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The 61st meeting of the Joint Parliamentary Committee EU-Turkey was opened the 31 
March 2009 at 15.15 under the Co-Chairmanship of Mr Joost LAGENDIJK, Chairman of 
the EP delegation, and Mr Yasar YAKIS, Chairman of the Turkish Parliament's delegation 
to the EU-Turkey JPC. Mr LAGENDIJK welcomed the Turkish delegation in the European 
Parliament, as well as the presence of Mr Olli REHN, Commissioner for Enlargement, Mr 
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Egeman BAGIS, Minister of State responsible for European Affairs and Chief Negotiator, 
and H.E. Ms Milena VICENOVA, Ambassador of the Czech Republic, on behalf of the 
Presidency-in-Office of the Council of the European Union. 

In his welcoming statement Mr LAGENDIJK reminded of the special importance of the 
meeting due to its timing just after Turkish local elections, the European Court of Justice's 
recent ruling on visa for Turkish citizens and before the G20 meeting and President 
Obama's visit to Turkey. Mr YAKIS welcomed the achievements of the JPC and 
emphasised the importance of cooperation in view of overcoming obstacles and working 
towards a common goal, which is Turkey's accession to the EU as a full member.

1. Adoption of the draft agenda (PE 412.689)

The draft agenda was adopted.

2. EU-Turkey relations and Turkey's accession to the EU 

Introductory statements by the European Commission
Commissioner Olli REHN speaking on behalf of the European Commission gave an update 
and assessment of the accession process underlining the importance of accelerating reforms
based across the political spectrum as the pace of negotiations depends on the pace of 
reforms. He reiterated the Commission's full engagement into accession negotiation and its 
continued efforts for Turkey's accession. During his statement Commissioner REHN 
focused on freedom of the press and of expression, women's rights and gender equality, 
religious freedom, political parties, trade union law, Cyprus, peace and stability in the 
Middle East, energy, the visa question and economic recession.

In the ensuing discussion he replied to questions raised and comments made by Mr 
ELVAN, Mrs. BOZKURT, Mr. ÖYMEN, Mr. MATSAKIS, Mr. MATSIS, Mrs. UCA and 
Mr. VAN ORDEN.

In reply to Mr. ELVAN who had asked about the legal base and the effectiveness of the 
negotiation framework Mr. REHN answered that the negotiation framework provided the 
base for legislative and democratic reforms in Turkey aligning Turkish and EU legislation 
and that it defined rules for opening chapters in the accession negotiations. Having opened 
10 chapters and closed 1 the Commissioner assessed its effectiveness as positive.

Answering Mr. ELVAN's question on problems regarding EU FTAs, Mr. REHN said the 
Commission was well aware of Turkish concerns of EU-FTAs and was taking it into 
account, for example by encouraging EU trade partners to also conclude FTAs with 
Turkey.

Mrs. BOZKURT, Mr. ELVAN and Mr. ÖYMEN inquired about the Commission's policy 
and next steps regarding the European Court of Justice's ruling on visas for Turkish service 
providers. Commissioner REHN replied that the Commission was studying the ruling 
carefully with Member States and analysing the scope of the decision in order to consider 
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how to implement it in a coherent manner. Contacts with Turkish authorities were also
foreseen to clarify and ensure a common position.

In reply to Mr. MATSAKIS's remarks on the Cyprus issue and Mr. MATSIS question on 
the state of derogations to the four freedoms in the case of Cyprus, Mr. REHN reiterated 
the Commission's view of the need for a unified Cyprus respecting the relevant UN SC 
resolutions and for a unified Cyprus able to speak with one single voice in the EU and carry 
the obligations of EU membership. Furthermore, the Commissioner underlined the 
Commission's efforts and help to produce a comprehensive settlement in line with the 
acquis and pointed out that if in principle no derogations to the treaties and principles of the 
EU were allowed there could exceptionally be some room for transitional arrangements.

Replying to Mr. ÖYMEN and Mrs. UCA Mr. REHN said he shared their concern on 
certain developments of media freedom and that they would be analysed closely and be a 
particular focus of the next progress report.

Mr. REHN also expressed that he shared Mr. VAN ORDEN's concern for energy security 
and the importance of ensuring supply routes for the EU as well as for Turkey. 
Furthermore, he repeated the importance of the Southern corridor and Nabucco as well as 
the opening of the energy chapter on which the Commission is working and the joining of 
Turkey of the European Energy Community.

Mr. REHN agreed with Mr. ÖGER that in the end the decision of Turkey's accession to the 
EU will be a political one and explained that it was the role of Member states - of 
governments as well as civil society - to communicate and defend Turkey's accession to the 
EU. Furthermore he pointed out that a more European Turkey (i.e. after the completion of 
the 35 Chapters) would be more acceptable in the eyes of European citizens.

Introductory statements by the Turkish Government 
Addressing the JPC on behalf of the Turkish government, Mr Egeman BAGIS, Minister of 
State responsible for European Affairs and Chief Negotiator, assessed the Commission's 
Progress Report 2008 as overall balanced and following developments in Turkey and 
welcomed the majority vote in favour of the European Parliament resolution of 12 March 
2009 on Turkey's progress report.
Mr BAGIS spoke about progress of reforms in Turkey and of EU-Turkey relations. In 
particular he mentioning the National Programme for the Adoption of the Acquis, which 
specifies stages for reform and for the first time designates a Minister of State in charge of 
implementing the programme, the Prime Minister's recent visit to Brussels and his 
willingness and commitment to continue reforms while having a dialogue across the 
political spectrum, the reforms passed despite difficulties in 2007 and despite elections in 
2008, the signing of the Kyoto Protocol as well as several advances in freedom of the press, 
freedom of expression, gender equality, minority rights and the judicial system. Referring
to constitutional changes Mr. BAGIS stated that the plan was to adopt changes in packages
as was done in 2005. In response to Mr REHN's statement Mr BAGIS underlined his 
government's as well as the opposition's determination to focus on reforms and his hope to
open chapters in the near future.

Mr. BAGIS then responded to questions raised and comments made by several members of 
the JPC.
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Mr. BAGIS dismissed Mr. MATSAKIS's allegations of the helicopter accident of a Turkish 
politician during the election campaign and pointed out that dates for elections would be 
changed in the future as to have more favourable weather conditions.  

In reply to Mrs. UCA Mr. BAGIS said that the low election results for AKP in the South 
East could be explained by PKK threats in many places.

Responding to Mr. YILMAS the Minister asserted the economic crisis would not have
negative implications for accession negotiations.

Mr. CLAEYS asked about the next reforms and incidents of website limitations. Mr. 
BAGIS mentioned the ombudsman, judicial reforms, taking the Venice Commission's 
recommendation into account, changing the date of next local elections amongst others that 
would be included in a package to be discussed with the opposition. The limitation of 
websites was not a decision by the government but by the Court, which in a special case 
decided to ban one specific website. 

In response to Mr. CAMRE's defence of Mr. Rasmussen as head of NATO Mr. BAGIS 
explained that he would make no comment before the formal designation of a candidate.

Mr. BAGIS agreed with Mr. VAN ORDEN's point on NATO's importance and that its role
should not be diminished by other arrangements.

Responding to Mr. ELEKDAG's question on the difference between the terms "secular 
democracy" and "democratic secularism" respectively employed by Commissioner Olli 
Rehn and by US Secretary of State Hillary Clinton Mr. BAGIS pointed out that those who 
used these statements should be asked about their meaning. In his view Turkey is a secular 
country and a democracy.

Commenting on Mrs. SOMMER's remarks, which referred to the independence of the 
judiciary with regard to the Mount Gabriel church, Mr. BAGIS said that it was not the land 
of the church itself but the one surrounding the church that was disputed, that the Court 
would decide but that the government was also investigating the matter.

Responding to Mrs. KOPPA's comments on the need to press for reforms now after the 
elections and on Greek-Turkish relations the Minister assured that reforms would not be 
delayed and that Greek-Turkish relations were an issue to be discussed between the 
respective foreign ministers, Mr. Babacan being available to talk.

Mrs. BOZKURT congratulated on the advances in women's rights and asked about exact 
plans and content of reform. Mr. BAGIS explained that reforms would contain judicial 
reform, freedom of association and ombudsman law.

Mr. MATSAKIS pointed out the fact that Turkish Cypriots would be able to vote as EU 
citizens in the European elections this summer but deplored an alleged climate of fear and 
cases of blackmailing by the regime in northern Cyprus. Mr. BAGIS responded that he had 
no information about any pressures for not voting and that Turkish Cypriots would 
certainly be considered for the elections if their names were put on the list.

In response to Mr. ÖYMEN's question on why Turkey was representing the East and Spain 
the West in the Alliance of Civilisations Mr. BAGIS clarified that this was a 
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misunderstanding Turkey and Spain being both Co-Chairs representing the Alliance of 
Civilisations.

Replying to Mr. ÖGER's and Mr. HOWITT's question on the approach of the government 
to create a dialogue and inform about the EU within Turkish society Mr. BAGIS explained 
the difficulty of his task having to convince Europeans and Turks at the same time and 
mentioned that the government was working on a communication strategy.

Commenting on Mr. LAGENDIJK's statement of the loss of votes by the AK party Mr. 
BAGIS said that AK was still by far the biggest party in Turkey and the only one that had 
received substantial vote spread all over Turkey.

Introductory statements by the Presidency-in-office
H.E. Ms Milena VICENOVA, Ambassador of the Czech Republic, speaking on behalf of 
the Presidency-in-Office of the Council of the European Union gave a review on EU-
Turkey relations and recent developments. In her address she welcomed the Turkish 
government's reaffirmed commitment to work for reforms and emphasised that 2009 will 
be a decisive year to renew and intensify the reform process. Expressing contentment at the 
progress of negotiations, with four new negotiating chapters opened in the year 2008 and 
works under way on two additional ones (Chapter 16 on Taxation and Chapter 19 on Social 
policy and employment), she also added that the pace of negotiations depended on Turkey's 
progress in addressing the requirements of the Negotiating Framework. 

Following her intervention Ms. VICENOVA replied to several questions and comments.

Mr. ÖYMEN drew attention to the fact that during every presidency only two chapters 
were opened and asked whether this was a fixed rule and whether the Council was 
discussing opening more chapters. Ms. VICENOVA replied that the Czech presidency is 
dedicated to progress in the negotiation process but that the process was not only technical 
but also political as unanimity is required for the opening of new chapters.

Ms. VICENOVA replied in the affirmative to Mr. ÖYMEN's question of whether the EU 
would be ready to accept Turkey once it fulfilled all the conditions required.

In reply to the point raised by Mr. MATSAKIS of the problem of still unsecured supply for 
Nabucco as well as a missing agreement with the Turkish government Mrs. VICENOVA 
expressed the importance of diversification of energy providers and of Nabucco and noted 
that there had been a deep understanding between Topolanek and Erdogan on energy 
issues.
As to Mr. MATSAKIS's remarks on the problems posed by Turkey's non-recognition of 
Cyprus for the negotiation process Mr. VICENOVA said that Cyprus' position was taken 
into account due to the request for unanimity.

Introductory statements by the Rapporteur of the European Parliament  
In the absence of the Rapporteur of the European Parliament for the European Parliament 
resolution of 12 March 2009 on Turkey's progress report 2008 Mr. LAGENDIJK presented 
and commented on the EP resolution. He underlined the report's success in the EP as it got 
the biggest majority ever since Turkey was discussed. Mr. LAGENDIJK also explained the 
mood of mixed feelings during the debates in the EP because of disappointments with 
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regard to setbacks in the last couple of years. He expressed the importance of pressing for 
reforms and of not letting politics interfere with the negotiation process.

Questions were asked and comments were made by Mr. ÖYMEN, Mr. ELEKDAG, Mr. 
MATSAKIS, Mr. YILMAS and Mr. CAMRE.

Mr. ÖYMEN asked whether the EP would like to see a reform of the constitution, what the 
EP's view on Turkish policy towards Armenia was and talked about the problems of 
disinformation in the Ergenekon case.

Mr. ELEKDAG asked whether it was right to only blame Turkey for the delay in the 
reforms and criticised that the word "accession" did not appear in Council documents. 

Mr. MATSAKIS added that violations of Human Rights by Turkey might be a reason for 
delays in accession negotiations and that the opening of chapters, like the energy chapter 
was often a political and not just a technical matter.

Mr. YILMAS referring to the Ergenekon case expressed the view that the EP was not a 
place to comment on particular judicial processes and that it would be more productive to 
discuss opportunities for reform of the judicial system in general.

Mr. CAMRE expressed his understanding with Mr. ÖYMEN's dissatisfaction with the slow 
process of accession negotiations and underlined that however it was not the European 
Parliament that had to be blamed as all it does was to urge Turkey to fulfil the 
Copenhaguen criteria, which is its only tool to influence the process.

Mr. LAGENDIJK closed the session at 18.15

Second working session of the EU-Turkey Joint Parliamentary Committee 

On April 1 at 9.10 the second working session of the EU-Turkey Joint Parliamentary 
Committee was opened by Mr. YAKIS.

Mr. LAGENDIJK replied to questions asked to him yesterday on the European Parliament 
resolution on Turkey's progress report 2008.

In response to Mr. ÖYMEN Mr. LAGENDIJK said that most members of the EP would 
like to see a new constitution either reformed at once or part by part, that the EP welcomed 
the change in Turkish policy towards Armenia and that the importance for the EP 
concerning the Ergenekon case was that investigations were made within the rule of law.

Mr. LAGENDIJK agreed with Mr. ELEKDAG that not all the blame was on Turkey and 
explained the drag in the accession process during the last two years.

In reply to Mr. YILMAS Mr. LAGENDIJK said that he agreed in general but that it was 
difficult to not have an opinion on such an important case.
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3. Adoption of the minutes of the 60th EU-Turkey JPC which took place in 
Ankara on 27-28 November 2008  (PE 412.690)

Mr. MATSAKIS asked inverted commas of "Republic of Cyprus" to be removed on page 
6. Mr. ÖYMEN said that he would inform the secretariat about minor changes of irrelevant 
quotations and mistakes but that he had no substantive changes to make.

The minutes were adopted with these modifications.

Before going on to the next point on the agenda Mr. YÜKSEL gave some information on 
the Mount Gabriel monastery and the state of the dispute about the partial expropriation. 
He explained that four law suits were pending at the moment involving three surrounding 
villages and that out of 700 square decametres of land 250 were in dispute. The origin of 
the problem is that land borders had never been specified neither by walls around the 
monastery nor in any other way. But hopefully the law suits will be withdrawn and land 
registration is prepared and will take place this month.

4. Turkey's role in the Middle East

Mr. HOWITT spoke about Turkey's important role for peace in the Middle-East, especially 
in the Israel-Palestine conflict. In his view Turkey could help strengthen European foreign 
policy in the area and there should be further alignment on foreign policy between the EU 
and Turkey.

Responding to Mr. HOWITT's intervention Mr. YAKIS pointed out that the EU and 
Turkey already did converge on the majority of foreign policy issues. Turkey was 96% EU 
compliant regarding foreign policy in general.

Mr. IRBEC outlined Turkey's foreign policy in the Middle East referring to its unique 
historical and cultural ties and its geopolitical position. He talked about recent 
developments of Turkey's foreign policy and rapprochements of Turkey with its 
neighbours.

Mr. YÜKSEL also emphasised Turkey's historical, cultural and geographical ties with its 
neighbours, which allows Turkey to play an active role in promoting peace and security in 
the region. He talked about Turkey's involvement in Gaza and the top priority of the 
formation of a Palestine state and about Syria's positive contribution, which can be assured 
by a policy of engagement.

Mr. KAZAK expressed satisfaction at the important role Turkey has been playing to 
consolidate peace and security in the Middle East and to maintain good relations with 
Mediterranean countries, especially with Israel, which is crucial for the peace process. Mr. 
KAZAK raised two questions: First, what was expected of Obama's visit, especially with 
regard to the Kurdish question and whether it will have positive ramifications for 
combating terrorism and second, why the government hesitated to participate at the 
meeting in Arbil.
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Mr. LAGENDIJK confirmed Mr. YÜKSEL's comment on historical, geographical and 
cultural ties across borders and emphasised the importance of Turkey's foreign policy for 
the EU as Turkey is playing the role the EU would like to play. Referring to Erdogan's 
outburst in Davos Mr. LAGENDIJK said there was a danger that Turkey was seen too 
much on the side of Hamas, which would be detrimental for Turkey's role in Israel-
Palestine peace negotiations. Furthermore, the chairman pointed out the strong link 
between Turkey's accession to the EU and its policy in the Middle-East. In his view it is the 
negotiations with the EU that allowed Turkey to play the role it is playing now. Finally Mr. 
LAGENDIJK raised the question to the CHP of whether their party agreed with Turkey's 
foreign policy.

Mr. MATSAKIS referring to Mr. HOWITT's intervention pointed out Britain's historical 
role in the creation of the state of Israel. Referring to the Davos incident he criticised Mr. 
Erdogan's behaviour, which let Turkey slide too much on the Palestinian side. Mr. 
MATSAKIS also questioned the ability of Turkey to be an honest broker in Middle Eastern 
conflicts in general as Turkey had itself several unsolved disputes.

Referring to Mr. MATSAKIS's statement Mr. ELVAN said that mutual understanding was 
important for forging peace and cooperation.

Mr. YAKIS also responding to Mr. MATSAKIS pointed out that facts such as Turkey's 
appointment as a mediator between Syria and Israel prove that Turkey was seen as an 
honest broker by its neighbours.

Mr. YILMAZ pointed out that Turkey was acting on the basis of demands from parties in 
conflicts surrounding Turkey and that Turkey was transferring European spirit of peace in 
those regions.

In his contribution Mr. ÖGER defended Turkey's increasingly active foreign policy 
justified in his view by special ties to neighbouring countries through a common history. 
He also defended the need of talking to Hamas for finding a solution to the conflict in 
Israel.

In response to Mr. KAZAK's question regarding expectations of the Obama visit Mr. 
ELEKDAG explained that the US needed Turkish support for implementing their strategy 
in the Middle East and that Turkey expected a robust partnership based on a solid 
foundation of common interests. 
Responding to Mr. LAGENDIJK's question he said that the CHP strongly supported 
Turkey's Western course, its NATO membership, the US alliance and that it would like to 
see these relationships evolve on balanced mutual interest and mutual respect.

Mr. ÖYMEN expressed disagreement with Mr. MATASKIS' allegations against Turkish 
territorial integrity and agreement with Mr. LAGENDIJK's statements on the Middle East. 
He added that although he strongly condemned Israeli policy and supported an independent
Palestine territory he criticised Erdogan’s Davos statement.

Mr. DEMIRKIRAN and Mr. KAVAZ pointed out that Turkey did not defend Hamas but 
took them into account as it was necessary to achieve peace in the area. 

Mr. YÜKSEL talked about Turkey's relations to Iraq, the PKK and energy (possibility to 
use Iraqi gas for Nabucco) and specified that Turkey was not turning its back on Europe.
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In his statement Mr. ELEKDAG commented on Turkish elections and affirmed that Turkey 
represented a unique example of modernisation and democratisation in the Islamic world.

Mr. MATSAKIS criticised the cases of violence during Turkish elections and asked why 
Turkey did not talk to the PKK if it talked to Hamas, both being regarded as terrorist 
organisations by the EU.

Mr. DUFF called for caution in oversimplifications of the profoundly complicated situation 
in the Middle East and praised Turkish diplomacy as bold and subtle and having been a 
success. He explained that the problem of poor collaboration of the EU and Turkey in the
field of European security and defence missions was linked to failure of sufficiently 
implementing the Berlin Plus agreement with NATO. Another major problem and the 
greatest priority is the unresolved Cyprus issue.

Mr. ÖGER defended the need to take Hamas into account as one of the players and as 
representing a part of Palestine and pointed out that the Turkish government did not talk on 
behalf of Hamas.

Mr. CAMRE raised the question of whether it was really in the interest of Turkey to 
become a member of the EU because EU membership might limit Turkey in its flexibility 
with regard to foreign policy.

Mr. YAKIS responded that this would not be so as Turkey would be shaping EU foreign 
policy.

Mr. ÖYMEN made a comment on Cyprus saying that claims that the island was Greek 
before Turkish forces were sent on the island were not certified by any valid international 
or national document. 

Mr. CAMRE replied to the criticism of the lack of leadership of Rasmussen in the cartoon 
issue stating that Denmark was a democratic country respecting press freedom. 

Mr. ÖYMEN retorted that blasphemy against any religion was a crime in Denmark.

In his contribution Mr. TOUBON argued that Turkey's role in the Middle East was 
essential but that Turkey had to pay attention not to endanger its mediator role by public 
statements and partisanship. Moreover he referred to Mr. CAMRE's question and asked 
whether Turkey's role was compatible with and would not be jeopardised by full-fledged 
EU accession, in particular with the broadening of EFSP and ESDP in the future.

Mr. YAKIS answered that it is Turkey's view that EU accession means shared sovereignty. 
In response to Mr. KAZAK's question of why the government hesitated to participate at the 
meeting in Arbil he said that Turkey did not want to sit down at a table where the PKK sits 
as an equal member.

Mr. MATSAKIS asked Mr. ÖYMEN to clarify his statement on Turkey's territorial
disputes and criticised his view on terrorism.
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Mr. YAKIS offered Mr. PAZARCI who was present the opportunity to talk. The 
Ambassador shortly criticised the unconstructive way some members treated problems and 
the use of some arguments that were unfounded. 

5. Energy Security and Safety and Climate Change

Mr. IRBEC commented on Turkey's important position as a natural energy bridge and as 
the most viable energy route to Europe and the diversification of routes for stable markets. 
He also pointed out that Turkey was aware of the interdependency of all parties with regard 
to energy and that it consequently regarded cooperation with the EU as very important.

In his statement Mr. ÖZTÜRK also referred to Turkey's geographical location between 
energy producer and consumer countries, to problems related to the lack of diversification 
and highlighted that energy security was important for peace and stability in the region. Mr. 
ÖTZTÜRK furthermore pointed out the need to redefine the Kyoto agreement criteria as
developed countries were the biggest contributors to CO2 emissions and Turkey was a 
developing country. He underlined the need for cooperation of Turkey and EU countries 
with regard to cutting CO2 emissions.

Mr. MELEN stated that when talking about energy security there was a need to think about 
economics and to discuss economical relationships. In this sense he deplored that 5 
chapters related to the economy and energy were still closed and emphasised the common 
need for energy security for the EU as well as for Turkey.

Mr. COSKUNOGLU concurred with Mr. MELEN and added that in his view carbon 
trading was not successful. 

Mr. LAGENDIJK retorted that carbon trading was one of the most accepted and already 
implemented policies in the EU as it was part of the energy package voted on last
December.

Mr. DUFF added that the carbon trading scheme was an integral part of EU energy policy
and that although problems did exist conclusions were drawn from these in order to 
strengthen the scheme and extend its scope as to embrace other sectors of the economy.

Mr. LAGENDIJK proposed to address concrete problems that block Nabucco and asked 
about the Turkish position and conditions for the Nabucco project. Commenting on the EU 
position he said that the EU wanted to share the pipeline control with Turkey. Furthermore 
he asked whether there was a political debate in Turkey as there was in Europe on Iran and 
whether there were any projects planned with regard to sustainable energy. 

Mr. DEMIRKIRAN expressed the need to approach energy supply security from a global 
perspective as it is a global issue and emphasised the need for the EU to diversify the origin 
of energy as well as the roots of supply to secure the flow of energy to Europe. With regard 
to Nabucco he said the project was a sine qua non and commenting on Turkey's position 
that it wanted to reserve itself the right to decide on the gas's use. In response to Mr. 
LAGENDIJK's question on Iran Mr. DEMIRKIRAN expressed his hope to irradiate the 
conflict with Iran because Iran as the second largest owner of natural gas after Russia was 
important as gas provider. Answering the question on sustainable energy he explained that 
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mapping for wind energy was already done and Turkey was now in the phase of building 
plants but as to solar energy there were not many projects because of its high cost. Mr. 
DEMIRKIRAN lastly expressed the view that the energy chapter should be opened up soon 
in order for Turkey to harmonise with the EU's objective of a 20% reduction of CO2 by 
2020.

Mr. ÖGER commented on the EU's increasing energy need and deplored that the EU does 
not have a common energy policy. Agreeing with Mr. LAGENDIJK and Mr. DUFF he 
praised the success of carbon trading, which has helped to reduce CO2 emissions.

Mrs. KOPPA raised a point of order arguing that the JPC was not a forum for bilateral 
issues such as Turkey's allegations about the existence of the so-called "grey zones" in the 
Aegean and therefore comments on these sorts of problems should not be accepted. She 
added that some forces in Turkey could not let go of their nationalistic rhetoric.

Mr. ÖZTÜRK criticised the EU who has been polluting for 50 years and still does not 
reduce its emissions for putting same conditions on Turkey. Relating to renewable energy 
sources he said that Turkey had a good potential and lamented the absence of discussion 
about nuclear energy.

Mr. YAKIS referring to Mr. ÖZTÜRK answered that any subjects could be proposed to be 
put on the agenda.

Mr. DEMIRKIRAN commenting on funding of Nabucco said that the EU had already 
allocated 25% from a fund to the project. He furthermore expressed his disagreement with 
Mr. ÖZTÜRK's comment and pointed out that CO2 had been reduced in the EU. Mr. 
DEMIRKIRAN furthermore expressed the need to open the energy chapter in order to align
measures to reduce environmental polluters in the EU and Turkey.

Mr. YAKIS concluded the session at 12.50.
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Third working session of the EU-Turkey Joint Parliamentary Committee 
April 2

Mr. LAGENDIJK opens the session at 9.20.

6. Follow-up issues

Mr. LAGENDIJK proposed to discuss the EU-Turkey visa regime, the framework 
agreement and FTAs as follow-up issues and this was agreed.

EU-Turkey visa regime

Mr. DILEK deplored the unclear state of affairs following the European Court of Justice's
ruling, which in light of the current economic downturn exacerbates problems for students 
and business men travelling to Europe and proposed to set up a JPC sub-committee to 
discuss and follow the matter.

Mr. LAGENDIJK said he had submitted a written question to the European Commission 
asking about the consequences of the Court ruling and was still waiting for a response. 
Furthermore he pointed out that the institutions' and member states' legal services were 
looking into it but that a final conclusion before the German elections at the end of April 
was unlikely.

Mr. YAKIS suggested to design the subject as a follow-up issue and to designate a member 
of each delegation to the JPC to be in charge of it.

Mr. ELVAN expressed his disappointment at the EU visa regime with Turkey, which to his 
view is unfair if compared to other countries like Mexico or South Corea that are exempted 
from a visa requirement and suggested to ask the Commission for an explanation.

In response to Mr. ELVAN Mr. LAGENDIJK argued that closeness certainly played an 
important role for the different visa regimes and that discussions in the following months
would focus on the Court ruling as the Commission was obliged to react on it.

Mr. ÖYMEN explained how the visa regime came to place after the military coup of 1980 
when political refugees came to Europe and Germany started to impose temporary visa 
requirements. He deplored that it had become permanent.

Mr. MATSAKIS agreed with Mr. ÖYMEN that there should not be a visa regime with a 
candidate country and pointed out the importance of the legal decision by the European 
Court of Justice which should not be influenced by politics and should be studied carefully. 
Mr. MATSAKIS argued that Turkey should also withdraw its visa requirement for citizens 
from EU member states.

In reaction to Mr. MATSAKIS's statement Mr. LAGENDIJK emphasised that these were 
different sorts of visa the EU one being stricter and making it more difficult for Turks to 
enter EU countries.
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In his intervention Mr. ÖGER replied to Mr. ELVAN's question of why the EU required a 
visa for Turkey and not for other countries like Mexico agreeing with Mr. LAGENDIJK 
that the distance made the difference. He explained that in the 1960s-80s when many Turks 
came to Europe with a tourist visa and then applied for asylum Germany started imposing a 
visa obligation and then other countries followed.

Mr. LAGENDIJK concluded on the issue emphasising its importance and clarifying that it 
was on the EU agenda because of the Court's decision and that the Commission had to react 
on it.

The Council framework decision on combating certain forms of expression of racism 
and xenophobia by means of criminal law

Mr. LAGENDIJK said that documents had been sent to the Commission's and the Council's 
legal services but that there had not yet been any reactions. 

In his intervention Mr. ELEKDAG pointed out legal deficiencies and incompatibilities of 
the framework decision with international law such as the UN Genocide Convention. In his 
view France had found a compatible solution and he expressed hope for the other member 
states to follow suit. Mr. ELEKDAG also drew attention to Turkey's proposition to set up a 
joint committee of Armenian and Turkish historians and scholars to unearth the facts of the 
events of 1915 by scientific research.

Mr. YAKIS asked whether it would be possible to include a statement recommending the 
French initiative as a source of inspiration for other EU member states in the JPC 
statement.

Mrs. KOPPA expressed her opposition to make such a statement because in her view the 
JPC was not in a position to make such statements.

Mr. SIVACIOGLU pointed out that the ICC could not persecute potential crimes 
committed before 2004, however that other articles did have a retroactive effect. In his
view the EU should not enforce retroactive aspects and if in connection with the framework 
agreement the EU would consider a cut-off point then it should be 2004.

Mr. MATSAKIS also expressed his opposition to the statement proposal by Mr. YAKIS.

In reply to the previous points made Mr. LAGENDIJK stated that the issue had already
been debated in the parliament, different opinions were clear and that MEPs did not want to 
call on the Council.

Mr. YAKIS specified that his proposition was to express the wish for countries to be 
inspired by the French interpretation and not to impose a decision.

FTAs

Mr. LAGENDIJK welcomed the follow-up in EP decisions of JPC debates as could be seen 
with the resolution of Turkey’s accession report.
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Mr. ELVAN expressed concern about the current situation regarding FTAs signed by the 
EU but not automatically applied to Turkey and urged the Commission and Council to 
undertake further steps.

Mr. LAGENDIJK asked what the JPC could do in this regard.

Mr. ELVAN replied the JPC should keep on following what the Commission and Council 
were doing in this area.

Mr. ELEKDAG regretted that the Commissioner had not extensively covered the subject in 
his intervention and expressed the need for Turkey to be able to conclude and enforce 
FTAs simultaneously with the EU.

Mr. MATSAKIS pointed out the importance of full implementation of the customs union 
including the Ankara Protocol and said that the JPC did not have the power to do any more 
regarding FTAs as the issue was dealt with by the Commission.

Mr. ÖGER agreed with Mr. ELEKDAG's call to have simultaneous enforcement of FTAs. 
This issue in his view is a serious one that must be addressed by the JPC. Moreover, he 
stated that criticism for non-implementation of the Ankara Protocol by Turkey was justified 
but that the EU also undertook commitments and that the customs union is failing in certain 
areas.

Mr. YAKIS pointed out that the JPC existed for discussing issues of concern to Turkey and 
the EU. He also stated that Turkey was prepared to implement the customs union fully if 
the EU did the same with its decision of 26 April 2006.

Mr. TOUBON expressed the view that the implementation of the Ankara protocol was a 
requirement for Turkey's accession to the EU to which it had agreed and therefore it could 
not be subjugated to other agreements. He also urged for a more comprehensive 
enforcement of the customs union and pointed out that 2009 would be a crucial year in this 
sense. Mr. TOUBON agreed with Mr. ÖGER that the customs union should be enforced in 
a more comprehensive fashion.

Mr. ELVAN drew attention to the distinction between the customs union and the Ankara
agreement as according to the latter the two sides had to consult each other.

Mr. ELEKDAG expressed concern to the current situation for Turkey regarding FTAs. 
Although Turkey had tried to sign FTAs there had not been any fruitful conclusions.

Mr. MATSAKIS agreed with Mr. TOUBON and asked Mr. YAKIS what he meant by 
remedial action. 

Mr. YAKIS replied he meant to equally tax the EU. 

7. Any other business

Mr. HACALOGLU focussed his remarks on the Kurdish question. After briefly explaining 
the situation he praised the success of the governments' policies regarding Turkish citizens 
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of Kurdish extraction and explained that the vast majority of Turkish citizens of Kurdish 
extraction enjoyed the same rights than other Turkish citizens.

In his comment Mr. SCHINAS gave a personal appreciation of JPC meetings and 
expressed his disappointed about discussions that were not constructive, objective and 
substantive. 

Mr. LAGENDIJK agreed on some points exposed by Mr. SCHINAS that should be taken 
up and improved in the future. However, he did not agree with his general pessimistic 
view.

Mr. DUFF in a historical perspective of relations between the EP and the National 
Assembly expressed his conviction of the value of the JPC which had brought a greater 
degree of mutual comprehension and respect of the two sides. He agreed with Mr. 
SCHINAS that the structure and effectiveness of the JPC could be improved. Regarding 
EU Turkey trade relations Mr. DUFF accepted allegations of problems of the EU trade 
regime towards Turkey and pointed out that the EP's powers in the area of EU commercial 
policy would increase with the Lisbon Treaty. Mr. DUFF expressed the view that Cyprus
was the single greatest impediment to improvement of Turkey EU relations and that 2009 
presented a critical opportunity to settle the issue. Finally, he paid tribute to Mr. 
LAGENDIJK for co-chairing this committee with commitment, courage and intelligence 
and wished him all the best.

Mr. MATSAKIS expressed criticism at the situation on Cyprus and Greek-Turkish 
relations and pointed out that accession to the EU involved sacrifices and compromises.

Mr. ÖYMEN joined DUFF in expressing thanks to both chairs for co-chairing the JPC with 
objectivity and good will. In a general comment he criticised the partial and biased nature 
of Commission reports since 1997, which were a reason according to him for Turkish 
public loss of support for EU accession. Referring to Mr. LAGENDIJKs' comments in the 
press he regretted the lack of correct information in some cases.

Mr. CAKIR and Mr. ELVAN also thanked the Co-chairs for their excellent and impartial 
work and wished MEPs and Mr. LAGENDIJK success in their future work.

Mr. YAKIS praised the JPC's good work and progress despite difficulties and called for the 
close relations to filter down to grassroots level, i.e. to the electorate. He also expressed his 
thanks to Mr. LAGENDIJK.

In conclusion Mr. LAGENDIJK said he had enjoyed the JPC despite disagreements. 
According to him even though the functioning of the meetings should be improved the 
body had and should continue to play an important role to support Turkey’s accession to 
the EU. Finally he pointed out that there would be a statement by the two Co-Chairs.

8. Date and place of the next meeting

It was agreed to plan ahead for the 62nd JPC meeting to possibly take place on 26 and 27 
October 2009 subject to a Bureau decision when after the European election the Bureau 
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would meet in its new composition. At this point the venue of the meeting would also be 
confirmed.

Mr. LAGENDIJK closed the session at 11.00.
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