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There have been significant developments in our relationship since our last meeting. The 
December 17 decision to open accession negotiations with Turkey in October this year is a 
turning point in our more than 40 year common history. This decision has been a clear cut 
answer to those who doubted the future of our relationship. Nevertheless while it has given a 
new momentum, it has also brought on new challenges for both sides. Today’s meeting will 
be a good opportunity to discuss the next steps ahead of us.

On the part of the EU, we expect the Member States to confirm their commitment to lay the 
ground for accession negotiations by adopting the relevant documents in a timely manner. 
The documents that are under discussion will govern Turkish-EU relations in the years ahead.

- The negotiation framework document for Turkey will have a special importance. Indeed, 
this document will be the road map of our relations during the period of negotiations that will 
take us eventually to conclude an accession treaty with the EU. 

This framework for the negotiations has to be very carefully prepared in order to have a 
sustainable and credible negotiation process. On a number of occasions, we asked that our 
views be taken into account before it is finalized.

We have carefully looked into the Commission’s negotiation framework for Croatia. That 
document has given us some idea on how the document for Turkey may look like. We would 
be largely satisfied with a similar document. 

However, the fact that some elements contained in article 23 of the Presidency Conclusions of 
17 December do not exist in the Croatia paper, confirms our belief that these concepts were 
referred to with Turkey in mind. I am referring to permanent safeguard measures, derogations 
and the like. 

As the negotiation framework is being prepared, we expect the Commission continue to treat 
Turkey equally with other candidates. I refer to permanent safeguards and derogations. 

As for the timing of this document, we understand that the Commission intends to submit its 
draft to the Council at the end of June. We would prefer to have the draft sent to the Council 
at an earlier date so as to avoid any time pressure before the 3rd of October. 

- The accession partnership to be prepared by the Commission will be another important 
document guiding Turkey-EU relations in the period ahead.  The Commission was 
cooperative in the past and took account of our views in the drafting of the previous accession 
partnerships. We wish to contribute to the elaboration of the new document. The accession 
partnership should not contain issues which have already been resolved or addressed.  The 
document should be constructive and encouraging.

- We welcome the “Communication on the civil society dialogue between Turkey and the 
EU” to be prepared by the Commission. To make it work, here we need very close 
cooperation. We have already provided our thoughts to the Commission on how best to 
address the obvious need to create better interaction between our civil societies. Turkey stands 
ready to closely cooperate with the Commission for the successful implementation of this 
project. Financial cooperation will be an essential element.
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We believe that enhancing the political and cultural dialogue between Turkey and the EU will 
help dispel misperceptions and address certain sensitivities among the EU public opinion vis-
a-vis Turkey. It will also help counter the prejudices within the public opinions of certain 
Member States against Turkey that stem mainly from cultural and historical reasons as well as 
lack of knowledge.

Our efforts can indeed provide substantial contribution to convince both sides on the mutual 
benefits of a common future. We hope that it may help the EU public opinion to accept 
diversity with regard to Turkey’s membership. In fact Turkey’s membership will be a real test 
for the union’s motto “unity in diversity”.

We will also continue our own communication and promotion strategy in the Member States 
that we successfully implemented during the period leading to the December European 
Council.

- With regard to the enhanced political dialogue and political criteria, the EU assessment 
that Turkey has sufficiently met the Copenhagen political criteria has raised self-confidence.

This will not make us complacent. Our government is determined to make sure full, effective 
and comprehensive implementation of these reforms. We are aware of the shortcomings we 
have to address and resolved to tackle each and every one of them. Monitoring of the reforms, 
which is carried out at several levels, is regular and rigorous.

Indeed, through the adoption of the constitutional and legislative changes as well as 
administrative measures on the one hand, and the massive support of the Turkish public on 
the other, the sustainability and irreversibility of the reform process has been fully ensured.  
This is certainly a continuous process and we are committed to achieving the highest 
standards in the area of the political criteria primarily for the good of our own people.  

Substantial progress has already been made with regard to the implementation of the reforms.  
The impact of the reforms is becoming more visible every day. Nevertheless, we have to 
accept the possibility of "road accidents" of the kind of the unfortunate incident of 6th March 
(the day before the Troika meeting in Ankara).  Intolerable as they are, such "accidents" must 
be the exception and not the rule. We are confident that in terms of violations there is a 
noticeable declining trend. Therefore, in time, as the reforms are better absorbed in the minds 
of the various implementers, we will see less and less such incidents like the one of 6th 
March.

One such incident was the one you mentioned about the banning of the books by Orhan 
Pamuk. It was an eccentric decision taken by a young local administrator who abused his 
authority. Disciplinary action was initiated; and he was sanctioned. The public opinion also 
gave a reaction. 

Now, I would like to inform you where we are regarding the political reform process:

All six pieces of legislation referred to in the Presidency Conclusions of 17 December have 
been adopted.

The Penal Code, the Code on Criminal Procedure, the Law on Intermediary Courts, and the
Law on the Execution of Sentences will go into effect on 1st of June 2005.  
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Previously, these laws were foreseen to enter into force on 1st April 2005. Later on civil 
society organizations and the press associations requested certain amendments for the further 
improvement of some of the articles. Some authorities raised concerns on articles on the 
combat against organized crime. Therefore, the Government, taking into account the requests 
and concerns raised, postponed the entry into force of these laws to 1 June 2005. Work is 
being carried out for the necessary amendments which we want to finish in the coming weeks. 

To this date more than ten thousand convicts have been released in accordance with the 
retroactive provisions of the new Penal Code.

The Law on Associations went into force on 23 November 2004.

In the mean time, the Law on the Organization and Duties of the Directorate General on the 
Status of Women went into effect on 6 November 2004. It envisages the strengthening of the 
institutional structure for the promotion of women’s rights. Furthermore, a Parliamentary 
Commission on women’s rights is being established. 

The Law on Municipalities went into effect on 24 December 2004.  The law allows for less 
centralization in the affairs of local administration.

The Law on the Establishment of a Council on Public Employee Ethics went into effect on 8 
June 2004.  In a circular dated 1st December 2004 the Prime Minister instructed all public 
institutions to give full support to the work of the Council. Recently, the By-Law on the Code 
of Ethics for Public Employees was published on 13 April 2005. 

The by-law on the implementation of the “Law on the Compensation of Damages Resulting 
from Acts of Terror and Measures Taken Against Terrorism” was published in the Official 
Gazette dated 20 October 2004.  The committees on assessment have been established and 
started to consider the applications. Some 25.000 applications have been filed.

In light of the UN Declaration on Human Rights Defenders and the EU Guidelines on Human 
Rights Defenders, the Ministry of the Interior issued a circular on 18 October 2004 regarding 
the protection and promotion of human rights defenders.  

The by-law amending the By-Law on the Establishment and Duties of the Governorship and 
Sub-governorship Offices was published in the Official Gazette dated 12 January 2005. With 
the amendment, the Ministry of the Interior, through its Directorate General of Provincial 
Administration, and governorship and sub-governorship offices, shall be responsible for 
issues related to the religious, charitable, health, social, educational and cultural institutions of 
the non-Muslim minorities and the conduct of their transactions with public bodies -a function 
that previously belonged to the Directorate General of Security. 

The draft Law on Foundations was discussed at the meeting of the Council of Ministers on 
18 April 2005. The draft will be submitted to the Parliament very soon. With the new draft, 
provisions related to foundations contained in various laws will be regulated in a single law to 
cover all foundations, including non-Muslim community foundations. The draft will bring 
about reforms with a view to eliminating any kind of discrimination among foundations. The 
law will also address questions related to the community foundations including those 
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mentioned in the 2004 regular report. In this respect, it will bring about a more liberal 
approach, by addressing property issues, including the restitution of property previously in 
possession of community foundations.  In view of the importance attached to this draft law, 
we re-compiled the views of experts and representatives of the non-Muslim communities.  We 
appreciate the contributions of the Presidency and the Commission, all of which were given 
careful consideration during the preparation of our work.

The reopening of the Theological School in Heybeliada is under consideration. We are 
looking into the ways to overcome the legal issues concerning this matter. We are aware of 
the need for new cadres of Orthodox clergyman.

The Government continues its work to address the issue of internally displaced persons 
(IDPs) in a spirit of cooperation with relevant international organizations and NGOs. A
complementary survey on IDPs will be conducted by Hacettepe University. Furthermore,  an 
inter-agency commission was formed under the Ministry of Interior. The commission is now 
in the process of preparing an integrated strategy document on IDPs.

Fight against torture and ill-treatment has been a priority item on the Government’s 
agenda. From the outset, we have adopted and carried out a “zero tolerance” policy for 
combating torture.

In the implementation of its “zero tolerance” policy, Turkey has extensively benefited from its 
cooperation with the UN Committee Against Torture (CAT) and the European Committee for 
the Prevention of Torture (CPT).

Turkey has adopted a legislative and regulatory framework in order to effectively combat 
torture. Its effectiveness has also been acknowledged by the CPT.  We consider statements on 
continuing cases of torture or ill treatment in Turkey as serious allegations. Therefore, we 
would appreciate that before such allegations are made public, they are verified.  Otherwise, it 
only serves the interests of those who wish to tarnish Turkey's improving human rights image. 
In line with the spirit of cooperation and transparency that we have developed with the 
Commission, it would be fair to ask that credible cases from reliable sources be brought to our 
attention in order to be investigated.

The training of public officials on the protection and promotion of human rights continues to 
be a high priority. Human rights training has therefore been broadened and intensified with a 
view to further enhancing full and effective implementation. In this respect, law enforcement 
officials and members of the judiciary are given intense human rights training. 

Under the joint initiative by the Council of Europe and the EU, 225 judges and prosecutors 
were trained as trainers on the European Human Rights Convention and the case-law of the 
European Court of Human Rights.  These trainers completed the training of 8500 judges. This 
training programme has already shown positive results. There are hundreds of court
judgments and prosecutors’ indictments which reveal that judges and prosecutors have been 
rendering decisions in light of the European Human Rights Convention and the case-law of 
the European Court of Human Rights.  

A seminar project on the new Turkish Penal Code has started for 5500 judges and public 
prosecutors by the Ministry of Justice.  The purpose is to ensure better implementation 
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throughout Turkey and effective functioning of the judiciary by way of providing necessary 
training to the judges and public prosecutors. 

Under the 2004 EU pre-accession financial assistance programme, a project aimed at the 
training of civil servants on human rights reforms is underway. A similar project is also being 
planned in 2005 for lawyers.

One of the most fundamental reforms related to the effective functioning of the executive has 
been the reforms on aligning civil-military relations with the practice in EU member states.  
When compared to the situation that existed when this Government came to power, no one 
can deny that this has been a major success. 

Regarding the freedom of expression, we have been exposed many times to accusations that 
journalists and writers continue to be prosecuted for expressing non-violent opinion. These 
are allegations no less serious than those on torture and ill treatment.  I kindly ask that my 
government be provided with detailed information so that we can carry on a thorough 
investigation.  

Turkey has also continued to take steps towards becoming party to international human 
rights instruments. In this framework; 

Protocol No.14 to the European Convention on Human Rights, amending the control systems 
of the Convention was signed on 6 October 2004.

The European agreement relating to persons participating in proceedings of the European
Court of Human Rights was ratified on 6 October 2004. It entered into force on 1 February 
2005. 

The Protocol Amending the European Social Charter was signed on 6 October 2004.

The Revised European Social Charter was signed on 6 October 2004.

Protocol No. 13 to the European Convention on Human Rights concerning the abolition of the 
death penalty in all circumstances  and the second optional protocol to the international 
covenant on civil and political rights concerning the abolition of the death penalty have been 
submitted to the Parliament for ratification. 

Alignment with the EU acquis and implementation of the reforms remain to be a permanent 
item on the agenda of the cabinet. The Reform Monitoring Group continues its work with a 
view to ensuring full and effective implementation.  The group last met on 29 March 2005 
and made a fresh review of all issues pertaining to the implementation of the political reforms 
and took up various questions brought to its attention.

The draft law on the institution of an Ombudsman is on the agenda of the Parliament.  The 
Government aims at the enactment of this draft as soon as possible. 

Further strengthening of the domestic institutional framework with respect to the promotion 
and protection of human rights is a priority of the Government. In this respect, the role and 
status of the existing bodies, including the Human Rights Advisory Council and the Human 
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Rights Presidency, is envisaged to be reviewed with the purpose of increasing their efficiency 
and reinforcing the institutional framework.

As for the economic criteria, 2004 has been a year of success, as the previous two years, for 
the resolution of chronic economic problems, ensuring stability and re-establishing 
confidence in the Turkish economy. 

Our economy has achieved high growth rates over 3 successive years. The average growth 
rate in 2004 was 9.9 %. We estimate that the Turkish economy will grow annually at an 
average rate of 5% in the next three years.

Our GNP increased by 20 % while income per capita rose by more than 20%.  Industrial 
production has increased by nearly 10%. Monetary policy also performed well. Interest rates 
declined to the level of 16,5 %.

In 2004, inflation declined significantly to 9,3%, well below the target of 12%. As for the year 
2005, the inflation rate is projected to be lower than 8%. The target inflation rates for 2006 
and 2007 are 5% and 4% respectively. As from 1 January 2005, we dropped 6 zeros from 
“Turkish Lira” and renamed it the “New Turkish Lira”. We can say that this operation is an 
indication of the success in lowering inflation and determination to keep inflation in single-
digit levels.

The ratio of net public sector debt stock went well below 70% in the year 2004, which we 
expect to further lower it to the level of 60% in 2005. 

The target primary surplus of 6.5% of GNP has been met in the year 2004. The Government
has again adopted a budget that will guarantee the same rate of surplus in 2005.

It should also be noted that we have been able to bring the budget deficit from 17% of GNP in 
2001 to 8% in 2004. 

Meeting the Maastricht criteria remains to be the ultimate goal for economic policy making. 
We are hoping to fulfil the Maastricht convergence criteria on budget deficit and public debt 
by 2007.

The Government has continued to stress on every occasion its determination to press ahead 
with structural reforms. 

For the year 2005, the reform agenda includes as priority issues:

- Continuing to fight the informal economy, 

- Streamlining direct taxation and restructuring the tax administration, 

- Reforming the social security and banking systems,

- Reforming the public sector to establish good governance, enhance administrative capacity 
and increase efficiency,

- Rationalizing public sector employment,
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- Reforming the agricultural sector,

- Restructuring the financial sector. 

The elimination of regional imbalances continues to be a high priority area on the agenda of 
the Government. Measures are taken to increase domestic and foreign investments in
provinces where the income per capita is below 1500 US Dollars. 

With regard to attracting more foreign direct investment, the necessary legislative framework 
is almost complete. The administrative steps are being taken to ensure that businesses operate 
in a safe and transparent environment, and their rights are properly protected. We saw a 
considerable increase in the volume of FDI last year. The amount of total FDI has reached 
about 2.5 billion dollars. This figure represents more than 50% increase compared to the 
previous year. We expect more FDI this year in view of the start of accession negotiations. In 
fact, there are already very positive developments.

I should also note that the rating of our economy has been upgraded throughout last year by 
renowned international credit agencies.

I would also like to touch upon the assessment of the Commission whether Turkey is a 
functioning market economy. We do not concur with the conclusion of the Commission on 
this. Last year we expressed the hope that the 2004 Regular Report on Turkey would be 
accurate in recognizing Turkey as a functioning market economy. Although the 2004 Regular 
Report acknowledges developments, it still falls short of recognizing Turkey as a functioning 
market economy. 

Considering the prevailing macro economic stability, continuing structural reforms as well as 
sustainable and high growth rates, we hope that the EU will finally recognize our economy as 
a functioning market economy this year. 

Concerning the adoption of the acquis, we are continuing the fifth round of the process of 
legislative scrutiny conducted since June 2000. It involves an in-depth analysis of Turkish
legal texts and an assessment of the gaps that presently exist in terms of alignment with the 
acquis.  

In the last round we adopted a focused approach on specific sectoral issues provided for a 
more result-oriented interaction. We supplemented our work with working groups. This 
system allowed for a reciprocal evaluation of the work underway in Turkey, concerning the 
alignment of legislation and its implementation. In short, we find the new exercise much more 
satisfactory. 

This current round should be geared to the accession negotiations and conducted as a prelude 
to the screening of relevant chapters. We are continuing our efforts for preparing for the 
accession negotiations. We understand that screening will start after October 3rd. 

As for the adaptation of the Ankara Agreement, after negotiating it on 28 March 2005 we 
sent a letter to the Commission stating that we agree with the text of the “Additional Protocol” 
extending the Ankara Agreement between Turkey and the EU to the new Member States, 
submitted to us by the Commission on 24 March 2005.
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I would like to underline that Turkey is ready to sign the protocol, once the EU side completes 
its formal procedure for signature, before 3 October 2005. Therefore we are waiting for you. I 
understand from your statements that the process will be speeded up. After signature, we will 
send it to the Parliament for ratification. I should also like to emphasize that since October 
2004 Turkey already applies the Customs Union to all member states.

Our efforts to comply with the EU legislation in the area of justice, freedom and security 
have continued in 2004 as well. 

Turkey attaches importance to any measures taken in cooperation with the EU, which would 
contribute to the strengthening of Community policies and harmonization of Turkey's 
legislation. As a candidate country, Turkey also calls the need for financial and technical 
assistance to be provided by EU in a burden sharing approach.

With regard to asylum, consideration will be given to lifting the “geographic limitation”, in 
conjunction with the realization of the necessary legislative amendments and infrastructure 
which would not encourage refugee flows from Turkey’s eastern borders on the one hand, 
and a positive approach by the EU on “burden sharing” on the other.

We are continuously improving our rules and regulations on the fight against illegal migration 
in accordance with our National Program. 

On the other hand, we agreed to start the negotiations on the proposed draft readmission 
agreement. We proposed to hold the first session of the talks on the draft agreement during 
the last week of May in Turkey. 

In the framework of our fight against migrant smuggling we attach importance to the effective 
and full implementation of the Readmission Protocol signed between Turkey and Greece. 

However, it has been observed that since October 2002 a total of 4944 illegal migrants have 
been deported improperly by Greek border authorities to the Turkish territory. These illegal 
migrants confirm this situation in their interrogations. 

In order to reach a common understanding and ensure a proper implementation of the 
Protocol, this issue has been raised by our side on the occasion of several official visits and 
meetings, lastly during Foreign Minister Molyviatis’s visit to Turkey. We have proposed to 
the Greek side to hold a meeting at expert level in April. We are still waiting for a suggestion 
on the dates.

The work on drawing up the National Action Plan to implement the integrated border 
management strategy, which was adopted in 2003 is being conducted. Therefore we continue 
working towards creating a non-military professional corps of border guards

The National Action Plan will be finalized by June 2005 with the support of EU funds. We 
attribute importance to the “Action Plan” in the context of our preparations for EU accession.  
Therefore, we will appreciate EU financial support to the strategy. 
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In combating drug-trafficking, the EU is well aware of the importance we attach to joining the 
Dublin Group. Turkey, as a leading country in the fight against the illegal trafficking of 
drugs, can better contribute to this cause by becoming a member of the Group. 

As you may already be aware, Turkish representatives are participating in the mini Dublin
Group meetings in certain central Asian countries together with the representatives of the 
central committee members of the Dublin Group. There are already 30 liaison officers from 
22 countries in Turkey and Turkish liaison officers in 2 countries who are constantly in 
contact with relevant authorities regarding drug related issues. Monthly meetings are also 
being held with the liaison officers in Ankara. The formation of a mini-Dublin Group would 
not bring any additional benefit but would rather cause duplication. 

With its global and national strategies, Turkey considers the Dublin Group as the platform 
where Turkey can best harness the cooperation with other like-minded countries against the 
challenges of illicit drugs. Turkey, believes that it is in a position to provide useful inputs and 
impetus for the work of the Dublin Group rather than be part of a limited cooperation through 
the establishment of a mini-Dublin Group in Ankara.   

In the light of all this, we hope that the EU will support Turkey’s bid to become a member of 
the Dublin Group. 

In order to make a review and assessment of the environment in Turkey, a study titled 
“Integrated Environmental Approximation Strategy for the Turkish Republic” has been 
prepared. The overall purpose of this strategy is to provide a strategic framework through 
which Turkey can move into full compliance with the EU environmental acquis by full 
membership. 

Another project titled “Technical Assistance for Environmental Heavy-Cost Investment 
Planning for Turkey” is being carried out to meet the environmental infrastructure 
requirements of Turkey for EU accession. Furthermore, national environmental strategy and 
action plan have been adopted. 

As regards the implementation of the Water Framework Directive, a project has been 
prepared and presented to the Commission. 

Although we did not initial the draft Energy Community Treaty, we are determined to stay in 
the process.  It would be quite difficult for Turkey to adopt some of the provisions regarding 
the implementation of the Acquis Communautaire, particularly articles 13,16, 17,19, 20 and 
the articles 1 and 3 of the Annex-II. Turkey’s reservations, therefore, stem from the legitimate 
demand for consideration of the conditions to be tailored at the end of the accession 
negotiations with the EU. 

As regards maritime safety we are addressing the concerns with respect to the safety record of 
Turkish vessels. In fact, we believe we have made considerable progress in this area over the 
past few years. To give an example, the number of Turkish vessels detained in EU ports 
dropped from 211 in 2001 to 75 in 2004. Definitely, our efforts will continue. We are also 
trying hard to bring our legislation in line with the EU acquis in this field.

With regard to community programs and agencies, as the Commission itself agrees, Turkey
has registered steady progress after the Helsinki European Council.
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While the legal framework for our participation is basically in place, we have certain issues to 
address so that Turkey can benefit from the programmes better. 

These relate basically to certain financial issues, the high level of participation fees, the lack 
of visibility in Turkey concerning the programs, as well as the difficulties Turkish
beneficiaries face in finding project partners and obtaining visas from the EU countries.

Let me register, on the other hand, as a matter of priority our expectation that a substantial 
amount of rebate be applied to Turkey for the next generation framework program on research 
and development. 

We were pleased with the financial assistance given to Turkey for the period 2004-2006 for a 
total of 1.050 million euros as grant assistance. We consider this as a good start. 

However, increased financial assistance is crucial for Turkey to make enough progress in 
adopting and implementing the acquis during the course of accession negotiations. Turkey, 
like other candidate countries, will be speeding up its efforts to complete the alignment of 
legislation during the period of negotiations. We will also further developing judicial and 
administrative capacity necessary for the implementation and enforcement of the acquis.

The EU has now been contemplating its next financial perspectives for the period of 2007-
2013. Considering that accession negotiations with Turkey will start this year, we expect our 
needs for increased financial assistance be duly taken into account.

In fact, the Commission, in its recommendation on 6 October 2004, has proposed to the 
Council to create a new pre-accession instrument (IPA), from which Turkey would benefit 
from 2007 onwards. We welcome this proposal of the Commission. 

However, the total figure of financial assistance foreseen for Turkey is said to be around 8 
billion euros for the period of 2007-2013. We do not think it will be enough for Turkey. We 
expect that the amount of funds to be allocated to Turkey in the next financial perspective to 
be commensurate with its needs and comparable to the assistance given to the other 
candidates.

The assistance for Poland during 2000–2003 on a per capita basis was 26.3 €, while the 
amount for Turkey during the same period was 2.4 €. 

The Commission itself has acknowledged that the projects submitted by Turkey for EU-
funding in recent years have revealed a high level of absorption capacity. This demonstrates 
that Turkey’s absorption capacity is rather high, contrary to what has been believed so far.  As 
you prepare your discussion, we hope that Turkey’s condition will be taken duly into account. 

The draft IPA regulation is of high interest to Turkey. We want to continue contributing our 
views to the work for preparation of the IPA.

I also wish to spare a few words on our relations with our neighbours. Turkey is employing a  
problem-solving win-win approach. The leading role we play in regional cooperation serves
to build confidence in a turbulent region. Increasingly, countries in our immediate 
neighbourhood are recognizing the mutual gains that positive relations with Turkey offer. 
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This positive turn in Turkey’s relations with its neighbours also constitutes a good precedent 
for other regional actors. As such, Turkey helps build a culture of compromise and 
reconciliation in this geography. This is compounded by Turkey’s advocacy of universal 
values in its region and beyond. As Turkey advances towards EU membership, the credibility 
and effectiveness of its voice calling for better relations and democratic reform in its region 
increase.

On Cyprus, first, I must strongly emphasize one very important point: The solution of the 
Cyprus problem has never been a criterion for Turkey’s membership. This understanding was 
officially confirmed by the EU many times in the past.

Therefore, I would like to stress that the exchange of views on this issue today is taking place 
within the context of the enhanced political dialogue between Turkey and the EU.

We appreciate the EU’s continued support for the United Nations Secretary-General’s good 
offices mission. The proper forum for addressing this issue is indeed the UN, where the 
parameters of a solution have already been developed over a long period of time.

We noted the Commission’s readiness to provide, like in the past, any assistance to the 
relevant parties, should this need arise.

But, we are greatly disappointed to see that, in the common position paper, there are specific 
references to “Turkey’s continued support for a settlement” or “Turkish steps” to contribute to 
a favorable climate for a solution. 

I wish to ask this question: After what Turkey has done to find a comprehensive solution to 
Cyprus issue, is it really Turkey who should take steps or support the efforts for a 
comprehensive settlement?

We should all remember how an internationally supported solution was blocked. Despite the 
UN Secretary General’s repeated calls, we still do not see any change towards the Annan Plan. 
So, it is not Turkey who should be “strongly encouraged” to take further steps aimed at 
reaching a solution. 

We are also surprised to see that the EU puts special emphasis on, quote-unquote, the 
“normalization” of our relations with all EU member states. Does this imply that our relations 
with all members of the EU are “abnormal”? 

Even if some potential areas of improvement exist in our relations, it should be kept in mind 
that this is not, and cannot be a one-way street. 

Turkey and the Turkish Cypriots have already done a lot in this regard. For example, the 
Turkish Cypriots unilaterally opened the border for crossing in the Island, which dramatically 
changed the atmosphere. They have also taken concrete steps to improve the living conditions 
of the Greek Cypriots in Northern Cyprus. 

Turkey, in the meantime, has taken steps to improve the overall climate, such as changing the 
visa regime for the Greek Cypriots. 
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Turkey has also committed itself to signing the Additional Protocol to extend the Ankara 
Agreement to all EU members, despite our reservations for its necessity. 

However, Turkey and the Turkish Cypriots do not see reciprocal measures.

We are still waiting for concrete and visible steps by the international community to remove 
the restrictions on the Turkish Cypriots. Unfortunately, efforts by the third parties are 
currently being blocked by others. 

We believe that, first and foremost, the bilateral relations in the Island should be normalized.

We appreciate greatly the statement of the Commission regarding proposals for the financial 
aid to and direct trade with the Turkish Cypriots. After exactly a year of the EU’s declared 
commitment, we hope that these proposals can, one day, finally be implemented as a package.

As for the membership to certain international mechanisms, I would like to state that Turkey 
carefully examines each case according to its own merits. We have examined the Wassenaar 
case according to the related criteria and found that, for the moment, there is no added value 
for the membership in question.

On opening of new crossing points in the Island, I must emphasize that the information 
presented by the Commission is misleading, for the Turkish Cypriot side has already given its 
consent to the opening of new border crossings.

As for the signing of the MoU between the UN and the Turkish Cypriot side for the clearing 
of minefields, I wish to inform you that the delay does not stem from the Turkish Cypriot 
side.

Turkish–Greek relations have been progressing steadily  in the last five years. The dialogue 
and cooperation process is ongoing through several instruments, producing tangible results.  
So far, 25 agreements have been signed between the two countries, drawing the legal 
framework of the bilateral relations. 

My Greek colleague Mr. Molyviatis, paid a working visit to Turkey two weeks ago. This visit 
enabled us to exchange views on how to further enhance the existing friendship and 
cooperation between the two countries.   

We are pleased with what have been accomplished so far during the ongoing dialogue and 
cooperation process through several mechanisms. Yet, we still believe that much has to be 
accomplished through joint efforts. 

As part of Turkey’s commitment to good neighborly relations with Greece, we are determined 
to reconcile all differences with Greece on Aegean disputes by observing the mutual interests 
of both countries. However, we are aware that the resolution of complex and interlinked 
Aegean issues requires patience and perseverance.  

Therefore, the continuation of the exploratory contacts that have been initiated in March 2002 
between Turkey and Greece is of particular significance to Turkey. We have held 29 rounds 
of talks as of today in the framework of exploratory contacts on the Aegean.
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The Turkish Government has the political will to continue these talks with a positive approach.

We hope that through the exploratory process we will be able to establish a framework that 
will be conducive to resolve all disagreements that might impede the improvement of 
Turkish-Greek relations. 

We believe that we can achieve a just, durable and an acceptable settlement on all Aegean 
problems by taking into account the legitimate and vital interests of both countries in 
accordance with international law. 

As regards the assertion about the problems faced by the Turkish citizens of Greek origin 
living in Gökçeada and Bozcaada, I am compelled to put the record straight that this claim is 
devoid of any basis and at best reflects a prejudiced assessment.

The Turkish citizens of Greek origin living in both islands totaling 284 inhabitants are freely 
practicing their religion and they do not face any sort of impediment. As regards the problems 
concerning the properties of the community foundations, they are to a great extent settled and 
the remaining ones are expected to be resolved when the law on foundations enters into force. 

Within the context of the protection of minorities and exercise of cultural rights, I also would 
like to bring to your kind attention our concerns about the plight of the Turkish Muslim 
Minority living in an EU member country.  

Despite the slight improvements witnessed in the course of the last couple of years, the 
Turkish Minority living in Western Thrace is still deprived of proper opportunities of 
education, they cannot elect their muftis, neither can they have a say on their foundations and 
moreover, they are unable to pronounce their ethnic identity.

Therefore, we believe we have the right to appeal to the EU to address the problems of the 
Turkish Muslim Minority in a fair manner. 

We prefer that these should be resolved bilaterally and not taken up here.

Turkey attaches special importance to its involvement in the Common Foreign and Security 
Policy (CFSP). However, with regard to the geo-strategic position and special relations with 
the countries in the region, Turkey differs from other candidate countries, as its alignment to 
such initiatives is substantial. 

The EU can benefit substantially from Turkey’s contributions to the CFSP as a country that is 
well accustomed to the dynamics and realities of the Caucasus, the Middle East, the 
Mediterranean and Eastern Europe as well. 

We are firmly committed to supporting the further development of the ESDP. 

In this context, we are closely following the developments regarding EUJUST LEX, the 
integrated rule-of-law mission for Iraq recently announced by the EU within the framework of 
the ESDP. We are ready to participate in the said mission in keeping with the provisions of 
Article 12 of the Nice Implementation Document.
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At the Troika Meeting in Ankara, on March 7, we had expressed our willingness to 
initiate cooperation with the EU regarding the political process in Iraq. In that meeting we 
had presented a paper outlining possible areas of cooperation within the EUJUST LEX.

Early this month, we have presented another non-paper to the EU setting out the details in 
which Turkey can make concrete contributions to the EUJUST LEX mission. I would like to 
have this paper circulated in this body as well. 

There is a mutually agreed framework for the cooperation between NATO and the EU. 
However, since May 2004 there have been problems in this framework.

While we acknowledge the clear need to maintain momentum in further deepening NATO-
EU cooperation, it would not be fair to place the burden of finding a solution solely on 
Turkey’s shoulders and at the expense of the mutually agreed framework. Furthermore, due 
consideration should be given to the sensitivity of the Turkish public opinion on this matter. 

We expect the EU to take the necessary steps to allow an opening by Turkey.

On the other hand, just recently the Agreement on Administrative Arrangements negotiated 
between Turkey and the European Defence Agency (EDA) was blocked by a third party.

Turkey’s exclusion from the EDA would neither serve the cause of further deepening NATO-
EU strategic cooperation, nor the future work of the Agency.

Overall it seems that there is still much to be done.
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Since the decision for opening accession negotiations has been taken, our relations have
become much more enhanced. Therefore the issues that we take up here, in the context of the 
Association Agreement and the Customs Union should be seen through this new perspective 
by both sides. We should see each other not as two parties but as partners. 

Firstly I would like to say a few words on our bilateral trade relations. The figures prove that 
the trade between Turkey and the Member States is growing rapidly. Turkey has become the 
6th largest trading partner of the EU after enlargement. However, we have a considerable 
deficit in our overall trade with the EU, approaching 10 billion Euros in 2004. 

We are aware of our obligations arising from the Customs Union and admit that some still 
needs to be fulfilled.  On the other hand, Turkey’s difficulties should also be taken into 
account. 

These difficulties stem from the fragility of some sectors of the Turkish economy.

Despite these difficulties we have achieved some improvements since last year. 

I can mention the pharmaceuticals in this respect. As confirmed by the TBR final report, we 
have resolved many of the disputed issues. We have now a pricing regime that is transparent 
and fair, a reimbursement system that includes the same payment schedules for domestic or 
imported products, and finally a “data exclusivity” provision in our legislation.  Moreover, 
many directives listed under the title of “medicinal products” of decision No. 2/97 have been 
harmonised.

Concerning data exclusivity, on the other hand, we made substantial progress by carrying the 
date of application from 31 December 2007, back to 1 January 2005. This means a three-year 
gain for original products. We intend to extend the data exclusivity also to original products 
which are not patented in Turkey. As for the pending applications, our Ministry of Health is
ready to cooperate with the associations of original producers in this respect. They suggest 
that if they receive inquiries from these associations on whether any generic application is 
made for specific products or active substances, they can go through the files and respond 
accordingly.

In short, we consider that there are no more compelling reasons for submitting the case either 
to the Court of Justice or WTO panel. 

With regard to market access for alcoholic beverages, we are aware of the fact that two 
different document requirements issued by two different authorities is unnecessary and 
burdensome for importers. However, we have recently come up with fairly acceptable 
practical solutions that would eliminate certain points that cause criticism by the importers.

As for the excise duty in alcoholic beverages, recently, steps have been taken by the Ministry 
of Finance to improve the system. 

On the other hand, we understand that CEPS is in preparation of an application for TBR
investigation regarding the alcoholic beverages market in Turkey. We expect from the EU
side to make proposals that will facilitate the solution of the problems in this area. We need 
dialogue to overcome these issues.
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As regards taxation of tobacco products, Turkey does not apply any customs duty for 
cigarettes imported from EU and EFTA countries, as well as for those imported from the least 
developed countries. 9.1% customs duty is applied for cigarettes imported from developing 
countries. The rate of customs duty applied for the rest of the countries is 26%. However, 
there are three other categories of taxes namely tobacco fund, private consumption tax (excise 
and percentage) and V.A.T. applied on tobacco products.

Concerning the import license regime, a prior permission system in imports of second hand 
goods is still in place. However, the number of goods under this regime has been diminished 
gradually. Since there is no major change in the prevailing economic, financial, and social 
conditions behind this system, we maintain our legislation and practices. 

When it comes to imports of used motor vehicles, we know that the EU expects Turkey to 
provide the envisaged timeframe for lifting this limitation. It is very hard to reach an internal 
consensus on this sensitive issue. Under these circumstances, we expect from the Commission 
to acknowledge our efforts for bringing solution to this problem and to show more flexibility.

Concerning textile safeguard measures; we would like to point to the obvious importance of 
the textile and apparel industry in Turkey’s economy and social life.  We have already 
informed the EU about the safeguard measures we took in January this year against imports of 
certain Chinese textiles and apparel products. We understand that the Commission is going to 
launch an investigation into the unfair practices by China. 

I would like to repeat that, we stand ready to cooperate to prevent our economies from the 
unfair practices by China in textiles and clothing products. 

As for the restrictions on imports of meat and live bovine animals from the EU, I should 
admit that this issue is hampering our relations in the area of agriculture and it should be 
cleared from the agenda sooner than later. We are trying to find another solution. We will 
come-up soon with a new proposal that will, we believe, accommodate the interests of both 
sides.  We will present a list of products for which additional or new concessions would be 
established to the interests of the EU exporters during the visit of the Commission delegation 
to Ankara this week.

We are fully aware of the fact that the establishment of a state aids monitoring authority is a 
prerequisite for the adoption of the EU state aid rules. We will discuss the draft law on the 
“establishment of state aids monitoring authority” soon at the Council of Ministers with a 
view to its early adoption. 

On the other hand, we are also facing a number of problems in our trade relations with the EU
Member States. They are related directly to the functioning of the Customs Union and 
affecting our trade relations. 

I would like to raise here the problems encountered by Turkish businessmen in getting 
visa from the EU countries as well. 

We consider that the difficulties our businessmen are facing in getting visas from the EU 
countries constitute in fact a non tariff barrier to trade. It is against the very nature of the 
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Turkey-EU Association Agreement and the Customs Union. It is also unfair considering that 
the EU nationals can enter Turkey without any hindrance.

In order to have common ground, we need the EU to apply a preferential regime to Turkish 
businessmen concerning visas. 

We believe that the ways to reduce document requirements, to accelerate procedures and to 
issue visas valid for longer periods, at least a year, to our businessmen proving contractual 
relations with EU partners, should be sought and found.

As a last point, I want to raise another important issue which affects our trade flow negatively. 
That is the strict quota system and restrictions applied by some EU Member States on 
Turkish transport companies carrying goods from Turkey to the EU markets. We want to 
see further increases in the number of road transport permits issued by the member states.

A significant portion of Turkey’s road transporters carry commodities between Turkey and 
Europe. Turkey relies heavily on its transporter fleet for its trade with the European countries. 
Therefore, it is vital for Turkey to have adequate road transport permits to sustain 
uninterrupted trade with its European trade partners. However, in the past years, Turkish 
transport companies have been experiencing some difficulties stemming from the regulations 
and the insufficiency of road transport permits issued by some European countries. Turkey 
wishes that these impediments are overcome and procedures are facilitated with regard to the 
issuance of these permits. 

I would like to stress that, since we have extended the Customs Union to all the new EU
members since last October, all members can have trade with Turkey. 

Turkey is in favour of removal of all restrictions on both sides of Cyprus. If the international 
community, including the EU and the Greek Cypriot side, can initiate steps such as direct 
trade and direct flights, Turkey would be in a position to complement these measures 
accordingly.

While we honour our commitments, we expect the EU to do the same and help alleviate the 
isolation of the Turkish Cypriots. I am not just talking about the two regulations we hope to 
be adopted by the EU without further delay.

The Greek Cypriots should lift the embargo they have been implementing for so many years 
on the North. It is the turn of the Greek Cypriots to take steps and pave the way for 
rapprochement in the Island. The normalization process should start in the Island. The EU 
should encourage and press them to change their intransigent and uncompromising policies 
towards the Turkish Cypriots.


