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Foreword

This assessment by Prof Dr Fazil Hisnii Erdem, Professor of
Constitutional Law at Dicle University in Diyarbakir, Turkey,
provides an in-depth analysis of the post-restructured Turkish
polity, effectively what he has termed a new era in Turkey’s politics.
Prof Dr Erdem delves into the distinctive dynamics of the new
political system, the actions and strategies of the various political
parties and actors, and the ramifications this new system may have

on future politics, democracy in Turkey and the Kurdish Issue.

First providing an overview of the transformation of Turkey’s
system of government from parliamentarian to presidential, Prof
Dr Erdem describes how the dynamics of party politics had
fundamentally shifted accordingly. Foremost within this shift has
been the emergence of a culture of alliance politics between parties
due to the heterogeneous and fractious nature of the multiparty

system.

Next, he recounts the three specific elections that have taken place
in Turkey within the new political climate, these being the 2018
general elections and the recent local elections, including their
partial re-run. He then dissects each alliance and party, scrutinising

their strategies and conduct in each of these elections.

Finally, Prof Dr Erdem characterises the Kurdish Issue within
the context of Turkey’s new political era, discussing the unique
capacity of the Kurdish electorate to leverage the opposing political
alliances, possibly resulting in a renewed effort to revitalise the

resolution process.




CHANGES IN ANEW ERA OF TURKEY'S POLITICS

Overall, Prof Dr Erdem takes an optimistic outlook to the prospects
of the new political era. The alliance system, he asserts, has made
all political parties much more important in elections, upturning
the old hallmarks that had previously typified Turkish politics.
The new system may prove to compel parties to come together,

compromise and ‘soften the language of politics” in Turkey.

DPI wishes to thank the author for these insights. The views and
opinions expressed in this assessment are his own and do not

necessarily reflect the official position of DPI.

Kerim Yildiz
Chief Executive Officer

Democratic Progress Institute
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CHANGE IN THE GOVERNMENTAL
SYSTEM

Since the first Ottoman Constitution of 1876 (known as Kanun-u
Esasi or “Basic Law”) Ottoman and Turkish lawmakers have designed
a constitutional system in line with the parliamentary governmental
model. * Apart from a three-year period (1921 — 1924) during which
there was an assembly government, Turkey always remained within
the bounds of the parliamentary governmental system. This tradition
was maintained with the Constitution of 1982 as well. Even though
the Constitution of 1982 gave important constitutional powers to the
president, exceeding the bounds of symbolic power bestowed on a head
of state in a traditional parliamentary system and thus modifying the
parliamentary government model, it remained in essence a parliamentary

system.?

Because the extensive powers granted to the president by the Constitution
of 1982 also gave the position an advantage in the struggle for power,
the presidential election of 2007 was turned into a battleground for
“constitutional wars”. 3 In the view of the Kemalist-secular front, since
AK Party already controlled the parliamentary majority for the April
presidential election, to install someone from its own ranks in the
position of the president would threaten the secular regime, and so tried
to sabotage the whole process. “Republic rallies” were held, which had
the aims of both preventing an AK Party politician from becoming the
president and removing AK Party from power. On 27 April the first

round of the presidential election was carried out in the parliament; the

—

Kemal Gézler: Hiikiimet Sistemimiz Degisecek mi?, http://www.anayasa.gen.tr/hs-degisecek-mi.htm

2 Ergun Ozbudun: Bagkanlik Sistemi ve Tirkiye, Liberal Perspektif Analiz, Ankara, Say1 1, May1s
2015, s. 11.

3  Ergun Ozbudun/ William Hale: Tiirkiye’'de Islamecilik, Demokrasi ve Liberalizm: AKP Olay1,

Dogan Kitap, Istanbul, 2010, s. 117
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very same night, the General Staff issued a harsh “e-memorandum” which
underlined the need for secularism, or “/aicité”.* Four days later, in order
to prevent Abdullah Giil from becoming president, the Constitutional
Court made the infamous “367 ruling”, in contravention of both the

constitution and the law. °

In order not to re-experience this constitutional crisis that occurred
in the presidential election during the spring of 2007, a constitutional
amendment providing for the election of the president by the people
was made in the same year. ® This constitutional amendment brought
this hybrid system one step closer to a semi-presidential model and yet,
even after the amendment the system remained closer to a parliamentary

system in essence.’

The constitutional amendment did not make any changes to the duties
or powers of the president. All the same, the democratic legitimacy of
a president being elected by the people themselves had the potential to

alter the functioning of the system in radical ways. ®

AK Party staff also argued that the election of the president by the people
meantastructural change in the system. According to them, fora president
elected by the people and thus in possession of undeniable democratic
legitimacy to occupy a symbolic role, as in the parliamentarian system,
was unthinkable. Indeed, on 10 August 2014 Recep Tayyip Erdogan
became “the first president to be elected by the people”, he did not remain

a “ceremonial president”. On the contrary, he claimed that being elected

4 Osman Ulagay: AKP Gergegi ve Laik Darbe Fiyaskosu, Dogan Kitap, Istanbul, 2008, s. 44-45.

5  Anayasa Mahkemesi'nin ilgili karari i¢in bkz. Resmi Gazete: 27 Haziran 2007-26565.

6 31 Mayis 2007 tarih ve 5678 sayilt Anayasa Degisikligi Kanunu icin bkz. Resmi Gazete: 16
Haziran 2007-26554.

7 Ozbudun, Baskanlik Sistemi ve Tiirkiye, s. 11.

8  Gozler, Hitkiimet Sistemimiz Degisecek mi?, http://www.anayasa.gen.tr/hs-degisecek-mi.htm
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by the people gave him a responsibility, and so acted as an “executive”, or

“performing president”.

In fact, Erdogan had long wanted an executive presidential system. Ever
observant of the state of affairs in Turkey, however, Erdogan was not
very insistent on this point during the first years of his rule. AK Party
even argued in its 2007 election manifesto that a new constitution in
accordance with the principles of the parliamentary regime was called

for, and had such a constitution drafted. °

After the 2011 general election, however, AK Party brought up the subject
of an executive presidential system in the Constitutional Reconciliation
Commission formed on the principle of equally representing the four
parties with groups in the Parliament; then, in 2013, AK Party put
forward the proposal for a presidential system. From that point onwards,
spokespeople for the party and Erdogan himself vehemently insisted on
the executive presidential system. The proposal for a presidential system
was also included in AK Party’s 2015 election manifesto, mentioned in a

general manner in unspecific terms. *°

However, the other parties with groups in the parliament did not take
up AK Party’s request for a system change. The other three parties
with groups in the parliament (CHP, MHP and HDP) opposed the
presidential system. Against AK Party’s argument that the de facto change
in the governmental system must be put in a legal framework, the other

three parties supported the continuation of the parliamentarian system.

However, the coup attempt of 15 July 2016 constituted a turning point

for the issue of the governmental system, as it did for a great number of

9 AK Parti i¢in hazirlanan Anayasa Taslaginin metni icin bkz. Legal Hukuk Dergisi, Say1 58, Ekim
2007, s. 3177-3272.
10 Ozbudun, Baskanlik Sistemi ve Tiirkiye, s. 12.
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things. MHP, which had supported the parliamentary system alongside
CHP and HDP until that point, made a U-turn after the coup attempt.
MHP’s leader Bahgeli said that Erdogan’s manner of executing the
Presidency caused legal problems, and that the people’s arbitration was
needed to remove this contradiction between the de facto situation and
the legal order, and he offered AK Party to bring forward the proposal

for the presidential system to the parliament.

After the system change was greenlighted by Bahgeli, lawyers and legal
experts from both AK Party and MHP started to work together. The two
parties agreed on a text, which was first approved by the Parliament **
and then offered to a people’s referendum on 16 April 2017. It passed by
51.41% of the total vote. *? Thus the governmental system changed and
Turkey transitioned from the parliamentary system into a new system

dubbed “the presidential government system”.

11 For the Constitutional Reform enacted through the Law dated 1/1/2017 and numbered 6771 see:
Resmi Gazete (Official Gazette): 11 Feb 2017-29976.

12 For the 27/4/2017 dated and 663 numbered Ruling of the Supreme Electoral Board, see. Resmi
Gazete (Miikerrer): 27 April 2017-30050.
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THE POLITICS OF ALLIANCE

Under the parliamentary system the executive function was shared
between the president and the cabinet of ministers; that is to say, the
executive was two-pronged. Under the presidential government system,
the executive became unified as all powers were now wielded by the
president. Because all executive powers were now wielded by one person,
the presidency and therefore the presidential elections became of crucial

importance.

According to the Constitution, “In presidential elections conducted by
universal suffrage, the candidate who receives the absolute majority of the
valid votes shall be elected President of the Republic. If absolute majority
cannot be obtained in the first ballot, the second ballot shall be held on the
second Sunday following this ballot. The two candidates who received the
greatest number of votes in the first ballot run for the second ballot, and the
candidate who receives majority of valid votes shall be elected President of the
Republic.” (Article 101/5)

Considering the many legislative and judiciary powers it wields, the
presidency became a very powerful position indeed and a 50 + 1 % rule
was put in place to become the president; this change, in turn, radically
affected Turkish politics and the way in which it is conducted. All
behaviours and presumptions previously guiding politics had to change.
Considering the electoral behaviour in Turkey and the average vote
percentage garnered by the political parties, it did not seem likely for any
one party to reach the threshold on its own. This made it a necessity for
all actors to make alliances. No matter how powerful they were, political
parties now needed the support of another party or parties to acquire the
50 + 1 % vote.
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We should note that this will remain the same as long as the present
system is maintained. Indeed, the need for alliances and cooperation
required by the new system made the political parties look for new

alliances and two alliances swiftly emerged.

The first alliance was the “People’s Alliance” formed by AK Party
and MHP. The unofficial beginnings of this alliance date back to the
aftermath of the 7 June 2015 election. When MHP approved the system
change following the coup attempt of 15 July 2015, the alliance between
the two parties gained a legal framework. The constitutional reform was

also a product of this alliance.

The second alliance, “The Nation Alliance,” was formed by CHP,
IYI Party and the Felicity Party. Ofhcially, HDP was not included in
either alliance but it sided with the Nation Alliance against the People’s
Alliance, which harshly opposed it. HDP followed its usual policy in the
Kurdish provinces whereas in the Western provinces it supported the
Nation Alliance in order to beat the People’s Alliance. This is how, in the
new system, elections stopped being a competition among parties and

became a competition among alliances.
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THE STRUGGLE OF THE ALLIANCES:
24 JUNE, 31 MARCH AND 23 JUNE

Turkey experienced three elections in the past year under this system
of alliances. In the 24 June 2018 election the people voted to elect the
President and the Members of Parliament. The 24 June election was
particularly important because it would also mark the transition into
the executive presidential system of government. The People’s Alliance
emerged victorious; it won the presidential election in the first round and
also gained the parliamentary majority. Even though the many internal
and external problems of Turkey provided the opposition with ample
room for maneouvre, the Nation Alliance fell short of its own expectations
in the election. As for HDP, even though it underperformed compared
to its 7 June 2015 victory, the results proved that HDP’s position in

Turkish politics had become permanent.

On 31 March 2019, the people voted to elect the local government. Even
though alliances in local elections are prohibited by the legislation, the
parties formed de facto alliances anyway. Because the alliances carried
over to the local elections, an atmosphere of general elections prevailed.
Rather than local problems and candidates, the election campaigns were

more about the general politics of the alliances.

Serious problems which threw the legitimacy of the ballot box in doubt
occurred in the 31 March elections. For instance, some candidates who
were allowed to run in the elections were later not given their certificate
of election after winning the election, ostensibly because they had been
disqualified from public office by statutory decrees. Even though it
ought to have remained impartial as the state’s official news agency, the
Anatolian Agency first announced those ballot boxes where the ruling

party had received the most votes, and announced the other ballot boxes
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afterwards. In Istanbul, when the votes received by the CHP candidate
seemed close to overtaking the AKP candidate, the Anatolian Agency

stopped providing data. It did not provide any more data after this point.

The most serious incident related to the elections occurred when the
Supreme Electoral Council (YSK) ruled to annul the results of the
Istanbul election. The ruling was heavily influenced by the pressure
applied on YSK. The president as well as the MHP chair Devlet Bahgeli
repeatedly insisted on a rerun of the Istanbul election and constructed
a discourse of systematic pressure around this demand, the police went
from door to door hunting for ‘fake voters’ and the prosecutor’s office
started investigations as many election officers were called to give their
statements as suspects — all of this framed and guided the YSK ruling.
13 YSK made the ruling under the influence of all these factors and in
contravention of its previous rulings. As such, the legitimacy of the

annullment became a controversial topic.

The ruling party could not stomach defeat and so decided to rerun
the election using all of the tools available to it; this decision was met
with the condemnation of the democratic popular opinion. In popular
opinion and especially in social media, speculations were made that the
elections would not take place, or that the elections would be annulled a
second time if the People’s Alliance lost again. All this speculative news
and comments were proven false when the elections took place once
again on 23 June and the results were accepted by everyone without
dispute. Thus, Turkey’s democracy emerged victorious from this test and

proved its mettle.

After one year of election campaigns, a new political atmosphere thus

came into being. In order to make predictions about Turkish politics

13 Ali Bayramoglu, Yeni bir meydan okuma arifesinde, Karar Gazetesi, 7 May1s 2019, hteps://www.
karar.com/gorusler/yeni-bir-meydan-okuma-arifesinde-1202762
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within the framework of this new political atmosphere, we must first
look closely at the People’s Alliance and the Nation Alliance, to HDP

and to probable new political formations.

THE PEOPLE’S ALLIANCE: AK PARTY AND MHP

From the day it was founded, AK Party had emerged as number one in
all of the elections it ran in under the parliamentary system. It gained
a parliamentary majority and ruled alone in all elections except for the
2015 general election. This system of government did provide AK Party
with a great advantage — so much so that AK Party was able to come to
power alone with just 34% of the vote. The great support it received from
the electorate, the existence of the 10% general election threshold and
the divided, weak state of the opposition parties were some of the factors

which made it easy for AK Party to come to power alone.

This particular political reality in Turkey made all kinds of potential
coalitions infeasible, and so AK Party had the opportunity to rule
alone, without the need to share power with another party. In addition,
it provided AK Party with more than ample elbow room when the
tutelage system in Turkey was completely done away with after 2010.
As media and civil society were for the large part neutralised in this
process, it was as if AK Party received a boundless mandate to rule in a
political environment where there were no other players to limit, check

or counterbalance it.

Seeing as how the parliamentary system of government in Turkey
provided AK Party leader Erdogan with a political environment
favourable to his authoritarian style of politics and his desire to share
power with no one, not even those from within his own party, it is very

difficult to explain from the standpoint of Erdogan’s political rationale
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why he chose to adopt a new system of government which will cause him

to share power with another party.

Indeed, in realising the idea of transitioning from a parliamentary
system to an executive presidency, AK Party chose MHP, known for
its authoritarianism, statism and nationalism, as its closest and most
suitable ally. To be more precise, the idea of transitioning to the executive
presidential system was first voiced by MHP. Because the transition
required an alliance between parties, AK Party cooperated with MHP
and thus the People’s Alliance was formed. The actual seeds of this
alliance were sown just after the 7 June 2015 election. After this election,
no parties could come to power alone and an understanding between AK
Party and MHP rose that there should not be a coalition government
and that there should be a rerun of the election. In the rerun election of
1 November 2015, AK Party attained 49.50% and MHP 11.90% of the

vote; the combined amount received by both parties was 61.4%. **

This combined amount of votes surpassing 60% was the main reason
why the two parties went for an official alliance. Both parties came to
strongly believe that with an alliance receiving such strong support from
the public, they would always be able to control politics and that no other
political movement would be able to compete with them. However, their

belief was proven wrong in time. The People’s Alliance received:

51.41% of the vote in the people’s referendum of 16 April 2017,
" and

53.66% (AK Party 42.56%, MHP 11.10%)"° of the vote in the 24

June 2018 general election.

14 http://ysk.gov.tr/doc/dosyalar/docs/Milletvekili/1Kasim2015/KesinSecimSonuclari/96-D.pdf
15 htep://ysk.gov.tr/doc/dosyalar/docs/2017Referandum/2017HO-Ornek135.pdf
16  ttp://ysk.gov.tr/doc/dosyalar/docs/24Haziran2018/KesinSecimSonuclari/2018MV-96C.pdf
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Three sets of data from the local elections are comparable to the general
election. According to these, the People’s Alliance received the following

votes in the local elections of 31 March 2019:

49.99% in the mayoral elections (AK Party 42.55%, MHP
7,44%)"

49.02% in the city council elections (AK Party 42.56%, MHP
7.46%)"

49.24% in the metropolitan mayoral elections (AK Party 44.06%,
MHP 5.18%)"

These numbers indicate that the People’s Alliance experienced a
dramatic loss of votes in a brief period of time. The combined votes of
the two ruling parties regressed by more than ten points in just four

years, and dropped from the region of 60% to below 50%.

The People’s Alliance experienced a general loss of power. However,
the parties within the alliance were not affected by the loss of power
in the same way. The politics of alliance weakened AK Party’s voting
base, whereas it strengthened MHP in two distinct ways. Firstly, the
general trajectory of the alliance was determined by the choices of MHP.
A statist, nationalist, harsh, exclusionary and anti-freedom language
came to guide the overall politics as well as the election campaigns of
the alliance. At the same time, MHP was able to get its own people to
various posts within the state bureaucracy thanks to this alliance. As

such, MHP gained both political and bureaucratic power.

17 htep:/lysk.gov.tr/doc/dosyalar/docs/2019Mahallildareler/KesinSecimSonuclari/2019Mahalli-
Liste-3.pdf

18  http://ysk.gov.tr/doc/dosyalar/docs/2019Mahallildareler/KesinSecimSonuclari/2019Mahalli-
Liste-4.pdf

19  htep://ysk.gov.tr/doc/dosyalar/docs/2019Mahallildareler/KesinSecimSonuclari/2019Mahalli-
Liste-2.pdf
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Secondly, and more importantly, entering the alliance gave MHP the
possibility to preserve its own existence as well as to fortify its own
base. Bahgeli, who stood his ground with AK Party’s support and
eliminated the in-party opposition in the process of separating from the
IYT Party, started to attract voters from the AK Party base in time. The
commonalities between the two parties made it easier for supporters of
one party to switch to the other. However, most of the supporters went

from AK Party to MHP, and not the other way around.

In the 31 March elections, in most of the thirty cities the two parties
ran in the elections as themselves and not as part of the alliance, AK
Party’s votes dropped while MHP’s votes increased and seven provinces
(Amasya, Bayburt, Cankiri, Erzincan, Kastamonu, Karaman, Kiitahya)
were taken over by MHP from AK Party; all of which support the above
theory of AK Party supporters moving to MHP.

The People’s Alliance helped Erdogan win the presidency in the first round
of the 24 June 2018 presidential election, but it also hurt AK Party’s votes.
In the 31 March 2019 general elections The People’s Alliance did not
help AK Party win the metropolitan cities, and it also made AK Party’s
loss of votes a stable fact. In the 23 June Istanbul election AK Party’s loss
of votes became even more acute. All of these developments made AK
Party the failing partner of the alliance, and in turn, the alliance itself
became the topic of debate and controversy within the party ranks. This
alarming state of affairs which emerged in the aftermath of the local

elections may trigger four important developments within the AK Party:

1. Itis probable that the disappointment experienced in the metropolises
will start a process of reckoning within the party. Istanbul was lost
not once but twice, with an increase in the winning candidate’s

votes a fact which is unacceptable for AK Party. With approximately

24
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200,000 voters having switched from AK Party to CHP, an in-

party process of self-criticism and accounting is in order.

Indeed, it seems that various criticisms regarding the party’s policies
have begun to emerge. It is being said in various circles that the
alliance’s harsh nationalistic campaign has put off the Kurdish
electorate, that last-minute decisions such as the Ocalan letter are
hurting the party, that the party is losing its institutional qualities
and its shared rationale, and that it has lost touch with its reformist
and inclusive characteristics. The number of people who have
begun to say that AK Party has started to contradict the values it
used to base itself on, that the local branches and administrations
of the party have lost touch with various sections of society,
and that the party is having difficulties inspiring confidence

even in its own base are increasing with each passing day.

The leadership sees some of these criticisms as valid, however it does
not appear as if they are willing to do what is necessary to counteract
these developments. Therefore, it is likely that criticisms of AK Party
will only increase in the near future, and that there will be some

fractures within the party as a result of these criticisms.

The People’s Alliance, which helped MHP and damaged AK Party,
is likely to be a controversial topic of discussion in the coming days.
There are those within AK Party who have been skeptical of the
alliance with MHP from day one, and who have not been satisfied
with the results of this said alliance. Those who believe that the alliance
has hurt AK Party ideologically, that it transformed the party from
a liberal and reformist standpoint to a prohibitionist and pro-status

quo one, are demanding that the People’s Alliance be reconsidered.
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Following the elections, both Erdogan and Bahgeli have clearly
stated that they would not allow any weaknesses or doubts regarding
the People’s Alliance, and that they would be running in the 2023
election as an alliance. It is clear that Bahgeli will lose his political
importance if the alliance is disrupted. It is natural for Bahgeli
to voice his support for an alliance that does not bring any extra
responsibilities to his own party and only benefits it. Erdogan’s
insistence in continuing with the alliance, on the other hand, is due to
the insufficient elbow room he has under current circumstances, and

the fact that he has been unable to find an alternative to MHP.

As such, it is best to take these statements about the permanence of
the alliance with a pinch of salt. This is because the continuation of
the alliance depends on the ever-changing circumstances of politics.
It is clear that AK Party’s expectations are not being met by this
alliance. There is every chance, then, that criticism from within AK
Party ranks regarding the alliance will only multiply, and that in the
framework of changing circumstances, new attempts at change will

be made.

3. Inthecomingperioditislikely that AK Party will spend a considerable
amount of time on the presidential system of government. AK
Party had offered this system to the attention and appraisal of the
public opinion with great fanfare. According to its advocates, this
system was going to free the country from its shackles, end all
kinds of tutelage, consolidate democracy, strengthen the economy
and fortify rights and freedoms. Defended as being unique to
Turkey, this system was supposed to do away with the inefficiencies
of the parliamentary system and be equipped with all kinds of

mechanisms that would deal with any and all problems.
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The opposition opposed the executive presidency, on the grounds
that it would damage democracy. According to the opposition,
there were no checks and balances inherent in this system. All
powers were concentrated in one person. The president controlled
the legislature and the judiciary, thus effectively doing away with
the separation of powers. The state would not be able to run
efficiently on such a system. It would also damage democracy, limit

freedoms and create an authoritarian structure.

The presidential system was put to a public referendum in April
2017 and was accepted. After the presidential and parliamentary
elections in June 2018, it came into effect. In the intervening
period of time, it was seen that criticisms regarding the system
were mostly well-founded. Problems occurred in every area
imaginable. For instance, according to the World Justice Project’s
Rule of Law Index, Turkey came 109® on a list of 126 countries.
Turkey had come 101%in 2018 and 99® in 2017.%°

The decline was not just in the field of law; it was also experienced
in areas as diverse as the economy, democracy and human rights.
As a result, spokespeople for the ruling party and not just the
opposition began to speak of a need to revise and reform the system.
As of now, there are two prominent areas in which the problems
are concentrated. Firstly, there are those legal and political problems
caused by the President also acting as a party chair.?’ Secondly,
there is the incompatibility between the bureaucracy and the new

system.”> AK Party does not want the debate surrounding the system

20 https://m.bianet.org/bianet/hukuk/206022-turkiye-hukukun-ustunlugu-endeksi-nde-geriledi

21 https://www.milligazete.com.tr/haber/2569149/cumhurbaskanligi-yike-atanan-arinc-
cumhurbaskanligi-modelini-elestirdi

22 https://www.ntv.com.tr/turkiye/ak-parti-sozcusu-celikten-cumhurbaskanligi-hukumet-
sistemi-aciklamasi,3Zt2ubNIoESutqWMwI7J9A
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to expand more than it already has. However, the seriousness of the
problems and the insufficiency of the current system to resolve those
problems mean that a comprehensive change is required. It seems as
if the ruling power has no way of evading these demands that are
being imposed on politics, and to which no political actor can turn

a blind eye.

In terms of AK Party’s future, the most immediate threat is those
new political formations that are emerging from its own ranks
and targeting its own base. One of these political formations is
led by Ali Babacan and supported by former President Abdullah
Giil, and the other is represented by former Prime Minister
Ahmet Davutoglu. Both Davutoglu and Babacan had been
critical of AK Party’s policies and distancing themselves from
the party for some while. The election results of 31 March

and 23 June have sped up the efforts on both actors’ parts.

Babacan resigned from AK Party, saying that he had “experienced
a mental and sentimental break” from the party, and indicated the
formation of a new party by saying, “It is inevitable that we start to
work fresh for Turkey’s todays as well as tomorrows” *. Davutoglu has
not yet officially parted ways with AK Party. However, in a 15-page
manifesto published on 22 April 2019 %, he provided an extensive
list of the ways in which his position differed from that of the AK
Party. In a final interview that caused the termination of the TV
program hosted by the journalists who interviewed him, Davutoglu
said that he would carry on with his criticisms, and that he would

look for a new way to speak his truth when he had no more chance of

23

24

https://www.haberturk.com/son-dakika-reuters-duyurdu-ali-babacan-ak-parti-den-istifa-
etti-2502358
https://medyascope.tv/2019/04/22/ahmet-davutoglundan-15-sayfalik-manifesto-
cumhurbaskaninin-siyasi-parti-lideri-olmasi-sakincalidir/
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keeping up hisstruggle within the party. Answering Erdogan, who had
said thatbreaking away from AK Party and forminga new party would
be tantamount to “breaking up the ummah”, Davutoglu said that in

democracies, forming a new party did not equal separatism.*

Considered together, these statements indicate that Davutoglu
and Babacan have severed their connections with AK Party. Both
politicians are on an irreversible course, as they do not have a
chance to pursue politics in their former party anymore. Judging
by their language, it appears that both Davutoglu and Babacan
want to build a new political center with the capacity to reach out
to all sections of society. At the same time, both actors are likely
to reach out to the AK Party base first and foremost. As such,

these new parties will be a threat primarily to AK Party.

President Erdogan, in his own words, said that “MPs in active duty”
were not part of these efforts, and that he did not really worry about
the new parties himself. ** However, considering the considerable
domestic and external problems, the ruling power’s inability to resolve
these problems and the AK Party’s downward trend, the new parties
haveawidespaceinwhich to operate. Striking theappropriate timeand
content may increase the public’s interest in the new parties and it may

contribute to the acceleration of AK Party’s disintegration.

It appears that Erdogan has entered one of the most difficult periods
of his political career. The difficulty is twofold. On the on hand, new
actors are emerging on a political scene which AK Party represented

on its own for a long period of time. These actors are closely known

25 https://www.bbc.com/turkce/haberler-turkiye-49031697
26 https://www.gazeteduvar.com.tr/politika/2019/07/05/erdoganin-yeni-parti-yaniti-cok-dert-
etmiyoruz/
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by the AK Party’s supporting base, and not deemed as threats to their
gains, which means that they are going to give Erdogan a difficult
time. On the other hand, the opposition has consolidated against the
ruling bloc to an extent not witnessed before. The opposition bloc is
now sensitive to society’s values, able to cooperate and tends to prize
common values rather than polarisation, none of which used to be the
case. The opposition has ceased to play the game chosen by Erdogan,
and is trying to make Erdogan play its own game instead — it is obvious

that Erdogan will not have it as easy as he used to in the past.

Erdogan may take certain steps to surmount these difficulties he is
facing. For instance, he may reappoint the party leadership, as well
as the local branches and revise the cabinet. These efforts would only
change appearances, and they would not be enough to overcome
the current crisis. This is because the current crisis is caused by
structural problems in AK Party itself. It is clear that the currently
dominant mentality in AK Party will not allow this structural
problem to be resolved. It seems equally difficult for AK Party to give
up on the authoritarian policies adopted in 2015 in collaboration
with MHP and to replace them with democratic policies, and also

to persuade the public that the transformation is genuine.

AK Party is also experiencing a serious problem regarding its people.
Even if a decision to normalise through democratisation is made,
there are no people who can do it. When it was seen as a success in
its financial and legal policies as well as in politics, AK Party was
indeed a party formed of its members. Now however, AK Party
seems to only equal Erdogan and no other names come to the fore.

The ruling power as well as the party have become personalised
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extensions of Erdogan. Things being as they are, AK Party cannot

resolve the existing problems or create a new game plan.

THE NATION ALLIANCE: CHP AND IYI PARTY

CHP, the flagship party of the alliance, played an important role in the
Nation Alliance’s success against the People’s Alliance, especially in the
metropolises. As a result of the nuanced strategy it developed, which
itself was the last chain in the process of transformation CHP had been
undergoing in the past few years, CHP emerged victorious from the
2019 local elections. Party leader Kilicdaroglu’s strategy was decisive in
CHP’s 31 March and 23 June victories.

Kiligdaroglu became the 7* chairperson of CHP in the 33* Ordinary
Congress held on 22 May 2010. From that day onwards, he became a
target for criticism and his leadership was questioned as the party lost in
each and every election. He always tried to calm the debate, as well as
to watch out for the in-party counterbalances and he attempted to hold
together the different groups within the party. As he did all these, he
also carried on with his efforts to transform the party according to his

own vision.

In his attempt to transform the party, Kiligdaroglu abandoned Baykal’s
harsh and strict secular discourse. It was clear that using this discourse
and appeasing only the secular sections of society was not enough for
CHP to win the elections. Continuing with Baykal’s policies meant that
CHP could only rule with the intervention of non-political institutions.
If there was to be a democratic victory with CHP, it had to change its

way of making politics.

When Kiligdaroglu became the leader of CHP, the military tutelage in
Turkey had been neutralised for the large part. CHP had long become
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accustomed to not aiming to become the ruling party, and to conduct
its politics through the support of institutions of tutelage. As those
institutions became eliminated one by one, CHP was left with no choice

but to base its politics on people.

After becoming the leader, Kilicdaroglu differed from his predecessor
Baykal in attempting to reach out to those who were not traditionally
part of CHP’s supporting base. From an internally-focused style of
politics, he recalibrated to an outward-looking politics. This new politics
would enable the former supporting base alienated by the leadership of
Deniz Baykal to return to CHP. Dubbed as “the fourth era of CHP?, this
new political stance aimed to “bring liberal democracy to life through
populist and social policies” »".

In order to realise this aim Kiligdaroglu made changes in the party’s
discourse as well as actions, many times risking the opposition of the
party’s local organisations as well as part of its electorate. It is possible to

group these changes under four headings:

1. After Kilicdaroglu became the leader, CHP tried to replace its
strictly ideological politics with a language of politics focused on the
sensitivitiesand needs of various sections of society. The distinguishing
feature of CHP under Baykal was the strict opposition to headscarves,
whereas Kiligdaroglu’s CHP fulfilled a constructive role in trying
to overcome the disadvantages caused by the headscarf ban. Under
Baykal CHP had become synonymous with the Republic Rallies, and
with institutions of tutelage such as the army and the Constitutional
Court, whereas Kiligdaroglu distanced CHP from these institutions
of tutelage. During this period, CHP tried to reach out to the Kurds,

to develop social policies and to support freedom of thought. Thus,

27 Mubharrem Sarikaya: CHP’de ideolojiye veda eski tabana merhaba, https://www.haberturk.com/
yazarlar/muharrem-sarikaya/2368603-chpde-ideolojiye-veda-eski-tabana-merhaba (10.02. 2019)
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CHP was transformed by Kilicdaroglu as well as transforming the
people who attended the Republic Rallies with picket signs saying
“No to the EU” or “We don’t want headscarves in Cankaya”. %

2. Kiligdaroglu welcomed those who were not traditionally CHP
supporters to the party. Disregarding the opposition and harsh
criticism of the “nationalist wing” within the party, he welcomed a
lot of liberal, Kurdish, centre-right and Islamist figures to CHP. In
order to demonstrate that these people were not recruited just for
show, some of them were brought to important positions within the
party. Thus Kiligdaroglu attempted to change the status quo within
the party as well as enabling CHP to participate in politics on a

larger scale as a popular party

3. Kiligdaroglu succeeded in making CHP form alliances with
various political parties and actors in a number of time periods.
In the 2014 presidential elections, the joint candidate of CHP and
MHP was a nationalist-religious figure: Ekmeleddin Ihsanoglu. In
the 2018 presidential elections he attempted, in conjunction with
the Felicity Party, to nominate Abdullah Giil as a joint candidate,
though these efforts were not successful. When that failed,
CHP nominated Muharrem Ince, which was an important step

towards reaching out to the non-CHP electorate.

Prior to the 2018 parliamentary elections, Kiligdaroglu sent some
of his MPs over to the newly-formed IYI Party, enabling this party
to form its group within the Parliament and to participate in the
elections. He collaborated with IYT Party in the local and general

elections. He participated in the memorial event for Necmettin

28 Nihal Bengisu Karaca: Kripto AK Partili,
https://www.haberturk.com/yazarlar/nihal-bengisu-karaca/2382046-kripto-ak-partili (22.02.
2019).
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Erbakan, the leader of Felicity Party. More importantly, he included
candidates from the Felicity Party in his party’s lists and helped
some of them to get elected. As a necessity of electoral dictates
and in line with the aims of the Nation Alliance, he succeeded
in explaining to his electorate that HDP had to pass the electoral
threshold in the 2018 general election.”” This greatly contributed to
HDP’s passing the threshold and entering the parliament.

Kiligdaroglu thus succeeded in the hard task of bringing together
parties with very different bases, and making them cooperate towards
the same end. This is no easy thing to accomplish, and as such, it

should be regarded as an important success on Kiligdaroglu’s part.

The belligerent politics pursued by AK Party in its period of decline
and the political polarisation created by such politics used to benefit
AK Party, which had a larger societal base compared to the other
parties. When political parties resorted to a language that served
to reach out only to their own electorate, those with the larger
electorate would win. Even though the situation was as clear and
simple as that, for a long time CHP also pursued a politics which
furthered polarisation. This style of politics benefited AK Party,
making things much easier for them. This was because AK Party,
and Erdogan in particular, knew very well how CHP would behave
or react in any given situation. Erdogan would bring up a topic
his own electorate was sensitive about, wait for CHP to react to it

and then watch his own base become further consolidated.

However, CHP eventually figured out what Erdogan was doing

and is no longer reacting right away to Erdogan’s polarising

29

Nergis Demirkaya: Secimi ‘Kiligdaroglu doktrini’ kazands, hetps://www.gazeteduvar.com.tr/
yazarlar/2019/04/05/secimi-kilicdaroglu-doktrini-kazandi/ (05.04. 2019)
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statements. On the contrary, no matter how harsh Erdogan’s
words may be, CHP is countering them with a calm and peaceful
attitude rather than with anger. The local elections were particularly
informative with regard to this change in policy. The People’s
Alliance pursued a discriminating and polarising campaign for 31
March through Kurdistan, and for 23 June through anti-Pontus
sentiments. The Nation Alliance countered this with a positive
and optimistic campaign. In the end, the inclusive and peaceful

politics won over the exclusionary and condemnatory politics.

This transformation was somewhat radical for CHP, and it did not
come about easily. There was harsh opposition to Kiligdaroglu from
withinaswellasoutside the party. Kiligdarogluwasaccused of severing
CHP from Republican values and making ita rightist party, of making
concessions to reactionaries and working alongside separatists. The
harshness of these reactions sometimes meant that Kilicdaroglu
had to take a step back, or to take things even more slowly. Despite
all this, however, Kiligdaroglu continued to broaden CHP’s bases

and to bring the party in contact with different sections of society.

In this respect, the 31 March and 23 June elections were important
with regard to CHP’s future. It seems that the election results will

affect CHP chiefly in three ways:

a. Kilicdaroglu finally reaped the rewards of his attempts to
transform CHP with these elections. Had the metropolitan
municipalities been lost, those who opposed the transformation
within the party would have risen up and called Kiligdaroglu’s
leadership into question once again. However, the election results
brought CHP the in-party peace it had long wished for, and also
consolidated Kilicdaroglu’s leadership position.

(O8]
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b. Ekrem Imamoglu, a virtually unknown figure outside of the
district where he served as the mayor until a few months ago,
outperformed all expectations in such a short period of time and
became an important political actor. When he was first nominated
against Binali Yildirim, a strong candidate with positions such
as the Chairperson of the Parliament, Prime Ministry and the
Ministry of Transportation under his belt, very few people believed
that imamoglu would succeed. However, hnamoglu carried out a
very effective campaign from the moment his candidacy became

official to the moment that the results became certain.

Despite objections rising from his own party, Imamoglu embarked
on his election campaign by visiting President Erdogan. This
move on his part lowered the tensions. As the People’s Alliance
pursued a “politics of survival” which addressed the fears of
the electorate, Imamoglu adopted an optimistic discourse, did
not designate any enemies, and promised to become everyone’s
mayor. He focused on Istanbul’s problems. On the night of 31
March as well as when the elections he won were cancelled,
he remained calm and in control. He ignored radical calls to
boycott the rerun election, managed the crisis and showed that

with democratic patience, the right objectives can be gained.

Winning Istanbul twice against such names as Yildirim and
Erdogan made Imamoglu a candidate for future leadership.
However, his mayoral term will be the real determining factor for
his political future. His success or failure in governing Istanbul

will determine his political destiny.

c. The election results increased the likelihood that CHP’s

transformation will speed up, and become more permanent.
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Gaining control of the Aegean and the Mediterranean coast as
well as reaching towards Central Anatolia gave power to those
who want to make CHP a truly social democrat centrist party.
Even though the change first started by Kiligdaroglu in terms of
actors and discourse was criticised within CHP in the beginning,
in time, a considerable part of CHP’s base came to believe that in
order to become the ruling party, such changes were necessary. In
this context, the results of the local elections may consolidate this
transformation in CHP’s base. The conciliatory, calm and relatively
inclusive language and attitude employed by CHP in the 31 March
election succeeded in the ballot box; in turn, this success may
further accelerate CHP’s transformation, make it adopt an even

bolder discourse and make these policy changes permanent.

As for IYI Party, the other member of the Nation Alliance, it must
be noted first of all that it stood next to HDP, even if indirectly.
As is known, HDP called its electorate in the west of Turkey to
support the Nation Alliance, and supported the alliance from
outside in some provinces. Reacting to this, the People’s Alliance
and pro-government media accused IYI Party and the Nation
Alliance of “acting in conjunction with terrorists”. Despite this
move on the ruling bloc’s part, IYI Party, branching out from
MHP and deriving the majority of its votes from the MHP

electorate, did not capitulate and change its position.

It may be said that IYI Party is not limiting itself to an MHP-like
nationalistic framework. At the same time, two things need to be
noted. Firstly, we cannot say that AK Party and MHP advancing
such a strong rhetoric against IYI Party on grounds of its support

of HDP is not affecting the party politically at all. Indeed,

o
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as a result of such maneouvring on the ruling bloc’s part, IYI
Party did not nominate any candidates in Igdir, and chose to

support the MHP candidate against HDP’s candidate.

Secondly, IYI Party is trying to gain the upper hand against the
People Alliance and its accusations of “alliance with terrorists”.
Indeed, when Bahgeli supported Ocalan’s call for “impartiality”
to HDP supporters a short while before the rerun of the Istanbul
election, Aksener heavily criticised him by saying, “7hose who
said that they were going to settle in Istanbul are now apparently
settling down in Imrali”%. She then went on to criticise President
Erdogan by saying: “They accused our farmers, shopkeepers,
grocers of being terrorists... They went and talked to a terrorist for
the sake of a mayorship. On TV, the president explained the letter
written by a terrorist leader for half an hour. They lauded this
terrorist by saying that he was both local and national. They talked
about survival, and then went to Imrals.” > Through such harsh
criticisms, Aksener is trying to draw attention to the People’s
Alliance’s pragmatist attitude regarding Ocalan, and thus

trying to keep her nationalist supporting base together.

IYI Party won no metropolitan or municipal mayorships on 31
March. This result may be interpreted in a variety of ways. We
might, for instance, ask whether it is going to be enough to keep
up the motivation of a party with such grand expectations and
claims as I'YT Party to be in control of a limited number of district
municipalities. As the junior partner of the People’s Alliance MHP

increased its number of municipalities, [YI Party is not even in

30 https://www.gazeteduvar.com.tr/politika/2019/06/21/mitil-istanbula-degil-imraliya-atilmis/
31 https://t24.com.tr/haber/meral-aksener-bu-secimin-kazanani-hepimiziz-ama-az-sayida-

kaybedeni-de-olmadi-degil,827577
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control of a provincial municipality — this might raise questions
about the future of the party as well as the Nation Alliance. From
this standpoint, it might be said that I'YI Party was unsuccessful.
At the same time, it must be said that IYI Party supported
CHP candidates in metropolises and so greatly helped them to
take these cities from the ruling party. It might help boost IYI
Party’s self-esteem that thanks to its support, the senior partner
of the alliance won the most important metropolises in Turkey,

and so ensure the continuance of the Nation Alliance.

At the same time, it might be misleading to judge IYI Party’s
performance based only on the municipalities under its control.
We need to look at the number of votes it has got, as well. According
to election results, MHP and IYI Party’s votes are in close vicinity
of each other. It is not possible to say for certain the exact amount
of votes cast for each and every party because of the alliances, but
looking at the general picture, it is clear that IYI Party has held

on to its supporting base from the 28 June 2018 election.

There are two main obstacles to Aksener expanding this base.
Firstly, the party has not yet been able to clearly define what
it is and what is stands for. The target audience of IYI Party is
comprised of nationalist who now dislike MHP, disgruntled AK
Party supporters, those who used to vote for former centre-right
parties and the nationalist left electorate. Because it is such a
diverse group, a certain kind of balance with regard to discourse
has to be struck. However, Aksener wants to combat the image of
herself as a Gulenist supporter propagated by the pro-government
media, and get the vote of the secularist electorate — and so

she inches closer and closer to a nationalist discourse; this, in

o
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turn, distances the conservative electorate from her party.

The second obstacle is related to the way the party is structured.
There are no public figures trusted and favoured by the public
in IYI Party. Apart from Aksener, there is no publicly known
politician in IYI Party. The party has not yet been able to become
institutionalised. There is also discord between the centre-right
clique and the so-called “idealists” (iilkiiciiler) within the party,

which makes the party look unstable and fragmented.

Despite being formed by ex-MHP nationalist politicians, IYI
Party had intended to larger sections of society than MHP’s
ideologically-bounded base. In order for the party to achieve this
aim and establish a “centre-nationalist” base for itself, it must
prevent in-party fighting and become more institutional, and also
put forward a positive, constructive political discourse. As MHP’s
existence now depends on its alliance with AK Party, IYI Party
can very well play an important role in the future of Turkey’s
politics provided it overcomes its institutional and ideological

obstacles.

HDP: AGAINST THE PEOPLE’S ALLIANCE, CLOSE TO
THE NATION ALLIANCE

Offcially, HDP was not in the People’s Alliance or the Nation
Alliance; in the local elections, it had two separate policies for the
west and east of Turkey. In the Kurdish provinces, HDP aimed to
take back the municipalities where government trustees had been
appointed. In the West, it aimed to make the People’s Alliance lose
the elections and support the People’s Alliance. The first part of this
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strategy did not succeed as HDP hoped it would, but the second

part was decidedly a success. *

By not nominating its own candidates in the metropolises where
its electorate had the crucial role of determining the election result,
HDP indirectly gave a very considerable amount of support to
the Nation Alliance. Chiefly in Istanbul and Ankara, and also in
Antalya, Mersin and Adana, HDP supported the CHP politicians
who were the Nation Alliance’s candidates, and so caused the

People’s Alliance to lose the elections in these provinces.

In fact, electoral surveys conducted in the early days of the pre-
election period had indicated that the HDP electorate was unwilling
to go to the ballot box, and that among those who were going
to vote, approximately 40-50% intended to vote for the People’s
Alliance. However, as time went on and the People’s Alliance
developed an “anti-Kurdish” discourse in order to consolidate the
nationalist-conservative voters, the HDP electorate’s consolidation

around the Nation Alliance increased.

By forming its electoral strategy around a “discourse of survival”
and being extremely hostile towards HDP, AK Party helped the
HDP electorate dispense with their indecision. The harsh language
alienated not only the Kurds supporting HDP, but also those Kurds
who supported AK Party. Indeed, electoral polls held shortly before
the elections indicated that about 80-90% of the HDP electorate

was in support of the Nation Alliance. *

32 Vahap Coskun: ilk okumalar (2), http://www.kurdistan24.net/tr/opinion/05d8eb8e-86fa-43ac-
9291-0a1396¢f36a6 (10.04.2019).
33 MetroPoll Siyasal ve Sosyal Aragtirmalar Merkezi'nin aragtirmasina gore, Millet Ittifaki Aday:

Ekrem Imamoglunu destekleyecegini belirten HDP segmenlerinin orant % 99.4’tii. (Tirkiye'nin
Nabzi Haziran 2019, s. 16).
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An important reason behind a considerable number of HDP
supporters voting for CHP’s candidates in Turkey’s western
metropolises and thus contributing to AK Party’s losing the
election is the imprisonment of HDP’s former co-Chair Selahattin
Demirtas for now almost two and a half years. ** In a message
shared on his social media account two days prior to the election,
Demirtas asked the HDP electorate to “vote strategically”: “You
will directly determine the results of this election. We have a historic
opportunity before us to demonstrate our influence, not just in the cities
that we will take back from the government trustees, but everywhere.
Those strategic votes we're going to cast in the cities where we have
nominated no candidates — they will show how powerful we are” **

Kurdish supporters of AK Party, dissatisfied for some time now with
the authoritarian and opressive policies of AK Party and its alliance
with MHP, were affected by the nationalist and statist discourse
used in the run-up to the elections, and chose to punish their party
by not voting at all. The election results in the five metropolitan

municipalities won by CHP confirm this.

However, it needs to be noted that the HDP electorate’s support of
the People’s Alliance was limited to those cities where candidates
from CHP were nominated. The same support was not extended
to places where IYI Party candidates were nominated. For instance,
in Balikesir, where HDP has the 5% of the vote, the candidate of
the People’s Alliance, who was from IYI Party, lost by a very small
margin — because HDP did not support him.

34 Kadri Giirsel: Erdogan’in se¢im yenilgisinde rol oynayan bumerang etkisi: Kiirt fakedrii, heeps://
www.al-monitor.com/pulse/tr/contents/articles/originals/2019/04/turkey-kurdish-factor-
boomerang-effect-in-election.html (11.04.2019).

35 https://tr.euronews.com/2019/03/29/demistas-hdp-li-secmene-31-mart-cagri-belirleyici-etkimizi-
gostermek-icin-tarihi-firsat
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The 31 March election results were not satisfactory for HDP in the
predominantly Kurdish East and the Southeast. In the region, HDP
won 3 metropolitan municipalities, 5 municipalities, 46 district
municipalities and 11 towns — 65 mayorships in total. It lost the
municipalities in Agri, Bitlis, $Sirnak and Tunceli; at the same time,
it took Kars from MHP. It was an important aim for HDP to retake
the 95 municipalities -3 metropolitan municipalities, 10 cities, 63
districts and 22 towns- which had been controlled by the Democratic
Regions Party since 11 September 2016, and to which government
trustees had been appointed. Far from achieving this goal, HDP
actually lost about a third of the 104 municipalities it controlled.

Looking at HDP’s votes in the Kurdish regions, the first thing that
we notice is that it increased its votes in the larger provinces whereas
in the smaller provinces, districts and towns its votes decreased.
Compared to the election results of 2014, HDP’s votes increased
from 52% to 56% in Mardin, 55% to 63% in Diyarbakir, 53% to
54% in Van, and from 56% to 66% in Batman.

Despite losing its municipalities in Agr1 and $irnak, HDP came
first in the city council elections in these cities. It lost the Mus
municipality’s mayorship by a very narrow margin, but came first

in the city council election here as well.

The reasons behind HDP’s decreasing votes in small provinces,

districts and towns are as follows:

1. Alot of beloved, efficient and popular HDP politicians, chief among
them their charismatic leader Selahattin Demirtas, were sentenced,
imprisoned or made to escape abroad. During the run-up to the
elections, a great number of HDP officials and election officers were

taken into custody, some of whom were then arrested. The local
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HDP organisations in the region are practically unable to function.
HDP’s right to propaganda has been curtailed to a degree not in
compliance with the electoral freedom principle. It may be said that
the way HDP has been surrounded in this way is one reason why
the party lost votes. However, this is not the primary reason behind
HDP’s loss of votes. We know this because HDP and its predecessors
had participated in a lot of elections under worse conditions in the

past, and succeeded. *

President Tayyip Erdogan spoke before the election campaigns
began and said that government trustees may be appointed to
municipalities won by HDP once again — it may be said that this was
one reason behind HDP’s loss of vote especially in small provinces,
districts and towns. Citizens living in such small-scale localities are
directly and daily face to face with the state’s power, and as such the
atmosphere of fear and oppression in these places is very noticeable.
There were a number of Kurdish voters who believed that if HDP’s
candidate was elected, trustees would be appointed again and the
securitarian policies of the state would continue; these people either
chose to not vote at all, or to vote for AK Party. In other words, the
fact that voting for HDP would be costly was an important decisive

factor, especially in small places.

Something that was different from previous elections was that in the
31 March elections, there was a total union between AK Party and
the state. State powers, chief among them rangers, worked together
to ensure that all great families and tribes which had ties with the
state voted for AK Party. This effort on the state powers’ part worked

especially in those small provinces, districts and towns where the

36

Abdullah Kiran: Yerel secimler ve Kiirtler, http://www.serbestiyet.com/yazarlar/abdullah--kiran/
yerel-secimler-ve-kurtler-848810 (05.04.2019 ).
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rangers and pro-government tribes were powerful. Among other
reasons, the state’s pro-AK Party campaigning in such places was

one reason behind HDP’s decreasing votes.

4. 'The experience of the trench — barricade warfare process had caused
a distancing between HDP and its supporting base. The effects of
this distancing were materially felt during the 1 November 2015 and
24 June 2018 general elections. In both elections, the people living
in places which were traditionally HDP strongholds and wishing
for the conflict to be over expressed their displeasure through their
votes and withdrew their support from HDP. It is evident that the
reverberations of this displeasure are still felt, even though four years
have passed. * Generally speaking, Kurds living in this region feel
that HDP’s policies during the trench-barricade warfare period
were not sensible, and that HDP has not yet held itself properly
accountable for a process which caused the destruction of a great
number of neighborhoods, the death of thousands of people and

the displacement of hundreds of thousands of people. **

The main reason why this traumatic memory of the trench-barricade
warfare period resurfaced during the local elections rather than the
general election was that the Kurdish people eventually came to
feel that the local authorities were not fulfilling their expectations
in answer to the events which had happened. Because the trench-
barricade warfare was defended as a necessity of the declaration of
autonomy, a causal relationship between local authorities, the seats of
local autonomy, and the trench-barricade warfare was automatically

established in the minds of the people. This reaction on the people’s

37 Sedat Ergin: HDP’nin secim sonucu nastl okunmali?, htep://www.hurriyet.com.tr/yazarlar/sedat-
ergin/hdpnin-secim-sonucu-nasil-okunmali-41177783, (10.04.2019 ).

38 Abdullah Kiran: Yerel secimler ve Kiirtler, http://www.serbestiyet.com/yazarlar/abdullah--kiran/
yerel-secimler-ve-kurtler-848810 (05.04.2019 ).
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part against PKK making HDP announce autonomy through its
municipalities made some Kurdish HDP supporters choose to teach

a lesson to their own party. ¥

In all local elections from 1999 onwards Kurdish parties emerged
victorious in a great number of administrative units across the region;
the self-assurance created by these victories has also contributed
to HDP’s loss of votes. During their early years of public service,
Kurdish parties were good at meeting the public’s expectations,
especially compared to previous administrations; however, in
time, the municipalities under them began to underperform. The
administrators lost their old enthusiasm and drive, began to adopt
a sectarian attitude towards the public and also began to act as if
they were not accountable for their actions. In brief, this political
tradition represented by HDP suffered from the effects of having
been in power for a long period of time. This change in quality with

regard to government and services caused HDP to lose support.

The local services offered by the trustee-run municipalities in the
region also affected the electoral behaviour of the people. The people
approved of the services offered by the trustees in municipalities
formerly controlled by HDP, and this approval was partially reflected

in their electoral behaviour. %

HDP and its predecessor Kurdish parties have a tendency to nominate
candidates from outside the constituency in both local and general
elections; and this tendency creates a negative outcome particularly in

localelections. Thisarrogantbehaviourwhich disregardsthe qualities the

39 Fehim Tastekin: Erdogan’ kim kurtaracak, Kiirtler mi?, https://www.al-monitor.com/pulse/

tr/contents/articles/originals/2019/04/turkey-who-will-rescue-erdogan-maybe-kurds.html
(10.04.2019).

40 Ahmet Taggetiren: Millet aynasinda partiler, Karar Gazetesi, 2 Nisan 2019.
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candidate may have and his relationship with the constituency bothers
the HDP electorate, and the electorate hasbegun to voice this discomfort
and criticise this behaviour. In places where the same behaviour is
kept up despite these protestations, the HDP electorate punished the

party by voting for AK Party’s candidate, or not voting at all.

It is clear that through the election results, Kurds are sending a
warning as well as support message to HDP. The warning has
been issued in the Kurdish provinces, and the support in the west
of Turkey. The Kurds gave this warning to HDP because it did not
decry PKK as it ought to have during the trench-baricade warfare
period, because it did not act accountably towards the people who
were hurt by these events; because its municipal services were
unsatisfactory, because it developed a superiority complex and
because it forgot about accountability in general. HDP must now
interpret this message correctly, and in order to achieve its success in
the 7 June election once again, it must cast a critical look on its own

preferences, beginning with its political position and candidates.

As well as issuing a warning to HDP, Kurds also lent their support. In
casting their vote, they reacted to a series of events such as the arrest,
imprisonment, or exile of many politicians from HDP, including
Demirtas; the dismissals and suspensions, the oppression and the
extraordinary state of everyday life. They continued to support HDP
because they perceived it to be the political representative and defender
of the Kurdish identity; and because they regarded it as the essential
actor in resolving the Kurdish issue through democratic and peaceful
means. Based on this support on the electorate’s part as well as its
attraction for the youth, it is evident that HDP is a permanent actor

in Turkey’s politics.
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THE KURDISH ISSUE IN THE NEW
PERIOD

Between 2013-2015, Turkey went through a “resolution process” which
aimed to rid the Kurdish issue of its violent aspects and to resolve it
through democratic mechanisms. Despite the important social, legal and
political progress made in these two and a half years, the process did not
bring about the desired peace. The resolution process was shelved after

June 2015 and Turkey entered a period of conflict once again.

Following the disruption of the process, the nature of the conflicts
changed as they began to take place not in rural areas, but in urban
centers. As such, the cost of the conflict also went up. Adopting a
securitarian model, the state increased its military operations. Rights
and freedoms were limited, and the field of politics narrowed down.
The resolution process was not mentioned any more, and it was as if
the process never took place at all. Even the parties to the process did
not take ownership of it. In an atmosphere where guns and violence
became the means of communication, it became increasingly difficult to
talk about the democratic resolution of the Kurdish issue, and even to

remember the way of dialogue and negotiations.

However, in the aftermath of 31 March and 23 June, two important
developments which may reignite the political resolution of the Kurdish
issue happened. The first had to do with Syria. The civil war in Syria was
also a decisive factor in the resolution attempts during the last time. It
would not be wrong to say that the resolution process of 2013-15 was
begun as well as ended by the developments in Syria. Today as well as
then, the new developments and balances in Syria might create new

possibilities for a resolution.
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All actors with determining power in Syria, chiefly the US and Russia, are
against Turkey conducting a military operation to the east of Euphrates,
and this forced Turkey to look at other options. In this context, the most
discussed idea has been the creation of a “safe zone” between Turkey
and the area controlled by the Syrian Democratic Forces. This plan to
create a safe zone necessitated both direct and indirect meetings among
the US, Turkey and the SDF. As a result, Turkey came into contact with
the SDF.

Ocalan’s meeting with his lawyers, coming after such a long time,
and his message relayed to the public through his lawyers can also be
interpreted within this framework. In his message, Ocalan stated that
he stood by his resolution perspective from 2013 and that he favoured
a renewed continuation of this perspective; he also said that the SDF
should respect the territorial integrity of Syria, and that it should respect

and be mindful of Turkey’s sensibilities in the region. **

In later meetings, too, Ocalan talked about his loyalty to the process and
the need for a cooperative relationship between Turkey and the SDF.
This contact, itself a result of the changing circumstances in Syria, might
pave the way for negotiations. If even minimal agreement is arrived upon
on the matter of Syria between the parties, steps toward a new resolution

process in Turkey may be taken.

The second development is the increasing value of Kurdish votes following
the local elections. The dense Kurdish population of the metropolises in
particular made it so that Kurdish votes have the potential to determine
the election results. The anti-Kurdish discourse employed by the People’s
Alliance backfired and made them lose the elections; this might make

all political parties be more sensitive towards the demands of the

41 Vahap Coskun: Mutfakta pisen bir sey var, https://www.kurdistan24.net/tr/opinion/9497d24e-
22a6-466f-b6d0-d37974a5340a (08.05.2019).
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Kurdish population in their politics. The biggest demand of the Kurds,
independent of their political affiliation, is the democratic resolution
of the Kurdish issue — this may make the parties think about, and act
towards a democratic resolution of the Kurdish issue if they are willing

to be elected.

As the Kurds already lent their support to the Nation Alliance once,
CHP might spend more time on the Kurdish issue in the coming period
in order to consolidate this support. Indeed, CHP’s Istanbul Provincial
Chair Canan Kaftancioglu said that the cooperation during the elections
was a “Democracy Alliance” and continued: “7his alliance will certainly
bring about the resolution of a number of problems, such as the Kurdish
problem”. According to Kaftancioglu, if a delegation formed in the
Parliament works in conjunction with civil society, “wise persons” or

similar groups, “then the Kurdish problem will be easily resolved.”**

In fact, we must note that CHP has been trying to form new policies
regarding the Kurdish issue for a long time now. After Kilicdaroglu
became the leader, a partial softening in CHP’s approach towards the
Kurdish issue took place, even if it was only on the level of language. In
this context, their electoral declaration for the 2011 general election made
the following promise: “Overcoming the obstacles to the Kurdish citizens’
experiencing their identity through pluralist and liberal democracy®
The declaration also stipulated that as a concrete step, Kurdish would
become an elective in state schools and that Turkey would remove its
reservations on the European Charter of Local Self-Government. At the
same time, the resolution process started by the government in 2013
was supported in principle, but the methods and tools employed by

the government were disagreed with, and it was claimed instead that

42 https://www.gazeteduvar.com.tr/gundem/2019/07/22/kaftancioglu-kurt-sorunu-kisa-surede-
cozulebilir/

43 https://chp.azureedge.net/2a443c86b19546¢7b44a41bd05750242.pdf
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the designated authority for resolution should be the Grand National
Assembly of Turkey. **

CHP’s efforts regarding the Kurdish issue, thus begun, continued with a
comprehensive report published prior to the 7 June 2015 election, titled
“CHP’s Perspective on Turkey’s Kurdish Problem, and a Framework for
Resolution”. ** In the report, the concept of “equal citizenship” was key in
the discussion of the Kurdish issue, and the following suggestions were
made in order to prepare the ground for the resolution of the Kurdish
problem: the formation of a “Social Consensus Commission” within the
Grand Assembly, the formation of a “Common Mind Delegation” to
include the civil society in the resolution, and the formation of “7ruth-

Seeking Commissions” in order to face the history of the past.

In the report, under the section titled “Kurdish”, CHP took its previous
suggestion one step further by saying, “7he framework for education in
the mother tongue should be evaluated in pedagogic terms, with no trace
of political prejudices wharsoever.” Thus, for the first time, the issue of

“education in the mother tongue” became part of CHP’s official policies.

In addition to all these, CHP put forward a number of bills and
requests for investigation in the parliament regarding the demands and
expectations of the Kurds, as well as their problems; they paid visits to
the region during critical times, the problems were observed on-site and
suggestions regarding the resolution of these problems were shared with

the public.

During a period in which AK Party is under the sway of securitarian
policies regarding the Kurdish issue, CHP’s positive change of attitude

might create an overall optimistic effect on the resolution of the issue.

44 https://t24.com.tr/haber/kilicdaroglundan-cozum-sureci-aciklamasi,229601
45 https://content.chp.org.tr/file/chp_kurt_meselesi_kitapcik.pdf
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CHP is aware of the crucial role played by the Kurdish electorate in
determining the election results, and as such, it may support the
resolution of the Kurdish issue or even take the initiative itself in the

coming period.

The same can be said for an AK Party once it is free from the baggage
of MHP. The results of the 31 March elections have confirmed that the
alliance with MHP is costing AK Party. This, in addition to the fear
of losing its Kurdish supporters, may induce AK Party to make a new
resolution, and to return to its original reformist policies. If that happens,
AK Party and CHP, representatives of the centre-right and centre-left
respectively, might cooperate with a view to permanently resolving the

Kurdish issue.

If that does not happen, and AK Party insists on remaining in its current
statist and nationalist trajectory, a new political formation emerging from
within AK Party, defending liberal, pluralist and decentralist principles
and in favour of the Kurdish identity, may also cooperate with CHP in

order to resolve Turkey’s essential problems, including the Kurdish issue.

No political party can become a party for all of Turkey and come to
power without the support of the Kurds. The results of all elections
which have taken place since the adoption of the multi-party system
attest to this. Kurds play a crucial role in determining who comes into
power both in the local and general elections; this is a political reality
to be noted not just by AK Party, the current ruling power, but also by
CHP, who wants to come to power, and by any and all parties that want

to be part of the political scene.
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IN LIEU OF A CONCLUSION

The change in the governmental system and the local elections
have started a new era for Turkey’s politics. Looking at the political
developments which occurred after the system change, and the results
of the three elections in particular, we may make the following remarks
about the important factors that will shape politics in the days and

months to come.

1. Elections have been held in Turkey since 1950. In the intervening
period of time Turkey’s democracy experienced many problems,
as direct and indirect military coups were used to interfere
with the democratic process. However, the people always took
ownership of the ballot box. The people succeeded in overcoming
political impasses through voting. It reacted through the ballot
box when its political will was misused or misinterpreted. It
always voted, and as such, the ballot box is the most important
key to legitimacy — even under the most unfavourable of

circumstances, the people are willing to hold on to that key.

The people vote in great numbers both in the local and the general
elections, and this has two valuable and important outcomes for
democracy. Firstly, the high amount of participation strengthens
the democratic legitimacy of the elected. Approximately nine
out of every ten citizens eligible to vote do vote; this is a victory
for democracy. It shows that the democratic mechanisms are
working, and the election results are all the more powerful

because they represent the political choices of almost everyone.

Another important outcome of the high degree of participation is

that the people’s ownership of the ballot box acts as an incentive for
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the opposition. In a country where the ruling party is determined
through elections, where people flock to the ballot boxes and
change their political choices over time, the opposition has every
opportunity of actually coming into power. As such, the opposition’s
duty is to come up with the tools and policies which will make the
voting public choose itself over the others. In this context, the 31
March and 23 June elections have been very important experiences
in that they showed how an opposition aware of, and sensitive to,

the demand and expectations of society can actually achieve results.

Because elections now take place among alliances, the distribution of
votes among the alliances are important in determining the successes
and the failures. Based on the results of the last three elections, there
is not a considerable fracture in the distribution of votes between the
alliances. Because the political equation has not decidedly taken a
turn in favour of the opposition, the legitimacy of the ruling bloc is
not being questioned yet. As such, the opposition is not calling for

snap elections, either.

The ruling bloc suffered the real loss in metropolises. AK Party lost
two such important metropolitan municipalities as Istanbul and
Ankara to the opposition, where it had been in power since 1994.
Istanbul is the place where Erdogan’s story of success began and so
great political significance is attributed to it; losing Istanbul twice
became a heavy burden for AK Party to bear. As the small margin
of 13,000 during the 31 March election became 806,000 in the 23

June election, a salvageable loss turned into a heavy defeat.

The People’s Alliance lost the local governments not just in Ankara
and Istanbul, but in other metropolises such as Adana, Mersin and

Antalya. In the ten biggest provinces of Turkey (Istanbul, Ankara,
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[zmir, Bursa, Antalya, Adana, Konya, Gaziantep, Sanliurfa, Kocaeli),
the vote percentage of the ruling bloc decreased from 51.98% on
24 June to 47.84% on 31 March. * In the thirty metropolises
governed by metropolitan municipalities, the ruling bloc
suffered a loss of three points as it fell from 52.15% to 49.24%.

The data indicate that the ruling bloc suffered a loss of votes in the
metropolises, but it held on to its position by the continuing support
of the rural areas and the provinces. If this electoral trend continues,
it will become much harder for the People’s Alliance to emerge

victorious from the following presidential and general elections.

4. With the increasing power of the opposition in the metropolises, a
new era is beginning in Turkey’s politics. Two different developments
may mark this new era. The first of these is that an equilibrium is
reached between the central and local governments, controlled by
different political blocs or parties. The parties may accept the limits
to their own powers and responsibilities, and act within those limits.
Alternately, the central and local authorities may use their powers
not to the benefit of the public, but in order to make things harder
for the other party. The first possibility would soothe tensions,
normalise politics and most importantly, serve the sharing and
balancing of power. The second possibility would increase tensions

in politics, and further the already existing polarisation.

5. 'The People’s Alliance adopted a severe discourse of “survival” for the
local elections. Spokespeople for the ruling bloc, including Erdogan
and Bahgeli, represented the elections not as a routine democratic

process to determine the local governments, but as a struggle for

46 Veriler icin bkz: Ibrahim Kahveci: Tagraya Yolculuk, Karar Gazetesi, 04.04.2019; ibrahim
Kahveci: % 15’lik Oynak Kesim, Karar Gazetesi, 12.04.2019.
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survival. According to them, the opposition’s victory would not be
just a routine transfer of power in municipalities. The weakening of
the ruling bloc would serve the aims of those internal and external
enemies who wanted to harm Turkey. And so, this was not a

simple case of local elections, but a struggle for survival.
p £g

However, this discourse and policy of survival did not bring
about the desired results for the People’s Alliance. This extreme
amount of survival discourse was not meaningful at all for those
sections of society which supported the opposition, and for
those who supported the ruling bloc, it was not as effective as it
was hoped to be. A considerable amount of AK Party supporters,
particularly those in metropolises, thought that this discourse
was being adopted in order to disguise the real problems
and so they found it unconvincing. The discourse of survival

did not persuade the MHP supporters very much, either.

However, the survival policy did create very negative outcomes for
the People’s Alliance. This was because this policy was formed around
an anti-Kurdish core. This anti-Kurdish discourse, best exemplified
by the way President Erdogan and the Minister of the Interior
Siileyman Soylu spoke, caused the Kurds in Western Turkey to
support the opposition, almost as a bloc. This support was invaluable
for the Nation Alliance. Indeed, this is how the Nation Alliance won
cities such as Istanbul, Ankara, Adana, Mersin and Antalya where
the Kurdish population is high, and gained considerable powers. In
other words, the Kurdish-exclusionary survival discourse cost the

People’s Alliance dearly in terms of politics.

6. The 15 July coup attempt had many effects on Turkey’s politics,

economy, law and social life. All these areas were influenced by the
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post-15 July syndrome. During the early days, the ruling party took
care to cooperate with the opposition in its fight against the putschists.
It tried to form a national alliance with the opposition parties with
the exception of HDP, and called it “the spirit of Yenikap:”. However,
this apparent alliance did not last long. “The spirit of Yenikapi”, an
attempt based on the exclusion of the Kurdish political movement,
speedily turned into an alliance between AK Party and MHP. The
ruling party began to take sole ownership of the 15 July resistance,
and accused the opposition of standing too close to the putschists,
and of not standing by the people. It tried to use the people’s anti-coup
sentiments for its own political purposes. That is to say, the ruling bloc
based its political competition on 15 July, and tried to come down

on the opposition through campaigns centered around 15 July.

However, this discourse based on 15 July began to lose its influence
as the post-15 July operations, ostensibly started to combat the
putschists, began to target ordinary citizens and 15 July as a whole
began to be instrumentalised in order to eliminate the opposition. It
does not seem possible for AK Party and MHP to guide the people’s
political choices through the credit of 15 July anymore. As such,
we appear to be at the limits of the 15 July discourse, and in the
coming period, the People’s Alliance will have to come up with a

new strategy to consolidate its power.

Until the last election, those who looked at a political map of Turkey
would see that CHP controlled the Aegean coast, HDP controlled
the East and the Southeast, and that the rest was dominated by
AK Party. However, the local elections altered the map. The parties
attempted to break out of their traditional strongholds. CHP, long
identified with the Aegean and the Mediterranean coast, extended

its reach to Central Anatolia and to the Black Sea region with this

o
|



CHANGES IN ANEW ERA OF TURKEY'S POLITICS

election. AK Party still dominates Central Anatolia and the Black
Sea region, but it is not the only player anymore, and new political
actors are now on the scene. As AK Party lost power all across
Turkey, it was able to take Bitlis, Sirnak and Agri from HDP. HDP
won in Kars for the first time. MHP used the alliance to its own
benefit, and took some municipalities from AK Party, bringing up
its number of municipalities from 8 to 11. As a result, the political

map became much more diversified compared to the past.

This diversification of politics is evident on the micro-level as well
as the macro. With the exception of Kilis, no party was able to win
all of the district and provincial municipalities in any given city. The
powersharing also occured on the level of provinces. The voters gave
the provincial municipality to one party, and the districts to another.
No party was allowed to have total control of one province. As such,
an equilibrium was established by the electorate and a political

ground for the parties’ potential cooperation was created.

The alliance system means that all parties are very important in
both local and general elections. In this system, the competition is
between the alliances and in a lot of cities, the votes received by the
respective alliances are close to one another in number. This means
that parties with a limited base, such as the Felicity Party, have the
power to determine the winning alliance. In a situation where the
winner wins by a very narrow margin, every vote is more important

than it actually is, and gives the parties room for negotiation.

One of the most significant political results of 31 March and 23
June is that the psychological superiority of AK Party is now at an
end. The AK Party rule, which continued unbroken for 17 years,

caused the secular sections in society in particular to believe that
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10.

AK Party would never be vanquished. According to them, because
of Turkey’s current religious and conservative social makeup, there
was no way for AK Party to lose. The opposition would always fall
behind AK Party, and never defeat AK Party in the ballot box.

This mentality was especially prevalent among CHP’s supporters, and
included within itself a dissatisfaction with democracy. It sometimes
even took on a nihilistic tone and made the country vulnerable
to the intervention of non-democratic forces. This mentality was
a great risk for democracy, and it was finally eliminated through
the results of the local elections. Even those who were skeptical of
democracy had to give it its due. They saw that nobody’s victory was
guaranteed, that people could and did change their minds, that they
could withdraw their support from one party for whatever reason
and so AK Party could be beaten in the ballot box. This outcome
made it easier to be optimistic about the future, and it may induce
the opposition to try and establish stronger bonds with all sections

of society.

The constitutional provision which makes a 50% + 1% majority
imperative for being elected the President may work as an important
contribution towards the development of a culture of compromises,
the lack of which has been long felt in Turkey’s politics. In Turkey,
politics have long functioned through conflict, generally speaking.
Especially in the recent past, the language of conflict reigned
supreme and this damaged social cohesion, as well as causing societal
polarisation. Today, as problems become even more layered, Turkey
is in serious need of political reconciliation and compromise. The
presidential system of government may force the parties to cooperate

and compromise, and thus soften the language of politics.
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If this happens in politics, its effects will be felt in society as well. Such
a development would make it easier for Turkey’s essential problems,
including the Kurdish issue, to be resolved by the institution of

politics based on widespread social agreement.
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ONSOZ

Tiirkiye’de Diyarbakir Dicle Universitesinde Anayasa Hukuku dersleri
veren Prof.Dr Fazil Hiisnii Erdem tarafindan hazirlanan bu ¢alismada,
kendisinin Tirkiye siyasetinde yeni dénem olarak tanimladig,
Tiirkiye’de yonetim seklinin yeniden yapilandirilmasi ve bunu takip eden
donemin derin analizi yapilmistir. Prof. Dr. Erdem, yeni siyasi sistemin
kendine 6zgii dinamiklerini, gesitli siyasi parti ve aktorlerin strateji ve
eylemlerini, ve yeni sistemin Kiirt sorunu, Tirkiye’de demokrasi ve
gelecekte izlenecek olan siyaset tizerine yansimalarinin neler olabilecegi

konularini ele almistir.

Prof. Dr. Erdem 6ncelikle, Tiirkiye’deki yonetim sisteminin parlamenter
sistemden bagkanliga gecis donemine genel bakis saglamis, parti
siyasetinin de buna istinaden nasil temelinden degistigini ele almugtir.
Bu degisiklikler arasinda en énemlisi de ¢ok partili sistemin heterojen
ve kirilgan yapist nedeniyle siyasi partiler arasinda ittifak siyaseti

kiiltiiriiniin ortaya ¢ikmis olmasidir.

Bunun ardindan yazar, Tiirkiye’deki yeni siyasi iklimde, 2018 yilinda
gerceklestirilen genel secim, en son gergeklestirilen yerel secim ve yeniden
tekrarlanan kismi yerel secim olmak tizere ii¢ secimi ele almistir. Yazar
daha sonra her bir ittifak ve partiyi ele almis ve bu akedrlerin her bir

se¢imde izlemis oldugu strateji ve caligmalar: dikkatle incelemistir.

Son olarak da Prof. Dr. Erdem Tiirkiye’nin yeni siyasi dénemi igerisinde
Kiirt Sorununun tanimini yaparak birbirine zit siyasi ittifaklara bask:
kurma egsiz yetenegine sahip olan Kiirt se¢meninin ¢6ziim sorecinin

yeniden hayata gecirme cabalarini da ele almigtir.

Genel olarak, Prof. Dr. Erdem yeni siyasi dénemi iyimser bir gozle

ele almaktadir. Yazar ayni zamanda yeni sistemin daha 6nceden

63



TURKIVE SIVASETINDE YENi DONEM VE DEGISEN DENGELER

Tiirk siyasetini tanimlayan eski belirleyicileri ters diiz ettigi goriisiint
ileri stirmiigtiir. Yeni sistem partileri bir araya getirmeyi zorlayabilir,

Tiirkiye’de ‘siyasi dilin yumusatilmast’ anlamina da gelebilir.

DPI bu bilgileri saglayan yazara tesekkiirlerini sunar. Bu galismada yer
alan goriis ve diisiinceler yazarin kendisine ait olup, bunlar DPI’in resmi

goriisiini yansitmamaktadr.

Kerim Yildiz
CEO

Demokratik Gelisim Enstitiisii
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HUKUMET SISTEMI DEGISIKLIGI

[lk Osmanli anayasast olan 1876 tarihli Kanun-u Esasiden bu yana
Osmanli-Tiirkiye anayasa koyuculart anayasal sistemi, parlamenter
hitkiimet sistemi modeline uygun olarak dizayn ettiler.! Yaklasik ti¢
yillik (1921-1924) meclis hitkiimeti deneyimi disinda Tiirkiye, hitkiimet
sistemi konusunda parlamenter hiikiimet sistemi gelenegi icinde yer
aldi. Bu gelenek 1982 Anayasasiyla da siirdiiriildii. Her ne kadar 1982
Anayasasi cumhurbagkanina klasik parlamenter sisteminde devlet
baskanina taninan sembolik yetkilerin 6tesinde 6nemli anayasal yetkiler
tantyarak parlamenter rejim modelinden sapmigsa da sistem 6ziinde

parlamenter bir sistemdi?.

1982 Anayasasinin cumhurbaskanina tanidigi genis yetkilerin bu
makama iktidar miicadelesinde dsttinlik saglamasi, 2007°deki
cumhurbagkanlig1 secimini “anayasa savaglarinin” yasandig: bir alana
doniistiirdii.” Kemalist laik¢i cephe, Nisan ay1 icerisinde yapilacak
cumhurbagkanligi  segiminde parlamentodaki ¢ogunlugu elinde
bulunduran AK Partinin kendi iginden birini cumhurbaskanlig
makamina oturtmasinin laik diizen agisindan ¢ok biiyiik bir tehdit
olusturacagini diistinerek bu siireci sabote etmeye ¢alisti. AK Partili bir
siyasinin cumhurbagkani olarak se¢ilmesini engellemek ve ayni zamanda
AK Parti’yi iktidardan uzaklagtirmak amacini tasiyan “cumhuriyet
mitingleri” diizenlendi. Akabinde, parlamentoda cumhurbaskanlig:
se¢iminin ilk tur oylamasinin yapildigi 27 Nisan giiniiniin gecesi

Genelkurmay Bagkanligi tarafindan sert bir laiklik vurgusu igeren

1 Kemal Gézler: Hiikiimet Sistemimiz Degisecek mi?, http://www.anayasa.gen.tr/hs-degisecek-mi.
htm

2 Ergun Ozbudun: Bagkanlik Sistemi ve Tiirkiye, Liberal Perspektif Analiz, Ankara, Say1 1, Mayis
2015, s. 11.

3 Ergun Ozbudun/ William Hale: Tiirkiye'de Islamcilik, Demokrasi ve Liberalizm: AKP Olay1,
Dogan Kitap, Istanbul, 2010, s. 117.
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“e-muhtira” yayinlandi* Bundan tam dért giin sonra, Abdullah
Gil'tin cumhurbagkani olarak secimini engellemek amaciyla, Anayasa
Mahkemesi tarafindan anayasaya ve hukuka aykiri bir sekilde tinlii “367

karar1” alindi.®

2007 ilkbaharinda cumhurbagkani secimi konusunda yasanan anayasa
krizini agmak amaciyla, ayni yil igerisinde, cumhurbaskaninin halk
tarafindan se¢imini éngdren bir anayasa degisikligi gerceklestirildi.®
S6z konusu anayasa degisikligi, bu melez sistemi bir adim daha yari-
baskanlik sistemine yaklagtirdi; ama, degisiklik sonrasinda da sistem

oziinde parlamenter sisteme daha yakin bir sistemdi.”

Gergeklestirilen anayasa degisikliginde cumhurbaskaninin gorev
ve yetkilerinde herhangi bir degisiklik yapilmadi. Buna ragmen,
cumhurbagkaninin  halk tarafindan secilmis olmasinin yaratacag:
demokratik mesruiyet, sistemin igleyisinde eskiye oranla 6nemli

farkliliklara yol agabilecek bir potansiyel tastyordu.®

AK Parti kurmaylari da, cumhurbaskaninin halk tarafindan secimi
usuliiniin kabuliiyle birlikte sistemde yapisal bir degisim yasandigini
savundular. Onlara gore, sandiktan ¢ikan ve giiglii bir demokratik
mesruiyete sahip olan cumhurbaskaninin parlamenter sistemdeki
gibi sembolik bir rol Gistlenmesi diistiniilemezdi. Nitekim 10 Agustos
2014’te “halk tarafindan segilen ilk cumburbagkan:” unvanini alan Recep
Tayyip Erdogan bir “protokol cumburbagkani” olmadi. Aksine, sandiktan
¢tkmanin kendisine sorumluluk yiiklediginden bahisle “icrac: bir

cumburbagkani” olarak gorev yaptu.

4 Osman Ulagay: AKP Gergegi ve Laik Darbe Fiyaskosu, Dogan Kitap, Istanbul, 2008, s. 44-45.

5  Anayasa Mahkemesi'nin ilgili karari i¢in bkz. Resmi Gazete: 27 Haziran 2007-26565.

6 31 Mayis 2007 tarih ve 5678 sayilt Anayasa Degisikligi Kanunu icin bkz. Resmi Gazete: 16
Haziran 2007-26554.

7 Ozbudun, Baskanlik Sistemi ve Tiirkiye, s. 11.

8  Gozler, Hitkiimet Sistemimiz Degisecek mi?, http://www.anayasa.gen.tr/hs-degisecek-mi.htm
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Aslinda bagkanlik sistemi, uzunca bir stireden beri Erdogan’in gonliinde
yatan bir hitkiimet sistemiydi. Fakat Tirkiye’deki dengeleri gozeten
Erdogan, iktidarinin ilk dénemlerinde bu hususta ¢ok israrct bir tavir
sergilemedi. Hatta AK Parti, 2007 se¢im beyannamesinde klasik
parlamenter rejim ilkelerine uygun bir yeni anayasa yapilmasini savundu

ve bu yonde bir anayasa taslagi hazirlatti.’

Fakat 2011 genel secimlerinden sonra Mecliste grubu bulunan dort
partinin esit temsil esasina dayali olarak olusturulan Anayasa Uzlagma
Komisyonu ¢aligmalarinda AK Parti bagkanlik sistemini giindem
getirdi ve 2013 yilinda Komisyona bagkanlik sistemi 6nerisini sundu.
Bu tarihten itibaren gerek parti sozciileri ve gerekse Erdogan, israrla
bagkanlik sisteminden yana tavir aldi. Bagkanlik sistemi onerisi, AK
Parti’nin 2015 se¢im beyannamesinde de ayrinulara girilmeden genel

ifadelerle yer ald1.”

Ancak AK Partinin sistem degisikligi talebi Meclis'te grubu bulunan
diger partilerde olumlu bir karsilik bulmadi. Meclis'te grubu bulunan
diger ti¢ parti (CHP, MHP ve HDP) bagkanlik sistemine kargi durdu. AK
Parti’nin hitkiimet sisteminde yasanan fiili degisikligi hukukilestirmek
gerektigi yoniindeki argiimanina karst her ti¢ parti de parlamenter

sistemin devamindan yana bir tercih ortaya koydu.

Ne var ki, 15 Temmuz 2016’da gerceklesen darbe tesebbiisii, bircok
alanda oldugu gibi, hitkiimet sistemi bakimindan da bir déniim noktasi
oldu. O giine kadar CHP ve HDP ile birlikte parlamenter sistemin
savunuculugunu yapan MHP, darbe girisiminin ardindan keskin
bir déniis yapti. Bahgeli, Erdoganin Cumhurbaskanligini yiirtitme

tarzinin hukuki sorunlara yol agtgini, fiili durum ile hukuki diizen

9 AK Parti i¢in hazirlanan Anayasa Taslaginin metni icin bkz. Legal Hukuk Dergisi, Say1 58, Ekim
2007, s. 3177-3272.
10 Ozbudun, Baskanlik Sistemi ve Tiirkiye, s. 12.
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arasinda meydana gelen ¢eliskinin giderilmesi icin halkin hakemligine
miiracaat edilmesi gerektigini soyledi ve AK Parti’ye bagkanlik 6nerisini

parlamentoya getirmesini teklif etti.

Bahgelinin sistem degisikligi icin yesil 15tk yakmasinin ardindan AK
Parti ve MHP’nin hukukgular1 birlikte galismaya basladilar. Iki partinin
tizerinde uzlagtiklar1 metin, once Meclisten gecti'" ve ardindan 16
Nisan 2017’de halkoyuna sunuldu. Se¢menlerin % 51.41’nin “Evet”
oyuyla anayasa degisiklikleri kabul edildi.'” Béylece hiikiimet sistemi
degisikligi gerceklesmis oldu ve Tiirkiye, parlamenter sistemden adina

“cumhurbagkanlig hitkiimet sistemi” denen yeni bir sisteme gegis yaptu.

11 21/1/2017 tarihli ve 6771 sayilt Kanun ile yapilan Anayasa degisiklikleri icin bkz. Resmi Gazete:
11 Subat 2017-29976.

12 27/4/2017 tarihli ve 663 sayili Yiiksek Secim Kurulu Karart i¢cin bkz. Resmi Gazete (Miikerrer):
27 Nisan 2017-30050.
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[TTIFAK SIYASETI

Parlamenter sistemde yiiriitme kuvveti, cumhurbagkan: ve bakanlar
kurulu arasinda paylasiliyordu; yani yirttme, iki bagliyd.
Cumhurbagkanligi hiikiimet sisteminde ise yiiriitme tek bagli hale
getirildi ve biitiin yetkiler cumhurbagkaninda topland:. Yiirtitmeye ait
biitiin yetkilerin tek bir kiside toplanmasi, cumhurbagkanligi makamina,

dolayisiyla da cumhurbagkanligi secimlerine kilit bir 6nem kazandird:.

Anayasaya gore; “Genel oyla yapilacak secimde, gegerli oylarin salt
cogunlugunu alan aday, Cumburbagkan: secilir. Ilk oylamada bu coguniuk
saglanamazsa, bu oylamay: izleyen ikinci pazar giinii ikinci oylama yapilsr.
Bu oylamaya, ilk oylamada en cok oy almag iki aday katilir ve gecerli oylarin
cogunlugunu alan aday, Cumburbaskan: secilir.” (m. 101/5)

Yasama ve yargi alanlarindaki birgok yetkisiyle birlikte diistiniildiigiinde,
cok giiclenen Cumhurbagkanligi makamina oturmak icin % 50 + 1
kuralinin getirilmesi, Tirkiye siyasetini ve siyasetin yapilis bigimini
derinden etkiledi. Siyasete yon veren biitiin kodlar ve kabuller degismek
zorunda kaldi. Tirkiye'deki segmen davraniglart ve siyasi partilerin
aldiklart oy oranlar1 dikkate alindiginda, hicbir partinin tek bagina bu
orana ulagmasi miimkiin goriinmiiyordu. Bu durum, iktidar yolunda
ilerleyebilmede biitiin aktorlerin isbirligini zorunlu kildi. Siyasi partiler
ne kadar giiclii olursa olsun % 50 + I'i elde edebilmek i¢in bir baska

partinin ya da partilerin destegine ihtiya¢ duydular.

Yirtirliikeeki sistem varligint korudukga bu ihtiyacin da devam edecegini
beliremek gerekir. Nitekim yeni sistemden kaynakl: isbirligi ve uzlagma
mecburiyeti, siyasi partileri “ittifak” arayislarina yoneleti ve kisa bir

siirede iki ittifak olustu.
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Birinci ittifak, AK Parti ve MHP’den olusan “Cumbhur Ittifaks” idi.
Aslinda iki parti arasindaki ittifakin gayri-resmi temelleri 7 Haziran
2015 segimlerinden sonra atilmisti. 15 Temmuz 2016’daki darbe
girisiminden sonra MHP’nin sistem degisikligine vize vermesi, iki
partinin birlikteligini hukuki bir ¢ergeveye oturttu. Anayasa degisikligi

de bu ittifakin bir tiriinii olarak viicut buldu.

Ikinci ittifak ise, “Millet Ittifaki” ad1 altinda CHP, YT Parti ve Saadet
Partisinin bir araya gelmesiyle olustu. HDP, resmi olarak her iki
ittifakin disinda kaldy; ancak, kendisine karst ¢cok daha sert bir politika
izleyen Cumhur Ittifaki karsisinda Millet Ittifakina yakin durdu. Kiirt
illerinde kendi ¢izgisini takip eden HDP, Tiirkiye’nin Batsinda Cumhur
[reifakint geriletmek igin Milet Ittifakina destek verdi. Béylece yeni
sistemde secimler, partilerin miicadele ettigi bir yaris olmaktan ¢ikes,

ittifaklarin miicadele ettigi bir yarisa doniistii.
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ITTIFAKLARIN YARISL: 24 HAZIRAN,
31 MART VE 23 HAZI

Ttirkiye bu ittifak yapistyla son bir yil icinde ti¢ se¢im yapti. 24 Haziran
2018’te se¢menler Cumhurbasgkanini ve milletvekillerini segmek igin oy
kullandilar. Cumhurbagkanlig: hitkiimet sistemine gegisi saglayacak bir
se¢im olmasindan 6tiiri, 24 Haziran segimleri ayr1 bir 6nem tastyordu.
Cumhur Ittifaki, bu segimden basariyla ¢ikt; hem cumhurbagkanlig
secimlerini ilk turda kazandi hem de parlamentoda ¢ogunlugu elde
etti. Tiirkiye'nin icte ve dista karst karsiya bulundugu ¢ok sayida sorun,
mubhalefete genis bir hareket alani saglamasina kargin, Millet Tetifaky,
se¢cimde bekledigi sonuca ulasgamadi. HDP ise 7 Haziran 2015’teki
zaferinin gerisinde kalsa da, ortaya ¢ikan tablo, HDP’nin Tirkiye

siyasetinde kalict bir yere sahip oldugunu tescil etti.

31 Mart 2019’da segmenler yerel yonetimleri belirlemek icin sandik
basina gittiler. Her ne kadar yasal mevzuat yerel secimlerde ittifak
yaptlmasina izin vermese de, partiler fiilen ittifak yaparak secimlere
girdiler. Ittifakin yerel segimlere tasinmasi, yerel segimlerin de genel
secim atmosferinde ge¢mesine neden oldu. Kampanyalarda mahalli
sorunlardan ve adaylardan ziyade, ittifaklarin genel siyasetleri 6n plana

cikei.

31 Mart segimlerinde, sandigin belirleyiciligini tehdit eden ¢ok 6nemli
problemler yasandi. Mesela, secime girmelerine izin verilen bazi
adaylara secimi kazanmalarindan sonra -KHK ile kamu hizmetinden
ihra¢ edildikleri gerekgesiyle- mazbatalari verilmedi. Devletin resmi
haber ajansi sifatiyla tarafsiz olmast gereken Anadolu Ajansi, Tirkiye
genelinde once iktidar partisinin yiiksek oy aldigi sandik sonuglarini
agiklads, diger sandik sonuglarint ise sonraya birakti. Istanbul’da ise,

CHP adayinin oylari artig gosterip AK Parti adayinin oylarina yetisecek
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gibi oldugunda, Anadolu Ajanst veri akisint durdurdu. O saatten itibaren

yeni bir veri yayinlamadi.

Segimlere golge diisiiren en 6nemli gelisme ise, Istanbul segimlerinin
Yiiksek Secim Kurulu (YSK) karariyla iptal edilmesiydi. Iptal kararinin
alinmasinda YSK iizerinde olusturulan psikolojik bask: etkili oldu.
Cumbhurbaskaninin ve MHP Genel Bagkani Devlet Bahcelinin israrla
[stanbul segimlerinin yenilenmesi gagrist yaparak sistematik bir baski
dilini olusturmasi, kolluk kuvvetlerinin evleri dolasarak sahte secmen
avina cikmasi, savcilik tarafindan sorusturmalarin acilmast ve bircok
se¢im gorevlisinin siipheli sifatiyla ifadeye cagrilmasi, YSK’nin kararini
cerceveleyen ve yonlendiren bir etki yarattr.” Biitiin bu yonlendirici
faktorlerin etkisiyle YSK’'nin -ge¢mis yillardaki ictihatlarina aykiri

olarak- verdigi iptal kararinin mesruiyeti tartismali hale geldi.

[ktidarin yenilgiyi hazmedememesi ve kontrolii altindaki biitiin araglart
kullanarak se¢imi yeniletme yoluna gitmesi, demokratik kamuoyunda
biiytik tepkiyle kargilandi. Kamuoyunda ve 6zellikle de sosyal medyada
secimlerin  yapilmayacagi; segimlerin yapilip Cumhur Ittifakinin
secimi kaybetmesi halinde ikinci kez segimlerin iptal edilecegine dair
spekiilasyonlar yapildi. Sonugta bu tiir spekiilatif haber ve yorumlar bosa
¢tkarildi; 23 Haziran’da sandik bir kez daha kuruldu ve sandiktan ¢ikan
sonug herhangi bir tartismaya mahal olmaksizin herkes tarafindan kabul
edildi. Boylece Tiirkiye demokrasisi, bu sinavdan basariyla ¢ikabilmeyi

becererek riistiinii ispat etmis oldu.

Bir yil devam eden se¢im maratonunun ardindan yeni bir siyasi tablo
olustu. Bu yeni tabloda Tirkiye siyasetine dair bazi 6ngériilerde
bulunabilmek icin Cumhur ve Millet Ittifaklarina, HDP’ye ve muhtemel

yeni siyasi olusumlara daha yakindan bakmak gerekir.

13 Ali Bayramoglu: Yeni bir meydan okuma arifesinde, Karar Gazetesi, 7 May1s 2019.
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CUMHUR ITTIFAKI: AK PARTIi VE MHP

AK Parti kuruldugu giinden itibaren, parlamenter hiikiimet sistemi
altnda girdigi biitiin segimlerden birinci parti olarak ¢ikt. 2015
genel secimleri digindaki biitiin segimlerde parlamento ¢ogunlugunu
elde ederek tek basina iktidar olmayi basardi. Aslinda bu hiikiimet
sistemi, AK Parti’ye biiyiik bir avantaj sagliyordu. Oyle ki, % 34’liik
bir oy oraniyla dahi tek bagina iktidar olabildi. Biiyiik oy destegine
sahip olmasi, % 10’luk genel se¢im barajinin bulunmasi ve muhalefet
partilerinin parcali ve giigsiiz olmasi gibi faktorler, AK Partinin tek

basina iktidari ele gegirmesini kolaylagtirmaktayd..

Her tiirli koalisyon segenegini biiyiik o6l¢iide devre disi birakan
Tiirkiye’nin bu politik gergekligi, AK Parti'ye iktidarini herhangi bir
partiyle paylasmadan tek basina kullanabilme firsat: sunmaktaydi. Buna
ilaveten, 2010 sonrasinda vesayet¢i sistemin tiimiiyle tasfiye edilmesi,
AK Parti’ye gok genis bir iktidar alani sagladi. Ilerleyen siirecte medya ve
sivil toplumun da biiyiik dl¢iide etkisizlestirilmesiyle birlikte -kendisini
stnirlayacak, denetleyecek ve dengeleyecek herhangi bir giic odaginin
bulunmadig: bir politik vasatta- AK Parti adeta sinirsiz bir iktidara

kavusmus oldu.

Tiirkiye’deki parlamenter sistem uygulamasi, AK Parti lideri Erdogan’in
otoriter siyaset tarzina ve iktidari -kendi partisi iginden dahi- hi¢ kimseyle
paylasmama arzusuna yeterince uygun bir siyasi zemin sunmasina
ragmen, iktidarini bir bagka partiyle paylasmasi sonucunu doguracak
yeni bir hitkiimet sistemi arayist igerisine girilmesi, Erdogan’in siyasi

rasyonalitesi agisindan da agiklanmasi ¢ok giic bir siyasi hamledir.

Nitekim, parlamenter sistemden cumhurbaskanligi hitkiimet sistemine
geeme diisiincesini hayata gecirmede AK Parti, kendisine en yakin ve

en uygun partner olarak otoriter, devlet¢ci ve milliyetgi ozellikleriyle
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temayiiz eden MHP’yi secti. Daha dogrusu, cumhurbagkanligs hitkiimet
sistemine gegme fikri ilk olarak MHP tarafindan dile getirildi. Hitkiimet
sistemi degisikligi, partiler arast bir ittifaki zorunlu kildigindan, AK
Parti, MHP ile isbirligine gitti ve béylelikle Cumhur [ttifak: meydana
geldi. Fiili olarak bu ittifakin tohumlar1 7 Haziran 2015 segimlerinin
hemen ertesinde yapildi. Hicbir partiye tek basina iktidar olma sansini
vermeyen bu se¢imlerden sonra, AK Parti ve MHP arasinda bir koalisyon
hitkiimetinin kurulmamasi ve tekrar se¢im yapilmasi i¢in bir anlayis
birligi dogdu. 1 Kasim 2015’de yapilan se¢imlerde AK Parti % 49.50,
MHP ise % 11.90 oy aldy; iki partinin oylarinin toplam1 % 61.4tii."

% 601 asan oy orani, sonraki siirecte iki partiyi resmi bir ortakliga
yonelten en 6nemli fakedr oldu. Her iki partide de, bu kadar yiiksek bir
oy oranina sahip olan bir ortakligin siyaseti hep kendi kontrolii altinda
tutacagl ve baska bir siyasi hareketin bu ortaklikla bas edebilmesinin
mimkiin olmadigina dair giiclii bir kanaat olustu. Ancak zaman bu

degerlendirmeyi dogrulamadi. Cumhur Ittifaks;

16 Nisan 2017°de yapilan halk oylamasinda % 51.41°,
24 Haziran 2018 genel secimlerinde % 53.66 (AK Parti % 42.56,
MHP % 11.10) ¢ oy ald:.

Yerel se¢imlerde genel secimlerle kiyaslanabilecek tig veri var. Buna gére
Cumhur Ittifaki’nin 31 Mart 2019°daki yerel secimlerde aldigi oylar
soyle:

Belediye baskanligi secimlerinde % 49.99 (AK Parti % 42. 55,
MHP % 7.44) 7

14 htep://ysk.gov.tr/doc/dosyalar/docs/Milletvekili/1Kasim2015/KesinSecimSonuclari/96-D.pdf

15 htep://ysk.gov.tr/doc/dosyalar/docs/2017Referandum/2017HO-Ornek135.pdf

16  http://ysk.gov.tr/doc/dosyalar/docs/24Haziran2018/KesinSecimSonuclari/2018MV-96C.pdf

17 htep:/lysk.gov.tr/doc/dosyalar/docs/2019Mahallildareler/KesinSecimSonuclari/2019Mahalli-
Liste-3.pdf
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Belediye meclisi tiyeligi secimlerinde % 49.02 (AK Parti % 42.56,
MHP % 7.46) '8 ve

Biiyiiksehir belediye baskanligi secimlerinde ise % 49.24 (AK
Parti % 44.06, MHP % 5.18)

Biitiin bu rakamlar, Cumhur Ittifakinin kisa bir siire icinde dramatik
bir oy kaybi yasadigint gosterdi. Ittifaki olusturan iki partinin toplam
oylart dért yil i¢inde on puandan fazla geriledi ve % 60’lardan % 50’nin

altina diistii.

Cumhur Itrifaki genel olarak gii¢ yitimine ugradi. Ancak itcifaki
olusturan partiler bu gii¢ yitiminden ayni sekilde etkilenmedi. Ittifak
siyaseti AK Parti’nin oy tabanini zayiflatrken, MHP’ye iki yonlii gii¢
kattr. Birincisi, ittifakin genel giizergahint MHP’nin tercihleri belirledi.
Devletgi, milliyetgi, kati, dislayici ve 6zgiirlitk karsit bir dil ittifakin ana
siyasetinde ve secim kampanyalarinda tayin edici oldu. Ote yandan, bu
ittifak sayesinde MHP, kadrolarini devlete yerlestirdi. Dolayistyla MHP,
hem siyasi hem de biirokratik bir gii¢ elde etti.

Ikincisi ve daha onemlisi, ictifaka girmek MHP’ye hem varligini korumak
hem de tabanini tahkim etme olanagi yarattr. IYI Parti ile ayrigma
stirecinde AK Parti’nin destegini arkasina alarak ayakta duran ve parti
i¢i muhalefeti tasfiye eden Bahgeli, zamanla AK Parti tabanindan oy
cekmeye de bagladi. Iki parti arasindaki ortaklik tabanlar arasinda gegisi
kolaylastirdi. Ancak, oy gecisleri MHP’den AK Parti’ye dogru degil, AK
Parti’den MHP’ye dogru gergeklesti.

31 Martta ittifakin yapilmadigi ve iki partinin kendi kimlikleriyle

se¢ime girdikleri otuz gehrin bir¢ogunda AK Partinin oylar: diiserken,

18  http://ysk.gov.tr/doc/dosyalar/docs/2019Mahallildareler/KesinSecimSonuclari/2019Mahalli-
Liste-4.pdf

19  htep://ysk.gov.tr/doc/dosyalar/docs/2019Mahallildareler/KesinSecimSonuclari/2019Mahalli-
Liste-2.pdf
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MHP oylarinin yiikselmesi ve yedi ilin (Amasya, Bayburt, Cankiri,
Erzincan, Kastamonu, Karaman, Kiitahya) AK Partiden MHPye
geemesi bu geciskenligin bir kaniti olarak goriilebilir. Keza Karadeniz,
I¢ Ege ve I¢ Anadolu’da MHP oylarindaki kayda deger artis da, AK Parti
se¢meninin rahatlikla. MHP’ye oy verebildiginin bir gostergesi olarak

okunabilir.

Cumbhur Ittifaki, 24 Haziran 2018’deki cumhurbaskanligt se¢iminin
ilk turunda Erdogana cumhurbaskanligini kazandirds;; ancak AK
Parti’nin oylarini da agindirdi. 31 Mart 2019 yerel se¢imlerinde Cumhur
Ittifaki, AK Parti’nin biiytik sehirleri kazanmasini saglayamadig: gibi,
AK Parti’deki oy kaybini da stabil hale getirdi. 23 Haziran Istanbul
secimlerinde ise, AK Partinin oy kaybini daha da derinlestirdi. AK
Parti’yi Ittifakin zarar eden ortagi haline getiren bu gelismeler, parti
icerisinde ittifak iligkisinin sorgulanmasina ve tartisilmasina yol actu.
Mabhalli idareler secimlerin ertesinde olusan rahatsizlik verici bu tablo

AK Parti’de dort onemli gelismeyi tetikleyebilir:

1. Biiyiiksehirlerde yasanan hayal kirikliginin, parti igerisinde
bir muhasebe siirecini baglatma ihtimali yiiksektir. Ozellikle
[stanbul’un iki kez kaybedilmesinden, yeniletilen secimlerde
farkin hazmedilemeyecek kadar ¢ok artmasindan ve yaklasik 200
bin oyun AK Parti’den CHP’ye dogru yonelmesinden sonra, parti

ici elestiri ve sorgulama ertelenemez bir ihtiyaca dénisti.

Nitekim partinin  politikalarina  yonelik  ¢esitli  tenkitlerin
ug¢ vermeye basladigi goriiliiyor. Ittifakin  katt  milliyetci
kampanyasinin  Kiire segmeni kiistiirdiigiine, Ocalan mektubu
gibi tzerinde iyi distiniilmemis giinii birlik kararlarinin partiye
zarar verdigine, partinin kurumsal yapisini ve ortak aklint

kaybettigine, reformcu ve kapsayici kimliginden uzaklastugina

—
o~
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yonelik elestiriler ¢esitli diizeylerde dile getirmektedir. AK Parti’nin
kendini var eden degerlerle zitlasmaya basladigini, teskilatlarin
ve yerel yonetimlerin farkli toplumsal kesimlerle iliskilerinin
zayifladigini, partinin  kendi tabanina dahi giiven vermekte

zorlandigini séyleyenlerin sayisi her gegen giin artmaktadir.

Parti yonetiminin, bu elestirilerin bir kismini kabul etmekle beraber
geregini yerine getirmekte kararli bir tavir sergiledigi séylenemez.
Dolayistyla 6niimiizdeki giinlerde AK Parti’de elestirilerin dozunun
artmasi ve buna bagli olarak parti iginde birtakim kirilmalarin

yasanmasi beklenebilir.

2. AK Parti’ye kaybettiren ama MHP’ye kazandiran Cumhur Ittifaki da
yakin gelecegin sicak tartisma konularindan biri olmaya adaydir. AK
Parti’de MHP ile ittifaka baglangicindan itibaren siiphe ile bakan ve
irettigi sonuglardan memnun olmayanlar var. Ittifakin AK Parti’de
ideolojik bir erozyona yol agtigini, partiyi dzgiirlitk¢ii ve degisimci bir
cizgidenyasakeivestatiikocubir¢izgiyedogrukaydirdiginidiisiinenler,

Cumhur Ittifakinin gézden gegirilmesini talep etmektedirler.

Segimlerden sonra Erdogan da Bahgeli de Cumbhur lttifakinda
bir zaafiyete miisaade etmeyeceklerini, 2023’deki segimlere de
ittifakla gidilecegini net bir bicimde ifade ettiler. Ittifak iliskisinin
bozulmasi halinde, Bahgeli’'nin siyasi agirhigini  kaybedecegi
asikirdir.  Bahgelinin  partisine herhangi  bir sorumluluk
yiiklemeyen ama partisinin lehine isleyen bir ittifaka sadakatini
dillendirmesi dogaldir. Erdogan’in ittifaktaki israri ise, mevcut
kosullarda hareket alanin darligiyla ve MHP’ye alternatif

olusturacak bir ortak bulmakraki zorlukla agiklanabilir.

Bu itbarla ittifakin daimiligine ilisgkin beyanatlara ihtiyatla
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yaklagilmalidir. Zira ittifakin varligi da devami da siyasetin degisen
sartlarina baglidir. Irtifakin AK Parti’nin beklentilerine karsilik
olusturmadigt agitktuir. Bundan 6tiirit AK Parti’de ittifaka yonelik
elestirel seslerin artmast ve kosullarinin degismesiyle irtibatli olarak

yeni arayislar icerisine girilme ihtimali mevcuttur.

Oniimiizdeki dénemde AK Parti’nin mesaisinin 6nemli bir kismini
cumhurbagkanligi hitkiimet sistemine ayirmasi beklenebilir. AK Parti
bu sistemi ¢ok biiyiik iddialarla kamuoyunun bilgisine ve destegine
sunmugtu. Mielliflerine gore bu sistem; tlkeyi prangalarindan
kurtaracak, her tirli vesayete son verecek, demokrasiyi
derinlestirecek, ekonomiyi giiclendirecek, ozgiirliikleri ve haklari
tahkim edecekti. Tiirkiye’ye 6zgii oldugu savunulan bu sistemin,
parlamenter sistemdeki aksakliklari giderecek ve her tiirlii probleme

¢oziim tiretecek mekanizmalarla techiz edildigi belirtiliyordu.

Muhalefer  ise,  demokrasiyi ~ gerileteceginden  bahisle
cumhurbaskanligi hitkiimet sistemine karst duruyordu. Muhalefete
gore, bu sistemde denge ve kontrol mekanizmalari bulunmuyordu.
Biitiin yetkiler tek bir kisiye teslim edilmisti. Cumhurbagskani,
yasama ve yargiya da hakim kilinarak giicler ayriligi ortadan
kaldirilmigti. Bu sistemle devletin etkin bir sekilde islemesi
mimkiin degildi. Ayrica sistem demokrasiyi tahrip edecek,

ozgiirliikleri budayarak otoriter bir yapiya neden olacakti.

Cumbhurbagkanligi hitkiimet sistemi Nisan 2017°de halkoyundan
gecerek  kabul edildi. Haziran 2018’deki cumhurbaskanlig:
ve milletvekilligi seciminden sonra da uygulamaya gecirildi.
Aradan gegen kisa siirede, sisteme doniik elestirilerin 6nemli
oranda haklilik tasidigr gorildi. Her alanda 6nemli sikinular

yasandi. Ornegin Diinya Adalet Projesinin Hukukun Ustiinliigii
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4.

Endeksi’ne gore Tirkiye, 126 tilke arasinda 109. sirada yer aldu.
Tirkiye 2018°de 101, 2017 de ise 99. sirada bulunuyordu.?

Gerileme sadece hukuk alaninda yasanmady; ekonomi, demokrasi ve
insan haklar: gibi birgok alan da gerilemeden nasibini aldi. Bundan
otiirli, sadece muhalefet degil, iktidar sozciileri de sistem igin bir
revizyon ihtiyacindan séz etmeye bagladilar. Simdilik 6ne ¢ikan
iki sorun alani var: Biri, Cumhurbagkaninin parti genel baskani

olmasinin yaratugi hukuki ve siyasi sorunlardir.”!

Digeri ise,
biirokrasinin sisteme gdsterdigi uyumsuzluktur.?> AK Parti sistem
tartismasinin sinirlarinin genislemesini istemiyor. Fakat sorunlarin
agirligt ve mevecut sistemin bunlara care tretmede yetersizligi,
kapsamli bir degisimi gerekli kiliyor. Iktidarin, siyasete dayatilan
ve hicbir aktériin goz ardi edemeyecegi bu taleplerden kaginabilme

olanag yok gibi goriiniiyor.

AK Parti’'nin gelecegi agisindan en biiyiik tehdit, kendi icinden
ctkan ve tabanina yonelik olan yeni siyasi arayislardir. Biri eski
Cumbhurbaskani Abdullah Giil tarafindan desteklenen Ali Babacan,
digeri ise eski Bagbakan Ahmet Davutoglu tarafindan temsil edilen
iki yeni siyasi hareket var. Hem Davutoglu hem de Babacan bir
stireden beri AK Parti politikalarina kargi elestirel bir tavir sergiliyor
ve kendilerini ayr1 bir yerde konumlandiriyorlardi. 31 Mart ve 23

Haziran sonuglari, her iki aktoriin de ¢alismalarina hiz katti.

Babacan “aklenvekalben birayrismayasadim”dedigi AK Parti’denistifa

etti ve “Tiirkiye'nin bugiinii ve gelecegi icin yeni bir ¢calisma baslatmak

20 https://m.bianet.org/bianet/hukuk/206022-turkiye-hukukun-ustunlugu-endeksi-nde-geriledi
21 https://www.milligazete.com.tr/haber/2569149/cumhurbaskanligi-yike-atanan-arinc-

cumhurbaskanligi-modelini-elestirdi

22 https://www.ntv.com.tr/turkiye/ak-parti-sozcusu-celikten-cumhurbaskanligi-hukumet-sistemi-aci

klamasi,3Zt2ubNIoESutqWMwl7]9A
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kaginilmaz hale gelmistir” ifadesiyle* yeni bir partinin sinyalini verdi.
Davutoglu, heniiz parti ile yollarini resmi bir sekilde ayirmis degil.
Ancak 22 Nisan 2019°’da yayinladigt 15 sayfalik manifestoda,* AK
Parti’den farklilagtigi nokralar: tek tek siraladi. Kendisiyle konusan
gazetecilerin programlarinin yayindan kaldirilmasiyla sonuglanan
son roportajinda da Davutoglu, elestirilerini siirdiirecegini,
parti icinde miicadele etme sansi kalmadiginda dogrularini
soylemek icin yeni bir yola girecegini belirtti. Bu baglamda
Davutoglu, AK Parti’den ayrilip yeni bir parti kurmay: “Ummeti
parcalamak” olarak niteleyen Erdogan’a cevaben, demokrasilerde

yeni bir parti kurmanin béliiciilitk olmadigini ifade etti.”

Biitiin bu agiklamalar, Davutoglu ve Babacanin AK Parti ile
kopriileri atugina isaret ediyor. Artik eski partilerinde siyaset
yapma sanslart kalmayan her iki isim de geri doniigsiiz bir
yola girdiler. Soylemlerine bakildiginda, Davutoglunun da
Babacan’in da toplumun biitiin katmanlarina hitap edecek yeni
bir merkez insa etme ¢abasinda olduklari soylenebilir. Bununla
birlikte her iki aktoriin de ilk yonelecekleri adres, AK Parti
tabani olacaktr. Dolayisiyla yeni parti ya da partiler 6ncelikli

olarak AK Parti i¢in bir tehdit unsuru olusturacaklardir.

Cumhurbagkani Erdogan, kendi ifadesiyle “muvazzaf olan vekillerin”
buyenipartikurmagalismalarii¢indeyeralmadigini, kendisinindeyeni
partileri cok dert etmedigini sdyledi.?® Ancak gerek iceride ve disarida

biiytik problemler yasanmasi ve iktidarin bunlara ¢6ziim bulmada

23

24

25
26

hetps://www.haberturk.com/son-dakika-reuters-duyurdu-ali-babacan-ak-parti-den-istifa-
etti-2502358
https://medyascope.tv/2019/04/22/ahmet-davutoglundan-15-sayfalik-manifesto-
cumhurbaskaninin-siyasi-parti-lideri-olmasi-sakincalidir/
hetps://www.bbc.com/turkce/haberler-turkiye-49031697
https://www.gazeteduvar.com.tr/politika/2019/07/05/erdoganin-yeni-parti-yaniti-cok-dert-
etmiyoruz/
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basarili bir performans sergileyememesi ve gerekse AK Parti’nin diisiis
trendine girmesi, yeni partilere olduk¢a genis bir alan agmaktadir.
Zamanlama ve igerik olarak dogru bir ¢ikis, yeni partilere olan

ilgiyi artirabilir ve AK Parti’nin ¢oziilmesini hizlandirabilir.

Erdogan, politik yasaminin en zor dénemlerinden birine giriyor
goriinmektedir. Zorluk iki tarafli: Bir taraftan, uzunca bir donemdir
AK Parti’nin tek bagina temsil ettigi siyasal alana bagka aktorler de
dahil oluyor. AK Parti tabaninin yakindan tanidigi ve kazanimlarina
bir tehdit olarak gérmedigi bu aktorlerin Erdogan’t zorlayacagt
anlagiliyor. Diger taraftan ise, muhalefet, bugiine kadar hig olmadig:
kadariktidarkarsisindagiicliibirsekildekonumlaniyor. Eskininaksine
toplumsal degerlere duyarli, birlikte hareket etme becerisi gosteren
ve kutuplagmaya karsi ortak degerleri 6ne ¢ikarmaya calisan bir
muhalefet bloku var. Oyunu Erdogan’in istedigi sahada oynamayan,
bunun yerine Erdogan’ kendi sahasina ¢eken muhalefet karsisinda

Erdogan’in isinin ge¢misteki kadar kolay olmayacagi acikur.

Kargisinda duran zorluklari agmak i¢in Erdogan bazi adimlar
atabilir. Ornegin, parti yonetimini yenileyebilir, teskilatlar:
degistirebilir, kabinede revizyona gidebilir. Makyaj niteligindeki
bu adimlar, yasanan krizi asmaya yetmeyecektir. Ciinkii
yasanan kriz, AK Parti’deki yapisal bir sorundan kaynaklaniyor.
Oysa bugiin AK Parti’ye hakim olan zihniyet ile bu yapisal
sorunun  agilmasinin  pek mimkiin  olmadig anlagiliyor.
2015’ten itibaren MHP ile birlikte yiiriitiilen otoriter siyasetten
donmek ve onun yerine demokratik bir siyaset ikamet etmek

de, halki bu degisime inandirmak da ¢ok gii¢ goriiniiyor.

Ayrica AK Parti’de ciddi bir kadro sorunu yasaniyor. Demokratik
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normallesme yoniinde bir karar verilse dahi bunu gerceklestirebilecek
bir kadro da ortada goziikmiiyor. Ekonomide, siyasette ve hukukta
basarili addedildigi dsnemde AK Parti bir kadro partisi hiiviyetinde
iken, bugiin AK Parti denildiginde Erdogan’dan bagka herhangi
bir isim akla gelmiyor. Ikcidar da parti de adeta Erdogan’in ismi
etrafinda kisisellesmis bulunuyor. Hal boyleyken, AK Parti ne var
olan sorunlara alternatif ¢oziimler iiretebiliyor, ne de yeni bir oyun
kurabiliyor. Dolayisiyla Erdogan’in bu iki yonlii meydan okumaya

bir cevap liretmesi zor goriiniiyor.

MILLET ITTIFAKI: CHP VE iYi PARTI

Millet Ittifakinin -6zellikle biiyiik sehirlerde- Cumhur Ittifakina karst
basarili olmasinda, ittifakin tastyict partisi olan CHP biiyiik bir rol
oynadi. CHP, uzun yillardir kendi iginde baslattigi degisim siirecinin
son halkasinda gelistirdigi incelikli strateji sayesinde 2019 yerel
yonetimler se¢iminden zaferle ¢tkmayi basarabildi. CHP’nin 31 Mart
ve 23 Haziran’daki basarisinda Genel Bagkan Kiligdaroglu'nun izledigi

strateji tayin edici bir rol oynad:.

Kiligdaroglu, 22 Mayis 2010 tarihinde yapilan 33. Olagan Kurultay’da
CHP’nin 7. Genel Bagkani oldu. O giinden itibaren girdigi her se¢im
sonrast aldig1 yenilgiden dolay1 hedef tahtasina konuldu ve liderligi
tartigmaya acildi. Her defasinda hem bu tartismalari yaustirmaya,
hem de parti i¢i dengeleri gozetip, partideki hizipleri bir arada tutmaya
caligti. Biitiin bunlari yaparken kendi kurgusu dogrultusunda partiyi

déniistiirme cabalarina da devam etti.

Partiyi doniistiirme ¢abast icinde olan Kiligdaroglu, her seyden once
Baykal’in sert ve kat1 laikgi soylemine itibar etmedi. Ciinkii bu séylemle
ve salt laik mahallenin gonliinii sogutan bir tarzla CHP’nin segimleri

kazanmasinin bir olanaginin bulunmadigi ortadaydi. Baykal'in izledigi
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siyasetle CHP, ancak siyaset digt kurumlarin miidahalesiyle iktidar
olabilirdi. Eger demokrasi icinde bir zafer kazanilacaksa, bu ancak

CHP’nin siyaset tarzinin degismesiyle miimkiin olabilirdi.

Kiligdaroglu, CHP’nin bagina gectiginde, Tirkiye'de askeri vesayet
onemli olciide etkisiz hale getirilmisti. Uzunca bir donem iktidar
olmay1 hedeflemeden, vesayet kurumlarina yaslanarak ve onlari harekete
gecirerek siyaset yapmayi kendisine siar edinen CHP’nin -vesayet
kurumlarmin teker teker tasfiye edilmesi karsisinda- 6niinde topluma

dayali siyaset yapmak disinda bir secenek kalmamuisti.

Kiligdaroglu genel bagkanlik koltuguna oturduktan sonra, selefi
Baykal’dan farkli olarak, CHP’yi klasik tabaninin disina agmaya
calistr. Ie odakli bir siyaset tarzindan, disa yonelik agilima odaklr yeni
bir siyasi ¢izgiye yoneldi. Bu yeni siyasi ¢izgi, aslinda Deniz Baykal’in
genel baskanliga gelmesi sonrasinda kaybedilen ve tekrar getirilmesinde
gliclik ¢ekilen eski sosyolojik tabanin CHP’ye doniisiinti saglayacak
politikadan bagka bir sey degildi. “CHP’nin dérdiincii evresi” olarak
isimlendirilen bu yeni siyasi ¢izgi, “ozgiirliik¢i demokrasinin, halket

sosyal politikalarla hayata gecirilmesini” amagliyordu.?’

Bu amaca ulagmak i¢in Kilicdaroglu, cogu kez parti teskilatlarinin ve
se¢menlerinin bir kismini karsisina almak pahasina hem soylem hem
de eylem diizeyinde 6nemli hamleler yapti. Bunlari dért baslik altinda

toplamak miimkiindjir:

1. Kiligdarogunun genel baskanliga secilmesinden sonra CHP’de,
sert ¢ekirdekli bir ideolojiye dayali siyaset yerine, farkli toplumsal
kesimlerinin hassasiyetlerine ve ihtiyaglarina odaklanan bir

siyaset dili gelistirmeye calisildi. Baykal CHP’sinin ayirt edici

27 Mubharrem Sarikaya: CHP’de ideolojiye veda eski tabana merhaba, https://www.haberturk.com/
yazarlar/muharrem-sarikaya/2368603-chpde-ideolojiye-veda-eski-tabana-merhaba (10.02. 2019)
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ozelligi basortiisiine keskin bir karsitlik iken, Kilicdaroglu CHP’si
bagortistinden kaynaklt magduriyetlerin agilmasinda yapici bir islev
tistlendi. Baykal CHP’yi Cumhuriyet Mitingleriyle, ordu ve Anayasa
Mahkemesi gibi vesayet odaklariyla 6zdeslestirirken, Kiligdaroglu
CHPYi vesayet kurumlariyla iliskide mesafeli bir tavra yoneltti.
CHP bu dénemde Kiirtlerle temas kurmaya, sosyal politikalar
gelistirmeye ve disiince 6zgiirligiinden yana durmaya calisti.
Béylece CHP hem Kilicdaroglu eliyle doniismeye, hem de “AB’ye
karsiy1z”, “Cankaya’da bagortiisii istemiyoruz” pankartlarinin

agildig1 Cumhuriyet Mitinglerinin ahalisini déniistiirmeye baslad1.?®

Kiligdaroglu, partinin kapisini klasik CHP’lilerin disindaki isimlere
de acti. Parti icerisindeki “ulusalct kanat”in muhalefetine ve siddetli
elestirilerine aldirmadan liberal, Kiirt, merkez sag ve Islamct kimligi
ile taninan bir¢ok ismi CHP kadrolarina katti. CHP’ye katilan bu
isimlerin “vitrinlik” olmadiklarini géstermek amaciyla, bunlardan
bir kismina partide 6nemli gorevler verdi. Béylece, bir yandan CHP
igerisindeki statiikonun agirhigr kirilmaya calisildi, diger yandan
da CHP’nin bir kitle partisi olarak daha genis bir yelpazede siyaset

yapabilmesinin 6nii agilmis oldu.

Kilicdaroglu, CHPnin  farkli  donemlerde  farkli  siyasi
partilerle ve aktorlerle isbirligi yapmasini sagladi.  2014’teki
Cumbhurbagkanligi segimlerinde MHP ile birlikte Ekmeleddin
[hsanoglu gibi milliyetgi-dindar bir ismi aday gosterdi. 2018
Cumhurbagkanligi secimlerinde, sonu¢ alamasa da, Abdullah
Gil'ti ortak aday yapmak icin -Saadet Partisi ile birlikte
hareket ederek- ¢aba sarf etti. Cabalarindan netice alamayan

CHPnin Muharrem Ince’yi aday gostermesi de, CHP disindaki

28

Nihal Bengisu Karaca: Kripto AK Partili, https://www.haberturk.com/yazarlar/nihal-bengisu-
karaca/2382046-kripto-ak-partili (22.02. 2019).
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se¢mene ulagma ¢abasinda 6nemli bir adim olusturdu.

2018 milletvekili segimleri 6ncesinde yeni kurulmus olan [YT Parti’ye
milletvekillerini gonderip bu partinin Meclis'te grup kurmasini
ve secimlere katlmasini sagladi. Yerel ve genel segimlerde IYI
Parti ile isbirligi yapti. Saadet Partisi lideri Necmettin Erbakan’in
anma torenine katilldi. Bundan daha 6nemlisi, Saadet Partisi’nin
adaylarina listelerinde yer verdi ve bir kisminin secilmesini sagladu.
Segim matematiginin bir zorunlulugu ve Millet Ittifakinin bir
hedefi olarak, 2018 genel secimlerinde HDP’nin se¢im barajin:
asmasinin gerekliligini 6zellikle giiglii oldugu segim ¢evrelerindeki
secmenlerine anlatmay: basardi” HDP’nin se¢im barajini asip

parlamentoya girmesinde bunun 6nemli bir katkist oldu.

Boylece Kiligdaroglu, tabanlari birbirine son derece uzak olan
partileri bir araya getirmek ve onlarin ayni hedef icin birlikte
calismalarini saglamak gibi zor bir isi becermesini bildi. Elde
edilmesi ¢ok kolay olmayan bu sonu¢, Kiligdaroglu'nun 6nemli bir

basarist olarak kayda gecirilmelidir.

AK Parti’nin duraklama ve gerileme déneminde kullandig1 catismaci
siyaset tarzi ve bunun yarattg: siyasi kutuplagma, toplumsal tabani
daha genis olan AK Parti’nin lehine sonug tiretiyordu. Siyasi aktdrler
herkesi kendi mahallesine hapseden bir dile basvurduklarinda,
mahallesi daha biiyiik olan iktidar oluyordu. Durum bu kadar a¢ik
olmasina ragmen CHP uzunca bir siire siyasi kutuplagmaya hizmet
eden bir siyaset tarzini benimsedi. Bu siyaset tarzi AK Parti’nin
elini kolaylastirtyor ve isine yariyordu. Zira AK Parti -6zellikle de
Erdogan- CHP’nin hangi durumda ne tiir bir tepki verecegini ¢ok iyi

29 Nergis Demirkaya: Secimi ‘Kilicdaroglu doktrini’ kazands, hteps://www.gazeteduvar.com.tr/

yazarlar/2019/04/05/secimi-kilicdaroglu-doktrini-kazandi/ (05.04. 2019)
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biliyordu. Erdogan, kendi se¢men tabaninin hassas oldugu bir konuyu
giindeme getiriyor, CHP’nin tepki vermesini bekliyor ve CHP’nin

beklenen tepkiyi vermesiyle kendi kitlesini konsolide ediyordu.

Ancak son dénemlerde CHP bu oyunu ¢ozdii. Artk Erdogan’in
kutuplastirict sdylemlerine hemen karsilik vermiyor. Aksine ne
kadar sert ifadeler kullanilirsa kullanilsin buna 6fke ve kizginlikla
degil, sakinlik ve siikinetle cevap veriyor. Yerel segimler, bu
politika degisimi agisindan oldukga dgreticiydi. Cumhur Ittifaks 31
Mart’ta Kiirdistan, 23 Haziran'da ise Pontus kargitligr tizerinden
ayrimct ve kutuplastirict bir kampanya yiiriittii. Millee Ittifaks
ise buna kusatici, giiler yiizli ve umut verici bir kampanya ile
karsi koydu. Sonugta dislayict ve sert mesajlar iceren siyaset

degil, kapsayici ve bariscil mesajlar iceren siyaset kazand:.

CHP i¢in radikal sayilabilecek bu degisim kolay gerceklesmedi.
Parti icinden ve digindan Kiligdaroglu'na ¢ok sert tepkiler
gosterildi.  Kiligdaroglu, CHPyi Cumbhuriyet degerlerinden
koparmakla ve sagcilastirmakla, gericilere taviz vermekle ve
boliiciilerle dirsek temasina ge¢mekle itham edildi. Tepkilerin
sertligi bazen Kiligdaroglunu geri adim atmak bazen de degisim
hizint diistirmek zorunda birakt. Her seye ragmen Kiligdaroglu,
CHP’nin oy havuzunu genigletmeyi ve partiyi farkli kesimlerle

bulusturmay: amaglayan yiiriiytisiinii devam ettirdi.

Bu meyanda 31 Mart ve 23 Haziran seg¢imleri, CHP’nin gelecegi
agisindan 6nem tastyan kritik se¢imlerdi. Ortaya ¢ikan sonuglarin

CHP’ye baslica ii¢ agidan tesir edecegi anlagiliyor:

a. Kiligdaroglu, CHP’yi doniistiirme ¢abalarinin  semeresini

bu secimde aldi. Eger biiyiik sehirler kaybedilmis olsaydi,
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bu degisimden rahatsiz olan parti i¢i muhalefet ayaklanir ve
Kiligdaroglu'nun genel baskanligi bir kez daha sorgulanmaya
baglardi. Ancak secimlerden ¢ikan sonug, hem CHP’ye uzun
bir siireden sonra hasret kaldig1 parti i¢i huzuru getirdi hem de

Kiligdaroglu’nun liderligini pekistirdi.

. Bundan birkag ay o6ncesine kadar belediye baskani oldugu
ilcenin disinda kimsenin bilmedigi Ekrem Imamoglu, kisa
sirede gosterdigi yiiksek performans ile siyaset arenasinda
kendine 6nemli bir yer edindi. Meclis Bagkanligi, Basbakanlik
ve Ulastirma Bakanligi yapmis Binali Yildirim gibi giicli
bir adaya rakip olarak gosterildiginde, 1mamoglu’nun
basarili  olacagini  diistinenlerin = sayist  ¢ok azdi. Opysa
Imamoglu, adayliginin  resmilestigi  andan  sonuglarin

kesinlestigi ana kadar ¢ok etkili bir kampanya yiiriicti.

Imamoglu segim galigmalarina -partisinden gelen itirazlara
ragmen- Cumbhurbagkani Erdogan’ ziyaret ederek basladi. Bu
hamlesiyle gerilimi diisiirdi. Cumhur Ittifaki, segmenlerin
korkularina seslenen “beka siyaseti” vyiiriitiirken, Imamoglu
diismani olmayan, timit veren ve herkesin baskani olmay1 vaat
eden bir ¢izgi izledi. Istanbul'un sorunlarina odaklandi. 31
Mart gecesinde de, kazandigi secimler iptal edildiginde de
sakin kaldi ve kontrolii elinde tutmay: becerdi. “Boykot” gibi
radikal o6nerilere kulagini tikadi, krizi yonetti ve demokratik

sabir ile dogru sonuca ulagilabilecegini gosterdi.

[stanbul’'u Yildirim ve Erdogan gibi isimlere karst iki kez
kazanmak, Imamoglu’nu gelecegin potansiyel liderlerinin arasina

soktu. Ama onun siyasi akibetini tayin edecek esas unsur, belediye
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baskanligi donemi olacaktir. Istanbul’u yonetmede gosterecegi

basar1 veya basarisizlik onun siyasi kaderini belirleyecektir.

c. Se¢cim sonuglari, CHP’deki degisim siirecinin hizlanmasi
ve koklesmesi ihtimalini artirdi. Ege ve Akdeniz kiyilarina
hikim olmak ve I¢ Anadolu’ya uzanmak, CHPYyi gergek bir
sosyal demokrat merkez partisine donistiirmek isteyenlerin
elini giiglendirdi. Kiligdaroglunun aktor ve sdylem diizeyinde
baslatugr degisim CHP’de ilk etapta tepki gorse de, zamanla
tabanin 6nemli bir béliimii, iktidar olmanin bu degisimi zorunlu
kildigina ikna oldu. Bu baglamda mahalli idareler se¢imlerinin
sonuglari, CHP tabanindaki doniisiimii derinlestirebilir. 31 Mart
se¢imlerinde CHP’nin kullandig1 uzlagmaci, itlimli ve gorece
kusatici dil ve tavrin sandiga pozitif bir sekilde yansimis olmast,
CHP’deki degisim ivmesinin hizlanmasini, daha cesur bir
séylem gelistirmesini ve bunu kalict bir siyasete doniistiirmesini

saglayabilir.

Cumbhur Ittifakinin diger iiyesi olan IYI Parti agisindan oncelikli
olarak deginilmesi gereken konu, HDP ile -dolayli bir bi¢cimde de
olsa- yan yana gelmesidir. Bilindigi gibi HDP, Tiirkiye'nin Batusindaki
se¢menine Millet Ittifakini desteklemesi gagrisinda bulundu; bazi illerde
de ittifaka disaridan destek verdi. Bunun iizerine Cumhur Ittifaki ve
iktidara yakin medya, IYT Parti’nin de icinde yer aldig1 Millet Ittifakini
“teroristlerle birlikte hareket etmek” ile sugladi. MHPnin igerisinden
¢ikmis ve biiyiik oranda MHP segmeninden oy alan IYT Parti, iktidarin

bu propagandasina ragmen siyasi pozisyonunu degistirmedi.

Bu tavir, 1YI Partinin kendini MHP tarzi milliyetci bir cerceveye
hapsetmemesiolarakdegerlendirilebilir. Bununlabirlikteikinoktayadikkat
edilmelidir: Ilkin, AK Parti ve MHP’nin, HDP destegini one siirerek Iyl

88



TURKIVE SIYASETINDE YENi DONEM VE DEGISEN DENGELER

Parti’ye karsi giiglii bir karsit sdylem {iretmesinin bu partiyi siyasi olarak
hig etkilemedigi séylenemez. Nitekim iktidar blokundan gelen bu tiirden
sikistirmalarin bir neticesi olarak YT Parti, Igdir'da aday ¢ikarmayarak

HDP aday1 karsisinda MHP adayini destekleme yoluna gitti.

Ikincisi, IYT Parti'nin kendisini “terérle ittifak” ithamiyla sikistiran
Cumbhur Ittifakina karst sdylem iistiinliigii elde etme gabasidir. Nitekim
Aksener, tekrar edilen Istanbul secimlerine az bir siire kala Ocalan’in
HDP se¢menine yonelik yapugi “tarafsizlik” cagrisini Bahgeli’nin
onaylamast iizerine, “Istanbul’a mitil atacagini soyleyenler bir bakeik ki
mitili Imralrya atmiglar™® diyerek, MHP lideri Bahgeli'yi sert bir dille
elestirdi. Ayni elestiriyi Cumhurbagkani Erdogan’a yonelik olarak su
sozleriyle stirdiirdii: “Cift¢imizi, esnafimizi, bakkalimizi teréristlikle
itham ettiler... Bir belediye baskanligi adina teréristin ayagina
gittiler. Bir cumhurbagkan: televizyonda yarim saat bir terorist basinin
mektubunu serh etti. Teréristi yerli ve milli ilan ettiler. Beka beka
dediler takaya binip Imralrya gittiler.”?' Bu sert elestirilerle Aksener’in,
Cumhur Ittifakinin  Ocalan  konusundaki pragmatist tutumuna

vurgu yaparak milliyet¢i tabanini korumaya calistig1 sdylenebilir.

IYI Parti, 31 Martta hicbir biiyiiksehir ve il belediye bagkanligini
kazanamadi. Bu sonug¢ hakkinda farkli degerlendirmeler yapilabilir.
Sadece az sayida ilge belediyesini yonetmenin IYI Parti gibi iddiali bir
partinin motivasyonunu ayakta tutmayayetip yetmeyecegi sorgulanabilir.
Cumbhur Ittifaki igindeki kiiciik ortak MHP belediye sayisini artirirken,
Millet Ittifakindaki IYT Parti'nin bir il belediyesine dahi sahip olmamast,
hem partinin hem de ittifakin gelecegine dair soru isaretleri yaratabilir.
Bu yoniiyle IY1 Parti basarisiz olarak addedilebilir. Ancak Y1 Partinin

30 https://www.gazeteduvar.com.tr/politika/2019/06/21/mitil-istanbula-degil-imraliya-atilmis/
31 hetps://t24.com.tr/haber/meral-aksener-bu-secimin-kazanani-hepimiziz-ama-az-sayida-kaybedeni-

de-olmadi-degil,827577
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ozellikle metropollerde CHP adaylarina destek vererek bu kentlerin
iktidarin elinden alinmasina bityiik bir katk: sagladigina da isaret
etmek gerekir. Sundugu destek sayesinde Ittifakin biiyiik ortaginin
Tiirkiyenin en nemli biiyiiksehir belediyelerini kazanmasi, Y1
Parti'nin -kilit bir parti olarak- kendine olan giivenini pekistirebilecegi

gibi, Millet Ittifakinin stirdiiriilebilirligine de hizmet edebilir.

Ote yandan, IYI Parti’yi sadece kazandigi belediye sayist iizerinden
degerlendirmek de yaniluct olabilir. Bunun yani sira partinin
aldigt oya da bakilmalidir. Se¢im sonuglarina gore, MHP ile
IYI Partinin oylart birbirine ¢ok yakindir. Ittifaklar nedeniyle
her bir partinin tam olarak ne kadar oy aldigini tespit etmek
miimkiin degilse de, genel oy tablosuna bakildiginda, IYI Parti'nin

24 Haziran 2018 secimlerindeki tabanini korudugu goriiliir.

Aksener’inbutabanidahadabiiyiitmesiniengelleyenikiénemlihandikapi
var: Birincisi, partinin kendini halen net olarak konumlandiramamasidur.
IYI Partinin hedef kitlesini; MHP den rahatsizlik duyan milliyetciler,
partisinden sogumus AK Partililer, eski merkez sag partilere oy
verenler ile milliyet¢i sol se¢menler olusturuyor. Yelpazenin genis
tutulmast ¢ok dengeli bir dilin tutturulmasini gerektiriyor. Ancak
Aksener’in iktidar medyasinda kendisi hakkinda yaratilmak istenen
FETOcii algisint kirabilmek ve sekiiler hassasiyeti yiiksek segmenden
oy alabilmek amaciyla ulusaler bir cizgiye yaklagmasi, partisinin

muhafazakir secmenlerle olan mesafesini giderek agmakrtadir.

Ikinci handikap, partideki yapilanmayla ilgilidir. IYI Parti’de, toplumun
giiven duydugu ve tanidigr bir kadro bulunmuyor. Aksener disinda
toplumsalbilinirligiolanikincibirisimyok. Parti,kurumsallagabilmisdegil.

Ayricapartiicindemerkezsagkokenlilerileiilkiictilerarasindakicatigmada,
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partinin istikrarsiz ve parcali bir gériintii vermesine neden oluyor.

[Y1 Parti, MHP’den ayrilan milliyeti siyasetgiler tarafindan kurulmasina
ragmen, MHP gibi ideolojik bir taban {izerine oturmay: degil, daha
genis bir sosyolojik tabani kapsamay1 hedeflemisti. Partinin bu hedefine
ulasabilmesi ve “merkez milliyet¢i” bir zemine oturabilmesi i¢in parti i¢i
catigmay1 Onleyerek daha kurumsal bir hale gelmesi, pozitif bir siyasal
dil ortaya koymasi zorunludur. MHP’nin varliginin AK Parti ile ittifaka
bagimli hale geldigi bir ortamda, IYT Parti’nin kurumsal ve ideolojik
agmazlarint agmast halinde, Tiirkiye siyasetinin geleceginde 6nemli bir

rol almasi beklenebilir.

HDP: CUMHUR ITTiFAKINA KARSI, MILLET
ITTIFAKINA YAKIN

Resmi olarak Cumhur Ittifak: ile Millet Ittifakinin disinda yer alan
HDP, yerel secimlerde Tiirkiye’nin dogusunda ve bausinda iki farkls
strateji izledi. Kiirt illerine yonelik stratejisinde HDP’nin hedefi,
kayyum atanan belediyeleri geri almakti. Tiirkiye’nin batisindaki amact
ise, Cumhur Ittifakina secim kaybettirmek ve Millet [ttifakina destek
sunarak basari kazandirmakwo. HDP, ikili stratejisinin ilk ayaginda

umdugunu elde edemedi, ama ikinci ayaginda ciddi bir basari saglad1.®*

HDP, ozellikle sahip oldugu oy potansiyeliyle secimlerin sonucunu
belirlemede anahtar role sahip oldugu metropol kentlerde aday
gostermeyerek, dolaylt bir bicimde Millet Ittifakina gok 6nemli ve kritik
bir destek sunmus oldu. Basta Istanbul ve Ankara olmak iizere, Antalya,
Mersin ve Adana illerinde Millet Ittifaki listesinden aday gosterilen
CHP’li isimlere oy vermek suretiyle Cumhur Ittifakinin bu illerde segim

kaybetmesine neden oldu.

32 Vahap Coskun: i1k okumalar (2), http://www.kurdistan24.net/tr/opinion/05d8eb8e-86fa-43ac-
9291-0a1396¢f36a6 (10.04.2019).
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Aslinda se¢im siirecinin ilk giinlerinde yapilan anket calismalari,
HDP se¢men kitlesinin sandiga gitme konusunda ¢ok fazla istekli
olmadigini ve sandiga gidecekler arasinda da Millet Ittifakina oy
vermeyi distinenlerin oraninin HDP’li se¢menlerin % 40-50’sine
tekabiil ettigini ortaya koymaktaydi. Ancak ilerleyen siire¢ igerisinde
Cumhur Ittifakinin  milliyetgi-muhafazakar sag secmeni konsolide
etmek amaciyla gelistirdigi “anti-Kiirt séylem”, HDP’li se¢gmenin Millet

[rtifakina yonelik konsolidasyon oranini giderek yukari gekti.

Se¢im stratejisini “beka sdylemi” tizerine oturtan ve HDP’ye yonelik
hi¢ olmadig1 kadar diismanlastirict bir dil kullanan AK Parti, HDP’li
se¢menin kararsizligini gidermede etkili oldu. Bu sert dil ve tislup sadece
HDP’li Kirtleri degil, AK Partili Kiirtleri de rahatsiz etti. Nitekim
secimlere ¢ok yakin bir dénemde yapilan anket calismalari, HDP’li

segmenlerin % 80-90’ninin Millet Ittifakina yoneldigini gosterdi.”?

HDP se¢meninin o6nemli bir kisminin  Tirkiye'nin  Bausindaki
metropollerde  CHP’li adaylara oy vererek AK Parti'ye secim
kaybettirmesinde tegvik edici rol oynayan baslica faktdrlerden biri de,
HDP’nin iki buguk yildir hapiste tutulan eski Es Baskani Selahattin
Demirtas oldu.** Demirtas, segcimden iki giin dnce sosyal medya
hesabindan paylasugi mesajinda HDP’li segmenleri  “stratejik oy
kullanmaya” cagirdi: “Bu secimin belirleyicisi direkt olarak sizsiniz.
Belirleyici etkimizi sadece kayyimlardan geri alacagimiz sehirlerde degil, her
yerde gistermek igin taribi bir firsat var kapimizda. Aday ¢ikarmadigimiz

sehirlerde kullanacagimiz stratejik oylar, giiciimiiziin gostergesi olacak.™

33 MetroPoll Siyasal ve Sosyal Arastirmalar Merkezi'nin arastirmasina gore, Millet Tccifaki Aday:
Ekrem Imamoglunu destekleyecegini belirten HDP segmenlerinin orant % 99.4’tii. (Tiirkiye'nin
Nabzi Haziran 2019, s. 16).

34 Kadri Giirsel: Erdogan’in se¢im yenilgisinde rol oynayan bumerang etkisi: Kiirt fakedrii, heeps://
www.al-monitor.com/pulse/tr/contents/articles/originals/2019/04/turkey-kurdish-factor-
boomerang-effect-in-election.html (11.04.2019).

35 hetps://tr.euronews.com/2019/03/29/demistas-hdp-li-secmene-31-mart-cagri-belirleyici-etkimizi-
gostermek-icin-tarihi-firsat
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MHP ile ittifak iliskisine girmis AK Parti’nin uzunca bir stiredir izledigi
otoriter ve baskict politikalardan hosnutsuz olan AK Partili Kiirtler
de, se¢im siirecindeki milliyetgi ve devletci dilden etkilenip sandiga
gitmemek suretiyle kendi partilerini cezalandirma yoluna gittiler.
CHP’nin kazandigt bes biiyiiksehir belediye secim sonuglart bu tespiti

dogrular niteliktedir.

Ancak hemen belirtmek gerekir ki, HDP’li segmenin Millet Ittifakina
yonelik destegi CHP’li isimlerin aday gosterildigi illerle sinirlt kaldi.
YT Partili isimlerin aday gosterildigi yerlerde bu destegin verilmedigi
goriilmektedir. Sozgelimi, HDP’nin yaklagik % 5 oya sahip oldugu
Balikesir’de IYT Partili Millet [ttifaki adayinin ¢ok kiigiik bir oy farkiyla

se¢imi kaybetmesinin nedeni, HDP’nin vermedigi destekti.

31 Mart segim sonuglari, Kiirt niifusun yogun olarak yasadigi Dogu
ve Giineydogu’da HDPnin beklentilerini karsilamaktan uzak kald:.
HDP Bolgede 3 Biiyiiksehir, 5 il, 46 ilge ve 11 belde olmak tizere
toplam 65 belediye baskanligini kazandi. Agri, Bitlis, Sirnak ve Tunceli
belediyelerini kaybetti; buna karsin MHP’nin elindeki Kars ilini kazand:.
11 Eyliil 2016 tarihinden itibaren Demokratik Bolgeler Partisi’nin elinde
bulunan ve kayyum atanan 3’ti biiyliksehir olmak tizere 10 sehir, 63
ilge ve 22 belde belediyesini (toplam 95 belediyeyi) geri almak HDP’nin
oncelikli hedeflerinden biriydi. HDP bu hedeflere ulagmak bir tarafa,
elindeki toplam 104 belediyeden yaklasik ii¢te birini kaybetti.

HDP’nin Kiirt cografyasinda aldig1 oylara bakilacak olursa, ilk dikkat
ceken sonug; biiytik illerde oylarini artirdigy, kiiciik il, ilge ve beldelerde
ise oy kaybettigidir. 2014 yerel se¢im sonuglariyla mukayese edildiginde
HDP oylarint Mardin’de % 52’den % 56’ya, Diyarbakir’da % 55’den
% 63%, Van’da % 53’ten % 54’e, Batman'da ise % 56’dan % 6G’ya
ctkard:.
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HDP, Agri ve Sirnak’ta elindeki belediyeleri kaybetmesine ragmen

il

Genel Meclisi secimlerinde birinci parti oldu. Mugta belediye

baskanligin1 kil pay1 kagirdi, ama burada da Il Genel Meclisi seciminde

birinci parti olmay1 basarabildi.

HDP’nin ozellikle kiiciik il, ilce ve beldelerde oy kaybi yasamasinin

nedenlerini su sekilde siralamak miimkiindiir:

1.

Basta karizmatik liderleri Selahattin Demirtas olmak tizere, HDP’nin
bir¢ok sevilen, etkin ve popiiler siyasetcisi tutukland, hitkiim giydi
veya yurt disina ¢ikmak zorunda kaldi. Se¢im siirecinde birgok
HDP’li yonetici ve sandik gorevlisi gozaltina alindi, bir kismi
tutuklandi. Bolgedeki HDP teskilatlar: fiilen ¢alisamayacak duruma
geldi. Secimlerin serbestligi ilkesiyle bagdasmayacak 6l¢iide HDP’nin
propaganda faaliyetleri engellenmeye ¢alisildi. HDP’nin bu gekilde
kiskaca alinmasi, partinin oy kaybetmesinin bir sebebi olarak ileri
stiriilebilir. Ancak bu, HDP’nin oy kaybindaki temel etken degildir.
Zira, HDP ve 6nciilii olan partiler, daha dnceki bir¢ok secimde ¢ok

daha agir sartlar altinda se¢ime katilmis ve basari saglamislardi.®

Cumhurbagkan: Tayyip Erdogan’in se¢im siireci baglamadan once
yaptugt ve HDP’nin se¢im kazanacagi belediyelere tekrar kayyum
atanabilecegine iliskin a¢iklamanin 6zellikle kiigiik il, ilge ve
beldelerdeHDP’ ninse¢imkaybindaetkiliolduguséylenebilir. Bolgenin
kiiciik yerlesim birimlerinde yasayan vatandaslar devletin giiciiyle her
giin ¢iplak bir sekilde karst kargtya gelmekte, bu yerlerde korku ve
bask: havasi ¢ok daha belirgin bir hal almaktadir. HDP’li belediye
baskanininsecilmesihalindeyenidenkayyumatanacaginivegiivenlikei
uygulamalarin devam edecegini diisiinen bir kisim Kiirt segmen

sandiga gitmemeyi ya da AK Parti’ye oy vermeyi tercih etti. Kisacasi;

36

Abdullah Kiran: Yerel secimler ve Kiirtler, http://www.serbestiyet.com/yazarlar/abdullah--kiran/
yerel-secimler-ve-kurtler-848810 (05.04.2019 ).
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HDP’ye oy vermenin maliyetinin yiiksek olacagi kaygist da 6zellikle

kiiciik yerlesim birimlerinde etkili bir parametre oldu.

3. Gegmis secimlerden farkli olarak AK Parti, 31 Mart secimlerinde
devletle adeta biittinlesti. Devlet giigleri koordineli bir sekilde
calisarak, bagta korucular olmak tizere, devletle iligkili biiytik ailelerin
ve agsiretlerin blok olarak AK Parti lehine hareket etmesini sagladi.
Devlet giiglerinin bu ¢abasi daha ziyade koruculuk sisteminin ve
devlete miizahir olan asiretlerin giiclii ve yaygin oldugu kiigiik il,
ilce ve beldelerde secim sonuclari iizerinde kismen de olsa etkili oldu.
HDP oylarinin bu tiir yerlerde azalmis olmasinda -baska etkenlerin
yani sira- devletin s6z konusu yerlesim birimlerindeki AK Parti

adina yogun bir sekilde ¢alismasinin da etkili oldugu belirtilebilir.

4. Hendek-barikat siirecinde yasananlar, HDP ile se¢men tabani
arasinda bir sogumanin olusmasina yol agmisti. Bu sogumanin
etkisi, 1 Kasim 2015 ve 24 Haziran 2018 genel secimlerinde
goriildi. Her iki se¢imde de, HDP’nin gelencksel olarak giiclii
oldugu secim cevrelerinde yasayan ve catisma doneminin geride
kalmasini arzulayan halk, duydugu rahatsizhigr sandikta ifade
ederek, HDP’ye bu yerlerde zemin kaybettirdi. Aradan dért yil
gecmis olmasina ragmen tabanda olusan rahatsizligin izlerinin
hala devam ettigi anlagilmaktadir®. Genel olarak Bolgede yasayan
Kiirt se¢men, HDP’nin hendek-barikat siirecinde sagduyulu bir
politika izlemedigini, bircok yerlesim biriminin yerle bir edilmesine,
binlerce insanin 6liimiine ve yiiz binlercesinin gé¢ etmesine yol agan

bu siirece dair 6z elegtiri yapmadigini diisiinmektedir.*®

37 Sedat Ergin: HDP’nin secim sonucu nastl okunmali?, htep://www.hurriyet.com.tr/yazarlar/sedat-
ergin/hdpnin-secim-sonucu-nasil-okunmali-41177783, (10.04.2019 ).

38 Abdullah Kiran: Yerel secimler ve Kiirtler, http://www.serbestiyet.com/yazarlar/abdullah--kiran/
yerel-secimler-ve-kurtler-848810 (05.04.2019 ).
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Hendek-barikat dénemine ait travmatik hafizanin genel segimlere
oranla yerel secimlerde daha fazla agiga ¢tkmasinin temel nedeni,
o donem icerisinde yasananlar kargisinda yerel yoneticilerin
beklentilere cevap vermeyen bir tavir igerisinde bulunduklarina
dair Kiirt toplumunda olusan algidir. Hendek-barikat pratiginin
oz-yonetim ilaninin bir geregi olarak kurgulanmis olmasi, yerel
ozerkligin uygulama mekénlari olan yerel yonetimlerle hendek-
barikat arasinda bir sebep-sonug iliskisinin toplumsal algida
olusmasini sagladi. PKK’nin, HDP’nin elindeki belediyelere 6zerklik
ilan ettirmesine kargi tabanda olusan tepki, bir kissm HDP’li Kiirt

secmeni, kendi partisine ders verme secenegine sevk etti®.

1999 yili ve sonrasinda yapilan biitiin yerel yénetim se¢imlerinde
-Bélgenin bir¢ok merkezinde- agik ara farkla secimlerden zaferle
ctkan Kiirt partilerinde olusan 6zgiivenin de HDP’nin oy kaybinda
etkili oldugunu séylemek miimkiindiir. Yereldeki ilk iktidar
donemlerinde halka hizmet gotiirmede -ge¢misteki belediye
hizmetlerine oranla- fark yaratan ve halkin talep ve beklentileri
konusunda hassas davranan Kiirt partilerinin y6netimindeki
belediyelerin zamanla performanslarinda diisiis yasandi. Yoneticiler
eski heyecan ve calisma azimlerini kaybettiler, halkla iliskilerinde
sekter davranmaya basladilar ve halka hesap vermeme egilimi icine
girdiler. Sonu¢ta HDP’nin temsil ettigi gelenek, uzun siire iktidarda
olmanin yipratict etkisine maruz kaldi. Yénetme ve hizmet tiretme
tarzindaki bu niteliksel degisim, HDP’nin oy kaybina sebebiyet

verdi.

Bolgede kayyumla yonetilen belediyelerin sunduklar: yerel hizmetler

de se¢men tercihlerini belirlemede bir 6l¢iide etkili oldu. Daha 6nce

39 Fehim Tagtekin: Erdogan’ kim kurtaracak, Kiirtler mi?, https://www.al-monitor.com/pulse/

tr/contents/articles/originals/2019/04/turkey-who-will-rescue-erdogan-maybe-kurds.html
(10.04.2019 ).
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HDP’nin yénettigi il ve ilgelere atanan kayyumlarin sundugu ve
halk tarafindan takdirle kargilanan hizmetlerin, segmen tercihlerine

kismi de olsa tesir ettigi ifade edilebilir.’

7. HDP ve selefi olan Kiirt partilerin hemen her yerel ve genel secimde
secim cevresinin disindan aday gdsterme temayiilii, ozellikle yerel
yonetim se¢imlerinde negatifbir etkiyaratmaktadir. Adayin niteligini
ve aday gosterildigi secim cevresiyle olan iligkisini dikkate almayan
bu {stenci tavir, HDP se¢men tabaninda rahatsizlik yaratmakta,
bu tavirdan duyulan rahatsizlik artik seslice dile getirilmekte ve
elestirilmektedir. Buna ragmen ayni tavirda srar edilen secim
cevrelerinde HDP’li se¢men sandiga gitmemek ya da AK Partili

adaya oy vermek suretiyle partisini cezalandirmaktadir.

Se¢im sonuglariyla Kiirt segmenin HDP’ye hem uyari hem de
destek mesaji verdigi anlagilmaktadir. Uyartyr Kiire illerinde,
destegi ise Tirkiye’nin Bausinda gdstermis oldu. Kiirt se¢men;
hendek-barikat siirecinde PKK’ye gereken tepkiyi gostermemesi ve/
veya bu siiregte zarar goren halka karsi 6zelestiride bulunmamasi,
belediye hizmetlerinde yetersizlige diismesi, biiytiklitk kompleksine
kapilmas: ve se¢mene karst hesap vermeme tavri igine girmesi
gibi nedenlerle HDP’ye uyart mesaji verdi. HDP, bu mesajt
dogru okumali, 7 Haziran segimlerindeki zirve noktasina tekrar
¢tkmak ve onu agmak icin, bagta siyasi hat ve adaylar olmak

tizere tercihlerini elestirel bir sekilde gézden gecirmelidir.

Kiirt se¢men uyar1 mesajinin yani sira HDP’ye destek de verdi. Basta
Demirtas olmak tizere birgok HDP’li siyaset¢inin tutuklanmasina,

mahkim edilmesine ya da yurt disina kagma mecburiyetinde

40 Ahmet Taggetiren: Millet aynasinda partiler, Karar Gazetesi, 2 Nisan 2019.
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birakilmasina, gorevden ihraglara ve askiya alinmalara, baskilara
ve giindelik hayatin bir tiirli normallesmemesine yonelik tepkisini
sandikta gosterdi. Kiirt kimliginin siyasi temsilcisi ve savunucusu
olarak kabul edildigi ve Kiirt meselesinin demokratik ve barig¢il
yontemlerle ¢éziimiiniin vazgegilmez aktorii olarak goriildiigi icin
HDP’nin arkasinda durmaya devam etti. Gerek se¢menin verdigi
bu destek ve gerek gen¢ se¢menler nezdindeki cazibesi nedeniyle

HDP’nin Tirkiye siyasetinin kalic1 bir aktorii oldugu vurgulanabilir.

YENi DONEMDE KURT MESELESI

Tiirkiye, 2013-2015 yillari arasinda, Kiirc meselesinin siddetten
arindirtlmasinit ve demokratik mekanizmalarla ¢oziilmesini amaglayan
bir “Coziim Siireci” yasadi. 2.5 yillik zaman zarfinda toplumsal,
hukuksal ve siyasal alanda 6nemli kazanimlar elde edilmesine ragmen
siireg beklenen barist getirmedi. 2015 Haziran'indan sonra ¢dziim siireci

rafa kaldirildi ve Tiirkiye tekrar ¢atismali bir doneme girdi.

Siirecin akamete ugramasiyla birlikte catismanin karakteri degisti;
causmalar kirsal bélgelerden kent merkezilerine tasindi. Buna bagli
olarak catismanin maliyeti artti. Devlet, giivenlik konseptine gecerek
askeri operasyonlara agirlik verdi. Ozgiirlitkleri sinirlads, haklar
kisti, siyaset sahasini elden geldigince daraltti. Coziim Siireci agizlara
alinmamaya ve hi¢ yasanmamis gibi gosterilmeye calisildi. Siirecin
taraflar1 bile siireci sahiplenmekten imtina ettiler. Silahlarin konustugu
bir ortamda Kiirt meselesinin demokratik ¢oziimiinii konusmak, diyalog

ve miizakere yolunu hatirlatmak dahi giiclesti.

Ancak, 31 Mart ve 23 Haziran’dan sonraki siirecte, Kiirt meselesinde
tekrar siyaset kapisinin acilmasini saglayacak iki 6nemli gelisme yasandu.
[lk gelisme, Suriye ile ilgiliydi. Suriye i savasi, son dénem ¢éziis arayslart
icin de belirleyici bir faktordii. Denilebilir ki, 2013-2105 dénemindeki
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¢oziim arayisini baglatan da sonlandiran da Suriye’deki gelismelerdi.
Bugiin i¢in de Suriye’deki yeni gelismeler ve dengeler ¢oziim igin bir

firsat yaratabilir.

Basta ABD ve Rusya olmak {izere Suriye sahasinda soz sahibi olan
biitiin aktorlerin, Tirkiye’nin Firatin dogusuna bir askeri operasyon
yapmasina karst ¢ikmalari, yeni formiillerin {retilmesini zorunlu
kildi. Bu baglamda iizerinde en ¢ok durulan konu, Tiirkiye ile Suriye
Demokratik Giigleri’nin hiakim oldugu alan arasinda bir “giivenli bélge”
tesis edilmesi oldu. Giivenli Bolge olusturma plani, ABD, Tirkiye ve
SDG arasinda dolayli ve dogrudan gériismelerin yapilmasini gerektirdi.

Boylece Tiirkiye ile SDG arasinda da bir temas meydana geldi.

Ocalan’in uzunca bir siireden sonra avukatlariyla gériistiiriilmesi ve
Ocalan’in avukatlari iizerinden kamuoyuna bir agiklama yapmasi, bu
temas cergevesinde degerlendirilebilir. Ocalan mesajinda hem 2013’teki
¢oziim perspektifini korudugunu ve bu perspektifin derinlestirilerek
devamindan yana oldugunu belirtti, hem de SDG’ye Suriye’nin toprak
butiinligiine saygt duymast ve bélgede Tiirkiye'nin hassasiyetlerini

gdzetmesi cagrisinda bulundu.*!

Daha sonraki goriismelerinde de Ocalan, siirece baghgini ve Tiirkiye
ile SDG arasinda uyumlu bir iligkinin gerekliligine dair mesajlar
verdi. Suriye’de sartlarin degismesine bagli olarak gelisen bu temas, bir
miizakerenin 6niinii agabilir. Taraflar arasinda Suriye konusunda asgari
bir mutabakata varilmasi halinde, Tiirkiye’de yeni bir ¢6ziim siireci i¢in

adimlar atilabilir.

Ikinci gelisme ise, yerel segimler sonrasinda Kiirt oylarinin degerinin

artmasidir. Ozellikle biiyiik sehirlerdeki Kiirt niifusunun yogunlugu,

41 Vahap Coskun: Mutfakta pisen bir sey var, https:/www.kurdistan24.net/tr/opinion/9497d24e-
2aa6-466f-b6d0-d37974a5340a (08.05.2019).
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Kiirt oylarini se¢im sonuglarinin belirlenmesinde onemli bir etken
haline getirdi. Cumhur Itcifakinin anci-Kiire dilinin ters tepmesi ve
secim kaybina neden olmasi, biitiin partileri Kiirt se¢menlerin taleplerine
daha duyarli bir siyaset izlemeye gotiirebilir. Parti aidiyetlerinden
bagimsiz olarak Kiirt se¢menlerin en bityiik isteminin Kiirt meselesinin
demokratik ¢dziimii olmasi, iktidar olmak isteyen partileri ister istemez
Kiirt meselesinin demokratik ¢6ziimii konusunda kafa yormaya ve ¢aba

sarf etmeye yoneltebilir.

Kiirtlerin Millet Ittifakina sundugu destek dolayisiyla CHP, bu
destegi stirdiirmek ve saglamlastirmak icin 6niimiizdeki donemde
Kiirt meselesinin iizerine daha fazla egilebilir. Nitekim CHP Istanbul
Il Bagkani Canan Kaftancioglu, yerel segimlerdeki isbirligini bir
“Demokerasi Ittifaki” olarak niteledi ve “Bu yan yana durma hali, elbette
Kiirt sorunu gibi bircok sorunun coziimiine vesile olacaktir” ifadesini
kullandi. Kaftanciogluna gore, Mecliste kurulacak bir heyetin sivil
toplumla, ‘akil” ya da farkl: yapilarla bir araya gelmesi ve bir irade ortaya

konulmast halinde “Kiirt sorunu rahatlikla ciziilebilir bir sorundur.” **

Aslinda CHP’nin uzunca bir siireden beri Kiirt meselesinde yeni
bir siyaset olusturma c¢abasi icinde oldugunu belirtmek gerekir.
Kiligdaroglu'nun, partisinin  bagina ge¢mesinden sonra, CHP’nin
Kiirt meselesine yonelik yaklagiminda séylem diizeyinde de olsa kismi
bir yumugama egilimi baglamisti. Bu baglamda ilk olarak 2011 genel
secimlerinde aciklanan secim bildirgesinde,® “Kiirt yurttaslarin
kimliklerini yasamalarinin oniindeki engellerin ¢ogulcu ve ozgiirliikcii
demokrasi  yoluyla agilmas:” taahhiidiine yer verildi. Bildirgede,
somut adim olarak, Kiirtcenin devlet okullarinda se¢meli ders

olarak okutulmasi ve Tirkiye'nin Avrupa Konseyi Yerel Yonetimler

42 https://www.gazeteduvar.com.tr/gundem/2019/07/22/kaftancioglu-kurt-sorunu-kisa-surede-
cozulebilir/
43 https://chp.azureedge.net/2a443c86b19546¢7b44a41bd05750242.pdf

100



TURKIVE SIYASETINDE YENi DONEM VE DEGISEN DENGELER

Ozerlik Sart1 tizerindeki gekincelerinin kaldirilmast taahhiit edildi.
Ote yandan, 2013’de hiikiimet tarafindan baslatilan ¢éziim siirecine
ilkesel diizeyde destek verildi, ancak hiikiimetin kullandig1 yontem
ve araglara kargi ¢ikilarak, ¢oziitm merciinin TBMM olmasi gerektigi

savunuldu.®4

CHP’de baglayan Kiirt meselesine iliskin a¢ilim, 7 Haziran 2015
secimleri éncesinde yayimladigr “CHP nin Tiirkiye'nin Kiirt Sorununa
Bakas1, Coziim Cercevesi” baslikli kapsamlt bir raporla siirdiiriildi.®
Kiirt sorununun ele alinisinda “esit vatandaslik” kavraminin referans
olarak kullanildig1 raporda; Kiirt sorununun ¢éziim zemini olusturmak
amaciyla. TBMM icinde bir “Toplumsal Mutabakat Komisyonu’
kurulmast, sivil toplumu ¢6ziim konusunda etkin kilacak bir “Orzak
Akl Heyeti” olugturulmast ve sorunun gegmisiyle yiizlesilmesini

saglayacak “Gercekleri Arastirma Komisyonu” olusturulmasi 6nerildi.

Raporun “Kiirtge” basligialtindaise, daha 6nceki6nerisini biradimiileri
tastyarak, “Anadilde egitim cercevesinin hichir politik onyargr olmadan
pedagojik acidan degerlendirilmesi gerektigine” vurgu yapildi. Boylelikle
ilk kez “anadilde egitim” konusu, CHP’nin resmi politikasinin bir

pargast haline gelmis oldu.

Biitiin bunlara ilave olarak, son yillarda Kiirtlerin talep ve
beklentilerine, yasadiklari sorunlara iliskin CHP tarafindan bir¢ok
kanun teklifi sunuldu, aragtirma onergeleri verildi, kritik donemlerde
bolgeye ziyaretler yapildi, yasanan sorunlar yerinde tespit edilerek bu

sorunlarin ¢oziimiine dair éneriler kamuoyuyla paylagildi.

AK Parti’nin Kiirt meselesinde giivenlikei politikalara teslim oldugu

bir donemde CHP’nin Kiirt meselesine yaklasimdaki bu olumlu

44 https://t24.com.tr/haber/kilicdaroglundan-cozum-sureci-aciklamasi,229601
45 https://content.chp.org.tr/file/chp_kurt_meselesi_kitapcik.pdf




TURKIVE SIVASETINDE YENi DONEM VE DEGISEN DENGELER

degisim, meselenin ¢6ziimii agisindan umutlandirici bir etki yaratabilir
Kiirt se¢men desteginin se¢im kazanmadaki kilit roliinii dikkate alacak
olan CHP'nin, ilerleyen siire¢ icerisinde Kiirt meselesinin ¢oziimii
dogrultusunda atilacak adimlara destek vermesi ve/veya bu konuda

bizzat inisiyatif tistlenmesi miimkiin olabilir.

MHP bagajindan kurtulmugbir AK Partii¢in de benzer bir degerlendirme
yapilabilir. MHP ile olan ittifak iliskisinin AK Partinin aleyhine isledigi
gercekliginin 31 Mart se¢im sonuglarinca da teyit edilmesi ve kendi
sadik Kiirt se¢men kitlesini kaybetme korkusu, AK Parti’yi yeni bir karar
almaya, fabrika ayarlarina ve reformist ¢izgisine ddnmeye itebilir. Boyle
bir ihtimalin gerceklesmesi halinde, merkez sag ve merkez solu temsil
eden AK Parti ile CHP’nin Kiirt meselesine kalic1 bir ¢6ziim iiretmede

bir araya gelmeleri soz konusu olabilir.

Bu ihtimalin ger¢eklesmemesi ve AK Partinin devlet¢i ve milliyetci
cizgide 1srarct olmasi halinde, AK Parti icinden ¢ikacak ozgiirliiket,
cogulcu ve Adem-i merkeziyetci goriisleri savunan ve Kiirt kimligini
kucaklayan yeni bir siyasi olusumun, Tiirkiye'nin temel meselelerini ve
bu arada Kiirt meselesini ¢6zme konusunda CHP’yle ortaklagsmasi da bir

secenek olarak ortaya ¢ikabilir.

Kiirtlerin destegini al(a)mayan herhangi bir siyasi partinin Tirkiye
partisi olabilmesi ve iktidara gelebilmesi mimkiin degildir. Cok
partili siyasi hayata gegildikten sonraki biitiin se¢im sonuglart bu
gercegi yansitmaktadir. Kiirtlerin gerek genel ve gerekse yerel yonetim
se¢imlerinde iktidarin degisimindeki “kocbast rolii”, iktidardaki AK
Parti’nin oldugu kadar, iktidara talip olan CHP ile siyasi denkleme d4hil
olmak isteyen yeni siyasi aktorlerin de dikkate almasi gereken bir politik

gergeklikeir.
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SONUC YERINE

Hitkiimet sistemi degisikligi ve ardindan gerceklesen yerel

se¢imler, Tirkiye siyasetinde yeni bir dénemin basglamasina yol

agti. Hukiimet sistemi degisikliginden sonra yasanan politik

gelismeleri ve 6zellikle gergeklestirilen {i¢ se¢imde alinan sonuglart

dikkate alarak, bu yeni dénemde siyasetin sekillenmesinde etkili

olabilecek bazi tespitlerde bulunmak miimkiindiir:

L.

Tirkiye’de 1950’den beriserbest se¢imler yapiliyor. Aradan gecenssiire
zarfinda Tirkiye demokrasisi bircok problemler yasady; dogrudan
ve dolayli askeri darbelerle demokratik siirece miidahale edildi.
Ancak halk her daim sandiga sahip ¢ikti. Siyasetteki tikanikliklar
sandik yoluyla agsmay: becerdi. Tercihlerinin carpitilmasina
oyu ile karst ¢ikti. Sandik bagina gitmekten imtina etmedi. Bu
nedenle sandik, mesruiyetin en 6nemli anahtaridir ve secmen en

elverissiz sartlarda bile o anahtar1 elinde tutmakta kararlidur.

Halkin hem yerel hem de genel secimlerde yiiksek oranlarda sandik
basina gitmesinin demokrasi agisindan iki énemli ve degerli sonucu
vardir: Bunlardan birincisi, katilimin biytikligiiniin, segilenlerin
demokratik megruiyetini giiclendirmesidir. Oy verme hakkina sahip
her on vatandagstan yaklasik dokuzunun segimlere istirak etmesini
demokratik bir kazanim olarak kabul etmek gerekir. Zira bu katilim,
hem demokratik mekanizmalarin isledigini gosterir, hem de hemen
herkesin siyasi tercihini ortaya koymasindan étiirii, sandiktan ¢ikan

sonucun daha giiclii bir sekilde kabuliini saglar.

Secimlere katilimin yiiksek olmasinin bir diger 6nemli sonucu
ise, halkin sandig1 sahiplenmesinin muhalefet i¢cin 6zendirici bir

islev gormesidir. Iktidarin segimle belirlendigi, halkin se¢im giinii
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sandiklara akin ettigi ve zaman iginde siyasi tercihini degistirdigi
bir yerde, muhalefet i¢in iktidara giden yollar acik demektir. Bu
durumda muhalefete diisen, sandiga gidecek se¢menin tercihini
kendisinden yana kullanmasini saglayacak ikna araglarini ve siyaseti
tiretmek olacaktir. Bu baglamda 31 Mart ve 23 Haziran segimleri,
topluma temas eden ve onun talep ve beklentilerine uygun bir siyaset
tireten mubhalefetin sonug alabilecegini gostermesi acisindan ¢ok

onemli bir tecriibedir.

Segimlerittifaklar tizerinden yapildigindan, basarive basarisizliklarin
tespitinde ittifaklarin oy dengesi 6nemli bir ol¢iittiir. Son {i¢ se¢imin
sonuglarina gore bir degerlendirme yapildiginda, ittifaklarin oy
dengesinde belirgin bir kirilmanin yasandigi soylenemez. Siyasi
dengenin muhalefet lehine keskin bir bicimde degismemesi
nedeniyle, iktidar halihazirda bir mesruiyet sorgulamasina tabi
tutulmuyor. Bu baglamda muhalefetten de erken segim yapilmast

yoniinde bir talep gelmiyor.

[ktidar bloku asil biiyiik kayba biiyiiksehirlerde ugradi. AK Parti,
1994’ten beri yerelde iktidar oldugu Istanbul ve Ankara gibi gok
onemli iki gehirde biiyliksehir belediyelerini muhalefete kaptirdi.
Ozellikle Erdogan’in basari 6ykiisiiniin basladig1 yer olan ve bundan
otiirii gok biiyiik bir siyasi anlam atfedilen Istanbul’da iki kez
maglup olmak, AK Parti icin kaldirilmasi gii¢ bir yiik olusturdu.
31 Mart’ta 13 bin olan oy farkinin 23 Haziran’da 806 bine ¢ikmast,

telafi edilebilir bir yenilgiyi, agir bir hezimete dontistiirdii.

Cumhur Iteifaki, yalnizca Ankara ve Istanbul’da degil, Adana,
Mersin ve Antalya gibi biiylik sehirlerde de yerel iktidarlarini
kaybetti. Tiirkiyenin on biiyiik ilinde (Istanbul, Ankara,

[zmir, Bursa, Antalya, Adana, Konya, Gaziantep, Sanlrfa,
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Kocaeli) iktidarin oy orani 24 Haziran’da % 51.98 iken,
31 Martta % 47. 84’e geriledi.®® Biiyiiksehir belediyeleri ile
yonetilen otuz biiylik ilde de iktidar cephesi ti¢ puanlik bir oy
kayb1 yasayarak, oy oranini % 52.15’ten % 49.24% diisiirdi.

Biitiin bu veriler, iktidarin biiyiiksehirlerde oy yitirdigini ve ancak
tagradaki oylari sayesinde konumunu muhafaza ettigini gosteriyor.
Segmendeki bu egilim devam ettigi takdirde, Cumhur Ittifakinin
bir sonraki cumhurbagkanligi ve parlamento segimlerinden zaferle

ctkmasi cok daha gii¢ olacaktir.

4. Muhalefetin biiytik sehirlerde giiclenmesiyle birlikte Tirkiye
siyasetinde yeni bir perde agiliyor. Agilan bu perdede iki farkls
gelisme yasanabilir: Bunlarda ilki, merkezi iktidar ile yerel iktidarin
farkls siyasi ellerde olmasinin bir dengeyi saglamasidir. Taraflarin
karsilikli yetki ve gorev sinirlarini kabullenmesi ve bu sinirlar
dahilinde faaliyet gostermesidir. Digeri ise, merkez ile yerelin sahip
olduklar giigleri, kamu yarar saikiyle degil, birbirlerinin iglerini
zorlastirmak icin ve alanlarini daraltmak icin kullanmalaridir.
[lk ihtimal tansiyonu diisiiriir, siyasetin normallesmesine katkida
bulunur ve bunlardan daha onemlisi, iktidarin paylagilmasina ve
dengelenmesine hizmet eder. Tkinci ihtimal ise siyasi alana gerginligi

hakim kilar ve kutuplasmay1 derinlestirir.

5. Cumhur Ittifaki yerel segimlere ok keskin bir “beka” soylemiyle
girdi. Basta Erdogan ve Bahgeli olmak tizere iktidar sozciileri,
se¢imleri yerel yoneticilerin segilecegi rutin bir demokratik
mekanizma  olarak  degil, bir varlik-yokluk  miicadelesi

olarak kodladilar. Onlara gére, mubhalefetin se¢imden galip

46 Veriler i¢in bkz: Ibrahim Kahveci: Tasraya Yolculuk, Karar Gazetesi, 04.04.2019; Ibrahim
Kahveci: % 15’lik Oynak Kesim, Karar Gazetesi, 12.04.2019.
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ctkmasi, belediyelerdeki siradan bir iktidar degisimi olarak
degerlendirilemezdi. Tktidarin zayiflamasi, Tiirkiye'nin kotiiligiinii
isteyen i¢ ve dis diismanlarin ekmegine yag siirecekti. Dolayisiyla

yapilan, basit bir yerel se¢cim degil, bir 6liim-kalim meselesiydi.

Ancak Cumhur Ittifaki, bu beka soyleminden ve siyasetinden
bekledigini elde edemedi. Asiri beka sdylemi, muhalefeti destekleyen
toplumsal kesimler nezdinde bir kargsilik bulmazken, iktidar
destekleyen toplumsal kesimlerde de umulan kargiligi bulmadi.
Ozellikle biiyiik sehirlerdeki AK Parti segmenlerinin 6nemli bir
kismi, tilkedeki gergek sorunlari perdelemek igin kullanildigini
distindiigii bu sdylemi inandirict bulmadi. Keza “beka”,

MHP se¢menini de hedeflendigi kadar motive edemedi.

Buna karsilik beka siyaseti, Cumhur Ittifaki icin ok menfi neticeler
dogurdu. Zirabusiyasetin omurgasinianti-Kiirtbirdil olusturuyordu.
Cumhurbagkani Erdogan ile Igisleri Bakani Siileyman Soylu'nun
ifadelerinde somutlasan bu dil, Tirkiye'’nin batisindaki Kiirtlerin
neredeyse bir blok olarak muhalefetin arkasinda durmasina neden
oldu. Millet Ittifaki icin paha bigilmez kiymette bir destekti bu.
Nitekim bu destek sayesinde Istanbul, Ankara, Adana, Mersin ve
Antalya gibi Kiirt niifusun yogun oldugu sehirlerde Millet Ittifak:
ipi 6nde gogiisledi, onemli bir gii¢ elde etti. Bir bagka ifadeyle
Kiirtleri dislayan beka sdylemi, Cumhur Ittifakina gok agir bir siyasi

fatura gikard:.

15 Temmuz darbe girisimi; Ttirkiye’nin siyaseti, ekonomisi, hukuku
ve sosyal hayati tizerinde ¢ok yonlii etkilerde bulundu. Biitiin bu
alanlar post-15 Temmuz sendromunun etkisine maruz kald1. Tkridar,
ilk glinlerde darbecilere karsi miicadelede muhalefetle birlikte hareket

etmeye 6zen gosterdi. HDP disindaki muhalefet partileriyle “Yenikapt
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ruhu” adialtinda bir milli ittifak olusturmaya calisti. Ancak bu ittifak
goriintiisiiniin dmrii uzun siirmedi. Kiirt siyasi hareketini diglayarak
olusturulmaya calisilan “Yenikap1 ruhu”, kisa bir siire sonra AK Parti
ve MHP'yle sinirlt bir ictifak iligkisine doniistiiriildii. Tkeidar partisi
15 Temmuz’daki direnisi tek basina sahiplenmeye basladi, muhalefeti
darbecilere yakin olmakla ve halkin yaninda durmamakla itham
etti. Darbe karsitligi temelinde toplumda olusan hassasiyeti siyasi
ranta tahvil etme gayreti icinde oldu. Yani iktidar, siyasi rekabeti
de 15 Temmuz tizerinden yiriittii ve se¢imlerde 15 Temmuzu

merkeze alan kampanyalarla muhalefeti sikistirmaya calisti.

Ancak gerek 15 Temmuz'dan sonra darbecilerle miicadele konsepti
cercevesinde baglatilan operasyonlarla darbe tegebbiisii ile hicbir
alakast bulunmayan vatandaglarin magdur edilmesi ve gerekse 15
Temmuzun bir biitiin olarak muhalefeti tasfiye etmek amaciyla
kullanilmasi, 15 Temmuza dayali séylemin etkisini zayiflatei. AK
Parti ve MHP’nin artik “15 Temmuz sermayesine” yaslanarak siyasi
tercihleri yonlendirebilmeleri pek miimkiin goriinmiiyor. Bu itibarla
15 Temmuz sdyleminin sonuna gelindigi ve bundan sonraki siiregte
Cumbhur [ccifakinin giiciinii tahkim etmek igin yeni bir dil kurmak

mecburiyeti duyacag: soylenebilir.

Son segimlere kadar Tiirkiye'nin siyasi haritasina bakanlar
karsilarinda, Ege kiyillarinda CHP’nin, Dogu ve Giineydogu’da
HDP’nin ve geri kalan yerlerde ise AK Parti’'nin renklerinin hikim
oldugu az renkli bir harita goriirlerdi. Ancak yerel secimlerin
ardindan harita degisti. Partiler, geleneksel olarak sikistiklar:
bolgelerden ¢ikmak i¢in hamle yapular. Uzun bir middettir
varligt Ege ve Akdeniz kiyilar: ile 6zdeslesen CHP, bu segimlerde
Ic Anadolu’ya ve Karadenize kadar uzandi. I¢ Anadolu’da ve

Karadeniz’de halen AK Parti'nin agirligi séz konusu olmakla

107
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birlikte artik bu bolgelerde de tek bagina bir gii¢c olmadig1 ve sahaya
yeni siyasi aktdrlerin dahil oldugu séylenebilir. AK Parti, Tiirkiye
genelinde giic kaybederken HDP’den Bitlis, Sirnak ve Agrry:
aldi. HDP ise ilk kez Kars'ta zafere ulasti. Ittifaki kendi yararina
isletme becerisi gosteren MHP, AK Parti’den bazi belediyeleri
aldi ve belediye sayisint 8'den 11 yiikseleti. Netice itibariyle,
eskisinden ¢ok daha renkli bir Tiirkiye haritast meydana geldi.

Siyasetteki renklenme, makro diizeyde oldugu gibi mikro diizeyde
de kendini belli ediyor. Kilis istisna olmak {izere, hicbir parti bir
sehirdeki il ve ilce belediyelerin tamamini kazanamadi. Sehir
olgeginde de bir iktidar paylagimi gergeklesti. Se¢men, il merkezini
bir partiye verdiginde, ilgeleri ise baska bir parti ya da partilere
teslim etti. Bir partinin bir ilde biitiin yerel iktidar: ele gegirmesine
izin vermedi. Bu anlamda se¢men bir gii¢ dengesi kurdu ve partilerin

isbirligi yapabilecekleri bir siyasi zemin yaratti.

[teifak sistemi, hem yerel hem de genel segimlerde biitiin partileri
cok degerli bir hale getirdi. Bu sistemde sec¢im yarigt ittifaklar
arasinda gegiyor ve sehirlerin bircogunda ittifaklarin oylar: birbirine
yakin duruyor. Bu durum, sinirli bir oyu bulunan Saadet Partisi gibi
partilere de sonuglari degistirebilme, yani kazanani tayin edebilme
firsat1 veriyor. Kazanani, ¢ok az bir oy farkinin belirledigi bir vasatta,
her oy oldugundan daha biiyiik bir deger tasiyor ve partilerine

pazarlik giicii taniyor.

31 Mart ve 23 Haziranin en mithim siyasi sonuglarindan biri,
AK Parti’nin psikolojik tstinliigiiniin yikilmasidir. 17 yildir
araliksiz siiren AK Parti iktidari, bilhassa sekiiler kesimlerde bu
partinin yenilmeyecegine dair bir fikrin koklesmesine neden

olmustu. Buna gére, Tiirkiye’deki mevcut dindar ve muhafazakar
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10.

toplumsal yapi nedeniyle AK Partinin se¢im kaybetmesinin bir
olanagi yoktu. Muhalefet daima AK Parti’nin gerisinde kalacak,

asla AK Parti’ye sandikta bir maglubiyet tattiramayacakei.

Ozellikle CHP segmen kitlesinde yaygin ve giiclii olan bu ruh
hali, i¢inde demokrasiye hosnutsuzlugu da barindirtyordu. Kimi
zaman nihilist bir karaktere biirtiniiyor ve iilkeyi demokrasi dist
gliglerin miidahalesine agik kiliyordu. Demokrasi i¢in son derece
biytik bir tehlikeye isaret eden bu ruh hali, yerel secimlerden
sonra kirildi. Demokrasiye siipheyle yaklasanlar bile demokrasinin
hakkini teslim etmek zorunda kaldilar. Kimsenin oyunun kimsenin
cebinde olmadigini, halkin tercihlerini degistirebilecegini, diin
destek verdiklerinden bugiin ¢esitli nedenlerle vazgecebileceklerini
ve dolayistyla AK Partinin de sandikta yenilebilecegini gordiiler.
Gelecege daha umutla bakilmasini saglayan bu sonu¢, muhalefeti
biitiin toplumsal kesimlerle daha siki bir bag kurma arayisina

yoneltebilir.

Cumhurbaskant secilmek icin % 50 + Ti zorunlu kilan
anayasa kurali, Turkiye siyasetinde eksikligi hissedilen uzlagma
kiltiiriiniin gelismesi acisindan énemli bir islevi yerine getirebilir.
Tiirkiye’de siyaset genel olarak catigma {izerinden yiritildd.
Ozellikle son dénemlerde catisma dilinin catallagmasi; toplumsal
butiinligii  zedeledi, toplumsal kamplasmayr ise koriikledi.
Bugiin sorunlarin katmerlendigi bir vasatta Tirkiye'nin siyasi
alanda uzlagmaya ciddi bir ihtiyact var. Cumhurbagkanligt
hitkiimet sisteminin partileri isbirligine ve uzlasmaya zorlamasi,

siyasetin dilinin de yumusamasini saglayabilir.

Eger siyasal alanda béyle bir gelisme kat edilirse, bunun etkisi

toplumsal alanda da hissedilir. Bu durum, Tirkiyenin ¢oziim




TURKIVE SIVASETINDE YENi DONEM VE DEGISEN DENGELER

bekleyen temel meselelerinin ve bu arada Kiirt meselesinin de
toplumsal mutabakat temelinde siyaset kurumu tarafindan ele alinip

¢oziime kavusturulmasini kolaylastirabilir.




TURKIVE SIYASETINDE YENi DONEM VE DEGISEN DENGELER

DPI Aims and Objectives

Aims and objectives of DPI include:

To contribute to broadening bases and providing new platforms for
discussion on establishing a structured public dialogue on peace

and democracy building.

To provide opportunities, in which different parties are able to draw
on comparative studies, analyse and compare various mechanisms

used to achieve positive results in similar cases.

To create an atmosphere whereby different parties share knowledge,
ideas, concerns, suggestions and challenges facing the development

of a democratic solution in Turkey and the wider region.

To support, and to strengthen collaboration between academics,

civil society and policy-makers.

To identify common priorities and develop innovative approaches to

participate in and influence democracy-building,.
Promote and protect human rights regardless of race, colour,

sex, language, religion, political persuasion or other belief or
opinion.

DPI aims to foster an environment in which different parties

share information, ideas, knowledge and concerns connected to

the development of democratic solutions and outcomes. Our work

supports the development of a pluralistic political arena capable

of generating consensus and ownership over work on key issues

surrounding democratic solutions at political and local levels.

We focus on providing expertise and practical frameworks to

encourage stronger public debates and involvements in promoting

peace and democracy building internationally. Within this context

m
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DPI aims to contribute to the establishment of a structured
public dialogue on peace and democratic advancement, as well
as to widen and create new existing platforms for discussions
on peace and democracy building. In order to achieve this we
seek to encourage an environment of inclusive, frank, structured
discussions whereby different parties are in the position to openly
share knowledge, concerns and suggestions for democracy building

and strengthening across multiple levels.

DPT’s objective throughout this process is to identify common
priorities and develop innovative approaches to participate in and
influence the process of finding democratic solutions. DPI also
aims to support and strengthen collaboration between academics,
civil society and policy-makers through its projects and output.
Comparative studies of relevant situations are seen as an effective
tool for ensuring that the mistakes of others are not repeated or
perpetuated. Therefore we see comparative analysis of models of
peace and democracy building to be central to the achievement of

our aims and objectives.
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DEMOKRATIK GELISIM
ENSTITUSU'NUN AMACLARI VE
HEDEFLERI

DPI'in amaglari ve hedefleri:

* Barigin ve demokrasinin insasi {zerine yapilandirilmis bir
kamusal diyalogun olusmas i¢in gerekli olan tartisma ortaminin
gelistirilmesi ve genisletilmesi.

= Farkli kesimlerin kargilastirmali calismalar vesilesiyle bir araya
gelerek, farkli diinya ornekleri ozelinde benzer durumlarda
olumlu sonuglar elde etmek i¢in kullanilmis ¢esitli mekanizmalari
incelemesine ve analiz etmesine olanak saglamak. Farkli kesimlerin
bir araya gelerek Tiirkiye ve daha genis bir cografyada demokratik
bir ¢6ziimiin gelistirilmesine yonelik bilgilerini, diistincelerini,
endiselerini, o6nerilerini, kaygilarint ve kargilagilan zorluklari
paylastigi bir ortam yaratmak. Akademisyenler, sivil toplum
orgiitleri ve karar alicilar arasindaki isbirliginin desteklemek ve

giiclendirmek.

= Ortak oncelikleri belirlemek ve demokrasi insast siirecini ve siirece
katilimi etkileyecek yenilik¢i yaklagimlar gelistirmek. Din, dil,
ik, renk, cinsiyet, siyasi goriis ve inang farki gozetmeksizin insan

haklarini tesvik etmek ve korumak.

Demokratik Gelisim Enstittisii (DPI), Tirkiye’de demokratik bir
¢oziimiin gelistirilmesi i¢in, farkli kesimlerin bir araya gelerek bilgilerini,
fikirlerini, kaygilarini ve dnerilerini paylastiklar: bir ortami tesvik etmeyi
amaclamaktadir. Caligmalarimiz, demokratik ¢oziimiin saglanmasi icin

kilit 6nem tagtyan konularda fikir birligine varma ve uzlagilan konulart
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sahiplenme yetenegine sahip ¢ogulcu bir siyasi alanin gelistirilmesini

desteklemektedir.

Kurum olarak giiglii bir kamusal tartigmayy; barisi ve demokrasiyi
uluslararast diizeyde gelistirmeye yonelik kaulimlari tegvik etmek
icin uzmanliga ve pratige dayali bir bakis acistyla hareket ediyoruz.
Bu cercevede baris ve demokratik ilerleme konusunda yapilandirilmis
bir kamusal tartigmanin olusturulmasina katkida bulunmay; baris ve
demokrasi ingast tartigmalari i¢in yeni platformlar yaratmayi ve mevcut

platformlari genisletmeyi amagliyoruz.

Bu amaglara ulagabilmenin geregi olarak, farkli kesimlerin demokrasinin
insast ve gliglendirmesi i¢in bilgilerini, endiselerini ve onerilerini
agtkca paylasabilecekleri kapsayici, samimi ve yapilandirilmis tartigma
ortamint gesitli seviyelerde tegvik etmeye calistyoruz. DPI olarak farkl:
projelerimiz araciligtyla akademi, sivil toplum ve karar alicilar arasindaki

isbirligini desteklemeyi ve giiclendirmeyi de hedefliyoruz.
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Board Members /.
Yonetim Kurulu Uyeleri

-\

Kerim Yildiz (Chief Executive Officer / Icra Kurulu Baskani)

Kerim Yildiz is an expertin conflict resolution, peacebuilding, international
human rights law and minority rights, having worked on numerous projects
in these areas over his career. Yildiz has received a number of awards,
including from the Lawyers Committee for Human Rights for his services
to protect human rights and promote the rule of law in 1996, and the Sigrid
Rausing Trust’s Human Rights award for Leadership in Indigenous and
Minority Rights in 2005. Yildiz is also a recipient of the 2011 Gruber Prize
for Justice. He has also written extensively on international humanitarian

law, conflict, and various human rights mechanisms.

Kerim Yildiz catisma ¢oziimii, barisin ingast, uluslararasi insan haklari ve
azinlik haklari konusunda uzman bir isimdir ve kariyeri boyunca bu alanlarda
cok cesitli projelerde calismustir. Kerim Yildiz, 1996 yilinda insan haklarinmn
korunmasi ve hukuk kurallarinin uygulanmasi yoniindeki ¢abalarindan otiirii
Insan Haklar1 I¢in Avukatlar Komitesi Odiilii ne, 2005te Sigrid Rausing Trust
Vakfrnin Azinlik Haklarr alaninda Liderlik Odiilivne ve 2011°de ise Gruber
Vakfi Uluslararast Adalet Odiilivne laytk goriilmiistiir. Uluslararast insan
haklar1 hukuku, insancil hukuk ve azinlik haklart konularinda 6nemli bir isim
olan Yildiz, uluslararast insan haklart hukuku ve insan haklar1 mekanizmalari
tizerine gok sayida yazili esere sahiptir.
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Nicholas Stewart QC (Chair / Yonetim Kurulu Bagkani)

Nicholas Stewart, QC, is a barrister and Deputy High Court Judge
(Chancery and Queen’s Bench Divisions) in the United Kingdom. He is
the former Chair of the Bar Human Rights Committee of England and
‘Wales and former President of the Union Internationale des Avocats. He
has appeared at all court levels in England and Wales, before the Privy
Council on appeals from Malaysia, Singapore, Hong Kong and the
Bahamas, and in the High Court of the Republic of Singapore and the
European Court of Human Rights. Stewart has also been the chair of the
Dialogue Advisory Group since its founding in 2008.

Tecriibeli bir hukuke¢u olan Nick Stewart Birlesik Krallik Yiiksek Mahkemesi
(Chancery and Queen’s Bench Birimi) ikinci hakimidir. Gegmiste Ingiltere
ve Galler Barosu Insan Haklari Komitesi Baskanligi (Bar Human Rihts
Committee of England and Wales) ve Uluslararast Avukatlar Birligi (Union
Internationale des Avocats) bagkanligi gorevlerinde bulunmustur. Ingiltere
ve Gallerde gerceklesen ve Malezya, Singapur, Hong Kong, Bahamalar,
Singapur ve Avrupa Insan Haklari mahkemelerinin temyiz konseylerinde
goriis bildirdi. Stewart, 2008'deki kurulusundan bu yana Diyalog Danigma
Grubunun bagkanligini da yiiriitiiyor.
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Priscilla Hayner

Priscilla Hayner is co-founder of the International Center for Transitional
Justice and is currently on the UN Department of Political Affairs Standby
Team of Mediation Experts. She is a global expert on truth commissions
and transitional justice initiatives and has authored several books on these
topics, including Unspeakable Truths, which analyses truth commissions
globally. Hayner has recently engaged in the recent Colombia talks as
transitional justice advisor to Norway, and in the 2008 Kenya negotiations
as human rights advisor to former UN Secretary-General Kofi Annan
and the United Nations-African Union mediation team. Hayner has
also worked significantly in the implementation stages following a peace
agreement or transition, including Sierra Leone in 1999 and South Sudan
in 2015.

Gegis Donemi Adaleti icin Uluslararast Merkez'in (International Center for
Transitional Justice) kurucularindan olan Priscilla Hayner, ayni zamanda BM
Kidemli Arabuluculuk Danismanlari Ekibi'ndedir. Hakikat komisyonlari,
gecis donemi adaleti inisiyatifleri ve mekanizmalari konusunda kiiresel
bir uzman olan Hayner, hakikat komisyonlarini kiiresel olarak analiz
eden Unspeakable Truths (Konulmayan Gergekler) da dahil olmak {izere,
alanda pek ¢ok yayina sahiptr. Hayner, yakin zamanda Kolombiya baris
goriismelerinde Norve¢'in gecis donemi adaleti danigmani olarak ve 2008
Kenya miizakerelerinde eski BM Genel Sekreteri Kofi Annan ve Birlegmis
Milleder-Afrika Birligi arabuluculuk ekibinin insan haklari danigmant olarak
gorev yapmustir. Hayner, 1999°da Sierra Leone ve 2015te Giiney Sudan da
dahil olmak tizere bir¢ok tilkede, baris anlasmast ve gecis sonrast uygulamalar:
konularinda caligmalar yapmustr.
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Arild Humlen

Arild Humlen is a lawyer and Director of the Norwegian Bar Association’s
Legal Committee. He is widely published within a number of jurisdictions,
with emphasis on international civil law and human rights, and he has
lectured at the law faculty of several universities in Norway. Humlen is the
recipient of the Honor Prize of the Bar Association of Oslo for his work
on the rule of law and in 2015 he was awarded the Honor Prize from the
international organisation Save the Children for his efforts to strengthen

the legal rights of children.

Hukuk¢u olan Arild Humlen ayn: zamanda Norve¢ Barosu Hukuk
Komitesi’nin direkeoriidiir. Uluslararast medeni hukuk ve insan haklart
gibi yargi alanlari tizerine ¢ok sayida yazist yayinlanmis, Norve¢'te bir dizi
hukuk fakiiltesinde ders vermistir. Oslo Barosu biinyesinde Siginmacilik
ve Goe¢menlik Hukuku Davalart Calisma Grubu bagkani olarak yapugt
caligmalardan dolay1 Oslo Barosu Onur Odiili'ne layik goriilmiistiir.
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Jacki Muirhead

Jacki Muirhead was appointed Chambers Administrator at Devereux
Chambers, London, UK, in November 2015. Her previous roles include
Practice Director at FJ Cleveland LLP, Business Manager at Counsels’
Chambers Limited and Deputy Advocates Clerk at the Faculty of
Advocates, UK.

Suanda Devereux Chambers isimli hukuk firmasinda tist diizey yonetici olarak
gorev yapan Jacki Muirhead bu gorevinden 6nce Cleveland Hukuk Firmasi
calisma direktorii, Counsel’s Chambers Limited isimli hukukcular odasinda
sef katip ve Avukatlar Fakiiltesi'nde (Faculty of Advocates) pazarlama midiirti
olarak calismustir.
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Prof. David Petrasek

Professor David Petrasek is Associate Professor at Graduate School of
Public and International Affairs, University of Ottawa, Canada. He is a
former Special Adviser to the Secretary-General of Amnesty International.
He has worked extensively on human rights, humanitarian and conflict
resolution issues, including for Amnesty International (1990-96), for the
Office of the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights (1997-98), for
the International Council on Human Rights Policy (1998-02) and as
Director of Policy at the Centre for Humanitarian Dialogue (2003-07).
Petrasek has also taught international human rights and humanitarian law
courses at the Osgoode Hall Law School at York University, Canada, the
Raoul Wallenberg Institute at Lund University, Sweden, and at Oxford
University.

Kanadada Ottowa Universitesi’'nde Uluslararast Siyasal Iliskiler Boliimiinde
dgretim iiyesi olarak gorev yapmaktadir. Gegmiste Uluslararast Af Orgiitii
Eski Genel Sekreteri'ne basdanismanlik yapan Prof. David Petrasek,
uzun yillardir insan haklari, insancil hukuk ve uyusmazliklarin ¢oziimii
konularinda ¢aligmalar yiiriitmektedir. Bu alanlarda 6nde gelen bir uzman
ve yazardir. 1990-1996 yillari arasinda Uluslararasi Af Orgiitii, 1997-1998
yillart arasinda Birlesmis Milletler Insan Haklar: Yiiksek Komiserligi, 1998-
2002 yillart arasinda Insan Haklart Politikast iizerine Uluslararasi Konsey ve
2003-2007 yillart arasinda da Insani Diyalog Merkezi'nde Politika Boliimii
Direktorii olarak calismistir.
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Antonia Potter Prentice

Antonia Potter Prentice is currently the Director of Alliance 2015 — a
global network of humanitarian and development organisations. Prentice
has extensive experience on a range of humanitarian, development,
peacemaking and peacebuilding issues through her previous positions,
including interim Senior Gender Adviser to the Joint Peace Fund for
Myanmar and providing technical advice to the Office of the Special
Envoy of the UN Secretary General to the Yemen peace process. Prentice
has also been involved in various international organisations including
UN Women, Dialogue Advisory Group, and Centre for Humanitarian
Dialogue. Prentice co-founded the Athena Consortium as part of which
she acts as Senior Manager on Mediation Support, Gender and Inclusion
for the Crisis Management Initiative (CMI) and as Senior Adviser to the
European Institute for Peace (EIP).

Antonia Potter Prentice, insani yardim kuruluglarinin ve kalkinma drgiitlerinin
kiiresel ag1 olan Ittifak 2015’in direkesriidiir. Prentice, Myanmar igin Ortak
Barig Fonu'na gegici Kidemli Cinsiyet Damgmani ve Birlesmis Milletler
Genel Sekreteri Yemen Ozel Elgisi Ofisi’ne teknik tavsiyeler vermek de dahil
olmak {izere insancil faaliyetler, kalkinma, baris yapma ve baris ingasi gibi
konularda sivil toplum biinyesinde 17 yillik bir ¢alisma tecriibesine sahiptir.
BM Kadinlari, Diyalog Danigma Grubu ve Insani Yardim Diyalogu Merkezi
gibi cesitli uluslararasi 6rgiitlerde gorev yapan Prentice, kuruculari arasinda
yer aldigt Athena Konsorsiyomu Arabuluculuk Destegi, Toplumsal Cinsiyet
ve Kaynastirma icin Kriz Yonetimi Insiyatifi'nde yoneticilik ve Avrupa Baris
Enstitiist’ne (EIP) bagdanismanlik yapmaktadir.
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Catherine Woollard

Catherine Woollard is the current Secretary General for ECRE, the
European Council for Refugees and Exiles, a pan-European alliance
of 96 NGOs protecting and advancing the rights of refugees, asylum
seekers and displaced persons. Previously she served as the Director of
the Brussels Office of Independent Diplomat, and from 2008 to 2014 she
was the Executive Director of the European Peacebuilding Liaison Office
(EPLO) — a Brussels-based network of not-for-profit organisations working
on conflict prevention and peacebuilding. She also held the positions
of Director of Policy, Communications and Comparative Learning at
Conciliation Resources, Senior Programme Coordinator (South East
Europe/CIS/Turkey) at Transparency International and Europe/Central
Asia Programme Coordinator at Minority Rights Group International.
Woollard has additionally worked as a consultant advising governments on
anti-corruption and governance reform, as a lecturer in political science,
teaching and researching on the EU and international politics, and for the

UK civil service.

Catherine Woollard, Avrupa Miilteci ve Siirgiinler Konseyi (ECRE) Genel
Sekreteridir. ECRE, Avrupa iilkelerinin ittifakina dayali ve uluslararasi
koruma alaninda ¢alisan yaklagik 96 sivil toplum kurulusunun tiye oldugu
bir agdir. Ge¢miste Bagimsiz Diplomatlar Grubuw’'nun Briiksel Ofis Direkeorii
olarak calisan Woollard 2008-2014 yillar1 arasinda ¢atismanin dnlenmesi ve
barigin ingaast tizerine ¢aligan sivil toplum kuruluglarinin olusturdugu bir ag
olan Avrupa Baris Insaast Irtibat Biirosu'nun direktorii olarak gorev yapmustir.
Conciliation Resourcesda Siyaset, [letisim ve Kargilastirmalt Ogrenme Birimi
Direktorii, Transparency Internationalda Giineydogu Avrupa ve Tirkiye
Kidemli Program Koordinatorii, Minority Rights Group'da Avrupa ve Orta
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Asya Program Koordinatorii olarak gorev yapmistr. Hitkiimetlere yolsuzluk
konusunda danigmanlik hizmeti vermis, akademisyen olarak Birlesik
Krallik'taki kamu kurumu ¢alisanlarina siyaset bilimi, AB {izerine egitim ve

arastirma ve uluslararasi politika alanlarinda dersler vermistir.
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Council of Experts /
Uzmanlar Kurulu Uyeleri

Bertie Ahern

Bertie Ahern is the former Taoiseach (Prime Minister) of Ireland, a position
to which he was elected following numerous Ministerial appointments as
well as that of Deputy Prime Minister. A defining moment of Mr Ahern’s
three terms in office as Taoiseach was the successful negotiation of the
Good Friday Agreement in April 1998. Mr Ahern held the Presidency of
the European Council in 2004, presiding over the historic enlargement of
the EU to 27 member states. Since leaving Government in 2008 Mr Ahern
has dedicated his time to conflict resolution and is actively involved with
many groups around the world. Current roles include Co-Chair of The
Inter Action Council; Member of the Clinton Global Initiative; Member of
the International Group dealing with the conflict in the Basque Country;
Honorary Adjunct Professor of Mediation and Conflict Intervention in
NUI Maynooth; Member of the Kennedy Institute of NUI Maynooth;
Member of the Institute for Cultural Diplomacy, Berlin; Member of the
Varkey Gems Foundation Advisory Board; Member of Crisis Management
Initiative; Member of the World Economic Forum Agenda Council on
Negotiation and Conflict Resolution; Member of the IMAN Foundation;
Advisor to the Legislative Leadership Institute Academy of Foreign Affairs;
Senior Advisor to the International Advisory Council to the Harvard

International Negotiation Programme; and Director of Co-operation
Ireland.

Tecriibeli bir siyasetci olan Bertie Ahern bir dizi bakanlik gérevinden sonra
Irlanda Cumhuriyeti Basbakani olarak gorev yapmustir. Bertie Ahern’in
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basbakanlik yaptgi dsnemdeki en belirleyici gelisme 1998 yilinin Nisan ayinda
Hayirli Cuma Anlasmast’yla sonuglanan baris goriismesi miizakerelerinin
baglatlmasi olmugstur. Ahern, 2004 yilinda Avrupa Konseyi baskanlig
gorevini yiiriitiirken Avrupa Birligi'nin tiye tilke saysinin 27’ye cikugs tarihsel
stiregte pay! olan en 6nemli isimlerden biri olmustur. 2008 yilinda aketif
siyasetten ¢ekilen Bertie Ahern o tarihten bu yana biitiin zamanini ¢atigma
¢oziimil ¢aligmalarina ayirmakea ve bu amagla pek ¢ok grupla temaslarda
bulunmakrtadir. Ahern’in hali hazirda sahip oldugu tinvanlar sunlardir: The
Inter Action Council Esbagkanligi, Clinton Kiiresel Insiyatifi Uyeligi, Bask
Ulkesindeki Catisma Uzerine Calisma Yiiriiten Uluslararast Grup Uyeligi,
Irlanda Ulusal Universitesi Arabuluculuk ve Catismaya Miidahale Boliimii
Fahri Profesorliigii, Berlin Kiiltiirel Diplomasi Enstitiisit Uyeligi, Varkey
Gems Vakfi Danisma Kurulu Uyeligi, Kriz Idaresi Inisiyatifi Uyeligi, Diinya
Ekonomik Forumu Miizakere ve Catisma Coziimii Forumu Konsey Uyeligi,
Harvard Uluslararast Miizakere Programi Uluslararast Danigmanlar Konseyi
Bagdanigmani.
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Dermot Ahern

Dermot Ahern is a former Irish Member of Parliament and Government
Minister and was a key figure for more than 20 years in the Irish peace
process, including in negotiations for the Good Friday Agreement and the
St Andrews Agreement. He also has extensive experience at the EU Council
level, including as a key negotiator and signatory to the Constitutional
and Lisbon Treaties. In 2005, he was appointed by the then UN Secretary
General Kofi Annan, to be a Special Envoy on the issue of UN Reform.

Gegmiste Irlanda Parlamentosu milletvekilligi ve kabinede bakanlik
gorevlerinde bulunan Dermot Ahern, 20 yildan fazla bir siire Irlanda baris
siirecinde anahtar bir rol oynamustir ve bu siire icinde Belfast Anlagmasi
(Hayirli Cuma Anlagmasi) ve St. Andrews Anlagsmast i¢in yapilan miizakerelere
dahil olmustur. AB Konseyi seviyesinde de 6nemli tecriibeleri olan Ahern, AB
Anayasasi ve Lizbon Antlasmalari siirecinde de 6nemli bir arabulucu ve imzact
olmustur. 2005 yilinda dénemin Birlesmis Milletler Genel Sekreteri Kofi
Annan tarafindan BM Reformu konusunda 6zel temsilci olarak atanmistir.
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Prof. Dr. Agkin Asan

Professor Dr. Agkin Asan is an executive board member of the Maarif
Foundation, a member of Turkey’s Democracy Platform, and a faculty
member at Istanbul Ticaret University. Elected asa Member of the Turkish
Grand National Assembly from Ankara, Prof. Dr. Asan served as a vice
president of the Parliamentary Assembly of the Mediterranean and was
a member of the Turkish Delegation of the Parliamentary Union of the
Organisation of the Islamic Conference during her time in parliamentary
office. She is a former Deputy Minister of Family and Social Policies (2011-
2014) and was Rector of Avrasya University in Trabzon between 2014-
2017.

Maarif Vakfi Miitevelli Heyeti tiyesi ve Tiirkiye Demokrasi Platformu kurucu
tiyesi olan Askin Asan, 23. Donem'de Ankara Milletvekili olarak Parlamentoda
gorev yaptt. TBMM'de Akdeniz Parlamenter Asamblesi (APA) Tiirk Grubu
Bagkan1, Milli Egitim, Genglik ve Spor Komisyonu ve IKOPAB Tiirk Grubu
Uyesi oldu. 2011-2014 Yillart arasinda Aile ve Sosyal Politikalar Bakanlig
Bakan Yardimcisi gorevini yiirtittii. 2014-2017 yillari arasinda Avrasya
Universitesi’nin rektorliigiinii yapan Asan, su an Istanbul Ticaret Universitesi
ogretim tyesidir.




CHANGES IN ANEW ERA OF TURKEY'S POLITICS
TURKIYE SIYASETINDE YENI DONEM VE DEGISEN DENGELER

Prof. Dr. Mehmet Asutay

Profressor Dr. Mehmet Asutay is a Professor of Middle Eastern and Islamic
Political Economy & Finance at the Durham University Business School,
UK. He researches, teaches and supervises research on Islamic political
economy and finance, Middle Eastern economic development and finance,
the political economy of the Middle East, including Turkish and Kurdish
political economies. He is the Director of the Durham Centre for Islamic
Economics and Finance and the Managing Editor of the Review of Islamic
Economics, as well as Associate Editor of the American Journal of Islamic
Social Science. He is the Honorary Treasurer of the BRISMES (British
Society for Middle Eastern Studies); and of the IAIE (International
Association for Islamic Economics).

Dr. Mehmet Asutay, Ingilteredeki Durham Universitesi'nin Isletme
Fakiiltesi'nde Ortadogu'nun Islami Siyasal Ekonomisi ve Finansi alaninda
profesor olarak gorev yapmaktadir. Asutay Tiirk ve Kiirt siyasal ekonomisi,
[slami siyasal ekonomi, ve Ortadogu'da siyasal ekonomi konularinda dersler
vermekte, arastirmalar yapmakta ve yapilan arasurmalara danigmanlik
yapmaktadir.
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Ali Bayramoglu

Ali Bayramoglu is a writer and political commentator. Since 1994, he has
contributed as a columnist for a variety of newspapers. He is currently a
columnist for Al-Monitor. He is a member of the former Wise Persons
Committee in Turkey, established by then-Prime Minister Erdogan.

Yazar ve siyaset yorumcusu olan Ali Bayramoglu uzun yillar giinliik yayinlanan
Yeni Safak gazetesinde kdse yazarligi yapmisur. Recep Tayyip Erdogan’in
basbakanligr déneminde olusturulan Akil Insanlar Heyetinde yer almustir.
Bayramoglu kése yazilarina su an Al-Monitorde devam etmektedir.
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Prof. Christine Bell

Professor Christine Bell is a legal expert based in Edinburgh, Scotland.
She is Professor of Constitutional Law and Assistant Principal (Global
Justice) at the University of Edinburgh, Co-director of the Global Justice
Academy, and a member of the British Academy. She was chairperson
of the Belfastbased human rights organization, the Committee on the
Administration of Justice, from 1995-7, and a founder member of the
Northern Ireland Human Rights Commission established under the terms
of the Belfast Agreement. In 1999 she was a member of the European
Commission’s Committee of Experts on Fundamental Rights. She is an
expert on transitional justice, peace negotiations, constitutional law and
human rights law. She regularly conducts training on these topics for
diplomats, mediators and lawyers, has been involved as a legal advisor in a
number of peace negotiations, and acted as an expert in transitional justice
for the UN Secretary-General, the Office of the High Commissioner for
Human Rights, and UNIFEM.

[skogya'nin baskenti Edinburgh’ta faaliyet yiiriiten bir hukuk¢udur. Edinburgh
Universitesinde Anayasa hukuku profesorii olarak ve ayni iiniversite
biinyesindeki Kiiresel Adalet Projesinde Midiir yardimcist olarak gorev
yapmaktadir. Ingiliz Akademisi iiyesi de olan Bell, 1995-1997 yillar1 arasinda
Belfast merkezli Insan Haklar1 6rgiitii Adalet Idaresi Komisyonu baskani ve
Belfast Anlagmast sartlari gergevesinde kurulan Kuzey Irlanda Insan Haklar:
Komisyonu kurucu iiyesi olarak gérev yapu. 1999:da ise Avrupa Komisyonu
Temel Haklar Uzmanlar Komitesi iyeliginde bulundu.Temel uzmanlik
alanlar1 Gegis Donemi Adaleti, Baris Miizakereleri, Anayasa Hukuku ve Insan
Haklart olan Prof. Bell, aynt zamanda bu konularda diplomat, arabulucu ve
hukukeulara egitim vermekte, BM Genel Sekreterligi, Insan Haklar1 Yiiksek
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Komiserligi Ofisi ve UNIFEM’in de dahil oldugu kurumlarda hukuk
danigmani olarak gorev yapmakradir.
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Cengiz Candar

Cengiz Candar is currently a columnist for Al-Monitor, a widely respected
online magazine that provides analysis on Turkey and the Middle East. He
is a former war correspondent and an expert on the Middle East. He served
as a special adviser to the former Turkish president, Turgut Ozal. Cengiz
Candar is a Distinguished Visiting Scholar at the Stockholm University
Institute for Turkish Studies (SUITS).

Kidemli bir gazeteci ve kdse yazart olan Candar uzun yillar Radikal gazetesi
icin kose yazarligi yapmusur. Al Monitor haber sitesinde kose yazarlig
yapmaktadir. Ortadogu konusunda 6énemli bir uzman olan Candar, bir
donem savas muhabiri olarak caligmis veTurkiye eski Cumhurbaskan:
merhum Turgut Ozal’a 6zel danismanlik yapmustir.
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Andy Carl

Andy Carl is an independent expert on conflict resolution and public
participation in peace processes. He believes that building peace is not
an act of charity but an act of justice. He co-founded and was Executive
Director of Conciliation Resources. Previously, he was the first Programme
Director with International Alert. He is currently an Honorary Fellow of
Practice at the School of Law, University of Edinburgh. He serves as an
adviser to a number of peacebuilding initiatives including the Inclusive
Peace and Transition Initiative at the Graduate Institute in Geneva, the
Legal Tools for Peace-Making Project in Cambridge, and the Oxford
Research Group, London.

Andy Carl catisma ¢oziimil ve bars siireglerine kamusal kaulimin saglanmast
tizerine ¢aligan bagimsiz bir uzmandir. Barigin ingaasinin bir hayirseverlik
faaliyetinden ziyade adaletin yerine getirilmesi ¢abast olduguna inanan
Carl, catsma Coziimii alaninda calisan etkili kurumlardan biri olan
Conciliation Resources'un kurucularindan biridir. Bir dénem Uluslararast
Uyari (International Alert) isimli kurumda Program Direkerii olarak gorev
yapan Carl, halen Edinburgh Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi biinyesinde Fahri
Bilim Kurulu Uyesi olarak gérev yapmaktadir. Baris insast iizerine calisan
Cenevre Mezunlar Insiyatifi biinyesindeki Baris ve Gegis Donemi Inisiyatifi,
Cambridge’te yiiriitillen Barigin Ingast igin Yasal Araglar Projesi ve Londrada
faaliyet yiirtiten Oxford Arastirma Grubu gibi bir dizi kurum ve olusuma
danigmanlik yapmaya devam etmektedir.
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Dr. Vahap Cogkun

Dr. Vahap Coskun is a Professor of Law at University of Dicle in Diyarbakir
where he also completed his bachelor’s and master’s degrees in law. Coskun
received his PhD from Ankara University Faculty of Law. He has written
for Serbestiyet and Kurdistan24 online newspaper. He has published
books on human rights, constitutional law, political theory and social
peace. Cogkun was a member of the former Wise Persons Commission in
Turkey (Central Anatolian Region).

Dr. Vahap Coskun Diyarbakirda, Dicle Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi'nde
ogretim iiyesidir. Lisans ve lisansiistii egitimini Dicle Universitesi’nde
tamamladiktan sonra Ankara Universitesi’nde Hukuk Doktoru tamamlamustir.
Serbestiyet ve Kurdistan 24 online gazetesinde makale yazan Cogkun, insan
haklari, anayasa hukuku, siyasal teori ve toplumsal baris konulu kitaplar
yayinlamigtir. Coskun, Akil Insanlar Komisyonu'nun Ig¢ Anadolu bélgesi
tiyesiydi.
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Aysegiil Dogan

Aysegiil Dogan is a journalist who has conducted interviews, created news
files and programmes for independent news platforms. She studied at the
Faculty of Cultural Mediation and Communications at Metz University,
and Paris School of Journalism. As a student, she worked at the Ankara
bureau of Agence-France Presse (AFP), the Paris bureau of Courier
International and at the Kurdish service of The Voice of America. She
worked as a programme creator at Radyo Ekin, and as a translator-journalist
for the Turkish edition of Le Monde Diplomatique. She was a lecturer at
the Kurdology department of National Institute of Oriental Languages
and Civilizations in Paris. She worked on political communications for a
long time. From its establishment in 2011 to its closure in 2016, she worked
as a programmes coordinator at IMC TV. She prepared and presented the
programme “Giindem Miizakere” on the same channel.

Bagimsiz haber platformlarina 6zel roportaj, haber dosyast ve programlar
hazirlayan gazeteci Aysegiil Dogan; Metz Universitesi Medyasyon Kiiltiirel ve
[letisim Fakiiltesi'nin ardindan egitimine Paris Yiiksek Gazetecilik Okulu’nda
devam etti. Okul yillarinda, Fransiz Haber Ajansi-AFP’nin Ankara, Courrier
International’in Paris biirosunda ve Amerikanin Sesi Kiirtce servisinde
gazeteciligi deneyimledi. Radyo Ekin'de programei, Le Monde Diplomatique
Tiirk¢e'de gevirmen gazeteci olarak calisti. Pariste yasadig: siire icinde Dogu
Dilleri ve Medeniyetleri Enstitiisti Kiirdoloji boliimiinde okutmanlik yapti.
Uzunca bir siire siyaset iletisimi ile ilgilendi. 2011'de kurulan IMC TV
2016'da kapatlana dek; program koordinatorii olarak calisti. Ayni kanalda
“Giindem Miizakere” programuini hazirladi ve sundu. Halen iilkesindeki pek
cok meslekeast gibi etik ilkelere bagl;; bagimsiz bir gazeteci olarak caligma
aray1s, istek ve heyecanini koruyor.
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Prof. Dr. Fazil Hiisnii Erdem

Dr. Fazil Hiisnii Erdem is Professor of Constitutional Law and Head of
the Department of Constitutional Law at Dicle University, Diyarbakar.
In 2007, Erdem was a member of the commission which was established
to draft a new constitution to replace the Constitution of 1982 which was
introduced following the coup d’etat of 1980. Erdem was a member of the
Wise Persons Committee in Turkey, established by then Prime Minister
Erdogan, in the team that was responsible for the South-eastern Anatolia
Region.

Fazil Hiisnii Erdem Dicle Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi Anayasa Hukuku
Anabilim Dali Bagkanidir. 2007°de, 1980 darbesinin takiben yiiriirliige giren
1982 darbe anayasasini degistirmek {izere kurulan yeni anayasa hazirlama
komisyonunda yer almistir. Erdem, 2013’de Ttirkiye Cumhuriyeti Hitkiimeti
tarafindan Demokratik agilim ve ¢oziim siireci kapsaminda olusturulan Akil
Insanlar Heyeti iiyesidir.
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Prof. Dr. Salomén Lerner Febres

Professor Dr. Salomén Lerner Febres holds a PhD in Philosophy from
Université Catholique de Louvain. He is Executive President of the Center
for Democracy and Human Rights and Professor and Rector Emeritus
of Pontifical Catholic University of Peru. He is former President of the
Truth and Reconciliation Commission of Peru. Prof. Lerner has given
many talks and speeches about the role and the nature of university, the
problems of scholar research in higher education and about ethics and
public culture. Furthermore, he has participated in numerous conferences
in Peru and other countries about violence and pacification. In addition,
he has been a speaker and panellist in multiple workshops and symposiums
about the work and findings of the Truth and Reconciliation Commission
of Peru. He has received several honorary doctorates as well as numerous
recognitions and distinctions of governments and international human

rights institutions.

Prof. Salomén felsefe alanindaki doktora egitimini BelcikadakiUniversité
Catholique de Louvainde tamamlamisur. Perudaki Pontifical Catholic
Universitesi’nin onursal rektrii sifatini tastyan Prof. Salomén Lerner Febres,
ayni {iniversite biinyesindeki Demokrasi ve Insan Haklari Merkezi'nin
de bagkanligini yapmaktadir. Peru Hakikat ve Uzlasma Komisyonu eski
baskanidir. Universitenin rolii ve dogast, akademik calismalarda karsilagilan
zorluklar, etik ve kamu kiiltiirii konulu ¢ok sayida konusma yapmus, siddet
ve pasifizm konusunda Peru basta olmak tizere pek ¢ok iilkede yapilan
konferanslara konusmact olarak katilmistir.
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Prof. Mervyn Frost

Professor Mervyn Frost teaches International Relations, and was former
Head of the Department of War Studies, at King’s College London, UK.
He was previously Chair of Politics at the University of Natal, Durban,
South Africa and was President of the South African Political Studies
Association. He currently sits on the editorial boards of International
Political Sociology and the Journal of International Political Theory,
among others. He is an expert on human rights in international relations,
humanitarian intervention, justice in world politics, democratising global
governance, the just war tradition in an era of New Wars, and ethics in a
globalising world.

Londradaki Kings College’in Savas Calismalari boliimiiniin bagkanligini
yapmaktadir. Daha o6nce Giiney Afrikanin Durban sehrindeki Natal
Universiteside Siyaset Bilimi boliimiiniin baskanligini yapmistir. Giiney
Afrika Siyaset Caligmalari Enstitlisi Bagkanligi goérevinde de bulunan
Profesér Frost, Insan Haklari ve Uluslararas: liskiler, Insancil Miidahale,
Diinya Siyasetinde Adalet, Kiiresel Yonetimin Demokratiklestirilmesi, Yeni
Savaslar Déneminde Adil Savas Gelenegi ve Kiiresellesen Diinyada Etik gibi
konularda uzman bir isimdir.
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Martin Griffiths

Martin Griffiths is a senior international mediator and currently the UN’s
Envoy to Yemen. From 1999 to 2010 he was the founding Director of the
Centre for Humanitarian Dialogue in Geneva where he specialised in
developing political dialogue between governments and insurgents in a
range of countries across Asia, Africa and Europe. He is a co-founder of
Inter Mediate, a London based NGO devoted to conflict resolution, and
has worked for international organisations including UNICEF, Save the
Children, Action Aid, and the European Institite of Peace. Griffiths has
also worked in the British Diplomatic Service and for the UN, including
as Director of the Department of Humanitarian Affairs (Geneva), Deputy
to the Emergency Relief Coordinator (New York), Regional Humanitarian
Coordinator for the Great Lakes, Regional Coordinator in the Balkans
and Deputy Head of the Supervisory Mission in Syria (UNSMIS).

Ust diizeyde uluslararast bir arabulucu olan Martin Griffiths, uluslararast
bir arabulucudur ve yakin zamanda BM Yemen Ozel Temsilcisi olarak
atanmustir. Asya, Afrika ve Avrupa kitalarindaki cesitli tilkelerde hitkiimetler
ile isyanct gruplar arasinda siyasal diyalog gelistirilmesi {zerine calisan
Cenevredeki  Insani Diyalog Merkezi'nin (Centre for Humanitarian
Dialogue) kurucu direktorii olan Martin Griffiths 1999-2010 yillart arasinda
bu gorevi sirdiirmiistiir. Catigma ¢oziimii iizerine ¢alisan Londra merkezli
Inter Mediate’in kuruculari arasinda bulunan Griffiths, UNICEF, Save the
Children ve Action Aid isimli uluslararasi kurumlarda da gorev yapmusur.
Ingiltere Diplomasi Servisi'ndeki hizmetlerinin yani sira Birlesmis Milletler
biinyesinde Cenevre Ofisi’'nde Insani Faaliyetler Boliimirnde yonetici, New
York ofisinde Acil Yardim Koordinatorii yardimeiligy, Biiytik Géller (Great
Lakes) bolgesinde Insani Yardim Koordinatorii, Balkanlarda BM Bolgesel
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Koordinatorii ve BM eski Genel Sekreteri Kofi Annan'in BM ve Arap Birligi
adina Suriye 6zel temsilciligi yapugi dénemde kendisine bag danigmanlik

yapmuistir.
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Kezban Hatemi

Kezban Hatemi holds an LL.B. from Istanbul University and is registered
with the Istanbul Bar Association. She has worked as a self employed
lawyer, as well as Turkey’s National Commission to UNESCO and a
campaigner and advocate during the Bosnian War. She was involved in
drafting the Turkish Civil Code and Law of Foundations as well as in
preparing the legal groundwork for the chapters on Religious Freedoms
and Minorities and Community Foundations within the Framework Law
of Harmonization prepared by Turkey in preparation for EU accession. She
has published articles on women’s, minority groups, children, animals and
human rights and the fight against drugs. She is a member of the former
Wise Persons Committee in Turkey, established by then Prime Minister
Erdogan, and sits on the Board of Trustees of the Technical University and
the Darulacaze Foundation.

Istanbul Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi'nden mezun olduktan sonra Istanbul
Barosuna kayitli olarak avukatlik yapmaya baglamisur. Serbest avukatlik
yapmanin yant stra UNESCO Tiirkiye Milli Komisyonu'nda hukukecu olarak
gdrev yapmus, Bosna savagi sirasinda siirdiiriilen savas karsiti kampanyalarda
akdf olarak yer almistr. Tiirkiye'nin Avrupa Birligi'ne tiyelik siireci geregi
hazirlanan Uyum Yasalari Cergeve Yasasinin Dini Ozgiirliikler, Azinliklar
ve Vakiflar ile ilgili boliimlerine iligkin hukuki calismalarda yer almis, Tirk
Ceza Kanunu ve Vakiflar Kanunu'nun taslaklarinin hazirlanmasinda gérev
almigtir. Insan haklari, kadin haklari, azinlik haklari, cocuk haklari, hayvan
haklar1 ve uyusturucu ile miicadele konularinda ¢ok sayida yazili eseri vardir.
Recep Tayyip Erdogan’in bagbakanligr déneminde olusturulan Akil Insanlar
Heyetinde yer almistir. Bunun yani sira Istanbul Universitesi ile Dariilacaze
Vakfi Miitevelli heyetlerinde gorev yapmaktadir.
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Dr. Edel Hughes

Dr. Edel Hughes is a Senior Lecturer in Law at Middlesex University. Prior
to joining Middlesex University, Dr Hughes was a Senior Lecturer in Law at
the University of East London and a Lecturer in Law and the University of
Limerick. She was awarded an LL.M. and a PhD in International Human
Rights Law from the National University of Ireland, Galway, in 2003 and
2009, respectively. Her research interests are in the areas of international
human rights law, public international law, and conflict transformation,
with a regional interest in Turkey and the Middle East. She has published

widely on these areas.

Dr. Edel Hughes, Middlesex Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi'nde kidemli
ogretim iiyesidir. Daha 6nce Dogu Londra Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi ve
Limerick Universitesi'nde gorev yapan Hughes, doktorasini 2003-2009 yillar:
arasinda Irlanda Ulusal Universitesi'nde Uluslararasi Insan Haklart Hukuku
alaninda tamamlamistir. Hughes'un birgok yayininin da bulundugu ¢alisma
alanlari icinde, Orta Dogu’yu ve Turkiye'yi de kapsayan sekilde, uluslararast
insan haklari hukuku, uluslararasi kamu hukuku ve catisma ¢oziimi yer
almaktadir.




~ CHANGES IN ANEW ERA OF TURKEY'S POLITICS
TORKIYE SIYASETINDE YEN DONEM VE DEGISEN DENGELER

Kadir inanir

Kadir Inanir was born in 1949 Fatsa, Ordu. He is an acclaimed actor and
director, and has starred in well over a hundred films. He has won several
awards for his work in Turkish cinema. He graduated from Marmara
University Faculty of Communication. In 2013 he became a member of
the Wise Persons Committee for the Mediterranean region.

Unlii oyuncu ve yonetmen Kadir Inanir, 100’ askin filmde rol almis ve
Tiirk sinemasina katkilarindan dolayr pek cok odiile layik goriismiistiir.
1949 senesinde Ordu, Fatsada dogan Inanir, Marmara Universitesi letisim
Fakiiltesi Radyo-Televizyon Bolimiinden mezun olmustur. 2013 senesinde
baris siirecini yonetmek amaciyla kurulan Akil Insanlar Heyeti’ne Akdeniz
Bolgesi temsilcisi olarak girmistir.
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Prof. Dr. Ahmet insel

Professor Ahmet Insel is a former faculty member of Galatasaray University
in Istanbul, Turkey and Paris 1 Panthéon Sorbonne University, France. He
is Managing Editor of the Turkish editing house, Iletisim, and member of
the editorial board of monthly review, Birikim. He is a regular columnist
at Cumburiyet newspaper and an author who published several books and
articles in both Turkish and French.

[letisim Yayinlari Yayin Kurulu Koordinatorliigiinii yiiriiten Ahmet Insel,
Galatasaray Universitesi ve Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne Universitesi’nde
ogretim tyesi olarak gorev yapmustir. Birikim Dergisi yayin kolektifi tiyesi ve
Cumbhuriyet Gazetesinde kose yazaridir. Tiirkge ve Fransizca olmak tizere gok
sayida kitab1 ve makalesi bulunmaktadir.
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Avila Kilmurray

Avila Kilmurray is a founding member of the Northern Ireland Women’s
Coalition. She was part of the Coalition’s negotiating team for the Good
Friday Agreement and has written extensively on community action, the
women’s movement and conflict transformation. She serves as an adviser
on the Ireland Committee of the Joseph Rowntree Charitable Trust as well
as a board member of Conciliation Resources (UK) and the Institute for
British Irish Studies. She was the first Women’s Officer for the Transport
& General Workers Union for Ireland (1990-1994) and from 1994-2014
she was Director of the Community Foundation for Northern Ireland,
managing EU PEACE funding for the re-integration of political ex-
prisoners in Northern Ireland as well as support for community-based peace
building. She is a recipient of the Raymond Georis Prize for Innovative
Philanthropy through the European Foundation Centre. Kilmurrary is
working as a consultant with The Social Change Initiative to support work
with the Migrant Learning Exchange Programme and learning on peace

building.

Avila Kilmurray, Kuzey Irlanda Kadin Koalisyonu'nun kurucusudur ve
bu siyasi partinin temsilcilerinden biri olarak Hayirli Cuma Anlagmas:
miizakerelerine kaulmistr. Toplumsal tepki, kadin hareketi ve causmanin
donitigiimii gibi konularda ¢ok sayida yazili eseri vardir. Birlesik Krallik ve
[rlandada aralarinda Conciliation Resources (Uzlasma Kaynaklari), the
Global Fund for Community Foundations (Toplumsal Vakiflar icin Kiirsel
Fon) , Conflict Resolution Services Ireland (irlanda Catisma Coziimii
Hizmetleri) ve the Institute for British Irish Studies (Britanya ve Irlanda
calismalari Enstitiisit) isimli kurumlarda yonetim kurulu tiyesi olarak gérev
yapmaktadir. 1990-94 yillari arasinda Ulagim ve Genel Isciler Sendikasi'nda




CHANGES IN ANEW ERA OF TURKEY'S POLITICS
TURKIYE SIYASETINDE YENI DONEM VE DEGISEN DENGELER

Kadinlardan Sorumlu Yonetici olarak ¢alismis ve bu gorevi yerine getiren ilk
kadin olmugtur. 1994-2014 yillart arasinda Kuzey Irlanda Toplum Vakfi'nin
direktorligiinii yapmis ve bu gorevi sirasinda eski siyasi mahkumlarin yeniden
entegrasyonu ile barisin toplumsal zeminde yeniden ingasina dair Avrupa
Birligi fonlarinin idaresini yiirtitmiigtiir. Avrupa Vakiflar Merkezi tarafindan
verilen Yenilik¢i Hayirseverler Raymond Georis Odiilitniin de sahibidir.
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Prof. Ram Manikkalingam

Professor Ram Manikkalingam is founder and director of the Dialogue
Advisory Group, an independent organisation that facilitates political
dialogue to reduce violence. He is a member of the Special Presidential
Task Force on Reconciliation in Sri Lanka and teaches politics at the
University of Amsterdam. Previously, he was a Senior Advisor on the Sri
Lankan peace process to then President Kumaratunga. He has served as
an advisor with Ambassador rank at the Sri Lanka Mission to the United
Nations in New York and prior to that he was an advisor on International
Security to the Rockefeller Foundation. He is an expert on issues pertaining
to conflict, multiculturalism and democracy, and has authored multiple
works on these topics. He is a founding board member of the Laksham
Kadirgamar Institute for Strategic Studies and International Relations,
Colombo, Sri Lanka.

Amsterdam Universitesi Siyaset Bilimi Bélimi'nde misafir Profesor olarak
gorev yapmaktadir. Sri Lanka devlet bagkanina bars siireci icin  danismanlik
yapmustir. Danismanlik goérevini hala stirdiirmektedir. Uzmanlik alanlart
arasinda catisma, cokkiiltiirliilitk, demokrasi gibi konular bulunan Prof. Ram
Manikkalingam, Sri Lankadaki Laksham Kadirgamar Stratejik Caligmalar ve
Uluslararasi Iligkiler Enstitiisii niin kurucu iiyesi ve yonetim kurulu iiyesidir.
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Bejan Matur

Bejan Matur is a renowned Turkey-based author and poet. She has
published ten works of poetry and prose. In her writing she focuses mainly
on Kurdish politics, the Armenian issue, minority issues, prison literature
and women’s rights. She has won several literary prizes and her work has
been translated into over 28 languages. She was formerly Director of the
Diyarbakir Cultural Art Foundation (DKSV). She is a columnist for the
Daily Zaman, and occasionally for the English version, Today’s Zaman.

Turkiye’nin 6nde gelen sair ve yazarlarindan biridir. Siir ve gazetecilik alaninda
yayimlanmis 10 kitab: bulunmaktadir. 2012 yilinin bagina kadar yazdigt
diizenli kdse yazilarinda Kiirt siyaseti, Ermeni sorunu, giindelik siyaset, azinlik
sorunlari, cezaevi yazilari ve kadin sorunu gibi konulari islemistir. Yapitlar: 28
degisik dile cevrilen Matur, ¢ok sayida edebiyat odiilti sahibidir. Diyarbakur
Kiltiir ve Sanat Vakfi Kurucu Bagkanligt gorevinde bulunmustur.
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Prof. Monica McWilliams

Professor Monica McWilliams teaches in the Transitional Justice Institute
at Ulster University in Northern Ireland. She currently serves on a three-
person panel established by the Northern Ireland government to make
recommendations on the disbandment of paramilitary organisations
in Northern Ireland. During the Northern Ireland peace process, Prof.
McWilliams co-founded the Northern Ireland Women’s Coalition political
party and was elected as a delegate to the Multi-Party Peace Negotiations,
which took place in 1996 to 1998. She was also elected to serve as a
member of the Northern Ireland Legislative Assembly from 1998 to 2003.
Prof. McWilliams is a signatory of the Belfast/Good Friday Agreement and
has chaired the Implementation Committee on Human Rights on behalf
of the British and Irish governments. For her role in delivering the peace
agreement in Northern Ireland, Prof. McWilliams was one recipient of the
John F. Kennedy Leadership and Courage Award.

Prof. Monica McWilliams, Ulster Universitesi'ndeki Gegis Dénemi Adaleti
Enstitiisi'ne bagl Kadin Caligmalari Bélimi'nde 6gretim tiyesidir. 2005-
2011 yillart arasinda Kuzey Irlanda Insan Haklart Komisyonu Komiseri olarak
Kuzey Irlanda Haklar Beyannamesi igin tavsiyeler hazirlamaktan sorumlu
olarak gorev yapmustir. Kuzey Irlanda Kadin Koalisyonu'nun kurucularindan
olan Prof. McWilliams 1998 yilinda Belfast (Hayirlt Cuma) Barig
Anlagmast’nin imzalanmastyla sonuglanan Cok Partili Baris Goriismeleri'nde
yer almusur.
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Hanne Melfald

Hanne Melfald worked with the Norwegian Ministry of Foreign Affairs
for eight years including as the Senior Adviser to the Secretariat of the
Foreign Minister of Norway before she became a Project Manager in HD’s
Eurasia office in 2015. She previously worked for the United Nations for
six years including two years with the United Nations Assistance Mission
in Afghanistan as Special Assistant to the Special Representative of the
Secretary-General. She has also worked for the United Nations Office for
the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs in Nepal and Geneva, as well
as for the Norwegian Refugee Council and the Norwegian Directorate
of Immigration. Melfald has a degree in International Relations from the
University of Bergen and the University of California, Santa Barbara, as
well as a Master’s degree in Political Science from the University of Oslo.

Hanne Melfald, bagdanigmanlik dahil olmak {izere 8 yil boyunca Norveg
Disisleri Bakanligs biinyesinde ¢esitli gorevlerde bulunmus, 2015 yilindan
itibaren Insani Diyalog icin Merkez isimli kurumun Avrasya biriminde
Proje Mudiirii olarak caligmaya baglamigtr. Gegmiste Birlesmis Milletler
binyesinde gorev almis, bu gorevi sirasinda 2 yil boyunca Birlesmis
Milletlerin Afganistan Yardim Misyonunda BM Genel Sekreteri Ozel
Temsilcisi olarak gorev yapmistur. Ayrica Birlesmis Milletler Cenevre Yerleskesi
biinyesinde bulunan Nepal Insani Yardim Koordinasyon Ofisinde de gorev
almisur. Bir dénem Norveg Siginmacilar Konseyi ve Norve¢ Go¢menlik
[sleri Miidiirliigiinde ¢alisan Hanna Melfald Norveg'in Bergen ve ABD’nin
Kaliforniya Universitelerinde aldigt Uluslararas: Iligkiler egitimini Olso
Universitesinde aldigs Siyaset Bilimi yiiksek lisans egitimiyle tamamlamustur.
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Roelf Meyer

Meyer is currently a consultant on international peace processes having
advised parties in Northern Ireland, Sri Lanka, Rwanda, Burundji, Iraq,
Kosovo, the Basque Region, Guyana, Bolivia, Kenya, Madagascar, and
South Sudan. Meyer’s experience in international peace processes stems
from his involvement in the settlement of the South African conflict
in which he was the government’s chief negotiator in constitutional
negotiations with the ANC’s chief negotiator and current South African
President, Cyril Ramaphosa. Negotiating the end of apartheid and paving
the way for South Africa’s first democratic elections in 1994, Meyer
continued his post as Minister of Constitutional Affairs in the Cabinet
of the new President, Nelson Mandela. Meyer retired as a Member of
Parliament and as the Gauteng leader of the National Party in 1996 and
co-founded the United Democratic Movement (UDM) political party
the following year. Retiring from politics in 2000, Meyer has since held a
number of international positions, including membership of the Strategy
Committee of the Project on Justice in Times of Transition at Harvard
University.

Roelf Meyer, Giiney Afrikadaki baris siirecinde iktidar partisi Ulusal Parti
adina bagmiizakereci olarak gérev yapmistir. O dénem Afrika Ulusal Kongresi
(ANC) adina bagmiizakereci olarak gorev yapan ve su an Giiney Afrika devlet
bagkani olan Cyril Ramaphosa ile birlikte yiirtittiigii miizakereler sonrasinda
Giiney Afrikadaki irkei apartheid rejim sona erdirilmis ve 1994 yilinda
tilkedeki ilk 6zgiir secimlerin yapilmast saglanmistr. Yapilan segim sonrast
yeni devlet baskani segilen Nelson Mandela kurdugu ilk hiikiimette Roelf
Meyer'e Anayasal ligkilerden Sorumlu Bakan olarak gorev vermistir. Roelf
Meyer 2011-2014 yillart arasinda Giiney Afrika Savunma Degerlendirme




CHANGES IN ANEW ERA OF TURKEY'S POLITICS
TURKIYE SIYASETINDE YENI DONEM VE DEGISEN DENGELER

Komitesine bagkanlik yapmus, ayni zamanda aktif olan bazi baris siireclerine
dahil olarak Kuzey Irlanda, Sri Lanka, Ruanda, Burundi, Irak, Kosova, Bask
Bolgesi, Guyana, Bolivya, Kenya, Madagaskar ve Giiney Sudanda causan
taraflara danismanlik yapmusur.
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Mark Muller QC

Mark Muller, QC, is a senior advocate at Doughty Street Chambers
(London) and the Scottish Faculty of Advocates (Edinburgh) where he
specialises in public international law and human rights. Muller is also
currently on the UN Department of Political Affairs Standby Team of
Mediation Experts and is the UN Special Envoy to Syria in the Syrian
peace talks. He has many years’ experience of advising numerous
international bodies, such as Humanitarian Dialogue (Geneva) and Inter-
Mediate (London) on conflict resolution, mediation, confidence-building,
ceasefires, power-sharing, humanitarian law, constitution-making and
dialogue processes. Muller also co-founded Beyond Borders and the
Delfina Foundation.

Mark Muller Londra merkezli Doughty Street Chambers Hukuk Biirosu’na
ve Edinburg'daki Isko¢ Avukatlar Birligi'ne bagli olarak calisan tecriibeli bir
hukukcudur. Uluslararast kamu hukuku ve insan haklari hukuku alaninda
uzman olan Muller, Afganistan, Libya, Irak ve Suriye gibi cesitli catisma
alanlarinda uzun seneler catisma ¢oziimii, arabuluculuk, catismasizlik ve
ikcidar paylasimi konusunda danigmanlik hizmet vermisti. 2005'den bu
yana Insani Diyalog icin Merkez (Centre for Humanitarian Dialogue),
Causma Otesi (Beyond Borders) ve Inter Mediate (Arabulucu) isimli
kurumlara kidemli danismanlik yapmakeadir. Harvard Hukuk Fakiiltesi tiyesi
olan Muller bir dénem Ingiltere ve Galler Barosu Insan Haklari Komisyonu
baskanligi ve Barolar Konseyi Hukukun Ustiinliigii Birimi baskanlig
gorevlerini de yiirtiemiistiir. Kiltiirel diyalog yoluyla barisi ve uluslararas
anlayisi tesvik etme amactyla Iskogyada kurulan Sinirlar Otesi (Beyond
Borders) isimli olusumun kurucusu olan Muller halen BM Siyasal liskiler
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Birimi biinyesindeki Arabulucular Destek Ekibinde Kidemli Arabuluculuk
Uzmani olarak gérev yapmakradir.
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Avni Ozgiirel

Mehmet Avni Ozgﬁrel is a Turkish journalist, author and screenwriter.
Having worked in several newspapers such as Daily Sabah and Radikal,
Ozgiirel is currently the editor in chief of the daily Yeni Birlik and a TV
programmer at TRT Haber. He is the screenwriter of the 2007 Turkish
film, Zincirbozan, on the 1980 Turkish coup d’état, Sultan Avrupa’da
(2009), on Sultan Abdiilaziz’s 1867 trip to Europe; and Mahpeyker (2010):
Kisem Sultan, on Késem Sultan. He is also the screenwriter and producer
of 2014 Turkish film, Darbe (Coup), on the February 07, 2012 Turkish
intelligence crisis. In 2013 he was appointed a member of the Wise Persons
Committee in Turkey established by then Prime Minister Erdogan.

Gazeteci-yazar Avni Ozgirel, uzun yillar Milliyet, Aksam, Sabah ve Radikal
gibi gesitli gazetelerde haber mudiurligi ve kose yazarligi yapu. 2013
yilinda Turkiye Cumhuriyeti Hitkiimeti tarafindan Demokratik agilim ve
¢oziim siireci kapsaminda olusturulan Akil Insanlar Heyeti iiyesidir. 1980
darbesini konu eden belgesel film Zincibozan (2007), Sultan Abdiilazizin
1867'de Avrupa’ya yapugt yolculugu konu eden Sultan Avrupada (2009),
Mahpeyker: Késem Sultan (2010) ve 7 Subat Milli Istihbarat Teskilat: (MIT)
operasyonunun anlauldigr “Darbe” filmleri senaristligini ve yapimciligini
iistlendigi projeler arasindadir. Ozgjirel, su anda Yeni Birlik gazetesinin sahibi
ve genel yayin yonetmenidir. Ayrica TRT Haberde program yapmaktadir.
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Prof. John Packer

Professor John Packer is Associate Professor of Law and Director of the
Human Rights Research and Education Centre (HRREC) at the University
of Ottawa in Canada. Prof. Packer has worked for inter-governmental
organisations for over 20 years, including in Geneva for the UN High
Commissioner for Refugees, the International Labour Organisation, and
for the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights. From 1995 to 2004,
Prof. Packer served as Senior Legal Adviser and then the first Director of
the Office of the OSCE High Commissioner on National Minorities in
The Hague. In 2012 — 2014, Prof. Packer was a Constitutions and Process
Design Expert on the United Nation’s Standby Team of Mediation Experts
attached to the Department of Political Affairs, advising in numerous
peace processes and political transitions around the world focusing on
conflict prevention and resolution, diversity management, constitutional

and legal reform, and the protection of human rights.

Dr. John Packer Kanadada Ottawa Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi’nde dogent
ve Insan Haklar1 Arastirma ve Egitim Merkezi (Human Rights Research and
Education Centre) miidiirtidiir. 20 yil boyunca Packer BM Miilteciler Yiiksek
Komiserligi, Uluslararasi Calisma Orgiitii ve BM Insan Haklari Yiiksek
Komiserligi gibi Cenevrede bulunan hitkiimetler arast rgiitlerde calismustr.
1995’ten 2004 e kadar Lahey'de Packer Kidemli Hukuk Danigmant, ardindan
da Ulusal Azinliklar Yitksek Komiserligi birinci miidiirii olarak gorev almustur.
2012-2014 yillarinda Packer BM Arabuluculuk Uzmanlar Ekibi siyasi iliskiler
biriminde Anayasa ve Siireglerin Tasarimi Uzmani olarak yer aldi. Diinyadaki
bircok baris stireci ve siyasi gecisler konusunda danigmanlik yapan Pecker,
catisma onleme ve ¢oziimii, cesitlilik yonetimi, anayasa ve hukuk reformlart
ve insan haklart korumasina odaklanmustir.
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Jonathan Powell

Jonathan Powell is the founder and CEO of Inter Mediate,an NGO devoted
to conflict resolution around the world. In 2014, Powell was appointed by
former Prime Minister David Cameron to be the UK’s Special Envoy to
Libya. He also served as Tony Blair’s Chief of Staff in opposition from
1995 to 1997 and again as his Chief of Staff in Downing Street from 1997
to 2007. Prior to his involvement in British politics, Powell was the British
Government’s chief negotiator on Northern Ireland from 1997 to 2007 and
played a key part in leading the peace negotiations and its implementation.

Ortadogu, Latin Amerika ve Asyada yasanan catismalarin ¢dziimii tizerine
calisan ve devletten bagimsiz arabuluculuk kurumu olan Birlesik Krallik
merkezli Inter Mediate'in - kurucusudur ve Icra Kurulu Baskanidir. 2014
yilinda Birlesik Krallik Bagbakani David Cameron tarafindan Libya
konusunda Ozel Temsilci olarak atanmistr. 1995-2007 yillari arasinda
Birlesik Krallik eski Bagbakani Tony Blair kabinesinde Bagbakanlik Personel
Daire Bagkanlig: gérevinde bulunmus, 1997 yilindan itibaren Kuzey Irlanda
sorununun ¢oziimil icin yapilan goériismelere Britanya adina bagmiizakereci
olarak kaulmistir. 1978-79 yillart arasinda BBC ve Granada TV igin gazeteci
olarak calismis, 1979-1994 yillar1 arasinda ise Britanya adina diplomatlik
yapmustir.
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Sir Kieran Prendergast

Sir Kieran Prendergast is a former British diplomat who served as the
Under-Secretary General for Political Affairs at the United Nations
from 1997 to 2005 and as High Commissioner to Kenya from 1992 to
1995 and to Zimbabwe from 1989 to 1992. During his time at the UN,
Prendergast stressed the human rights violations and ethnic cleansing
that occurred during the War in Darfur and was involved in the 2004
Cyprus reunification negotiations. Since his retirement from the UN, he
has conducted research at the Belfer Center for Science and International
Affairs (United States) and is a member of the Advisory Council of
Independent Diplomat (United States). Prendergast also holds a number
of positions, including Chairman of the Anglo-Turkish Society, a Trustee
of the Beit Trust, and Senior Adviser at the Centre for Humanitarian
Dialogue.

Birlesik Krallik Disisleri Bakanligi biinyesinde aralarinda Kibris, Tiirkiye,
[srail, Hollanda, Kenya ve ABD'de diplomat olarak galismistir. Birlesik Krallik
Disisleri ve Milletler Toplulugu Biirosu'nun (Foreign and Commonwealth
Office) Gliney Afrikadaki Apartheid rejimi ve Namibya konulariyla ilgilenen
birimine bagkanlik etmistir. Bir donem BM Siyasal Iliskiler Biriminde
Miistesar olarak calismis, BM Genel Sekreteri’nin Baris ve Giivenlik konulu
yonetim kurulu toplanularinin diizenleyiciligini yapmis, Afganistan, Burundi,
Kibris, Demokratik Kongo Cumhuriyeti, Dogu Timor gibi bolgelerde baris
cabalarina dahil olmustur.
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Rajesh Rai

Rajesh Rai was called to the Bar in 1993 with his areas of expertise
including human rights law, immigration and asylum law, and public
law. He has been treasurer of IMCB Chambers (London) since 2015 and
has also been a Director of an AIM-listed investment company where he
led their renewable energy portfolio. Rai is a frequent lecturer on a wide
variety of legal issues, including immigration and asylum law and freedom
of experience (Bar of Armenia), minority linguistic rights (European
Parliament), and women’s and children’s rights in areas of conflict (cross-
border conference to NGOs working in Kurdish regions). He is also
Founder Director of HIC, a community centred NGO based in Cameroon.

1993 yilinda Ingiltere ve Galler Barosu'na kaydolmustur. Insan Haklari
Hukuku, Gégmenlik ve Siginma Hakk: hukuku ile Kamu Hukuku temel
uzmanlik alanlaridir. Kamerundaki HIC isimli sivil toplum 6rgiitti ile
Ugandadaki Human Energy isimli sirketin kurucusudur. Bir dénem The
Joint Council for the Welfare of Immigrants — JCWI — (Gé¢menlerin Refaht
igin Ortak Konsey) direkeorliigiinii yapmustir. Basta Ingiltere ve Galler Barosu
Insan Haklart Komisyonu adina olmak iizere uluslararast alanda ozellikle
Avrupa, Asya, Afrika, ABD ve Hindistanda ¢ok ¢esitli hukuki konular iizerine

seminerler ve dersler vermistir.
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Sir David Reddaway

Sir David Reddaway is a retired British diplomat currently serving as Chief
Executive and Clerk of the Goldsmiths’ Company in London. During his
previous career in the Foreign and Commonwealth Office, he served as
Ambassador to Turkey (2009-2014), Ambassador to Ireland (2006-2009),
High Commissioner to Canada (2003-2006), UK Special Representative
for Afghanistan (2002), and Charge d’Affaires in Iran (1990-1993). His
other assignments were to Argentina, India, Spain, and Iran, where he was
first posted during the Iranian Revolution.

Halen cesitli 6zel sirket ve tiniversitelere danigman, yonetim kurulu iiyesi ve
konstiltasyon uzmani olarak hizmet etmektedir. 2016 yilinin Ocak ayindan
bu yana Londra Universitesi biinyesindeki Goldsmith Koleji’nde Konsey iiyesi
ve Goldsmith sirketinde yonetici katip olarak gorev yapmaya baglamustr. Bir
donem Birlesik Krallik adina Tiirkiye ve Irlanda Cumhuriyeti Biiyiikelgisi
olarak gdrev yapan Reddaway bu gorevinden 6nce Birlesik Krallik adina
Kanadada Yiiksek Misyon Temsilcisi, Afganistan'da Ozel Temsilci, Iran'da ise
Diplomatik temsilci olarak gorevyapmustir. Bu gorevlerinin yani sira Ispanya,
Arjantin, ve Hindistan'da diplomatik gorevler tistlenmistir.
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Prof. Naomi Roht-Arriaza

Professor Naomi Roht-Arriaza is a Distinguished Professor of Law at the
Hastings College of Law, University of California (San Francisco) and is
renowned globally for her expertise in transitional justice, international
human rights law, and international humanitarian law. She has extensive
knowledge of, and experience in, post-conflict procedures in Latin America
and Africa. Roht-Arriaza has contributed to the defence of human rights
through legal and social counselling, her position as academic chair, and
her published academic works.

Prof. Naomi Roht-Arriaza Amerika Birlesik Devletleri'nin San Francisco
sehrindeki UC Hastings College of the Law isimli Hukuk okulunda 6gretim
{iyesi olarak gorev yapmaktadir. Gegis Donemi Adaleti, Insan Haklar1 Thlaller,
Uluslararas: Ceza Hukuku ve Kiiresel Cevre Sorunlari gibi konular uzmanlik
alanina girmektedir.
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Prof. Dr. Mehmet Ufuk Uras

Mehmet Ufuk Uras is a co-founder and member of social liberal Greens
and the Left Party of the Future, founded as a merger of the Greens and the
Equality and Democracy Party. He was previously a former leader of the
now-defunct University Lecturers’ Union (Ogretim Elemanlar: Sendikas1)
and was elected the chairman of Freedom and Solidarity Party in 1996.
Ufuk resigned from the leadership after the 2002 general election. Ufuk
ran a successful campaign as a “common candidate of the Left”, standing
on the independents’ ticket, backed by Kurdish-based Democratic Society
Party and several left-wing, environmentalist and pro-peace groups in the
2007 general election. He resigned from the Freedom and Solidarity Party
on 19 June 2009. After the Democratic Society Party was dissolved in
December 2009, he joined forces with the remaining Kurdish MPs in the
Peace and Democracy Party group. On 25 November 2012, he became a
co-founder and member of social liberal Greens and the Left Party of the
Future, founded as a merger of the Greens and the Equality and Democracy
Party. Ufuk is a member of the Dialogue Group and is the writer of several
books on Turkish politics.

Prof. Dr. Mehmet Ufuk Uras Istanbul Universitesi Tktisat Fakiiltesi'nde lisans,
yiiksek lisans ve doktora 6grenimini tamamladiktan sonra, milletvekili secilene
kadar Istanbul Universitesi Iktisat Fakiiltesi, Siyaset Bilimi ve Uluslararast
lliskiler Boliimiinde yardimci dogent doktor olarak gérev yapmistr. 22
Temmuz 2007 genel segimlerinde Istanbul 1. Bolgeden bagimsiz milletvekili
adayr olmustur. Secimlerin sonucunda %3,85 oraniyla yani 81.486 oy alarak
[stanbul 1. Bélgeden bagimsiz milletvekili olarak 23. dénem meclisine

girmistir. Secimler oncesinde liderliginden ayrildigi Ozgiirlitk ve Dayanisma
Partisi (ODP) Genel baskanligina 11 Subat 2008:de yapilan 5. Olagan
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Kongresi'ni takiben geri donmiistiir. 17 Haziran 2009 tarihinde, partinin dar
grupeu bir anlayisa kaydigi diisiincesi ve sol siyasetin daha genis bir yelpazeye
ulasmast iddiastyla bir grup arkadastyla Ozgiirliik ve Dayanisma Partisbnden
istifa_etmigti. ODPxden ayrilisiyla birlikte Esitlik ve Demokrasi Partisi
kurulus siirecine katulmigtir. DTPonin 19 kisiye diisiip grupsuz kalmasindan
sonra, Kiirt sorununun parlamentoda ¢dziilmesi gerektigini savunarak Barig
ve Demokrasi Partisi (BDP) grubuna kaulmigtr. Ufuk Uras, se¢im siirecinde,
kurulus cagrisini yapug Esitlik ve Demokrasi Partisbne tiye olmustur. 25
Kasim 2012’de kurulan Yesiller ve Sol Gelecek Partisinin kurucularindandir
ve ayn1 zamanda PM fiiyesidir. Uras'in ok sayidaki yayinlart arasinda “ODP
Séylesileri”, “Ideolojilerin Sonu mu?” (Marksist Arastirmalari Destek
Odiilir), “Sezgiciligin Sonu mu?”, “Bagka Bir Siyaset Miimkiin”, “Kurtulus
Savasinda Sol”, “Siyaset Yazilar1” ve “Alternatif Siyaset Arayislar” “Sokaktan
Parlamentoya” “Soz Meclisten Disar1” ve “Meclis Notlar1” adli kitaplart da
bulunmakeadir.
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1

Prof. Dr. Sevtap Yokus

Professor Dr Sevtap Yokus is a Law Faculty Member at Istanbul Altinbas
University in the Department of Constitutional Law. She holds a PhD in
Public Law from the Faculty of Law, Istanbul University, awarded in 1995
for her thesis which assessed the state of emergency regime in Turkey with
reference to the European Convention on Human Rights. She is a widely
published expert in the areas of Constitutional Law and Human Rights
and has multiple years’ experience of working as a university lecturer at
undergraduate, postgraduate and doctoral level. She also has experience of
working as a lawyer in the European Court of Human Rights.

Prof. Dr. Sevtap Yokus Istanbul Altinbas Universitesi Anayasa Hukuku
Anabilim Dali 6gretim iiyesidir. Istanbul Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi
Kamu Hukuku Doktora Programi biinyesinde basladigi doktorasini “Avrupa
Insan Haklar1 Sézlesmesi'nin Tiirkiyede Olaganiistii Hal Rejimine Etkisi”
baslikls tezle 1995 yilinda tamamlamisur. Akademik gorevi sirasinda lisans,
yitksek lisans ve doktora asamasinda dersler veren Prof. Dr. Yokus 6zellikle
Anayasa Hukuku ve Insan haklart Hukuk alaninda uzmanlagmustir. Ayrica
Avrupa Insan Haklart Mahkemesi'ne bagvuruda pratik avukatlik deneyimi de
bulunmaktadir.
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