and to vote. Relevant judges g@ndsecutors should undergo relevant

judicial training on the ECHR (European Commissiadl.5).

The role of the media in controlling the governmadiivities was weakened. Media are
often under strong political pressure and are manhg objective reports on current
events (Ozbudun, 2014). In case of criticism of #héhorities, the number of
censorship cases, prosecutions and inquisitionsghawn (European Commission,
2015). The bill amending laws on Internet and Meakia not in favour of European
standards, because it is raising challenges iregtiogy the freedom of expression. The
bill on Online Journalism seriously undermines soitical media landscape (Bozkurt,
2015). The UN Human Rights Committee has observieh @ases when charges were
pressed against human rights defenders, jourraadsialso minors due to their opinions
related to the Kurdish issue (de Londras and Do@}5). The power of Turkish
government to block websites without court ordecamee nearly unlimited. The
government has not published amifficial statistics of the blocked websites, buisit
approximately 80 thousands websites, when only 6%em were approved by a court

(European Commission, 2015).

Particular law on protection on personal data igde adopted, because currently it is
inadequately covered in Turkish Constitution angesal Codes (Practical Law, 2015).
According to the Commission, this is the main otistdor the visa liberalisation, as
well as the failure to strengthen judicial and pelicooperation with the EU. The
National Human Rights Institution should be poétlg fully independent and its

capacity extended (European Commission, 2015).
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Regarding the freedom of thought, conscience ahgiar, there are still significant
gaps present between the Turkish political norntstha EU and ECtHR standard. The
right to conscientious objection is not recognizedjich seriously concerns the
Commission. Despite some introduced reforms, rigtitseligious minorities remain
oppressed({inar and Yildirim, 2014). Ethnic groups and religiagroups, especially
Roma groups, Christians and Jews, are still fadisgrimination, social and economic
exclusion and hate crimes caused by society’s macieenophobia and anti-Semites
(European Commission, 2015). Turkey needs to stnengtheir policies in promoting
tolerance, security and social and economic ingtusif minorities. Going for respect of
the minorities’ culture, language and rights sholodd prioritised and implemented to
reality by establishing a body introducing a med$ranof combating racism, social

inequalities, xenophobia and anti-Semitism (ArcR@13).

Regardless of this situation, Turkey has not ystituted any particular body dealing
with projects combating this behaviour of Turkigitiety. The legislation must get fully
aligned with the acquis. Furthermore, country lagksaction plan to prevent violence
against children and women and domestic violenagemeral (European Commission,
2015).

4.4.4.Steps Towards the Opening of the Chapter 23

Many significant gaps are remaining in aligning fledd with the acquis. As priority,
the political independency of HSYK is required. dchieve that, the Minister of Justice
should not have the right of veto of the decisioitH8YK and other activities towards
functioning of the law on independence of judiciagre in place. Certain
recommendations regarding the political party’saficing that have been given by the
EU should be followed, forcing the parties to psblitheir bank accounts online in
particular. At least 60 regulations need to be enpnted in order to ensure
transparency. Turkey should focus on keeping jatigtatistics and making corruption
perception surveys. In addition, adopting a law protection of whistleblowers is
necessary to effectively combat corruption. Turkbguld again try to more effectively

implement law on mistreatment, conditions in prsamd protection of the right to life
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and to vote. In order to meet this goal, relevadggs are required to undergo a certain
professional training (European Commission, 2015).

The biggest challenge in Turkish legislation is @&dopt the law on protection of
personal data harmonised with the acquis. Protgd¢kia privacy of individuals is seen
as one of the priorities of the EU. Absence of thig in Turkish legislative system is
hampering further cooperation of the parties by nieans of visa liberalisation and
Eurojust (Tekin, 2014).

Turkey is invited to revise the bill amending tlavé on Internet and Media and on
online journalism, because they seem to be towargspressing the freedom of
expression (Bozkurt, 2015). The same concern coaiids government’s blocking of

the websites. These actions must not be motivayepobtical interests and should be

preceded only with the approval of a court.

Furthermore, child labour is needed to be put amh ®nas soon as possible. The
Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Rightghe Child needs to be ratified.
Simultaneously, a body combating racism, sociafjuadities, xenophobia and anti-

Semitism is needed to be established.
4.5.Chapter 24 Justice, Freedom and Security

However, the previous chapter 23 and this chapsaee a lot of in common and are
interdependent; the Justice, Freedom and Secuhgfpter is on higher stage of
compliance with the acquis. It is moderately predamainly because of the Turkish
effort to deal with the “refugee crisis” by intraclng the Joint EU-Turkey Action Plan

for migration management (European Commission, RAhSspring 2014, the Law on

Foreigners and International Protection came irgeration (European Commission,
2014).Needles to say, this law remains to be better implged. Later in fall, Turkey,

struggling with an increasing Syrian population threir territory, has adopted a
regulation that is temporarily protecting the redag from Syria and is enabling them to
use health, social and education services excemt &pplying for asylum in the country

when only under temporary protection (European Casion, 2015). Unfortunately,
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the measures taken by Turkish government are ne¢ricg all the needs of the
refugees and significant gaps are remaining imh#er of allowing the refugees under
temporary protection to legally work in Turkey. Hever, the Syrians were granted a
work permits in January 2016; very few people ceaiualy meet the requirements in

order to get them (Kingsley, 2016).

The visa between the EU and Turkey are not libszdliyet. In December 2013 there
was set a so-called roadmap consisting of predonditneeded to complete the
liberalisation. Turkey and the EU has signed thedmeission agreement but has not
succeeded in the implementation of this agreentemirids Greece. The visa to Turkey
can be now obtained online, but it is unsuccessfbirmonised with the system
(European Commission, 2014). The whole system shbal adjusted because of the
necessity to hamper the third-countries citizentention to get to the EU using Turkey
as transfer country (European Commission, 2016). atidition, the EU finds
discriminating a fact, that citizen of Cyprus amckd to choose “Greek Cypriot
Administration of Southern Cyprus” as their countdrfyorigin since there is no “The
Republic of Cyprus” option available. This, thearally, can make the e-visa invalid
for the citizens from Cyprus and therefore they ot treated equally as other EU
member states (Evripidou, 2014).

Turkey should better manage border control, espygdig checking the passports with
regard and sharing the information with particulet) authorities (European
Commission, 2015). It is advised to establish atfarty dealing with detecting false
documents, keeping statistical data and managiagmniplementation of cooperation
plan for the period 2014 to 2016 signed by Turkeyd aFrontex' (European
Commission, 2014). As for the sea borders, Turkey s$tarted some operations in the
Aegean and Mediterranean Sea, but they have not pesen effective (European
Commission, 2015).

* European Agency for the Management of Operati@@bperation at the External

Borders of the Member States of the European Union
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4.5.1.Judicial Cooperation in Civil and Criminal Matters

Judicial cooperation in criminal matters remainsakvelue to plenty of unsigned or
unimplemented legal documents. The draft law oerirdtional judicial cooperation in
criminal matters has not yet been adopted, additioprotocols to European
Conventions on Mutual Assistance in Criminal Matfemn Extradition and on Transfer
of Sentenced Persons needs to be either signedtiied (European Commission,
2015). Almost seventy laws on human trafficking are wajtito be aligned with the
acquis. Again, the absence of Personal Data Pratelew makes it very difficult to

open up the negotiations for a cooperation agreeméth Eurojust (European

Commission, 2014).

Judicial cooperation in civil matters can be supgubhby Turkey becoming a party to
the 1996 Hague Convention on Parental Respongibititl Measures for the Protection
of Children as well as by ratifying the Europeam@mntion on the Compensation of

Victims (European Commission, 2015).
4.5.2.Fight Against Organised Crime and Terrorism

Turkish effort in fighting with organised crime ¢®nsidered successful. In spite of the
adoption of a national strategy against drugs fa period 2013-2018, Turkey is
continuing to report successful detection of droguggling activities and it is now

participating in the European Monitoring Centre Bougs and Drug Addiction.

As for combating the terrorism, Turkey has remarlsne improvements. The
dialogue with the EU about fighting against tersoriis being active, but understanding
the threat of terrorism sometimes differs from gwent of view of the EU (European
Commission, 2015)Nevertheless, Turkey has signed the Convention amdering,
Search, Seizure and Confiscation of the Proceeas €rime and on the Financing of
Terrorism in 2007, but the ratification and impleraion of this Convention has not
taken place yet (Council of Europe, 2016). Agaie absence of the law on Personal

® The European Union's Judicial Cooperation Unit
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data protection is narrowing the cooperation betw€&arkey and the EU authorities
(European Commission, 2015).

4.5.3.Step Towards the Opening of the Chapter 24

Although Turkey has adopted the Law on Foreignerd mternational Protection,
additional efforts in implementation are neededynficant efforts are required to
implement the readmission agreement towards Gréeqgeoving the e-visa system is
in place to enable Cypriots to choose Cyprus ag ttauntry of origin. This is

connected to the disputes between Turkey and Cyprasgeneral level.
Nevertheless, several laws remain to be fully aelbpind aligned with the acquis:

* Law on international judicial cooperation in criralrmatters,

» Additional protocols to European Conventions on hditAssistance in Criminal
Matters,

» Additional protocols to European Conventions onr&dition and on Transfer of
Sentenced Persons.

* Laws on human trafficking aligned with the acquis.

Turkey is invited to become a party to 1996 Haguenvention on Parental
Responsibility and Measures for the Protection d¢ifildeen as well to ratify the

European Convention on the Compensation of Vic{imsopean Commission, 2015).

Essential is to ratify and well implement the Camv@n on Laundering, Search, Seizure
and Confiscation of the Proceeds from Crime andthen Financing of Terrorism;
however, understanding of terrorism remains torbésue of different points of view,

e.g. Turkish non-recognition of Hanfass a terrorist organization.

® Hamas was by Israel, Egypt, the USA, the EU arphddabelled as a terrorist
organization which is striving for an Islamic fumdantalist Palestinian state (CNN,
2012).
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4.6.Chapter 26 Education and Culture

A negotiation position paper was already submitteethe EU (Ministry for EU Affairs

Republic of Turkey, 2015). According to a repormnr 2015, Turkey is moderately
prepared and has made some progress in the fialdaEdn and culture. Nowadays,
Turkish students are enabled to participate in atiloic exchange program Erasmus+,
which is a great instrument how to improve theillslkand knowledge, which is leading

to better default position on a job market for graies (European Commission, 2015).

Important benchmark is the Bologna Process congisif several meetings oriented at
European higher education to make it more attrac{lzuropean Higher Education
Area, 2014). There are particular fields like Ewap Credit Transfer and
Accumulation System (ECTS) or Qualifications Frarodw(QF) composed of defined
learning outcomes (The Council of Higher Educatiaf10). Both of these lines of
action were finalized and adopted by Turkey. Ndtatidnding such progress, important
gaps in the Turkish education system are still iemg. Country lacks an effective
national strategy combating absenteeism that kéepsy high. In addition, gender
imbalance resulting from children leaving schoohatable. Furthermore, the inclusion

of disabled children and Roma children needs tertteinced.

Turkey's expenditures on education are approxinjabel the level 3.19% of GDP,
while the EU spends 5.3% (Eurostat, 2016). As taregnment financing, legislation on
funding filmmaking industry and theatre scene stiobé implemented (European
Commission, 2015).

4.6.1.Steps Towards the Opening of the Chapter 26

In the context of education, many challenges lieaahof Turkey. Country lacks a
national strategy on absenteeism and inclusioninfigovernment’'s spending on
Education is welcomed. Adopting legislation on fungd filmmaking industry and

theatre is at place. Ratifying the UNESCO Conventia the Protection and Promotion

of the Diversity of Cultural Expressions is necegses well as reconsideration of the
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obligatory certificate for screening films, whichayn cause violation of freedom of
expression and artistic rights (European Commiss0t5).

4.7.Chapter 31 Foreign, Security and Defence Policy

This chapter is considered to be moderately prepaxa@nly thanks to ongoing political
dialogue between Turkey and the EU when Turkeyrkapected 16 out of 40 EU’s
declarations (European Commission, 2015). Therafaa@n be concluded, that Turkish
foreign policy has gone through Europeanizatiorcess that has been contributing to
positive change in Turkish relations with ambieotigtries; however, strengthening the
international relations is not just resulting frahis process. The policies towards the
Middle East have changed under the rule of AKPZiT@016). Relations with Iran and
Iraq have developed notwithstanding their alliamdth the Houthi, which is in the
opposition of Saudi-Arabia-led interventidin Yemen that Turkey is supporting.
Cooperation with Pakistan and Afghanistan had lveatked on. On the other hand, the
situation with Israel and Egypt has not been beght up as Turkey continues to
communicate with Hamas which Turkey has not classids a terrorist organization. In
addition, relations with Libya’s internationallyaggnized government remain strained
(European Commission, 2015). The Prime Minister Wladh al-Thinni said:"Turkey is

a state that is not dealing honestly with us. étporting weapons to us so the Libyan

people kill each other(Reutres, 2015).

" The term Houthis refer to rebel group participatin the still on-going 2015 Yemen
Civil War that have overthrown the Yemen Presid&indrabbuh Mansour Hadi (BBC,
2015).

® This intervention was done in order to influenie still on-going 2015 Yemen Civil
War towards assisting the government of the Yemmssifeent Abdrabbuh Mansour
Hadi (US News, 2015).
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On the contrary, Turkey keeps to maintaining goeldtions with Ukraine. It is in
favour of Ukraine - EU Association agreentemespite this fact, Turkey did not follow
the EU’s decision on imposing restrictions on Cir{&uropean Commission, 2015).
As a result from several events in 2015, the m@fatiwith Russia have become intense.
Unfortunately, solving the issue between these twantries remain not in sight
(Hacigzlu, 2016).

4.7.1.Steps Towards the Opening of the Chapter 31

Turkey should in general to align itself more degepith the Council decisions the EU
declarations (24 are currently remaining). Unfoatahy, Turkey did not follow the
EU’s embargo imposed on Crimea and neither hasdighe statute of International
Criminal Court. Turkey should bring into practideeir official support of the UN’s
efforts in Libya. As for Armenia, the protocols ang for normalization of relations

issued in 2009 needs to be ratified (European Casion, 2015).
4.8.Feasible Development in the Future

What needs to be repeated, there should be signifeffort from both sides in order to
speed up the negotiations. At first, Turkey hasliadpn 1987 for the full membership
and it has not backed down when getting to knowQbgenhagen criteria issued in
1993. Therefore it can be concluded, Turkey sheoaltinue in its effort in meeting the
criteria, i.e. aligning its legal system with theqais. At second, during the Summit of
the Council of the EU in 2002, Turkey is grantedhambership on the condition of
fulfilling the criteria (Council of the EU, 2003)Furthermore, it was explicitly

encouraging Turkey to take action towards alignivith acquis, as it is the crucial
matter. In spite of these conclusions of this patéir presidency, the EU should put
these verbal recommendations into practice by mgetie negotiations of all chapters
when their level of preparation is sufficient.

° The Association Agreement is an official documeased on association of political
and economic cooperation between the EU and Ukr@tueopean External Action
Service, 2015).
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5. SURVEY — TURKEY JOINING THE EU

The purpose for conducting the survey called “Tyrja@ning the EU” was to answer
hypotheses number two and three; namely:

2. More than three quarters of Turks want to jdie European, but significantly less
Turks believe that it will happen.

3. The Turks do not know the accession criteria arate than half of them do not
believe in fulfilling them.

5.1.Methodology

In my way of thinking, the public opinion in Turkegnd the Czech Republic is
important and can influence the pace of the acoessegotiations because of my

following presumptions:

* According to V. O. Key, Jr., the public opinion hadink with the government
system and that the vote is choosing accordingr&ti@anal thinking (Britannica,
2016). Regarding this statement | believe that iBrlAKP’s government will
act in order to satisfy the citizens of Turkey ml@r to ensure their vote in the
next parliamentary elections.

« More than a half of the EU member states had jothedEU after they held a
referendum (Euroskop, 2016). Based on this expegieh is possible that
Turkey will hold a public referendum before the egsion to the EU, where the
citizens will decide about the accession.

When it will come to voting about Turkish enlargermhethe accession treaty
must be signed and ratified by the acceding couatry by each of the EU
countries, including the Czech Republic (Eur-Le@12). Again regarding the
statement of V. O. Key, Jr., it can be assumed tth@iCzech government will
act in order to satisfy the citizens of the Czedpublic in order to ensure their

vote in the next parliamentary elections.
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At the turn of April and May 2016 | have publishdéee survey by using the internet
domain www.survio.com which | have found suitabte this type of research. The
survey was conducted in three languages, EngligeciC and Turkish. The English
version is only a working version used for the s of this thesis and as a document
meant for translation to Czech and Turkish languddpe Czech version was aimed at
Czech citizens; the Turkish version was aimed afTirkish ones. It was distributed on
the grounds of social media Facebook via Groupssaadng among my contacts. The
contacts | have gained during my studies on thellBaof Regional Development and
International Studies and during my Erasmus+ Exgbastudy period spent on the
Adnan Menderes Universitesi in Aydin, Turkey.

5.2.Characteristics of the Sample

The respondents were chosen on the grounds offgiiang within the group of people
with a status of a student or academic worker. Tihegsess the prerequisite of basic
knowledge. In addition, they were chosen by thatramality, Czech and Turkish. From
the total amount of respondents, 200 responderdsCarech nationality and 200
respondents are Turkish nationality.

Apart from the questions related to the Turkey ijmnthe EU, the respondents were
asked questions about their personal data; SexaAdedccupation. All these three are

the independent variables.
5.2.1.Czech Nationality

From the total amount of respondents from 64.5%hefm were women. The average
age of the respondents is 23 years and mediangevage is 22. 160 of the respondents
are students. Regarding the way of reaching thgorekents, it can be said, that the
students are mainly focused on international @bt regional development and

business administration.
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5.2.2.Turkish Nationality

From the total amount of respondents from 36% efrthwvere men. The average age of
the respondents is 25 years and median averages @3e 76% of the respondents are
students. Regarding the way of reaching the reggusdit can be said, that the students

are mainly focused on international relations asibess administration.
5.3.The Survey

Turkey joining the European Union

Nationality

OCzech OTurkish OOther

Sex

OFemale OMale

Age

Occupation

OStudent OAcademic worker OOther

1. Are you in favour of Turkey joining the EU?

OYes ONo Ol don’t know
2. Do you believe that Turkey will join the EU?

OYes ONo Ol don’t know

2.1 IF YES: In what time horizon you believe so?

OLess than 5 yearEl5-10 years 010-20 years [OMore than 20 years
2.2 IF NO: Why?

OTurkey will not fulfil the membership criteria

OTurkey will not further want to be the member of t6U

OThe current member states will not accept Turkey

OOther (please specify)

3. Do you know the conditions for membership in Bté?
OYes ONo OOnly some of them
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3.1 IF YES: From where did you learn about theselitmns?

OSchool Ointernet OFamily or friends O7v, radio or newspapers
3.2 IF NO: Are you planning to get to know thenfuture?

OYes ONo, I am not interested

4. If Turkey joins the EU, who would get the beh&fom it according to you?

OTurkey OEU OBoth parties [ONone of the parties

4.1 IF TURKEY: What will be the most significantvahtages of this accession
according to your opinion? (Please choose maximiutnamswers.)

ODecrease of unemployment due to new job openinggexhational firms that will
enter Turkish market

Olinflow of EU's subsidies to Turkish budget duehte tight to access to the EU funds
OMore opportunities for Turkish students in the teroh education (more opportunities
in the Erasmus+ program, etc.)

OStabilization of democracy in Turkey because ofrf@rization of the legal system
with the EU

Olincreased competition in all sectors of economyénrange of goods with better
quality)

O Other (please specify)
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5.4.Partial Results

5.4.1.Question 1 Are you in favour of Turkey joining theEU?

Chart 4: Question 1 — Survey Results

Turks

Czechs

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

mYes mNo =|don't know

Source: Author, data collected from the survey caotet 2% April — 13" May 2016

The first question was concentrating on the maeaid/hether the respondents are in
favor of the enlargement or not. According to tHeaf€ 4, we are able to conclude, that
70% of the Czech respondents are against Turkeyngithe EU. Only 14% of the
Czech respondents said yes to the accession. Owthiee hand, 71% of Turkish

respondents are in favor of the accession and2@&t of the Turkish respondents are
against.
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5.4.2.Question 2 Do you believe that Turkey will join theEU?

Chart 5: Question 2 - Survey Results

Turks

Czechs

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
mEYes mNo =l don't know

Source: Author, data collected from the survey cotet 27 April — 1" May 2016

According to the Chart 5, only 30.5% of the Czee$pondents believe that Turkey will
join the EU. On the contrary, it is twice more Gzeespondents who are in favour of
the accession (Chart 4). It can be argued, thaorefor higher number of the Czech
respondents is that they believe that Turkey wiletthe accession criteria eventually

and regardless their personal disinclination theliele Turkey will become a member.

According to the Chart Ghyba! Nenalezen zdroj odkah., 36% of Turkish
respondents believe, that Turkey will become a nenalb the EU. Even though it is
more than in the case of the Czech respondenssaiserious decline comparing to the
amount of Turkish respondents who are in favouthefaccession (Chart 4). It can be
argued, that this decline originates from disbediemeeting the accession criteria or it
can originate from the assumption, that the EU n@nshates are not in favour if this
enlargement. Such assumption might be based omébative experience from the
history of the negotiations described in the tlzindpter of this thesis.

5.4.3.Question 2.1: IF YES: In what time horizon you belkeve so?
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5.4.3.Question 2.1: IF YES: In what time horizon you beleve so?

Chart 6: Question 2.1 - Survey Results

Turks

Czechs

0 20 40 60 80 100

m Less than 5 yearsm5-10 years = 10-20 years m More than 20 years

Source: Author, data collected from the survey cated 27 April — 10" May 2016

Respondents, who have positively answered the @ue&f were enabled to express
their opinion about in what time horizon they bediethat Turkey will become a
member. On the Chart 6 there is depicted, that wiogte Turks believe, that Turkey
will not become a member earlier than in 20 ye#irorresponds to the result of
previous question about their belief whether thél/lvecome members or not when the
answers were also mostly negative. Due to the tfeatt more Czechs believe in the
enlargement (Chart 5), they remained again moréiypy®snd 31.5 % of them believe
in a quick accession within 5 years. 44.6% of thmteve that Turkey will join the EU
in the horizon 5-10 years.
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5.4.4.Question 2.2: IF NO: Why?

Chart 7: Question 2.2 - Survey Results

0 g
« [

0 50 100 150 200

Turks

Czechs

m Turkey will not fulfill the membership criteria
® Turkey will not further want to be the member of the EU
The current member states will not accept Turkey

m Other (Please specify)

Source: Author, data collected from the survey caotet 27 April — 130" May 2016

The Question 2.2 was meant for respondents whoexesiithe Question 2 negatively.
According to the results depicted on the Chart 7aveeable to find out what is hiding
behind their negative position. 59.2% of Czech oesients say that Turkey will not
join the EU because of the current member statdéisnet accept Turkey, i.e. the
accession treaty will not be signed and ratifiedaliyof the EU countries. It is more
respondents than those who see the failure inrtteggement in unfulfilled membership
criteria. 44,4% of Turks have chosen the answer“Carrent member states will not
accept Turkey” as well. Only six Turkish respondemind 16 Czech respondents
decided to answer by typing their own comment. ¥eresponses written by Turkish
participants could be generalized as “unwillingnes3urkish society to be dependent
on the EU”. Verbal responses of Czechs could bensanzed as “Islamization of

Turkey and suppression of democracy and humanstight
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5.4.5.Question 3: Do you know the conditions for membersp in the EU?

Chart 8: Question 3 - Survey Results

Turks

Czechs

0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

mYes mNo mOnly some of them

Source: Author, data collected from the survey cated 27 April — 10" May 2016

The next question was concentrating on the awasenéshe membership criteria.
According to the results of Question 3 depicted tbe Chart 8, more Turkish
respondents believe they know the conditions fomimership than Czech respondents
do. It is important to mention, that there can leéedted only a thin line between the
answer “Yes” and the answer “Only some of them”.eWltomparing the respondents
according to their nationality, we can concludatthoth of the nationalities are aware
of the member ship criteria. Only 13% of total @sgents have admitted that they do
now know the conditions.
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5.4.6.Question 3.1: IF YES: From where did you learn abot these

conditions?

Chart 9: Question 3.1 - Survey Results

Turks

Czechs
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mSchool minternet = Family or friends ® TV, radio or newspapers

Source: Author, data collected from the survey cated 27 April — 10" May 2016

Participants, who have answered previous quesbaitiyely, were enabled to say from
where they have learned about the membershipiatit€hart 9 is clearly showing that
school has provided the knowledge about the caittyithe most of the participants,
specifically to 72% of Czechs and 50to % of TufKise Internet plays a secondary role
in providing the information. It has been found,dbat only very few people are taking

the information from the media (TV, radio or newspis).
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5.4.7.Question 3.2.: IF NO: Are you planning to get to kow them in

future?
Chart 10: Question 3.2 - Survey Results
Turks
Czechs
0 50 100 150 200
mYes mNo, | am notinterested

Source: Author, data collected from the survey cated 27 April — 10" May 2016

Chart 10 is depicting results from a complementprgstion, whether those respondents
who are not aware of the membership criteria assmrphg to get to know them in
future. Czech and Turks are showing the same pesititerest. It can be argued, that
the Turkish accession is not a fading topic andtilt attracts people’s attention. In
addition, it can be argued, that it is demonstgatinpositive trend in focusing on the

membership criteria rather than on the politicahpof view.
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5.4.8.Question 4: If Turkey joins the EU, who would get he benefit from it

according to you?

Chart 11: Question 4 - Survey Results

Turks
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mTurkey ®mEU = Both of the parties mNone of the parties

Source: Author, data collected from the survey cated 27 April — 10" May 2016

Question 4 was asked in order to find out for whitv& enlargement would be most
beneficial. Only 6% of Turks and 12.5% of Czechskhthat the element would not
benefit anybody. According to the Chart 10 we die & conclude that the opinion of
Czechs and Turks are varying. 76% of Czechs anagdlyat Turkey is the party who
will get the most benefit from the accession. Theravhelming minority, only of 2,5%
of Czechs believe that the EU would profit the masioking at the data gained from
Turkish respondents, almost half of the participdmlieve, that the accession would
benefit both of the parties. On the other hand, 2f%hem are admitting, that this
enlargement would benefit only Turkey. On the camtrto the Czech participants,
significantly more people believe that Turkey joigithe EU would benefit only the
EU.
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5.4.9.Question 4.1: IF TURKEY: What will be the most signficant
advantages of this accession according to your opam?

Chart 12: Question 4.1 - Survey Results

Turks
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m Option 1 mOption 2 mOption 3 mOption 4 mOption 5 m Others

Source: Author, data collected from the survey cated 27 April — 10" May 2016

Question 4.1 is complementary to the previous guestnd was meant for participants,
who answered “Turkey” in the Question 4. On the i€A& there are depicted results

for Option 1-5, which are namely:

Option 1 - Decrease of unemployment due to new job openihgsernational firms
that will enter Turkish market

Option 2 - Inflow of EU's subsidies to Turkish budget duehe right to access to the
EU funds

Option 3 - More opportunities for Turkish students in thentsrof education (more
opportunities in the Erasmus+ program, etc.)

Option 4 - Stabilization of democracy in Turkey because ohtamization of the legal
system with the EU

Option 5 - Increased competition in all sectors of economigi¢wrange of goods with

better quality)

55



72% of Czechs assume that the biggest advantagéufkey would be an inflow of
EU's subsidies to Turkish budget due to the righadcess to the EU funds (Option 2).
Turks are not that much convinced about this acdgetonly 27.4% of them have
chosen this option. Turkish participants are mostlyavour of the Option 5, because
48.4% of them believe that entrance to the EU fuilhg them wider range of goods
with better quality.

Second most popular answer of the Czech partigpaas Option 1. 37.8% of Czechs
think that the enlargement would have positive @ften the unemployment in Turkey.
When focusing on the Turkish respondents, Optiarad equally represented as Option
4. 18.7% of Turks assume that the accession willeha positive effect on the
unemployment as well as on the stabilization onaacy. This confirms the fact, that
Turkey is obligated to align the Chapters 23 Jaaliciand Fundamental Rights and
24 Justice, Freedom and Security with the acqumgiwis based on the democracy and

rule of law.

Regarding the Option 3, only one quarter of TurkisBpondents see the advantage in
the terms of education. It can be argued, thatdasethe fact, that the chapter 26
Education and Culture is already on the moderatd l&f alignment, as described in the
chapter 4.6 of this thesis, the Turkish respondargsalready using the benefits in the

terms of education and do not expect any furttggriitant improvements or changes.
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6. CONCLUSION

6.1.Summary of the Thesis

This Bachelor thesis is concentrating on the nagjoti process of Turkey joining the
EU. Due to the Turkey's geographical location, drgtand political culture the
accession is not simple and requires a lot of effburkey is obligated to meet the
accession criteria. In order to meet them, Turkesgtnalign their legal system with the
legal system of the EU called acquis communautairgded into 35 chapters. This
thesis is focusing on the current trends in theotiagjons and therefore the five specific
chapters of the acquis were analyzed in detailssé&liive chapters are nowadays being
blocked from negotiating on the grounds of politidsputes and Turkey is demanding
to open them in order to speed up the 50-yeamigsticcession process. The five
chapters are namely: 15: Energy, 23: Judiciary fmdlamental rights, 24: Justice,
freedom and security, 26: Education and culture ZhdForeign, security and defence

policy (European Commission, 2016).

In the first chapter, Turkey is described in them® of its geography, history,
geopolitical importance and current political sttoa. The second chapter deals with
the history of the negotiation process startedd®9l The first attempts of Turkey to be
a member of the EU are described as well as therhisf relations with the EU and
lastly the current state. In the third chapter ¢hisrthe general enlargement process of
the EU described. More importantly, the currentesta fulfilment of the membership
criteria in the case of Turkish accession is sunmadr All of the five upper mentioned
chapters are examined in details, regarding tee#llof preparation in aligning with the
acquis. The key document in assessing the levetegaration is the Report on Turkey
2015 written by the European Commission. In the teapter the results from the
survey “Turkey joining the EU” conducted 2April — 10" May were analyzed.
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6.2.Hypotheses Verification

The aim of the thesis was to answer three hyposhesmle before elaboration of this
thesis. In order to answer the hypothesis one, ah&yses of the compliance of
5 chapters with the acquis was used. Hypothesesatdahree were verified based on

the results of the Survey analyzed in the last t&hay the thesis.

Hypothesis one was successfully confirmed, hypiahéso was confirmed only

partially and hypothesis three could not be condidm
6.2.1.Hypotheses One

1. When considering the five currently-discussed @pters of acquis (Judiciary and
fundamental rights, Justice, freedom and securityEducation and culture and last
Foreign, security and defence policy) Turkey lackessential laws to be adopted and
well implemented in order for the chapters to be wiéadvanced and ready to be

provisionally closed.

Based on the analyses of the compliance of the dptehs based mainly on the
information from the Report on Turkey 2015 | haeerid out that each chapter lacks
essential laws and conventions to be adoptedie@f implemented.

Chapter 15 Energy lacks new gas market law andwala®& on nuclear energy and
radiation. The law on acceding to the Joint Coneenbn the Safety of Spent Fuel
Management and on the Safety of Radioactive Wasteagement must be adopted as

well.

Chapter 23 Judiciary and Fundamental Rights isestlypf serious concerns due to
independency of HSYK and political pressure ensuiogn corruption and unclear
financing of the political parties. At least 60 wégfions need to be implemented in
order to ensure transparency. In association wiht, tlaw on protection of
whistleblowers is need as well. A severe shortaget adopting the law on protection

of personal data. In addition, the laws on Inteared Media and on online journalism
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need to be revised because they can endanger meetl@xpression. Turkey lacks
ratification of the Optional Protocol to the Contien on the Rights of the Child.

Chapter 24 Justice, Freedom and Security needs farther aligned in the terms of
Law on international judicial cooperation in criralrmatters, Additional protocols to
European Conventions on Mutual Assistance in CranMatters, Additional protocols
to European Conventions on Extradition and on Teanef Sentenced Persons and

Laws on human trafficking aligned with the acquis.

Chapter 26 Education and Culture lacks nationatesfyy on absenteeism and inclusion.
Ratifying the UNESCO Convention on the Protectiod romotion of the Diversity of
Cultural Expressions is necessary.

Chapter 31Foreign, Security and Defence Policyitieguestions mainly because of not
signing the statute of International Criminal Coartnot ratifying the the protocols
aiming for normalization of relations with ArmeniBurthermore, Turkey is not bring

into practice their official support of the UN'sfefts in Libya.

In conclusion, hypotheses one can be confirmedause of upper-listed shortages in

each chapters.
6.2.2.Hypotheses Two

More than three quarters of Turks want to join the European, but significantly

less Turks believe that it will happen.

According to the Chart 4 71% of Turkish respondemswered that they are in favor of
the accession. The percentage is not equal to ttweeters, therefore this part of
hypotheses two is cannot be confirmed; even thailgh estimation was not that

different from the actual result.

Results depicted on the Chart 5 are showing, thit 8% of Turks actually believe,
that Turkey will become a member of the EU. Inesjof the fact, that it is almost half

people less than who are in favor of the accesdionan be concluded, that the
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difference between the results of Question 1 andsfan 2 is significant and this part
of hypothesis two can be confirmed.

In conclusion, the hypotheses two can be confirordg partially.
6.2.3.Hypothesis Three

The Turks do not know the accession criteria and nmm@ than half of them do not
believe in fulfilling them.

According to the results showed on Chart 8 basedrmwers of Question 3 we were
able to find out, that 60% of Turks think that thleyow the accession criteria. In
addition, 27% of them have answered that they belieey know at least some of them.
Regarding these results, it can be concluded,Tihids know the accession criteria and

this part of hypotheses three cannot be confirmed.

Question 2 was concentrating whether the parti¢gobalieve that Turkey will join the

EU or not. 62.5% of Turkish respondents do notdweliso and they were enabled to
answer Question 2.2 IF NO: Why?; and the resukksdamonstrated on the Chart7.
Only 31.1% of Turkish respondents assume that yuwki# not become a member due
to unfulfilling the member ship criteria. In spidé the fact, that 31.1% is not more than

half of the respondents, this part of hypothegiedltannot be confirmed as well.

In conclusion, hypothesis three cannot be confirmed
6.3.Recommendations

Regarding the assignment of this Bachelor thesesdbcument has several limitations.
At first, the topic was reduced to detail analyséonly 5 of the 35 chapters of the
acquis that are reflecting the current trends efrtegotiations. As depicted on the Chart
2, twelve chapters are still waiting to be opened riegotiations and their detailed
analyses should be done in order to assess the déy@eparation as a whole. At
second, due to the limitation of the date of thesismission, the thesis is dated till the

30" April 2016. Next year at the same time the processbe already on higher level
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and new circumstances can occur. It is appropt@tectualize the research from now
on. At third, in the terms of conducting survexgdder spectrum of respondents can be

addressed to participate in order to further ineegie informational value.

Despite the mentioned limitations, the purposehig bachelor thesis was to put the
base for the further research in the terms of Twj&ming the EU. It is important to not

only follow the relations between the parties bisbahe legal aspects regarding the
fulfilment of the given membership criteria thakaat the end crucial matters when

evaluating the state based on their level of pepar to join the Union.
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