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Introduction

This assessment by Ali Bayramoglu® outlines the author’s perspectives on the
development of the solution process in Turkey over recent months, focusing on the
challenges faced in relation to the resolution of the Kurdish conflict since events in
Kobane last year, and projecting likely developments in advance of this year’s
elections. This assessment is part of DPI’s continuous evaluation of the situation in
Turkey in relation to the Kurdish resolution. It forms part of a series of assessments

on this topic, undertaken by various experts, both nationally and internationally.

LAl Bayramoglu is a widely published author and a columnist with Turkish Daily Newspaper Yeni Safak. He is a
member of Turkey’s Wise Persons’ Commission, and is part of the Democratic Progress Institute’s Council of
Experts.



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

Ali Bayramoglu

Kobane incidents

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 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 | 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.

2.-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.

3.- 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.



4. The second aspect of the milestone is the political-psychological effect of the
ISIS encirclement on the Kurds. | would like to borrow this view espoused by Prof.
Dr. Mesut Yegen, with which | wholly concur: “The issue of Rojava has had a
dynamic effect on the Kurds, and the state of mind of the Kurdish 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.”[1] 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.

5. 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.

6.- 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.

7. 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 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 | compiled prior to the Rojava crisis and the incidents in
Turkey on 6 and 7 October, | 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
shortened. Hence, the Rojava factor is putting pressure on the peace process by
taking it beyond national borders. If the Kurdish moverment’s 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.



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 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

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 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 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 | 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.
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 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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KOBANI OLAYLARINDAN HAZIRAN SECIMLERINE COZUM SURECI

Ali Bayramoglu

6-8 Ekim 2014 Kobani olaylari, Tlrkiye’de ylridyen “baris sireci” icin dnemli bir
kilometre tasi, hatta bir milat olusturdu. Olaylar iki mekanizmanin gozler 6niine
serilmesine vesile oldu. Bunlardan birincisi Tirkiye’nin Kiirt sorununun bdlge
dinamikleri Uzerinden derinlesmesi, bu cercevede capi ve aktorleri itibariyle
yeniden tanimlanmayi gerektiren bir asamaya gelmis olmasidir. ikincisi ise Tirk
devleti ve Kirt hareketi arasinda baslayan, 2013 Nevroz’unda resmen deklare
edilen “gorismeler”in, taraflarin bu gorismelere verdikleri anlamlar ve baris
surecinden beklentileri agisindan ciddi bir krize girmesidir. Rojava faktori ve

Kobani hadisesi bu durumu hem ortaya ¢ikarmis hem derinlestirmistir.

DIS BOYUT

Once ilk mekanizmaya deginelim. Ortadogu’da dort ayn llkeye dagilmis Kirtlerin,
bulunduklari Glkelerde siyasi uyanis icinde olmalari nasil fiili bir gergekse, birlikte
olusturduklari “ulusal sinirlar 6tesi Kiirt alani”’ni da o denli fiili bir gercektir. Kirt
siyasi gruplarinin aralarindaki celiskilere ragmen, bélgede yasayan Kirtleri kusatan
ortak alan bilinci ve aidiyeti 6nemli bir veri olarak karsimizda duruyor.
Ortadogu’daki her gelisme ve hareketlilik bu alanin biraz daha sekillenmesine ve

bu bilincin biraz daha derinlesmesine katkida bulunuyor.

Nitekim Suriye’nin yasadigl i¢c catisma ve kaosla aciga cikan toplumsal ve siyasi



enerji, Rojava Uzerinden, bu ortak alan ve aidiyet fikrine 6nemli bir girdi
saglamistir. Kartlerin yogun olarak yasadiklari Kuzey Suriye’de bir 6z yonetim
yapilanmasina gitmeleri, PDY’yle ayni kokin ucu olan PKK’'nin bu bdlgede
koklesme hamlesi yapmasi, “6zerklik modeli”ni uygulamaya koymasi bu girdinin
temelini olusturmaktadir. Bu durumun yapisal olarak iki Gnemli sonuca yol agtig
sdylenebilir. Oncelikle Tirkiye’nin Kirt sorununun baris siirecini de etkileyecek
sekilde capi ve cografyasi genislemistir. ikinci sonug, gerek fiili durum gerek
Rojava’daki uluslararasi nitelikli siyasi dengeler itibariyle PKK’'nin bolge aktori

olma vasfinin derinlegmesidir.

Bir kag yildir tedrici olarak sekillenmekte olan bu yeni tablo, Kobani’'nin 2014’{in
Eylil ve Ekim aylarinda iSID tarafindan kusatilmasi ve diisme noktasina gelmesiyle

aktif bir duruma ge¢mistir.
Aktif durumdan kasit sudur:

1.-Kobani’nin disme noktasina gelmesi Kurt siyasi hareketinin Rojava’yi
Tirkiye’deki ¢ozim sireciyle agik sekilde baglantilandirmasina yol agmistir. Baris
surecinin devami igin Tirkiye’nin Kobani’ye ulasacak yardimlara kapi agmasi,
Kobane’nin diismesinin engellenmesi, Ankara’nin islamci hareketlere bakis acisini

degistirmesi Kurt haraketi tarafindan adeta bir dnkosul haline getirilmistir.

2.-Bu durum ¢06ziim paketinin tanimiyla ilgili sorunlar tretmek yaninda, taraflarin
¢O6ziim fikrine verdikleri farkli anlamlari daha karsit konuma siriklemistir, en
azindan farkh anlamlarin karsithgi, daha acik bir ifadeyle, paradigma farkhligi su

ylazine ¢cikmistir.

3.- Rojava basta olmak {zere bélgede Kirtlerin ISID karsisinda yasadiklari
kusatmanin iki yonli bir kilometre tasi oldugunu gérmek gerekir. Bunlardan
birincisi basta Turkiye’deki Kirt haraketi olmak lzere, uluslararasi glicler Kirtlerin
dnem ve yerini farkl bir acidan gérmeye baslamistir. ISID karsisinda yerel, 6rgiitli
ve sekiler tek glic olmanin getirdigi kendiliginden islev, PKK ve PYD ile uluslararasi

koalisyon arasinda kurulan temaslar, belirleyici ve ve ileriye donik muhtemel



sonuglari, hatta ¢6ziim slirecinin istikameti agisindan tarihi 6nemdedir.

4. Kilometre tasinin ikinci yoni ISID baskisi ve kusatmasinin Kiirtler {izerine
yarattigi politik-psikolojik etkidir. Prof.Dr. Mesut Yegen’den timiuyle katildigim su
tespiti 6dling almak isterim: “Rojava meselesinin Kirtler Gizerindeki etkisi dinamik
bir seyir izlemis ve Kirt kitlelerindeki haleti ruhiye zaman iginde degismistir.
Baslangicta Suriye’de dogan bir otorite boslugunda o alana yerlesen PYD meselesi
s6z konusuydu. Ancak zaman icinde ISID’in saldirilari, bu saldirilar Gzerinden
Kobane’nin simge hale gelmesiyle, Rojava ‘Kirtlik tahayyili’nlin stratejik
noktalarindan birisini olusturmaya basladi. ISID tehlikesi Kiirtler icin bir giivenlik
ihtiyacini, bu cercevede ortak bir glivenlik yapisi, devletimsi bir yapi arayisini, daha
dogrusu bu istikametteki bir duyguyu besledi. Farkli Kirt gruplarin yasadigi, farkh
Ulkelere dagilmis ortak Kirt alani biraz daha aktive oldu. Cekisen, alan denetimi
miuicadelesi veren Kirt gruplari arasinda bir dayanisma ve yakinlasma halini

”2

yarattl.”” Bu sosyolojik ve psikolojik sonuc¢ Kiirt hareketleri arasindaki iliskiler

kadar siyaset, hareket ve toplum arasindaki iliskileri de besleyecek bir niteliktedir.

5. Rojava Kiirt gruplarin bir kargilasma alani olma yolunda ilerlemektedir. Hem bu
gruplarin arasindaki gerginlikleri ve iktidar kavgasini, hem kesisme noktalarini ve
muhtemel ortakliklarini kusatmaktadir. Kirt meselesinin ve baris sirecinin

seyrinde bu faktoriin diine oranla daha ¢cok 6nem kazandig ortadadir.

6.- Coziim siireci Rojavayi isaret ettigi, Rojava da 1SiD’e gdnderme yaptigi oranda
Uglinct taraflarin, uluslararasi giiglerin Kirt siyasetine mudahil olma egilimlerini
ve tarzlarini etkilenmistir. Ozellikle ABD’nin bir siiredir ISID’in simgesel bir zafer
kazanmasini engellemek ve kendisine yakin bir alan kontroli saglamak icin bir
paylasim politikasi izledigi séylenebilir. Bu politikayla, PYD’yi alan paylasimina ikna
etmektedir. Rojava’da KDP ve diger Kirt gruplara yer agmak, Tirkiye'nin
hassasiyetleri istikametinde Ozgiir Suriye Ordusu (OSO) ile isbirligi yapmak fiili

yeni durumun unsurlaridir.

2 Al Bayramoglu, Kiirtlerin Tahayyiilii ve Yeni Denge, Yeni Safak, 6 Kasim 2014,
http://www.yenisafak.com.tr/yazarlar/AliBayramoglu/kurtlerin-tahayyulu-ve-yeni-denge/56803



http://www.yenisafak.com.tr/yazarlar/AliBayramoglu/kurtlerin-tahayyulu-ve-yeni-denge/56803

7. Rojava faktoriiniin oyuna girmesinin Turkiye’nin 6zellikle bélgesel anlamda Kiirt
politikasi rotasini etkiledigi de soylenebilir. Tlrkiye’nin Kirtlere yonelik bdlge
politikasi, Turkiye'deki Kirt sorunuyla sinir disi Kirtler arasindaki baglantiyi
koparmak ya da tam destek faktoriine ¢evirmek tzerine kurulu olmustur. C6zim
surecinin Turk devleti agisindan o6zellikle milli sinirlar iginde ve o6rgitiin silah
birakmasi ve demokratik entegrasyon fikrine dayanmasi Rojava’ya resmi bakisi
sert ve keskin bir nitelige burimdustlir. Bélgede herhangi bir Kirt hareketinin
serbest radikal sekilinde hareket etmesi, PKK’yla iliski icinde olmasi, PKK’nin
bolgeye yayilmasi, Ozerklik uygulamasi lGzerinden yerlesmesi Tirkiye’nin hem
soguk durdugu, hem de zaman zaman aktif olarak engelleme politika izledigi bir
durumdu. Kobani krizinin ikinci safhasinda Tirkiye Gzerinde olusan uluslararasi
baski, sorunun aktif ve hizli bicimde i¢ siyasete tasinmasi, bu politikanin
esnetilmesine yol acmistir. Tlrkiye yeni kosullarda, soylemde terorist ilan ettigi
PYD'yi fiili ve dolayl destekleme, siyasi varligini, uygulamalarini gormezden gelme
politikasina itilmistir. Suriye’de politikasini bu ulkenin bitanlGgld ve Esat’'in
devrilmesi Uzerine oturtan Turk dis politikasi, buglin Rojava’ya ayri ve 6zgll agirlik
vermeye baslamistir. Mevcut durumu kusatmak ve ona gore stratejiler gelistirmek
anlamini tasiyan bu degisim, yeni dengelerin oynabilecegi rolle ilgili ipuclan

vermektedir.

iCc BOYUT

Rojava krizinin patlamasi ve Tirkiye'deki 6-7 Ekim olaylari Oncesinde bir
degerlendirme raporunda, “Tirkiye’deki Baris Sirecinin Kirilganhklari ve
Celiskileri” bashgi altinda sunlari yazmistim: “C6zim slirecinin temel celiskisi
taraflarin bu surece verdikleri farkli anlamlar ve sirecten beklentilerinin farkl
olmasiyla ilgilidir. Devlet demokratik entegrasyonu hedef alirken, statli ve 6zerklik

Kirt tarafi icin bir ‘olmazsa olmaz’ gibi gériinmektedir. Bu iki yaklasim arasindaki



farkin muzakerelerde azalmasi beklenir. Bu anlamda Turkiye’nin baris slirecinde
su anda bulundugu asama bir 6n muizakere durumu olarak tanimlanabilir. Tlrkiye
miizakere 6ncesi pesrevler ve alistirmalar icindedir. iki tarafin yaklasimlarinin
kesismesi icin zamana ihtiyag vardir. Ancak yeni girdiler bu “zamanin kisalmasini”
talep edebilmektedir. Nitekim Rojava faktorl baris strecini milli sinirlar 6tesine
tasima baskisi yapmaktadir. Kirt hareketinin baris sireci-Rojava baglantisi
hassasiyeti, buna Tiirk tarafinin direnc ve tepki géstermesi endisesi, ISID faktérd,
PYD-ISID karsilasmasi da dikkate alinirsa, bir blokaj ya da ic celiskilerin patlamasi

riski olugsmaktadir...”

6-7 Ekim olaylari bu celiskilerin patlamasi olarak tarif edilebilir. Bu patlama
taraflar arasindaki beklenti, tanim ve paradigma farklarini iyice ortaya c¢ikarmistir.
Ve ¢O0zUm sirecini yeni bir safhaya sokmustur. Gelinen noktayr dort baslik

etrafinda ele almak yerinde olur.

1. C6zUm sireci agisindan gérinti

6-8 Ekim 2014 Kobani olaylari, Tirk devleti ve Kirt hareketi arasinda baslayan,
2013 Nevroz’'unda resmen deklare edilen “gortsmeler”in, taraflarin bu
gorusmelere verdikleri anlamlar ve baris stirecinden beklentileri acisindan ciddi bir
krize girmesine isaret etmektedir. Bu agidan buglin gelinen noktada ¢6zim

sureciyle ilgili yeni bir tanim gerekliligi orta yerde durmaktadir.

Kobani olaylarindan bu yana gecen 3,5 ay icinde, ana tartismalar, taraflarin
paradigma farkhliklarinin olusturdugu mesafe etrafinda yiruitilmektedir. Nitekim
taraflarin adimlari, izledikleri politikalar, temel olarak bu mesafenin Urettigi
gerginlik hatti tzerinde ylriimektedir. Bu agidan madalyonunu iki yizi vardir. Bir
taraftan devlet ve Kirt hareketi birbirlerinin 6n kosullarina kulak vermekte,
temaslar sirdirmekte, ¢6ziime dair siyasi inanglarini ve irade beyanini yasanan
krizin derinligine ragmen sikca tazelemektedirler. Ancak diger yandan da taraflar

kamuoyu olusturma hedefi ve araciyla kendi bakis agilarini, alan genisleterek fiili



duruma ¢evrime hamleleri yapmaktadirlar.
Soyle ayrintilandirabiliriz:

- Gerek AK Parti gerek imral’nin ¢dziim siirecine yénelik inanclarini ve
sadakatlarini belirtmeleri, siyasi iradelerinin bu istikametteki disa vurumu,
yasanan gerginliklere ve bunlarin ¢apina ragmen onemlidir. 6-8 Ekim Kobani
olaylarindan sonra devlet ile Kiirt hareketi arasindaki gériismeler kismen tekrar
rayina oturmus, kopan diyalog yeniden kurulmus, her iki taraf temelde ¢6zim
iradesinden taviz vermemis, 1 Kasim Diinya Kobani Ginu 6rneginin gosterdigi gibi
¢O0zUmu riske atacak keskin tavirlara girmemistir. Siyasi iktidarin miizakereler igin
on kosul olarak ileri strdigii “kamu diizeni talebi” gerek Ocalan gerek KCK
dizeyinde bir odlglide karsilik bulmus, arka plani karanlik Cizre olaylarina, zaman
zaman Kandil’den, zaman zaman Ankara’dan gelen meydan okuyucu aciklamalara

ragmen ana tablo degismemistir.

- Slreg yeni bir tanim ve mutabakata ihtiya¢c duydugu oranda, iliskiler ciddi bir
gerginlik hattinda ilerlemektedir. Nitekim taraflarin politikalarini farkh seviyelerde
ya da cok katmanli olarak yurattigu goézlemlenmektedir. Bir yanda ¢6zim
slrecine inancin alti gizilir, siddet yerine siyaset fikri islenirken, 6te yanda eylem
tehdidi, devlet baskisi tehdidi sik sik gindeme getirilmektedir. Devlet ve onun
isletmecisi siyasi iktidar, muizakere hazirhgl yapmasina ragmen, mizakere
kelimesinin kullanilmasindan irite olmaktadir. Goriismeden, heyetlerden, ¢6zim
suirecinden silahlarin terki ve geri donenlerin entegrasyonunu anlamakta, bunu
her firsatta tekrarlamaktadir. Buna karsilik Ocalan’in hazirladigi mutabakat metni
Kirt hareketi tarafindan baslangic referansi olarak tanimlanmakta, temelde
silahlari birakma dabhil, tim Kiirt sorununun muizakeresi hedeflenmektedir. Diger
bir ifadeyle taraflarin tanim ve beklenti farklarinin yarattigi blokaj, bugilin bir

sekilde varligini sirdiirmekte, ancak siddet degil siyaset yoluyla ifade bulmaktadir.

Sik dile getirilen, siyasi iktidar tarafindan onkosul ilan edilen “kamu dizeni”

meselesi bu agidan énemli bir 6rnek, dahasi esiktir. Zira bu konu zorlamalarin ve



tanim farklarinin tam merkezinde bulunmaktadir. Devlet icin kamu dizeni,
“Orglitln silahlar ¢ekmesi yaninda tim alan kontroli ¢abalarini durdurmasi,
Guneydogu’daki siyasi merkez olusumunu ve fiili o6zerklik olusumunun
yapilanmasini” ifade etmektedir. Kamu dizeni, bu agidan, gelecegin belirsizligini
veri alan, dolayisiyla temel olarak siddetin durdugu ve yasal sinirlar icinde 6zgir
siyasete dayali ¢6zim siireci fikrinin ana isletme unsurudur. Onkosul olmasinin
anlami da burada yatmaktadidr, zira dogrudan dogruya siyasi iktidarin ¢6zim
paradigmasina gonderme yapmaktadir. Buna direng gosterilmesine karsi Uretilen
silah/tehdit ise i¢ glivenlik paketi, yani asayis politikasi tehdididir. Kirt hareketinin
kamu diizeni tanimi ise, “siyasal alanin yeniden yapilandiriimasi ve egemenligin
paylasiimasi anlayisi” Gzerine kuruludur. C6zim sirecinden beklenen yari fiili
mevcut paylasimin yasallasmasi, yapilanmasi, tanimlanmasidir. Bunun devlet

tarafindan reddine yonelik tehdit ise sokagin direnmesi, yani catisma tehdididir.

GOzUm sureci bu anlamda asli bir soruyla, alan kontroll ve egemenligi meselesiyle

ic ice gegme safhasina gelmistir.

2. Alan pargalanmasi ve siyasi béltinme riskleri

S6z konusu alan denetimi meselesi 6-7 Ekim olaylari sonrasi baska acidan da
onem kazanmistir. Baris stirecinin Kirt haraketi agisindan en énemli girdilerinden
birinin Glneydogu tama yakin bir alan kontroli saglamak oldugu devlet
tarafindan da kabul edilen bir gercektir. Guvenlik gliclerinin gorinurlGginin
azaltilmasi, alanin 6nemli 6lclide, post-KCK davalari doneminde Kiirt hareketine
birakilmasi, bu hareketin drgiitlenmesi itibariyle radikal islami kesim disindaki tim
diger siyasi egilimleri blinyesine toplamasi da fiili gercektir. Bir anlamda KCK, HDP,
DTK ve diger sivil ve siyasi yapilariyla Kirt hareketinin yapilanmasi kamu dizenin
talebinin de isaret ettigi, bir tlir “siyasi merkez olusumu” seklinde seyretmektedir.
Sokak eylemlerini, alan kontroliinli, ayaklanma tarzi bir eylemi temsil eden Kobani

olaylari sonrasi bu homojen dokuyla ilgili kirilmalar ve kirilma ihtimalleri



yasanmistir. Askerin sahaya geri dénme ihtimali yaninda, Hizbullah ve HUDA-PAR
gibi yerel secimlerde Diyarbakir'da ylzde 5, Batman’da ylizde 8 oy almis,
mitinglerde 500.000 kisiyi toplayabilen yapilarin gorinir olmaya baslamasi,
bunlarin PKK ile yasadiklari gerginlikler, taraflarin birbirine mal ettigi olaylar ve
saldirilar ciddi bir risk faktoriine dontismustir ve yeni bir unsur olarak devrededir.
Hatip Dicle’nin bu konuda endiseli hassasiyetinin, Basbakan Davutoglu’nun
Briksel donlsi gazetecilere “bizim icin bu catisma ihtimali blylk risklerden
biridir” demesinin altini 6zellikle gizmek gerekir. Bu ayrisma hali yaninda, siyasi
parcalanmalar, bolgedeki durum ve glgler itibariyle kullanilma, sizma ve
provokasyon ihtimalleri, derin yapilarin devreye girme riskleri de ciddi bir tartisma
konusu haline gelmistir. Nitekim Cizre’de yasanan Ocak ayi olaylari bu cercevede
pek cok farkh agilara ve ihtimallere isaret etmektedir. PKK genclik orglitinin
faaliyetleri ikili Kandil faaliyeti olarak gorulirken, diger taraf durumu devletin el al
alti girisimleriyle agiklanmaktadir. Bu tablo kaginilmaz olarak pek ¢ok yorumcu
acisindan devlet ici ayrismalar, benzer sekilde Kirt Hareketi icinde ayri siyasi
egilimler, yontemler ve serbest radikaller tartismalarini 6nemli kilmaktadir. C6zim
sirecinin 6nimuzdeki donemde bu tir sorunlarla daha ¢ok karsilasmasi sasirtici

olmayacaktir.

3. 2015 Haziran Genel Secimleri

Gerek 2014 Ekim olaylari, Rojava’nin durumu, Turkiye’'nin Kirt sorununun
bolgesellesme dozunun artmasi gerekse Turkiye'nin i¢ siyasi takvimi ¢6zim
sirecinin, daha genel bir ifadeyle devlet-Kiirt hareketi iliskilerinin 6nline yeni bir

¢ita koymustur.

Bu ¢ita 2015 Haziran ayinda yapilacak genel segimlerdir. HDP ve onu Onceleyen
Kirt partileri yizde 10’luk Ulke barajini gecemeyeceklerini gézoniine alarak
bugline kadar secimlere bagimsiz adaylarla girmislerdi. Baraji gecmeleri halinde

50 ile 75 arasinda milletvekili cikarabilecekken 30 civarinda milletvekiyle



yetinmislerdi. Bu kez HDP, muhtemelen Kandil'in de agirhgini koymasiyla,
secimlere bagimsiz adaylarla degil, ulusal dizeyde parti olarak girme karari almis
bulunuyor. Bu kararin goriiniir Gg nedeni var: 1. HDP Cumhurbaskani adayinin son
secimlerdeki Gstlin performansi, aldig1 ylizde 9 civarindaki oy 2. Tirkiye genelinde
AK Parti’ye karsi muhalefetin yiikselmesi ve HDP’nin siyasi iktidar partisinin fiilen
onlinU kesebilecek, glclnl azaltabilecek tek siyasi parti olarak algilanmasi,
HDP’nin kendisine oy akisini saglayacak bir konjontiri yakalamasi 3. Hepsinden
onemlisi Kirt siyasi hareketinin kendisini geldigi asama ve iddia itibariyle ¢itayi
yukseltme, oyunun dengelerini degistirme, en azindan zorlama ihtiyaci, hatta

zorunlulugu icinde hissetmesi.

Ozellikle Giclincii acidan bakildiginda Kiirt siyasi hareketinin gelen secimlere ulusal
dizeyde siyasi parti olarak katilma tercihinin iki yone dogru hareket halinde
oldugunu soylemek yanlis olmayacaktir. Bir yandan HDP, baraji gecmesi halinde,
Ozellikle anayasa yapiminda AK Parti’yi ittifaka mecbur birakacak “kurucu bir
aktor” haline gelecek, baraji gecemedigi takdirde ise siyasi iktidari mizakere
surecini dogrudan Kandil'le yapmaya zorlayacak ve yerel yonetimler lzerinden

alan denetimini genisletecektir.

Sadece Kirt Hareketi acisindan degil, Tlrk siyasal sistemi icin de 2015 secimleri
¢O0zUm slirecine ve anayasa yapimina agllan, hatta bunlari i¢ ice sokan kapisiyla
son derece belirleyici olacaktir. Mevcut deneyim, su an parlamentoda temsil
edilen, dort ana parti arasindaki iliskiler ve denge, yeni bir anayasanin ancak AK
Parti’'nin bu hamleyi tek basina yapacak glice erismesiyle ya da HDP-AK Parti
arasinda bir uzlasmayla hazirlanabilecegini gostermektedir. AK Parti’nin alacagi oy
orani, mecliste anayasal bir c¢ogunluga, en azindan bir anayasa taslagini
referanduma gotirmeye yetecek 330 milletvekili sayisina ulasmasina yetecek
midir? Bu dnemli bir sorudur. HDP’nin sec¢imlere parti olarak girip girmeyecegi bu
sorunun yaniti icin hayati bir 6nem tasiyor. HDP’nin siyasi parti olarak segimlere
girmesi ve yizde 10 barajinin altinda kalmasi durumunda AK Parti birakin 330

milletvekilini, 367 milletvekilligine bile ulasabilir. Buna karsin HDP’nin mevcut



siyasi kosullarda Ureyecek bir sinerjiyle, CHP’den 6nemli 6l¢lide oy calarak, ylzde
10 barajini gegmesi, tam tersi bir sonug Uretir. AK Parti’nin 6zellikle Gineydogu’da
kaybedecegi milletvekillikleri, 330 hedefine ulagmasini suya duisurebilir. HDP igin
yluzde 10 baraji asilmasi zor esiktir. Kirt hareketinin boyle bir tercih yapmasi
yukarida da soyledigimiz gibi 6ziinde HDP’yi devreden ¢ikarmak ve AK Parti’yi
dogrudan Kandil’le muhatap olmaya zorlamak anlamina gelebilir. Ancak sonuglar
itibariyle tiim siyasi gliclin anayasa hazirlamak anlaminda tek bir siyasi partiye terk
edilmesi, gerek Turkiye genelinde gerek Kiirt sorununun 6zelinde “¢6zim” kadar
“catisma”, en azindan “yiksek gerginlik” ihtimalini devrede tutar. Buna karsin
HDP’nin ylizde 10 barajini gecmesi Tirkiye'yi, gerek Kiirt sorununun ¢éziimiinde,
gerek yeni toplumsal sézlesmenin hazirlanmasinda “kurucu Kirt faktori”yle
tanismaya iter. Boyle bir tanisma Kiirt sorunu Uzerinden demokratik bir esik
atlamayi da ifade edebilir, tersine yeni gerginlikleri, catismanin ylikselmesi, siyasi
yelpazenin yeniden sekillenmesini de... Bu kosullar ¢6ziim sireciyle iliskili olarak
muhtemelen hem siyasi iktidari hem HDP’yi segimlere kadar dikkatli ve iki yonla
bir dil kullanmaya itecektir: Catismaci ya da glivenlikgi dil ile pasif ve siyasi dil ile

sireci devam ettirecek ancak keskin alan kazanma hamlelerini icerek bir politika.

Secimlerin sonuglarinin, ¢6zim slreci agisindan ve daha genel olarak Kirt
meselesi agisindan yeni siyasi kosullar olusturma ihtimali ylksektir. Haziran ayi

sonrasl bu anlamda kritik bir dénem olarak simdiden tanimlanabilir.
4. Kilitler ve sorunlar

Buna ragmen yukaridaki alti cizilen konjonktlirel unsurlar hangi istikamete
evrilirse evrilsin, isin dogasi ve 6zl itibariyle ¢ozlilmeleri halinde belirleyici olacak

hizli yol aldiracak yapisal kimi sorunlarin varligindan da soz edilebilir.
Bu yapisal sorunlari tikaniklik alanlari olarak tanimlayabiliriz.

ilk tikaniklik "Rojava meselesi"nin, Suriye unsurunun ¢oziim siireci zerindeki
baskisidir. Bu baskiyi kisa vadede azaltacak ve azaltan unsur, simge sehir haline

gelen  Kobane’nin  korunmasidir.  Uluslararasi  seferberlik,  Tirkiye'nin



politikalarinda Rojava’ya 6zgll bir agirhk vermesi, Kirtlerin ortak eylemleri bu
kosulu simdilik saglamis gértiniiyor. Ancak baskiyi orta vadede azaltacak asil unsur

Tirkiye’nin PYD’nin varhgiyla ilgili tutumunu esnetmesidir.

ikinci tikanikhk alani "(Kirt beklentisi) miizakere ile (hiikiimet siyaseti) takdir"
arasindaki bu degerlendirmenin ana fikrini olusturan mesafenin azaltilmasidir.
Burada ana sorumluluk siyasi iktidarindir. C6zim surecini tek tarafli "demokrasi
astlar"yla gotirmek yerine, ¢6ziim kalemlerinin neler olacagina ve bunlarin nasil
uygulanacagina Kirtlerle etkilesim icinde karar verilmesi miimkiindir. Vatandaslik
tanimi, yerel yonetimler gibi konularda bu interaktif yontem, bir tir muizakere,
nihayetinde alinacak kararlarin meclise sunulmasi kosuluyla, pekala atilabilecek

adimlardir. Bu olmaksizin yol almak git gide zorlasmaktadir.

Mizakere meselesinin bir de yan adimi vardir ki o da tglincl alan olarak karsimiza
cikar. Bu, Ocalan’in hareket imkanlariyla ilgili alandir. Tirkiye ¢dziim sirecini
esasen Ocalan’la yaptig1 gériismeler ve vardigi mutabakatlar tizerinden yiiriitiyor.
Ancak Ocalan tiim alana hakim olamiyor. Bu durumda Kiirt siyasi hareketinin
daginikhgini agmak, sirece hakim olmak ve vyol kazalarini engellemek igin
Ocalan’in bu sireci yiritme imkanlari genisletiimelidir. Béyle bir adim ayni
zamanda bir oOl¢lide seffaflasmayi da beraberinde getirir. Kamuoyunu goézlemci ve

hakem kilar.

Dordincl nokta ise Kirt tarafina diisen bir sorumluluga isaret etmektedir. Kirt
siyasi hareketi uzunca bir stredir sisteme 6zerk bir bicimde eklemlenmek Uzere
devletle goriismeler yapma arzusunu dile getiriyor ve son dénemde bunu
gerceklestiriyor. Ancak ayni hareket Kirt alaninda bir tir paralel devlet dokusu
olusturur gibi adalet, asayis, tapu, maliye, vs islevleri iceren bir yapilanma pesinde
kosuyor. Bunlar bugtin biri 6ne digeri geriye atilan, ayni anda gerceklesemeyecek
iki adimi ifade ediyorlar. Kirtler, siyasi iktidarin "kamu diizeni" olarak adlandirdigi
mesruiyetci cizgiye donmeden goérismelerin derinlesmesini bekleyemez. Burada

izlenmesi gereken vyol, bu alanin denetimi degil, yapilandirilmasidir. Bu



yapilandirma ise bir mutabakatla yerel yonetimlar reformu Uzerinden karsilik

bulur.

Ocak 2105 itibariyle ¢6ziim surecinin serancami boyledir.



JI BOYEREN KOBANIYE HETA HILBIJARTINEN MEHA POSBERE PEVAJOYA
CARESERIYE

Ali Bayramoglu

Blyerén Kobaniyé yén 6-8é Cotmeha 2014¢, di “pévajoya astiyé” ya Tirkiyeyé de
ban wergerxanek, hetta ban miladeke nQ. Blyeran ré |é vekirin, ku du mekanizma
li ber gavan agkere bibin. Yek ji wan ew e, ku bi ser dinamikén herémi pirsgiréka
Kurdi ya Tirkiyeyé kdrtir ba G di vé carcoveyé de ji gihast merheleyeké, ku diviya té
de pirsgirék di waré cap 0 aktorén wé de careke din were bi nav kirin. Ya duyemin
ji, “hevditinén” ku di navbera dewleta Tirk G tevgera Kurdi de dest pé kiribGn G di
Newroza 2013é de hatib(n 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 ( blyera Kobaniyé him ev rews askere kir him ji kQrtir

kir.

RUKARE DERVE

Em pésiyé gala mekanizmaya yekemin bikin. Cigas ku ew yek rasteqiniyeke fiili ye,
ku Kurdén ku li Rojhilata Navin di nav ¢ar welatan de belav bline, li wan welatan di
nav hisyarblneke siyasi de ne. Ev ‘““qada Kurdi ya ji sinorén netewi wédetir” ji
ewqas rasteqiniyeke fiili ye. Tevi wan nakokiyén navbera hézén siyasi yén Kurdi ji,
hismendiya qad ( aidiyeteke hevpar, ku Kurdan dorpéc dike weki daneyeke giring
li pésiya me ye. Her pésvecln G calakblineke li Rojhilata Navin té de tevkariyé

dike, ku ev gad hineki din tese bigire ( ev hismend1 hineki din ji kartir be.

Jixwe, enerjiya civaki @ siyasi, ku bi alozi G seré navxweyi ya Shriyeyé re derketib(

holé, bi ser Rojava re, ev fikra gad O aidiyeté gelek bi pés xist. Bingeha vé



bipésxitiné ji ji wé yeké té, ku Kurdan li Bakuré Slriyeyé, ku pirani ew |é dijin, dest
bi révebiriyeke xweser kirin, PYD G PKK, ku ji heman koké sin dibin, li vé herémé
reh berdan G ““modéla xweseriyé” cih bi cih kirin. Mirov dikare bibéje, ku vé rewsé
di waré avab(iné de ré li du encamén giring vekir. Serépési ¢cap 0 erdnigariya wé
hingt berfireh bQ, 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 fiili de ¢i ji di waré
mézinén siyasi yén |i Rojava yén asta navneteweyi de, taybetmendiya PKKé ya

weki aktoreke herémi hézdartir ba.

Ew wéneya nQ, ku di cend salén dawi de her ku di¢l béhtir tese digirt, ket rewseke
calak dema ku Kobani di mehén Tlon & Cotmeha 2014é de ji allyé DAISé ve hat

dorpéc kirin ( bajar bi ketiné re ri bi ri ma.
Mebesta min bi rewseke calak ev e:

1.- Ji ber ku Kobani dikir biketa, ew yek b sedem ku tevgera siyasi 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
altkariyén ji bo Kobani re deriyén xwe veke, pési li ketina Kobani were girtin G

Engere helwésta xwe ya li hember tevgerén islami biguherine.

2.- Vé yeké ne tené di waré bi nav kirina pakéta careseriyé de hin pirsgirék
afirandin Ié 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.

3.- Divé mirov bibine ku dorpéckirina Kurdan a ji aliyé DAISé ya li herémé, di seri
de ji li Rojava, ji du aliyan ve wercerxanek e. Ya pési ew e, ku hézén navneteweyi
giringi O cihé Kurdan bi asteke din ditin, di seri de ji giringi O cihé tevgera Kurdi ya
li Tirklyeyé. Karigeriya blyina tenha héza xwecihi, rékxisti O sekuler a li hember
DAISé, peywendiyén ku navbera PKK ( PYD G koalisyona navneteweyi de hatin
danin, encamén wan én pékan én diyarker ( yén paserojé ji xwedi giringiyén

diroki ne ku pévajoya astiyé ji ber bi wé ctheté ve dimese.



4. Aliyé duyemin a vé wercgerxané ji bandora siyasi-dérdni ya zext ( dorpéckirina ji
allyé 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 histiye, birévec¢lineke dinamik mesandiye
0 rewsa dérlniya li cem girseyén Kurd bi demé re hatiye guhertin. Di destpéké de
meseleya PYDé di rojevé de b(, ku ji ber neblna otoriyeké ya li SGriyeyé xwe li wé
deré bi cih kirib(. Lé bi demé re, bi &risén DAISé re, Kobanf veguheri semboleké {
Rojava ji bo ‘xeyala Kurditlyé’ édi bl yek ji xalén stratejik. Xetera DAIS8, ji bo
Kurdan hewcedariyeke ewlekariyé, di vé carcoveyé de ji avablneke hevpar a
ewlekariyé, légerina ji bo avablneke wek-dewlet xurttir kir, ya rasttir hesteke di
vé ré de. Qada Kurdi ya hevpar, ku |1&é komén cuda yén Kurdi, li welatén cuda belav
blne, hineki din calaktir b(. Vé yeké di navbera hézén Kurdi de, ku bi hev nakin G
li ser kontrola heréman li dij hev radibin, ré |i rewseke pistgiri ( nézikb(ineké
vekir.”” Ev encama sosyolojik O psikolojik bi qasi tékillyén navbera hézén Kurdi,

tékillyén navbera tevgera siyasi O civaké ji dikare xurttir bike.

5. Rojava li ser wé réyé de dimese, ku bibe gada li hev rast hatina hézén Kurdi.
Rojava, him tengezari ( tékosina ji bo desthilatdariyé ya navbera wan hézan, him
jl xalén ku wan digihine hev O hevpariyén wan, di nav xwe de dihewine. Di
meseleya Kurdi O biréveclna pévajoya astiyé de ev faktor li gor rojén beré béhtir

giringlyeke mezin bi dest xistiye.

6.- Bi gasi ku pévajoya careseriyé, Rojava destnisan dike 0 Rojava ji bi DAISé re té
bira mirov ewqas ji di siyaseta Kurdi de meyl 0 séwaza mudaxilblna aliyén
séyemin O hézén navneteweyi 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 DAISé bigire 0 da ku
gadeke nézi xwe bixe bin kontrola xwe. Bi vé siyaseta xwe re DYA ji bo parvekirina
gadé PYDé gane dike. Li Rojava, vekirina ciheki ji bo PDK G hézén din én Kurdi @ li
gor hestiyariyén Tirkiyé, hevkariyeke digel Artésa Azad a S{riyé pargeyén vé rewsa

filli ya n( ne.



7. 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 hatiye ava kirin, ku tékiliya
navbera pirsgiréka Kurdi ya Tirkiyeyé G Kurdén derveyi sinorén Tirkiyeyé were
getandin yan ji veguhere faktora pistgiriyeke gisti. Ji ber ku pévajoya ¢areseriyé ji
bo Tirkiyeyé li ser wé fikré bilind dibe, ku di nav sinorén netewi de bimine, réxistin
cekén xwe deyne U entegrasyona demokratik pék were, nézikblina fermi ya
Tirkiyeyé ya beranber Rojava ket wesfeke hisgk G tdj. Tirkiye her tim li wé rewsé sar
dinihéri O bi awayeki ¢calak siyaseta asé kiriné dimesand, da ku tu tevgereke Kurdi
bi awayeki serbest G radikal tevnegere, bi PKKé re di nav tékiliyé de nebe, PKK li
herémé belav nebe, bi ser xweseriyé re |li herémé bi cih nebe. Di merheleya
duyemin a geyrana Kobaniyé de fisara navneteweyi li ser Tirkiyeyé pék hat G
pirsgirék bi awayeki calak U bilez bl mijara siyaseta navxweyi. Vé yeké ré |é vekir
ku Tirkiye vé siyaseta xwe nermtir bike. Di bin sert (. mercén n( de Tirkiye necar
ma, ku di filliyaté de G bi awayeki nerasterast pistgiriyé bide PYDé, ku di
daxuyaniyén xwe de weki terorist bi nav dikir, G li hember heb(ina wé ya siyasi O
kar O xebatén wé ¢avén xwe migc bike. Siyaseta derve ya Tirkiyeyé, ku siyaseta xwe
ya Sariyeyé li ser yekpare mayina axa welét G hilwesina Esad ava kiriye, iro dest pé
kiriye ku giranlyeke cihé G taybet bide Rojava. Ev guhertin, ku té wateya dorpég
kirina rewsa heyi O li gor wé yeké ji pésxistina stratejiyan, hin nisane ji dide, ka wé

mézinén n( c¢i rolé bilizin.

ROKARE NAVXWEY]

Beriya rGdana qeyrana Rojava ( blyerén 6-7&é cotmehé yén |i 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 O bendewariyén wan én



ji vé pévajoyé jiji hev cihé ne. Weha xuya dike, ku hedefa dewleté entegrasyona
demokratik e, |€ ji bo aliyé Kurd statu G xweseri jéneger in. Mirov dikare li benda
wé yeké be ku fergén navbera van herdu nézikatiyan 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 beriya muzakereyan di
nav pésrew de ye U xwe dielimine. Ji bo ku nézikatiyén herdu aliyan li hev bikin jé
re wext divé. Lé dibe ku blayerén nd “kurttir kirina vé wexté” ferz bikin. Jixwe,
faktora Rojava zoré dide, ku pévajoya astiyé sinorén netewi bibezine. Heger mirov
hestlyariya tevgera Kurdi ya peywendiya navbera pévajoya astiyé O Rojava,
berxwedan O nerazibln 0 fikarén aliyé Tirk én |i hember vé yeké, faktora DAISE,
rObir( hatina PYD  DAISé li ber cavan rabigire, riska xitimin an ji tegina nakokiyén

navxweyi pék té...”

Blyerén 6-7é cotmehé dikarin weki teqina van nakokiyan werin bi nav kirin. Vé
teginé, cudatiyén bendewari, binavkirin O paradigmayén navbera aliyan béhtir
askere kirin. U pévajoya astiyé xist merheleyeke ndi. Ev merheleya n{ dikare di bin

car serenavan de were rave kirin.

1. Ji héla pévajoya astiyé ve dimen

Blyerén 6-8é cotmeha 2014 destnisan dikin, ‘hevditinén’ ku navbera dewleta Tirk
0 tevgera Kurdi de destpékiriblin O di Newroza 2013 de bi awayeki fermi hatibln
askere kirin, di waré wateyén ku herdu ali didin wé ( bendewariyén wan én ji
pévajoya astiyé de, ketine geyraneke ciddi. Ji vé helé ve di merheleya iroyin de

pédiviyeke ji bo ji ni ve binavkirina pévajoya careseriyé li ber cavan e.

Di nav sé meh ( nivan de, anku ji destpéka blyerén Kobaniyé heta niha bihurin,
nigasén sereke di mesafeya cudatlyén paragdigmayén herdu aliyan de tén
mesandin. Jixwe, gavén allyan, siyaseta ku dimesinin di esasé de |i ser xeta

tengezariyé de dimese, ku vé mesafeyé peyda kiriye. Ji vi ali de du rlyén



madalyoné hene. Ji aliyeki ve dewlet G tevgera Kurdi guh didin pés-sertén hevdu,
peywendiyén xwe berdewam dikin, gelek caran baweri (i iradeya xwe ya siyasi ya
ji bo careseriyé nl dikin, hercend geyrana ku té jiyin hingi kir 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 qada nérina xwe berfireh bikin  bikin rewseke fiili.
Hargiliyén vé yeké dikarin weha werin rave kirin:

- Him AKP him ji Tmrali baweri 0 dilsozlya xwe ya ji bo pévajoya careseriyé diyar
dikin, Tradeya xwe ya siyasi ji weha didin xuya kirin. Ev hem(, tevi tengezariyén
ridayl G mezinblna wan disa ji giring in. Pistl blyerén Kobaniyé yén 6-8é
Cotmehé hevditinén navbera dewleté ( tevgera Kurdi bi awayeki qgismi bin ji disa
ketin régeha xwe, dialoga ku qut bab( disa dest pé kir G herdu ali ji di esasé de ji
iradeya xwe ya careseriyé tawiz nedan. Weki ku di 1é sermawezé rojha cihani ya
Kobaniyé de hat ditin xwe ji helwéstén tdj dar xistin, ku helwestén weha dikarin
careseri bixistana xeteré. Daxwaza ““asayisa gisti’” ku desthilatdariya siyasi ji bo
muzakereyan weki pés-sert danib( him li cem Ocalan him ji li cem KCKé di asteke
bilind de bersiva xwe dit. Hercend, derbaré blyerén Cizira Botan de, ku
pasxaneyeke wé ya tari heye, carna ji Qendilé carna ji ji Engereyé daxuyaniyén

gefwarf hatin ji wéneya gisti nehat guhertin.

- Bi gasi ku pédiviya pévajoyé bi binavkirin 0 mutabagateke n( heye, ewqas ji
tékili li ser xeteke tengezar de dimesin. Jixwe, té ditin ku herdu ali siyasetén xwe
di astén cuda de yan ji qonax bi gonax dimesinin. Li allyeki baweriya ji bo pévajoya
careseriyé té binxéz kirin G di slina siddeté de fikra siyaseté derdixin pés € li aliyé
din de ji gefén ji bo |li dar xistina 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 (O pévajoya astiyé weki danina cekan G entegrasyona
kesén ku vedigerin fém dike ( vé yeké di her fersendé de dubare dike. Li hember

vé ji, tevgera Kurdi mutabagatnameyé, ku Ocalan amade kirib(, weki referansa



destpéké bi nav dike G di esasé de danina cekan ji té 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 |é ne bi

réya siddeté |é bi réya siyaseté té derbirin.

Mijara “asayisa gisti’” ku desthilatdariya siyasi ji bo muzakereyan weki pés-sert
datine U gelek caran tine zimén, di vi wari de minakeke giring, jé zédetir ji
berbendek e. Di naverasta zordayin G cudatiyén binavkiriné de ye. Ji bo dewleté
asayisa gisti té wé wateyé, ku “réxistin ne bi tené ¢cekén xwe deyne |é herweha
dev ji kontrol kirina hem( gadan ( pékhatina navenda siyasi ( avakirina pékhatina
xweseriya fiili ya li BasGré Rojhilat berde. Di vi warl de asayisa gisti dikeve s(ina
nediyariya paserojé, ( bi vi awayi di esasé de pékhateya sereke ya mesandina fikra
pévajoya careseriyé ye, ku té de siddet radiweste G |li ser bingeha siyaseta azad a
nav sinorén gandni bilind dibe. Wateya wé, ku pés-sert e ji ji vé deré dedikeve, ji
ber ku bi awayeki rasterast paradigmaya careseriyé ya desthilatdariya siyasi
destnisan dike. Hergend li dij wé berxwedanek té nisan dan ji, ceké ku té hilberin ji
pakéta ewlekariya navwelét an ku gefa siyaseta asayisé ye. Binavkirina tevgera
Kurdi ya asayisa gisti, li ser bingeha “ji nG ve avakirina qada siyasi O feraseta
parvekirina desthilatdariyé” hatiye avakirin. Bendewariya wan a ji pévajoya
careseriyé ji gan(ni kirin, avakirin ( binavkirina parvekirina fiili ye, ku niha heye.
Gefa |li hember redkirina dewleté ya li dij vé bendewariyé ji, berxwedana li

kolanan anku gefa ser (i pev¢(né ye.

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

kontrol G desthilatdariya qadé re dikeve nav hev.

2. Pargekirina Qadé @ xeterén cihéb{inén siyasi

Mijara kontrola gadé, ku gala wé hat kirin, pistl blyerén 6-7& Cotmehé di héleke

din ve giringtir bd. Ji bo tevgera Kurdi yek ji destkeftiyén heri giring én pévajoya



astiyé ew e, ku hema hema li tevahiya Bas(ré Rojhilat bikaribe kontrola gadé pék

bine G haya dewleté ji vé yeké ji heye.

Kémtirkirina ditbariya hézén ewlekariyé; di asteke mezin de, di serdema pisti
dozén KCKé de histina qadé ya ji bo tevgera Kurdi G ji bili hawirdorén islami yén
tundrew, berhevkirina hem( meylén din én siyasi ya di bin bana vé tevgeré de
rasteqginiyén fiili ne. Bi awayeki, digel KCK, HDP, DTK ( dezgehén din én sivil @
siyasi ji n( ve avakirina tevgera siyasi weki ku daxwaza asayisa gisti destnisan dikir
weki “pékhatina navenda siyasi”’ dimese. Pisti blyerén Kobaniyé, ku calakiyeke di
séwaza calakiyén kolanan, kontrola qadé ( serhildané de temsil dike, di waré vé
pékhatina homojen de hin sikestin O Thtimalén sikestiné derketin holé. Digel
thtimala vegera leskeran a li ser erdé, réxistinén weki Hizbullah (t HUDA-PAR, ku di
hilbijartinén herémi de |i Diyarbekiré ji sedi 5, li Batmané ji sedi 8 deng wergirtin {
di mitingén xwe de 500 hezar kes kom kirin, béhtir derketin pés cavan,
tengezariyén navbera wan O PKKé de, blayerén ku herdu ali ji ber wan tawanbar
kirin, 0 veguherina érisan a bi faktoreke ciddi ya xeteré, niha weki faktorén na 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 ithtimala pevciné ji bo me yek ji xeterén mezin e.” divé bi taybeti werin
binxéz kirin. Li kéleka vé rewsa ji hev du ddr ketiné, pergceb(inén siyasi, ji ber rews
0 hézén li herémé bikaranina ji aliyé hin hézén din ve, thtimalén bi dizi ketina nav
réxistiné (0 provokasyon G xetera ketina avab(na kiir a di dewré de blne mijarén
ciddi yén niqgasan. Jixwe, blyerén ku di meha Berfanbaré de li Cizira Botan
derketin di vi wari de li gelek ali  Thtimalan destnisan dikin. Cawa ku dewlet
calakiyén réxistina ciwanan a PKKé weki calakiyén duali yén Qendilé dibine, aliyé
din ji bGyer weki hewldanén nepeni yén dewleté bi nav dikin. Ev wéne bi awayeki
jénerev li cem gelek sirovekaran nigasén li ser ji hev cuda blina nav dewleté,
herweha meyl ( rébazén cihé O 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 Plsbera 2015

Him blyerén cotmeha 2014, rewsa Rojava ( zédeb(na asta herémib(ina pirsgiréka
Kurdi ya Tirkiyeyé him ji demnameya siyasi ya navxweyi ya Tirkiyeyé bendeke
bilindtir dani li pésiya pévajoya careseriyé, bi gotineke gelemperi li pésiya

peywendiyén navbera dewleté G tevgera Kurdi.

Ev bend, hilbijartinén gisti ye, ku dé di Plgbera 2015é de li dar kevin. HDP (
partiyén beriya wé, ji ber ku nedikarin bi ser benda hilbijartinan a ji sedi 10
bikevin, heta niha hertim bi namzetén serbixwe ketin hilbijartinan. U0 wan gima
xwe bi 30 parlamenteran anin hercend heger bi ser benda hilbijartina biketana,
weé bikarib(ina ji 50 heta 75 parlamenteran derxistana. icar HDP&, dibe ku ji ber
giraniya Qendilé, biryar stend ku di sna namzetén serbixwe de, di asta welét de
weki partl bikeve hilbijartinan. Sé sedemén vé biryaré hene, ku tén ditin. 1.
Encamén serkefti yén dora ji sedi 9, ku namzeté serokkomariyé yé HDPé stendin.
2. Ji ber ku li tevahiya Tirkiyeyé muxalefeta li dij AKPé zéde blye G HDP weki
tenha partiya siyasi té ditin, ku dikare bi rasti ji pésiya partiya deshilatdariyé
bigire, HDP konjonkturek bi dest xist, ku dihéle deng ber bi wé de biherikin. 3. Ji
wan hemdQyan girintir ji, di waré iddia G asta ku tevgera siyasi ya Kurdi xwe
gihandiye, gqet nebe péwist dibine G hetta xwe nacar his dike, ku daxwazén xwe

bilindtir bike, mézinén listiké biguherine.

Nemaze heger ji héla séyemin ve |é were nihértin, mirov dikare vé biryara tevgera
siyasi ya Kurdi ya ji bo weki parti besdarbdna di hilbijartinan de bi du cthetan ve
weki gaveke bas binirxine. Ji aliyeki ve HDP, heger bi ser benda hilbijartina keve, di
¢ékirina destlira nli de bibe “aktoreke damezinér’”’, ku wé AKPé mecblr bike ku pé
re ittifageké ¢ébike. Lé heger nikaribe benda hilbijartina bibezine wé demé zoré
bide hikimeté, ku pévajoya careseriyé rasterast bi Qendilé re bimesine 0 wé

kontrola qadé bi ser révebiriyén herémi ve berfirehtir bike.



Hilbijartinén sala 2015 ne tené ji bo Tevgera Kurdi |1é herweha ji bo sistema siyasi
ya Tirki ji, bi deriyé xwe yé ku li pévajoya careseriyé (i ¢ékirina destlra nl vedibe G
hetta wan dixe nav hev ji, dé gelek risteke diyarker bilize. Tecrlbeya heyi, anku
tékili 0 mézina nav her ¢ar partiyén siyasi, ku di parlamentoyé de tén temsil kirin,
nisan dide, ku destlreke n( 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 (0 HDPé de were amade kirin. Gelo réjeya dengén AKPé
dé bigihije piraniya destQri ya parlamentoyé, get nebe wé bikaribe 330
parlamenteran derxe, ku bikaribe resnivisa destlré bibe referandimé? Ev pirseke
giring e. Ji bo bersiva vé pirsé gelek giring e heger HDP weki parti bikeve
hilbijartinan yan na. Heger HDP weki parti bikeve hilbijartinan G di bin benda 10
dersedi ya hilbijartinan de bimine wé demé AKP dé bikaribe ne 330, |é 337
parlamenteran ji derxe. Lé heger HDP bi sinerjiyeké, ku di bin sert (. mercén siyasi
yén heyl peyda bibe, di asteke giring de dengén CHPé bidize  bi ser benda 10

dersedi keve, ev yek dé encameke tam berevaji derxe holé.

Parlamenterén ku AKP wenda bike, nemaze ji li Bas(iré Rojhilat, dé hedefa 330 ya
AKPé pacg bike. Ji bo HDPé ji benda 10 dersedi asteke dijwar e ku bibezine. Weki
me li joré ji got, terciheke weha ya tevgera Kurdi wé HDP ji ber cavan ji dewré
derxe G zoré bide AKPé&, ku bi Qendilé re muxattab bibe. Lé belé ji héla encaman
ve, di waré amadekirina destlra n( de, heger hem( héza siyasi ji partiyeké bi tené
re were histin, ev yek dé him |i tevahiya Tirkiyeyé him ji bi taybeti di waré
pirsgiréka Kurdi de bi qasi ““careseriyé” get 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 n( ya
civaki de “pékhateya xwe ya damezinér’”’ nas bike. Naskirineke bi vi rengi, dikare
were wateya bilindkirina asta demokrasiyé di pirsgiréka Kurdi de, 1&é herweha
berevaji wé dikare were wateya bilindkirina tengezari O pev¢lnan G ji nG ve
tesegirtina rewsa siyasi ji... Ev rews wé him hikimet him ji HDPé necar bike ku di

waré pévajoya astiyé de heta hilbijartinan zimaneki baldar G duali bi kar binin: Bi



zimaneki pevclné yan ji ewlekariperest O zimaneki pasifist (i siyasi tenha tisté ku
bihéle ku pévajo berdewam bike siyasetek e ku té de hemleyén bidestxistina

gadan hebe.

Thtimaleke mezin e, ku encamén hilbijartinan ji bo pévajoya astiyé 0 bi gisti ji ji bo
meseleya Kurdi sert G mercén nQ yén siyasi pék bine. Di vi wari de, mirov dikare

serdema pisti PGsberé weki serdemeke kritik bi nav bike.
4. Mifte Q 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 careser kirin, wé ji ber xweza ( esasa meseleyé bikaribin bibin

diyarker O leza careseriyé zédetir bikin.
Ev pirsgirékén bingehin mirov dikare weki gqadén xitiminé bi nav bike:

Xitimina pésin fisara “meseleya Rojava’” G ya faktora Slriyeyé ya bi ser pévajoya
careseriyé ye. Faktora ku vé fisaré di paseroja kurt de dé kémtir bike ( niha dike ji,
parastina Kobaniyé ye, ku niha blye sembolek. Seferberiya navneteweyi, giraniya
taybet, ku Tirkiye di siyaseta xwe de dide Rojava  calakiyén hevbes én Kurdan
weha xuya dikin ku ji bo niha vé serté bi cih anine. Lé belé faktora bingehin, ku
fisaré di paserojeke navin de kémtir bike ew e, ku heger Tirkiye helwésta xwe ya

beranber heblna PYDé nermtir bike.

Qada duyemin a xitiminé kémtir kirina mesafeya navbera ““muzakere (ya ku Kurd
li bendé ne) O teqdir (siyaseta hikiimeté)” ye, ku bingeha fikra sereke ya vé
nirxandiné pék tine. Li vé deré berpirsiyariya sereke, ya desthilatdariya siyasi ye.
Di sGna wé yeké de ku pévajoya astiyé bi awayeki yekali bi “derziyén asiya
demokrasiyé” bimesine dikare bi Kurdan re di nav hevahengiyé de biryaré bistine
ka gelemén careseriyé ¢i bin (0 ew cawa dikarin werin cih bi cih kirin. Di mijarén
weki tarifkirina hevwelatibané ( révebiriyén herémi de azineke weha interaktif,
awayeki muzakereyé, gaveke pékan e ku were avétin heger di dawiyé de, biryarén

ku hatin stendin péskési 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 gada séyem derdikeve
pésiya me. Ev i, qgada derfetén tevgeré yén Ocalan e. Tirkiye, pévajoya astiyé di
esasé de bi ser hevditinén digel Ocalan ( mutabaqgatén digel wi re dimesine. Lé
Ocalan nikare bi ser hem( gadé serwer be. Di vi wari de, ji bo belawela blna
tevgera siyasi ya Kurdi were careser kirin ( bi ser pévajoyé de serwer be { pésiya
gezayén ré werin girtin divé derfetén Ocalan én ji bo mesandina vé pévajoyé
werin berfirehtir kirin. Gaveke weha wé di heman demé de heta radeyeké

seffafblineké ji bi xwe re bine. Wé demé raya gisti ji bibe cavdér G hakem.

Xala caremin ji, berpirsiyariyek e ku dikeve ser milé aliyé Kurdi. Tevgera siyasi ya
Kurdi ev demek e, daxwaza xwe tine zimén ku bi dewleté re riiné da ku bi awayeki
xweser bibe pargeyeke sistemé ( di van demén dawi de vé yeké pék ji tine. Lé
heman tevger, weki ku di qada Kurdi de avablneke dewleteke paralel pék bine,
doza avablneké dike, ku karGbarén weki edalet, asayis, tapo, darayi O h.w.
dihewine. Ev, iro du gavan pék tine, ku yek li pés yek ji li pas té avétin G nabe ku
herdu hevdem pék werin. Kurd nikarin li bendé bin, ku hevditin werin kdrtir 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 Ié
avakirina vé gadé ye. Ev avakirin, bi mutabaqgateke derbaré reformeke révebiriyén

herémi dikare bersiva xwe bibine.

Di Rébendana 2015 de serencama pévajoya careseriyé ev e.



