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Foreword

This report was prepared for DPI by journalist Ferda Balancar. It provides analysis of the
recent emergence of two new parties onto the Turkish political scene, both of which are
founded by figures who were prominent within the AK Party and in government. The author
provides an overview of what is known to date about these two new parties and assesses
the background of their leaders, the reasons for why two rather than one party have been
formed, despite both leaders coming from the same political ‘family’, and what this means
for the current constellation of political alliances in Turkey. The reception of these political
parties by the general public will, the author suggests, determine how the Kurdish question

is handled by the ruling party in the short and medium term.

DPI wishes to thank the author for this engaging report, which details the advent of two new
political parties in Turkey, potentially with important ramifications for the resolution
process. The views and opinions expressed in the report remain those of the authors and do

not necessarily reflect the official position of DPI.

Sincerely,

Kerim Yildiz



INTRODUCTION

As calendars turn to 2020, debates surrounding two new political parties have become
central to Turkish politics. Both parties were founded by figures formerly prominent within
AK Party ranks. One of the parties were founded by Ahmet Davutoglu, Prime Minister of
Turkey between 2014 and 2016, whereas the other party is led by Ali Babacan, one of the
original founders of AK Party and noted for his proficiency in economics. It is not yet entirely
clear what President Recep Tayyip Erdogan and AK Party’s approach towards these political
parties is going to be. Considering Erdogan’s 18 years in power, it is unlikely that his, or AK
Party’s, approach is going to be limited to harshness, oppression and intimidation. These
parties have the potential to change Turkish politics in a way which could hurt Erdogan; and
as such, it is obvious that Erdogan is not just going to employ techniques of oppression and

intimidation against them.

In this report, we are first going to look at the founding members of both political parties
and the discourses they adopted during this time. Accordingly, we will analyze both parties’
current discourses regarding the Kurdish problem and the resolution process while at the
same time considering the backgrounds of their members. We will then look at President
Erdogan and AK Party’s attitude towards these new political parties. In doing so, we will also
consider the attitudes of other political actors, including MHP, with whom Erdogan has
formed alliances in the past few years, towards the new political parties. The emerging
picture will provide us with clues to the possible courses that Turkish politics might take in

2020.

In concluding, we will look at how the new political parties might objectively affect the

Kurdish problem and the resolution process.



THE TWO NEW POLITICAL PARTIES

IA- AHMET DAVUTOGLU’S FUTURE PARTY

The first political party to rise out of AK Party ranks is the Future Party, officially founded
on 13 December 2019 by Ahmet Davutoglu, who served as Turkey’s Prime Minister
between 2014 and 2016. In looking at Future Party’s composition, let us first briefly

consider its leader Davutoglu’s background.

Born in 1959, Ahmet Davutoglu was an academic at Bogazici University, his alma mater,
for some years. Even as a young academic, Davutoglu was known for his Islamism; his
interest and expertise in the Islamic world in general and in the Middle East in particular
was also well-known. As well as speaking English, Davutoglu is also highly proficient in

Arabic.

A little-known fact about Davutoglu is that during the 28 February process, between
1998 and 2002, he taught at the War Academies and the Armed Forces College, where
staff officers are trained. It is particularly interesting that Davutoglu was able to teach at
the most important educational institution of the Turkish Armed Forces at the time
between 1995 and 2001 when an intense campaign of oppression and intimidation was
waged against the Welfare Party and the Islamic community; not least because the
Armed Forces was the public face of such policies at the time. Indeed, during the same
period, Davutoglu had to resign from Bogazici University, where he had worked for years,
because of his Islamism and start working at another university. That he was able to
teach at the War Academies during the 28 February period shows that Davutoglu has a
longstanding relationship with the security bureaucracy, which is known for its secular

sensibilities.

During the first term of AK Party, which rose to power in 2002, Ahmet Davutoglu became
the Prime Minister’s principal consultant upon Abdullah Gil’s invitation. He later
received the title of ambassador. Davutoglu served the ruling power as a consultant in

the 2002 — 2009 period; he was the Minister of Foreign Affairs in the 2009 — 2014 period
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and the Prime Minister between 2014 — 2016. His relationship with President Erdogan
deteriorated after 2016, and shortly before founding the Future Party, he was expelled
from AK Party. Even such an abridged biography is enough to show that Ahmet
Davutoglu was among the key figures of the resolution process of 2013 — 2015.
Davutoglu was the Foreign Minister in the early 2010s, when the foundations of the
resolution process were first laid down, and he was the Prime Minister and AK Party
Chairperson in late 2015 and 2016, when the resolution process was “shelved,” in
President Erdogan’s words. Although he hasn’t publicly said anything to acknowledge the
fact, Davutoglu is widely perceived to be the chief responsible party for the current state
of the resolution process alongside President Erdogan. This is the main reason why

Davutoglu’s Future Party is received with suspicion and reservation by the Kurdish public.

Let us now look at the founding members of Davutoglu’s Future Party. Officially founded
on 13 December 2019, the founding petition presented to the Constitutional Court by
the Future Party was undersigned by 154 individuals, 15 of whom are women. Among
these individuals, the most public figures are those who actively served in AK Party until
2016, when Davutoglu’s run as the prime minister ended. Selcuk Ozdag and Ayhan Sefer
Ustiin were MPs who were expelled from AK Party at the same time as Davutoglu.
Another founding member, Selim Temurci, was AK Party’s istanbul Provincial Chair
between 2015 and 2018. A prominent figure within the party, Temurci is a former
student of Davutoglu who has been close to him since his years in the university.

Spokesperson of the Future Party, Temurci is currently among its most public figures.

The founding documents of the party do not contain a new or different discourse or
suggestion regarding the Kurdish problem and the resolution process that might set it
apart from the other parties. In looking at the potential developments regarding the
resolution process in 2020 below, we will also discuss why this might be the case.
However, in terms of the founding members it would be accurate to say that among the
ranks of the Future Party, there are no prominent Kurdish political figures known for
their commitment to the resolution process, or esteemed by the Kurdish public. Among
the founding members, Cuma igten is the most well-known figure among Kurds; between

2011 and 2015 he served as AK Party’s Diyarbakir MP. Also a founding member of AK
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Party, icten is known more for his Islamism than his Kurdishness. Noted for his closeness
to Davutoglu after 2015, icten hasn’t said or done anything about the Kurdish problem
and the resolution process that might set him apart so far. As such, icten being a
founding member of the Future Party is not particularly important for the Kurdish public.
The same holds true for other Kurdish politicians in the Future Party. In other words, the
Kurdish politicians among Future Party’s founding members are not esteemed figures for

the Kurdish public, and they will not win the Kurdish vote.

Looking at the founding process of the Future Party, we note that like almost all other
parties in Turkish politics, it is a typical “leader-oriented party”. Apart from Davutoglu,
none of the former AK Party members in the Future Party were ever part of AK Party’s A-
Team through all of its 18 years. In other words, none of the important figures in AK
Party who were part of the important ministries — Foreign, Interior, National Defense,
Justice, Finance — came over to the Future Party. In fact, the figures who followed

Davutoglu to the Future Party are part of AK Party’s “B-Team”.

Other members of the Future Party not from AK Party are far from being well-known
public figures who might draw voters to the Party with their presence. Looking at the
regional distribution of the Party’s founding members, we see that next to Konya,
Davutoglu’s hometown, Central Anatolian cities such as Kirikkale and Kirsehir as well as
Eastern Anatolian cities such as Erzurum, Erzincan and Kars are heavily represented.
Considering that especially during AK Party’s later years, individuals from Black Sea
Region cities like Trabzon, Giresun, Samsun — but chiefly Rize, President Erdogan’s
hometown — became overrepresented in both politics and bureaucracy, a fact which has
drawn the attention and even the reaction of the public, the representation of Central
and Eastern Anatolia in Davutoglu’s party is significant. With this gesture, it appears that
the Future Party wants to draw the support of the Kurdish and Central Anatolian
constituencies alienated by the overrepresentation of the Black Sea Region in politics

during the last few years.



IB- AL BABACAN'’S PARTY

Babacan was noted for being among the youngest founding members of AK Party in 2001
— born in 1967, he was 34 at the time AK Party was founded. In those days, Babacan
wasn’t a publicly known figure. However, Babacan occupied a number of very important
positions in the 18 years of AK Party rule. He served in various ministerial positions
without interruption for 13 years in all of the AK Party governments until August 2015.
For most of this time, Babacan was the Minister or Deputy Minister of Economic Affairs.
Between 2005 and 2008 he was the Chief Negotiator for Turkish Accession to the
European Union, and between 2007 — 2009 he served as the Minister of Foreign Affairs.
After four years of silence, in July 2019 Ali Babacan resigned from AK Party and in
announcing his resignation to the public, also said that he was in the process of forming a

new political party.

Two things are publicly noted about Ali Babacan; the first of these is that he is close to
Abdullah Gil, who preceded Erdogan as the president. It is known that Babacan joined
AK Party — and politics in general — upon Abdullah Gil’s invitation during AK Party’s
founding phase; Babacan is still close to Gil. In 2017, during the transition to the
presidential system of government, Babacan announced his support for the

parliamentary system, as Gl did, and he continues to support this position.

Babacan is also known for his knowledge of, and command over economics as well as the
great reputation he enjoys in the global market among international investors. However,
this reputation might also be used against him by President Erdogan, his political rival.
Indeed, in a TV programme he joined in 5 January, Erdogan said: “When the financial
crisis of 2008 broke out, | said that it would pass us by. There are those who are now
forming their own parties, and those people disagreed with me back then. That was
because they received their orders from the IMF; however, | insisted on my position.
They were supporters of the interest rate. | want to lower the interest rates at all times.
Interest rates are the cause, inflation is the result; these are directly proportional. You
lower the interest rates, you lower the inflation.” Thus, Erdogan talked about Babacan

without actually mentioning his name. The next day, on 6 January, Ali Babacan answered



Erdogan: “I am ready to reevaluate the past from any and all angles; however, we need
to focus on Turkey’s present conditions, and its future. Here are a few current numbers
where interest rates are concerned: The interest rate paid by the central administration
budget went up from 57 billion Turkish Liras in 2017 to 74 billion Turkish Liras in 2018.
According to the government’s programme, interest payments are 103 billion TL in 2019
and 139 billion TL in 2020. This is the important thing — the interest paid by the state to
the market, which it procures from the taxes it collects from its citizens, went from 57
billion to 139 billion TL in just three years. It increased by 144 %. Moreover, Turkey is
facing huge problems such as the high cost of living and unemployment.” Of course,
media and the printed press are almost totally controlled by President Erdogan, and so

Babacan’s answer was mostly shared on social media outlets.

Babacan’s political party is being criticized by Erdogan despite not being officially
founded vyet; this provides us with important clues for the near future. It is suggested
behind the scenes in Ankara, as well as by the public, that Babacan’s party has the
potential to reach to a wider constituency compared to Davutoglu’s Future Party, and to
win over more voters; and that Erdogan is worried by this. The statement by Erdogan

guoted above might be an expression of the concern he feels in this regard.

Babacan’s slowness in establishing his party has garnered a lot of attention. Despite
announcing that they aimed to have founded the party by the end of 2019, the Babacan
team has made no announcements about the date of official founding yet. However,
sources close to Babacan are saying that the party will be officially founded in the week

of 20 January.

The founding members of Ali Babacan’s party are not yet known, either. It is known that
former ministers Besir Atalay and Sadullah Ergin are in Babacan’s inner circle. As such,
comparing the situation with the “B-Team” status of Davutoglu’s Future Party, things are
different with Babacan’s team. Besir Atalay, clearly a companion of Babacan, has been a
senior figure within AK Party ever since its establishment. He served in important
ministerial positions in AK Party governments from 2002 to 2015 such as Minister of

State, Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of the Interior; he was one of the chief
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architects of the Kurdish resolution process between 2013 and 2015. Like Atalay,
Sadullah Ergin was also a very important name in AK Party until the last few years. He
was AK Party’s Group Deputy Chair between 2003 — 2009; and he served as the Minister
of Justice between 2009 — 2013. Like Atalay, Ergin is also known by the public for being a
prominent supporter of the resolution process among AK Party ranks. Between 2009 —
2013, when he served as the Minister of Justice, Ergin’s efforts to establish a legal

infrastructure for the resolution process were widely noted.

Considering that Besir Atalay and Sadullah Engin both used to be part of AK Party’s “A-
Team,” it is possible to say that Babacan’s party has the advantage over Davutoglu’s
Future Party in terms of its members. Another name that bears mentioning is Hasim Kilig,
the former President of the Constitutional Court. Kiligc occupied this position between
1999 — 2015, and during this period, he often talked publicly about the need for a new
constitution, democratic rule of law and judicial reforms. Kili¢ was harshly critical of AK
Party’s indecision and hesitation regarding judicial democratization and constitutional
reform; since his retirement in 2015, he hasn’t been part of any political activities. He
attracted some amount of attention when, in an interview dated October 2019, he said,

“l would gladly support a party founded by Ali Babacan.”

These three figures are certain to be part of Ali Babacan’s party; also, they are all known
for their support of, and courage regarding the democratic resolution of the Kurdish

problem.

At the same time, Ali Babacan has never said anything positive or negative about the
resolution process. This is a better position than that of Davutoglu, who was the Prime
Minister during the time the resolution process ended; however, the public, and
especially the Kurds, are eagerly waiting to hear Babacan’s approach to the Kurdish
problem. In a TV programme on 28 December 2019, Babacan didn’t say anything
explicitly about the resolution of the Kurdish problem, but he did say HDP Chair
Selahattin Demirtas’s pre-trial detention was a mistake, and underlined the necessity of
protecting HDP’s political legitimacy by noting that “the political movement lead by

Demirtas is very important for Turkish politics.” The members as well as the founding

11



documents of Babacan’s party will clarify the party’s attitude towards the Kurdish

problem and the resolution process.

IC- WHY TWO PARTIES? THE ROLE OF ABDULLAH GUL

Since the second half of 2019, when it became publicly known that both Ahmet
Davutoglu and Ali Babacan were going to form their own parties, the most important
guestion on everyone’s mind was, “Why are they forming two separate parties instead of
working together?” A short while after, both parties announced that the decision to act
separately was made by Ali Babacan. In a TV programme dated 10 December 2019,
Babacan said, “Davutoglu wants to form a leader-oriented party in which he will be at

the forefront; we want to be a team-oriented party.”

It is widely accepted that the Future Party is indeed a leader-oriented party centered
around Ahmet Davutoglu; however, the real reason behind the Babacan — Davutoglu
separation is a disagreement that occurred between Abdullah Gl and Davutoglu 6 years
ago. When his presidency ended in 2014, Abdullah Giil expected to become AK Party’s
Chair and Prime Minister. However, Erdogan was planning ahead for the presidential
system, or rather, the Turkish style “executive presidential system of government” and
so he prevented Gul from achieving this aim. In 2014, the distribution of power within
the party didn’t favour Erdogan as much as it does today, and so he offered Ahmet
Davutoglu the position of the Prime Minister as well as AK Party’s leadership. Davutoglu
accepted the offer. This didn’t just mean that Gil would have to say goodbye to AK
Party’s leadership and the position of the Prime Minister. It also meant that the road to
Erdogan’s preferred presidential system of government would be paved. Indeed, after
just two years Davutoglu would have to step down from both positions at Erdogan’s
request. As such, the current presidential system of government, now criticized as a
“one-man regime”, was achieved without much in-party resistance against Erdogan.
Looking back, had Davutoglu refused Erdogan’s offer in 2014 and opposed the
presidential system alongside Giil, Erdogan wouldn’t have been able to bring about the

presidential system so quickly and easily. This is how Gil and Davutoglu parted ways.
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ID- ARE CHANGING ALLIANCES A POSSIBILITY?

This process might trigger a number of scenarios in 2020. Gll and Babacan are not
reticent about their partnership, and they speak of their desire to return from the
presidential system of government to a strengthened parliamentary system at every
opportunity. “A return to the parliamentary system” as political discourse is often
employed by the CHP — IYl Party bloc in opposition to the AK Party — MHP bloc, as well.
As such, it is possible that Babacan’s political party might nominate a joint candidate
with the CHP — IYI Party alliance in the next presidential election, promising a return to
the parliamentary system. It is highly likely that this “joint candidate” opposing Erdogan
might be Gl.

Gul, who spoke of his support of the parliamentary system against the presidential
system from the very beginning, was mentioned as a likely joint candidate for the 24
June 2018 election as well. However, 1Yl Party’s leader Meral Aksener had opposed this
idea at the time, and so Giil wasn’t nominated. If Babacan’s party receives widespread
public support, Abdullah Gl is highly likely to become CHP’s and Babacan’s party’s joint

presidential candidate, regardless of 1Yl Party’s wishes.

There is one more thing that needs to be noted in the context of the Babacan — Giil
relationship. Babacan says that his party is going to be “team-oriented rather than
leader-oriented;” the most influential figure of this new political party is going to be
Abdullah Giil, even if he is not showcased. Gil’s support for Babacan’s party would be

important not just for the party’s future, but also for the future of Turkish politics.

WHAT WILL PRESIDENT ERDOGAN AND AK PARTY DO ABOUT THE NEW POLITICAL
PARTIES?

As in 2019, it appears that President Erdogan’s attitudes and choices are going to be

central for Turkish politics in 2020 as well. Erdogan’s attitude will be determining not just
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in the context of the Kurdish problem but also for the “politics of alliances”. The “politics
of alliances,” the various alliances established between a number of political parties
particularly during the transition to the presidential system of government, is currently
grouped around two centers: the People’s Alliance between AK Party and MHP, and the
Nation Alliance between CHP and IYl Party. Even though it's not part of the Nation
Alliance, HDP has a degree of influence over election results through its indirect support

of the Nation Alliance, as the last elections demonstrated.

The emergence of two separate parties from within AK Party might radically alter this
picture in 2020. Even though it seems unrealistic at first to suppose that two parties
emerging from within AK Party itself might form an alliance with AK Party, considering
the changeable nature of Turkish politics and Erdogan’s pragmatic and flexible approach

to politics, 2020 might bring along unexpected changes for Turkish politics.

Like Erdogan and AK Party, the opposition parties as well as Kurdish politics — chiefly HDP
— are watching out for the new political parties and their public reception. For CHP and
IYl Party, the main thing is the new parties’ potential to take away from AK Party’s
voters; however, the attitude of these two new parties towards their Nation Alliance is

also going to be important.

For Kurdish politics, represented chiefly by HDP, it is a different story. Since the 1990s,
the Kurdish movement has upheld its legal struggle in Turkish politics; however, in the
last few years in particular, its legitimacy has been questioned like never before. Even
the CHP — Yl Party alliance, which HDP supported in the 2019 local elections, is afraid of
normalizing its relations with HDP. The “political loneliness” of HDP and the Kurdish
movement might be overcome with the attitude and choices of the new political parties.
Davutoglu’s Future Party gave the first positive indication of this when Deputy Chair
Ayhan Sefer Ustiin gave an interview to the Mesopotamia Agency, a news agency known
for its proximity to HDP, on 1 January and said, “We won’t push away any parties. We
don’t mean to marginalize HDP. Not HDP, and not its supporters.” Such a statement
might be thought to be quite unremarkable under normal circumstances; however, in

Turkey in 2020, circumstances are far from normal and so the statement itself is not

14



unremarkable. For the last three or four years, all political parties pay visits to one
another during religious and national holidays; however, no mainstream political party
visits HDP. This is one of the most striking symptoms of HDP’s “political loneliness”. As
such, a visit paid by the Future Party to HDP is significant for the future, even if it’s only

symbolic.

At the same time, since Babacan’s party is not yet formed and nobody involved with the
party apart from Babacan has publicly spoken, it is difficult to say what this party’s
attitude and policies concerning the Kurdish problem and HDP might be. We know from
sources close to Babacan that in the run-up to the formation of his party, 24 different
subjects were drawn up, including the Kurdish problem; that journalists, writers,
academics and opinion leaders from diverse backgrounds were consulted on these
subjects; and finally, that Besir Atalay led the discussion on the Kurdish problem. We
noted above that Babacan had said that the HDP leader should not be kept in pre-trial
detention, and that HDP’s representation was important; this is about the extent of
actual information we currently have on Babacan’s position regarding this matter. In
other words, there is not enough data yet to analyze the movement’s general policies
concerning the Kurdish problem. However, the general impression we get from the
backrooms of Ankara and sources close to Babacan is that for the Kurds who have given
up hope for AK Party and HDP, interest in Babacan’s party is higher compared to

Davutoglu’s party.

IIA- TWO SCENARIOS

Considering all these developments, it looks as if Erdogan is going to have to adopt one
of two possible approaches concerning the Kurdish problem and the resolution process.
In the first scenario, Erdogan will maintain his current position, and adopt an even
harsher attitude. He will try to include IYI Party in the AK Party — MHP alliance. 1Yl Party
received 10 % of the popular vote in the last election; regarding the Kurdish problem and
the resolution process, its approach is no different to that of MHP, from which 1Yl Party

splintered. IYl Party’s unwillingness was the main reason why HDP couldn’t establish a
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closer and more open working relationship with the Nation Alliance. As such, 1Yl Party
might well become part of a political movement that forces Erdogan to adopt an even
harsher attitude concerning the Kurdish problem. However, there are two obstacles to
this happening. Firstly, MHP wouldn’t want to be part of the same alliance with 1Yl Party.
Secondly, even if both the MHP and Yl Party administrations were to be persuaded by
Erdogan, 1Yl Party’s support base wouldn’t want such an alliance. A People’s Alliance
including 1Yl Party might not be able to bring 51 % of the popular vote to Erdogan, which
he needs for the presidential elections. As such, this first scenario contains serious risks

for Erdogan.

According to the second scenario, in order to prevent his Kurdish constituency from
shifting their support to the new parties, Erdogan might have to bring back to the table
the resolution process which he had shelved, or “put in the fridge,” in his own words. Of
course, this would signify the end of the alliance between AK Party and MHP. As a result,
Erdogan and AK Party would attempt to form a new alliance with the two new parties, as
well as with CHP. Erdogan is a pragmatist with a talent for political maneuvering;
therefore, if he believes that circumstances necessitate such a scenario, he would do
this. If he believes that this is the way to get the 51% of the popular vote he needs to be
elected in the next presidential election, he would do anything he can to form such an
alliance. In such a context, the attitude of the other parties which might become part of

the alliance would also become important.

A new alliance which aims to restart the resolution process would likely be well-received
by HDP and Kurdish politics. As for the other “alliance candidate,” CHP, its leader Kemal
Kiligdaroglu might be well-disposed towards the resolution process, as well as to an
alliance that could bring CHP into power after such a long time. However, the anti-
resolution process nationalists within CHP still have a certain power, and they would put
up a serious resistance to such an idea. At the same time, sharing power after so many
years and enjoying the benefits of government would certainly attract the attention of
the CHP ranks. In this framework, the attitudes of the two new political parties will also
be important in determining the outcome. If one or both of these two new parties refuse

to be part of an alliance with Erdogan and an AK Party that wants to restart the
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resolution process, some of the alienated AK Party supporters might veer towards them
instead. This is a serious electoral risk for Erdogan and AK Party. Therefore, this scenario
would be realized only if a wide-ranging alliance is formed. If Erdogan believes that an
alliance with a wide support base, containing CHP and HDP as well as Davutoglu and
Babacan’s parties, would win him the elections, he might make serious concessions. For
instance, he might accept certain checks and balances to limit the powers of the
presidential system of government. In other words, Erdogan might be persuaded to
adopt a presidential system in which the president is held in check to some degree by

the judiciary and the legislative.

Judging by their statements, Davutoglu’s Future Party seems to indicate even now that
they might be persuaded to such a solution. During an interview given on 27 December,
shortly after the party was formed, Deputy Chair Selcuk Ozdag said that as a party they
opposed the presidential system of government because there were no checks on the
president in this system. One day after Ozdag’s statement, the spokesperson of the
Future Party Selim Temurci joined a TV programme where he said, “The lack of checks
and balances in the presidential system is an important problem for us.” Such statements
by senior figures in the Future Party indicate that in the coming days, they might be open
to negotiations concerning the presidential system of government. It’s not possible yet
to say anything about the position of Babacan’s party in this matter, since it is not yet
officially formed. However, in all his statements, Babacan said that they would support a
“strengthened parliamentary system”. Of course, we will see what exactly is meant by
such a statement, and to what degree they are flexible on this point, once the party is

officially formed.

IIB- SNAP ELECTION IN 2020?

Especially during the last years in Turkey, snap elections or the possibility of snap
elections have constantly been on the agenda. The local elections of 2019 have left a
considerable mark on Turkish politics. AK Party lost both istanbul and Ankara after a very

long time, and so the possibility of a snap election in 2020 arose. The main opposition
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party CHP hasn’t demanded a snap election yet; all the same, the public is discussing
whether Erdogan and AK Party will ask for snap elections or not. Here as elsewhere, the

important thing is that two new parties are emerging on the political scene.

Both Babacan’s and Davutoglu’s parties are naturally going to try and address AK Party’s
support base first. The members and local branches of the parties will be made up of ex-
AK Party individuals; similarly, they will primarily reach out to AK Party’s constituency.
Erdogan and AK Party suffered heavy defeats in the 2019 local elections; the possibility
that they want a surprise snap election without losing too much of their staff and
constituency to these two parties is being talked about. If Erdogan, AK Party’s sole
decision maker, decides to call for an election before 2021, the only thing he can do is to
consolidate and expand the AK Party — MHP alliance. He can do this only through
consolidating his nationalist — conservative discourse as well as his anti-resolution
process stance towards the Kurdish problem. As for the alliance, he might succeed in
persuading IYl Party to join the AK Party — MHP alliance. However, as we stated above,
even if the 1Yl Party administration agrees to join the alliance, it is doubtful whether its
10 % support base, decidedly anti-Erdogan and anti-AK Party, would vote for this alliance

in a surprise election. As such, the possibility for a snap election in 2020 is low for now.

Even if there is not an election in 2020, however, the possibility of a general election
before 2023 is going to be on the agenda of Turkish politics in 2020. It wouldn’t be a
surprise for the two new political parties to call for snap elections in 2021 after
establishing their organisation across the country. Let us remember that senior figures
within the Future Party are talking of a snap election even now. On a TV programme he
joined on 9 January, Deputy Chair Selcuk Ozdag said that they predicted there would be
a snap election in 2021. Future Party is planning to conclude its countrywide organisation
by June 2020 and hold an ordinary congress; as such, it would be politically rational for
them to demand elections in 2021. So far, the Babacan front has remained silent on this
matter. However, it wouldn’t be a surprise for Babacan’s party to also demand elections

once the party is established.
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As a result, snap elections will be high on the agenda for 2020 whether Erdogan and AK
Party want it or not. The two new political parties emerging from within AK Party are the

most important cause behind this.

lIC- 2020: THE YEAR OF FIGHTING FOR THE AK PARTY BASE

In 2020, the struggle for AK Party’s personnel and support base will be the single most
important factor shaping Turkish politics. This outcome of this struggle will be very
influential in determining the outcome of any snap election, or the regularly scheduled
2023 general election. The AK Party base, which has provided the party with 40 to 50 %
of the popular vote since the 2010s, will be the target of Davutoglu and Babacan’s

parties.

Looking at the current composition of the Future Party, we see that it includes figures
from AK Party known for their religiosity and Islamism. This choice might attract the
Islamic sections of society which have been alienated by AK Party’s and Erdogan’s
policies of the recent years. The dissatisfaction caused by the AK Party — MHP alliance
will also play a role in this. This might be a particularly attractive choice for the religious

Kurdish constituency.

Babacan’s party, on the other hand, although it is not yet officially formed, wants to
expand its base beyond AK Party’s religious constituency. This is something that Babacan
constantly underlines in his statements to the press and the public. Babacan’s party will
try to target not only AK Party’s religious constituency, but also Turkey’s “centre-
adjacent” electorate, some of which vote for — or used to do until recently — AK Party.
Babacan was the Minister of Economic Affairs at a time when AK Party’s economic
policies performed well, and this increases his chances. The steadily worsening outlook
for Turkey’s economy at current time will be an advantage for Ali Babacan, according to

the non-ideologically motivated, “centre-adjacent” electorate.
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Comparing the two parties in this framework, we see that Davutoglu’s Future Party has
the potential to draw the support of religious Islamic circles, whereas Babacan’s party is
likely to be supported by a wider electorate, only some of which used to support AK

Party.

This two-pronged threat is a nightmare scenario for Erdogan and AK Party. This is why
Erdogan’s first reaction to the new parties has been harsh. As we noted above, Erdogan
accused Babacan of “taking orders from IMF,” and he also sent an initial message to
Davutoglu’s Future Party. istanbul Sehir University, a private educational institution
personally established by Davutoglu, was seized under very weak legal justification; the
final and official decision was announced on 20 December, one week after Davutoglu
had established the Future Party. This was interpreted as a sign of Erdogan and AK
Party’s harsh attitude towards the new political parties that might emerge in 2020.
However, such severe policies of oppression and intimidation also carry a high risk of
backfiring. If the public feels that Erdogan is undeservedly victimizing the two parties,
this might cost to Erdogan and AK Party in the next elections. Erdogan would obviously
be aware of this risk. As such, we cannot possibly believe that the coming period will

consist only of policies of oppression and intimidation against the new political parties.

There is the possibility that Erdogan might change his attitude and discourse in areas
where these might be used against him by the new parties. The current state of affairs
regarding the Kurdish problem is the most important among these. It is highly likely that
both Davutoglu and Babacan will have some degree of attraction to the Kurdish
electorate currently supporting AK Party. As we noted above, Davutoglu is the less
attractive option for the Kurds compared to Babacan, since he was the Prime Minister
between 2014 and 2016. However, Babacan’s party has considerable potential to draw
AK Party’s Kurdish constituency to itself. Rather than Babacan’s rhetorical emphasis on
democratization, the absence of anything either positive or negative about the Kurdish
problem and the resolution process in his track record is the reason behind this. There is
also the presence of Besir Atalay, one of the prominent figures in the resolution process;
as such, it wouldn’t be a surprise for Babacan’s party to be a serious attraction for the

Kurdish electorate. Considering that even in the worst of times, AK Party is able to win 30
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— 35 % of the popular vote in the predominantly Kurdish provinces, this is not a good
outlook for AK Party. There is also the high likelihood that the religious Kurdish
constituencies in the major Western cities such as istanbul, Ankara, izmir and Adana will

behave in a similar way.

Faced with such a negative outlook regarding the Kurdish electorate, AK Party might
attempt to make peace with the Kurdish public once again. This is possible through new
human rights regulations. Erdogan and AK Party will also consider taking steps towards a
new resolution process while taking into consideration the developments in Iraq and
Syria. Of course, such steps would constitute a serious danger for the AK Party — MHP
alliance. However, Erdogan won’t hesitate to call off the alliance with MHP once he is
certain that he’s going to win the next election. There is also the fact that the AK Party —

MHP alliance is not really winning AK Party any votes.

This is an important reason why both Davutoglu and Babacan are measured in their
statements regarding Erdogan. As discussed above, the “politics of alliances” might
totally reshape the Turkish politics of 2020. Regardless of their own intentions, the
presence of the two new parties emerging from within AK Party is the biggest factor

behind this potential transformation.

CONCLUSION

As 2020 begins, Turkey has a chance to end the marginalization and political loneliness of
Kurdish politics as represented by HDP, which has been going on for the past four or five
years. The formation of two new parties emerging from AK Party ranks at the same time
will trigger important changes in Turkish politics. The prevailing opinion is that the
simultaneous formation is a disadvantage for the new parties, and an advantage for AK
Party. There’s some degree of truth to this opinion, and yet, the situation has its

advantages for the new parties as well.
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Had it been only one party emerging from AK Party, Erdogan would very likely target and
relentlessly demonise it. The popular accusation of the past few years, “they are being
backed by the Giilenist organization,” would be weaponized against the new party.
However, since there are two separate parties, this argument will not hold as much
water. Neither Erdogan nor any spokesperson for AK Party has implied anything like this
so far, which also supports our prediction. Although there is a general overlap between
the targeted bases of both parties, there are also certain differences which emerge on a
closer look, and this will also give both AK Party and Erdogan a difficult time. The Future
Party is mostly oriented towards the religious-Islamist community, whereas Babacan’s
party will target the non-ideological centrist electorate; its focus on the economy, an
attractive agenda for the “centrist electorate,” will also make things difficult for AK Party.
Ali Babacan’s successful track record in economics, combined with the economic
difficulties Turkey has been experiencing in the last few years, is likely to equal the rise of

a worthy political opponent for AK Party.

Also of note is the fact that the deadlock in Turkish politics regarding the Kurdish
problem is beginning to dissolve. It’s very likely that in 2020, new alternatives with
regard to the resolution process will emerge. Considering DPI’'s 2020 activities in this
framework, the matter of representation becomes an urgent issue. In these activities, it
is very important that while representatives from the two parties are included, pro-AK
Party figures also be present. In such a harsh atmosphere of political rivalry, DPI must

take great care to appear impartial at all times.

The new, multi-partite political situation must be taken into consideration not just for
activities where political parties are represented, but also — and especially — for activities
targeting media professionals of civil society organisations. The conventional media, that
is, press and TV is by and large controlled by Erdogan in today’s Turkey; as such, digital
and social media is constantly becoming more important and popular. In establishing ties

with media representatives, DPI must take this fact into consideration as well.

Finally, it might be productive to discuss the Kurdish problem and the resolution process

in sessions where representatives of the AK Party and the two new parties are present. It
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would be a considerable contribution to the resolution process for DPI to organise such
meetings. In 2020, a year in which relations among these three parties are prone to be
changeable, all three parties might feel that they are better able to express themselves
in a setting where no representatives from the other parties are present. Such

discussions might also yield positive results in the context of the resolution process.
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Onsoz

Asagidaki analiz Agos Gazetesi’den Tirkiyeli gazeteci Ferda Balancar’a aittir.

Balancar, Turkiye’de kurulmakta olan iki yeni partiyi ve bu partilerin llkedeki siyasi
manzaray!i nasll etkileyecegini, s6z konusu partilerin Kirt meselesi Gizerindeki etkilerini ve

¢6zUim siirecinin yeniden baslamasini destekleyip desteklemeyeceklerini degerlendiriyor.

Balancar bu iki yeni partiye dair bir genel degerlendirme yapiyor ve s6z konusu partilerin
bilesenleri hakkinda bir analiz sunuyor. ilk olarak Ahmet Davutoglu tarafindan kurulan
Gelecek Partisi’ni inceleyen Balancar, Tirkiye’nin eski basbakani tarafindan kurulan partinin,
bir kisinin 6n planda oldugu lider odakli bir parti olacagini séyltyor. Buna karsin, heniiz
resmen kurulmamig Ali Babacan’in partisi daha ziyade takim ruhuna dayali bir parti olarak
planlanmakta. Balancar’a gore Davutoglu ve Babacan arasindaki bu yaklasim farki ilgili
partileri olusturacak kisilerin profillerinden de anlasilabiliyor; Davutoglu’nun Gelecek Parti’si
kamuoyunda taninan kisileri igermezken, Babacan’in partisinin olasi kadrosu benzer

baskalarinin yansira eski Cumhurbaskani Abdullah Gil gibi taninmis kisileri de igeriyor.

Balancar ayrica 6zel olarak her iki partinin Kirt segmenlerle kurmasi muhtemel iligkilere
bakiyor ve mevcut durumda bunlarin Tiirkiye’de muhalefet ittifaki tizerinde
gosterebilecekleri etkiyi inceliyor. Yazar, iki yeni partinin Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’a
sunabilecegi iki olasi senaryoya 6zel vurgu yapiyor. Bahsedilen senaryolardan birincisi AK
Parti’nin icinde bulundugu milliyetci ittifaki gliclendirmesi ve Kirt meselesiyle ilgili daha da
sert bir tutum sergilemesi. ikinci senaryo ise dikkatini tekrar ¢6ziim siirecine déndiirmesi.
Son alarak, Balancar Tirkiye’nin 2020 ya da 2021 yilinda erken segime gitme ihtimali

Uzerinde duruyor.

DPI olarak yazara Turkiye’nin degisen dinamiklerini ve bunlarin miteakiben Kiirt meselesinin
olasi ¢6ziim Gzerindeki etkilerini inceledigi raporundan dolayi tesekkir ediyoruz. Bu raporda
beyan edilen degerlendirme ve goérisler yazarin kendisine aittir ve DPI'in resmi goriisini

yansitmaz.

Kerim Yildiz
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TURKIYE’DE YENI SiYASi PARTILER, COZUM SURECI
VE 2020’DEKi OLASI GELISMELER

GIRIS

Tlrkiye’de i¢ siyaset 2020 yilina iki yeni siyasi partinin etrafinda dénen tartismalarla giriyor.
Her iki partinin ortak 6zelligi, ge¢miste AK Parti icerisinde 6n plana ¢ikmis isimler tarafindan
kuruluyor olmalari. Bu partilerden birisi 2013 — 2015 yillari arasinda basbakanhk goérevi
yapmis olan Ahmet Davutoglu’nun liderliginde kurulurken, diger siyasi parti ise daha cok
ekonomi alanindaki yetkinligiyle 6n plana cikan eski bakanlardan ve AK Parti kurucularindan
Ali Babacan liderliginde kuruluyor. Cumhurbaskani Recep Tayyip Erdogan’in ve AK Parti’nin
bu siyasi partilere yonelik tutumunun ne olacagi ise henlz tiim hatlariyla ortaya ¢ikmis degil.
Erdogan ve AK Parti’'nin yeni siyasi partilere yonelik tutumunun sadece sertlik, baski ve
yildirma taktiklerinden ibaret olacagini diisinmek Erdogan’in 18 yillik iktidar donemini goz
onine aldigimizda gergekgi gériinmiyor. Stiphesiz Erdogan, Tlrkiye siyasetindeki dengeleri
kendisi aleyhine degistirebilecek bu partilere yonelik olarak sadece baski ve yildirma

taktiklerine basvurmayacak.

Bu galismada, oncelikle her iki yeni siyasi partinin kurucu kadrolari ve kurulus siirecinde
kullandiklari sdylemleri analiz edecegiz. Bu gercevede her iki partinin Kirt sorunu ve ¢6ziim
sureci baglaminda mevcut durumda kullandiklari sdylemi de yine kadro yapilarini géz 6niinde
bulundurarak degerlendirecegiz. Ardindan Cumhurbaskani Erdogan ve AK Parti’nin yeni siyasi
partiler karsisindaki tutumunu ele alacagiz. Bunu yaparken de Erdogan’in oOzellikle son
yillarda ittifak yaptigi basta MHP olmak Uzere siyasi unsurlarin da yeni siyasi partiler
karsisindaki tutumlarina dikkat cekecegiz. Bu tablo bize Tirkiye i¢ siyasetinde 2020’de hayata

gecebilecek farkl senaryolarin ipuglarini da verecek.

Sonug bolimiinde ise, yeni siyasi partilerin varliginin nesnel olarak Kiirt sorununu ve ¢6zim

slrecini nasil etkileyebilecegi lizerinde duracagiz.
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IKi YENI SIYAS] PARTI

IA- AHMET DAVUTOGLU’NUN GELECEK PARTISI

AK Parti’'nin iginden g¢ikan ilk siyasi parti, 13 Aralik 2019°da resmi olarak kurulan ve
baskanhgini 2013 — 2015 déneminde basbakan olarak gorev yapan Ahmet Davutoglu’nun
yaptig1 Gelecek Partisi oldu. Gelecek Partisi’nin yapisini incelerken éncelikle partinin lideri

olan Davutoglu’nun gegcmisine kisa goz atalim.

1959 dogumlu olan Ahmet Davutoglu, mezun oldugu Bogazici Universitesi’nde uzun yillar
uluslararasi iliskiler alaninda akademisyen olarak ¢alismalarini sirdirdid. Geng bir
akademisyen oldugu dénemlerden itibaren islamci kimligiyle bilinen Davutoglu, 6zelde
Ortadogu, genelde ise islam diinyasina yonelik ilgisi ve uzmanhgiyla tanindi. Davutoglu,

ingilizcenin yani sira ¢ok iyi diizeyde Arapga da biliyor.

Ote yandan Tiirkiye kamuoyunda Davutoglu’nun gecmisiyle ilgili pek az bilinen ve
hatirlanan oOzellik ise 28 Subat slirecinde 1998 — 2002 vyillari arasinda kurmay subaylik
egitimi verilen Harp Akademileri’nde ve Tirk Silahli Kuvvetler Akademisi’nde ders vermis
olmasi. 1995 — 2001 arasinda basta Refah Partisi olmak tizere islami kesimlere yénelik
yogun bir baski ve yildirma politikasinin yasandigi bir donemde Davutoglu’nun bu
politikalarin gorinlrdeki 6ncusi Turk Silahli Kuvvetleri'nin en 6nemli yiksek egitim
kurumunda ders vermis olmasi oldukca dikkat cekiyor. Zira ayni dénemde Davutoglu,
uzun yillar gérev yaptig Bogazici Universitesi’nden islamci kimligi nedeniyle ayrilip baska
bir Universiteye gecmek zorunda kalmisti. Harp Akademileri’nde 28 Subat déneminde
ders vermis olmasi Davutoglu’'nun laiklik hassasiyeti yiksek olan glivenlik biirokrasisiyle

iliskilerinin eskiye dayali bir yoni oldugunu gosteriyor.
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Ahmet Davutoglu, 2002’de iktidara gelen AK Parti’'nin ilk doneminde basbakan olan
Abdullah Gil’Gin davetiyle Basbakanlik Basmisaviri oldu. Daha sonra ise biiytkelgi unvani
aldi. 2002 — 2009 déneminde siyasi iktidara danisman olarak gérev yapan Davutoglu,
2009 — 2014 doneminde Disisleri Bakanhgl ve 2014 — 2016 déneminde de Basbakan
olarak gorev yaptli. 2016 sonrasinda ise Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’la iligkisi bozulan
Davutoglu, Gelecek Partisi’ni kurmadan kisa siire 6nce AK Parti’den ihrag edildi.

Bu cok kisa 6zgecmis bile 2013 — 2015 ¢6zim silireci doneminin en kritik isimlerinden
birinin Ahmet Davutoglu oldugunu gostermeye yetiyor. Coziim sirecinin temellerinin
atildigi  2010’larin  basinda Disisleri Bakani olan Davutoglu, ¢6zim slrecinin
Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’in deyimiyle “buzdolabina kaldirildig1” 2015 sonu ve 2016’da da
basbakan ve AK Parti Genel Baskani unvanlarini tasiyordu. Davutoglu, kendisi acikga itiraf
etmese de kamuoyunda ¢6zim sirecinin geldigi noktanin Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’dan
sonraki en onemli sorumlularindan birisi olarak algilaniyor. Ahmet Davutoglu’nun
kurdugu Gelecek Partisi’'nin 0Ozellikle Kirt kamuoyunda sliphe ve cekinceyle

karsilanmasinin en 6nemli nedeni de bu.

Gelelim, Davutoglu’nun liderligindeki Gelecek Partisi’'nin kurucu kadrolarina. 13 Arahk
2019’da resmi kurulusunu gergeklestiren Gelecek Partisi’'nin Anayasa Mahkemesi’'ne
sundugu kurulus dilekgesinin altinda 15’i kadin olmak Gzere 154 kisinin imzasi yer aldi. Bu
isimlerin kamuoyunda en fazla taninanlari 2016’ya yani Davutoglu’nun basbakanhginin
sona ermesine kadar AK Parti’de aktif olarak gérev yapiyorlardi. Bunlardan Selcuk Ozdag
ve Ayhan Sefer Ustiin, Davutoglu’yla birlikte AK Parti’den ihrac¢ edilen milletvekilleriydi.
Bir baska kurucu lye Selim Temurci ise 2015 — 2018 arasinda AK Parti istanbul il
Baskanhgl gorevinde bulundu. Partinin 6nde gelen isimlerinden biri olan Temurci,
Universite yillarindan bu yana Davutoglu’nun yakinlarinda yer alan eski 6grencisi olarak
taniniyor. Temurci, halen Gelecek Partisi’'nin so6zclisii olarak kamuoyunda Parti’nin en

fazla goriinen ylzlerinden birisi.

Partinin kurulus belgelerine goz attigimizda, Kirt sorunu ve ¢6ziim slirecine dair diger
partilerden kendisini ayiracak farkh ve yeni bir séylem ya da oneriyle karsilasmiyoruz.
Bunun olasi nedenlerini asagida ¢o6zim siireciyle ilgili olarak 2020’de yasanabilecek

muhtemel gelismeleri ele alirken tartisacagiz. Ancak kurucu kadro baglaminda
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degerlendirecek olursak, Gelecek Partisi'nde Kiirt kamuoyunda saygin ve ¢6zim
strecinde 6n plana gikan Kirt siyasi figlirlerine rastlamiyoruz. Partinin kuruculari arasinda
Kirt kamuoyunda en taninan isimlerden birisi olan Cuma i¢ten, 2011 — 2015 arasinda AK
Parti Diyarbakir Milletvekili olarak gérev yapti. AK Parti’nin kurulusunda da yer alan icten,
Kirt kimliginden ziyade islami kimligiyle 6n plana ¢ikiyor. 2015 sonrasinda Davutoglu’na
yakinhgiyla 6n plana ¢ikan icten, giiniimiize kadar Kiirt sorunu ve ¢dziim siireciyle ilgili
farkh ve dikkat cekebilecek bir cikis yapmadi. Dolayisiyla icten’in Gelecek Partisi’nin
kurucularindan olmasi Kiirt kamuoyunda dikkat ceken bir durum degil. icten igin
yaptigimiz degerlendirmeler, Gelecek Partisi’'nde yer alan diger Kiirt siyasetciler icin de
gecerli. Bir baska deyisle, Gelecek Partisi’nin kurulus stirecinde yer alan, 6éne ¢ikan Kiirt
siyasetciler Kiirt kamuoyunda dikkat cekebilecek ve Parti'ye Kirt oylarini

kazandirabilecek isimler degiller.

Gelecek Partisi’'nin kurulus sirecine baktigimizda, Tirkiye siyasetinde yer alan diger
partilerin tamamina yakini gibi bir “lider partisi”nin tipik 6zelliklerini tasidigini gértyoruz.
Ote yandan Gelecek Partisi'ne katilan AK Parti’li isimlerin Davutoglu disinda kalanlarin
hicbiri 18 yilhk AK Parti tarihinde hicbir zaman partinin “A takimi”nda yer alan isimler
olmadi. Bir baska deyisle, AK Parti hiikiimetlerinin Disisleri, icisleri, Milli Savunma, Adalet,
Maliye gibi 6nemli bakanliklarinda bulunmus hicbir ismin Gelecek Partisi’nin kuruculari
arasinda yer almadiginin altini ¢izelim. Deyim yerindeyse, Davutoglu’'nun Gelecek

Partisi'nde cevresine toplayabildigi isimler AK Parti’nin “B Takimi”ndan geliyorlar.

AK Parti disindan Gelecek Partisi'ne gelen isimler de kamuoyunda c¢ok iyi taninan, temsil
giicii yiksek olan, Parti’ye adiyla oy getirebilecek siyasi figiirler olmaktan uzaklar. Ote
yandan Parti'nin kurucu kadrolarinin bolgesel dagiimina baktigimizda Davutoglu’nun
dogup biyiidiigi Konya’nin yani sira Kirikkale, Kirsehir gibi ic Anadolu, Erzurum, Erzincan,
Kars gibi Dogu Anadolu sehirlerinden gelenlerin yogun oldugunu goriiyoruz. AK Parti'nin
ozellikle son yillarinda, Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’in memleketi Rize basta olmak Uzere,
Trabzon, Giresun, Samsun gibi Karadeniz sehirlerinden gelenlerin hem siyasette hem de
blrokraside yogunlugunun goéze battigi ve zaman zaman kamuoyunda tartisma konusu
oldugu diistinilirse, Davutoglu’nun kurucu kadrolarindaki ic ve Dogu Anadolu agirligi,

farkli bir anlam kazanmis oluyor. Kisaca Gelecek Partisi son donem siyasetindeki
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Karadenizlilik vurgusu ile Kiirtleri ve Orta Anadolu’daki Turkleri rahatsiz eden AK Parti’nin

kaybettigi oylara talip.

ALi BABACAN’IN PARTISI

2001’de AK Parti kurulurken partinin en gen¢ kurucularindan birisi olarak dikkat ¢ceken
(1967 dogumlu olan Babacan, AK Parti kuruldugunda 34 yasindaydi) Babacan, o giinlerde
kamuoyunun pek de tanimadig bir isimdi. Ancak Babacan, AK Parti'nin 18 yillik iktidarinin
¢ok buylk bir boliminde ¢ok 6nemli gorevlerde bulundu. AK Parti hikimetlerinde
Agustos 2015 tarihine kadar 13 yil boyunca araliksiz olarak bakanlik yapan Babacan, bu
donemin blyldk kismini ekonomiden sorumlu devlet bakani ve basbakan yardimcisi
olarak gegirdi. 2005 — 2008 arasinda AB ile miizakerelerde Bagsmiizakereci, 2007 — 2009
arasinda ise Disisleri Bakani olarak gorev yapti. Temmuz 2019’da dért yillik bir suskunluk
doneminin ardindan AK Parti‘den istifa eden Babacan, yeni parti icin calismalara

basladigini da istifasini agiklarken kamuoyuna duyurdu.

Ali Babacan, kamuoyunda iki oOzelligiyle 6n plana c¢ikiyor. Bu ozelliklerden birincisi,
Erdogan’dan 6nceki cumhurbaskani Abdullah Gil’e olan yakinhgidir. Kurulus siirecinde
Gul'in davetiyle AK Parti'ye ve siyasete girdigi bilinen Babacan, Gil’e olan yakinlhigini da
bugiine kadar korudu. Babacan, 2017'de Cumhurbaskanligi Hiikiimet Sistemi'ne
gecilirken, Gul gibi tercihini parlamenter sistemden yana koydu. Bugiine kadar da bu

tavrini stirdirda.

Babacan’in kamuoyunda en ¢ok bilinen ikinci 6zelligi ise ekonomiye olan hakimiyetinin
yani sira Ozellikle kiresel piyasalarda, uluslararasi yatirimcilar nezdinde sahip oldugu
blyuk itibar. Ancak bu itibar bir siyasi rakip olarak Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’in elinde
aleyhte bir koz olarak da kullanilabilir. Nitekim Erdogan, 5 Ocak’ta katildigi bir TV
programinda Ali Babacan’i kastederek, "2008 ekonomik krizi oldugunda ben o zaman bir
cikis yapmistim, bu kriz bizi teget gecer demistim. Su anda parti kurma calismasi yapan
bazi arkadaslar, benim yanimda olanlar karsi cikmislardi. Clinkd talimati IMF'den

aliyorlardi ve inandigimi ben de kararh bir sekilde slirdirdim. Bunlar faizciydi. Ben
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faizlerin devamli dasirilmesini istiyorum. Faiz sebeptir, enflasyon neticedir ve dogru
orantilidir. Faizi duslirdikce enflasyon da diser" ifadelerini kullandi. Ali Babacan, ertesi
glin 6 Ocak’ta Erdogan’a su sozlerle cevap verdi: “Geg¢misi her yonlyle degerlendirmeye
hazirrm. Ancak bizim Tirkiye'nin bugliniine ve gelecegine odaklanmamiz gerekiyor.
Faizlerle ilgili glincel birkag rakami paylagsmak isterim. Merkezi yénetim butcesinden
odenen faiz 2017 yilinda 57 Milyar iken 2018'de 74 Milyar TL'ye ¢ikti. Hlkiimetin
programina gore faiz ddemeleri 2019'da 103 Milyar, 2020'de 139 Milyar TL. Dikkatinizi
cekmek isterim. Devletin vatandaslarindan vergi toplayarak piyasaya 6dedigi faiz 3 yilda
57 Milyar'dan 139 Milyar TL'ye ulasiyor. Artis orani %144. Dahasi, Tirkiye'nin hayat
pahaliligi gibi, issizlik gibi devasa sorunlari var”. Tabii gorsel ve yazili medya neredeyse
timiyle Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’in kontroliinde oldugu icin Babacan’in cevabi daha cok

sosyal medyada kendine yer bulabildi.

Babacan’in siyasi partisinin henliz resmi olarak kurulmadigi gliniimizde, Erdogan’in
elestirilerine maruz kaliyor olmasi, éniimuzdeki glinler icin de énemli ipuglari sunuyor.
Kamuoyunda ve Ankara kulislerinde Erdogan’in Babacan’in kuracagl partinin
Davutoglu’nun Gelecek Partisi’'ne gére daha genis bir yelpazeye hitap edebilecegi ve oy
potansiyelinin de daha yiksek olacagina dair endiseler tasidigi konusuluyor. Erdogan’in

yukarida belirttigimiz ifadeleri bu endisenin disavurumu olarak degerlendirilebilir.

Babacan’in partisiyle ilgili halen en ¢cok merak edilen husus parti kurulusunun agirdan
alinlyor olmasi. 2019 yih sonuna kadar partiyi kurmayi hedeflediklerini ifade eden
Babacan cephesinde heniiz partinin resmi kurulusuna dair agiklanan bir tarih yok. Ancak
Babacan ve cevresine yakin kaynaklar, 20 Ocak Pazartesi ile baslayan haftada Babacan’in

partisinin resmi olarak kurulacagini dile getiriyorlar.

Ali Babacan’in kuracagl partinin kurulus tarihinin yani sira kurucularina dair de heniz
kamuoyuna yansimis net bir bilgi yok. Halen bilinen; eski bakanlardan Besir Atalay ve
Sadullah Ergin’in Babacan’in en yakinindaki isimler oldugu. Bu baglamda, yukarida
Davutoglu’nun Gelecek Partisi'nden s6z ederken degindigimiz AK Parti'nin “B Takimi”
meselesine Babacan cephesi acgisindan bakacak olursak, durumun daha farkli oldugunu

soyleyebiliriz. Babacan’la birlikte hareket ettigi asikar olan Besir Atalay, AK Parti’nin
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kurulusundan itibaren Parti’'nin “agir toplarindan biri” oldu. 2002’den 2015’e kadar AK
Parti hiikiimetlerinde Devlet Bakani, Basbakan Yardimcisi, igisleri Bakani gibi énemli
bakanliklarda gorev yapan Atalay, 2013 — 2015 Kiirt sorununa ¢6zim slrecinin de en
onemli mimarlarindan birisi olarak 6n plana c¢ikti. Atalay gibi Sadullah Ergin de AK
Parti’nin son yillara kadar en 6nemli isimlerinden birisi oldu. 2003 — 2009 yillari arasinda
Parlamento’da AK Parti Grup Baskanvekili olarak goérev yapan Ergin, 2009 — 2013 vyillari
arasinda da Adalet Bakani olarak gorev yapti. Ergin de Atalay gibi kamuoyunda ¢6zim
sureci yanhsi AK Parti ileri gelenlerinden birisi olarak taniniyor. Ergin, Adalet Bakanhgi
yaptigi 2009 — 2013 doneminde ¢6zim silirecinin hukuksal altyapisinin olusturulmasi

konusunda gosterdigi cabalarla dikkat ¢ekmisti.

Besir Atalay ve Sadullah Ergin gibi isimlerin ge¢miste AK Parti’nin “A Takimi”ndan oldugu
disindldigiinde Davutoglu’nun Gelecek Partisi‘'ne gore Babacan’in kadro agisindan
simdilik daha avantajli oldugunu soyleyebiliriz. Bunlarin yanina Anayasa Mahkemesi eski
Baskani Hasim Kili¢'i da ekleyebiliriz. Kilig, Anayasa Mahkemesi Baskani oldugu 1999 —
2015 doneminde yeni anayasa, demokratik hukuk devleti ve yargi reformu taleplerini sik
stk kamuoyunda dile getirdi. AK Parti’'nin Anayasa reformu ve yarginin demokratiklesmesi
konusundaki ¢ekingen ve kararsiz tutumunu zaman zaman sert bir dille elestirmesiyle
kamuoyunun belleginde yer eden Kilig, emekli oldugu 2015’ten bu yana herhangi bir
siyasi faaliyet icinde yer almadi. Kilig, Ekim 2019’da verdigi bir réportajda “Ali Babacan’in

kuracagi partiye seve seve katki veririm” sozleriyle dikkat ¢ekti.

Ali Babacan’in kadrosunda yer alacagi kesin olan yukarida ifade ettigimiz her lic ismin de
ortak oOzelligi Kirt sorununa demokratik ¢oziim konusunda istekli ve cesur ifadeleriyle

kamuoyunda taniniyor olmalari.

Ote yandan Ali Babacan, bugiine kadar ¢éziim siirecine yénelik olarak olumlu ya da
olumsuz bir tutum ortaya koymadi. Bu, ¢6ziim sirecinin bittigi donemin basbakani olarak
Davutoglu’na gore daha avantajli bir konum olsa da kamuoyu, 6zellikle Kiirt kamuoyu,
Babacan’in Kiirt sorunuyla ilgili tutumunu merakla bekliyor. Babacan, 28 Aralik 2019'da
katildig1 bir TV programinda Kirt sorununun ¢oziimiyle ilgili acik bir ifade kullanmamis

olsa da HDP Genel Baskani Selahattin Demirtas’in tutuklu olarak yargilanmasinin dogru
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olmadigina dikkat ¢cekerek, “Demirtas’in lideri oldugu siyasi hareketin Tirkiye siyaseti icin
¢ok onemli oldugu”nu belirterek HDP’nin siyasi mesruiyetinin korunmasi gerektiginin
altini ¢izdi. Babacan’in kuracagi siyasi partinin kadrolari ve kurulus belgeleri, Kiirt sorunu
ve ¢OzUm sureci konusunda partinin tavrinin ne olacagina dair daha net bir tablo ortaya

koyacaktir.

NEDEN iKi PARTI? ABDULLAH GUL FAKTORU

Ahmet Davutoglu ve Ali Babacan’in parti kuracaklarinin kamuoyunda kesinlesmis oldugu
2019’un ikinci yarisindan itibaren cevap bekleyen en 6nemli soru; “Neden iki ayri parti
kuruluyor? Neden birlikte hareket etmiyorlar?” sorusuydu. Kisa sirede her iki taraf da
birlikte hareket etmeme tercihinin Ali Babacan cephesinden geldigini acikladi. Babacan,
bunu 10 Aralk 2010°da katildigi bir TV programinda “Davutoglu kendisinin merkezde
oldugu bir lider partisi kurmay istiyor. Biz ise bir kadro partisi olmak istiyoruz” sozleriyle
acikladu.

Gelecek Partisi’'nin Ahmet Davutoglu merkezli bir lider partisi oldugu kamuoyunda da
yaygin olarak kabul edilen bir goris olsa da Babacan — Davutoglu ayriliginin arkasinda
yatan temel neden Abdullah Gil ile Davutoglu arasinda bundan 6 yil 6nce yasanan bir
ayrisma. Abdullah Gul, 2014’te cumhurbaskanhgindan ayrilirken AK Parti’'nin genel
baskanligina ve basbakanliga ge¢cmeyi 6ngoériyordu. Ancak baskanlk sistemine, daha
dogrusu Tirkiye’de uygulanan bicimiyle “cumhurbaskanligi hiikiimet sistemi”ne gecmeyi
ongoren Tayyip Erdogan, buna engel oldu. Partideki glic dengeleri 2014’te buglinki kadar
Erdogan’in lehine olmadigl icin Erdogan, basbakanligi ve AK Parti genel baskanhigini
Ahmet Davutoglu’na teklif etti. Davutoglu da bu dneriyi kabul etti. Bu, sadece Gul’lin AK
Parti Genel Baskanligi ve basbakanliga veda etmesi anlamina gelmiyordu. Ayni zamanda
Erdogan’in kendi istedigi cercevede bir baskanlik sistemine giden yolu da agiyordu.
Nitekim cok degil iki yil sonra Davutoglu da AK Parti Genel Baskanhgl ve basbakanhgi
Erdogan’in istegi Uzerine birakmak zorunda kalacakti. Boylece giinimizde “tek adam
rejimi” olarak elestirilen cumhurbaskanligl hiikimet sistemine Erdogan c¢ok kisa slrede
ciddi bir parti ici direncle karsilasiimadan ulasiimis oldu. Bugiinden yakin gecmise

bakildiginda, eger Davutoglu, 2014’te Erdogan’in basbakanlik teklifini geri cevirip, Gil'le
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birlikte baskanlik sistemine karsi ¢ikmis olsaydi, Erdogan’in cumhurbaskanhgi hiikimet
sistemine bu kadar kolay ve kisa siirede ulasmasi mimkiin olmazdi. iste, Gil ve

Davutoglu’nun yollarinin ayrildigi stireg bu sekilde yasandi.

ID- DEGISEN ITTIFAKLAR MUMKUN MU?

Bu sireg, 2020 yilinda yasanabilecek farkli senaryolari da tetikleyebilir. Birlikte hareket
ettiklerini saklamayan Gil ve Babacan, cumhurbaskanhgl hikimet sisteminden
glclendirilmis parlamenter sisteme donis yanlisi olduklarini her firsatta ifade ediyorlar.
“Parlamenter sisteme dontis”, AK Parti — MHP blogu karsisinda bir ittifak olarak kendini
gdsteren CHP — iYi Parti blogunun da sik sik vurgu yaptigi bir siyasi séylem. Bu nedenle
onimuzdeki donemde gerceklesecek bir cumhurbaskanhigl seciminde Babacan’in
kuracag siyasi partiyle, CHP ve iYi Parti ittifaki parlamenter sisteme doniis vaadiyle ortak
bir cumhurbaskani adayi cikarabilir. Erdogan’in karsisina ¢ikacak bu “ortak aday”in Gl

olma ihtimali de oldukga yliksek.

En basindan beri baskanlik sistemine karsi parlamenter sistemi savunan Gul’iin ortak
aday olarak adi 24 Haziran 2018 secimlerinde de ge¢misti. Ancak o dénemde iYi Parti
Genel Baskani Meral Aksener’in olumsuz tutumu yiiziinden bu adaylik gergceklesmemisti.
Babacan’in kuracagi partinin kamuoyunda gii¢lii bir tabana sahip olmasi halinde, iYi Parti
istemese de Abdullah Gil’'in CHP ve Babacan’in partisinin ortak cumhurbagkani adayi

olma ihtimali oldukga yulksek.

Babacan — Gl iliski baglaminda sunun da altini gizelim. Babacan’in “lider partisi degil
kadro partisi” olacagini israrla belirttigi yeni siyasi olusumun, en etkili unsuru, kendisi
partinin vitrininde olmasa da Abdullah Gl olacaktir. GUl'in Babacan’in partisine verdigi
destek sadece bu partinin geleceginde degil, Tirkiye siyasetinin geleceginde de 6nemli

bir faktor olacaktir.
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CUMHURBASKANI ERDOGAN VE AK PARTI YENI SIYASI PARTILER
KARSISINDA NE YAPACAK?

Gegen yil oldugu gibi 2020’de de Tirkiye siyasetinde Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’in tutum ve
tercihleri merkezi bir rol oynayacak gibi goriintiyor. Kirt sorunu baglaminda oldugu gibi,
“ittifaklar siyaseti’nde de Erdogan’in tavri belirleyici olacak. Ozellikle cumhurbagkanhg
hikimet sistemine gecis slirecinde ortaya cikan farkl siyasi partiler arasinda kurulan
ittifaklar anlaminda “ittifaklar siyaseti” glnimiizde AK Parti — MHP eksenli Cumhur
ittifaki ile CHP — iYi Parti eksenli Millet ittifaki ekseninde siiriiyor. HDP, Millet ittifaki’nin
icinde yer almasa da son 2019 yerel secimlerinde gorildugi gibi Millet ittifaki’'na verdigi

dolayli destekle secim sonuglari tizerinde etkili olabiliyor.

Bu tablo, 2020’de AK Parti’nin icinden ¢ikan iki ayri partinin varhigiyla kokli bir degisime
ugrayabilir. ilk bakista AK Parti’nin icinden ¢ikan iki partinin AK Parti’nin yer aldigi bir
ittifakta olacagini diisinmek gercekci olmasa da Tirkiye siyasetinin degisken yapisi ve
Erdogan’in pragmatist ve esneklik katsayisi yliksek siyaset anlayisini dikkate alacak
olursak, 2020’de Turkiye i¢ siyasetine bugilinden bakildiginda slrpriz sayilabilecek

degisikliklere de hazir olmak gerekiyor.

Erdogan ve AK Parti gibi muhalefet partileri ve HDP’nin basini g¢ektigi Kirt siyaseti de
gozlinl yeni kurulmakta olan iki siyasi partiye ve onlarin kamuoyundaki olasi etkilerine
dikmis durumda. CHP ve iYi Parti icin temelde 6nemli olan yeni partilerin AK Parti’den ne
dlciide oy koparabilecegi olsa da, kurduklari Millet ittifaki’'na yonelik bu iki partinin

tutumlari da 6nem tasiyor.

Basini HDP’nin c¢ektigi Klrt siyaseti icin ise durum daha farkli. 1990’lardan bu yana
Turkiye siyasetinde legal micadele gelenegine sahip Kiirt siyaseti 6zelikle son yillarda
tarihinde hi¢c olmadigi kadar mesruiyeti sorgulanir hale gelmis durumda. Oyle ki 2019
yerel secimlerinde destek verdigi CHP — iYi Parti ittifaki bile HDP ile iliskilerini
normallestirmekten cekiniyor. HDP ve Kirt siyasetinin icinde dustiga “siyasi yalnizlik”
yeni partilerin tutumu ve tercihleriyle kirilabilir. Bu cercevede ilk olumlu sinyal,

Davutoglu’nun Gelecek Partisi‘'nden geldi. Partinin Genel Baskan Yardimcisi Ayhan Sefer
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Ustiin, 1 Ocak’ta HDP’ye yakinhgiyla bilinen bir haber ajansi olan Mezopotamya Ajansi’na
verdigi roportajda, vyeni kurulmus bir parti olarak tim partilere ziyaret
gerceklestireceklerini belirterek, “Biz hicbir partiyi itmeyecegiz. HDP'yi otekilestiren bir
konumda degiliz. Ne HDP’yi ne de HDP’oy verenleri...” ifadelerini kullandi. Olagan
sartlarda yasayan bir Ulkede son derece siradan algilanabilecek bu soézler 2020
Tlrkiye’sinde o kadar da siradan degil. Zira son Ug¢ dort yildir, dini ve ulusal bayramlarda
tim partiler birbirilerini ziyaret ederken HDP’ye hicbir ana akim parti ziyarette
bulunmuyor. Yukarida ifade ettigimiz HDP’nin “siyasi yalnizligi”nin en c¢arpici
gostergelerinden birisi de bu. Dolayisiyla Gelecek Partisi'’nin HDP’ye yapacagl ziyaret

sembolik de olsa gelecek agisindan bir anlam ifade ediyor.

Ote yandan Ali Babacan’in partisi heniiz kurulmadigl ve Babacan disinda parti
¢alismalarini stirdiren hi¢ kimse kamuoyuna acik bir mesaj vermedigi icin bu partinin
Klrt sorunu ve HDP’ye yonelik siyasetinin ne olacagi Ustline bugiinden bir sey soylemek
zor. Babacan’a yakin ¢evrelerden Partinin kurulusa giden sirecte, icinde Kiirt meselesinin
de yer aldigi 24 farkli konu basligl belirleyerek bunlari toplumun farkli kesimlerine
mensup gazeteci, yazar, akademisyen ve kanaat Onderiyle istisare ettigini ve Kurt
meselesinin Besir Atalay baskanhginda tartisildigini biliyoruz. Yine yukarida da ifade
ettigimiz, Babacan’in HDP lideri Selahattin Demirtas’in tutuksuz yargilanmasi gerektigi ve
HDP’nin temsilinin 6nemine dikkat ¢eken sozleri de elimizdeki az sayidaki somut veriden
biri. Kisaca hareketin Kirt sorununa yonelik genel siyasetini analiz etmek igin heniiz
elimizde yeterli veri yok. Ancak kulislerden ve Babacan’a yakin ¢evrelerden edindigimiz
izlenime gore, AK Parti ve HDP’den umudunu kesmis Kirt kamuoyunda Babacan’in

partisine yonelik ilgi, Davutoglu’nun partisine yonelik ilgiden daha ylksek.

l1A- iKi SENARYO

Bu tablo, Erdogan’i Kiirt sorunu ve ¢Oziim siireci konusunda iki senaryodan birisini
se¢meye zorlayacak gibi goriinlyor. Birinci senaryoda, Erdogan mevcut tutumunu daha
da sertlestirerek koruyacak. AK Parti — MHP ittifakina iYi Parti’yi de katmaya calisacak.

Son genel secimlerde yiizde 10 oy oranina ulasan iYi Parti, Kiirt sorunu ve ¢éziim siireci
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baglaminda icinden ¢iktigi MHP’den farkli bir tutum takinmadi. HDP, Millet ittifaki’yla
daha yakin ve acik bir iliski kuramadiysa bunun en énemli nedeni IYi Parti’nin bu
konudaki isteksizligi oldu. Dolayisiyla iYi Parti, Erdogan’in Kiirt sorunu konusundaki
mevcut tutumunu daha da sertlestiren bir siyasi hattin pargasi olabilir. Ancak bu konuda
iki engel var. Birincisi MHP’nin iYi Parti’yle ayni ittifak icinde olmaya soguk bakacak
olmasi. ikincisi ise hem MHP yénetimi hem de iYi Parti yénetimi, Erdogan tarafindan ikna
edilse bile iYi Parti tabaninin buna sicak bakmamasi. iYi Parti’nin de icinde yer aldigi bir
Cumbhur ittifaki, Erdogan’a cumhurbaskanhgl seciminde gerekli olan yiizde 51 oyu

getirmeyebilir. Dolayisiyla birinci senaryo Erdogan igin ciddi risk tasiyor.

ikinci senaryoya gore ise Erdogan, kendisine oy veren Kiirt secmenin yeni partilere
kaymasini engellemek icin kendi deyimiyle “buzdolabina kaldirdigi” ¢6ziim sirecini
yeniden gliindeme getirecek. Tabii bu ihtimal AK Parti — MHP arasindaki ittifakin sona
ermesiyle sonuglanir. Bunun da ilk sonucu Erdogan ve AK Parti’nin hem yeni kurulan iki
partiyle hem de CHP ile yeni bir ittifak kurma girisimi olacaktir. Bu senaryo, Erdogan gibi
manevra yetenegi yiksek ve pragmatist bir siyasi lider icin sartlar dyle gerektiriyorsa
yapilabilir. Ozellikle gelecek cumhurbaskanhigl seciminde yizde 51 oya bu sekilde
ulasabilecegine kanaat getirirse Erdogan bu tiir bir ittifak icin elinden geleni yapar. Bu
baglamda, Erdogan kadar bu ittifakta yer alabilecek diger siyasi partilerin tutumu ve

tercihi belirleyici olacaktir.

CozUm slirecine yeniden donisin hedefleri arasinda yer aldigi yeni bir ittifak HDP ve Kirt
siyaseti tarafindan olumlu karsilanma ihtimali yiksektir. Diger “ittifak adayi” CHP’de ise
Genel Baskan Kemal Kiligdaroglu ¢6zim sirecinin yani sira CHP’yi uzun yillar sonra iktidar
ortagi yapabilecek bir ittifaka sicak bakabilir. Ancak CHP icinde halad belli bir gicl olan
ulusalci, ¢6zim slreci karsiti cevrelerde ciddi bir direng yasanacaktir. Buna ragmen uzun
yilllar sonra iktidar ortagl olup, iktidarin nimetlerinden faydalanma ihtimali CHP
kadrolarina cekici gelecektir. Bu cercevede yeni kurulmakta olan iki siyasi partinin
alacaklari tutum da bu senaryonun hayata gecip gecmemesinde etkili olacaktir. Bu iki
yeni partiden birisi ya da ikisi birden ¢dziim slrecini dikkate alan Erdogan ve AK Parti’'nin
lokomotifi oldugu bir ittifakin parcasi olmayi kabul etmezlerse, AK Parti’den uzaklasacak

secmenin en azindan bir kismi icin alternatif haline gelebilirler. Bu da Erdogan ve AK Parti
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icin ciddi bir “secim riski” anlamina gelir. Dolayisiyla bu senaryo ancak cok genis tabanli
bir ittifak saglanirsa s6z konusu olabilir. icinde CHP ve HDP’nin yani sira Davutoglu ve
Babacan’in partilerinin de yer aldigl genis tabanli bir koalisyonun kendisine se¢im
kazandiracagina inanan Erdogan, bazi onemli tavizler de verebilir. Bunlarin basinda
“cumhurbaskanligi hikimet sistemi”’nin kuvvetler ayrilig gercevesinde bazi denetim
mekanizmalariyla sinirlanmasi olabilir. Bir baska deyisle Erdogan, yargl ve yasama

tarafindan belli 6lglilerde denetlenebilir bir baskanlik sistemine gegmeye razi olabilir.

Davutoglu’nun Gelecek Partisi, sdylem olarak buna razi olabileceginin sinyallerini
simdiden veriyor. Partinin Genel Baskan Yardimcisi Selguk Ozdag, partinin kurulusundan
kisa stre sonra 27 Aralik’'ta verdigi bir roportajda cumhurbaskanhgi hiikiimet sistemine
karsi olmalarinin temel nedeninin bu sistemde cumhurbaskanini denetleyecek herhangi
bir mekanizma olmamasiyla acgikladi. Ozdag’in acgiklamasindan bir giin sonra bu kez
Gelecek Partisi’'nin  Sozcusli  Selim Temurci, katildigi bir TV programinda,
“Cumhurbaskanligi  hiukimet sisteminde bizim icin ©6nemli olan denetim
mekanizmalarinin eksikligidir” dedi. Gelecek Partisi’'nin 6nde gelen yoneticilerinin bu
actklamalari, 6nimuizdeki doénemde cumhurbaskanhgl hikimet sistemiyle ilgili
pazarlklari bu partinin acik olabilecegini gdsteriyor. Ote yandan heniiz resmi olarak
kurulmamis olan Babacan’in partisinin tutumuyla ilgili net bir sey séylemek mimkin
degil. Ancak Babacan bugline kadar vyaptigi tim aciklamalarda “giclendirilmis
parlamenter sistem”den yana olacaklarini ifade etti. Tabii, bu kavramin icini nasil
doldurduklarini ve ne 6lglide bu tutumlarini esnetebileceklerini parti kurulduktan sonra

daha net anlayabilecegiz.

[1B- 2020’DE ERKEN SEGIM MUMKUN MU?

Turkiye’'de 6zellikle son yillarda secim veya erken secim ihtimali slirekli gindemde olan
bir konu olarak 6ne ¢ikmaktadir. ic siyasete gectigimiz 2019 yilina yerel secimler damga
vurdu. istanbul ve Ankara’yi uzun yillar sonra AK Parti’nin kaybetmis olmasi, 2020’de de
olasi bir erken secimi giindeme getirdi. Her ne kadar ana muhalefet partisi CHP, henliiz

erken secim talebinde bulunmuyor olsa da Erdogan ve AK Parti’'nin erken secimi
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glindeme getirip getirmeyecekleri kamuoyunda tartisma konusu. Bunda da en 6nemli

etken, iki yeni partinin siyaset sahnesine ¢ikiyor olmasi.

Hem Babacan’in hem de Davutoglu’nun partilerinin dogal olarak seslenecekleri ilk taban
AK Parti tabanidir. Partilerin kadrolari ve teskilatlari agirlikli olarak AK Parti’den gelecek
ve bunun yani sira seslenecekleri segmen profili de dncelikle AK Parti segmeni olacaktir.
2019 yerel secimlerinden glic kaybederek cikan Erdogan ve AK Parti’'nin bu iki yeni siyasi
partiye kadrolarini ve tabanini kaptirmadan baskin bir erken secime gidebilecegi ihtimali
kulislerde konusuluyor. Eger AK Parti’nin tek karar vericisi konumundaki Erdogan bdyle
bir karar verip, 2020 bitmeden 6nce baskin bir erken genel se¢im icin digmeye basacak
olursa, yapabilecegi tek sey AK Parti — MHP ittifakini konsolide edip, genisletmek
olacaktir. Bu da siyasi soylem dilizeyinde milliyetci — muhafazakar dili ve Kiirt sorununda
¢6zim Kkarsiti tutumu konsolide etmekle mimkiin olabilir. ittifak diizeyinde ise iYi
Parti’'nin de AK Parti — MHP ittifakina katilmasini saglamakla mimkiin olabilir. Ancak
yukarida da ifade ettigimiz gibi iYi Parti yénetimi bu ittifaki kabul etse bile AK Parti ve
Erdogan karsithiginin baskin oldugu iYi Parti’nin yiizde 10’luk tabaninin baskin bir erken
secimde bu ittifaka oy verecegi oldukca stphelidir. Dolayisiyla 2020’de baskin bir erken

se¢im ihtimali simdilik oldukga dlsuktar.

2020’de erken se¢im olmasa bile 2023’ten 6nce bir erken genel segim ihtimali, 2020’de ig
siyaset giindeminin énemli bir unsuru olacaktir. Ozellikle yeni kurulan iki partinin, llke
genelinde orgltlenmelerini tamamlamalarinin ardindan, 2021’de erken seg¢im talebini
glindeme getirmeleri slirpriz olmayacaktir. Gelecek Partisi'nin ileri gelenlerinin simdiden
2021'de erken secim talebini dillendirmeye basladiklarinin altini gizelim. Partinin genel
baskan yardimcilarindan Selguk Ozdag, 9 Ocak’ta konuk oldugu bir TV programinda,
2021’de erken secim oOngordiklerini ifade etti. Haziran 2020’ye kadar llke genelinde
orglutlenmelerini tamamlayip, olagan kongresini yapmayi planlayan Gelecek Partisi’nin
2021’'de erken sec¢im talep etmesi siyasi acidan rasyonel bir talep olarak gorilebilir.
Babacan cephesinde ise simdilik bu konuda sessizlik hakim. Ancak Babacan’in partisinin
de kurulus stlirecini tamamladiktan sonra erken secimi glindeme getirmesi slirpriz

olmayacaktir.
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Sonug olarak, Erdogan ve AK Parti, 2020’de erken secimi giindeme getirse de getirmese
de 2020 yili erken segimin konusuldugu ve gindemin 6n siralarinda oldugu bir yil
olacaktir. Bunun da en 6nemli nedeni AK Parti iginden ¢ikmis iki siyasi partinin varlgi

olacaktir.

[IC- AK PARTI TABANI iCIN MUCADELE YILI OLARAK 2020

2020’de Tirkiye siyasetine yon verecek en dnemli miicadele alani AK Parti’nin kadro ve
se¢men tabani icin verilecek micadele olacaktir. Bu miicadele olasi bir erken seg¢imin ya
da 2023’te olagan tarihinde yapilacak bir genel secimin sonucunda ¢ok etkili olacaktir.
2010’lardan glinimize kadar yapilan secimlerde ylzde 40’la 50 arasinda bir oy
yelpazesine sahip olan AK Parti’nin tabani Davutoglu ve Babacan’in partileri igin hedef

kitle olacaktir.

Gelecek Partisi’/nin mevcut kadro yapisina bakildiginda AK Parti’'nin daha ¢ok dindar,
islami kimligi 6n plana gikan isimlerinin agilikta oldugunu gériiyoruz. Bu kadro yapisi, AK
Parti'nin ve Erdogan’in dzellikle son yillarda uyguladig siyasetten rahatsiz olan islami
cevreler icin gekici olabilir. Bunda AK Parti — MHP ittifakindan duyulan rahatsizhigin da

payi olacaktir. Ozellikle dindar Kiirt secmen icin bu bir cekim alani yaratabilir.

Ote yandan Ali Babacan’in heniiz resmi olarak kurulmamis siyasi partisi ise AK Parti’li
dindar segmenin 6tesinde bir se¢gmen tabanina oynamak istiyor. Babacan, partisiyle ilgili
goruslerini kamuoyuyla paylasirken bunu siirekli vurguluyor. Babacan’in partisi, sadece
AK Parti’li dindar segmene degil, bir kismi AK Parti’ye de oy veren ya da en azindan son
birkac yila kadar oy vermis olan “merkeze yakin segcmen kitlesi”ni hedef almaya calisacak.
Babacan’in AK Parti’'nin ekonomide basarili performans sergiledigi yillarda ekonomiden
sorumlu bakan olmasi bu baglamda sansini artiriyor. Tirkiye’de son vyillarda gittikce
bozulan ekonomik gostergeler, Ali Babacan’i ideolojik olmayan “merkeze yakin se¢cmen

kitlesi” nezdinde 6n plana ¢ikaracaktir.
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Her iki partiyi bu cercevede birlikte degerlendirecek olursak, Davutoglu’'nun Gelecek
Partisi dindar islami cevrelerden oy alam potansiyeli tasirken, Babacan’in partisi ise bir
kismi AK Parti'ye oy veren diger kismi ise diger partilere dagilmis genis secmen

kitlesinden oy alabilir.

Bu iki yonlu tehlike, Erdogan ve AK Parti icin bir kabus senaryosudur. Bu nedenle
Erdogan’in yeni parti olusumlarina ilk tepkisi sert oluyor. Yukarida ifade ettigimiz gibi,
Babacan’i “IMF'den talimat almak”la suglayan Erdogan, Davutoglu’nun Gelecek Partisi'ne
de ilk mesaji yollamakta ¢cekinmedi. Davutoglu tarafindan bizzat kurulmus olan 6zel bir
egitim kurumu niteligindeki istanbul Sehir Universitesine zayif yasal gerekgeler
gosterilerek el konuldu; Ustelik Gniversiteyle ilgili resmi ve nihai karar, Davutoglu’nun
Gelecek Partisi’nin kurulmasindan bir hafta sonra 20 Aralik’ta agiklandi. Erdogan ve AK
Parti’'nin bu tutumu, 2020 icinde yeni partilere karsi takinilacak sert tutumun bir
gostergesi olarak dikkat ¢ekti. Ancak bu tiir baski ve yildirma politikalarinin ters tepme
riski de oldukga ylksek. Kamuoyunda her iki partinin de Erdogan tarafindan haksiz yere
magdur edildigi algisi olusursa bunun Erdogan’a ve AK Parti’ye onimiuzdeki ilk secimdeki
maliyeti oldukca yliksek olabilir. Stphesiz Erdogan da bu riskin farkindadir. Bu nedenle
Onlimuzdeki donemin yeni partilere yonelik sadece baski ve yildirma politikalariyla

gececegini dislinemeyiz.

Erdogan’in yeni partilerin kendisine karsi koz olarak kullanacagi alanlarda tutum ve
soylem degisikligine gitme ihtimalini de géz 6ninde bulundurmak gerekiyor. Bunlarin
basinda da Kirt sorununda gelinmis olan durum var. Hem Davutoglu’'nun hem de
Babacan’in AK Parti'ye giden Kiirt oylari Gstiinde belli bir cekim glicl olusturmasi yliksek
ihtimaldir. Yukarida da ifade ettigimiz gibi Davutoglu, basbakanlk yaptigr 2014 — 2016
doénemi nedeniyle Kiirt oylari icin Babacan’a goére daha az cazip bir secenek olsa da
Babacan’in partisinin AK Parti’nin Kirt oylari igin 6nemli bir gekim merkezi olma ihtimali
potansiyel olarak oldukca yliksek. Bunda Babacan’in sik kullandigi demokratiklesme
soyleminden daha ¢ok siyasi gecmisinin Kirt sorunu ve ¢6ziim siireciyle ilgili olumlu ya da
olumsuz bir iz tasimamasinin da bir etkisi olacaktir. Buna Besir Atalay gibi ¢6ziim slireci
denince akla ilk gelen isimlerden birinin varligini da ekleyince Babacan’in partisinin Kiirt

secmen icin bir alternatif olmasi sirpriz olmayacaktir. Kiirt oylarinin yogun oldugu illerde
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en kotl zamanda bile ylizde 30 — 35 oy alabilen AK Parti icin bu tablo hic de parlak degil.
Buna istanbul, Ankara, izmir, Adana gibi biiyiik bati sehirlerindeki dindar Kiirt oylarinin da
eklenmesi ylksek ihtimal dahilindedir.

AK Parti’nin Kirt oylariyla ilgili bu olumsuz ihtimaller tablosu karsisinda yapabilecegi sey,
yeniden Kiirt kamuoyuyla barisma c¢abasi olabilir. Bunun da yolu insan haklari alaninda
yapilacak diizenlemelerden geciyor. Irak ve Suriye’de yasanacak gelismelerle de baglantili
olarak yeni bir ¢6ziim siireciyle ilgili adimlarin atilmasi da Erdogan ve AK Parti’nin
giindeminde olacaktir. Elbette bu tiir adimlar, AK Parti — MHP ittifaki icin ciddi bir
tehlikeyi de glindeme getirecektir. Ancak bir sonraki secimleri kazanacagina inanan
Erdogan, MHP’yle ittifaki bozmakta tereddiit etmeyecektir. Bunda AK Parti — MHP

ittifakinin AK Parti’ye oy kazandirmadigi gerceginin de 6nemli bir payi olacaktir.

Gerek Davutoglu, gerekse Babacan cephesinde Erdogan’a yonelik olgilia bir dil
kullanilmasinda bu tiir ihtimallerin de énemli bir pay! var. Yukarida ifade ettigimiz gibi
“ittifaklar siyaseti” 2020 Tirkiye’sinde bambaska bir siyasi tabloyu da ortaya cikarabilir.
Bunda da en biyiik pay, kendi niyetlerinden bagimsiz olarak AK Parti igcinden ¢ikmis iki

yeni siyasi partinin varligi olacaktir.

SONUC

2020 yili basinda Tirkiye, son dort bes yildan beri sliren kutuplasma siyaseti ve HDP’nin
temsil ettigi Klrt siyasetinin marjinallestirilmesi ve siyaseten yalnizlastiriimasi sirecinin
sona ermesine yonelik 6énemli bir sansla karsi karsiyadir. AK Parti icinden gikan iki siyasi
partinin ayni donemde kuruluyor olmasi Tirkiye siyasetinde yasanacak o©nemli
degisimleri tetikleyecektir. Kamuoyunda, AK Parti icinden gikan es zamanli olarak iki ayri
partinin kuruluyor olmasi bu yeni partiler icin bir handikap, AK Parti icin ise bir avantaj
oldugu yolunda gorisler var. Bu saptamada dogruluk payi olsa da baska bir acidan

bakildiginda bunun yeni partiler icin avantaj oldugunu soylemek de mimkun.

Eger AK Parti icinden tek bir parti ciksaydi, Erdogan’in bu partiyi “seytanlastirma”si

oldukca yiiksek ihtimal olacakti. Son yillarin en gegerli argiimani olan “arkasinda FETO
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var” arglimani bu partiye yonelik olarak basvurulacak en énemli silahlardan biri olacakti.
Ancak ortada iki ayr parti olmasi bu argiimani zayiflatacaktir. Henliz bu konuda
Erdogan’dan ya da AK Parti sozcilerinden boyle bir ima gelmemesi de bu goriistimizi
destekliyor. Ayrica her iki partinin genel olarak ayni tabana hitap etmesine ragmen,
ayrintilara girildiginde birbirleriyle farklarini ortaya koyacak olmalari da AK Parti ve
Erdogan’i giic durumda birakacaktir. Gelecek Partisi’nin agirlikl olarak dindar, islami
duyarhligi yiksek tabana hitap etmesine karsilik Babacan’in partisinin ideolojik
angajmanlari dusik olan “merkez se¢men”e agirlikli olarak hitap edecek olmasi ve
ekonomi gibi “merkez se¢gmen”in birinci 6nceligi olan konularda 6n plana gikacak olmasi
da AK Parti’yi zorlayacaktir. Ali Babacan’in ekonomi konusundaki basarili gecmisi, son
yillarda Turkiye’de yasanan ekonomik sikintilarla birlestiginde, AK Parti’ye giicli bir siyasi

rakibin dogmakta oldugunu séylemek abarti olmaz.

Bu tabloya Kiirt sorunu konusunda Tirkiye ic siyasetinden yasanan donuklugun da yavas
yavas c¢oziilmeye baslamasini ekleyebiliriz. 2020’nin ¢6ziim silreci konusunda yeni
alternatiflerin boy vermeye baslayacagi bir yil olma ihtimali oldukca yulksektir. DPI'in
2020 faaliyetlerini bu cercevede degerlendirdigimizde, ilk gdze carpan ihtiyag, temsil
meselesinde kendisini gostermektedir. Yil icinde yapilacak etkinliklerde iki yeni siyasi
partinin temsil edilmesi gozetilirken AK Parti’ye yakin isimlerin de etkinliklerde yer almasi
hayati 6nem tasimaktadir. Yer yer sert gececek siyasi rekabet sartlarinda mevcut

yapilardan herhangi birine daha yakin gérinmemek, DPI igcin 6nemli bir ihtiyactir.

Sadece siyasi partilerin temsil edildigi etkinliklerde degil, 6zellikle medya galisanlarinin ya
da sivil toplum kuruluslarinin yer aldigi etkinliklerde de ortaya ¢ikacak ¢ok pargall siyasi
tabloyu gozetmek gerekiyor. Medyaya deginmisken, giiniimizde konvansiyonel medya
olarak tanimlanan yazili basin ve TV'nin blylik 6lglide Erdogan’in kontroliinde olmasi,
dijital ve sosyal medyayi daha etkili ve ragbet goriir hale getirmistir. Medya temsilcileriyle

iliski kurarken DPI'in bunu dikkate almasi gerekmektedir.

Son olarak, sadece AK Parti ve onun icinden dogmus iki partinin temsilcilerinin bir araya
geldigi oturumlarda Kiirt sorunu ve ¢6zim sireci konusunun tartisilmasi verimli sonuglar

dogurabilir. DPI'in bu tiir toplantilari organize etmesi ¢c6ziim siireci baglaminda énemli bir
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katki saglayabilir. Ozellikle 2020 yili gibi bu ¢ partinin iliskilerinin olduk¢a degisken
olabilecegi bir donemde, her U¢ parti de diger partilerin temsilcilerinin olmadigi
ortamlarda kendilerini daha rahat ifade edebilirler. Bu tartisma sirecinden de ¢6zim

sureci baglaminda olumlu sonuglar ¢ikabilir.
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