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FOLLOW-UP PROJECT: THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL CONSEQUENCES OF OPENING THE BORDER 

BETWEEN ARMENIA AND TURKEY 

Summary of the Round Table, Ankara, Turkey / September 20, 2007 

 

On September 20, 2007, Armenian International Policy Research Group (AIPRG) and the Turkish-

Armenian Business Development Council (TABDC) organized a round table on the “Economic and 

Social Consequences of Opening the Armenia-Turkey Border” in Turkish Democracy Foundation.  

 

The initiative was implemented thanks to the generous support of Eurasia Foundation-Armenia and 

contribution of AIPRG’s Turkish counterpart within this event. As in case of Georgian round table 

held in June 2007, the visit of the Armenian delegation to Turkey pursued the same purpose: 

reviewing the border opening issue from Turkish perspective and presenting the Turkish audience the 

summary and key findings of the January conference. There were about 30 participants at the 

workshop, including representatives of international organizations, Embassies of Switzerland and the 

US, mass media both from Turkey and abroad, NGOs, etc. 

 

Mr. Serdar Dinler from TABDC, opened the round table by mentioning that the Border Opening is 

one of the most important issues in the region within the context of achieving democratic values and 

Millennium Development Goals.  Following the speech of Mr. Dinler, Mr. Tigran Mkrtchyan, 

AIPRG Acting Executive Director expressed his thankfulness to the organizers of the round table and 

the Eurasia Foundation Armenia and the USAID for supporting this project financially over the last 

several months and Eurasia as well as TABDC and ARI for the current support. Once again, Mr. 

Mkrtchyan emphasized that the views expressed by AIPRG presenters during the workshops did not 

necessarily represent AIPRG's official position. Also, Mr. Mkrtchyan mentioned that the event was 

purely scholarly-academic and was not pursuing any political purposes.  

 

Mr. Kaan Soyak, Co-Chairman of TABDC, greeted the participants on behalf of their organization 

and encouraged the participants to have an active participation in the round table.  
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There were four presentations in the agenda made by Mher Baghramyan (AIPRG Senior Researcher), 

Vahram Ter Matevosyan (AIPRG Fellow and a Research Fellow of Turkish Studies at the National 

Aacademy of Sciences of the Republic of Armenia), Sedat Laciner (Assoc. Prof. Dr., International 

Strategic Research Organization (USAK)) and Burcu Gultekin (Research Fellow, Center for 

European Studies at METU), who had also presented a paper in Yerevan during the January 

conference.  

 

Mr. Baghramyan presented the key findings of January conference adjusting it with the interests of 

Turkish audience. For this purpose he presented a detailed summary of the papers of Bryan Roberts 

and King Banaian (“The Impacts of Conflict Risk Reduction on the Armenian Economy”), Richard 

Beilock and Karine Torosyan (“A Phased Strategy for Opening Armenia’s Western Border”), and 

another paper of the same authors entitled “Economic Potential for Regional Integration of Armenia 

and Northeast Turkey.” The latter was included in the presentation in order to illustrate the costs that 

Armenia and Turkey, especially Northeast regions of Turkey, pay from the fact that the borders are 

closed. 

 

Mr. Laciner presented his paper entitled “The Problem of Border Gates in Turkish-Armenian 

Relations” bringing other similar examples, e.g. the application of sanctions by the US against Cuba 

and Iran following political purposes. The paper was discussing the main reasons of closing the 

border and the author’s view on Armenia’s approach towards the border opening issue, potential 

benefits and costs of opening the border gates for Turkey and Armenia. Mr. Laciner pointed out an 

interesting viewpoint regarding the main beneficiaries in Turkey which could be as a result of 

opening of the border: “Unfortunately, the examples of Iran, Georgia and Naxcivan (Azerbaijan) 

proved that the real benefit is gained by businessmen from big western cities like Istanbul. It is 

estimated that more than 90 percent of possible trade with Armenia will be carried out by the Western 

Turkey companies and the region will only be used as transit way.”  

 

The Economic background of the round table was transferred into more social when Mr. Vahram Ter-

Matevosyan’ took the chair and presented his speech entitled “Assertive Activism Wanted: The 

Turkish-Armenian Border awaits Societal Consolidation.” The paper mainly concentrated on 

potential and actual roles of civil societies both in Turkey and Armenia in decision making process. It 

is worth to cite the ‘formula of peace’ suggested by the author: “Sustainable Turkey (with proactive 

societal participation) + plus cooperative regional practice = effective peaceful coexistence and 

collaboration in the region.”  
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Ms. Gultekin first noted what a role the border was playing in the past in sense of dividing Ottoman 

and Russian Empires and how it was serving as a part of “Iron Curtains” during the Cold War. Ms. 

Gultekin mentioned that one of the main benefits of opening the border could be the prevention of 

monopolization of exporting/importing channels and brought several examples of common 

frameworks for cooperation. 

 

During the Q&A session Mr. Baghrmayan asked about the existing restrictions occurring during 

importing and exporting which goes through Georgia. Mr. Noyan Soyak explained that there is no 

legal restriction on the export from Armenia to Turkey, however de facto the import of goods having 

Armenian origin to Turkey is virtually impossible. Similarly, if the export documents clearly indicate 

Armenia as a country of destination, most probably those goods will not be allowed to cross the 

border. The permission for export-import operations with Armenia must be granted by a respective 

Turkish institution; however the latter may delay the decision forever and neither refuses nor 

approves the request and does not take any action.   

 

Another interesting view was expressed by Mr. Baghramyan who said that the economic sanction 

posed by Turkey by closing the borders is not effective any more as Armenia has successfully 

completed the transition, Armenian economy has been adjusted to the blockade, and even more - 

some economists relate the impressive productivity growth in Armenia with the closed borders.  

 

Ms. Nergis Ozturk, TABDC Tourism Coordinator, emphasized that there should be no differentiation 

which side of the closed borders suffers less or more and mentioned about another beneficial 

cooperation mechanism which could be arranged between the two countries in case the border was 

open: organization of joint tourism packages for Armenia and Turkey. Tourists visiting Turkey could 

visit Armenia for two days easily or Armenians could make pilgrimage to e.g. Ani, medieval 

Armenian capital very easily in case the borders were open. 

 

Both Istanbul workshop and Ankara round table were widely covered by the Mass Media. The list of 

media reactions is available here: http://www.aiprg.net/UserFiles/File/Media_reactions.pdf  

 

 


