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On September 18, 2007, Armenian International Policy Research Group (AIPRG) and Turkish ARI

Movement organized a round table discussion on the “Economic and Social Consequences of

Opening the Armenia-Turkey Border” in Bilgi University, Istanbul.

The initiative was implemented thanks to the generous support of Eurasia Foundation-Armenia and
contribution of AIPRG’s Turkish counterparts 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 35 participants at the
workshop, including representatives of international organizations, mass media both from Turkey and

abroad, NGOs, a representative from Azerbaijani Consulate in Istanbul, etc.

Mr. Tigran Mkrtchyan, AIPRG Acting Executive Director and Ms. Ozgul Erdemli, the Deputy
Chairperson of ARI Movement greeted the participants with their opening remarks. Mr. Mkrtchyan
expressed his gratefulness to ARl Movement and TABDC for their big support in organization of the
workshop, explained the purpose of the meeting and described AIPRG’s main activities as well as
emphasized that the views expressed by AIPRG presenters during the workshops do not necessarily
represent AIPRG's official position. Also, Mr. Mkrtchyan mentioned that the event is purely
scholarly-academic and is not pursuing any political purposes. Special gratefulness was expressed in

regard of the Eurasia Foundation Armenia and the USAID for supporting this project financially.

Ms. Erdemli underlined the importance of such type of meetings and the role Armenian and Turkish

NGOs can play in promotion of a dialogue between our societies.



The agenda of the workshop consisted of two presentations by AIPRG speakers (Mr. Mher
Baghramyan, AIPRG Senior Researcher and Mr. Vahram Ter-Matevosyan, AIPRG Fellow and a
Research Fellow of Turkish Studies at the NAS of the Republic of Armenia) and a fruitful discussion

following them.

Mr. Mher 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.

The Economic background of the round table was transferred into Social when Mr. Baghramyan’s
presentation was followed by Mr. Vahram Ter-Matevosyan’s 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.”

As expected, the presentations were followed by an active discussion and Q&A session. One of the
media representatives commented that opening of the borders is not a priority issue for Turkey and it
might be more important and beneficial for Armenia to have an open border with Turkey, than for the
latter. Mr. Mkrtchyan noted about the political benefits which Turkey could gain taking into account
the European integration tendencies of Turkey which balance the economic benefit of Armenia with

the political one of Turkey in case the borders are open.

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.



One of the interesting views expressed at the workshop was that it might be more efficient to talk
about the problems when there is a communication and no wall instead of trying to solve the

problems staying in neighboring rooms divided by a wall.

The Turkish audience was very interested in Armenian Diaspora’s influence on Armenian economy
and decision making process. Mr. Mkrtchyan emphasized that before touching any issue about
Armenia-Diaspora relations, Diaspora should be treated not as a singular concept: it is plural
phenomenon and there are many “Diasporas” differing with their views and activities, and within
each diaspora there are various groups with differing agendas. Besides, Mr. Ter-Matevosyan
suggested differentiation of Armenia Armenians who migrated in 1990s from the Diaspora.

The Energetic surplus of Armenia was among the questions discussed during the Q&A session. Mr.
Baghramyan mentioned that it is one of the potential cooperation fields as Armenia is currently

exporting electricity to its two neighbors, Georgia and Iran.

The workshop was followed with a series of media reactions, among which were the articles
published in “Hurriet”, “Milliyet”, “Turkish Daily News” and “Agos” newspapers, “Jamanak”
“Nouvelles d’Armenie” magazines, Swedish Public Radio, “Information” Danish online newspaper
and other sources.

The list of the articles is available here: http://www.aiprg.net/UserFiles/File/Media reactions.pdf.




