Democratic

rogress
Institute

The process of resolution from the Kobani
incidents to the June elections

Kobani Olaylarindan Haziran Sec¢imlerine
Coziim Siireci

Ji Bayerén Kobaniyé Heta Hilbijartinén Meha
Pigheré Pévajoya Careseriyé

Ali Bayramoglu



Democratic

rogress
Institute

Published by

Democratic Progress Institute
11 Guilford Street

London WCIN 1DH
United Kingdom

www.democraticprogress.org
info@democraticprogress.org
+44 (0)203 206 9939
First published, 2015

ISBN: 978-1-905592-ISBN

© DPI - Democratic Progress Institute, 2015

DPI — Democratic Progress Institute is a charity registered in England and
Wales. Registered Charity No. 1037236. Registered Company No. 2922108.

This publication is copyright, but may be reproduced by any method without

fee or prior permission for teaching purposes, but not for resale. For copying in

any other circumstances, prior written permission must be obtained from the

publisher, and a fee may be payable.be obtained from the publisher, and a fee

may be payable



The process of resolution from the Kobani incidents to the June elections

The process of resolution from the Kobani
incidents to the June elections

Ali Bayramoglu

Dcmocratic

rogress
Institutc

April 2015




The process of resolution from the Kobani incidents to the June elections

Introduction

The Kobani incidents of 6-8 October 2014 constituted a significant
milestone in the ongoing ‘peace process’ in Turkey. These incidents
served to display two mechanisms. Firstly, that the Kurdish question
in Turkey had reached a new stage that required a redefinition as
regards the actors involved in the region. Secondly, that the talks
between the Turkish state and the Kurdish movement, that began
and were officially declared at Newroz 2013, had gone into a
serious crisis as far as the meaning given to these talks by the parties
and their expectations from the peace process are concerned. The
Rojava factor and the Kobani question have both created and
intensified this situation.

External dimension

Let us look at the first mechanism. Just as it is a reality that in
the Middle East the Kurds, dispersed in four different countries,
are involved in a political awakening, the ‘Kurdish area that
transcends national borders’ is also a reality. Kurds resident in the
region have a collective consciousness and sense of belonging in
spite of the disagreements between Kurdish political groups. Every
development in the Middle East contributes to this area taking
shape and to this consciousness becoming more pronounced.
Hence the social and political energy that has emerged with the
internal conflict and chaos in Syria has made a significant input to
this joint area and sense of belonging in Rojava. The establishing of
self-government in northern Syria where the population is mainly
Kurdish, and the PKK, which has the same origins as the PYD,
making efforts to establish itself in this region by implementing the
‘autonomy model” constitute the basis of this input. It can be said
that this situation structurally has led to two important outcomes.
Firstly, the geographical scale of the Kurdish question has broadened,
which will affect the peace process in Turkey. Secondly, both on the
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ground in Rojava and as regards the international balance of forces,
the PKK’s character as a regional actor has deepened.

This new situation, which has been taking shape gradually for
the last few years, has now become a reality with Kobani being

surrounded by ISIS and coming to the point of falling in September
and October 2014.

By this I mean:

1.

Kobani being on the verge of falling led to the Kurdish
movement making a clear connection of Rojava to the process
of resolution in Turkey. It became a virtual precondition of
the Kurdish movement that in order for the peace process to
continue Turkey should allow aid to reach Kobani, that the fall
of Kobani should be prevented and that Ankara should change
its stance towards Islamist movements.

This situation, in addition to creating problems regarding the
resolution package, also led to the different meanings attributed
by the parties to the idea of resolution becoming more
antagonistic, or, at the very least, to the differences surfacing.
It is necessary to see the ISIS encirclement of the Kurds, first
and foremost in Rojava, as a milestone for two reasons. The
first reason is that international forces, including the Kurdish
movement in Turkey, began to see the importance and position
of the Kurds from a new angle. With the PKK and PYD
being the only local, organised and secular force confronting
ISIS, contacts were made with the international coalition,
the potential consequences of which could be of historical
significance in the future, and for the process of resolution.
The second aspect of the milestone is the political-psychological
effect of the ISIS encirclement on the Kurds. I would like to
borrow this view espoused by Prof. Dr. Mesut Yegen, with
which I wholly concur: “The issue of Rojava has had a dynamic
effect on the Kurds, and the state of mind of the Kurdish

o
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masses has changed over time. At the outset it was just a
matter of the PYD taking advantage of the power vacuum that
emerged in Syria. However, in time and with the onslaught
on Kobane by ISIS, and with the city becoming a symbol,
Rojava began to constitute one of the strategic points of the
‘dream of Kurdishness’. The ISIS threat nourished the Kurds’
need for security, for a joint security structure, and a search
for a state-like structure, or, more accurately, feelings in this
direction. Different Kurdish groups living in different countries
became more active. It also created a state of solidarity and
rapprochement between groups in dispute.”! The sociological
and psychological result of this was of a character that would
also affect relations between politics, the movement and society
as much as those between Kurdish groups.

Rojava is on the way to becoming an area where Kurdish
groups meet and where potential common ground in addition
to tensions and power struggles will be enveloped. It is evident
that this factor is now more important than it was as regards
the Kurdish question and the peace process.

The effect of Rojava and ISIS on the process of resolution has
influenced the tendency of third parties and international
forces to intervene in Kurdish politics. It may be said that
the US in particular has followed a policy of preventing ISIS
gaining a symbolic victory and ensuring the control of a force
close to itself. It has persuaded the PYD to share control by
opening Rojava to the KDP and other Kurdish groups, and in
recognition of Turkish sensitivities, to collaborate with the Free
Syria Army, which is evidence of the new situation.

It can be stated that the Rojava factor has in particular affected
Turkey’s regional Kurdish policy. Turkey’s regionalpolicy towards
the Kurds was founded on the basis of breaking ties between the
Kurdish question in Turkey and Kurds beyond its borders, or of
converting it into a factor of complete support. The fact that
the process of resolution from the point of view of the Turkish
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state is based on national borders, the organisation’s giving up
its weapons and the idea of democratic integration meant the
official view of Rojava is strong and sharp. The situation where
any Kurdish movement acts freely in a radical manner and has
relations with the PKK, and the PKK’s moving into an area to
implement autonomy is something to which Turkey is opposed
and from time to time endeavours to prevent. The second
phase of the Kobani crisis, the international pressure on Turkey
and the rapid influence of the question on Turkey’s domestic
politics led to this policy being softened. In the new conditions
Turkey was pushed into providing actual and indirect support
to the PYD, that it has declared to be a terrorist organisation,
and ignoring its existence and activities. Turkish foreign policy,
that was based on the integrity of Syria and the overthrow of
Assad, has now begun to give a separate and specific weight
to Rojava. This change, which implies developing strategies
according to the exisiting situation, offers clues as to the role
that might be played by the new balance of forces.

Internal dimension

In an assessment report entitled: “The Fragilities and Contradictions
of the Peace Process in Turkey” that I compiled prior to the Rojava
crisis and the incidents in Turkey on 6 and 7 October, I wrote
the following: “The fundamental contradictions of the process of
resolution concern the different meanings attributed to the process,
and expectations of it, of the two parties. While the state’s goal is
democratic integration, it appears that for the Kurdish side status
and autonomy are a ‘sine qua non’. The distance between these
two approaches can be reduced through talks. The current stage
in the peace process in Turkey may be defined as a pre-negotiation
situation. Turkey is involved in pre-negotiation exercises and there
is a need for time in order for the approaches of the two sides
to intersect. But new developments demand that this time be
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shortened. Hence, the Rojava factor is putting pressure on the
peace process by taking it beyond national borders. If the Kurdish
moverments sensitivity regarding the connection between the
peace process and Rojava, and the concern that the Turkish side
will react to and oppose this, and the ISIS factor and the PYD-ISIS
encounter are taken into consideration, then there is a risk of a
blockage or of a combustion of internal contradictions...”

The incidents of 6-7 October could be described as the combustion
of these contradictions. This eruption exposed the differences in
expectation, definition and paradigm between the sides and took
the process of resolution to a new stage. It would be appropriate to
discuss the point reached under four headings.

1.The image as regards the process of resolution

The Kobani incidents of 6-8 October 2014 indicate a serious crisis
as regards the meanings attributed by the parties to the ‘talks
between the Turkish state and the Kurdish movement which began
and were officially declared at Newroz 2013, and their expectations
from the peace process. There is now a need for a new definition
regarding the current state of the process of resolution.

In the three and a half months since the Kobani incidents the main
debates have taken place around the distance between the different
models considered by the parties. Hence, steps taken and policies
pursued are proceeding along a line of tension created by this
distance. There are two aspects of this. On the one hand, the state
and the Kurdish movement listen to the other side’s pre-conditions
and continue contact, while frequently repeating their belief in a
political resolution despite the depth of the crisis. However, on the
other hand, the parties make moves to influence public opinion
and to impose their own perspective.
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We may detail this as follows:

It is important that despite the extent of the tension both
the AK Party and Imrali [Ocalan] have expressed their belief
and faith in the process of resolution and their political will.
Following the 6-8 October Kobani incidents talks between
the state and the Kurdish movement have partially got back
on track, dialogue has been renewed and the two sides have
not compromised their determination to find a solution. As
seen on World Kobani Day on 1 November care was taken to
avoid putting the process at risk. The government’s demand
for ‘public order’ as a pre-condition for negotiations received a
partial response both from Ocalan and the KCK, and despite
the Cizre incidents and occasional defiant statements from
Kandil and from Ankara the main picture has not changed.

As the process requires a new definition and accord relations
are continuing in a serious state of tension. Hence, while on
the one hand belief in the process of resolution is underlined,
and the idea of politics instead of violence is discussed, on the
other the threat of actions and the threat of state repression, are
frequently raised. The state and the political administration are
irritated by the use of the word negotiation, despite being ready
to take part in negotiations. At every opportunity they repeat
that by talks, delegations and the process of resolution they
understand giving up arms, and the reintegration of returnees.
In response, the Kurdish movement defines the accord drawn
up by Ocalan as a starting point, aiming to have negotiations
regarding the entire Kurdish question, including the giving up
of arms. In other words, the blockage created by the differences
in definition and expectation between the parties is maintaining
its existence, but politically rather than through violence.

The example of ‘public order’, frequently raised by the government
as a pre-condition, is an important example, or even a threshold, as
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it is right at the centre of the difference in definitions. For the state,
public order means “in addition to the organisation withdrawing
its weapons, a halting of efforts to control territory and efforts to
establish a political centre in the Southeast and introduce actual
autonomy”. From this angle, public order is the main element in
implementing the idea of a process of resolution based on politics
within legal borders where violence has ceased. This is the meaning
of its being a pre-condition, as it is a reference to the government’s
model for a solution. The internal security package, or threat of a
public security policy, is a response to the threat of arms against
this pre-condition. As for the Kurdish movement, its definition
of public order is: “a restructuring of the political arena and an
understanding of shared hegemony”. An expectation of the process
of resolution that semi-de facto sharing will become law and be
constructed and defined as such. The threat towards a rejection of
this by the state is street resistance, that is, the threat of conflict.
In this context the principal question has become intertwined with
the issue of controland hegemony.

2. Fragmentation of area and the risk of political division

The question of control of areas has gained in importance since the
incidents of 6-7 October. It is a reality accepted by the state that
from the point of view of the Kurdish movement one of the most
important aspects of the peace process is ensuring control of most
of the Southeast. The scaling down of the military presence and,
to a significant extent, the abandoning of the area to the Kurdish
movement in the post-KCK trials period, has led to the Kurdish
movement drawing all other political tendencies into its orbit,
apart from the radical Islamists. In this sense the structuring of the
Kurdish movement, with the KCK, HDP, DTK and other civil and
political structures, is developing in the form of a ‘political centre
formation’ as indicated by the demand for public order. Following
the Kobani incidents involving street protests, control of areas and
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insurrection, there have been ruptures in this homogenous fabric.
In addition to the possibility of a return of the military, structures
such as Hizbullah and HUDA-PAR, which gained 5% of the vote
in the local elections in Diyarbakir and 8% in Batman, and are
able to attract 500,000 people to rallies, have emerged. The tension
and reciprocal attacks between these organisations and the PKK
have turned into a significant risk factor and are a new element on
the scene. It is in particular necessary to underline the sensitivity
of Hatip Dicle in this regard and the words of Prime Minister
Davutoglu on his return from Brussels when he said: “For us this
is one of the greatest risks of possible conflict”. Apart from this,
political fragmentation, the situation in the region, the possibility
of infiltration and provocations and the risk of undercover
structures becoming involved have become the subject of serious
debate. Hence the incidents that took place in Cizre in January
point to many different angles and possibilities. While the activities
of the PKK’s youth organisation are seen as Kandil double dealing,
the Kurdish side explains the incidents as being the result of covert
activity by the state. This inevitably makes the interpretations of
many commentators regarding differences within the state and
tendencies and mavericks within the Kurdish movement all the
more important. It will be no surprise if the process of resolution
continues to encounter such problems in the coming period.

3.2015 June General Elections

The 2014 October incidents, the situation in Rojava and the
increasing regionalisation of the Kurdish question in Turkey have
introduced a new bar as regards the process of resolution and in
general relations betweeen the state and the Kurdish movement.
This bar is the general election to be held in June 2015. The HDP,
and Kurdish parties before it, previously fielded independent
candidates in the elections, knowing they would not be able to pass
the 10% electoral threshold. While in the event of their exceeding
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the threshold they would have obtained between 50 and 75 seats,
they settled for around 30 deputies. This time the HDP, probably
due to pressure from Kandil, have decided to enter the elections as a
national party. There are three apparent reasons for this decision: 1.
The around 9% vote obtained by the HDP’s Presidential candidate
at last year’s election. 2. The rise of opposition in Turkey to the AK
Party and the perception that the HDP is the only political party
that can reduce the power of the ruling party. 3. Most important
of all, the fact that the Kurdish political movement, given the stage
it has reached, feels the need and obligation to raise the bar and to
change the balance of forces.

In particular as regards the last of these reasons, it would not be
incorrect to say that there are two aspects to the Kurdish movement’s
preference to contest the upcoming elections as a political party.
On the one hand, in the event that the HDP exceeds the threshold,
it would become a ‘founding actor’ that the AK Party would have
to ally with in order to frame a new constitution, while in the
event that the threshold is not passed, the government would be
pressured into direct negotiations with Kandil and local authorities
would exert more control over the region.

Not just for the Kurdish movement, but for the Turkish political
system too, the elections of 2015 will be highly determining
as regards the process of resolution and the framing of a new
constitution. Experience shows that the current balance of forces
between the four main parties in parliament means that a new
constitution could only be drawn up by an AK Party that achieved
a higher number of deputies, or through agreement between the
HDP and the AK Party. Will the proportion of votes that the AK
Party receives be enough to achieve a constitutional majority, or at
the very least the 330 seats that would enable a draft constitution
to go to a referendum? This is an important question. Whether
the HDP will contest the elections as a party is of vital importance
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as regards the answer to this question. In the event of the HDP
entering the elections as a party and failing to receive the 10% of
votes nationwide to ensure parliamentary representation, the AK
Party could even gain 367 seats. On the other hand, if the HDP
could benefit from the synergy in current political conditions,
appropriate votes from the CHP and exceed the threshold, this
would mean the AK Party losing deputies in the Southeast in
particular and not even obtaining 330 seats. For the HDP the 10%
threshold is a high one. For the Kurdish movement to make such a
preference, as I mention above, may in essence mean to remove the
HDP from the equation and compel the AK Party to deal directly
with Kandil. However, as regards the election results, to abandon
all political power to a single political party means to retain the
potential for clashes or at least high tension, both in Turkey in
general and concerning a resolution of the Kurdish question
in particular. However, conversely, for the HDP to exceed the
threshold would push Turkey into acquaintance with a founding
Kurdish factor,” both as regards a solution of the Kurdish question
and the drafting of a new social accord. Such a development
would imply the crossing of a democratic threshold by means of
the Kurdish question, whereas failure to exceed the 10% threshold
would mean a rise in tension and clashes. These conditions will
probably push both the government and the HDP into using
language that is cautious and with two aspects until the elections.
A confrontational or security based language along with a passive
and political language, yet incorporating steps to gain politikcal
advantage.

It is highly likely that the results of the elections will establish new
political conditions as regards the process of resolution and the
Kurdish question in general. The period after the month of June
may therefore be defined as a critical period.
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4. Key issues and problems

In spite of this, in whichever direction the cyclical factors mentioned
above evolve, the existence of certain structural problems that may
have a rapid and determining effect may be mentioned.

We may define these structural problems as areas of constraint.

The first constraint is the pressure exerted on the process of
resolution by the “Rojava question”. The factor that will reduce
this pressure in the short term is the protection of Kobane, which
has become a symbolic city. International mobilisation, Turkey
attaching more importance to Rojava in its policies and joint action
by the Kurds appears to have secured this. However, in the medium
term what will reduce the pressure is a softening of Turkey’s stance

towards the PYD.

The second area of constraint is the distance between negotiations
(Kurdish expectation) and the government’s attitude to the process.
The government is mainly responsible for this. It is possible that
instead of taking the process of resolution forward unilaterally
with ‘lovers of democracy’, a resolution will be found through
interaction with the Kurds regarding what will be implemented.
This interactive method on subjects such as definition of citizenship
and local administration, on the condition that they are submitted
to parliament, are possible steps forward. Without this progress
will become more difficult.

The question of negotiations has another aspect, that of a third party.
This concerns Ocalan’s freedom of movement. Turkey is principally
carrying on the process of resolution by means of talks and accords
reached with Ocalan. However, Ocalan cannot control the entire
space. Therefore, in order to transcend the disorganisation of the
Kurdish political movement, dominate the process and prevent
road crashes, Ocalan’s ability to implement the process should be

14
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improved. Such a step would also introduce a certain degree of
transparency and make the public observers and arbiters.

A fourth point is the responsibility of the Kurdish side. The
Kurdish political movement has for a long time expressed its
wish to be adjoined to the system in an autonomous way in order
to have talks with the state, and this has come to pass recently.
However, the same movement is also hankering after establishing
a kind of parallel state structure in the Kurdish region that deals
with functions such as justice, public order, title deeds, finance etc.
These are two steps that cannot be realised at the same time. The
Kurds cannot expect talks to deepen without their returning to
a legitimate line which the government calls ‘public order’. The
path that needs to be followed is not control of an area but its
reconstruction. This reconstruction can find its expression through
agreement on reforms in local government.

This is a picture of the process of resolution in January 2015.

(1] Ali Bayramoglu, Kiirtlerin Tahayyiilii ve Yeni Denge, (The Kurds’ dream and new
equilibrium) Yeni Safak, 6 November 2014, http://www.yenisafak.com.tr/yazarlar/

AliBayramoglu/kurtlerin-tahayyulu-ve-yeni-denge/56803
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6-8 Ekim 2014 Kobani olaylari, Tiirkiye'de yiiriiyen “baris siireci”
icin 6nemli bir kilometre tagi, hatta bir milat olusturdu. Olaylar
iki mekanizmanin gézler 6niine serilmesine vesile oldu. Bunlardan
birincisi Turkiye'nin Kiirt sorununun bélge dinamikleri tizerinden
derinlesmesi, bu ¢ergevede cap: ve akeorleri itibariyle yeniden
tanimlanmay1 gerektiren bir asamaya gelmis olmasidir. Ikincisi ise
Tiirk devleti ve Kiirt hareketi arasinda baglayan, 2013 Nevroz'unda
resmen deklare edilen “gértismeler”in, taraflarin bu gériigmelere
verdikleri anlamlar ve baris siirecinden beklentileri agisindan ciddi
bir krize girmesidir. Rojava faktorii ve Kobani hadisesi bu durumu

hem ortaya ¢ikarmis hem derinlestirmistir.

DI§ BOYUT

Once ilk mekanizmaya deginelim. Ortadogu'da dort ayr iilkeye
dagilmis Kiirtlerin, bulunduklar: ilkelerde siyasi uyanis iginde
olmalar1 nasil fiili bir gercekse, birlikte olusturduklari “ulusal
stnirlar otesi Kiirt alani”n1 da o denli fiili bir gercektir. Kiirt siyasi
gruplarinin  aralarindaki ¢eliskilere ragmen, bélgede yasayan
Kiirtleri kusatan ortak alan bilinci ve aidiyeti 6nemli bir veri olarak
karsimizda duruyor. Ortadogudaki her gelisme ve hareketlilik
bu alanin biraz daha sekillenmesine ve bu bilincin biraz daha

derinlesmesine katkida bulunuyor.

Nitekim Suriye’'nin yasadigt i¢ catusma ve kaosla agiga ¢ikan
toplumsal ve siyasi enerji, Rojava {izerinden, bu ortak alan ve
aidiyet fikrine 6nemli bir girdi saglamistir. Kiirtlerin yogun olarak

yasadiklart Kuzey Suriye'de bir 6z yonetim yapilanmasina gitmeleri,
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PDY’yle ayni kokiin ucu olan PKK’nin bu bélgede koklesme
hamlesi yapmasi, “6zerklik modeli’ni uygulamaya koymast bu
girdinin temelini olusturmaktadir. Bu durumun yapisal olarak iki
onemli sonuca yol agtig1 sdylenebilir. Oncelikle Tiirkiye'nin Kiirt
sorununun barig siirecini de etkileyecek sekilde cap1 ve cografyast
genislemistir. Ikinci sonug, gerek fiili durum gerek Rojavadaki
uluslararasi nitelikli siyasi dengeler itibariyle PKK’nin bolge aktorii

olma vasfinin derinlesmesidir.

Bir ka¢ yildir tedrici olarak sekillenmekte olan bu yeni tablo,
Kobani’nin 2014’tin Eyliil ve Ekim aylarinda ISID tarafindan
kusatilmasi ve diisme noktasina gelmesiyle aktif bir duruma

gecmistir.

Aktif durumdan kasit sudur:

1. Kobani’nin diisme noktasina gelmesi Kiirt siyasi hareketinin
Rojava’yr  Tirkiyedeki ¢oziim  siireciyle agitk  sekilde
baglantulandirmasina yol agmistir. Barig siirecinin  devami
icin Turkiye'nin Kobani’ye ulasacak yardimlara kapi agmast,
Kobane’nin diigmesinin engellenmesi, Ankaranin Islamc
hareketlere bakis agisini degistirmesi Kiirt haraketi tarafindan
adeta bir onkosul haline getirilmistir.

2. Bu durum ¢6ziim paketinin tanimiyla ilgili sorunlar tiretmek
yaninda, taraflarin ¢6ziim fikrine verdikleri farkli anlamlart
daha karsit konuma siiriiklemistir, en azindan farkli anlamlarin
kargitlig1, daha agik bir ifadeyle, paradigma farkliligi su yiiziine

ctkmugtr.
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3. Rojava basta olmak iizere bolgede Kiirtlerin ISID karsisinda
yasadiklart kusatmanin iki yonli bir kilometre tast oldugunu
gormek gerekir. Bunlardan birincisi basta Tiirkiyedeki Kiirt
haraketi olmak tizere, uluslararasi giicler Kiirtlerin 6nem ve
yerini farkli bir agidan gérmeye baglamistir. ISID karsisinda
yerel, orgiitlii ve sekiiler tek gii¢ olmanin getirdigi kendiliginden
islev, PKK ve PYD ile uluslararast koalisyon arasinda kurulan
temaslar, belirleyici ve ve ileriye doniik muhtemel sonuglari,
hatta ¢oziim siirecinin istikameti agisindan tarihi 6nemdedir.

4. Kilometre taginin ikinci yonii ISID baskisi ve kusatmasinin
Kiirtler tizerine yaratugi politik-psikolojik etkidir. Prof.Dr.
Mesut Yegenden tiimiiyle katuldigim su tespiti 6diing almak
isterim: “Rojava meselesinin Kiirtler tizerindeki etkisi dinamik
bir seyir izlemis ve Kiirt kitlelerindeki haleti ruhiye zaman i¢inde
degismistir. Baglangicta Suriyede dogan bir otorite boslugunda
o alana yerlesen PYD meselesi soz konusuydu. Ancak zaman
icinde ISID’in saldirilari, bu saldirilar iizerinden Kobane'nin
simge hale gelmesiyle, Rojava ‘Kiirtliik tahayytlt’niin stratejik
noktalarindan birisini olusturmaya basladi. ISID tehlikesi
Kiirtler i¢in bir giivenlik ihtiyacini, bu ¢ergevede ortak bir
giivenlik yapisi, devletimsi bir yapi arayisini, daha dogrusu
bu istikametteki bir duyguyu besledi. Farkli Kiirt gruplarin
yasadig, farkli tilkelere dagilmis ortak Kiirt alani biraz daha
aktive oldu. Cekisen, alan denetimi miicadelesi veren Kiirt

gruplari arasinda bir dayanigsma ve yakinlagma halini yaratt.” 1

Bu sosyolojik ve psikolojik sonug¢ Kiirt hareketleri arasindaki
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iligkiler kadar siyaset, hareket ve toplum arasindaki iligkileri de

besleyecek bir niteliktedir.

5.

Rojava Kiirt gruplarin bir karsilasma alani olma yolunda
ilerlemektedir. Hem bu gruplarin arasindaki gerginlikleri
ve iktidar kavgasini, hem kesisme noktalarini ve muhtemel
ortakliklarint  kusatmaktadir. Kiirt meselesinin ve baris
stirecinin seyrinde bu faktoriin diine oranla daha ¢ok 6nem
kazandig: ortadadur.

Coziim siireci Rojavay1 isaret ettigi, Rojava da ISID’e gonderme
yapugl oranda l¢lincii taraflarin, uluslararasi giiglerin Kiirt
siyasetine miidahil olma egilimlerini ve tarzlarini etkilenmistir.
Ozellikle ABD’nin bir siiredir ISID’in simgesel bir zafer
kazanmasin: engellemek ve kendisine yakin bir alan kontrolii
saglamak i¢in bir paylasim politikas: izledigi soylenebilir.
Bu politikayla, PYD’yi alan paylasimima ikna etmektedir.
Rojavada KDP ve diger Kiirt gruplara yer agmak, Tiirkiye'nin
hassasiyetleri istikametinde Ozgiir Suriye Ordusu (OSO) ile
isbirligi yapmak fiili yeni durumun unsurlaridur.

Rojava faktoriiniin oyuna girmesinin Tirkiye'nin ozellikle
bolgesel anlamda Kiirt politikast rotasini  etkiledigi de
soylenebilir. Tirkiye'nin Kiirtere yonelik bélge politikasi,
Tirkiyedeki Kiirt sorunuyla siir dist Kirtler arasindaki
baglantiyr koparmak ya da tam destek faktoriine gevirmek
tizerine kurulu olmustur. Coéziim siirecinin  Tirk devleti
agisindan  ozellikle milli sinirlar iginde ve orgiitiin silah
birakmasi ve demokratik entegrasyon fikrine dayanmast

Rojava’ya resmi bakisi sert ve keskin bir nitelige biiriimustir.
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Bolgede herhangi bir Kiirt hareketinin serbest radikal sekilinde
hareket etmesi, PKK’yla iligki icinde olmasi, PKK’nin
bolgeye yayilmasi, ozerklik uygulamasi tizerinden yerlesmesi
Tirkiye'nin hem soguk durdugu, hem de zaman zaman
aktif olarak engelleme politika izledigi bir durumdu. Kobani
krizinin ikinci sathasinda Tirkiye tizerinde olusan uluslararast
baski, sorunun aktif ve hizli bicimde i¢ siyasete taginmasi, bu
politikanin esnetilmesine yol agmustir. Tiirkiye yeni kogsullarda,
soylemde terérist ilan ettigi PYD'yi fiili ve dolayli destekleme,
siyasi varligini, uygulamalarini gormezden gelme politikasina
itilmistir. Suriye'de politikasini bu tilkenin biitiinltigii ve Esat'in
devrilmesi tizerine oturtan Tiirk dig politikasi, bugiin Rojava'ya
ayrt ve Ozgll agirlik vermeye baslamustir. Meveut durumu
kusatmak ve ona gore stratejiler gelistirmek anlamini tagiyan
bu degisim, yeni dengelerin oynabilecegi rolle ilgili ipuglart

vermektedir.

ic BOYUT

Rojava krizinin patlamast ve Turkiyedeki 6-7 Ekim olaylar
oncesinde bir degerlendirme raporunda, “Turkiyedeki Baris
Stirecinin  Kirilganliklari ve Celigkileri” bagligi altinda sunlari
yazmistm: “Coziim siirecinin temel celiskisi taraflarin bu siirece
verdikleri farkli anlamlar ve siirecten beklentilerinin farkli olmastyla
ilgilidir. Devlet demokratik entegrasyonu hedef alirken, statii ve
ozerklik Kiirt tarafi icin bir ‘olmazsa olmaz’ gibi gériinmektedir.
Bu iki yaklagim arasindaki farkin miizakerelerde azalmasi beklenir.

Bu anlamda Turkiye'nin baris siirecinde su anda bulundugu asama
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bir 6n miizakere durumu olarak tanimlanabilir. Tiirkiye miizakere
oncesi pesrevler ve alistirmalar icindedir. Iki tarafin yaklagimlarinin
kesismesi i¢in zamana ihtiyag vardir. Ancak yeni girdiler bu “zamanin
kisalmasini” talep edebilmektedir. Nitekim Rojava faktorii barig
stirecini milli sinirlar 6tesine tagima baskist yapmaktadir. Kiirt
hareketinin baris siireci-Rojava baglanusi hassasiyeti, buna Turk
tarafinin direng ve tepki gostermesi endisesi, ISID faktorii, PYD-
ISID karsilasmast da dikkate alinirsa, bir blokaj ya da i¢ celiskilerin

patlamasi riski olusmaktadir...”

6-7 Ekim olaylar1 bu geliskilerin patlamast olarak tarif edilebilir. Bu
patlama taraflar arasindaki beklenti, tanim ve paradigma farklarin:
iyice ortaya c¢ikarmistir. Ve ¢oziim siirecini yeni bir sathaya
sokmustur. Gelinen noktay1 dort baslik etrafinda ele almak yerinde

olur.

1. Coziim siireci acisindan goriintii

6-8 Ekim 2014 Kobani olaylari, Tiirk devleti ve Kiirt hareketi
arasinda baglayan, 2013 Nevrozunda resmen deklare edilen
“goriismeler”in, taraflarin bu goriismelere verdikleri anlamlar ve
baris siirecinden beklentileri agisindan ciddi bir krize girmesine
isaret etmektedir. Bu agidan bugiin gelinen noktada ¢6ziim siireciyle
ilgili yeni bir tanim gerekliligi orta yerde durmaktadir.

Kobani olaylarindan bu yana gegen 3,5 ay i¢inde, ana tartugmalar,
taraflarin paradigma farkliliklarinin olusturdugu mesafe etrafinda
yurttiilmektedir. Nitekim taraflarin adimlari, izledikleri politikalar,

temel olarak bu mesafenin trettigi gerginlik hatti tizerinde
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ylriimektedir. Bu agidan madalyonunu iki yiizii vardir. Bir taraftan

devlet ve Kiirt hareketi birbirlerinin 6n kosullarina kulak vermekte,

temaslart stirdiirmekte, ¢oziime dair siyasi inanclarini ve irade

beyanini yasanan krizin derinligine ragmen sik¢a tazelemektedirler.

Ancak diger yandan da taraflar kamuoyu olusturma hedefi ve

aractyla kendi bakis agilarini, alan genisleterek fiili duruma ¢evrime

hamleleri yapmaktadirlar.

Soyle ayrinulandirabiliriz:

Gerek AK Parti gerek Imral'nin ¢oziim siirecine yonelik
inanglarini ve sadakatlarini belirtmeleri, siyasi iradelerinin bu
istikametteki diga vurumu, yasanan gerginliklere ve bunlarin
capina ragmen 6nemlidir. 6-8 Ekim Kobani olaylarindan sonra
devlet ile Kiirt hareketi arasindaki goriismeler kismen tekrar
rayina oturmus, kopan diyalog yeniden kurulmus, her iki taraf
temelde ¢oziim iradesinden taviz vermemis, 1 Kasim Diinya
Kobani Giinii 6rneginin gosterdigi gibi ¢6ziimii riske atacak
keskin tavirlara girmemistir. Siyasi iktidarin miizakereler igin
on kosul olarak ileri stirdiigii “kamu diizeni talebi” gerek
Ocalan gerek KCK diizeyinde bir dlgiide karsilik bulmus,
arka plani karanlik Cizre olaylarina, zaman zaman Kandil'den,
zaman zaman Ankaradan gelen meydan okuyucu agiklamalara
ragmen ana tablo degismemistir.

Siire¢ yeni bir tanim ve mutabakata ihtiya¢ duydugu oranda,
iligkiler ciddi bir gerginlik hattinda ilerlemektedir. Nitekim
taraflarin politikalarini farkli seviyelerde ya da ¢ok katmanl:

olarak yurtttighh gozlemlenmektedir. Bir yanda ¢oziim




Kobani Olaylarindan Haziran Secimlerine Coziim Siireci

stirecine inancin alt gizilir, siddet yerine siyaset fikri islenirken,
ote yanda eylem tehdidi, devlet baskisi tehdidi sik sik giindeme
getirilmektedir. Devlet ve onun isletmecisi siyasi iktidar,
miizakere hazirligi yapmasina ragmen, miizakere kelimesinin
kullanilmasindan irite olmaktadir. Gortismeden, heyetlerden,
¢oziim siirecinden silahlarin  terki ve geri dénenlerin
entegrasyonunu anlamakta, bunu her firsatta tekrarlamakeadir.
Buna karsilik Ocalan’in hazirladigi mutabakat metni Kiirt
hareketi tarafindan baglangi¢ referansi olarak tanimlanmakta,
temelde silahlari birakma dahil, tim Kiirt sorununun
miizakeresi hedeflenmektedir. Diger bir ifadeyle taraflarin
tanim ve beklenti farklarinin yaratugi blokaj, bugiin bir sekilde
varligini siirdiirmekte, ancak siddet degil siyaset yoluyla ifade
bulmakrtadir.
Sik dile getirilen, siyasi iktidar tarafindan 6nkosul ilan edilen
“kamu diizeni” meselesi bu agidan 6nemli bir 6rnek, dahasi esikeir.
Zira bu konu zorlamalarin ve tanim farklarinin tam merkezinde
bulunmaktadir. Devlet icin kamu diizeni, “6rgiitiin silahlart
¢ekmesi yaninda tim alan kontrolii  ¢abalarini durdurmast,
Giineydogudaki siyasi merkez olusumunu ve fili 6zerklik
olusumunun yapilanmasini” ifade etmektedir. Kamu diizeni, bu
agidan, gelecegin belirsizligini veri alan, dolayisiyla temel olarak
siddetin durdugu ve yasal sinirlar icinde 6zgiir siyasete dayali ¢6ziim
siireci fikrinin ana isletme unsurudur. Onkosul olmasinin anlami da
burada yatmaktadidr, zira dogrudan dogruya siyasi iktidarin ¢6ziim
paradigmasina gonderme yapmaktadir. Buna direng gosterilmesine

karg: tiretilen silah/tehdit ise i¢ giivenlik paketi, yani asayis politikast
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tehdididir. Kiirt hareketinin kamu diizeni tanimu ise, “siyasal alanin
yeniden yapilandirilmasi ve egemenligin paylagilmasi anlayist”
tizerine kuruludur. Coziim siirecinden beklenen yari fiili mevcut
paylasgimin yasallasmasi, yapilanmasi, tanimlanmasidir. Bunun
devlet tarafindan reddine yonelik tehdit ise sokagin direnmesi, yani

catisma tehdididir.

Coziim siireci bu anlamda asli bir soruyla, alan kontrolii ve

egemenligi meselesiyle i¢ ice gegme sathasina gelmistir.

2. Alan parcalanmasi ve siyasi boliinme riskleri

S6z konusu alan denetimi meselesi 6-7 Ekim olaylar1 sonrast baska
a¢idan da 6nem kazanmuistir. Baris siirecinin Kiirt haraketi agisindan
en 6nemli girdilerinden birinin Giineydogu tama yakin bir alan
kontrolii saglamak oldugu devlet tarafindan da kabul edilen bir
gercektir. Glivenlik giiglerinin goriiniirligiintin azalulmasi, alanin
onemli 6l¢iide, post-KCK' davalart déneminde Kiirt hareketine
birakilmasi, bu hareketin 6rgiitlenmesi itibariyle radikal [slami
kesim disindaki tiim diger siyasi egilimleri biinyesine toplamast
da fiili ger¢ektir. Bir anlamda KCK, HDP, DTK ve diger sivil
ve siyasi yapilariyla Kiirt hareketinin yapilanmasi kamu diizenin
talebinin de isaret ettigi, bir tiir “siyasi merkez olusumu” seklinde
seyretmektedir. Sokak eylemlerini, alan kontroliinii, ayaklanma
tarzt bir eylemi temsil eden Kobani olaylart sonrast bu homojen
dokuyla ilgili kirilmalar ve kirllma ihtimalleri yasanmistr. Askerin
sahaya geri donme ihtimali yaninda, Hizbullah ve HUDA-PAR gibi
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yerel secimlerde Diyarbakirda ylizde 5, Batman'da yiizde 8 oy almus,
mitinglerde 500.000 kisiyi toplayabilen yapilarin goriiniir olmaya
baslamasi, bunlarin PKK ile yasadiklari gerginlikler, taraflarin
birbirine mal ettigi olaylar ve saldirilar ciddi bir risk faktdriine
déntismustiir ve yeni bir unsur olarak devrededir. Hatip Dicle’nin
bu konuda endiseli hassasiyetinin, Bagbakan Davutoglu'nun
Briiksel doniisti gazetecilere “bizim i¢in bu ¢atisma ihtimali biytik
risklerden biridir” demesinin aluni 6zellikle ¢izmek gerekir. Bu
ayrisma hali yaninda, siyasi parcalanmalar, bolgedeki durum ve
giigler itibariyle kullanilma, sizma ve provokasyon ihtimalleri, derin
yapilarin devreye girme riskleri de ciddi bir tartisma konusu haline
gelmistir. Nitekim Cizrede yasanan Ocak ay1 olaylari bu ¢ercevede
pek ¢ok farkli acilara ve ihtimallere isaret etmektedir. PKK genglik
orgitiintin faaliyetleri ikili Kandil faaliyeti olarak goriiliirken,
diger taraf durumu devletin el al alu girisimleriyle agiklanmaktadir.
Bu tablo kaginilmaz olarak pek ¢ok yorumcu agisindan devlet ici
ayrismalar, benzer sekilde Kiirt Hareketi icinde ayri siyasi egilimler,
yontemler ve serbest radikaller tartismalarini 6nemli kilmakeadir.
Coziim siirecinin 6niimiizdeki déonemde bu tiir sorunlarla daha

cok kargilasmast sasirtict olmayacakir.

3. 2015 Haziran Genel Secimleri

Gerek 2014 Ekim olaylari, Rojavanin durumu, Tirkiye'nin Kiirt
sorununun bélgesellesme dozunun artmasi gerekse Tiirkiye'nin i¢
siyasi takvimi ¢oziim siirecinin, daha genel bir ifadeyle devlet-Kiirt

hareketi iliskilerinin dniine yeni bir ¢ita koymustur.
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Bu ¢ita 2015 Haziran ayinda yapilacak genel segimlerdir. HDP
ve onu oOnceleyen Kiirt partileri yiizde 10’luk dlke barajint
gecemeyeceklerini  gozontine alarak bugiine kadar secimlere
bagimsiz adaylarla girmislerdi. Baraji ge¢meleri halinde 50 ile 75
arasinda milletvekili ¢ikarabilecekken 30 civarinda milletvekiyle
yetinmislerdi. Bu kez HDP, muhtemelen Kandil'in de agirligini
koymasiyla, secimlere bagimsiz adaylarla degil, ulusal diizeyde parti
olarak girme karar1 almis bulunuyor. Bu kararin gériiniir {i¢ nedeni
var: 1. HDP Cumhurbagkani adayinin son segimlerdeki distiin
performanst, aldig1 ylizde 9 civarindaki oy 2. Tiirkiye genelinde
AK Parti'ye karsi muhalefetin yiikselmesi ve HDP’nin siyasi
iktidar partisinin fiilen 6niinti kesebilecek, giiciinii azaltabilecek
tek siyasi parti olarak algilanmasi, HDP’nin kendisine oy akigini
saglayacak bir konjontiirti yakalamasi 3. Hepsinden 6nemlisi Kiirt
siyasi hareketinin kendisini geldigi asama ve iddia itibariyle ¢itay:
yiikseltme, oyunun dengelerini degistirme, en azindan zorlama

ihtiyaci, hatta zorunlulugu i¢inde hissetmesi.

Ozellikle iigiincii agidan bakildiginda Kiirt siyasi hareketinin gelen
se¢imlere ulusal diizeyde siyasi parti olarak katlma tercihinin
iki yone dogru hareket halinde oldugunu sdylemek yanls
olmayacakur. Bir yandan HDP, baraji ge¢mesi halinde, 6zellikle
anayasa yapiminda AK Parti’yi ittifaka mecbur birakacak “kurucu
bir aktor” haline gelecek, baraji gecemedigi takdirde ise siyasi
iktidar1 miizakere siirecini dogrudan Kandil’le yapmaya zorlayacak
ve yerel yonetimler tizerinden alan denetimini genisletecektir.

Sadece Kiirt Hareketi acisindan degil, Tiirk siyasal sistemi i¢in
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de 2015 secimleri ¢oziim siirecine ve anayasa yapimina agilan,
hatta bunlarr i¢ ige sokan kapisiyla son derece belirleyici olacakur.
Mevcut deneyim, su an parlamentoda temsil edilen, dért ana parti
arasindaki iligkiler ve denge, yeni bir anayasanin ancak AK Parti’nin
bu hamleyi tek basina yapacak giice erismesiyle ya da HDP-AK
Parti arasinda bir uzlagmayla hazirlanabilecegini gdstermektedir.
AK Parti’nin alacagi oy orani, mecliste anayasal bir cogunluga,
en azindan bir anayasa taslagini referanduma gotiirmeye yetecek
330 milletvekili sayisina ulagmasina yetecek midir? Bu onemli
bir sorudur. HDP’nin segimlere parti olarak girip girmeyecegi bu

sorunun yaniti i¢in hayati bir 6nem tasiyor.

HDP’nin siyasi parti olarak secimlere girmesi ve yiizde 10 barajinin
altinda kalmasi durumunda AK Parti birakin 330 milletvekilini,
367 milletvekilligine bile ulagabilir. Buna karsin HDP’nin mevcut
siyasi kosullarda tireyecek bir sinerjiyle, CHP’den 6nemli 6l¢iide
oy calarak, yiizde 10 barajint gegmesi, tam tersi bir sonug iretir.
AK Parti’nin ozellikle Glineydogu'da kaybedecegi milletvekillikleri,
330 hedefine ulagmasint suya disiirebilir. HDP i¢in yiizde 10
baraji agilmasi zor esiktir. Kiirt hareketinin boyle bir tercih yapmasi
yukarida da sdyledigimiz gibi 6ziinde HDP’yi devreden ¢ikarmak ve
AKParti’yi dogrudan Kandil’le muhatap olmaya zorlamak anlamina
gelebilir. Ancak sonuglart itibariyle tiim siyasi giiciin anayasa
hazirlamak anlaminda tek bir siyasi partiye terk edilmesi, gerek
Tiirkiye genelinde gerek Kiirt sorununun ozelinde “¢oztim” kadar
“catisma’, en azindan “yiiksek gerginlik” ihtimalini devrede tutar.

Buna karsin HDP’nin yiizde 10 barajini gegmesi Tiirkiye'yi, gerek
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Kiirt sorununun ¢oziimiinde, gerek yeni toplumsal sozlesmenin
hazirlanmasinda “kurucu Kiire faktorii’yle tanismaya iter. Boyle
bir tanisma Kiirt sorunu tizerinden demokratik bir esik atlamay:
da ifade edebilir, tersine yeni gerginlikleri, catismanin yiikselmesi,
siyasi yelpazenin yeniden sekillenmesini de... Bu kosullar ¢6ziim
sireciyle iligkili olarak muhtemelen hem siyasi iktidart hem HDP’yi
se¢imlere kadar dikkatli ve iki yonli bir dil kullanmaya itecektir:
Catsmaci ya da giivenlikei dil ile pasif ve siyasi dil ile siireci devam
ettirecek ancak keskin alan kazanma hamlelerini icerek bir politika.
Secgimlerin sonuglarinin, ¢oziim siireci agisindan ve daha genel
olarak Kiirt meselesi agisindan yeni siyasi kosullar olugturma
ihtimali yiiksektir. Haziran ay1 sonrast bu anlamda kritik bir dsnem

olarak simdiden tanimlanabilir.

4. Kilitler ve sorunlar

Buna ragmen yukaridaki alu gizilen konjonktiirel unsurlar hangi
istikamete evrilirse evrilsin, isin dogasi ve oz itibariyle ¢oziilmeleri
halinde belirleyici olacak hizli yol aldiracak yapisal kimi sorunlarin

varligindan da s6z edilebilir.

Bu yapisal sorunlari tikaniklik alanlari olarak tanimlayabiliriz.

[lk tkaniklik «Rojava meselesi»nin, Suriye unsurunun ¢oziim
stireci lizerindeki baskisidir. Bu baskiyr kisa vadede azaltacak ve
azaltan unsur, simge sehir haline gelen Kobane’nin korunmasidur.
Uluslararasi seferberlik, Ttirkiye'nin politikalarinda Rojava'ya 6zgiil

bir agirlik vermesi, Kiirtlerin ortak eylemleri bu kosulu simdilik
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saglamig goriiniiyor. Ancak baskiy1 orta vadede azaltacak asil unsur

Tirkiye'nin PYD’nin varligiyla ilgili tutumunu esnetmesidir.

Ikinci tikaniklik alani «(Kiirt beklentisi) miizakere ile (hiikiimet
siyaseti) takdir» arasindaki bu degerlendirmenin ana fikrini
olusturan mesafenin azalulmasidir. Burada ana sorumluluk siyasi
iktidarindir. Coziim siirecini tek tarafli “demokrasi agilari”yla
gotiirmek yerine, ¢6ziim kalemlerinin neler olacagina ve bunlarin
nasil uygulanacagina Kiirtlerle etkilesim icinde karar verilmesi
miimkiindiir. Vatandaglik tanimi, yerel yonetimler gibi konularda
bu interaktif yontem, bir tiir miizakere, nihayetinde alinacak
kararlarin  meclise sunulmasi kogsuluyla, pekala aulabilecek

adimlardir. Bu olmaksizin yol almak git gide zorlasmakrtadir.

Miizakere meselesinin bir de yan adimi vardir ki o da ti¢lincii alan
olarak karsimiza gikar. Bu, Ocalan’in hareket imkanlaryla ilgili
alandir. Tiirkiye ¢6ziim siirecini esasen Ocalan’la yaptig1 goriismeler
ve vardigt mutabakatlar iizerinden yiiriitiiyor. Ancak Ocalan
tim alana hakim olamiyor. Bu durumda Kiirt siyasi hareketinin
daginikliginiasmak, siirece hakim olmak ve yol kazalariniengellemek
igin Ocalan’in bu siireci yiiriitme imkanlart genisletilmelidir. Boyle
bir adim ayni zamanda bir ol¢tide seffaflasgmay1 da beraberinde

getirir. Kamuoyunu gézlemci ve hakem kilar.

Dérdiincii nokta ise Kiirt tarafina diisen bir sorumluluga isaret
etmekeedir. Kiirt siyasi hareketi uzunca bir siiredir sisteme 6zerk bir

bi¢cimde eklemlenmek {izere devletle goriismeler yapma arzusunu
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dile getiriyor ve son dénemde bunu gergeklestiriyor. Ancak ayni
hareket Kiirt alaninda bir tiir paralel devlet dokusu olusturur gibi
adalet, asayis, tapu, maliye, vs islevleri iceren bir yapilanma pesinde
kosuyor. Bunlar bugiin biri 6ne digeri geriye atulan, ayni anda
gerceklesemeyecek iki adimi ifade ediyorlar. Kiirtler, siyasi iktidarin
“kamu diizeni” olarak adlandirdigi mesruiyetci ¢izgiye donmeden
goriismelerin derinlesmesini bekleyemez. Burada izlenmesi gereken
yol, bu alanin denetimi degil, yapilandirilmasidir. Bu yapilandirma
ise bir mutabakatla yerel yonetimlar reformu tizerinden karsilik
bulur.

Ocak 2105 itibariyle ¢6ztim siirecinin serancami boyledir.

(1] Ali Bayramoglu, Kiirtlerin Tahayyiilii ve Yeni Denge, Yeni Safak, 6 Kasim 2014,

http://www.yenisafak.com.tr/yazarlar/AliBayramoglu/kurtlerin-tahayyulu-ve-yeni-den-
2e/56803
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Ji Bliyerén Kobaniyé Heta Hilbijartinén Meha Pasberé Pévajoya Careseriyé

Bliyerén Kobaniyé yén 6-8¢ Cotmeha 2014¢, di “pévajoya astiyé”
ya Tirklyeyé de blin wergerxanek, hetta biin miladeke ndi. Béiyeran
ré 1& vekirin, ku du mekanizma li ber ¢avan agkere bibin. Yek ji wan
ew e, ku bi ser dinamikén herémi pirsgiréka Kurdi ya Tirkiyeyé
kartir b G di vé cargoveyé de ji gihast merheleyeké, ku diviya té
de pirsgirék di waré cap (i aktorén wé de careke din were bi nav
kirin. Ya duyemin ji, “hevditinén” ku di navbera dewleta Tirk @
tevgera Kurdi de dest pé kiribtin @ di Newroza 2013¢ de hatibin
ragihandin, di waré wan mijaran de ket nav qeyraneke ciddi ka her
du ali ¢i wate didin hevditinan G bendewariyén wan ¢én ji pévajoya
astiyé ¢i ne. Faktora Rojava (i bliyera Kobaniyé him ev rews askere

kir him ji kéirtir kir.

ROKARE DERVE

Em pésiyé gala mekanizmaya yekemin bikin. Ciqas ku ew yek
rasteqiniyeke fiili ye, ku Kurdén ku li Rojhilata Navin di nav ¢ar
welatan de belav bline, li wan welatan di nav hisyarbineke siyast
de ne. Ev “qada Kurdi ya ji sinorén netewi wédetir” ji ewqas
rasteqiniyeke filli ye. Tevi wan nakokiyén navbera hézén siyasi
yén Kurdi ji, hismendiya qad @ aidiyeteke hevpar, ku Kurdan
dorpég dike weki daneyeke giring li pésiya me ye. Her pésveciin
0 calakbiineke li Rojhilata Navin té de tevkariyé dike, ku ev qad

hineki din tese bigire G ev hismendi hineki din ji kartir be.

Jixwe, enerjlya civaki G siyasi, ku bi alozi (i seré navxweyl ya Stiriyeyé
re derketib® holé, bi ser Rojava re, ev fikra qad  aidiyeté gelek bi

pés xist. Bingeha vé bipésxitiné ji ji wé yeké té, ku Kurdan li Bakuré
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Striyeyé, ku pirani ew 1€ dijin, dest bi révebiriyeke xweser kirin,
PYD & PKK, ku ji heman koké sin dibin, li vé herémé reh berdan
0 “modéla xweserlyé” cih bi cih kirin. Mirov dikare bibégje, ku vé
rewsé di waré avabiné de ré li du encamén giring vekir. Serépést
cap G erdnigariya wé hingi berfireh b, ku dikari bandoré li ser
pévajoya astiyé ya ji bo pirsgiréka Kurdi ya Tirkiyeyé bike. Encama
duyemin ji ew e, ku ¢i di waré rewsa fiilli de ¢i ji di waré mézinén
siyasi yén li Rojava yén asta navneteweyi de, taybetmendiya PKKé

ya weki aktoreke herémi hézdartir ba.

Ew wéneya n(, ku di ¢end salén dawi de her ku di¢ti béhtir tese
digirt, ket rewseke calak dema ku Kobani di mehén Ilon &t Cotmeha
2014¢ de ji aliyé DAISé ve hat dorpéc kirin G bajar bi ketiné re rt

bi rt ma.

Mebesta min bi rewseke calak ev e:

1. Jiber ku Kobani dikir biketa, ew yek bii sedem ku tevgera siyast
ya Kurdi, Rojava bi awayeki askere bi pévajoya careseriyé re giré
bide. Ji bo berdewam kirina pévajoya astiyé tevgera Kurdi weki
ku pés-sert danibe doz kir, ku Tirkiye ji alikariyén ji bo Kobani
re deriyén xwe veke, pési li ketina Kobani were girtin &t Enqere
helwésta xwe ya li hember tevgerén islami biguherine.

2. V& yeké ne tené di waré bi nav kirina pakéta careseriyé de
hin pirsgirék afirandin 1é herweha wateyén ku her du ali
didan fikra careseriyé xistin rewseke berevaji hev, bi kémi ve
dijberiya wateyén cuda askere b, bi gotineke askere cudatiya

paradigmayan zelal hatin kifsé.
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3. Divé mirov bibine ku dorpéckirina Kurdan a ji aliyé DAISé
ya li herémé, di seri de ji li Rojava, ji du aliyan ve wergerxanek
e. Ya pési ew e, ku hézén navneteweyi giringi @i cihé Kurdan
bi asteke din ditin, di seri de ji giringl G cihé tevgera Kurdi ya
li Tirkiyeyé. Karigeriya bliyina tenha héza xwecihi, rékxisti @
sekuler a li hember DAIS¢, peywendiyén ku navbera PKK &
PYD 1 koalisyona navneteweyi de hatin danin, encamén wan
én pékan én diyarker ¢ yén pagerojé ji xwedi giringlyén diroki
ne ku pévajoya astiyé ji ber bi wé ctheté ve dimese.

4. Allyé duyemin a vé wercerxané ji bandora slyasi-dértini ya
zext 0t dorpéckirina ji aliyé DAISé ve ye, ku bi ser Kurdan de
hist. Dixwazim tespita Prof. Dr. Mesut Yegen, ku ez ji bi gisti
pé re hevbir im, li vé deré par ve bikim: “Meseleya Rojava,
di waré wé bandora ku bi ser Kurdan de histlye, birévegtineke
dinamik mesandiye @ rewsa dértni ya li cem girseyén Kurd
bi demé re hatiye guhertin. Di destpéké de meseleya PYDé di
rojevé de b, ku ji ber nebtina otoriyeké ya li Stirlyeyé xwe li wé
deré bi cih kiribi. Lé bi demé re, bi érisén DAT$é re, Kobani
veguheri semboleké & Rojava ji bo ‘xeyala Kurditiyé édi b yek
ji xalén stratejik. Xetera DAISE, ji bo Kurdan hewcedariyeke
ewlekariyé, di vé carcoveyé de ji avablineke hevpar a ewlekariyé,
légerina ji bo avablineke wek-dewlet xurttir kir, ya rasttir
hesteke di vé ré de. Qada Kurdi ya hevpar, ku 1é¢ komén cuda
yén Kurdi, li welatén cuda belav bane, hineki din ¢alaktir ba.
Ve yeké di navbera hézén Kurdi de, ku bi hev nakin @ li ser

kontrola heréman li dij hev radibin, ré li rewseke pistgiri O

nézikbtneké vekir.” Ev encama sosyolojik i psikolojik bi qast
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tékiliyén navbera hézén Kurdi, tékiliyén navbera tevgera siyast
0 civaké ji dikare xurttir bike.

Rojava li ser wé réyé de dimegse, ku bibe qada li hev rast
hatina hézén Kurdi. Rojava, him tengezari G tékosina ji bo
desthilatdariyé ya navbera wan hézan, him ji xalén ku wan
digihine hev  hevpariyén wan, di nav xwe de dihewine. Di
meseleya Kurdi @ biréveclina pévajoya astiyé de ev faktor li gor
rojén beré béhtir giringlyeke mezin bi dest xistiye.

Bi qasi ku pévajoya careseriyé, Rojava destnisan dike & Rojava
ji bi DAISE re té bira mirov ewqas ji di siyaseta Kurdi de meyl
i séwaza mudaxilblina aliyén séyemin  hézén navneteweyl di
bin bandoré de maye. Mirov dikare bibéje, nemaze ji Dewletén
Yekgirti yén Amerikayé (DYA) ev demek e, ku siyaseta
parvekiriné dimesine ku pési li serkeftineke sembolik a DATSé
bigire & da ku gadeke nézi xwe bixe bin kontrola xwe. Bi vé
siyaseta xwe re DYA ji bo parvekirina qadé PYDé qane dike.
Li Rojava, vekirina ciheki ji bo PDK @ hézén din én Kurdi @ li
gor hestiyariyén Tirkiyé, hevkariyeke digel Artésa Azad a Striyé
pargeyén vé rewsa fiili ya n@ ne.

Mirov herweha dikare bibéje, ku ketina faktora Rojava ya nav
vé listiké bandora xwe li ser siyaseta Kurdi ya Tirkiyeyé kir,
nemaze ji di waré herémi de. Siyaseta herémi ya Tirkiyeyé ya
beranber Kurdan li ser wé esasé hatlye ava kirin, ku tékillya
navbera pirsgiréka Kurdi ya Tirkiyeyé (: Kurdén derveyi sinorén
Tirkiyeyé were getandin yan ji veguhere faktora pistgirlyeke
gistl. Ji ber ku pévajoya careseriyé ji bo Tirkiyeyé li ser wé fikré

bilind dibe, ku di nav sinorén netewi de bimine, réxistin ¢ekén
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xwe deyne (i entegrasyona demokratik pék were, nézikbtna
fermi ya Tirkiyeyé ya beranber Rojava ket wesfeke hisk @ tj.
Tirkiye her tim li wé rewsé sar dinihéri G bi awayeki calak
siyaseta asé kiriné dimesand, da ku tu tevgereke Kurdi bi
awayeki serbest @ radikal tevnegere, bi PKK¢é re di nav tékiliyé
de nebe, PKK i herémé belav nebe, bi ser xweseriyé re li herémé
bi cih nebe. Di merheleya duyemin a qeyrana Kobaniyé de
fisara navneteweyi li ser Tirkiyeyé pék hat @i pirsgirék bi awayeki
calak @ bilez bli mijara siyaseta navxweyl. Ve yeké ré & vekir ku
Tirkiye vé siyaseta xwe nermtir bike. Di bin sert & mercén ntt
de Tirkiye necar ma, ku di fiillyaté de G bi awayeki nerasterast
pistgiriyé bide PYD¢, ku di daxuyaniyén xwe de weki terorist
bi nav dikir, (i li hember hebtina wé ya siyasi G kar G xebatén
wé cavén xwe mi¢ bike. Siyaseta derve ya Tirkiyeyé, ku siyaseta
xwe ya Striyeyé li ser yekpare mayina axa welét G hilwesina
Esad ava kiriye, iro dest pé kiriye ku giraniyeke cihé i taybet
bide Rojava. Ev guhertin, ku té wateya dorpég kirina rewsa heyl
0 li gor wé yeké ji pésxistina stratejiyan, hin nisane ji dide, ka

wé mézinén n ¢i rolé bilizin.

ROKARE NAVXWEYi

Berlya rlidana qeyrana Rojava ( blyerén 6-7¢ cotmehé yén
li Tirkiyeyé di nirxandineke xwe ya bi serenavé “Hestiyari
0 Nakokiyén Pévajoya Astiyé ya li Tirkiyeyé” de min weha
nivisandib: “Nakokiya bingehin a pévajoya astiyé li ser wé yeké

ye, ku herdu ali maneyén cihé didin vé pévajoyé G bendewariyén

37



Ji Bliyerén Kobaniyé Heta Hilbijartinén Meha Pasberé Pévajoya Careseriyé

wan én ji vé pévajoyé ji ji hev cihé ne. Weha xuya dike, ku hedefa
dewleté entegrasyona demokratik e, 1 ji bo aliyé Kurd statu G
xweseri jéneger in. Mirov dikare li benda wé yeké be ku ferqén
navbera van herdu nézikatlyan di muzakereyan de kémtir bin. Di
vé carcoveyé de, ew merheleya pévajoya astiyé, ku niha Tirkiye té
de ye, dikare weki pés-muzakere were bi nav kirin. Tirkiye niha
berlya muzakereyan di nav pésrew de ye G xwe dielimine. Ji bo
ku nézikatlyén herdu allyan li hev bikin jé re wext divé. Lé dibe
ku bayerén nt “kurttir kirina vé wexté” ferz bikin. Jixwe, faktora
Rojava zoré dide, ku pévajoya astiyé sinorén netewi bibezine. Heger
mirov hestiyariya tevgera Kurdi ya peywendiya navbera pévajoya
astiyé 0 Rojava, berxwedan (i nerazibtin @ fikarén aliyé Tirk én li
hember vé yeké, faktora DAISE, rabir( hatina PYD & DAISé li ber
cavan rabigire, riska xitimin an ji teqina nakokiyén navxweyi pék
©...”

Bliyerén 6-7¢ cotmehé dikarin weki teqina van nakokiyan werin
bi nav kirin. V& teqiné, cudatlyén bendewari, binavkirin @
paradigmayén navbera aliyan béhtir agkere kirin. U pévajoya astiyé
xist merheleyeke nti. Ev merheleya nti dikare di bin ¢ar serenavan

de were rave kirin.

1. Ji héla pévajoya astiyé ve dimen

Bliyerén 6-8¢ cotmeha 2014 destnisan dikin, ‘hevditinén’ ku
navbera dewleta Tirk O tevgera Kurdi de destpékiribtn ¢ di
Newroza 2013 de bi awayeki fermi hatibtin askere kirin, di waré
wateyén ku herdu ali didin wé @ bendewarlyén wan én ji pévajoya

astiyé de, ketine qeyraneke ciddi. Ji vé helé ve di merheleya iroyin

[@%)
o
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de pédiviyeke ji bo ji nli ve binavkirina pévajoya careseriyé li ber

¢avan e.

Di nav sé meh 0 nivan de, anku ji destpéka blyerén Kobaniyé heta
niha bihurin, niqasén sereke di mesafeya cudatiyén paragdigmayén
herdu aliyan de tén mesandin. Jixwe, gavén aliyan, siyaseta ku
dimesinin di esasé de li ser xeta tengezarlyé de dimese, ku vé
mesafeyé peyda kiriye. Ji vi ali de du rliyén madalyoné hene. Ji
aliyeki ve dewlet i tevgera Kurdi guh didin pés-sertén hevdu,
peywendiyén xwe berdewam dikin, gelek caran baweri @ iradeya
xwe ya slyasi ya ji bo careserlyé nd dikin, hercend qeyrana ku té
jiyin hingi kar e ji. Lé belé ji aliyé din ve, herdu ali bi mebest &
bi réya avakirina raya gisti re hemleyén xwe ji dikin da ku séwaz G

gada nérina xwe berfireh bikin  bikin rewseke fiili.

Hiirgiliyén vé yeké dikarin weha werin rave kirin:

¢ Him AKP him ji Imrali baweri @ dilsoziya xwe ya ji bo pévajoya
careserlyé diyar dikin, iradeya xwe ya siyasi ji weha didin xuya
kirin. Ev hemd, tevi tengezariyén rdayi & mezinblina wan
disa ji giring in. Pisti bliyerén Kobaniyé yén 6-8¢ Cotmehé
hevditinén navbera dewleté @ tevgera Kurdi bi awayeki qismi
bin ji disa ketin régeha xwe, dialoga ku qut baba disa dest pé
kir & herdu ali ji di esasé de ji iradeya xwe ya careserlyé tawiz
nedan. Weki ku di 1€ sermawezé rojha cthani ya Kobaniyé de
hat ditin xwe ji helwéstén tdj dar xistin, ku helwestén weha
dikarin careseri bixistana xeteré. Daxwaza “asayisa gisti” ku

desthilatdariya slyast ji bo muzakereyan weki pés-sert danibti
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him li cem Ocalan him ji li cem KCKé di asteke bilind de
bersiva xwe dit. Hergend, derbaré bliyerén Cizira Botan de, ku
pasxaneyeke wé ya tari heye, carna ji Qendilé carna jiji Engereyé
daxuyaniyén gefwari hatin ji wéneya gisti nehat guhertin.

* Bi qasi ku pédiviya pévajoyé bi binavkirin & mutabaqateke nii
heye, ewqas ji tékili li ser xeteke tengezar de dimesin. Jixwe, té
ditin ku herdu alf siyasetén xwe di astén cuda de yan ji qonax bi
gonax dimesinin. Li aliyeki baweriya ji bo pévajoya careseriyé té
binxéz kirin @ di slina siddeté de fikra siyaseté derdixin pés 1€ li
aliyédin dejigefénjibolidarxistina calakiyan, gefa zexta dewleté
gelek caran tén rojevé. Devlet O ajotkaré wé desthilatdariya
siyasi, tevi ku amadehiya muzakereyan dike ji, jé aciz dibe dema
ku peyva muzakereyé té bi kar anin. Hikimet, hevditin, sande
i pévajoya astiyé weki danina ¢ekan (i entegrasyona kesén ku
vedigerin fém dike @ vé yeké di her fersendé de dubare dike.
Li hember vé ji, tevgera Kurdi mutabaqatnameyé, ku Ocalan
amade kirib(i, weki referansa destpéké bi nav dike @ di esasé
de danina ¢ekan ji t¢ de, muzakere kirina pirsgiréka Kurdi ji
xwe re dike armanc. Bi gotineke din, xitimina ku binavkirin @
bendewariyén cihé yén aliyan dibin sedem, iro bi awayeki hina

ji didome 1€ ne bi réya siddeté 1€ bi réya siyaseté té derbirin.

Mijara “asayisa gisti” ku desthilatdariya siyasi ji bo muzakereyan
weki pés-sert datine (i gelek caran tine zimén, di vi wari de minakeke
giring, jé zédetir ji berbendek e. Di naverasta zordayin @i cudatiyén
binavkiriné deye. Ji bo dewleté asayisa gisti té wé wateyé, ku “réxistin

ne bi tené ¢ekén xwe deyne 1¢ herweha dev ji kontrol kirina hemt
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gadan @ pékhatina navenda siyasi (i avakirina pékhatina xweserilya
fiili ya li Basiré Rojhilat berde. Di vi wari de asayisa gisti dikeve
stina nedlyarlya paserojé, 0 bi vi awayi di esasé de pékhateya sereke
ya mesandina fikra pévajoya careseriyé ye, ku t¢ de siddet radiweste
G li ser bingeha siyaseta azad a nav sinorén gantni bilind dibe.
Wateya wé, ku pés-sert e ji ji vé deré dedikeve, ji ber ku bi awayeki
rasterast paradigmaya careseriyé ya desthilatdariya slyasi destnisan
dike. Hercend li dij wé berxwedanek té nisan dan ji, ¢eké ku té
hilberin ji pakéta ewlekariya navwelét an ku gefa siyaseta asayisé ye.
Binavkirina tevgera Kurdi ya asayisa gisti, li ser bingeha “ji nti ve
avakirina gada siyasi @ feraseta parvekirina desthilatdariyé” hatlye
avakirin. Bendewariya wan a ji pévajoya careseriyé ji qantni kirin,
avakirin ( binavkirina parvekirina filli ye, ku niha heye. Gefa li
hember redkirina dewleté ya li dij vé bendewariyé ji, berxwedana li

kolanan anku gefa ser i peveiné ye.

Di vé wateyé de pévajoya astiyé hatiye wé merheleyé ku bi pirseke

esasi re, kontrol i desthilatdariya qadé re dikeve nav hev.

2. Parcekirina Qadé i xeterén cihébiinén siyasi

Mijara kontrola qadé, ku qala wé hat kirin, pisti blyerén 6-7¢
Cotmehé di héleke din ve giringtir bi. Ji bo tevgera Kurdi yek ji
destkeftiyén heri giring én pévajoya astiyé ew e, ku hema hema li
tevahiya Bagstré Rojhilat bikaribe kontrola qadé pék bine G haya

dewleté ji vé yeké ji heye.
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Kémtirkirina ditbarlya hézén ewlekariyé; di asteke mezin de, di
serdema pisti dozén KCKé de histina qadé ya ji bo tevgera Kurdi
0 ji bili hawirdorén islami yén tundrew, berhevkirina hem
meylén din én siyasi ya di bin bana vé tevgeré de rasteqiniyén fiili
ne. Bi awayeki, digel KCK, HDP, DTK @ dezgehén din én sivil
G siyasi ji nQt ve avakirina tevgera slyasi weki ku daxwaza asayisa
gisti destnisan dikir weki “pékhatina navenda siyasi” dimege. Pist
bliyerén Kobaniyé, ku calakiyeke di séwaza calakiyén kolanan,
kontrola qadé @ serhildané de temsil dike, di waré vé pékhatina
homojen de hin sikestin @ thtimalén sikestiné derketin holé. Digel
thtimala vegera legkeran a li ser erdé, réxistinén weki Hizbullah &
HUDA-PAR, ku di hilbijartinén herémi de li Diyarbekiré ji sedi 5,
li Batmané ji sedi 8 deng wergirtin 0 di mitingén xwe de 500 hezar
kes kom kirin, béhtir derketin pés cavan, tengezariyén navbera
wan  PKK¢ de, biiyerén ku herdu ali ji ber wan tawanbar kirin, @
veguherina érisan a bi faktoreke ciddi ya xeteré, niha weki faktorén
n( di dewré de ne. Di vi wari de hessasiyeta fikarbar a Xetib Dicle,
li ser réya vegera ji Brukselé & daxuyaniya serokwezir Davutoglu
ya ji bo rojnamegeran, ku té de digot: “ev thtimala pev¢iiné ji bo
me yek ji xeterén mezin e.” divé bi taybeti werin binxéz kirin. Li
kéleka vé rewsa ji hev du dir ketiné, pergeblinén siyasi, ji ber rews
0 hézén li herémé bikaranina ji aliyé hin hézén din ve, thtimalén bi
dizi ketina nav réxistiné 4 provokasyon (i xetera ketina avabtina kar
a di dewré de bline mijarén ciddi yén niqasan. Jixwe, bliyerén ku di
meha Berfanbaré de li Cizira Botan derketin di vi wari de li gelek
ali (i thtimalan destnisan dikin. Cawa ku dewlet calakiyén réxistina

ciwanan a PKK¢ weki calakiyén duali yén Qendilé dibine, aliyé din
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ji bliyer weki hewldanén nepeni yén dewleté bi nav dikin. Ev wéne
bi awayeki jénerev li cem gelek sirovekaran niqasén li ser ji hev cuda
blina nav dewleté, herweha meyl (i rébazén cihé G radikalén serbest
én nav Tevgera Kurdi gelek balkés kirin. Divé mirov sas nebe heger
ku pévajoya careseriyé di serdema pésiya me de bi pirsgirékén bi vi

rengi de r@ bi ri bimine.

3. Hilbijartinén Gisti yé Piishera 2015

Him bayerén cotmeha 2014, rewsa Rojava @ zédeblina asta
herémibina pirsgiréka Kurdi ya Tirkiyeyé him ji demnameya siyasi
ya navxweyi ya Tirkiyeyé bendeke bilindtir dani li pésiya pévajoya
careserlyé, bi gotineke gelemperi li pésiya peywendiyén navbera

dewleté i tevgera Kurdi.

Ev bend, hilbijartinén gisti ye, ku dé di Pagbera 2015¢ de li dar
kevin. HDP @ partiyén berlya wé, ji ber ku nedikarin bi ser benda
hilbijartinan a ji sedi 10 bikevin, heta niha hertim bi namzetén
serbixwe ketin hilbijartinan. U wan qima xwe bi 30 parlamenteran
anin hercend heger bi ser benda hilbijartina biketana, wé
bikaribina ji 50 heta 75 parlamenteran derxistana. Icar HDPg,
dibe ku ji ber giraniya Qendilé, biryar stend ku di s(ina namzetén
serbixwe de, di asta welét de weki parti bikeve hilbijartinan. Sé
sedemén vé biryaré hene, ku tén ditin. 1. Encamén serkefti yén
dora ji sedi 9, ku namzeté serokkomariyé yé HDP¢ stendin. 2. Ji
ber ku li tevahiya Tirkiyeyé muxalefeta li dij AKPé zéde baye G

HDP weki tenha partiya siyasi t¢ ditin, ku dikare bi rasti ji pésiya
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partiya deshilatdariyé bigire, HDP konjonkturek bi dest xist, ku
dihéle deng ber bi wé de biherikin. 3. Ji wan hemayan girintir ji, di
waré iddia (1 asta ku tevgera siyasi ya Kurdi xwe gihandiye, qet nebe
péwist dibine  hetta xwe nagar his dike, ku daxwazén xwe bilindtir
bike, mézinén listiké biguherine.

Nemaze heger ji héla séyemin ve 1é were nihértin, mirov dikare vé
biryara tevgera siyasi ya Kurdi ya ji bo weki parti besdarbiina di
hilbijartinan de bi du cthetan ve weki gaveke bas binirxine. Ji aliyeki
ve HDP, heger bi ser benda hilbijartina keve, di ¢ékirina desttira nt
de bibe “aktoreke damezinér”, ku wé AKPé mecbtr bike ku pé
re ittifaqeké ¢ébike. Lé heger nikaribe benda hilbijartina bibezine
wé demé zoré bide hiklimeté, ku pévajoya careseriyé rasterast bi
Qendilé re bimesine i wé kontrola gadé bi ser révebiriyén herémi

ve berfirehtir bike.

Hilbijartinén sala 2015 ne tené ji bo Tevgera Kurdi 1¢ herweha ji bo
sistema siyasi ya Tirki ji, bi derlyé xwe yé ku li pévajoya careseriyé
G ¢ékirina destlira nti vedibe @ hetta wan dixe nav hev ji, dé gelek
risteke diyarker bilize. Tecr(ibeya heyi, anku tékili &t mézina nav her
car partiyén siyasi, ku di parlamentoyé de tén temsil kirin, nisan
dide, ku desttireke nii encax wé demé dikare were ¢ékirin, heger AK
Parti bigihije wé hézé, ku bikaribe bi tena sere xwe vé gavé biavéje
yan ji dikare bi réya lihevkirineke navbera AKP & HDP¢ de were
amade kirin. Gelo réjeya dengén AKPé dé bigihije piraniya destfirt
ya parlamentoyé, qet nebe wé bikaribe 330 parlamenteran derxe,
ku bikaribe regnivisa dest(iré bibe referandimé? Ev pirseke giring

e. Ji bo bersiva vé pirsé gelek giring e heger HDP weki parti bikeve

44



Ji Bliyerén Kobaniyé Heta Hilbijartinén Meha Pasberé Pévajoya Careseriyé

hilbijartinan yan na. Heger HDP weki parti bikeve hilbijartinan &
di bin benda 10 dersedi ya hilbijartinan de bimine wé demé AKP
dé bikaribe ne 330, 1¢ 337 parlamenteran ji derxe. Lé heger HDP
bi sinerjlyeké, ku di bin sert & mercén siyasi yén heyi peyda bibe,
di asteke giring de dengén CHP¢ bidize (i bi ser benda 10 dersedi

keve, ev yek dé encameke tam berevaji derxe holé.

Parlamenterén ku AKP wenda bike, nemaze ji li Basré Rojhilat,
dé hedefa 330 ya AKP¢ pug bike. Ji bo HDP¢ ji benda 10 dersedi
asteke dijwar e ku bibezine. Weki me li joré ji got, terciheke weha
ya tevgera Kurdi wé HDP ji ber ¢avan ji dewré derxe G zoré bide
AKP¢, ku bi Qendilé re muxattab bibe. Lé belé ji héla encaman
ve, di waré amadekirina destra nt de, heger hemi héza siyast ji
partiyeké bi tené re were histin, ev yek dé him li tevahiya Tirkiyeyé
him ji bi taybeti di waré pirsgiréka Kurdi de bi qasi “careseriyé” qet
nebe thtimala “tengezariyeke bilind” di rojevé de bihéle. Lé heger
HDP benda 10 dersedi bibezine, ev yek dé zoré bide Tirkiyeyé ku
him di waré careserkirina pirsgiréké him ji di waré peymana nf
ya civaki de “pékhateya xwe ya damezinér” nas bike. Naskirineke
bi vi rengi, dikare were wateya bilindkirina asta demokrasiyé di
pirsgiréka Kurdi de, 1¢ herweha berevaji wé dikare were wateya
bilindkirina tengezari (i pev¢linan @ ji nd ve tegegirtina rewsa siyasi
ji... Ev rews wé him hiktimet him ji HDP¢ negar bike ku di waré
pévajoya astiyé de heta hilbijartinan zimaneki baldar (i duali bi kar
binin: Bi zimaneki pevgiiné yan ji ewlekariperest (i zimaneki pasifist
0 siyasi tenha tisté ku bihéle ku pévajo berdewam bike siyasetek e

ku té de hemleyén bidestxistina qadan hebe.
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Ihtimaleke mezin e, ku encamén hilbijartinan ji bo pévajoya astiyé G
bi gisti ji ji bo meseleya Kurdi sert & mercén nii yén siyasi pék bine.
Di vi wari de, mirov dikare serdema pisti Pasberé weki serdemeke

kritik bi nav bike.

4. Mifte i Pirsgirék

Lé disa ji, faktorén konjonkturel, ku li joré hatin binxéz kirin, ber
bi ku ve veguherin bila veguherin, behsa hin pirsgirékén bingehin
ji dikarin werin kirin, ku heger werin gareser kirin, wé ji ber xweza

(i esasa meseleyé bikaribin bibin diyarker @ leza careseriyé zédetir

bikin.

Ev pirsgirékén bingehin mirov dikare weki qadén xitiminé bi nav
bike:

Xitimina pésin fisara “meseleya Rojava” (i ya faktora Striyeyé ya bi
ser pévajoya careserlyé ye. Faktora ku vé fisaré di paseroja kurt de
dé kémtir bike @ niha dike ji, parastina Kobaniyé ye, ku niha btye
sembolek. Seferberlya navneteweyi, giraniya taybet, ku Tirkiye di
siyaseta xwe de dide Rojava @ ¢alakiyén hevbes én Kurdan weha xuya
dikin ku ji bo niha vé gerté bi cih anine. Lé belé faktora bingehin,
ku fisaré di paserojeke navin de kémitir bike ew e, ku heger Tirkiye
helwésta xwe ya beranber hebtina PYDé nermitir bike.

Qada duyemin a xitiminé kémtir kirina mesafeya navbera
“muzakere (ya ku Kurd li bendé ne) @ teqdir (siyaseta hik(imeté)”
ye, ku bingeha fikra sereke ya vé nirxandiné pék tine. Li vé deré

berpirsiyariya sereke, ya desthilatdariya siyasi ye. Di stina wé yeké de
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ku pévajoya astiyé bi awayeki yekali bi “derziyén asiya demokrasiyé”
bimesine dikare bi Kurdan re di nav hevahenglyé de biryaré bistine
ka qelemén careseriyé ¢i bin (t ew ¢cawa dikarin werin cih bi cih kirin.
Di mijarén weki tarifkirina hevwelatibtiné G révebiriyén herémi de
azineke weha interakdif, awayeki muzakereyé, gaveke pékan e ku
were avétin heger di dawiyé de, biryarén ku hatin stendin péskést
parlamentoyé werin kirin. Béyi vé yeké her ku dige dijwartir dibe,

ku pévajo bi pés keve.

Di muzakereyé de herweha gava kéleké heye, ku ev ji weki qada
séyem derdikeve pésiya me. Ev ji, qada derfetén tevgeré yén Ocalan
e. Tirkiye, pévajoya astiyé di esasé de bi ser hevditinén digel Ocalan
i mutabaqatén digel wi re dimesine. Lé Ocalan nikare bi ser hemt
gadé serwer be. Di vi wari de, ji bo belawela biina tevgera siyasi
ya Kurdi were careser kirin (i bi ser pévajoyé de serwer be i pésiya
qezayén ré werin girtin divé derfetén Ocalan én ji bo mesandina vé
pévajoyé werin berfirehtir kirin. Gaveke weha wé di heman demé
de heta radeyeké seffatbtineké ji bi xwe re bine. Wé demé raya gisti
ji bibe ¢avdér i hakem.

Xala ¢aremin ji, berpirsiyariyek e ku dikeve ser milé aliyé Kurdi.
Tevgera siyasi ya Kurdi ev demek e, daxwaza xwe tine zimén ku bi
dewleté re rné da ku bi awayeki xweser bibe parceyeke sistemé G
di van demén dawi de vé yeké pék ji tine. Lé heman tevger, weki
ku di qada Kurdi de avabtineke dewleteke paralel pék bine, doza
avablineké dike, ku karibarén weki edalet, asayis, tapo, darayi G

h.w. dihewine. Ev, iro du gavan pék tine, ku yek li pés yek ji li
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pas té avétin @ nabe ku herdu hevdem pék werin. Kurd nikarin
li bendé bin, ku hevditin werin kirtir kirin beri ku werin ser xeta
rewaperwer, ku desthilatdariya siyasi weki “asayisa gisti” bi nav
dike. Réya ku divé li vé deré were sopandin ne kontrol kirina vé
qadé 1¢ avakirina vé qadé ye. Ev avakirin, bi mutabaqateke derbaré
reformeke révebirlyén herémi dikare bersiva xwe bibine.

Di Rébendana 2015 de serencama pévajoya careseriyé ev e.
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DPI Board and Council of Experts
Director:

Kerim Yildiz

Kerim Yildiz is Director of DPI. He is an expert in international
human rights law and minority rights, and is the recipient of 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, the Sigrid Rausing Trust’s Human
Rights award for Leadership in Indigenous and Minority Rights in
2005, and the Gruber Prize for Justice in 2011. Kerim has written
extensively on human rights and international law, and his work

has been published internationally.

DPI Board Members:

Nicholas Stewart QC (Chair)

Barrister and Deputy High Court Judge (Chancery and Queen’s
Bench Divisions), United Kingdom . Former Chair of the Bar
Human Rights Committee of England and Wales and Former

President of Union Internationale des Avocats.

Professor Penny Green (Secretary)

Head of Research and Director of the School of Law’s Research
Programme at King’s College London and Director of the
International State Crime Initiative (ICSI), United Kingdom (a

collaborative enterprise with the Harvard Humanitarian Initiative

and the University of Hull, led by King’s College London).
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Priscilla Hayner

Co-founder of the International Centre for Transitional Justice,
global expert and author on truth commissions and transitional
justice initiatives, consultant to the Ford Foundation, the UN
High Commissioner for Human Rights, and numerous other

organisations.

Arild Humlen

Lawyer and Director of the Norwegian Bar Association’s Legal
Committee. Widely published within a number of jurisdictions,
with emphasis on international civil law and human rights. Has
lectured at law faculties of several universities in Norway. Awarded
the Honor Prize of the Bar Association for Oslo for his work as
Chairman of the Bar Association’s Litigation Group for Asylum

and Immigration law.

Jacki Muirhead

Practice Director, Cleveland Law Firm. Previously Barristers’ Clerk
at Counsels’ Chambers Limited and Marketing Manager at the
Faculty of Advocates. Undertook an International Secondment at

New South Wales Bar Association.

Professor David Petrasek

Professor of International Political Affairs at the University of
Ottowa, Canada. Expertand author on human rights, humanitarian
law and conflict resolution issues, former Special Adviser to the
Secretary-General of Amnesty International, consultant to United

Nations.
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Antonia Potter Prentice

Expert in humanitarian, development, peacemaking and
peacebuilding issues. Consultant on women, peace and security;
and strategic issues to clients including the Centre for Humanitarian
Dialogue, the European Peacebuilding Liaison Office, the Global
Network of Women Peacemakers, Mediator, and Terre des

Hommes.

DPI Council of Experts

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 EU Council level including being a key
negotiator and signatory to the Constitutional and Lisbon Treaties.
In 2005, he was appointed by the then UN Secretary General Kof
Annan to be a Special Envoy on his behalf on the issue of UN
Reform. Previous roles include that of Government Chief Whip,
Minister for Social, Community and Family Affairs, Minister for
Communications, Marine and Natural Resources, Minister for
Foreign Affairs and Minister for Justice and Law Reform. Dermot
Ahern also served as Co-Chairman of the British Irish Inter
Parliamentary Body 1993 — 1997.
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Dr Mehmet Asutay

Dr Mehmet Asutay is a Reader in Middle Eastern and Islamic
Political Economy and Finance at the School of Government
and International Affairs (SGIA), Durham University, UK. He
researches, teaches and supervises research on Middle Eastern
economic development, the political economy of Middle East
including Turkish and Kurdish political economies, and Islamic
political economy. He is the Honorary Treasurer of BRISMES
(British Society for Middle East Studies) and of the International
Association for Islamic Economics. His research has been published
in various journals, magazines and also in book format. He has been
involved in human rights issues in various levels for many years,
and has a close interest in transitional justice, conflict resolution

and development issues at academic and policy levels.

Christine Bell
Legal expert based in Northern Ireland; expert on transitional
justice, peace negotiations, constitutional law and human rights

law advice. Trainer for diplomats, mediators and lawyers.

Cengiz Candar
Senior Journalist and columnist specializing in areas such as The
Kurdish Question, former war correspondent. Served as special

adviser to Turkish president Turgut Ozal.
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Yilmaz Ensaroglu

SETA Politics Economic and Social Research Foundation. Member
of the Executive Board of the Joint Platform for Human Rights, the
Human Rights Agenda Association (IHGD) and Human Rights
Research Association (IHAD), Chief Editor of the Journal of the
Human Rights Dialogue.

Dr. Salomén Lerner Febres
Former President of the Truth and Reconciliation Commission of
Perti; Executive President of the Centre for Democracy and Human

Rights of the Pontifical Catholic University of Pert.

Professor Mervyn Frost

Head of the Department of War Studies, King’s College London.
Previously served as Chair of Politics and Head of Department at
the University of Natal in Durban. Former President of the South
African Political Studies Association; expert on human rights in
international relations, humanitarian intervention, justice in world
politics, democratising global governance, just war tradition in an

Era of New Wars and ethics in a globalising world.

Martin Griffiths

Founding member and first Executive Director of the Centre
for Humanitarian Dialogue, Served in the British Diplomatic
Service, and in British NGOs, Ex -Chief Executive of Action Aid.
Held posts as United Nations (UN) Director of the Department
of Humanitarian Affairs, Geneva and Deputy to the UN
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Emergency Relief Coordinator, New York. Served as UN Regional
Humanitarian Coordinator for the Great Lakes, UN Regional

Coordinator in the Balkans and UN Assistant Secretary-General.

Dr. Edel Hughes

Senior Lecturer, University of East London. Expert on international
human rights and humanitarian law, with special interest in civil
liberties in Ireland, emergency/anti-terrorism law, international
criminal law and human rights in Turkey and Turkey’s accession
to European Union. Previous lecturer with Amnesty International

and a founding member of Human Rights for Change.

Avila Kilmurray

A founder member of the Northern Ireland Women’s Coalition
and was part of the Coalition’s negotiating team for the Good
Friday Agreement. She has written extensively on community
action, the women’s movement and conflict transformation. Serves
on the Board of Conciliation Resources (UK); the Global Fund for
Community Foundations; Conflict Resolution Services Ireland and
the Institute for British Irish Studies. Avila was the first Women’s
Officer for the Transport & General Workers Union for Ireland
(1990-1994) and became Director of the Community Foundation
for Northern Ireland in 1994. Avila was awarded the Raymond
Georis Prize for Innovative Philanthropy through the European

Foundation Centre.
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Professor Ram Manikkalingam

Visiting Professor, Department of Political Science, University of
Amsterdam, served as Senior Advisoron the Peace Process to President
of Sri Lanka, expert and author on conflict, multiculturalism and
democracy, founding board member of the Laksham Kadirgamar

Institute for Strategic Studies and International Relations.

Bejan Matur

Renowned Turkey based Author and Poet. Columnist, focusing
mainly on Kurdish politics, the Armenian issue, daily politics,
minority problems, prison literature, and women’s issues. Has
won several literary prizes and her work has been translated into
17 languages. Former Director of the Diyarbakir Cultural Art
Foundation (DKSV).

Professor Monica McWilliams

Professor of Women’s Studies, based in the Transitional Justice
Institute at the University of Ulster. Was the Chief Commissioner
of the Northern Ireland Human Rights Commission from 2005
2011 and responsible for delivering the advice on a Bill of Rights
for Northern Ireland. Co-founder of the Northern Ireland Women’s
Coalition political party and was elected to a seat at the Multi-
Party Peace Negotiations, which led to the Belfast (Good Friday)
Peace Agreement in 1998. Served as a member of the Northern
Ireland Legislative Assembly from 1998-2003 and the Northern
Ireland Forum for Dialogue and Understanding from 1996-1998.
Publications focus on domestic violence, human security and the

role of women in peace processes.
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Jonathan Powell

British diplomat, Downing Street Chief of Staff under Prime
Minister Tony Blair between 1997- 2007. Chief negotiator
in Northern Ireland peace talks, leading to the Good Friday
Agreement in 1998. Currently CEO of Inter Mediate, a United

Kingdom -based non-state mediation organization.

Sir Kieran Prendergast

Served in the British Foreign Office, including in Cyprus, Turkey,
Israel, the Netherlands, Kenya and New York; later head of the
Foreign and Commonwealth Office dealing with Apartheid and
Namibia; former UN Under-Secretary-General for Political Affairs.
Convenor of the SG’s Executive Committee on Peace and Security
and engaged in peacemaking efforts in Afghanistan, Burundi,
Cyprus, the DRC, East Timor, Guatemala, Iraq, the Middle East,

Somalia and Sudan.

Rajesh Rai

Rajesh was called to the Bar in 1993. His areas of expertise include
Human Rights Law, Immigration and Asylum Law, and Public
Law. Rajesh has extensive hands-on experience in humanitarian
and environmental issues in his work with NGOs, cooperatives
and companies based in the UK and overseas. He also lectures
on a wide variety of legal issues, both for the Bar Human Rights

Committee and internationally.
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