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1. Introduction 

This is the methodological appendix for the narrative analysis conducted by the researchers from 

the University of Cologne (UzK) and Middle East Technical University (METU) within the scope of 

the ongoing research project, which is eŶtitled ͞The Future of EU-Turkey Relations: Mapping Dy-

namics and Testing Scenarios͟ ;FEUTUREͿ aŶd fuŶded ďy the EuƌopeaŶ UŶioŶ’s HoƌizoŶ ϮϬϮϬ Re-
search and Innovation Programme. The appendix is designed to provide comprehensive infor-

mation on the operationalization of the qualitative research that was carried out for the FEUTURE 

Online Papeƌ No. Ϯϴ ͞Narratives of a Contested Relationship: Unravelling the Debates in the EU 

and Turkey͟ published in February 2019.  

The following sections present details on the selected actors, data sampling and collection, code-

book and variables, and overall time span of the research. While the bulk of this appendix is limited 

to the practical guidance on methodological procedures followed by the researchers, more infor-

ŵatioŶ oŶ the ƌeseaƌĐheƌs’ appƌoaĐh to the concept of narrative in general as well as the literature 

review on narrative analysis method shall be found in the final paper on the project website at: 

http://www.feuture.uni-koeln.de/de/publications/feuture-online-paper-series/  

The research group for this study consisted of 5 researchers (2 from University of Cologne and 3 

from METU) working in two different teams for the European and Turkish narratives and on two 

different papeƌs. IŶ the fiƌst ;ǁoƌkiŶgͿ papeƌ ͞Mapping milestones and periods of past EU-Turkey 

relations͟1, Prof. Dr. Wolfgang Wessels and Hanna-Lisa Hauge from the University of Cologne and 

Prof. Dr. Atila Eralp and Nurdan Selay Bedir from METU elaborated the historical context of FEU-

TURE’s aŶalysis of contemporary drivers of the EU-Turkey relations by mapping the milestones 

and periods in which the debate on the EU-Turkey relations is embedded and outlining some initial 

considerations on possible interpretations and narratives. On the basis of this working paper, Prof. 

Dr. Wolfgang Wessels and Hanna-Lisa Hauge from UzK and Prof. Dr. Atila Eralp and Ebru Ece Özbey 

from METU undertook the qualitative research on the governmental and institutional documents 

from Turkey and the EU, aiming to identify, (re)construct, and comparatively analyze the predom-

inant narratives from both sides, extrapolate and better understand the particular and shared el-

ements, and provide insights into possible future narratives and scenarios. In addition, Betül 

“akıŶıƌ generously contributed to the collection of the EU sources and the editing of both papers.  

 

 

 

 

  

                                                        

1 Available at http://ukoeln.de/J2G45  

http://www.feuture.uni-koeln.de/de/publications/feuture-online-paper-series/
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2. Overview  

Table A. 1: Overview of FEUTURE’s Narrative Analysis 

 Turkey EU 

Actors Individuals: President of the Republic of Turkey, 

Prime Minister of the Republic of Turkey, Minister 

of Foreign Affairs, Minister of European Union 

Affairs 

Institutions: Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Ministry 

for European Union Affairs, Economic Develop-

ment Foundation  

Individuals: Commissioners, Commission President, 

President of the European Council, President of the 

European Parliament 

Institutions: European Commission, European Par-

liament,  European Council 

Time Span of 

Research 

1959-2016 1959-2016 

Time Span of 

Data Collection 

1958-2017 1958-2017 

Data Sources Governmental and ministerial documents on EU-

Turkey relations (from both digital and physical ar-

chives): 

Speeches, statements, and presentations by Pres-

idents 

Speeches, statements, and presentations by Prime 

Ministers 

Speeches, statements, and presentations by Min-

istries of Foreign Affairs and EU Affairs 

Documents issued by the Economic Development 

Foundation  

Institutional documents on the EU-Turkey relations 

from both digital and physical archives (of the Eu-

ropean Parliament in Luxembourg and of the Euro-

pean Commission in Brussels): 

Speeches by EU leaders 

European Parliament resolutions and parliamen-

tary debates 

European Council conclusions and statements 

European Commission communications, reports, 

statements, and press releases  

Total Number 

of Documents 

144 138 

Language(s) of 

Documents  

Turkish 

English 

German 

English 

Data Analysis 

Tool 

MAXQDA  

(Version 12, VERBI GmbH, Berlin/Germany) 

MAXQDA  

(Version 12, VERBI GmbH, Berlin/Germany) 

Data Collection 

Period 

May 2016-December 2017 May 2016-December 2017 

SourĐe: ResearĐhers’ elaďorations 
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3. Milestones 

Foƌ this study, the ƌeseaƌĐheƌs’ pƌiŵaƌy goal ǁas to systeŵatiĐally aŶd Đoŵpaƌatiǀely aŶalyse a 

comprehensive set of official documents by various actors and institutions from Turkey and the 

EU since the beginning of institutionalised relations to complement to the wider research con-

ducted under the FEUTURE project.  

The referred period comprised nearly 60 years, which made the manual coding of the documents 

a challenging and time-consuming task – espeĐially ǁheŶ takiŶg FEUTURE’s aŵďitious aŶd Đoŵ-
plex research design with multiple thematic dimensions into account. The researchers attempted 

to tackle this issue by limiting the number of selected years and documents in a way that would 

render a narrative analysis of a relatively long time span possible, as well as the identification of 

the main elements and track of the specific patterns of continuity and change throughout the 

history of the relations. 

Based on the detailed literature review completed in the first (working) paper (Hauge et al., 2016), 

the researchers chose a number of milestones from both the European and Turkish perspectives 

as points of orientation for the selection of documents. These milestones referred to the years in 

which critical decisions or developments that have resulted in direct or indirect changes and shifts 

in the EU-Turkey relations, and therefore in the narratives of the parties, took place. In the end, 

13 milestones were identified. Moreover, the years before and after each milestone were also 

included in the sampling in order to be able to address the potential variances that are mentioned 

above. Ultimately, the study covered a total number of 36 years (due to some overlap between 

years) out of nearly 60 (Table A. 2). 

Table A. 2: Milestones and Descriptions 

Milestone Definition 

1958 1959 1960 Turkish application for the associate membership of the European Economic Community (EEC) 

1962 1963 1964 Signature of Ankara Agreement: Association Agreement between Turkey and EEC is signed 

1969 1970 1971 Additional Protocol and 2nd Financial Protocol to the Association Agreement are signed 

1973 1974 1975 Sampson Coup & Turkish intervention in Cyprus 

1979 1980 1981 Military coup in Turkey 

1986 1987 1988 Tuƌkey’s ŵeŵďeƌship appliĐatioŶ to the EU ;aŶd ƌejeĐtioŶ iŶ ϭϵϴϵͿ  

1988 1989 1990 End of the Cold War & collapse of the Soviet Union 

1995 1996 1997 Customs Union between Turkey and EU comes into force  

1998 1999 2000 Helsinki Summit of the European Council grants candidacy status to Turkey 

2003 2004 2005 Cyprus becomes an EU member  

2004 2005 2006 Turkish accession negotiations begin 

2011 2012 2013 Launch of Positive Agenda  & Turkey freezes relations with EU during the Presidency of Cyprus 

2015 2016 2017 EU-Turkey Summit (Migration Deal) & Military coup attempt in Turkey 

SourĐe: ResearĐhers’ elaďorations 
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4. Data Selection and Collection 

The documents for the selected years were collected by the research teams at METU and the 

University of Cologne from both digital and physical archives of the Turkish and European institu-

tions. All the documents then were digitalized to be coded using the MAXQDA software, resulting 

in a unique and comprehensive data set. 

 

4.1.  Data Selection and Collection for the EU 

The selection represents the focus of the analysis on the official position of the EU and totals a 

number of 138 text documents. It focused on certain types of documents from the European Par-

liament, European Council and European Commission-  

The European PaƌliaŵeŶt’s (EP) resolutions were considered particularly relevant as they are the 

result of often lively debates among the Members of the European Parliament (MEPs) and in some 

way reflect the consensus reached at EU level. Resolutions assumedly represent the result of the 

debates held in the EP and constitute to a certain degree a political compromise and a result of 

political deliberations. At the same time, the European Parliament is considered a crucial actor 

due to the fact that it represents the citizens of the Member States. In total, 222 EP resolutions 

mentioning Turkey were identified for the period between 1960 and 2017 (Source: The European 

Parliament Archive in Luxembourg for 1960-1998, the digital archive of the EP for 1999-2017). Out 

of these, 47 resolutions were analysed with the MaxQDA software on the basis of the identified 

milestones. If there were many resolutions for a certain year, the selection was based on the topic 

covered, thereby putting a focus on those resolutions which referred to the EU-Turkey relation-

ship in general or to the events on the basis of which the milestones have been selected. In addi-

tion, eight selected European Parliament debates were included in the analysis, which helped the 

researchers to fully grasp the political context of certain resolutions.  

As the institution defining the EU’s oǀeƌall politiĐal diƌeĐtioŶ, the European Council represents a 

central actor for EU-Turkey relations. In total, the researchers identified 50 European Council 

(Presidency) Conclusions mentioning Turkey between 1974 and 2017, out of which 35 conclusions 

were selected for the study based on the selection of milestones. These documents cover the time 

frame 1990-2017. In addition, two central statements by the European Council in the context of 

the EU-Turkey deal were analysed (statements from 29.11.2015 and 18.03.2016). 

The European Commission is the third EU institution that was selected for this study. As the insti-

tution that manages the enlargement and the accession negotiations particularly, it is an im-

portant actor for the EU-Turkey relations. The enlargement strategies, as well as composite papers 

published by the Commission, were identified as suitable and relevant sources because they in-

clude summaries of the progress reports on Turkey and at the same time contain paragraphs on 

the general context of enlargement. Thus, they contribute to understanding the context in which 

Turkish accession is negotiated, although they have to be interpreted in the context of the formal-

ised accession process. In total, 15 of these enlargement strategies and reports were analysed 

based on the selected milestones. Another central document represents the CoŵŵissioŶ’s OpiŶ-
ioŶ oŶ Tuƌkey’s ŵeŵďeƌship appliĐatioŶ of ϭϵϴϵ. Fuƌtheƌ, central Commission statements such as 
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on the Positive Agenda (2012) and the EU-Turkey Joint Action Plan (2015) were included in the 

data set along with several press releases which account for years before Turkey became acces-

sion candidate, i.e. before yearly reports were issued by the Commission. Overall, 24 documents 

published by the European Commission were coded. 

Like parliamentary debates, speeches are very helpful as a complementary source and means of 

triangulation as they have a less formalized language and allow the speakers to tell comprehensive 

stories. In total, 18 Speeches were coded (mostly by Commissioners but also by European Council 

presidents and one by the EP president). Due to the limited availability of speeches, the selection 

was not based as strictly on the milestones years as in the case of the above-mentioned docu-

ments.  

Thus, some of the documents were analysed even if they were not published in a milestone year, 

for example also in cases when they were referenced to within other sources, indicating the high 

relevance of these particular documents. It also has to be noted that the number of sources for 

the 1960s and 1970s is smaller when compared with the later decades (1980s-present) due to the 

limited availability of sources in different archives. The authors are aware of the implications for 

the explanatory power of the results for this time period. 

 

4.2. Data Selection and Collection for Turkey 

For the Turkish side, the data selection primarily ƌelied oŶ the PƌesideŶt’s opeŶiŶg remarks at the 

beginning of legislative year and the Pƌiŵe MiŶisteƌ’s pƌeseŶtatioŶs of government program and 

budget bill for each selected year since these documents are found to be comprehensive in terms 

of references to the relations with third countries and institutions; domestic, regional, and global 

developments; and economic and social strategies and policy proposals of the government of the 

time. However, for the earlier years of the relationship (especially during the National Assembly, 

the Senate, and the National Security Council), the said documents were not published on a regu-

lar basis. Therefore, when the documents were unattainable for a selected year, similar docu-

ments for the same actors were collected from the closest years and were included in the dataset.  

Furthermore, in order to be able to include the most critical documents from other years, all 

speeches that were given by the Prime Ministers at the Grand National Assembly of Turkey for the 

selected time period (1959-2017) were browsed. The speeches, which included the keywords 

(such as Europe, European Union, European Community, European Integration, Customs Union) 

were inspected in detail and, if found particularly important, included in the dataset. 

Particular attention was given to speeches and statements of President ReĐep Tayyip EƌdoğaŶ as 
a long-standing, influential political actor in the contemporary Turkish politics and political narra-

tives in Turkey. Similar browsing technique was carried out among the documents that were pub-

licly shared on the official website of the Presidency of the Republic of Turkey (www.tccb.gov.tr) 

foƌ PƌesideŶt EƌdoğaŶ’s teƌŵ to grasp a better understanding of his influence over and input into 

the prevailing Turkish narratives.  

For the documents that are directly on the EU-Turkey relations, the selection was limited with the 

documents that were shaƌed as ͞MaiŶ DoĐuŵeŶts͟ oŶ the offiĐial ǁeďsite of the MiŶistƌy foƌ EU 
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Affairs (www.ab.gov.tr). Here, all documents apart from the ones that were prepared by the Eu-

ropean actors or the ones with entirely technical, formal or legal content (such as agreements, 

protocols, decisions) were included in the data selection.  

Finally, following an archival work at the Istanbul Office and consultation session with the 

Secretary-General Assoc. Prof. Dr. Çiğdeŵ NA“, the most relevant documents that were issued by 

the EĐoŶoŵiĐ DeǀelopŵeŶt FouŶdatioŶ ;EDF, oƌ ͞ IKV͟ iŶ TuƌkishͿ, as the oldest ŶoŶ-governmental 

iŶstitutioŶ ǁith aŶ aiŵ ͞to iŶfoƌŵ Turkish business world and Turkish public about European inte-

gration and Turkey-EU ƌelatioŶs͟ ;IKV, n.a), were collected in order to reflect the non-governmen-

tal/business aspect in the Turkish narratives. 

 

5. Variables 

Aiming to scrutinize a wide range of actors in two discrete sides of a relationship for a moderately 

long time period, the dataset for this study consists of a collection of textual documents with dif-

ferent natures and from different sources and phases. In order to facilitate data discovery and 

ensure the usability of the data (i.e. to enable faster searches, make comparisons among docu-

ments and through time, and create reports) in such a collection, it is crucial to describe and clas-

sify all the information on the selected documents. This process is essential in the way it trans-

forms a number of files, actors, dates, and values that are simply meaningless by themselves for 

the research into an orderable, comparable, revisable set of data.   

In that sense, variables can be understood as categories or schemes through which descriptive 

details on the data are organized and stored. For this study, the researchers created a group of 

variables compatible with the focus and objective of the research (Table A. 3). Through these var-

iables, they generated metadata, which has made combining and comparing empirical research 

findings possible.  

Table A. 3: Variables and Descriptions 

D
o

cu
m

e
n

t 
V

a
ri

a
b

le
s 

Variable Short Name Variable Type Variable Definition 

Doc_Title  String Title of document 

Doc_Date Date/Time Date of publication for the document (DD/MM/YYYY) 

Doc_Collect Date/Time Date document is collected and inserted into the software (DD/MM/YYYY) 

Doc_Type Integer The type of document: 

1 - Speech 

2 - Report 

3 - Statement 

4 - Agreement 

5 - Resolution 

6 - Conclusion 

7 - Documents issued by the Economic Development Foundation (IKV) 

8 – Other 

Act_Name String The name of the actor or subject of the document 
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C
o

d
in

g
 V

a
ri

a
b

le
s 

Code_Date Date/Time Date the coding takes place (YYYY) 

Link_Scen Integer FEUTURE Scenario to which the coded segments within the document re-

fer in general: 

1 – Convergence 

2 – Cooperation 

3 – Conflict  

SourĐe: ResearĐhers’ elaďorations 

 

 

6. Coding 

Codes in qualitative research are also used to describe and classify the data but, unlike variables, 

they are usually applied to a specific part or portion of it. They are concepts or themes that sym-

bolically attribute meaning (some more evocative than others) to certain segments. Codes help 

the researcher to condense the data. They serve as tools to capture and record the essence of 

data and create summative datum points from it.  

Coding is an iterative, interpretative process, and the researcher is the one, who sets the agenda 

for and the driver of this process. The researcher is the data collection and data analysis instru-

ment simultaneously because the research design (and therefore the coding design) is based on 

the ƌeseaƌĐheƌ’s ontological or epistemological orientations and theoretical background. Coding 

usually starts with development of a tentative codebook developed aĐĐoƌdiŶg to the ƌeseaƌĐheƌ’s 
existing knowledge and ensuing exploratory research. During the first round of coding, the re-

searcher revises codes and categories to reach a sufficiently detailed, fine-grained codebook. In 

that sense, coding is an open and receptive procedure that takes both top-down and bottom-up 

approaches and can be claimed to be a part of the analysis itself. The process for this study was 

no different.  

The first step the researchers took was to make a pathway a) ďetǁeeŶ the FEUTURE’s ƌeseaƌĐh 
design/questions to the codebook, and b) between the codebook and the narratives (Figure A. 1.). 

They initially created a provisional list of codes originated from the research questions and the key 

elements of the project, such as scenarios and thematic dimensions. Pursuant to an application of 

this codebook to a sample set of documents, in other words, in-depth reading and interpretation 

of some proportion of the text, they inductively made re-classification and re-arrangement of 

codes. Lastly, they started the main coding process with the finalized (and yet open and expanda-

ble) codebook which contains main codes and sub-codes, which further specify the main codes 

for Turkish and European actors separately (Table A. 4).   
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Figure A. 1. Main components of the FEUTURE's coding approach 

 

 

SourĐe: ResearĐhers’ elaborations2 

 

Table A. 4: Codes and Descriptions 

 
Code Cate-

gory 
Description of Codes 

Examples for Sub-Codes 

(i.e. Positive and Negative Drivers on Different Levels) 

 
Framework 

of Relations 

AĐtoƌs’ perceptions of each other and 

manifested goals for the framework of 

relations 

For the EU Side: Member, Candidate, Associate, Partner, Stranger, 

EU as aŶ AŶĐhoƌ … 

For the Turkish Side: European, Western, Anatolian, Neo-Otto-

man, Eurasian, World Leader, Great Power, EU as an Ally, EU as an 

OppoŶeŶt, EU as a TƌaŶsfoƌŵatiǀe Poǁeƌ… 

T
h

e
m

a
ti

c 
D

im
e

n
si

o
n

s 

Politics 

Perceived political issues, developments, 

or actors that drive Turkey and EU to-

wards or away from each other 

Cyprus Issue, Kurdish Issue, Peace Process, Gezi Protest, Coup At-

tempt in Turkey, Armenian Issue, Rule of Law, Human Rights, New 

Constitution, End of the Cold War, Democratization in Turkey … 

Economy 

Perceived economic issues, develop-

ments, or actors that drive Turkey and 

EU towards or away from each other 

Customs Union (and its modernization), Need for Economic Re-

foƌŵs, FiŶaŶĐial AssistaŶĐe, GloďalizatioŶ, LiďeƌalizatioŶ, TTIP … 

 

Security 

Perceived security-related issues, devel-

opments, or actors that drive Turkey and 

EU towards or away from each other 

NATO, (Global and Regional) Terrorism, Armed Conflicts in the 

Neighborhood, Cold War/Bipolar International Order, Nuclear 

(Dis)Armament, Disputes on the Aegean Sea, Separatism in Tur-

key, Cross-Border Operations … 

                                                        

2 This figure is inspired by a similar figure in Kim, J. H. (2015). Understanding Narrative Inquiry: The Crafting and Anal-

ysis of Stories as Research, Sage Publications. 



 

Methodological Appendix for FEUTURE Online Paper No. 28  

 

This project has received funding from the European Union’s Horizon 2020 researĐh and         
innovation programme under grant agreement No 692976. 

10 

Energy & Cli-

mate 

Perceived energy- and climate-related is-

sues, developments, or actors that drive 

Turkey and EU towards or away from 

each other 

Turkey as an Energy-Hub/ Corridor, Energy Community, Ukraine 

Crisis, Energy Dependency, Renewable Energy, Energy Diversifica-

tion, Natural Gas aŶd Oil PipeliŶes … 

Migration 

Perceived migration-related issues, de-

velopments, or actors that drive Turkey 

and EU towards or away from each other 

Illegal Immigration, Visa Liberalization, Free Movement of Work-

ers, Syrian Refugee Crisis, Turkey-EU Deal …  

Identity & 

Culture 

Perceived identity-related and cultural is-

sues, developments, or actors that drive 

Turkey and EU towards or away from 

each other 

“haƌed Histoƌy, HistoƌiĐal CoŶfliĐts, Tuƌkish MiŶoƌities iŶ Euƌope …  

 
Quotations 

& Highlights 

Quotes with actor’s critical statements 

or repeated expressions 
 

SourĐe: ResearĐhers’ elaďorations 

 

7. Data Analysis and Construction of Narratives 

The actual coding and analysis of documents were carried out with the help of MAXQDA, a Com-

puter Assisted Qualitative Data Analysis Software (CAQDAS).  

One thing that should be noted about this software is that it does not relieve the researcher from 

the task of analysing the data by any means. To put it differently, it does not deconstruct or inter-

pret the texts automatically, reduce the time spent on reading, or turn textual data into a 

statistical summary by itself without any input. Every tool that is used for and every step of data 

coding and analysis is the product and preference of the researcher. In the meantime, the soft-

ware provides better access to an overview of data and facilitates coding/re-coding, excerpting, 

comparing, and reporting.  

Figure A. 2 provides an example of a coded text passage from a Turkish document, the Turkish 

Pƌiŵe MiŶisteƌ Ahŵet Daǀutoğlu’s pƌeseŶtatioŶ of the GoǀeƌŶŵeŶt Pƌogƌaŵŵe iŶ ϮϬϭ5, ǁith seǀ-
eral coded segments. The section on the left demonstrates the codes that are applied to each 

responding sentence(s). The codes are associated with different colours only to ease the reading 

and not for any other purpose. The middle section is the document browser, where the coded 

segments can be seen embedded to the documents (The other option is to retrieve and review 

theŵ iŶdiǀiduallyͿ. FiŶally, the yelloǁ ͞stiĐkeƌs͟ shoǁŶ ďetǁeeŶ these tǁo seĐtioŶs aƌe ŵeŵos, 
with which the researchers record ideas, questions, and details about codes and attach them 

within the document.  
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Figure A. 2: Visualization of coding process  

 

SourĐe: ResearĐhers’’ elaďorations 

 

The Figuƌe deŵoŶstƌates tǁo iŵpoƌtaŶt poiŶts ƌegaƌdiŶg the FEUTURE’s ĐodiŶg appƌoaĐh. Fiƌst, it 

can be seen that the codes overlap at some parts of the text. The reason for this is twofold. On 

the one hand, the coded segments tackle many issues at the same time, which makes it difficult 

to address the most relevant issue to be chosen over other(s). On the other hand, the code cate-

gories usually refer to different dimensions of the same subject, which naturally requires a com-

bination of codes assigned to selected sentence(s). For instance, Mig_Pos_Syrian and 

State_Rel_Pos overlap in the example above because, in the paƌagƌaph, Daǀutoğlu talks aďout 
how the Syrian Refugee Crisis has stimulated the dialogue and cooperation between Turkey and 

the EU and gives examples of concrete steps that were taken by the actors and strengthened the 

relations. Second, although it is clearly seen in the figure, the coding unit differs for each segment. 

It is sometimes a quasi-sentence, sometimes a sentence, and sometimes a couple of sentences 

coded together. In many cases, a sentence can be expected to have one statement only but in 

others, i.e. sentences with no statement or several statements, might as well be possible depend-

ing on the focus on the codebook as it is shown here.  

For this study, the researchers do not assign any weight to the codes, calculate numbers or per-

centages of coded segments, or make statistical comparisons. They are more interested in the 

fundamental elements of as well as the relational dynamics between Turkish and European nar-

ratives. They focus on the plot and the goal constructed for each narrative and tracing the patterns 
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of continuity and change in the perceptions and presentations of actors over time. Thus, the over-

laps of the codes or changes in the code unit during the tagging procedure do not pose any prob-

lems for this particular analysis.  

After the coding process is finished, the researchers make use of other applicable analytical tools 

CAQDA“ pƌoǀides suĐh as ĐodiŶg Ƌueƌy, logďooks ;oƌ jouƌŶals of ƌeseaƌĐheƌ’s ǁoƌkͿ, doĐuŵeŶt 
memos, summary tables and so on (See, for example, Figure A. 3).  

 

Figure A. 3: Visualization of the other tools 

 

SourĐe: ResearĐhers’ elaďorations 

 

As the next and final step, the researchers from University of Cologne and METU proceed by out-

liŶiŶg the goal aŶd plot of the Ŷaƌƌatiǀes iŶ a ǁƌitteŶ ͞Ŷaƌƌatiǀe͟ foƌŵ, tƌyiŶg to Đaptuƌe the pƌeǀ-
alent stories of the actors on both sides. In this process, and to enhance the consistency, they 

created a table (see the full paper) outlining the goal and plot of each narrative, as well as its link 

to the scenarios – along with a short description of the timing or relevance of the respective nar-

rative in different phases of relations. That way, they ensured the comparability of the research 

and coding results from both sides, always in an effort to reflect the stories told in the EU and 

Turkey. It goes without saying that the narratives presented in the paper can only reflect a selec-

tion of the most relevant narratives, given the limited resources as well as resulting from the par-

ticular selection of sources. Thus, the authors do not assert that this research is capturing the full 

picture of the debates in EU and Turkey. Instead, they aimed at fostering the debates on the past 

and present narratives in EU and Turkey, on their historical foundations as well as on the dynamics 

between them. 
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