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A REVIEW OF THE DIVERGENCE OF PERCEPTIONS IN THE MEDIA ON‘THE

PATH TOWARDS ACCESSION TO EU
(Turkey-EU Relations and the Media Affitudes on the Issue)

Assist. Prof. Dr. Meltem BOSTANCI
Istanbul University, Turkey
meltemb@istanbul edu.tv

Melfem Bostanct is an Assistant Professor at the Department of Journakism, Faculty of Communications,
Istanbul University. She holds his Master's degree and PhD in International Relations. After nearly 10 years of
experience in journalism, in 2001 she began fo work at Istanbul University and since ther has concentrated on
academic studies. She specializes on European Union, Political Science, and Turkish Foreign Policy,

International communication and works on interdisciplinary studies, harmonizing International Relations with
Commnication Sciences. She has various papers published in newspapers, journals and websites.

Abstract

Turkey's relationship with the European Union ( ELI) dates back approximately 40 years. This period saw EU fo
occupy o place with increasing prominence in the political, economic and social life of Turkey. Turkey, whose
orientation towards the Europe on political and econontic arena fas its roofs in the Tanzimat period of ihe
Ottoman Empire, was one of the first countries to apply for membership in the EU. However, while event
countries that did not exist back then have become members of the EU in the enlargement wave of 2003, Turkey
is still not a member. Initially, the obstacles to the EU membership of Turkey were depicted as economiic and
legal shortcomings of the couniry. Recent years, on the other hand, saw the voicing of political issues which are
far from objective. These issues relate mostly 10 internal political dynamics of Turkey, while the Cyprus problem
and the problems with Greece are other ifems on the agendn. The progress reports published annually since year
2000 putting forward criteria concerning legal reforms for structurat political and social problems of Turkey
rendered the EUL accession process & inost hotly debated issue. The debates revolving around the EU membership
for years have led to a polarization against the membership. The parties and segments aligned against the EU
membership slowly began to materialize. At this stage of the ELI membership process of Turkey, media attitudes
: regarding the issue have developed in this axis of against and for membership. In effect, the initial promotion of
i EU membership as a means to achieve economic welfare has provided a substantial support for the membership
: process. Yet, as the political and legal criterin regarding the ferms and conditions of the membership unfolded,
the support began to subside, and the skeptics and opponents of membership began to gather supporters through
i the media. The media’s attitude is becoming miore and more prevalent in determining the direction of the more
: than 40 year long membership process of Turkey. The image presented by the media concerning the reforms to
fulfill the EU membership criteria is significant enough to affect the internnl political dynamics of Turkey. This
study aims to-analyze the Turkish-EU relations by focusing on the medin attitudes regarding the issue. The
; media attitudes in the membership process, particularly in the period after year 2000, shall be examined and the
"'; approach of national newspapers will be reviewed through the method of comparative analyses. The meilin
: perceptions and representations of the relations with the EU shall be examined by reviewing the dailies Hitrriyet,
; * Yeni Safak and Zaman. Considering the influence of Media in forging the public opinion and determining the
: supporting and opposing camps, the influence and power of media on Turkish-EU relations is an undisputed

fact.
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A REVIEW OF THE DIVERGENCE OF PERCEPTIONS TN THE MEDIA ON THE PATH
TOWARDS ACCESSION TO EU (Turkey-EU Relations and the Media Attitudes on the Issue)

Tntroduction

On the way of foundation of the EU, aim of sustaining perpetual peace among Buropear countries
takes priority. Achievement of economic cooperation among European countries o accomplish this is
established as principal purpose.

T more than half of a cenfury from the foundation of the EU, efforts 10 transform it from an eCONOIMic
union to political one show-a marked impmvement. The Union, in addition to having a say oR the
global economy, continmes to make arrangements £o achieve better integration of candidate states with
the Union in social and political field as well. '

Turkey’s application for association to the Buropean Economic Community was resulted in Ankara
Agreement; gigned in 12th September 1963, and entered into force on 1 December 1964. It can be
understood, in the consideration of Turkey's desire for the EU membership and the process under the
circumstances of that time, Turkey did not apply only for economic reasons. Benefiting from the
Marshall Aid that many European countries & Yized when Cold War was heavily experienced Turkey
already chose its side in economic, political and military areas, joining UN and. NATO before. It was
then seen necessary 0 be part of West functionally. Within the scope of this necessity, Turkey applied
fox association to the ECC on 31 July 1959, two years aftex the foundation of it in 1957,

Turkey had a desire 10 join the Buropean Community of that time for five reasons: positive impacts of
the Custom Union, NEW market opportt;mities, utilizationn of investment funds, maintenance of
competitiveness with Greece, integration with prospective United States of Burope’ (Durna, Atk
2007: 482). From this point of view, the economic and political competition with Greece on a friendly
footing cannot be ignored. Thus, Turkey applied 0 the ECC only two and half months later than

Greece did.

Even though militaxy government of 27th May 1960 retarded the evaluation of membership
application of Turkey, the negotiations gtarted with new constitution and civilian governmernt and
eventually the mernbexship process began with Ankara Agreement signed on 12ih September 1963.
However, it required {0 be adopted by the TBMM (the Grand National Assembly of Turkey, GNAT)-
Towards the late 1963, the government resigned. New government was able to be formed in January
of 1964 and then submitted to the assembly for approval {Calig, 2008: 129). On 1 December 1964, the
Ankara Agreement, adopted constitutionally in the assembly and was formally put into effect.

The Ankara Agreement is an association agreement which has a characteristic aiming full membership
of Turkey (Karlixk, 2007: 450). It is coup d'état of 12 September 1980 which deteriorated the
relationship betweern Turkey and the Community. After the coup d'état, the Commurnity decided to
freeze the relationship with Turkey. When the relations were suspended, membership to the EU,
became no longes main agenda of Turkey for a while. This stagnation period came t0 end when
Turkey applied for full membership on 14 April 1987.

The decisiort of the Commurity regarding full membership of Turkey was procrasﬁnated due to
allegedly incompetency of Turkey to meet criteria stated in the Ankara Agreement and this decision
made the process longer. The most important development after the full membership application is
the Custom Union agreement put into effect in 1996In fhe direction of previous scheduled calendax.
The Custom Union is the third phase of the economic integration.
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The Union pursued its policies against Turkey affer signing the Custom Union agreement in Turkey.
In the Luxemburg Summit held in December of 1997, the BU leaders did not recognize Turkey’'s
candidate status and the relations were suspended by Turkey. In 1998, Buropean Comumission
released the first progress report on Turkey.

Helsinki Swmmit was 2 turning point in the relationship between Turkey and the EU. In 1999, Turkey
was granted as candidate status. On 8 March 2001, a road map of Turkey's accession to the EU,
~EUfTurkey: Accession Partnership Document” was approved. This document forms the basis of post-
2002 developments.

Post-2002 Turkey-EU Relations

The post-2002 period is an era when Turkey-EU relations have been intensified and debates invoked.
Turkey's political outlook constituted by 3 November 2002 elections formed the basis of debates on
the EU. The AKP (Justice and Development Party) government attempted to accelexate fhe EU process
by radical dedisions. In fact, there were SOE CONCEINS regarding fufure of the Turkey-EU relations in
the early years of the AKP administration. Views of founders and serdor staff of the AKP regarding
the BU in 19905 entailed fhese concerns. After the general election on 3 November 2002, the
government was formed under the prime ministry of Abdullah Giil. After a short time period of
prime ministry, Abdullah Gl was replaced by Recep Tayyip Brdogan, who was elected fo the
parliament tharks to by-election, and Giil becarne Minister of Foreign Affairs in the new government.
New Prime Minister R- Tayyip Brdogan and Minister of Foreign Affairs Abdullah Giil have the same
political opinion. Therefore, they both considered the Turkey-EU relations within the religion based
framework and they did politics on the basis of the thesis that the EU is a Christian Club and won't
accept Turkey's ACCESSIoNn as a wuslim country before 2002, However, it is salient that after a while the
government developed a democracy-based thetoric. New discourse of the government was EU
membership for democracy’. The AKP administration concentrated on the EU relations in such a way
¢that had not ever been Seenl until 20008 and pursued concessive policies. These concessive
implementations can be outlined as follows: concessions in solution of the Cyprus dispute, concession

in social state principle with privatizations and problems generated by the EU based agricultural
policies.

The EU relations intensified in the post-2002 period were shaped by the progress reports. The fixst of
these reports was published in 1998 before the Helsinki surnmit.

The progress report 1998 of the EU Commission made an evaluation based on the Coperhagen
Criteria. Accordingly, Turkey was at the bottom of the ladder in terms of political criteria formed of
the basis of achievement'of “stability of institutions guaranteeing democracy, the rule of law, human
rights and respect for and protection of minorities”. The progress reports of 1999, 2000, 2001 and 2002
have the same slant towards Turkey. '

Signing Negotiation Framework Document in 2005 was the top point reached at relationship with the
EU. With this document, Turkey advance to 2 negotiating candidate from a candidate state. This
document functions as 2 road map on negotiations conducted between Turkey and the BU. Within the
scope of negotiations, 2 New Accession Partnership Document {APD) was published on 9 November
2005, APD 2005 stated items to be dealt within short, middle and long ferms

Turkey-EU relations went through bargaining on economic and political items within the period 2003-

n007. During this process, it was seen that due to coming general elections, the AKP government acted
based on political concerns.

104



The AKP, victorious party in the general elections of 2007, attempted fo initiate in various subjects
regarding the EU. The most salient ones of those a1e Kurdish initiative, which an agreement could not
been reached for a long time and labeled as #Democratic Initiative”, and “ pArmenian Initiative”,
aipning to pave the way for the good relations with Armenia.

The Progress Report 2009 is significant in the way of revealing to what extent the relations improved.
The Report exposes 10 what extent relations with Turkey developed and what are the shortcomings
under three mam titles. These are as follows; “Political Criteria”, “Economic Criteria” and “Ability to
Assume the Obligations of Membership”.

Effects of Turkish Media on Turkey-EU Relations

Tn this section within the context of newspaper publishing in Turkey, the study dwells on T urkish
media’s slant towards the Turkey-EU relations and how they cover the developments. Journal review
WaS'employed as the method and since 12 VSeptember 1963 dated Ankara Agreement,‘ news items
related the subjects were examined. In this field Cumhuriyet, Hitrriyet, Sabah, Yeni Safak and Zaman
newspapers were reviewed respectively. The post-1996 news items of Yeni Safak and Zaman Were
analyzed. ‘

Given the fact that media molds public opinion in the way of partialism and opposition, effect
produced by the media on the Turkey’s relationship with the EU is important. Process of Turkey's -
membership to the EUJ is not only reported as news, put also become the area where the domestic
politics and media set the agenda. Specifically since 1990s it became a matter of debate in domestic
politcs; achievement of the full embexship to the EU has become an election campaign promise.
Turkey's application for full membership to the BUJ was an act to join the #Common Market” of that
time. This initiative, after application for association on 31 July 1959 and then along with the Ankara
Agreement (12 September 1963) has changed into 2 feld of struggle until today.

The Ankara Agreement gained such Pro inence that elite media organizations of that time
announced it in their headlines. In the day before the agreement was signed Cumhuriyet reported the
agreement N the front page, using heading “Common Market Agreement is being signed tomorrow
in Ankara” (Cumhuriyet 11 September 1963: 1). Cumhuziyet considered the Ankara Agreement
ixxipoitant as the first step of the accession to the “Common Market”, and on the front page of its issue
dated 12 September 1963, where the outlines of the agreement were p;esen’ced, Cemal Erkin's article
named “Spirit and Philosophy of the Common Market” (Cumburiyet, 12 September 1963 1) was
covered as well. On the third page of the same issue, opinions of various economists were covered,
[ making economically evaluations of the agreement. The issue of Cumhuriyet dated 12 September 1963
and numbered 14048 was predominanﬂy reserved for the Ankara Agreement, News items with
headings like “Eeonomic Balance Sheet of the Comuon Market in 19627, “Cornmon Market Counties
and an{paraﬁve Productions of the USA. and the USSR and “The Letter of Agreement”. Along with
the heading “The Common Market is a legacy to be bequeathed 10 (next) generations” being the

words of Prime Minister of that time, Ismet inomit, the subject lost jts popularity with days passing.

L e R AEE LIRS

While another elite newspaper of the period, Hiirriyet presented the subject with the statement “We
joined the Common Market” in laxge point size, it informied the readers about the prospective time
pério(i which the full membership negotiations could be started, using subheadiing “We can orly bea
full rnember of the Common Market after 22 years” (Hiiirriyet, 12 September 1963: 1). On the same
issue, Hilrriyet made the evaluation of “Stand the gaff for 22 years, the Common Market brings
welfare and prospexity”. Hiirriyet kept the subject on the agenda for 2 shorter time pesiod, compared
to Cumhuziyet and brought news item emphasizing on the economic aspect of the market to the
agenda. It focused on that the Cornmorn Market is a economically competitive field, covering the news
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item titled “Turkish tobaccos to be export to the Common Market give American tobacconists worry”
{Fiiriyet, 1 October 1963: 1).

Turkey's signing the Ankara Agreement was evaluated by the newspapers within economic aspects;

social, legal and political aspects Were relatively ignored. The Common point emphasized was “to
achieve economic welfare”.

The negotiation process between Turkey and the EU has been going through for more than 48 years.
There are basic responsible factors for still being in an open ended negotiation process at the end of
such Jong period. Precisely governments, which have ruled the country from 1963 to the present, have
the biggest responsibility. Parties in power have not been able to make the EU membership a
government policy and to meet the required reforms for five decades. The most influential factor in
this long-retarded process i§ to consider the EU econotnically in general. However, the EU has
transformed constantly since the foundation and has become 2 political-legal union. It is necessary for
Turkey, in order to be induded in this system, 0 adopt this system.

Another organization which requires to take responsibility I this process is media. The media has not
\peen able to fulfill its duty fo comprehend the process well and to raise awareness of the public
regarding the future. One of the most effective ways to make the public have the awareness regarding
the pubﬁc is media, However, the media continue to cover the news in such a way of being out of
discussing developments in utter detail and of constifuting conscious IMNasses. Periods when the
Turkish press chooses to cover the EU are generally fhose when the Union and Turkey negotiate Or

when a crisis i5 experienced.

The first significant crisis which froze the relationship between Turkey and the EU was experienced
after the coup d'état of 22 Jarmary 1980. The Buropean Parliament required the Council and the
Commission to suspend the Fourth Financial Protocol and the agreements between Turkey and the
Union until Turkey restored human rights and democratic freedoms. The Coundil followed the
recommendation and the relations were frozen (Karluk: a.g.€. 443}.

As a result of Turkey-ECC Association Coundl convened on 16 Septembex 1986 after the coup d'état,
the frozen relations came 0 fife. This development was covered as the front page news. Regarding
this development, in consideration of the time of the process went through till then; Hilrziyet
_annoum:ed the development with a very‘meaningful heading. The restart of relations was covered,
using heading " We axe now on Long Narrow Road for the BCC” (Hiirriyet, 18 September 1986: 3).

The period when the relations with the EU were predominanily covered in the media was when
Turkey applied for the full membership on 14 April 1987. While Cumhuriyet presented the
development with the heading “Enthusiasm for the ECC among Industrialists “{Cumhuriyet, 17 April
1987; 1), speeches made in the Tstanbul Chamber of Industry were reserved in the detail in the news

coverage.

While Hilrriyet announced the development to its readers, using the heading “We made debut in
Fuyope” (Hirriyet, 17 April 1987: 1), in following days, it kept up with adding magazinish dimension
to the subject with the news of “Shop in London for Kebab Shopper from Adama” (Hitrriyet, 16 April
1987: 1) and simplified the public expectation. Hiirriyet contirazed to cover the problems before the
Turkey-EU selations in headline and emphasized on the problems fo be faced in following years,
using the headline “The important key for the ECC is Cyprus” (Hiirdyet, 17 April 1987: 1). While
covering the domestic problems in Turkey which should be solved on the way of the EU with the
heading “five promises o Furope” (Hirriyet, 27 April 1967: 1) announced to reader that Turkey
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promised to the ECC to fulfill inadequacies in Turkey regarding field of torture, regime, Cyprus,
secularism and economy.

Negative decision to the application for full membership made ont 14 April 1987 was given on i8
December 1989. The EC Commission, in its opinion regarding Turkey's application for full
meémbership, stated that the Community could not accept a new member before completing the
process of its own internal market, that is, before 1992 and Turkey required to fulfill economic, social
and political provisions before the accession. Hitxriyet covered this development on the front page,
giving a headline “We knocked the door, but stayed out on the threshold” (Hitrriyet, 19 December
1989; 1), using the leader of the opposition Siileyman Dexirel’s words criticizing the government. One
of the authors in the same newspapet, Oktay Eksi's assessment in his columns that “Right state that
despite to this repozt; it is not over according to us. This is because it is imprinted on the Mernories
that even the UK's application to the Comumon Market years ago was not welcomed” (Bksgi, Hiirriyet,
19 December 1989: 17) also demonstrates that the media actually had baseless optimism. Another
issue is that the media became pulletin board which sets new goals in order to lessen the faitures of the
government got poor resulis in this period. An example of this case is the arficle of Ertugrul OzkSk in
his colomn, which he gave the. title the words of Minister of Foreign Affairs Mesut Yiimaz, "Our

alternative to the European Comtnunity is the Eastern Block”, (Ozkok, Hilrriyet, 23 December 198%:

17). In the content of his article, it was noised about a claim that the Bastern Block could be aliernative
to the EC by developing economic cooperation with those counties, but the failure in relations with
the EC was not questioned.

The Turkey-EU relations in 1990s were under the shade of terrorist events in Turkey and Greece-
Cyprus based foreign policy issues. This process sometimes brought showdowns and this situation
was reflected in the media. The most notable example of this can be seen in what happered following
the acceptance of Southern Cyprus’s application for full membership.

In the news with heading “Cyprus setaliation against the EU” (Hiirriyet, 17 May 1997: 1), Hitrriyet
actually compates unequal powers. While the EU seems to be the powerful in reality, this news which
presented Turkey is even in power so that it can challenge to the EU, published that Turkey and the
TRNC (Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus) would enter in the process of integration. A simnilar
slant was displayed by Yeni Safak newspaper after Turkey declared that it would not negotiate
political issues with the EU on 5 December 1997. The newspaper, in the news jtem with the heading
#pyrkish-Russian Cooperation against the E " (Yeni Safak, 17 December 1997: 2), claimed that Turkey
turned the face to Russia because of the negative attitudes of the EU.

News coverage of media, which ignores the domestic politics, is ancritical and covertly shows the EU

as an opposing party; did not improve the Turkey’s relations with the EU and became a factor creating
4 public opinion against the EU.

Media’s View of the ELJ in the Post-2002 Period

Throughout the process K11 2002, the most salient themes in Turkey-EU relations were notably Cyprus '
Issue, economic issues and terror problem as the domestic problem of Turkey. The national law
system and political structure of Turkey required fo be reformed in order 1o accornplish the process of

Turkey's full mermbership to the EU.

Ty the late 19905, the capture and irial of Abdullah Oealan was considered to create new opporhmiﬁes
in adaptation of national Jaw to EU law on the way of EU vocation and three harmonizatioh packages
were adopted in the Crand National Assembly of Turkey within period of 2000-2002. The most
contentious one among these packages was the third harmonization package which was adopted on 3
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Aungust 2002 and abolished the death penalty in all cases including crimés of teyrorism. The media did
its bit exceedingly and presented the abolishment of capital punishment as the final obstacle before
the BU membership. Hitrriyet covered the issue with the headline “Capital punishment should be
abolished, and {(we) should join the EU” (Hiirriyet, 25 June 2002: 1). Of course subjects within the thixd
package were not the only issue of those days. Another issue was discussed by a columnist in
Hiirriyet, Ege Cansen in a more realistic way in his column titled “Give Cyprus, Join the EU", arguing
that “No matter how many concessions are made, o one can guarantee Turkey’s accession to the EU.
The issue of the EU is something else.” (Cansen, Hiirsiyet, 13 Tuly 2002: 11).

In post-2002 period, in parallel with the content of third package, the relations with the BU
predominantly began to be covered in terms of »democratization” perspective. Along with the thixd
harmonization package, developments such as abolishment of capital punishment, minority rights,
abolishment of some_restrictions on the use of Kurdish language led the media to give an image that
the pré—accession' EU process camme to an end

In the post»ZCOZ period, while in the initial years of the AKP governtent, reforms accelerated,
criticism that the unitary structune of the states is aimed fo be dissolved were often brought to agenda
in columns of the newspapers.

In fact, 2002 became such a year when the media’s slant towards the BU changed. Some media
orgarizations which took a negative stand against the EU before 2002, switched their slants as being 2
strict EU supporter. The most salient media organizations displaying such broadcasting - and
publishing policy are television charmels and newspapers having Islamist broadcasting and
publishing policy. At this point, Yeni Safak can be given as 2l example. The newspaper, which
evniuated the news regarding the EU negatively, began to embrace the idea of the EU-driven
democratization. In 1997, although there were noc afy official statements regarding the EU, the
newspaper announced on the front page that “Door to Furope is cosed” (Yeni Safak, & December
1997: 5) and contended that Turkey proceeded on its way not with the EU, but through US-based
structuring. In the news jtem titled “The EU on the same wavelength” (Yeni Safak, 7 December 1997:
8) the newspapers, continuing to claim that the EU would never admit Turkey's accession, on the
following day indicated where Turkey really belongs to; emphasizing on the Islamic Conference with
the headline “Historic Surnmit in Tran” (Yeni Safak, 8 December 1997: 1).

" The same newspaper, ol the following day covered news with the heading “Anti-EU” (¥ erd Safak, 9

December 1997: 4). That is, the newspaper utilized every source {0 COVer Buroscepticism. In fact, what
was emphasized on within the content of the news was that Turkey has leverage in using the right of
velo countries expecting to enter NATO. Just before the Brussels Summit of 12 December 1997, Yeni
Safsk continued to offer alternatives to the EU and gave the headline “If not Burope, then Euragia”.
(Yeni Safalk, 11 December 1997: 3). The newspaper was insistent in finding new routes for Turkey in
those years. On the following day of Brussels Summit, the newspaper captioned “We are drifting
away from the West” (Yeri Safak, 13 December 1997: 1). In fhe subheading there was phase of “We
will never be admitted fo the EU”. One of the diché words of the media having such
brondcasting/publishing policy was covered, having the heading #The EU showed that itis a Christian

Cluh” as being words of ANAP deputy Mehmet Kegeciler.

The newspaper continued its religions based slant, adding the judgment “We gent roses, they
responded in crusade mentality” above the headline “Two Faces of the West” (Yeri Safak, 20
November 1998: 1). In 1998, the newspaper continued to cover Furosceptic news. The news item titled

w1,e EU Support foxr Apo” was covered, addressing to the EU in the time when Ocalan harbored in
Ttatv.
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In the post-2002 era, when the AKP came to power, in spite of the fact that the structure and'policies'of
the 5 did not change, newspapers practidng journalism by giving religious themes prominence lke
Yeni Safak began to change their slants towards the EU. Yeni Safak, adding socialist figures into the
staff, began to cover pro-European news. '

Comparison of Slants of Hiirriyet and Zaman towards the EU in the post-2002 period

Hiirriyet and Zaman are chosen because they aré such newspapers having different slants towards
yarious issues and their publishing po icies differ. In this comparative analysis, it was aimed to
examine post-December 2004 when Turkey was given a starting date for full membership negotiation
by the EU.

Before the Buropean Parliament adopted the report on 17 December 2004, which recommended

starling the negotiations with Turkey on 3 October 2005, Zaman and Hilrriyet covered the messages
sen* by the politicians. :

Zmwan, using the headline “Final Message to the EU Capitals” (Zaman, 15 December 2004: 1) made
assortive prominent the claims Iike that Turkey wanted to have a concrete date and news issues
should not be put before Turkey, otherwise Turkey would leave the table.

Hiirriyet, having the headline “An Open Letter to Our Friends” (Fliirdyet, 16 December 2004: 1,
cowred the predictions of Prime Minister R. Tayyip Erdogan regarding the EU countries.

In this period, while 7aman was contributing to “proudly standing” image of the AKP in domestic
potiics, Hilrriyet covered more objective components.

On 17 December 2004 when the negotiation date was received, Hilrriyet announced the developments
with the heading “New Life" (Hiirriyet, 17 Deceraber 2004: 1). Zaman covered the developments with

A moTe realistic headline; #The Date is October 3, Cyprus is Deadiock” (Zaman, 17 December 2004: 1}

Inn iis news item, while announcing that the negotiations would start on October 3, it was pointed out
gha Cyprus would be the most important problem. ' '

In the following day of the decision made, when Hiirriyet noted that “We did” (Hiirziyet, 18
Decomber 2004 1), it tried to create a positive atmosphere as if the full membership was obtained.
Hewever, it was ignored that open-ended negotiation process indicates 2020s and might last for half

centiry.

Leaving s cautous discourse aside once, Zaman capﬁoned “New Europe, New Turkey” (Zaman,
20(:: 1) and tried to create extremely positive atmosphere.

The biggest CONCassion made for the negotiation date is the promise to open Turkish ports to Southern

Cyyrus and this unilateral recognition was not found newsworthy o be focused on. Both of the
ne+spapers slide around these promises between lines and within inside pages.

" O the following days, Hirriyet continued to give headlines such 25 #1 ord of Lobbies”, referring o R.

Ta- -ip Brdogan and “We are New Stars of Burope” (Hitrriyet, 19 December 2004: 24). It seems fhat in
this process Zamary covering news items with headlines like “Euxope will be a supex power with
Turtey” and “Democracy will strengthen and Liberties will expand” (Zaman, 19 December 2004: 1)

an - zed the process better.

109



FEFREA T

AL

it
.
I
i

I Lhe process of negotiations with the EU, while their slants sowards the EU remained same, their
expwctations differed because of the views they represent. Zaman stands on with the emphases on
democracy, keeping the determination, whereas Hiirriyet cut info pro-government News with
oppusite implementations of the AKP. '

Conclusion

The EU, having gone through political, economic and legal phases from the foundation, appea:s as an
econumic union as well as a po itical union. In consideration of effectiveness of decision making
mechanism, it can be seen that there is a supra-national organization. Having an independent
pariament and a currency having functionality alone within whole union, the EU has transformed
into a political and economic formation with sanction power. }

The most important issues that Turkey cannot understand correctly are criteria produced by
aseortiveness of de_amocmtization. As long as government in Turkey continues to make social, political
an:' “»gal reforms just pecause of “the EU requires that”, it cannot be expected positive developments
in ¢ -ig subject. However, Turkey should take these imitiatives since they are for the public inferest. But
spe-ifically, post-2002 reforms have been made under the name of “EU harmonization package”
Turkey needs fo introduce its own demarcation fines to the EU. While the media would have
contributed Turkey to comprehend the EU and to take correct and quick steps, but it could not inform
the Turkish people sufficiently with correct information. Within this context, it can be said that the
media has not been able to inform the public accurately and precisely.

In : snclusion, Turkey qeeds to comprehend the EU in a new and accurate way along with the
government, the media, and all other institutions and organizations with authority. Otherwise, change

" and iransformation that Turkey is expected to experience on the way of the EU vocation will notbe a

heal'hy and unique change.
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