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Abstract

In this article, it was put forward that the EU, which seems to be unified and
integrated in terms of geographical, cultural, economic and political aspects, is not
homogenous at all regarding demographic characteristics, and also the fact that
the Union is multidimensional, multicolored and there are differences between
countries was put under discussion considering the social and demographic
dimensions. In the article, the demographic potential of Turkey, the EU nominee,
was examined in both qualitative and quantitative aspects, and also an effort was
made to determine the similar and dissimilar social and demographic aspects the
EU countries and Turkey have. To reach this aim, an effort was spent on the
comparative analysis of Turkey and the EU countries in terms of various human
characteristics such as population size, population growth, birthrates and death
rates, average lifespan, literacy rate, median age average, human development
index and urbanization.
Key Terms

Demography, European Union, Turkey.

Avrupa Birligi ve Tiirkiye’nin Demografik ve Sosyal Ozelliklerinin
Karsilastirmah Analizi

Ozet

Bu makalede cografi, kiiltiirel. ekonomik ve politik acidan birlik ve bitiinlik
icinde goriinen AB'nin niifus dzellikleri bakimindan hig de tiirdes olmadig ortaya
konulmus. ayrica birligin ¢ok boyutlulugu, ¢ok renkliligi ve iilkeler arasindaki
farklilasmalari sosyal ve demografik boyutlan ile tartistinustir. Makalede AB
aday Tirkiye'nin niifus potansiyeli hem nitel hem de nicel 6zellikler agisindan
irdelenmis. ayrica AB iilkeleri ile Tiirkiye'nin benzer ve benzer olmayan sosyal ve
demografik yonleri tespit edilmeye caligilmustir. Boylece Turkiye ile AB ilkeleri

Dr.: Uludag University, Education Faculty. Department of Elementary Education.
Prof. Dr.; Uludag University, Faculty of Arts and Sciences, Department of Philosophy.

" This paper presented at the International Scientific Conference “Global Changes and
Regiopnal Challenges™ St. Kliment Ohridski University of Sofia, 28-29 April 2006, Sofia.

Bulgaria.



A Comparative Analysis of the Demographic and Social Characteristics

]2 . KUY QL

niifus sayist, niifus arust, dogum ve 6liim oranlan, ortalama yagam siiresi, okuma
yazma orani, medyan yas ortalamasi, insan geligim endeksi ve kentlesme gibi
farkli beseri ozellikler bakimindan karsilastirmali olarak analiz edilmeye
¢ahisilmustir.

Anahtar Terimler
Demografi, Avrupa Birligi, Tiirkiye.

1. The Integrated Heterogeneous Europe

With the membership of Bulgaria and Rumania by the year 2007, the total area i
EU countries cover will exceed 4.3 million km2. Thus, the area the EU countries covet
will constitute approximately 2,8 % of the total world area. With the EU membershipo!

Turkey, the area of the Union will reach 5.1 million km2, and the population will sl
up to 560 million.

The EU countries show great differences among themselves in terms of land a2
size. There are only three countries that have a land area larger than 400,000 km? ¢
we can call them “large area EU countries”: France, Spain and Sweden. The number of
the countries that have a land area between 200,000 and 400,000 km2 and we can ¢
them “middle area EU countries” is six. There are nine countries that have a land 2
between 50,000 and 200,000 km2 and we can call them “small area EU countries-
There are seven countries that have a land area between 5,000 and 50,000 km2 and ¥
can call them “very small area EU countries”. There are only two EU countries i
have a land area smaller than 5,000 km2': these are Luxemburg and Malta. These 1%
smallest member countries of the EU’s can be called “micro EU countries™.

tri e total number of the countries in the world has reached 231. Of these 0
31-5151, 194 are independent and 37 are not independent (Atasoy 2003). Turkey placr:sth1E
among the largest ones of the total 231 countries with a land area of 779452 ki

Zrl;;k?r):, Ev:;hiCh covell"sdo,65 % of the world land area, is the country having the
rope, excluding Russia (Juravley 2 is bigget
than the total land areas of (Juravlev 2005). The land area of Turkey

. - of Great Britain, Italy, Greece, Belgium and Holland. With the
22"‘;23;5]2;}2;02 Turkey in the future years, both the bordersgof the Union will exparc
East and the Aragl;‘gat 3;‘“' and the EU countries will border the Caucasia, the M!ddk'
East, the Black S;aan :13 - Thus'_ while Turkey, bridging the Balkans and the Midde-
geopolitical aspect t anh the Mediterrancan, and Europe and Asia, will add po¥¥t ;
the risky geography(z,ft tﬁ géograpl_ly of EU, it will bring the EU countries facg 10 fat:
not been over as well. © ~-aucasia and the Middle East whose political conflicts h2Y

. aracteristics, exhibi g
: S . exhibits a - ting div
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Bulgaria and Greece where the Orthodox constitute majority; Poland, Italy, Slove-
nia. France, and Spain where the Catholic are dominant; Sweden, Finland and Denmark
where the Protestant are the majority; Latvia, Estonia, Germany and Holland where both
the Protestant and the Catholic and the Orthodox constitute a colorful religious mosaic
all reflect the rich culture mosaic and the diversity of the EU in terms of religious char-
acteristics. In Hungary, Estonia, Lithuania, Latvia and Rumania, while the proportion of
the Muslim population within the total population of the country is below 1 %, it is
above 3 % in France and Belgium. But in Bulgaria, which has the highest Muslim popu-
lation ratio among the EU countries, this proportion exceeds 12 % (Lukanov et. al.
2005). Moreover, Bulgaria is the country having the lowest Christian population ratio
(87 %) among the EU countries, and Poland is the country having the highest Christian
population ratio (%99,5). Getting the full membership to the EU, Turkey, with the Mus-
lim population ratio exceeding 98 % and the Muslim population mass approaching 70
million, has a human potential to be able to modify the socio-cultural structure of the
Christian Europe sea rather than being an isolated island in that sea.

There also appear to be some differences among the EU countries in terms of not
only religious population characteristics but also ethnic population characteristics.
While some EU countries exhibit a homogeneous structure regarding ethnic structure,
some others reflect a heterogeneous characteristic with their very different ethnic struc-
tures. When we examine the proportional distribution of the ethnic minorities within the
country total population, this fact comes out very clearly. The most homogeneous coun-
tries regarding the ethnic structure, that is, having the lowest minority ratios, among the
EU countries, are Portugal, Poland and Greece. Only three of the total 27 EU member
countries have a minority ratio below 5 %. In these countries, the proportions of the
minorities within the total country population are 0,5 % in Portugal, 1,7 % in Poland
and 4,4 % in Greece. While the proportion of the minorities in such countries as Aus-
tria, Slovenia, Hungary and Germany ranges from 5 % to 10 %, this proportion ranges
from 10 % to 20 % in such countries as Rumania, Bulgaria, France and Latvia. The EU
countries having the highest minority proportions are Latvia, Spain and Great Britain
with the proportions of 45.8 %, 29.4 % and 22,7 % respectively (Lukanov et. al. 2005).

Regarding the urbanization and population density, the differences among the EU
countries attract attention as well. While the urbanization rate is only 49 % in Slovenia
and only 55 % in Rumania, this rate reaches 92 % in Luxembourg and 97 % in Belgium.
The similar picture present among the EU countries shows itself in the population den-
sity. For example, while the number of people per kilometer square is only 16 in
Finland and 29 in Estonia, this number gets to 340 in Belgium, 386 in Holland, and
even 1,247 in Malta. Regarding the geographical and demographic characteristics, many
examples similar to those mentioned above, concerning the differences among the EU
countries, can be given. The following lines try to provide comparative analyses under
different subtitles regarding the population numbers, population rates, urbanization rates
and human development indexes of Turkey and the EU countries.
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2. Comparing Turkey and the EU Countries Regarding Population
Number

The total population of the EU countries was 485 million in 2003 and this number
constituted 7.6 % of the world population. Like in the land area size, there are also great
differences among the EU countries regarding the population size and these were gath-
ered under four groups in this study.

Since the populations of Germany, France, Spain, Italy and Great Britain each ex-
ceeded 40 million, they are the most crowded EU countries and they have the greatest
human power. Since the total populations of Poland and Rumania, which are in the
second group, range from 20 to 40 million, these two countries constitute the mid-
populated states of the EU. Since the third group, which is called small-sized countries
due to having populations ranging from 5 to 20 million, cover 12 countries, they form
the most crowded group. The number of the countries within the EU, having popula-
tions smaller than 5 million, is 8 and these countries can be called “mini demos”, that is
the smallest ones regarding population number. As seen, the most crowded five coun-
tries in the first group with their total population of 300 million constitute approxi-
mately 62 % of the EU population. However, the countries in the third group and in the

fourth group, which are more in number (total 20 countries) together, constitute only 26
% of the EU population.

Turkey, having the youngest and most dynamic population among the European
countries, and growing 900,000 people each passing year, constitutes the fastest grow-
ing country of the Europe at both absolute and proportional population growth. Turkey.
forming 1,1 % of the total world population with its population of 73,5 million in the
year ZOQS, places the 17th among the most crowded countries of the world. Although
Turkey is expected to be 89 million by the year 2025, its place in the world order is
cx_pf?cted to fall to 18th. However, the population of Germany is expected to become 82
million by the year 2025 (Juravlev, 2005). Thus. Turkey, overtaking Germany, which is
today Fhe most crowded country of Europe, will become the biggest country of Europe
regarding ~population as well. As a conclusion, by the year 2025, the biggest country of
Europe will become Turkey, excluding Russia, in terms of both land area and popula-
tfon size. Moreover, we must not forget about the Turkish citizens, exceeding 4,5 mil-
i{OT‘I in number, living outside Turkey as well. There are 3.8 million Turkish citizens
hvmg only in the EU countries and 2,6 million of whom are residing in Germany. As
seen in Table 2, after Germany, housing most Turkish citizens come France, Holland,
Austria al}d Belgium. In these four countries, approximately 1 million Turks are living.
In countries like Denmark, Sweden, Great Britain, the number of Turks falls below
IO_0,0QO: (Sen 2005). Today the number of Turks becoming the EU citizens has reached
1.5 million. Until the year 2020, the number is expecte& to exceed 2 million. Thus,
Turkey, bfefore becoming a member of the EU. has already proved to become a part of
Europe with its human and cultural existence in the European countries.

. Itis expected that the biggest countries of the EU, Germany, French and Great Brit-
ain will enter the period of population shrinking during the following years and as a
result of this by the year 2050 the population of Germany will decrease to 73. million,
[h:.lt .Of French to 61 million, that of Italy to 50 million and that of Great Britain to 48
million For example, if we consider the fact that the total population of the total 25 EU
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countries plus Bulgaria and Rumania, that is 27 member countries, was around 484
million in the year 2003 and the fact that the population of Turkey, on its own, was 71,3
million. it appears that Turkey, on its own, constitutes approximately 15 % of the EU
population. In future years. assuming that the decline in the total populations of the EU
countries will continue while the population of Turkey will increase, it can easily be
estimated that this 15 % of portion will increase more. Briefly, despite the fact that the
EU will continue its expanding policies and geographical extension in future years,
great changes are likely to appear in both the EU’s population’s qualitative and quanti-
tative characteristics and socio-cultural structure together with Turkey’s EU member-
ship.

Today there are clear differences, which continue to exist between the EU countries
in both demographic and socio-cultural characteristics. These differences are unavoid-
able in such a large geography. With the membership of Turkey, these socio-cultural
and demographic differences will become more evident.

3. Comparing Turkey and the EU Countries Regarding Population
Growth and Population Age Distribution

The population of Turkey, which was 13,6 million in the year 1927, reached 67,8
million in the last census in the year 2000, increased 54 million, that is, the number was
multiplied by five within a period of approximately 70 years. Such an increase was not
observed in any European country during the same period. The principal reasons for the
high population growth rate in Turkey are high birthrate, rapid decline in baby and child
death rates, nutrition and increase in average lifespan parallel to improving health con-
ditions and immigration from foreign countries. Naturally, high population growth seen
m Turkey has led to the increase in in-country immigration and unemployment, the
insufficiency of houses, hospitals and schools, the use of agricultural areas with non-
agricultural purposes, the environmental problems, the growth of human pressure on the
natural resources, the rapid but unplanned urbanization and particularly the restraining
of economic growth.

The population mass immigrated from foreign countries and settled in Turkey dur-
ing the Republic period has reached 2.5 million and the countries having the biggest
portions in this are Bulgaria, sending 962,000 immigrants, and ex-Yugoslavian repub-
lics. sending 562,000 immigrants (Sahin et. al. 2005).

Despite some positive population changes in Turkey within the last 20 years, both
the fertility rate and the population growth rate of the country are higher than those of
the EU countries. For example, while the average fertility rates of Turkey are around
0.21 %. these rates are around 0.11 % in such countries as Sweden, Portugal, Great
Britain and Belgium, and below 0.09 % in Bulgaria, Slovenia, Austria, Germany, Italy,
Hungary and the Baltic Republics.

As known, by the year 2007 the number of the member countries will have reached
27 following the EU memberships of Bulgaria and Rumania. When we compare the EU
countries regarding the population growth rate, a negative population growth is ob;
served in 12 of the 27 countries. that is population decrease. and the population grow”
rate is below 0.50 % in 10 countries. the stable population growth period is approy
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ing. Briefly, in 22 EU countries, the population is either decreasing or increasing
slightly. The annual population growth rate is above 0,50 % in only Ireland, Cyprus and
Malta.

The demographic future for the EU is full of pessimism. Among the most populated
20 countries of the world by the year 2025 will place only Turkey (89 million) and
Germany (82 million). According to the calcuiations by “The Economist”, eight of the
first fifteen countries having the lowest annual population growth rate during the period
of 2020 — 2025 will be from among the EU member countries. Estonia, Latvia, Lithua-
nia, Bulgaria, Hungary, Italy, Rumania and Slovenia are the leading countries having an
average annual population growth rate ranging from — 1,4 % to — 0,40 %, losing their
human powers with passing years, and having nations decreasing in number (Juravlev
2005). The most important reason for this serious decline in the population growth rate
is the decrease in the birthrates in these countries. According to the data from “The
Economist”, the number of children per woman ranges from 1,00 to 1,25 in such EU
countries as Bulgaria, Latvia, Slovenia, Spain, Estonia, Czech Republic, Hungary and
Italy during the period of 2000-2005 (Juravlev 2005). Briefly, in great majority of the
EU countries, even two children fall per woman.

With the problem of the population decline, the young population rates have been in
decline and the aged population rates have been increasing in the EU countries. In 25 of
the 27 EU member countries, the proportion of the 0-15 aged group within the total
population is below 20 % and only in Ireland and Lithuania; it is a bit above 20 %.
While this proportion is 31,7 % in Turkey, having the youngest and most dynamic
populat_ion in Europe, it is around 15 % in Italy and Spain, and around 16 % in Bulgaria,
S!ovema and Germany. It has been observed that the population of the young aged 0-15
in Tgrkey constituted a greater population than the total populations of Portugal and
Belgium, exceeding 21 million. Thus, while the EU countries have been searching for
the ways of increasing the fertility and solving the problem of aged population, Turkey
has been searching for the ways of both meeting the basic needs, such as health, educa-

tion, sport, culture and employment, of the child and student populations which are
great in number and lengthening the average lifespan.

4. The Comparison between Turkey and the European Union Countries
in Terms of Human Development Indexes

_ While the average per capita income reflects how developed and rich a country is, it
1s not enough to reflect the welfare of citizens. Therefore, UN has been carrying out
H_uman Development Index measurements in order to measure the prosperity levels of
d1fff:rent countries. Taking some particular coefficients in consideration, the Index is
d_esxgneq to measure the life expectancy, baby death rate, average per capita income and
literacy in a country. In that way, different human development indexes are constructed
gnd lhey are published in numerical values between 0 and 1. The countries with an
index higher than 0,80 are accepted as well-developed, the ones having an index be-

tween 0,50 and 079 are accepted as partially developed and the countries with an index
lower than 0,50 are considered underdeveloped (Juravlev 2005).
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The data in Table 1 shows that the indexes are either 0,90 or higher in such countries
as Luxembourg, Germany, France, Spain, Portugal, UK, Belgium, Netherlands, Ireland,
Italy. Denmark, Sweden, Finland and Austria, and this shows that the EU consists of
developed and prosperous countries. While the indexes vary between 0,80 and 0,90 in
such formerly socialist countries as Hungary, Latvia, Slovenia and Poland, the indexes
lower than 0,80 are met only in Bulgaria, Turkey and Romania.

As it is seen in the table, Bulgaria and Romania, which are going to be the new
members of the EU, have the lowest indexes among the European countries. The politi-
cal and economic destabilization during the post-socialist period has caused some seri-
ous social and demographic problems in those countries and kept them from reaching
higher levels of prosperity. Besides these, while the Mediterranean countries such as
Cyprus, Malta, Portugal and Greece and such new EU members as Poland, Hungary and
Slovakia have lower indexes; Sweden, Finland and Denmark in the Northern Europe
and Belgium, Netherlands and Luxembourg as the Benelux have high indexes. There-
fore, the socioeconomic and demographic differences among the European countries are
reflected in the human development index data.

In the world rankings based on the Index, Turkey was the 74th country in 1997, and
fell down to the 86th position in 2000 and then to 96th in 2002 (Oymen, 2003). Despite
being close to Romania in terms of the measurements, Turkey is still at the bottom
among the European countries, and it shows that the country has to push through com-
prehensive reforms in many fields such as education, health, nutrition, professional life
and standards of living. As some positive signs during the last 25 years, the birth rate
has decreased, the population growth has slowed down, baby and children death rates
have decreased. life expectancy has become longer and average per capita income has
decreased. These signs indicate that Turkey is walking on a right way and it might get
higher positions in the Index in the following years. Some illustrative examples of the
development could be given here. In 1960, while 7,5% of the population was working in
the industrial sector, the rate for the service sector was 17,6%. In 2002, the rates in
question were 24% and 43% respectively. While the urban population formed the 25%
of the general population in 1950, the rate in 2000 was 65%. The population growth,
which was 28,5 per 1000 in 1960, was reduced down to 14,0 per 1000 in 2004 (Atalay
2004). Life expectancy was 66 years in 1990; but in 2005, it increased to 72 years. In
1990, the death rate of the children between the ages of 0-5 was 78 per 1000. In 2003,
the rate was 39 out of every 1000 (Bulatov, 2005). It is an undoubted fact that Turkey
has to increase such positive examples in number to be a prominent member of the

European Union.

When the EU countries and Turkey are compared in terms of life expectancy, child
death rates and literacy, some interesting results can be obtained. The EU countries do
not show sharp differences among themselves in terms of life expectancy. While the life
expectancies for men in Germany, France, Spain, Italy, Benelux and Scandinavian
countries vary between 75 and 77 years, the female life expectancies are between 80
and 83 years of age. Thus. these countries have the nations with the longest life spans.
In the former Soviet republics such as Latvia, Lithuania and Estonia, and in Bulgaria
and Romania. life expectancies are lower than the average of the Union. In Romania,
the male life expectancy is 67 years, the female life expectancy is 75 years; and the
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country is home to the lowest life expectancy within the EU. In Turkey, the values are
74 years for women and 69 years for men. Tt can be seen that there is a close similarity
between Turkey and Romania in terms of life expectancy, and the demographic data in
both the countries are much lower than the average of the EU countries. In France,
Spain and Italy, the average female life expectancy is 8 or 9 years longer than it is in
Turkey. This shows that Turkey has not reached yet the level of the EU in terms of
health services, nutrition, standards of living and conditions of employment.

In the prosperous EU countries, life expectancy is high and the proportion of the
older people is much higher than it is in the other parts of the world. For instance, while
the proportion of the people over 60 years old is 8% of the population in Turkey, 24%
of the total population in Italy are older than 60. In 14 of the 27 EU countries. the pro-
portions of the people over 60 exceed 20% of the total populations and up until 2025: it
is expected to exceed 25%. Thus, it is expected in most of the EU countries that up until
2025, the people over 60 will be 25% of the total populations while the increase in Tur-
key is expected to be from 8% to 11%. In short, while the increase in the older popula-
tion is a serious problem in the EU countries, the problem in Turkey is having a large
young population and a life expectancy lower than it is in the EU. Therefore, Turkey

seems o have the potential to be a source of employment for the EU countries in some
specific professions.

The prosperous EU countries have the highest average median ages in the world. 18
of the 20 countries having the highest median ages in the world in 2001 were EU coun-
tries and the average median ages in those countries were varying between 37.5 and
40.2. During the same year, the average median age in Turkey was 25. In Finland, Bel-
gium, Bulgaria, Greece, Sweden. Germany and Italy, the average median ages are be-
tween 39 and 40. They are comparatively lower in Great Britain, Czech Republic,
France, Netherlands, Hungary, Austria, Slovenia, Latvia and Spain and between 37 and
38 (Juravlev 2005). Tt is a fact that in almost all the EU countries. the averages median

ages are much higher than the world average because of the low birth rates and large
older populations.

As the population growth has slowed and life expectancy has become higher in Tur-

%cey duriqg the last 25 years, the average median age keeps increasing. While it was 19
in 1970, it exceeded 26 in 2005.

Euroipe is called “the old-continent” because of having the lowest birth rate, the
longest life expectancy, the smallest young population and the largest older population.
Wlth_m that old-continent, the oldest countries are the EU countries. According to the
data in “The Economist Newspaper”, 11 EU countries are among the 20 countries in the
world that have the most 80 years old or older people in their total populations. For
instance, the proportion of the 80 years old and older people was 5,1% in the total popu-
Latlon in Sweden in 2000, and it was 4,0% in Denmark and 3,9% in ltaly. (Juraviev
2005). In Ttaly, Greece, Germany, Bulgaria, Sweden and Belgium, the proportions of the

people over 60 in total populations vary between 21% and 25% rises in these propor-
tions up until 2050 is considered irrevocable.

In t(?day s Turkey, more than a half of the total population consists of the citizens
younger than 30 and the older population in the country is much lower than it is in the
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European countries. In 2003, the proportion of the people between the ages of 0 and 15
was 32% while that of the people over 60 was hardly 9% Nonetheless, even though
Turkey has a different position among the European countries with its younger popula-
tion, it is not isolated from the “older population™ problem. In fact, the problem is an
immediate one but it is not emphasized as one of the national problems as the propor-
tion of the older people is still relatively low in the total population. It is thought that the
traditional moral values and family structures in Turkey protect the elderly people and
old age is a problem for only the isolated ones who have no family or friends (TUSIAD
2000).

Having resolved most of their educational problems, the EU countries do not have
great differences among themselves in terms of literacy rates. The rates in 24 of the
member countries vary between 98% and 100% and only 3 members have rates lower
than 98%. Those countries are Cyprus (97%), Malta (93%) and Portugal (93%) and
have the lowest literacy rates within the Union. Having a literacy rate of 87%, Turkey is
at the bottom among the EU countries just as it is in terms of life expectancy. The ur-
gent amendments and reforms needed to be adopted in the Turkish education system are
the raise in the funds allocated for education, providing longer years of schooling for
especially girls and decreasing the number of the illiterate citizens.

While the literacy rate was only 19,25% in Turkey in 1930, it reached 32,37% in
1950, 56,21% in 1970, and 80,46% in 1990. It is expected to have reached 88% in 2005
(Karabag & Sahin 2003). However, despite the increase in the rates, it is a fact that
Turkey is still far from the EU countries in terms of literacy and schooling. As the fami-
lies do not usually let girls go to school in the Eastern and South-Eastern parts of Tur-
key, the general literacy rate decrease and the balance between boys and girls in terms
of schooling shifts to the disadvantage of girls. The socioeconomic imbalances between
the regions of the country are still dominant, and correcting them would contribute
much to solving such problems as the migrations within the country, urbanization, the
differences between the incomes and as well as the ones about education and schooling.

Together with life expectancy and literacy rates, child death rates are one of the cri-
teria that determine the development indexes. Just as there are in life expectancy and
literacy rates, there are big differences between Turkey and the EU countries in the
child death rates. The rate in Turkey varies between 39 and 40 per thousand and it is ten
times bigger than it is in such countries as Sweden and Finland. In general, the child
death rates in the EU countries are lower than 10 in every thousand children. There are
rates higher than that only in 5 countries. Romania with a rate of 22 per thousand and
Bulgaria with 17 children in every thousand are the countries that have the highest child
death rates. It is expected that those rates will go down in the two Balkan countries
during the process of adaptation to the EU and ensuring the citizens” well-being. Having
a child death rate that is two times bigger than the ones in Bulgaria and Romania, Tur-
key has to keep dealing with the quality of health services and standards of living.

5. The Comparison of Turkey and EU Countries According to
Their Urbanization Features

Beginning from 1950s, Turkey has been experiencing a rapid urbanization process.
While in 1927 urban population rate was 24%. in 2000 it raised to 65%. In the same
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period urban population raised from 3.3 million to 44 million, which in other words
means that it rose 13 times (Ozer 2004). Beginning from 1940, urban population growth
speed has passed the general population growth speed. The rapid urban population
growth tempo in Turkey can be presented in numerical examples. For example, while in
1955 the general population growth speed in the country was 27,75 per thousand, the
urban population growth speed was 55,67 per thousand. Again, while in 1990 the gen-
eral population growth speed in the country was 21,71 per thousand, the urban popula-
tion growth speed was 43,10 per thousand (Ozer 2004). Factors that determined the
rapid urbanization in Turkey have demographic, economic, social, psychological, law
and political sources.

The fast but unplanned urbanization has brought many problems. Unhealthy and un-
planned growing cities, illegal buildings surrounding the cities, infrastructure, environ-
ment and traffic problems are the most significant ones. The loose of population in the
villages and in rural areas, the fast but unplanned growth of metropolitan cities, the
loose of population in small cities and towns, and also as a result of interior migrations,
the increase between the imbalance of population between regions and areas can be
showed as other negative effects of the urbanization in Turkey. Today, in most of the
EU states, the urban population proportion goes beyond 75%, moreover, in Britain,
Belgium, Netherlands, Malta, and Luxemburg it goes beyond 90%. In the EU there ae
only seven countries, which have less urbanization rate than Turkey: Romania, Bul-
ga_ria, Latvia, Poland, Hungary, Slovenia, and Slovakia. Although the growing speed
will decrease in the following years, the urbanization proportions will continue (0 ir-
crease. In this sense, it seems like Turkey will reinforce its place in the mid-rank.

When compared with the EU states, Turkey both remains below the urbanization
rate and attracts attention with its crowded rural areas. Also, significantly differs from
the EU states in urbanization dynamics, urbanization causes, development and results
W}.ulc‘the attempts and progress in industrialization and service sector has made the
c1tle_s in the EU attractive centres, and given lead to urbanization, in Turkey the ecO-
nomic, employment, education, and health problems of the villages have been the pusi-
ing force in determining the urbanization factors. The urbanizaﬁon in Turkey has been
caused more by the repulsiveness of the rural areas rather than the attractiveness of ¢
clties. and as a result, uncontrolled migration and crooked urbanization has caused big

metropoli 4 ized” i
tw POitl)mn_S to be “suburbanized”, which resulted in an unparallel development b
een urbanization and becoming a citizen of an urban.

6. Result

s S‘?snsfsgt:?dtz)etzzgeihcal clata. provided in the article, and as it was seen in the dis-
graphic and social feat © states of EU do not form a unity in the sense of their dem®
geographic and cult ea]tures_ Very sharp and big differences are seen regarding both
;m.babie ol embe:lshl'lra ; fand ?150 population features of these countries. Considering (12
geopolitics, economl)l’) anTm i(ey. very serious changes will be seen in the geog.raph)"»
tures. Undoubtedly [!ime C}iiture of EU as well as, in its social and demographic fef"
hinder the it : -Will show which of these changes will help and which will

¥» cooperation, and future of the EU. However. it is a fact that both EU
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states and Turkey have to overcome some difficulties, and solve many problems. In the
lines below. these problems have been briefly summarized.

Within the last quarter century, besides the politic, economic, and cultural problems,
EU states have faced demographic problems, which have been considered as important
and prior as others. The main social and demographic problems that the states of EU
should solve can be stated as follows:

e Decrease in the national population parallel with the decrease in fertility prob-
lem,

e Decrease in proportions of youth population, and increase in proportions of old
population, which means that societies are getting older problem,

e Increase in abortion, and illegitimate birth problem,

e Ascent in the age of first marriage and first birth problem,

* Spreading of family life without marriage, and increase in divorcement problem,
e Degeneration of the family, and loosing its importance problem,

e Decrease in the active population quantity, and manpower problem,

e Unavoidable refugee, and external migration problem,

e Ethnic-religious conflicts and minorities” problem.

Turkey, which is the only democratic and secular Muslim country governed by a re-
publican system, is occupying a place in which Slavic, Arabic, Mediterranean, and
Caucasian cultures meet, in a geocultural melting pot where different civilizations em-
brace. Turkey, which is the island of peace in the slippery and dangerous geography of
Middle-East that is always in the spotlight because of economic and politic crisis, wars
and conflicts, on one side, is a neighbor to Middle-East and Caspian countries, which
have rich energy resources, on the other side, is a neighbor to Middle-East Republics
that have a promising future, and to Orthodox states of NATO and EU. While this fa-
vorable geopolitical location provides Turkey with many advantages, it also brings
some significant risks. Undoubtedly. Turkey will bring these advantages and political
risks when it becomes a member of EU. Among these advantages and disadvantages
population matter is attention catching.

When compared to the states of EU. Turkey is in the first place without a question
regarding both birth proportions and population growth speed. The high population
growth not only negatively affects different sectors like economy, health, education,
employment, but also hinders the national development. However, negative characteris-
tics like the concern taking population decrease in the states of EU, abortion, the high
rate of divorcement, illegitimate birth, family life without marriage, the ageing of soci-
ety cannot be a demonstrating demographic model for Turkey. On the contrary, Turkey
should prevent these damaging socio-demographic developments of EU from flourish-
ing in its society, and avoid the demographic crisis that the states of EU have experi-
enced.

Turkey is the European country in which baby and child death rate is the highest.
Additionally, considering the average per capita income and average life length, it is
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below the medium of the EU. Yet, among the European states. the youth rate is the
highest and old population rate is the lowest in Turkey. Today, population growth speed
has fallen by 14 per thousand, and is expected to decrease up to 8 per thousand in the
following 10-15 years.

Turkey, which has the 17th biggest population and 36th largest area in the world, is
among the first 50 countries regarding human development index. Among the main
reasons of this are the law rate of schools, and the high rate of illiterate people. The
problem of education is one of the most significant problems that Turkey should solve.
Briefly, Turkey is to show effort and sacrifice in meeting the education expenses that
will rise because of population growth, and in increasing the rate of schools and the
quality of education,

In the base of the internal migrations in Turkey, unplanned urbanization, spreading
of slums, infrastructure problem, employment, education, and health problems, is the
existence of imbalanced development and economy difference between the areas and
regions. On one hand migration and settlement problems, on the other hand socio-

demographic problems will continue to exist as long as these economic imbalances are
not eliminated.

The changes in population that are going to be observed in Turkey within the fol-
lowing 20-30 years will make it more similar to European countries rather than Middle-
Eastern countries. We can line up the population tendencies items, which show that
Turkey is becoming more and more European. and is nearing the similar social and
demographic characteristics with the states of the EU, as follows:

* Decrease in the rate of fertility and speed of population growth,

* Ascent in the age of first marriage and first birth,

* Increase in divorcements, and nuclear families with one child,

Increase in the rates of urbanization and average per capita income,
Increase in life expectancy, while baby and child death rates fall,

Increase in population rate working in the industry and service sectors, while the
population working in agriculture decreases,

Increase in the number of universities and university graduates,

Decrease in young population rate. while old population rate increases.

. The examples above can be varied. However. the hard questions to answer are these.
Will decrease in economic, social. and demographic differences between Turkey and
the states of EU bring partnership in scientific, intellectual. cultural, and politic fields?
As a res_ult of these, can the image of Turkey in the eye of European, and the image of
Europe in the eye of Turkish change, and will Turkish be accepted and welcomed by the
other members of the old continent? Will the role of demographic features.of EU and
Turkey be consolidative or disjunctive in the membership of EU? It seems that all these

questions can be replied within the followine 10 v d ing ¢ ey’s -
Dt t ¢ 10 years depending on Turkey’s member
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APPENDIX
Table 1. Some Characteristics EU Member and Candidate Countries
s Populati Population Urbani- | Population De‘l}e‘;ﬂp:et
Countries ) (l;“og:;)o“ Density zation Growth Tadoss
(person/km”) (%) (%)
I. Germany 357 031 82 476 231 88 0,17 0,921
2. France 549 087 60 144 111 76 0,35 0,925
3. Spain 505 124 41 060 81 78 0,06 0918
4. Portugal 91916 10 062 109 66 0,12 0.896
5. Great Britain 244 101 59 251 143 90 0,08 0,930
6. Belgium 30538 10318 340 97 0,04 0,937
7. Netherlands 35518 16 149 389 20 0,27 0,938
8. Luxembourg 2586 453 175 92 0,31 0,930
9. Ireland 70295 3956 56 59 0,67 0,930
10. Italy 301 338 57423 190 67 -0,09 0916
11. Greece 131957 10976 83 68 0,01 0.892
12. Denmark 43094 5364 125 85 0,08 0,930
13. Czech Republic 78 866 10236 130 75 0,17 0,861
14. Hungary 93030 9 887 106 65 -0,37 0,837
15. Poland 312 685 38 587 123 63 0,05 0,841
16. Maita 316 304 1247 91 0.50 0,836
17. Sweden 449974 8876 20 83 0,07 0,941
18. Finland 338 150 5207 16 59 0,07 0,930
19. Slovakia 49035 5402 110 58 0,10 0,836
20. Lithuania 65 300 3 444 53 69 0,24 0,824
21. Latvia 64 589 2307 76 60 -0,62 0,811
22. Estonia 45227 1323 29 69 -0.42 0.833
23. Cyprus 5869 622 106 70 0,51 0,891
24. Austria 83 858 8116 97 67 0,03 0929
25. Slovenia 20273 1984 08 49 -0.09 088!
26. Bulgaria 110910 7 890 70 58 -0,63 0,795
27. Romania 138 391 22334 94 55 0,15 0773
28. Turkey 779 452 71325 92 66 1,2 0734
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Table 2: Turks Population in EU Countries (2002)

95

Turks Origin Turks (EU Citizens)
Countries Total Turkey Rlaence Rate EU
Population Citizens C?l}ntry Citizens
Citizens

Belgium 110 000 67 000 43 000 39,1
Denmark 53 000 39000 14 000 264
Germany 2642000 1912 000 730 000 27,6
France 370 000 196 000 174 000 47,0
Netherlands 270 000 96 000 174 000 64,4
Austria 200 000 120 000 80 000 40,0
Sweden 37 000 14 000 23 000 62,2
Great Britain 70 000 37 000 33000 47.1
Other EU Countries 20 000 19 000 1 000 50
EU - Total 3772 000 2 500 000 1272 000 33,7
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Table 3: Some Demographic and Social Characteristics EU Member and Candidate Countries
(2002)
= Average i:il'e Literacy Birt(l:;)ied ]()1;:: ([:hhﬂc:l P‘;P:';amn (zel
(Year) (%) thousan) thousand) mo(:::n d) A;;e Ag:
1. Germany E-76, K-82 100 87 10,6 5 156 232
2. France E-76, K-83 99 12,8 93 6 188 205
3. Spain E-76. K-83 98 9.3 9.1 5 146 212
4, Portugal E-73, K-80 93 11,0 10,8 6 16,7 208
5. Great Britain E-76, K-81 99 11,0 10,4 5 19,1 20,7
6. Belgium E-75, K-82 98 10,8 10,0 6 174 21
7. Netherlands E-76, K-82 99 12,1 89 6 185 182
8. Luxembourg E-74, K-81 100 12,5 11,4 6 -
9. Ireland E-75, K-80 100 144 83 7 215 152
10. Italy E-77, K-83 99 8,8 109 6 143 241
11. Greece E-76, K-82 98 9,1 105 6 15,1 234
12. Denmark E-75, K-80 100 11,8 11,3 6 183 200
13.Czech Republic E-72, K-79 100 8.8 10,8 5 164 183
14. Hungary E-68, K-77 99 8.8 13.5 7 17,0 19.7
15. Poland E-70, K-78 100 9.6 10,0 9 19.2 166
16. Malta E-76, K-81 93 11,2 7.3 8 -
17. Sweden E-77, K-83 100 10,3 10.6 4 183 23
18. Finland E-74, K-82 100 108 9.8 4 18,1 19.9
19. Slovakia E-70, K-79 100 102 9.8 9 19.5 154
20. Lithuania E-64, K-76 100 8.8 11,6 12 20,1 193
21. Latvia E-64, K-76 100 7.8 13,6 13 18,0 212
22. Estonia E-04, K-77 100 8,7 13,6 11 18,0 212
23. Cyprus E-74.K-79 97 19,0 9.1 7 . -
24. Austria E-75, K-82 98 8.6 9.9 6 16,7 20,7
25. Slovenia E-72. K-80 100 83 98 3 159 19.2
26. Bulgaria E-71, K-78 99 79 15.1 17 158 —31——'_
27. Romania E-67, K-75 98 104 12,5 2 182 | 189
28. Turkey E-69, K-74 87 20,9 6,0 39" a7 80 |

E — Average Life- Male K - Average Life- Female.




