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Michel Rocard, in his book “Oui à la 
Turquie”2 “Yes to Turkey” wrote the 
following sentence: “I am convinced that 
the opening of Europe to Turkey is 
economically wise, strategically 
indispensable and culturally visionary”.  
These remarks were quoted by president 
Abdullah Gül , in Oslo, end of 2008, 
during  the ceremony of awarding the 
Nobel Peace Prize to Marti Ahtissaari”, 
What does Michel Rocard mean by 
“strategically indispensable” ? 

To understand this you need to start by the 
presentation of the key idea of Michel 
Rocard. He is against those who believe 
that a federal Europe of 27 members is 
possible. “Let’s stop this hypocrisy” he 
says. “In the coming 50 years, Europe 
using a single telephone code and similar 
to the United States is a “wild dream”.  

“The accession of Turkey is questioning 
our readiness to accept the fact that the 
dream of a federal Europe is shattered”. 
We should abandon the idea of an 
integrated political and federal Europe 
where member countries would pool the 
most important dimensions of their 
sovereignty. According to our former 
prime minister, this dream vanished 35 
years ago with the accession of the U.K in 
1973.  

But this does not deprive Europe of its 
power and its assets. Michel Rocard says 
“Europe is not a federal body, but it is still 
an important entity. It is a club of Nations 
who want to remain independent and keep 
their identity while integrating their 
economies and adopting common rules 
concerning democracy and human rights” 
Europe is much more than a common 
market; it is a legal framework offering a 
unique protection to its citizens and 
inhabitants as well as a platform of 
political development and joint reaction to 
the economic and ecological challenges 
threatening our planet. Europe will soon be 
more efficient and more democratic with 
the implementation of the Treaty of 
Lisbon. The regulation of financial 
markets, the fight against global warming, 
the conservation of natural resources and 
biodiversity, the safeguarding of world 
peace, the development of more balanced 
exchanges with the countries of the South, 
an ambitious policy of research and  
development as well as education are 
becoming major stakes for Europe.    

Dragging a country like Turkey into this 
“non identified constitutional object”  and 
“union of a new kind “ means enhancing 
the chances for success and  widening the 
influence zone of the E.U  in opposition to 
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mastodons like the U.S and China,  
predicts Michel Rocard.  

This is why Michel Rocard understands so 
well the reluctance of the opponents of 
Turkey’s accession to a Federal Europe; 
because if federal Europe does not exist, 
the full accession of Turkey becomes an 
asset for a peace-making Europe. 

The strategic importance of Turkey for the 
E.U involves many domains, at least 
theoretically. We shall select three of the 
most important ones mentioned by our 
former prime minister: regional stability, 
energy security and the dialog between 
Europe and Islam, because the integration 
of Turkey to the E.U could contribute to 
the evolution of the E.U as a global actor 
in these three strategic domains.    

Regional stability  

 Turkish diplomacy has been active again 
for a while and appreciated on several 
fronts from which it had been absent for 
many years: in the Balkans, in central Asia 
and in the Middle East, to the point that 
one wonders if, in this essentially strategic 
region of the Near-East, the Caucasus and 
Central Asia, the influence of the European 
Union would not be much more sensitive if 
Turkey had been a member?  

A sudden change has thus been witnessed 
in Turkey-Syria relations in the last ten 
years, Damascus becoming an ally and a 
partner. And in 2008, Turkey’s relations 
with both Israel and Syria resulted in 
several cycles of negotiations between 
Syrian and Israeli diplomats in Istanbul.  A 
certain number of criticisms by Turkish 
leaders concerning Israel may have 
tarnished its image as a neutral negotiator, 
but the populations of the region have 
identified Turkey, as well as  its non-Arab 

neighbor, Iran, as a countries which could 
feel and express their  concerns about 
Israel. 

 As suggested by Michel Rocard and the 
other seven members of the Independent 
Commission on Turkey, in their second 
report published last month: “Iran’s 
relations with Turkey are of a level and 
frequency unequaled by countries of the 
European Union. One can imagine that a 
Europeanizing Turkey could influence the 
Islamic Republic of Iran, the citizens of 
which can enter Turkey without a visa”.  
Let us also remember the Turkish 
contribution to the settlement of the crisis 
Lebanon went through in 2008, as well as 
Turkey’s contribution in allowing all 
parties to communicate among themselves 
after the Russian invasion of Georgia in 
2008. 

All these efforts are included in the policy 
of “zero problem” or “strategic depth” 
initiated by the present foreign minister, 
Ahmet Davutoğlu, which aims at the 
promotion of peace in the region, thus 
reversing the old Turkish foreign policy 
which was more inclined to see enemies 
everywhere:  the trauma of the Sevres 
Treaty being still present in the collective 
Turkish consciousness.  For example, 
Turkey has entered the Iraqi market by 
implementing   a balanced policy towards 
this country, welcoming successive 
meetings of foreign ministers of the region 
since 2003 and working publicly with the 
regional government of Kurdistan, thus 
establishing partnerships with European 
enterprises seeking to develop their 
activities in this country. More generally, 
numerous contracts signed by European 
multinational companies in Russia or in 
central Asia would not have been possible 
without the zealous support of Turkish 
sub-contractors.    
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This new Turkish policy of appeasement 
and neutrality towards its neighbors can be 
only beneficial to the European Union.  In 
terms of regional stability, Turkey’s 
importance is measured in what the 
Americans call “back channel” contacts 
rather than high level official contacts.  In 
other words, Turkey can talk privately with 
certain countries, Syria in the first place, 
much more easily than most of European 
Union member countries.  

Turkey is showing us that a Turkey, 
member of the E.U, with borders with 
Syria, Iran and Iraq does not constitute a 
handicap, but on the contrary, a good 
partner to manage and support European 
interests in the Middle-East and elsewhere.  
A Turkey empowered by the E.U, could 
allow Europe to become an actor of 
consequence in a region dominated at 
present by Russia, China and the United 
States. 

Michel Rocard evokes the conflict about 
water with Iraq, Syria, Lebanon and Israel.  
“This is an issue on which Europe has a 
unique experience.  What we have learned 
to do about coal and steel can serve as a 
model to Turkey for water.  As soon as 
tension will decrease in this region, the 
common management of water will become 
a regional imperative. The European 
experience will be an asset and will allow 
us to assert our common interests in the 
region” concludes Michel Rocard.  

The interest of the European integration of 
Turkey can also be assessed through 
another aspect.  The three major problems 
to which Turkey is confronted today (the 
Armenian taboo, the Kurdish crisis and the 
Cypriot puzzle) carry the risk of an 
international conflict.  The deterioration of 
any of these three issues is highly 
threatening for the stability of the region 

and of Turkey.  According to Michel 
Rocard, Turkey, weakened by its own 
demons, is unable to solve these crises 
alone, encroachment, accumulated hatred 
and lack of understanding have reached a 
level where the weight of the international 
community is required for their solution.  
But Europe is mostly helpless.  The same 
is true for the United States and 
Switzerland who have played an important 
role in the present reconciliation between 
Turkey and Armenia. It is possible to 
imagine that things might have been settled 
very differently if Turkey had been a E.U 
member.  

However, says Michel Rocard, Turkey will 
have a symbolic prize to pay for the 
reconciliation with the Armenians, the 
Kurds and for leaving Cyprus. The Turkish 
Muslim identity risks to be shattered.  The 
process of accession is the means to throw 
water on the fire.  A major achievement 
represented by Turkey’s full accession to 
Europe, would provide compensation for 
the questioning of the historical tenets of 
the Republic generated by this 
reconciliation.    

And a Turkey integrated to the European 
Union would open and consolidate a 
region which would be less easily 
accessible to Europeans without Turkey’s 
help.   

But take care, Michel Rocard is not for the 
accession of Turkey in a spirit of 
philanthropy.  “We have not built Europe 
to give a helping hand to those who are on 
the margins of our continent!”  It is a 
question of regional stabilization, an issue, 
according to the former French prime 
minister, of reciprocal interests between 
Turkey and the European Union. 
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Energy Security  

 The conflict between Georgia and Russia 
has just ended. All of a sudden Europe 
starts to be worried.  Europe is dependent 
on Russia for 33% of its oil imports and 
40% of natural gas imports.  And what if 
the latter threatened to stop its deliveries?  
The answer to this worry is well known.  It 
comes from Ankara, whose ambition is to 
become an energy crossroads wherefrom 
new sources of energy, natural gas 
included, could be delivered to Europe, by 
skirting around Russia.  The geographic 
position of Turkey by itself confers 
importance to this country for European 
energy security, the country being at the 
crossroads of major energy transfer 
networks.  Among essential elements, let 
us mention tankers crossing the Turkish 
straits, pipelines carrying oil from Iraq and 
Azerbaijan to the Mediterranean and 
natural gas from Russia, Azerbaijan and 
Iran. Natural gas already transits westward 
towards Greece, and a link is foreseen 
towards Italy.  

The network has not stopped developing. 
The implementation of the theoretically 
promising Nabucco gas pipeline link is 
delayed due to lack of supplies of 
politically easy gas and the excessive 
demands of Turkey in terms of transit and 
profit. This project of a gas pipeline suffers 
also from a lack of European 
determination, even if Nabucco offers the 
opportunity of non-Russian supplies from 
the Caspian basin, Iraq and Iran in case 
relations between Teheran and Washington 
improve.  

Looking at Turkey’s role as a potential 
energy platform for Europe, it is ironic to 
note that Cyprus forces the U.E to block 
the opening of the energy chapter in the 
accession negotiations. If it is clear that 

Turkey and the E.U will remain dependent 
on the enormous Russian reserves of gas 
and oil, Ankara could become an essential 
partner of the E.U for energy if European 
leaders were more ready to invest funds for 
such projects and develop more consistent 
relations with Turkey. Turkey has been the 
only party to benefit up to now from 
divergent opinions on this issue and has 
developed her position as a global  
crossroads for energy transport. 

The dialogue between Europe and Islam 

Finally, in a world geopolitical perspective, 
Turkey’s integration may help overcome 
the split between the western and the 
Muslim world.  One billion and a half  
Muslims feel more or less accused of 
complicity with terrorism by two billion 
Christians.  There are between 15 and 20 
million Muslims living in the E.U.  the 
Middle-East is a close neighbor, the 
Maghreb even more so.  A secular and 
Muslim Turkey represents “the two 
qualities which make her crucial” writes 
Michel Rocard.  The rejection of Turkey by 
the European Union evoking other pretexts 
will be interpreted as a rejection of Turkey 
because she is Islamic even if it is not 
stated openly. This will be a confirmation 
for the Muslims that Europe is a Judeo-
Christian club and will have dramatic 
consequences:  identity xenophobia for us 
and rejection of Europe because of its 
Judeo-Christian image for the others.  
Finally, it would be a defeat for 
secularism.  

If Turkey is humiliated and is refused 
accession, it will modify the discourse and 
influence of Turkey into an anti-western 
and anti European and therefore a pro-
Asian direction, according to our former 
prime minister.  Whereas a Turkey 
integrated in the European Union will 
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inspire countries of the region to imitate 
Turkey’s relatively successful concept of 
associating market economy, democracy, 
national pride and Islamic traditions. The 
example of Turkey’s transformation should 
contribute to the eastward projection of the 
central values of the E.U.   

Michel Rocard writes that “Reconciliation 
and peace is what Europe knows how to do 
best”.  What has been possible between 
France and Germany or Ireland yesterday, 
and between Germany and Poland or 
Hungary and Romania today, should 
happen between Turkey and Europe 
tomorrow.  

The integration of Turkey into the Union 
would allow the creation of a European 
Islam, varied and diverse like the image of 
Turkish Islam.  The development of better 
relations between western civilization and 
the Muslim world is not only the matter of 
legislation on borders and exchanges.  We 
must learn to live together.    

According to Michel Rocard “That is why 
a strong signal would be needed:  the 
integration of Turkey into the E.U.  Turkey 
will genuinely adopt our rules and customs 
and will become a stakeholder in the 
European adventure”  

Conclusion: 

Michel Rocard is convinced that the 
strategic interest of Turkey for the E.U and 
the E.U for Turkey will reach its real 
dimensions only in case of a full and 
complete integration of Turkey into the 
European Union.  “It is clear that the 
arguments in favor of Turkish accession 
are numerous and strong, starting, with the 
respect of the given word:  if the European 
Union wants to exist, it must first honor the 
texts that is has signed.  Tomorrow, with 

Turkey, we shall be stronger to face the 
challenges which await us. Not only shall 
we reinforce the credibility of the 
European word, but we shall also succeed 
in taking it where it is poorly heard today” 
is Michel Rocard’s conclusion. 
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