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Abstract 

Intheyearsof2013and2014,large-scalegrassrootsprotestseruptedattheEUborders,inTurkey                 

andUkraine,contestingtheircountry’sgovernment.Thealmostsimultaneouseruptionofthe            

protests,intwocountriesthathavebothexpressedinterestinclosercooperationwiththeEU,               

makesthem interestingcasestudiestocompareandanalyseinthewiderdebateonEU               

enlargementandthesearchforaEuropeanidentity. Howdotheprotestsrelatetothese               

countries’‘EuropeanDream’?Areprotestersnecessarilymorepro-Europeanthantheir          

counterparts?Isthereapositivecorrelationbetweenprotesters’involvementandtheirsenseof             

Europeanidentity?Ifso,whatdoestheEUactuallyrepresentforthem?Toanswerthese               

questions,thepaperwillcompareprotesters’viewsontheEUinbothcountries,byusing               

qualitativeandquantitativemethods.AsurveywasconductedbetweenAprilandJuly2014on              

about 400 Turkish and Ukrainian protesters. 

 

 

 

1 
 



Page | 2 
 

Acknowledgments 

 

ThankyoutoalltheprotestersinUkraineandTurkey,thepage‘EuromaidanPR’onFacebookand                

thewebsiteResearch Turkeywhohaveacceptedtocompletethesurveysand/ortoshareitslink                

ontheirwebpage,Dr.UmitSonmezfortheinterview,andM.MathieuNickels(NickelsConsulting)               

for his help with the analysis of quantitative data from the surveys.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2 
 



Page | 3 
 

 

 

Table of contents 

TABLE OF CONTENTS  

LIST OF FIGURES  

INTRODUCTION  

RESEARCH QUESTION  
STRUCTURE OF THE DISSERTATION  

LITERATURE REVIEW AND POLICY CONTEXT  

THE EUROPEAN IDENTITY PERSPECTIVE ON UKRAINE/TURKEY-EU RELATIONS  
UKRAINE/TURKEY-EU RELATIONS FROM AN ENLARGEMENT AND CONDITIONALITY PERSPECTIVE  
A SOCIO-DEMOGRAPHIC ANALYSIS OF THE PROTESTS  
RELEVANCE OF OUR DISCUSSION  

RESEARCH PROJECT  

METHODOLOGY AND RESEARCH DESIGN  
FINDINGS AND ANALYSIS  
PRESENTATION OF THE RESPONDENTS  
PRESENTATION OF THE FILTERED RESULTS  
Causes of the protests  
Perception of the future  
Views on the EU  

CONCLUSIONS  

DISCUSSION AND POLICY IMPLICATIONS  
CONCLUSION  

REFERENCES  

APPENDICES  

APPENDIX 1  
APPENDIX 2  
APPENDIX 3  
APPENDIX 4  
APPENDIX 5  
APPENDIX 6  

 

3 
 



Page | 4 
 

List of Figures 
Survey chart 1:Age  

Survey chart 2:Gender  

Survey chart 3: Where do you live ?  

Survey chart 4:How often do you protest  

Survey chart 5:Main reason for protest  

Survey chart 6:Do you feel your demands have been achieved  

Survey chart 7: Meaning of the EU  

Survey chart 8: Feeling European  

Survey chart 9:How do you consider yourself  

Survey chart 10: Do you want your country to join the EU  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

4 
 



Page | 5 
 

Introduction 
In2013thestreetsofIstanbul,centredonTaksimsquare,becamethetheatreofthe               

biggestgrassrootsprotestseverseeninTurkey.Why?ThegovernmentofPrimeMinisterRecep              

TayyipErdoganannouncedthedestructionofGeziPark,tobereplacedbyashoppingmall.The                

mainreasonfordestroyingtheparkwasthatitwasknownforbeingaplaceofhangoutsandflirts;                   

andwasseenbythetraditionalSunniMuslims,whoconstituteErdogan’smainelectorate,as              

corruptingtheyouth.Therefore,theoppositionmovementsawinthatpolicytheunderminingof              

liberalvaluesinTurkeyandathreattoMustafaKemalAtaturk’ssecularism.Aftermonthsof               

protestandagovernmentcrackdown,theparkwasfinallysavedfromdestruction.However,             

eventsarefarfrombeingsettled,whichshowsthatthesocialmalaisewasmuchmoreprofound.A                 

corruptionscandalinvolvingtheprimeministerinMarch2014reignitedthetensionsbetweenthe              

protestersandthegovernment.PrimeMinisterErdoganhascurtailedfreedomofspeechandtried              

toimposeabanonTwitterandYoutube.Then,on13May2014,thePrimeMinister’shandlingofa                   

minedisasterinSomahasshockedmany,whowentdownintothestreetsagain.Andfinally,the                 

deathofBerkinElvan,a15-year-oldteenagerwhowasbeatenupbythepoliceforcesduringthe                 

Gezidemonstrations,hasbeenreceivedwithoutrage.Moreover,some29protestersarefacing             

prosecutionsinthe‘Twittercase’(Anderson2014;Gardner2014).  But,unlikethefateofits               

Ukrainiancounterpart,Erdogan’sparty,theAKP,haswonthelastlegislativeelectionsinMarch              

2014,andErdoganwonthefirstdirectpresidentialelectionsonAugust10th2014byabsolute               

majority(52.3%).Itmeansthathecouldbeinpoweruntil2023.Hisstrategyistomake                 

constitutionalamendmentstocreateapresidentialsystem.Hewouldthenhaveaquasi-monopoly             

of power (Sonmez 2014; Paul 2014).  

SeveralmonthsaftertheGezievents,MaidansquareinKyivtookonthesamecentralrole                

intheUkrainianprotestmovementasitsTurkishcounterpart.Initially,thereasonforthe              

UkrainianprotestswasPresidentViktorYanukovych’srefusaltosignaEUfree-tradeagreement             
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andhisplantosigntheRussianfreetradeagreementinstead,underRussianpressure(Wolczuk               

2013).ThisagreementwasseenashighlysymbolicasitpavedthewayforanewerainUkrainian                   

history,shiftingawayfromRussiandominationandtheSovietpast. Thepolicealsofiredteargas                

ontheprotesters.Asoftoday,Yanukovychhassteppeddown,andanewgovernmenthasbeen                

elected,ledbyPresidentPetroPoroshenko,thelatterhavingfinallysignedtheEUagreement,              

presentedasa‘civilizationalchoice’(Knott2014).Asareactiontothemovement,Russiahas               

annexedCrimea,theSouthernregionborderingtheBlackSea,withamajorityofethnicRussians,               

withareferendumdeemedillegalbytheinternationalcommunity.Pro-Russianseparatistshave            

takenoversomecitiesinEasternUkrainewithanimportantconcentrationofethnicRussians,              

shootingmilitaryplanes,andallegedlybeingresponsiblefortheshootingdownoftheMalaysian              

Airlinescivilianplane.AnOSCEmissionhasbeendeployed,andaninvestigationisunfoldingto               

determinewhowasresponsible.AsofAugust2014,eventscontinuetoevolverapidlyandseemto                

be deteriorating.   

Grassrootsproteststooverthrowagovernmentorcontestaregimeisaworldwideand              

contagiousphenomenon.Indeed,‘thesedaysnotaweekgoesbywithoutnewsthatamassive               

crowdhasamassedinthestreetsofanotheroftheworld’sbigcities[…]toincluderepudiationof                  

thegovernment,oritshead,ormoregeneraldenunciationsofcorruptionandeconomic             

inequality’(Naim2014).Therefore,manycross-countryanalyseswouldbepossible.However,we            

choosetocompareTurkeyandUkrainebecauseoftheirdirectlinkwiththeEU,andthe                

comparabledivisionswithinbothcountriesonthistopic.Indeed,theUkrainianandTurkishstates              

ofaffairs,verydifferentinnatureandcauses,sharesomeunexpectedsimilarities,whichmake              

theminterestingcasestudiestocompare.BothcountriesareBlackSeastates,locatedonthe               

EasternandSouth-easternbordersofEurope,andatthecrossroadsbetweenEuropeandthree              

civilizations or continents: Russia, Asia and the Middle East.  
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AsfamoushistorianEricHobsbawmsaid,‘geographically,aseveryoneknows,Europehas            

noeasternbordersandthecontinentthereforeexistsexclusivelyasanintellectualconstruct’             

(Rehn2007).ThepermeabilityoftheEasternbordersmeansthatbothcountrieshaveattimes               

beenconsideredEuropean(e.g.HolyRomanEmpireunderConstantinetheGreat),andatothers              

timestheywerepittedagainstEurope,likeTurkeywasundertheOttomanEmpire,orUkraine               

undertheSovietUnion(Davies1996:101,331).TheindeterminacyoftheirEuropeanstatusiswell                

illustratedbytheSlavicword‘Ukraine’whichmeans‘borderland’or‘ontheedge’(Plokhy2007:               

8).Moreover,culturalsyncretismcameasaresultofshiftingborders.Strongsimilaritiesexist              

betweenUkraineandEasternEuropeanandBalticcountriesbecauseoftheirsharedCommunist             

fate;andstrongsimilaritiesbetweenTurkeyandBalkancountriesstillexist,asTurkishminorities              

representthelargestethnicminoritybyfarincountrieslikeBulgaria(Aksu2012:4-5).Then,inthe                 

19thcentury,followingthe Enlightenmentandtheindustrialrevolutiontheelitesinboth            

countriesbegantoviewEuropeasachampionofhumanrights,democracyaswellasthelandof                  

prosperityandmodernity.ThischangecameatatimeofrelativedeclineforboththeOttoman                

andRussianEmpires.DuetothedeclineoftheoldorderthechoicetoengageinEuropeanization                 

wasdrivenbyaneedtomodernizeandcompete.Championsofmodernizationincludethe              

foundingfathersofrespectivemodernUkrainianstateandmodernTurkishstate,Mykhailo            

HrushevskyinUkraineandMustafaKemalAtaturkinTurkey(Plokhy2007:19;Riabchuk2007:70;               

Grigoriadis 2008). 

Today,thesecountriesstillfollow paralleltrajectories,andfacesomecomparable           

challengesintermsofhumanrightsanddemocraticgovernance.BothUkraineandTurkeyare              

dividedbetweena(secular)pro-Europeanpopulationandaconservativepopulationlooking           

eastward,towardRussia,ortowardtheMiddleEastandAsia,andsupportingauthoritative             

leadership,embodiedbyPutinandErdogan.Ukraine’sdomesticupheavalscannotbestudied            

independentlyfromRussia:EuroMaidanprotesterswerecontestingtheYanukovychgovernment          

forhisaffiliationwithRussia.ThecomparisonbetweenUkraineandTurkeyinvolvescomparing             
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ErdoganwithPutinastheybothrepresenttheauthoritarianismorilliberalgovernancethat             

protesterswanttofightagainst.Indeed,theleadersofRussiaandTurkeydonothidetheir                

nostalgiaofthetimeoftheOttoman,RussianorSovietEmpiresanddisplayanimperialagenda,                

whileplayingwiththedemocraticrules(BBCUK2013;Paul2014).Eveniftheymayhavebeen                 

somevote-rigginginthecaseofRussia,evidenceshowsthatbothleadersarestillhighlypopularin                 

someregions,apopularitythatalsobenefitsfromtheseleaders’firmcontrolonthemedia.They                

usethispopularityastheprimarysourceoflegitimacyoftheirrule(Semeniy2007:124;Erdogan                

2014).Despitetherecentprotests,theAKPwonthelocalelectionsbyfarinMarch2014(see                 

Appendix3).Whatismore,bothleadersbypassthedemocraticrestrictionsonthenumberof               

successivetermsaprimeministerorpresidentcanserve,andalternatebetweenbothpositions.              

Theybothmanipulatethemediainordertounderminetheprotesters’actionsbycallingthem               

‘terrorists’or‘conspirators’,usingColdWartactics(Paul2014;Sonmez2014;Dagan2013).             

Becauseofthepolitical,social,andhumanrightssituationinbothcountries,theyareconsidered               

as‘partlyfree’byFreedomHouse,inwhichUkrainescoresbetterthanTurkeyforthecivilliberties                 

ranking,whenTurkeyscoresbetterthanUkraineforthepoliticallibertiesranking.FreedomHouse              

warnsofadowngradingforTurkeybecauseofErdogan’shandlingoftheprotests,alsocriticized               

byNGOssuchasAmnestyInternational(FreedomHouse2014;Anderson2014;Gardner2014).             

Therespectiveandalmostsimultaneousnatureoftheprotestsepitomizesthesedivisions,tearing             

the two countries apart.  

OntopofTurkeyandUkraine’sstructuralsimilarities,andgeographicalandcultural            

proximitywiththeEU,bothcountrieshavesignalledinvariouswaysstrongpoliticalandeconomic               

interestsintheEU.Indeed,Turkey’sapplicationtojointheEUwasmadein1987;whichmeans                 

thatitsEuropeanstatuswasaccepted.Itwasrecognizedasanofficialcandidatecountryin1999                

andnegotiationshaveopenedin2002.EvenifUkraineisnotyetanEUcandidate(andits                 

Europeanstatushasnotbeenofficiallyrecognized),itsrecentEUdealisafirststepinthe(long)                  

roadtowardEUcandidacy,andtheprotestsdefendingit,wavingtheEuropeanflags,haveproved               
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theexistenceofastrongandincreasingEUinterestinUkraine.Inthatway,UkraineandTurkey’s                 

fatesareboundbythefactthat‘theEUhasanimportantroletoplayinsupportingthe                  

democratisation and modernisation processes of both states.’ (Paul and Seyrek 2014).  

Research question  
Aswehaveseen,Turkishprotestshad,atfirstsight,nothingtodowithsupportfortheEU,                  

whileUkraine’sEuroMaidanwasdirectlylinkedwithitsAssociationAgreementwiththeEU.But              

wewanttoshowthesimilaritiesbetweenthedemandsmadebyprotestersinTurkeyandUkraine,                

andtheiraspirationtojointheEU;the‘EuropeanDream’.Whataretheirmainmotivations?What                

idealsaretheydefending?AndwhatdoestheEUactuallymeanforthem?Inotherwords,whatis                  

theirEuropeandreamandtowhatextentdotheseprotestscontributetoitsrealization?Howdo                

the protests affect these countries’ relationship with the EU? 

Structure of the dissertation  
Toanswerthesequestions,wewillanalysethecurrentdemonstrations,usingqualitative            

andquantitativemethods.TocollectvoicesofprotestersinTurkeyandUkraine,Ihavecreated               

twocomparablesurveys(inspiredbyEurobarometers)conveyedthroughsocialmediatothe            

targetgroups(protestersinbothcountries).Inthesecondpartofthedissertation,Iwillanalyse                

the results and try to identify how the protesters’ demands are related to their European Dream.  

  

9 
 



Page | 10 
 

Literature review and policy context  
Intheliterature,therelationshipbetweenUkraine,TurkeyandtheEUorEuropehasbeen               

treated from two main perspectives:a European identity perspective and a EU            

enlargement/conditionalityperspective.Inparallel,literatureontheprotestsunfoldinginTurkey           

andUkrainehastriedtocapturethespiritofthemovements,thesocio-demographicprofileofthe                

demonstratorsandtheirmainmotivations.However,bothtopics(EUrelationsandsocial            

movements) have been treated independently.  

The European identity perspective on Ukraine/Turkey-EU 
relations 

TheEuropeanidentityperspectiveasksthefollowingquestion:dothesecountriesbelong             

toEurope’scultural/civilizationalspace?ThequestionofEurope’seasternbordershasbeen            

debatedovertime(Davies1996:397;Flockart2010;Plokhy2007:9).Historically,theexclusionof               

UkraineandTurkeyfrom Europe’scivilizationrespondedtotheneedtodefineEuropein              

oppositionto‘Others’.Indeed,MuslimOttomanEmpireandOrthodoxRussiawerepittedagainst             

WesternEuropeandcontributedtotheself-realizationofaEuropeanidentity(Davies1996:397;              

Flockart2010;Plokhy2007:9;Mazower1998).ThequestionofTurkeyandUkraine’s             

‘Europeanism’invitesEuropetothinkaboutitsownidentity,whichiswhyitissodivisive(Aksu                 

2012:57;McCormick2010).ThecriterionofChristendomwoulddenyTurkey’smembershipand             

wouldexcludethe20millionMuslimslivingintheEU.ThecriterionofWesternChristendom               

wouldexcludeUkraine,butalsoRomania,BulgariaandGreece,whicharealreadyEUmembers              

(Plokhy 2007: 7).  

TheEuropeanidentityliteraturealsoanalysestheissueofEUintegrationfromagrassroots              

perspective,derivedfromopinionpolls.IfaEuropeanidentitycanemergeoutofhistoryand               

culture,therationaleassumesthatnoEuropeanidentitycantrulyexistwithoutbeingfeltbythe                

so-calledEuropeans.HowdoEuropeansfeelaboutTurkeyandUkraine’splaceinEurope?Would              
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theybeinfavourofafutureaccessiontotheEU?Opinionspolls,suchasthelast04/2008                  

Eurobarometeronenlargement,suggestthatEuropeansaremoresympathetictoUkraine’s           

accessiontotheEUthantoTurkey’s,asthereareaboutasmanypeople(40%)infavourthan                  

peopleagainstit,whenthereisaclearmajority(55%)ofEuropeansagainstTurkey’saccession               

(seeAppendixes1and2).PeoplefromtheBalticStatesthatusedtobepartoftheSovietUnion,                   

andthemostrecentaccedingcountriesaremuchmoresympathetictoUkraine’saccessiontothe               

EUthantheaverage(between58and68%ofpeoplepolledareinfavourinthesestates),which                  

highlightsthecontrastinperceptionsduetoculturalsimilaritiesandgeographicalproximity.            

Similarly,thereisacontrastinthegeneralperceptionofWesternEuropeancountriesandthatof                

countriesthatusedtobepartoftheOttomanEmpire,andwhoshareculturalsimilaritieswith                

Turkeyduetotheirsharedhistory.Inthesame04/2008Eurobarometer,answeringthequestion              

onwhetherpeoplewereinfavourornotofTurkeybecomingpartoftheEUinthefuture,about                   

30%ofEuropeanssaidthattheywereinfavour.Incontrast,anabsolutemajorityofRomanians                

and Croatians, and about 42-43% of Bulgarians and Hungarians were in favour (see Appendix 2).  

Fromtheoutsider’sperspective,doTurkishandUkrainiancitizenssupporttheEUandfeel              

European?Opinionpollsshowthatpopulationsinbothcountriesarehighlydividedonthetopicof                

EUaccession.Thecountriesareprofoundlyheterogeneous,whichmakesgeneralizationsdifficult.           

Indeed,‘anyonewhovisitstheextremeeasternandwesternpartsofUkraineandTurkey,for               

example,DonetskandLvivinUkraineorIstanbulandVaninTurkey,willinevitablyfeelthe                

profounddifferencesbetweenthetworegionsandmighteventhinktheybelongedtotwo              

differentcountriesandcivilizations’(Riabchuk2007:78;Pamuk2005).TurkishNobelLaureate            

OrhanPamuk’sautobiographicalIstanbul: Memories and the City capturesthecomplexityofits             

culturalentanglement:themelancholyofaformerimperialcapital,therichnessofChristianand              

Muslimculturalheritage,thepresenceoftheKurdishminority,andthecontemporarytensions             

betweenKemalistsecularism,politicalIslamandWesternliberalism,aretheingredientsforan             

explosivemix.InUkraine,eventsunfoldingatthemomentintheDonetskregion,withpro-Russian               
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separatistgroupschallengingtheUkrainiangovernment,areclearlyconfirmingtheexistenceof            

entrenchedculturaldivisions.Russianallegiancecanbeexplainedinpartbytheinfluenceof              

Russianmedia,withthepresenceofapproximately1000Russian-languagenewspapersand           

magazinesinDonetsk,againstonlyoneUkrainianlanguagenewspaperintheDonetskregion             

(Velychenko2007:8).Iftheseculturalandpoliticaldifferenceshaveledsometoconcludethata                

splitisnecessary,nonecandrawthelinesbetweenthedifferentparts(Riabchuk2007:79).The                

realityisthatamajorityofpeopleareundecidedandcannotseemtochoosebetweenRussiaand                 

theWest,theMiddleEastandEurope.SincetheendoftheColdWar,Ukraine’sforeignpolicyhas                  

beentornbetweenthetwo.Somecommentatorswereeventalkingof‘post-sovietschizophrenia’             

(Semeniy2007).InTurkey,the‘noproblemwithneighbours’policyiscomparable.Therefore,the              

countriesarenotsomuchdividedgeographically,butratherideologically,betweentwo            

irreconcilableandincompatibleprojects(Riabchuk2007:85;Kuzio2002).Moreover,theresultsof             

the2014localelectionsinTurkeyhighlighttheexistenceofaculturaldividebetweenAnatolia,               

central mainland, and the Kurdish regions in Turkey (see Appendix 3).  

Theseideologicalstancesandculturaldividescutacrossmanyareasofpubliclife,including              

supportoforoppositiontotheEUproject.Ifwelookatthedemographicsofpro-European                

populationsinbothcountries,previousstudieshavefoundthat‘committedUkrainians’,whoare             

themostpro-European,asopposedtopro-Russian,represent25-33%ofthepopulation(Riabchuk             

2007:75;Whiteetal.2002:196).MorerecentstudiessuggestthattheUkrainianpopulation              

favoursEuropeoverRussia,overall(Appendixes4and5).40%ofpeoplepolledfavourtheEUover                 

theRussiancustomsunion,against30%whothinkotherwise(RazumkovCenter2013).56%of              

peoplefeelmoreloyaltoEuropethanRussia,against19%whofeelmoreloyaltoRussia(Greene                 

2014).Inbothstudies,25%ofpeopleareundecided(theywantneitheronenortheotherordo                  

notknow).InTurkey,thelatestEurobarometer(11/2012)whichasksTurkishcitizenswhether             

theythinkthatmembershiptotheEUwouldbeagoodthingorabadthingfortheircountry                   

showsthataboutthesamepercentage(33%)of‘committedpro-Europeans’existsinTurkey             
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(Appendix6).ButthereisthesameamountofpeoplewhoopposeEUintegration,whereas               

‘committedpro-Russians’–mostlytheethnicRussianpopulation–onlyrepresent15-20%ofthe              

peopleinUkraine,includingCrimea(Riabchuk2007:75;Wilson2002;Korostelova&White2006).              

Supportformembershiphasdeclinedsignificantlyovertheyears,toreachitslowestleveleverin                

11/2012.Indeed,inthe2004Eurobarometer,only14%ofTurkswereopposingEUaccession,               

against58%infavour. Differentdataalsoaccountforthislossofpopularity.Accordingto               

TransatlanticTrend,only44%ofTurkishpeoplepolledclaimedtobeinfavourofEUmembership                 

–alargedropfromthe73%in-favourresponseof2004.Today,everythirdTurkishcitizenis                 

againstEUaccession,while10yearsagothisfigurewasjust9%(GermanMarshallFund2013;                 

Sokollu2014).Thisweakeningofcommitmentcanbeexplainedby thestagnationand             

open-endednatureofthenegotiationprocess,agrowingclimateofIslamophobiainEurope,and              

theeconomiccrisisthathashitEurope,withTurkeyfaringbettereconomically(Ugur2010;              

NoutchevaandAydin-Duzgit2012;Idiz2014).Inhistribune‘thesouringofTurkey’sEuropean              

Dream’,PamukaccountsforthegrowingunpopularityoftheEUinTurkey:‘whenlookingatthe                

landscapeofEuropefromIstanbulorbeyond,thefirstthingoneseesisthatEurope(liketheEU)is                   

confusedaboutitsinternalproblems’(2010).However,theincreasingauthoritarianismofErdogan            

mightleadtoarenewedpro-EUsentiment,asTurkishdemocrats,secularists,liberals,willseein               

theEUthesoleviablealternative(Ezikoglu2014).Inaninterview,UmitSonmezexplainedtous                

that,withEUpublicofficialscondemingErdogan’shandlingoftheGeziParkprotests,theEUhas                

started to regain the hearts of Turks (2014).  

Aswehaveseen,describingthemaspro-Europeancountrieswouldoverlookthecomplexity             

ofUkraineandTurkey’smultipleidentities.InthecaseofUkraine,‘thepictureofanationthat                 

almostuniversallyaspirestocloserlinkswithEurope[…]isatbestaninadequatecaricatureof                

politicaldynamics,andatworstadangerousmisconceptionthatcanonlyharmUkraineinthelong                

term bydelayingamuch-needednationaldialogueaboutUkraine’spolitical,economicand            

culturalaspirations’(Peisakhin2013).Ukraine’shistoryhasbeenshapedbyAustrianandRussian             
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empiresinthe19thcentury,byCommunisminthe20thcentury,andthepoliticalidentitiescreated                

arestilldefiningUkraine’spoliticalarenaandcreatedivisionsfromforeignpolicy,economic             

preferencestoperceptionsofthepastandprospectsforthefuture(Peisakhin2013;Shulman              

2005).Similarly,Turkey’shistorywasshapedbytheHolyChristianEmpire,theOttomanEmpire,              

Kemalism andnowIslamicconservatism.Notwithstandingtheseculturaldifferences,alarge           

segmentofUkraineandTurkey’spopulationsfeelEuropean,supportEUaccession,andcanonly              

see their future as a European one, fearing the alternative.  

Ukraine/Turkey-EU relations from an enlargement and 
conditionality perspective 

AccordingtotheTreatyontheEU,anyEuropeancountrycanqualifyasaEUcandidate.                

Therefore,thinkingaboutthesecountries’legitimacytoapplyalsoinvitesustogobacktothefirst                 

perspectiveonEuropeanidentity.ThesecountrieshaveaclaimtojointheEUprovidedtheir               

Europeanstatushasbeenacknowledged.Oncethisprerequisitehasbeenchecked,wecanthen              

movetotheissueofconditionalityandEuropeanization:whencanthesecountriesbedeemed              

ready?TheliteratureonEUconditionalityisdominatedbytheExternalIncentivesModel,which              

presentsasetofcriteriaunderwhichEU conditionalitycanwork,anditscritiques              

(Schimmelfenning&Sedelmeier2005;Schimmelfenning&Trauner2009;Noutcheva2011;Grabbe           

2006;Dyson2007).However,thismodeldoesnotprovideasufficientexplanationasissuesof               

movingtargetsandhigherthresholdshavebeenwidelyrecognized(Hughesetal.2005).             

Therefore,thefocushasshiftedfromconditionalitywithmutualdutiesbothfromtheEUandthe                

candidatecountriestoone-wayconditionalitywheretheEUcallstheshots.WhatistheEU               

approachtothesecountries?WhywasUkraineincludedintheNeighbourhoodPolicyandTurkey              

considered as a EU candidate?  

In1963,whentheAnkaraagreementwassignedtoallowTurkeytoapplyformembership               

totheEU,therewasnodoubtonwhetherTurkeywasEuropean,whilecountriessuchasMorocco                 
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wereneverallowedtomakesuchabidforEUcandidacy(Aksu2012:8).In1999,theHelsinki                  

summitgaveTurkeythestatusofcandidatecountry(Aksu2012:13).TheEUenlargementpolicy               

towardTurkeystandsinstarkcontrastwithitsapproachtoUkraine,becauseofUkraine’srecent               

pastasaSovietrepublic.Initially,theEUapproachtoformerSovietrepublicswastooffer                

partnerships,andnotmembership(Semeniy2007:126).Untilrecently,‘theEUnevertookUkraine              

seriouslyasapotentialmember’(Plokhy2007:30;Semeniy2007:126-127).Sincetheendofthe                

ColdWar,theEUpolicywasthatoftryingtoavoidupsettingRussiabecauseofenergy                

dependencyandnucleardisarmament.Therefore,Ukraine’sindependencewastradedoffaspart            

ofapeacedealwithRussiaintheaftermathsofthedissolutionoftheSovietbloc(Plokhy2007:                  

34).AnAgreementonPartnershipandCooperationbetweentheEUandUkrainewassignedin               

1994.Then,Ukrainerequestedanassociatemembershipandreceived‘no’asananswer(Plokhy              

2007:32;Semeniy2007:126).EvenaftertheOrangerevolution,whentheOrangegovernment              

triedtoputtheircountryonafasttracktomembershipintheEU,Brusselswasmorethan                  

reluctant.ItrejectedUkraine’sbidtocandidacyonthegroundsthattheEUhasarighttoignore                  

theapplicationfromanon-Europeanstate(Plokhy2007:5;Krushelnycky2006).Afterthe2004              

enlargementtoCentralandEasternEuropeandtheOrangerevolution,Ukrainewasstilltreatedas               

countrieslikeIsraelandMorocco,aspartoftheEuropeanCommissionNeighbourhoodPolicy             

(Semeniy2007:127).ThefactthattheEUopenednegotiationswithTurkey,acountryculturally               

closertomostofthestatesincludedintheNeighbourhoodPolicyfromtheMiddleEastandNorth                 

Africa,whilestillbeingreluctanttorecognizeUkraine’sEuropeanstatus,wasupsettingforthe              

Ukrainian pro-European population and leaders (Plokhy 2007: 36).  

Incontrast,thequestiononwhetherTurkeyisEuropeanornot,andcanlegitimatelyqualify               

asaEUcandidateonlyaroserecently,inthe2000s.TheAKP’srisetopowergaveafinalpushin                    

Turkey’sEuropeanization,asmanyreformswereundertakeninthe‘goldenyears’of2002and              

2005,especiallyinrelationtotheindependenceofthemilitaryandminorityrights(Onis2010).               

However,ithasbeenwidelyrecognizedthattheAKPisnottryingtomodernizetogetTurkeyinto                  
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theEUbuttogetridofmilitarypresenceandKemalistcontroloversecularism,astoadvanceits                  

owninterests,andmorespecificallytopushthe‘Islamisation’ofsocietyforward(Aksu2012:14;               

Ugur2010).Asofnow,negotiationshavestalledduetotheconflictwithCyprusandtherefusalof                  

TurkeytoabidebytheAnkaraagreement.Therefore,newconditionshavebeenaddedtothe               

traditionalconditionalitypackage.Paradoxically,itisafterTurkeybecameanofficialcandidatein             

1999andoncenegotiationsactuallystartedin2002thatEuropeancountriesstartedtoquestion              

thelegitimacyoftheaccessionprocess.CountrieslikeFrance,GermanyandAustriahavedeep              

reservationsaboutEUmembership,andhavesaidthattheywouldbypasstheenlargement             

processbyputtingtheissuetoareferendum,knowingtheirpopulation’sreluctancetoseea               

Muslim-dominated state join the EU. 

Theconceptof‘asymmetryofpower’helpsunderstandtheEUstrategytowarditsbordering              

states(Shiu2012:54).Indeed,‘Brusselsisthemarketmaker,itspreferencetonominateother               

playersasonlypartners,candidates,orfinallymemberscanbedecidedonitsown,arbitrarily               

sometimes,butwouldalsodependonitscounterparts’ownleverage’(Kutlay2011).Inthecaseof                

Ukraine,thecounterpartisRussiaand‘RussiaisafactortoobigforBrusselstoignore’(Shiu2012:                  

56).BothRussiaandTurkeyareessentialregionalplayers,whileUkraine’sassetsareseenbythe                

EUasweaker(Shiu2012:54).Thatisthereasonwhythe‘integrationwithoutmembership’model                

seemedtobeprivilegedforUkraine(Shiu2012:52).Moreover,whenTurkeygainedthecandidate               

statusin1999,‘itwasperceivedasacunningAmericanpolicytouseTurkeytoreachtheformer                  

SovietUnionRepublic’srichenergyresources’(Aksu2012:13).TheEU’simprovedrelationship             

withTurkeywasseenasawaytobypassRussia.ThishelpsexplainwhyTurkeycouldandUkraine                  

couldnotqualifyformembershiptotheEU.Butwiththerecentdevelopments,theEUstrategyis                 

arguably shifting.  
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AfterhavingpresentedthedebatesregardingTurkey/Ukraine-EUrelationsfromahistorical           

andpoliticalperspective,wewillnowturntomorerecentliteratureontheproteststhatwewill                 

analyse in the second section, in relation to the EU.  

A socio-demographic analysis of the protests  
Recentliteraturehasshedsomelightonthe2013-2014protestmovementsinboth             

countries.Fieldworkhasbeenconductedbyresearchersandpollingagenciestoidentifythe             

socio-economicprofileandmotivationsofdemonstrators,eveniftheymakeupdiverse            

cross-cleavage groups.  

ThefirstdifferencebetweenTurkeyandUkraineisthattheaverageprotesterinTurkeyis               

youngerthaninUkraine,whereprotestersseemtobemorediverseinagesandmotivations.The                

averageageoftheTurkishdemonstratoris28,whereasitis36-37yearsoldinUkraine(Bilgin                 

2013;Onuch2013).33%oftheprotestersinUkrainearebetween18and29,accordingtoIlko                 

Koutcheriv (IK) (38%forthe15-29generationaccordingtoDemocratic Initiatives (DI)),56%             

between30and54(49%accordingtoDI),and12%aremorethan55.Incontrast,themost                  

importantsegmentoftheGeziprotesterswasborninthe1990s(Atay2013:42,45).Not                

surprisingly,thelowestratioofAKPvotes–andthehighestratioofoppositionparties’votes–                 

comes from the ‘Gezi generation’ (18-28 group of age) (Sener 2014). 

Second,mostoftheprotestersarehighlyeducatedinbothcountries.49%ofprotestersin               

Maidanhaveahighereducationdiploma(62.7%accordingtoDI)andthemajorityisemployed.               

Entrepreneursrepresent17%ofprotesters,workers15%,students10%,theretired11%,civil             

servants4%,membersofthearmy3%,ruralworkers3%,andtheunemployedaccountfor13%                

(Onuch2014;Boukevitch2014).InTurkey,demonstratorstendtobemoreeducatedthanthe              

nationalaverage,eitheremployedorstudents(Bilgin2013).Highschoolanduniversitygraduates             
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areunderrepresentedamongAKPvoters.Ontheotherhand,theelectoratesofoppositionparties,              

overrepresented in the protests, have educational backgrounds above the average (Sener 2014).  

Inbothcountries,themajorityofdemonstratorshadalreadytakenpartinprotestsbefore              

GeziorEuroMaidan.Indeed,62%ofprotestersinUkraineand55%inTurkeywerenotfirsttime                 

participantsandhadprotestedbefore,fortheOrangerevolutionof2004orthe2007Turkish               

protests,forexample(Boukevitch2014;Bilgin2013).Moreover,inbothcountries,protestersare             

apolitical.IfamajorityofTurkishprotesterswerepoliticallyaffiliatedtothesecularKemalistCHP,               

fewofthemsaidthattheywerepoliticallymotivatedtoprotest.Therefore,cultureispriorto                

ideological,economicorevenpoliticalconcerns,andprotesterscanbequalifiedas‘atypicalCHP              

voters’(Atay2013:45;Tastan2013).AsSonmezexplains,‘theoppositionparties(CHP,MHP,HDP,               

BDP)allfailedtoprovidecrediblealternativetoAKP,whichiswhytheGezimovementwasnot                 

affiliatedtoanyparty’(2014).Thelackofgenuinepoliticalcompetitionandtrustworthypolitical              

alternativeexplainswhytheprotestshavenottranslatedintopoliticalgains(Sener2014).In              

Ukraine,only1%ofthedemonstratorsweresupportingtheoppositionpartiesand6%wantedthe               

oppositiontostepinpower.Theabsolutemajorityofprotestersbelongedtonopoliticalparty               

(Boukevitch 2014). 

Finally,themaincausesidentifiedinUkrainearethebrutalityoftherepression(61%              

accordingtoIK,69.6%accordingtoDI),thedesireforasocialchange/tochangethewayoflife(IK:                   

51%;DI:49,9%),theEUdeal(IK:47%;DI:53,5%),andnewregime/desiretochangetheauthorities                 

(IK:46%;DI:39.1%).Thereasonstoprotestvaryaccordingtothegroups:‘thestudentsandyouth                 

under30useamoremediasavvylanguageof‘EUaccession’,‘globalhumanrights’andemploy                

abstractconceptssuchas‘freedom’.Olderrespondentsusedthelanguageof‘anti-corruption’or             

‘democracy’(Onuch2014).InTurkey,‘themajorityofGeziParkprotestersciterestrictionson              

liberties,governmentinterferenceintheirdailylives,andthePrimeMinister’sauthoritarianrule             

asreasonsforjoiningtheprotests’(Tastan2013:7).Indeed,‘thedrivingforcebehindthe               
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demonstrations,whichturnedintoanextensivesocialoutburst,isculturalandrootedinthe              

worriesofthesecularpeopleofthecountryabouttheshrinkinggroundoftheirlifestyleasaresult                  

ofgovernmentpressures’(Atay2013:39).90%expressedthat‘theyweredisturbedbyand              

unhappywiththeauthoritariandiscourseandattitudeofPrimeMinisterErdog
�
an’,85%saidthat               

therewas‘increasinginterferenceofthegovernmentinpeople’slives’(Atay2013:45).             

Commentatorshavedescribedthe‘Gezigeneration’asadisenchantedpost-modernyouthwho            

believesthatbothsocialismandcapitalismhavefailedorhittheirlimits.Theleft/rightpolitical               

cleavagesdonotmeananythingtothem.Theyembraceliberaldemocracyvaluesandbelievein               

global values such as human rights and justice (Sonmez 2014; Basar 2013; Dogan 2013). 

Finally,therefusaltosigntheEUtradeagreementandthedestructionofGeziParkwere                

triggersratherthancausesoftheprotests.Only10%oftheprotesterssaidtheywereinGeziPark                   

forthetrees.AsTastanputsitforthecaseofTurkey,‘environmentalconcernstriggeredthe                

demonstrationsbutlosttheiroriginalsignificancewithinthebroadersetofgoalsandrequests’              

(2013: 8).  

Relevance of our discussion 
IftheliteraturehasdiscussedtherespectiverelationshipsbetweenUkraineandEurope,            

andTurkeyandEurope,fromahistoricalperspectiveandfromEUenlargement,conditionalityand              

neighbourhoodpolicyperspectives,thereseemstolackacademicliteraturecomparingUkraine           

andTurkey’srespectiveclaimstojointheEU,andanalysingthepro-EUsentimentinthese               

countriesfromagrassrootsperspective.Thetopicshavebeentreatedindependently,whichis             

whyourpaperwillattempttoconnectthedotsandfillthegapintheliterature,astoprovidea                    

completeoverviewofthedynamicsofEU,UkraineandTurkeyrelations,upuntiltherecent               

protests.ThequestionswewillaskisnotonlywhetherthesepeoplewanttojointheEU,but                  

why?WhatisthemeaningoftheEUforthem?Wealwaysassumethatpopulationsaredivided                 

onpro-EU/against-EUlines;butwhatabouttheprotesterswhoareagainsttheirgovernment,             
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supporthumanrightsanddemocracy,butdonothaveapro-EUsentiment?Inthenextsection,                

wewillanalysethecomplexityofthesegrassrootsmovementsanddrawpolicyimplicationsfor              

the EU.  

 

 

 

Research project 

Methodology and research design 
Inordertocomparetheaspirationsofprotestersinbothcountries,Ihaveusedsurvey               

methodology,whichis‘oneofthemostcommonlyusedmethodsinthesocialsciencesto               

understandthewaysocietiesworkandtotesttheoriesofbehaviour’and‘togainunderstanding               

ofasocialproblem’(Groves2009:3-4).AsIhavetargetedaspecificpopulation,Iusedasample                  

survey,whichdescribesormakesinferencestoawell-definedpopulation(Groves2009:69).The              

targetpopulation,definedas‘thegroupofelementsforwhichthesurveyinvestigatorwantsto               

makeinferencesbyusingthesamplestatistics’(Groves2009:69)willbeprotestersinUkraineand                

Turkey.Indeed,thistargetpopulationrespondstoallthecriteriaforthemtobeobservable:               

protestersarefiniteinsize(atleasttheoretically,theycanbecounted),theyhavesometime                

restrictions(theyexistwithinaspecifiedtimeframe),andtheyareobservable(theycanbe               

accessed) (Groves 2009: 70).  

Thetimeframeis2013-2014.Theprotesterswetargetarethosewhohaveparticipatedin              

theprotestsofthisperiod,andmorepreciselytotheEuroMaidaninUkraine,theGeziPark                

movementandthefollowingMayDay2014,Soma,BerkinElvanandanti-corruptionprotestsin              

Turkey.Inordertoreachouttothistargetpopulation,Ihaveusedsamplingframesthroughthe                 

20 
 



Page | 21 
 

creationoftwoseparateyetverysimilarandthuscomparableonlinesurveysinEnglish,containing               

10questionseach.Consequently,thesamplepopulationwillnecessarilyhaveaccesstocomputers             

andsocialmedia.Ihaveusedthegraphsearchfunctionalityfrom Facebook,toobtaina               

representativesampleofthetargetedpopulationinUkraineandTurkeyinvolvedintheprotests.              

Then,Isentapersonalizedmessagetoeachofthem,askingthemtofilloutthesurveyandshareit                    

ontheirsocialmediaprofiles.ThesampleNisbigenough,asIhavegathered196answersfor                  

Turkeyand204forUkraine,betweenApril7th,2014andJuly20th,2014.Iusedasurveyquestion                  

tomakesurethatpeopleIwouldanalysefitwithinthetargetgroupdefinedabove:Iaskedthemif                   

theywereUkrainiansorTurkish,andhowoftentheywereprotesting(‘often’,‘sometimes’or              

‘never’asoptions).Inthatway,Iwasabletoremoveanswersfromnon-Ukrainiansornon-Turks                

whohadcomeacrossthesurvey.AsIaminterestedtoheartheviewsofprotesters,Ihavealso                   

isolatedthepeoplewhoanswered‘never’tothequestion‘howoftendoyouprotest?’IntotalI                 

had about 300 answers remaining.  

Thelimitofthismethodisofcoursetheself-selectionofthesamplepopulationreached,               

whichmaybiastheresults.Inthatway,weassumethatthesamplepopulationbelongstoa                 

subsetofthetargetpopulation,althoughthelatterdoesnotrestrictitselftoit(someprotesters                

maynothaveaccesstosocialmediaorbeabletocompleteasurveyinEnglish).However,this                  

shallnotbeaproblem,sincetheresultIaminterestedinfindingistheperceptionoftheEUbythe                     

populationfoundtobethemostinterestedintheEU,namelythetech-savvyyouth(Onuch2014).                

Aswehaveseenintheliteraturereview,usingdatafromexistingsurveysandacademicsources,                

thispopulationisnotnecessarilyrepresentativeofthewholecontestationmovement,whichis             

moremiddle-agedinUkraine,andwedonotassumetheprotestmovementtoberepresentative               

ofthewholecountries,respectively.Inthatway,wedonotclaimtoanalysethecountriesintheir                  

entirety,norarewetryingtoanalysetheprotestersasawhole.Butwearestudyingaparticular                  

segmentofthetargetpopulation,whichistheallegedlypro-Europeantech-savvyyouth.This             

populationissupposedtobethemostinclinedtofeelpro-European,asitcomesfromapost-Cold                 
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WargenerationinUkraineandaEuropeanizedgenerationinTurkey.Thatiswhyitwouldbe                

interestingtoseeinwhattermstheytalkabouttheEUandifcontestingtheirgovernment                

increases their pro-EU tendency.  

AnotherlimitationofthemethodisthephrasingoftheEurobarometers’questionsthat             

canbemisleading,leadingtosomecontradictoryanswers.Indeed,somepeopleansweredthat             

theyfelt‘always’Europeanbutthattheyconsideredthemselvesas‘onlynational’.Itmaybethat                

theyfeelonlynationalbecausetheyarenotformalEuropeancitizensbutthattheyfeelEuropean                

intheheartandwouldwanttheircountrytojointheEU.Also,somepeoplemayhavetickedthat                   

theyfelt‘nationalandEuropean’butwouldnothavementioned‘European’hadthequestion              

beenopen-ended.Thatiswhyalotofrespondentsticked‘Other’andexplainedthattheir               

identities were much more complex and were not restricted to these two options.  

Findings and analysis  

Presentation of the respondents 
First,Ihaveidentifiedtherespondentsalongsocio-demographiccriteria,tomakesure            

thattheyarearepresentativesample.Thefirstquestionsrelatetotheirage,gender,andplaceof                 

residence.Asexpected,themajorityoftherespondentsareyoung:80%oftheUkrainian              

respondentsand70%oftheTurkishrespondentsarebetween17and29(Surveychart1:Age).As                

wehaveseen,theaverageprotesterinUkraineisolder,sowedonotassumethissampletobe                   

completely representative.  
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Survey chart 1:Age 

 

Second,genderwaswelldistributed:55%and45%ofmeninTurkeyandUkraine              

respectively, against 45% and 55% of women in Turkey and Ukraine (Survey chart 2:Gender). 

Survey chart 2:Gender 

 

Wehavealsoidentifiedthelocationoftheprotesterspolled(surveychart3).Mostof               

them(57-58%)livedinthemainprotestsites(Istanbul/Kyiv).Animportantamount(19-20%)was              

expatriate.WehavetestedwhetherbeinganexpatriateincreasesthefeelingofEuropeanness,             

andfoundthatexpatriatesdidnotfeelparticularlymoreEuropeanthannon-expatriates.The             

variation was less than 1%.  
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Survey chart 3: Where do you live? 

 

Then,tomakesurethatthepopulationwasrepresentativeofourtargetpopulation             

(protestersinTurkeyandUkraine),wehaveaskedthemhowfrequentlytheywereprotesting,as               

tobeabletofilterthe‘Never’responses.Amongthepeoplepolled,awidemajorityofprotesters                 

saidthattheywereprotesting‘sometimes’(includingonce),and24%and21%inTurkeyand               

Ukrainesaidthattheywereprotesting‘often’.Weonlyhad17%and13%inthecountries                

respectivelywhosaidthattheywereneverprotesting(Surveychart4).Aswehadpromotedthe                

surveytopeoplewhowouldbethemostlikelytobeprotesting,theseresultsarenotsurprising.                 

Therefore,inouranalysis,wewillfiltertheresponsesonlywiththosewhohaveticked‘often’and                 

‘sometimes’ to this question.  

Survey chart 4:How often do you protest 
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Presentation of the filtered results 

Causes of the protests 

Aswehaveseen,theEUdealandGeziParkwerealreadyidentifiedastriggersmorethan                 

causestotheprotests.OursurveyalsoconfirmsthesecondarynatureoftheEUdeal/GeziPark.                

Wehaveaskedtothepeopletolisttheorderofimportanceforeachcauseoftheprotest(Survey                   

chart5and6).52%ofTurkishprotesterssaidthattheywereprimarilyprotestingfor‘democracy,                

freedom,andjustice’(firstchoice),against30%ofUkrainianprotesters.Incontrast,25%of              

Ukrainianprotesterssaidthattheywereprotesting‘forbettergovernance/tofightcorruption,            

cronyism’(secondchoice),againstonly10%inTurkey.Thebrutalityofthepoliceforceswasthe                

thirdmajorcausecitedinUkraine,andthesecondoneinTurkey.Then,theleastcitedcauses                 

were‘tooustgovernment’,‘toprotectGeziPark/EUDeal’and‘forabettereconomicfuture’.               

Therefore,ourstudyconfirmsthatGeziParkandtheEUdealwereonlytriggersbutnotprimary                 

causes to the protests (Survey chart 5).  
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Survey chart 5:Main reason to protest 

 

Ifwelookatthecumulativeaverageofeachofthecauses,‘democracy,freedom&justice”                

alsohasthehighestscoreamongTurkishprotesters(Surveychart6).However,‘forabetter               

governance/againstcorruption’scoresmorethan10%higheramongUkrainianprotesters,which           

showsthatthenumberonefightisreallythefightagainstcorruption,whichisevenmore                

importantthanfreedomsordemocracy.InTurkey,thesecondbestchoiceis‘againstthe              

repression’,7%higherthan‘forabettergovernance/againstcorruption’.ItisclearthatTurkish              

protestersarefightingfortheirfreedom andagainstthegovernment’scrackdownand            

authoritariantendencies.InUkraine,itismoreaboutcorruptionseenasanobstacletoUkraine’s               

independencefromRussia.Therefore,themostnotabledifferenceinthedemands/causesisthat             

corruptiondoesnotseemtobeadeterminingfactorinTurkey,whereasitisanessentialpartof                  

EuroMaidan’sdemands.Ifcorruptionexists,andthevideotapeshowingErdogantalkingabout            

moneylaunderinghasspurredoutrage,itisnotofthesamescaleandnatureasinUkraine:Turkey                  

scores53,against144forUkraineintheCorruptionPerceptionIndex(TransparencyInternational             
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2013).AccordingtoSonmez,‘itisnotaboutcorruption.Peoplehatepoliticsanddespise              

politicians,andcorruptionisseenasamatteroffact.Peopleareonlyaskingforonesinglething,                  

anditistherespectofbasichumanrightsandliberties.Politicsshouldnotinterferewithsociety                 

and people’s basic rights and lifestyles’ (2014).  

Survey chart 6: reasons to protest (cumulative average)  
1

 

Perception of the future 
Whenpolled,UkrainianprotestersaremuchmoreoptimisticthantheirTurkish           

counterparts(Surveychart6).70%ofUkrainianprotesterssaidthattheywere‘satisfied’withthe               

protestsbutthat‘therewasstillalottobedone’,againstonly20%inTurkey.Incontrast,52%of                    

Turkssaidthattheywerenotsatisfiedbutthattheywillkeepprotesting.21%aremuchmore                 

pessimistic,sayingthat‘protestshavenotachievedanything’,whenonly5%ofUkrainian             

protestersthinkthatway.Thestructuralcontextofthecountrieshelpsunderstandthisdifference.              

EvenifthesituationinUkraineisfarfrombeingsettledandarmedconflictisongoinginthe                  

easternregions,UkrainianshaveatleastthetheoreticalpossibilityofafuturefreedfromRussia.               

1 The cumulative average (y axis) was obtained by calculating the average ‘score’ for each of the causes. The 
score scale by each votant could go from 0 to 6: as first choice it scores 6, as second choice 5, and so on, 1 as 

choice 6 and 0 if not mentioned.  
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TheycanenvisionanindependentUkraine,closetotheEU.Ontheotherhand,Turksdonothave                  

thesamepossibility.Thethreatthattheyarefacingisfromtheinside,nottheoutside.Traditional                 

IslamicconservatismiswellentrenchedinTurkey,andlevelsofeducationarelowerinTurkeythan                

Ukraine,whichiswhyUkrainescoresbetteroverallintheHDI(2014).InTurkeytheprotestersare                 

nowfacingprosecution,theAKPhaswonthelocalelectionsandErdoganismostlikelytoremain                 

presidentuntil2023(Paul2014).ThisimportantdifferencehelpstoexplainTurkishprotesters’             

pessimismandUkrainians’optimism.Moreover,theUkrainianshavemanagedtokickYanukovych            

outofUkraine,andhaveelectedanewgovernmentthatreflecttheirdemands.GeziParkhas                

been preserved; but it is only a small victory in comparison to Ukrainians’ achievements.  

Survey chart 7:Do you feel your demands have been achieved 

 

Views on the EU 
TotesttheEuropeanfeelingamongtheprotesters,wehavecomparedourresultswith              

theresultsoftheEurobarometer(11/2013)availableforTurkeyandtheEU28(SurveyChart7).               

Thedifferencesarestrikingandprovethehighcorrelationbetweenprotestinginthesecountries              

andfeelingEuropean.ProtestersarehavingmuchmorepositivefeelingstowardtheEUthanEU               

citizensthemselves:85%ofUkrainianprotestersand78%ofTurkishprotestersseeintheEU               
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‘freedomtotravel,studyandworkanywhereintheEU’,against42%ofEuropeansand38%of                 

Turks.75% ofUkrainianprotestersand60%ofTurkishprotestersassociatetheEUwith              

‘democracy’,against30%ofTurksand20%ofEuropeans.About50%ofprotestersinboth               

countriesassociatetheEUwith‘socialprotection’and‘culturaldiversity’,against20%of             

EuropeansandTurksfor‘culturaldiversity’and10%and25%respectivelyfor‘socialprotection’.              

62%ofUkrainianprotestersviewintheEUalandof‘economicprosperity’despitetheeconomic                

crisis,against30-32%ofTurksandTurkishprotesters,andonly11%ofEuropeans.Inreverse,               

muchmoreEuropeansassociatetheEUwithnegativevaluessuchas‘wasteofmoney’(28%),               

‘bureaucracy’(25%),‘morecrime’(11%)whichhavealmostneverbeentickedbytheprotesters.              

Almost20%ofEuropeansandTurksseeintheEU‘unemployment’againstonly5%ofthe                

protestersinUkraineandTurkey.ItisalsoworthnotingthatanimportantamountofUkrainian                

protestersspontaneouslycommentedthattheyassociatedEuropewith‘notRussia’.Itmaybethe              

firstcharacteristicthatUkrainiansactuallyassociatewiththeEU,andwhichincludesalltheother               

positive characteristics listed.  

Therefore,theprotestersaremuchmorepositiveabouttheEUthanTurkishandEuropean              

citizens.ItisalsoworthnotingthatTurksingeneralarestillmorepositiveabouttheEUthanEU                   

citizensthemselves,butmoredubiousthanprotestersare.Ukrainianprotestersarethemost             

positiveabouttheEUoneverytopic,whereasTurkishprotestersarelessenthusiasticaboutthe               

stateoftheeconomyintheEU.ThiscanbeexplainedbythefactthatTurkeyismuchmore                   

prosperouseconomicallythanUkraineandtheeconomiccrisisispartlyresponsibleforthelossof               

popularityoftheEUamongtheTurks,aswehadnotedinourpreviousanalysis.Onvaluessuchas                   

democracy,socialprotectionandculturaldiversity,Europeansseemtotakethesenotionsfor             

granted,anddonotseethemasparticularlylinkedwiththeEU.ProtestersandTurkishcitizens,                

who have known authoritarian regimes, are much more sensitive about these values. 
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Survey chart 8: Meaning of the EU 
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Then,wehavecomparedtheresponsestothequestion‘DoyoufeelEuropean?’withthe               

Eurobarometerof2006,astherewasnotanymorerecentdata(seeSurveychart8).Therefore,the                 

comparisonisimperfectastheEUdidnothaveBulgaria,RomaniaandCroatiaasmembers,and                

hadnotexperienceditsrecessionyet.Butitgivesanoverallpicture.Ukrainianprotestersareby                

farthosewhofeelthemostEuropean.Morethan50%alwaysfeelEuropeanandmorethan30%                 

oftenfeelEuropean.Then,40%ofTurkishprotestersoftenoralwaysfeelEuropean,againstless               

than9%inTurkeyand15%intheEU25.However,Turkishcitizensingeneralarethosewhofeel                  

theleastEuropeanwithalmost70%whoclaimtoneverfeelEuropean.AmajorityofTurkish                

protestersfeel‘sometimes’European;whichindicatesthattheprotestsarelesslinkedtothe              

pro-EU sentiment in Turkey than it is in Ukraine.  

Survey chart 9: Feeling European 

 

WehavealsocomparedourdatawiththeEurobarometerresultson‘Doyouseeyourselfin                

thefutureas…’(Surveychart9).TheEUaveragecomesfromthe06/2014recentwave.Datafor                 

Turkeycomesfromthe2005wave.But,aswehaveseen,theEuropeanfeelinghasdeclined                
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significantlyinTurkey,sowecanimaginethatnomorepeoplewouldhaveticked‘onlyEuropean’,                

‘Europeanandnational’or‘nationalandEuropean’tothisquestion.Thegraphillustratesthefact               

thatveryfewpeople,protestersincluded,feel‘onlyEuropean’or‘Europeanandnational’.But              

amongtheTurkishprotesterswhofeelEuropean,wecanseethattheytendtobeevenmore                 

committedthantheirUkrainiancounterpartsasthereismorethan10%ofTurkishprotesterswho               

feel‘Europeanandnational’,against5%ofEuropeansandsmallerfiguresforUkrainianprotesters              

andTurkishpeopleingeneral.ItisrathersurprisingsincewehadnotedthatUkrainiansseemedto                 

bemoreenthusiasticabouttheEUthanTurks.ThiscanbeexplainedbythefactthatTurks’                 

EuropeanizationcanbetracedbacktothetimeofAtaturk.Therefore,theEuropeanfeelingis               

muchmoreprofoundforthosewhoareindeedsecular,Europeanized,mostlyconcentratedin             

Anatolia.InUkraine,theEuropeansentimentistightlylinkedtothepresenceofanexternalthreat                

fromRussia.Therefore,itseemsmoreinstrumental,andisusedtoensurethesafeguardof               

Ukraine’sterritorialandpoliticalintegrity.Also,thedeterioratingsituationinUkraine,onthe             

brinksofacivilwar,meansthatUkrainiansareunitedaroundtheflagandtheirnationalistic                

feelingisboosted.ThiscouldexplainthefactthatthewidemajorityofUkrainianprotesters               

associatetheEuropeanfeelingwithanationalone.Almost20%ofTurkishprotestersfeelmore               

EuropeanthanTurkish,againstlessthan10%ofUkrainianprotesters.InTurkey,thesecularyouth               

isworriedaboutIslamicfundamentalismandthus,someofthemmayfeelmoreEuropeanthan               

TurkishbecauseErdoganistryingtoshifttheTurkishidentityawayfromKemalistsecularism,              

toward Islamic conservatism.  

Morethan70%ofUkrainianprotestersfeel‘nationalandEuropean’,against40%ofTurkish              

protestersand50%ofEuropeans.Therefore,UkrainianprotestersfeelmoreEuropeanthan            

Europeansthemselves,eveniftheEuropeanfeelingcomesafterthenationalfeeling.However,             

EuropeansstillfeelmoreEuropeanthanTurkishprotesters.Incontrast,morethan70%ofTurkish               

citizensfeel‘onlynational’,whichhighlightstheexistenceofdeepdivisions.Itisworthnotingthat                

evenamongTurkishandUkrainianprotesters,supposedtobefeelingthemostEuropean             
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accordingtoourassumption,about20%feel‘onlynational’.Finally,20%ofTurkishprotesters              

havesaidthattheyfeltneitherEuropeannornationalandtickedthebox‘Other’.Amongthose,                

13%identifiedwithuniversalcategoriesandspontaneouslycommentedthattheyfelt‘human’,            

‘cosmopolitan’,etc.Alotofthemalsosaidthattheyhadmultipleidentities,identifyingwithother                

nationalities,ethnicitiesorreligions.Theseresultsshedsomelightonthedifferencebetween             

TurkishandUkrainianprotestersintheirdemands.TheTurkishdemandsaremuchmorelinked              

withuniversalvalues,notnecessarilyassociatedwiththeEU.Ontheotherhand,Ukrainiansalso               

fightfortheseuniversalvalues,butseethemastightlylinkedwiththeEU,whichiswhytheyseem                   

much more enthusiastic about the EU.  

Survey chart 10:How do you consider yourself 

 

Ourlastresultseemstoconfirmourpreviousanalysis.Ukrainianprotestersaremore             

enthusiasticabouttheEU,withalmost70%ofthemwhowouldliketoseetheircountryjointhe                  

EU,against50%ofTurkishprotesters(Surveychart10).Itisworthnotingthatanimportant                

percentage(25-30%)inbothcountriesisundecided.Alotpeoplespontaneouslycommentedthat             
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theywantedtheircountrytojointheEUbutknewthatitwillnothappenrealistically,oratleast                   

notinthenearfuture.OtherssaidthattheywantedtheircountrytojoinbutnotunderPrime                  

MinisterErdogan.SomeprovocativelycommentedthattheywouldnotmindthattheEUjoins              

Turkeyinstead,demonstratingnationalpride.Finally,20%ofTurkishprotestersanswered‘No’,            

against5%inUkraine.Therefore,thosewhoarethemostvindictiveagainsttheirgovernmentin               

Turkey are not necessarily pro-European.  

Survey chart 11: Do you want your country to join the EU 

 
Fromouranalysisofsurveydata,wecanconcludethatprotesterstendtofeelmore               

pro-EuropeanthannationalorEuropeanaverages.InUkraine,thecorrelationisveryhigh,as              

UkraineseesitsrelationshipwithEuropeastheonlyviablealternativetoRussia.Europeisseenin                 

highlypositiveandidealizedterms.InTurkey,thesituationisquitedifferent.Turkeyisamore                

advancedeconomy,withalongerhistoryofindependence,andwithapivotalroleintheregion.                

Therefore,protesterswhoarechallengingtheirgovernment’sincreasinglyauthoritarianruledo           

notnecessarilyseethemselvesasEuropeanordonotseeEUintegrationastheonlyalternativeto                 

Erdogan’sTurkey.TheEUcrisishashittheEU’sreputationinTurkeydramaticallyandTurkish               

peoplehaveasenseofpridethattheircountryisfaringbettereconomicallythanstagnatingEU                
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economies(Pamuk2010;Sonmez2014).However,theEUsupporttotheprotestersalsomeans              

that the ‘European Dream’ could be revived. It will depend on the EU strategy in the future.  

Conclusions 

Discussion and policy implications 
ThepolicyimplicationsofUkraineandTurkey’suprisingsarehugefortheEU:‘considering              

theactivismandvaluesoftheyoungergenerations,andseeingGeziParkandEuroMaidanwith               

theirsupporters,numbersandinfluence,thesetwocountrieshavecleargrassrootssupportfor             

democracyandEuropeanvalueswhichneedstobeharnessedbytheEU’(Paul&Seyrek2014).                

EveniftheEUhasbeenpositivelyengagedwithUkraine,effortsmustbecontinuedinthelong                 

term.IftheEUdoesnotchangeitspolicyapproachtowardUkraine,anddoesnotsendasignal                  

thatUkrainecould,oneday,beacandidatetojointheEU,itwillbedifficultforUkrainetofree                    

itselffromRussia’sgrip.‘TheEU’sdivisionoverUkraineweakensproEUadvocatesinUkraineand                

reinforcestheprevailingimageofthecountryaspartofRussia’(Velychenko2007:18).Moreover,               

‘ifademocraticnationalUkraineenterstheglobaleconomyasanEUmemberitwillposeno                 

threat to Russia and it and the EU will both have stable borders’ (Velychenko 2007: 21).  

Inparallel,theEUneedstofacetheissueofTurkey’sgrowingauthoritarianisminthe               

contextofEUenlargement.Suspendingthenegotiations,withoutanyrealisticconditionforeseen,            

willharmEU-Turkeyrelations.Conditionalityhasbeenapowerfultooltoimprovedemocracyin              

Turkey.RatherthancriticizingTurkeyregardingtheindependenceofthejudiciary,thejustice             

system andfundamentalrights,theEUshouldopennegotiationchapters23(Judiciary&             

FundamentalRights)and24(Justice,Freedom&Security)inordertogivethegovernment              

incentivestoreform(Paul&Seyrek2014;Ezikoglu2014).AsPaulandSeyrekputit,‘tohaveno                  

visionforthefutureofTurkeyandUkrainewouldnotonlybeastrategicandhistoricalmistake,it                  

wouldalsobeafailureintermsofthevaluessupportedbytheEU.’Indeed,protesterschallenging                 
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theirstate’scorruption,breachoftheruleoflaw,attackonlibertiesneedEUsupport.Moreover,                

UkraineandTurkeybothhaveagreateconomicpotentialinthelongrun,andclosercooperation                

willbeintheinterestoftheEU.‘AlthoughTurkeyisclearlymoreadvancedintermsofeconomic                  

development,democraticculture,thelevelofintegrationwiththeEUandcivilsociety,both              

countriesneedtogothroughcomprehensivereformprocesses.Consideringtheactivismand            

valuesofyounggenerations,bothcountrieshavethispotentialanditshouldnotbeignored’(Paul                

& Seyrek 2014). 

Needlesstosay,bothcountrieshavetoundergomanyimportantreformsinordertobe               

integratedasEUmembers.UkrainehastostabilizeitssituationintheEasternborderwithRussia,                

andsolveitssovereigntyissueregardingthelossofCrimea.Turkeyhastokeepincreasing               

recognitionandautonomyforitsKurdishminority,andengageindiplomaticdialogueswith             

Cyprus.Bothhavetoundertakereformsintheareasofindependenceofthejudiciary,civil               

liberties,freedomofthepress,asrecentreportsbyFreedomHouse,orAmnestyInternational              

havestated(Gardner2014;FreedomHouse2014).However,inthecaseofUkraine,‘eventhe               

prospectofEUmembershipcreatesincentivestopursuethesereforms’(Vachudova2005;            

Velychenko2007:20;Solonenko2007).Inbothcases,‘thisstand-offcannotgoonforeverand               

bothpartiesmustclearlydefinemutualobjectivesandfulfilmutuallyagreedobligations(Chaly             

2005: vol.1: 91; Semeniy 2007: 124).  

Conclusion 
UkraineandTurkeyhavebeenonthejourneytoEuropeforcenturies.TheEuropean              

modelattractedtheirmostprominentintellectualsandthefathersoftheirmodernnation,             

becauseitrepresentedvaluesoffreedom,equalityanddemocracy.Thespiritofthe             

Enlightenmenthadbroughtabouttheindustrialrevolution,economicprosperity,andmodernity.           

InorderforUkraineandTurkeytobecomemodernindustrialstates,theybothchosetoemulate                

the European model.  
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However,competingideologieshaveputahalttothesecountriesjourneys.Russia,under             

theRussianempire,theSovietUnionandstilltodayunderPutin,istryingtomaintainUkraine                

withinitssphereofinfluence.PrimeMinisterErdoganisalsopullingTurkeyawayfromtheEU                

andthecherishedandidealizedvaluesthatpeopleusedtoassociatewithit.Turkeyisbecoming                

increasinglyauthoritarianandIslamicconservatismiscompetingwiththeliberalregimesof            

EuropeandtheWest.Thesetensions,andtheexistentialthreatposedbyPutin’sRussiaand               

Erdogangovernmenthaveignitedtheprotests,ledbypeoplewhodonotwanttoseetheir                

‘European Dream’ shattered.  

WehaveaskedthesepeoplewhatwastheirideaoftheEU,andtriedtotestthe                 

assumptionthatprotesterswouldfeelmoreEuropeanthanEuropeansthemselves.Ourresearch            

hasconfirmedthathypothesis:UkrainianandtoalesserextentTurkishprotestersseeintheEU                

thesamevaluesforwhichtheyarefightingforinthestreets:democracy,freedom,social               

protection.NotonlydoestheEUembodythesevalues,butitisalsoseenastheonlyviable                  

politicalandeconomicalternativetothethreatofauthoritarianismandimperialismthatPutin             

andErdoganarebothposing.Moreover,inatimeofgrowingEuroscepticism,atrendconfirmed               

bytheresultsinthelatestEuropeanParliamentelections,wherepeoplearequestioningthe              

legitimacyoftheEU,thepowerofsuch‘Europtimism’cannotbeunderestimated.Underthis              

climate,theEUhastoplayaverystrongroleinitsEasternvicinitiesandsupporttheseprotesters,                  

useitsconditionalitytoshapedemocratization,togivethesecountriesincentivestoreform.This              

entails providing both countries with a realistic prospect of future membership.  
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Source: Rethink Institute, Washington DC. 
http://www.rethinkinstitute.org/turkish-elections/ 
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