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Foreword

This assessment, prepared for the Democratic Progress Institute (DPI)
by journalist and media critic Alper Gormiis, provides an analysis of the
political efforts in relation to the Kurdish question in Turkey since the
first AK Party government in 2002. It considers the initial steps, including
lifting of the state of emergency in 2002 and explicit addressing of the
Kurdish question from 2005 onwards. It goes on to consider different
steps including in media, education, and direct engagement towards
negotiations. The paper addresses the democratic opening in 2009 and
the failure of these first efforts later in the same year due to the events at
the Habur border crossing. The author then discusses the Oslo Process
which followed the return to conflict and discusses the positions of actors
in the process during talks at the Imrali island, up to the 2013 initiative
to withdraw PKK outside of the borders of Turkey. A timeline of decline
in the resolution process is presented, ending with the 2015 return to
conflict. The author also looks at the position of the opposition during
all of these different stages of the process, and highlights opportunities

and barriers from the point of view of resumption of a resolution process.

The author concludes that although the three initiatives of the government
ultimately failed, they laid a foundation that their absence would not
have provided. Hence, the overview warrants not only pessimism, but
provides the benefits of hindsight that can help to overcome similar issues
in the future. While considering the Kurdish question one of terrorism
and security stands in the way of future initiatives, the emerging new

actors may provide a way out of the current stalemate.

This assessment is one in a series prepared for DPI by the author and
other diverse voices in Turkey, contributing to DPI’s ongoing appraisal

of the situation on the ground in the country, particularly regarding
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democratisation and resolution processes at a time of significant political
change. Further assessments of this kind representing a broad range of
regional and international viewpoints will continue to be provided by

the Institute.

Mr. Gérmiis has a long background in media criticism, as well as having
worked as editor-in-chief, adviser and journalist for a various news outlets
and magazines in Turkey. He is currently columnist at Serbestiyet and
presenting a news show at TV 5. The views and opinions expressed in
this assessment are those of the author and do not necessarily reflect the

official position of DPI.

Kerim Yildiz
Chief Executive Officer

Democratic Progress Institute
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[. Presentation

It has taken 80 years to see the first concrete steps towards the resolution
of a social question that has lasted for more than a century. This
demonstrates how its immense importance and complexity makes
a solution extremely difficult. Such is the nature of Turkey’s Kurdish

Question.

As a matter of fact, in the 2000s, the harshness and continuity of the
blocking efforts that occurred at the same time as these concrete steps,

were manifestations of the enormous challenge posed by this question.

Nevertheless, one should not focus merely on the current disappointing
outcome of the process and the negative reactions associated with it
whilst ignoring the positive beginning that should play a vital role in

future attempts at a resolution.

Indeed, the overwhelming majority of the people, primarily the
conservative mass that voted in favour of the ruling party, supported
the process to a large extent. This was to the detriment of those who
used propaganda to oppose any far-reaching steps to solve the problem
and pointed to the “nationalist sensitivities of the Turks”. Their support
was so strong that the Justice and Development Party (AK Party) won
landslide victories in all elections it participated in during the peace
process. This was despite measures like Turkey’s recognition of the PKK
leader Abdullah Ocalan as the interlocutor which, at first glance, looked

like a recipe for an election debacle.

The Constitutional Referendum of September 12, 2010 impressively
shows that long before the official declaration of the resolution process at
the end of 2012, the people sent a clear signal to their government and

1« - - »
said, “solve it in any way as long as it is peaceful.

12
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Before the referendum, which was vital for his party and its rule, Prime
Minister Erdogan said, more than once, that “there could be negotiations
with the organisation for the resolution”. This was surprising, because,
if the assumption of “strong nationalist tendencies in the electorate” had
persisted, statements of this kind would have jeopardised the referendum.
The political power relied on the calculation that both opposition parties,
the Republican People’s Party (CHP) and the Nationalist Movement
Party (MHP), would not exploit these promises to push the government
into a corner. This assumption proved to be correct and the opposition
parties accused the AK Party of cooperating with terrorists. Politically
“correct” behaviour would at least require waiting until the end of the
referendum, but apparently Erdogan aimed to raise issues before he had

a dialogue with organisations.

The referendum result of 58 percent in favour of the constitutional
amendment, challenged the assumption that there is “a strong nationalist
tendency among the voters”. In other words, the Constitutional
Referendum of 2010 functioned like an implicit approval for steps
towards the resolution of the Kurdish question that no one had dared

to take so far.

A poem that was published in the first months of 2013 soon after the
Resolution Process acted as a symbolic indicator of the overestimated
strength of nationalist tendencies among the conservative masses. This
lyrical piece also demonstrated that a determined political leadership
could bring these tendencies under control. A poem titled “Coming
Down from the Mountain, with Dignity” which addressed the members
of PKK who were expected to lay down their weapons, had the signature

of Cahit Koytak, one of the most beloved poets of conservative circles:
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Laugh, laugh, laugh, I implore you!

Laugh out loud!

Laugh, because nobody can ban the laughter.
Go to the balconies, the windows and laugh!
1ake to the streets and squares

And rorrentially, loudly,

burst into laughter!

Laugh, because laugh is everyone’s mother tongue,

Come out of the mountains and laugh as you come!

Exit the caves

And on your way out, let out

a big laughter!

Laugh but not as if you are rolling stones off a mountain,
Laugh as if you are rolling bales of dreams

For your poor and miserable people

Dreams no one can break!

Laugh out loud like a mountain, laugh like a mountain!
Laugh as if you move the mountains!

Bury the mountains in your laughter

And walk into the city with the mountains,

With walking mountains,

The mountains with smiles and rolling laughters while walking!

Laughs like a walking mountain!

(.)!

1 Cahit Koytak published this poem in his column in Taraf newspaper. The Internet archive of the
newspaper was removed from the publication by a court decision, therefore the poem can not be
accessed. But you can find the entire poem at the following link: http://m.marmarayerelhaber.
com/Alper-GORMUS/13740-Dagdan-onurlu-inis
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The Resolution Process created a normative psychological state where
such a poem, or similarly radical discourse, did not induce significant

reactions among religious—conservative circles.

While the unexpectedly strong support from religious-conservative
groups for the architects of the Resolution Process initially played a
decisive role in overcoming the government’s fear of losing the elections,
these fears slowly returned as the process progressed. Factors like a) the
government’s own mistakes and lack of courage, b) the opposition’s
insistence on seeing the Kurdish Question as essentially a problem of
terrorism, and ¢) acts by the legal and illegal wings of Kurdish politics,

which at times worried the conservatives, played an important role.

The longer the Kurdish Question remains unresolved the more complex
the problem becomes, the solution to which requires the support of an

increasing number of disciplines.

However, this study does not claim to treat the Kurdish Question from
a multi-disciplinary perspective. This study aims to look at the problem
purely at a political level and focuses on the perspectives of the parties
and of the opposition on the Kurdish Question during the period of
successive AK Party governments and the impacts of these perspectives

on attempts to find a resolution to the problem.
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II. Political Power and the Kurdish
Politics in the Process of Democratic
Opening

The Justice and Development Party (AK Party) ignored the historical
foundations and sociological aspect of the Kurdish Question and
described it as nothing but a case of terrorism. This, and the fact that they
won the elections of November 3, 2002 and became the single ruling
party was an alarming development for the status quo. This emerging
party made many policy promises regarding the the Kurdish Question
among others, that the Welfare Party (RP), from which it emerged, and

other traditional parties could not digest.

On the twelfth day after the formation of the government, the AK Party
took measures indicating that the party would take a different direction
than previous governments in dealing with the Kurdish Question. It
ended the State of Emergency (OHAL), which had been announced in
13 provinces on 19 July 1987 (30 November 2002).

However, this turned out to be the first and last serious step taken until
Prime Minister Recep Tayyip Erdogan’s infamous speech on 12 August
2005 in Diyarbakir, containing his now well-known statement: “the

Kurdish question is my question.”

One of the reasons for this gap was the AK Party government’s restrictions
resulting from the ballast of its tradition and mentality. However, the
Party’s will to solve the Kurdish Question was stronger than that of

previous governments.




EFFORTSTO SOLVE THE KURDISH QUESTION

Another important reason was that the AK Party did not want to give
additional leverage to traditional military-civilian bureaucratic forces

trying to overthrow the government by non-electoral methods.

Finally, among the factors that prevented the undertaking of further
concrete steps after the 2005 Diyarbakir speech are the ideas of Abdullah
Ocalan. He argued that the Kurdish Question could not be solved
through negotiations with politicians but only with the military since

the latter had a dominant position in politics.

It could be useful to briefly recall this lesser known interim period in the

recent history of the Kurdish Question.

On June 1, 2004, the PKK announced it had broken the five-year
unilateral ceasefire. The rationales were “the AK Party’s indifference to
the Kurdish question” and “the poor physical conditions of Ocalan in

Imrali Prison”.

Thus, one of the most interesting developments of the new era was that
Abdullah Ocalan commissioned the former naval officer Sarp Kuray
to explain his ideas to the Turkish media. As the rumours of such an
assignment began to spread, Ocalan sent a message through his lawyers,
announcing that Sarp Kuray was a “reliable person” and officially

confirmed the suspicions.

The ideas, however, that Sarp Kuray conveyed on behalf of Ocalan
during the visits were also interesting.. Accompanied by a person who
was said to be the attorney of Ocalan, Sarp Kuray was interviewed by the
journalists to whom he emphasized the AK Party’s “pro-American and
non-national character”, saying that “there is a historical opportunity
for the resolution of the Kurdish Problem, the state wants the resolution

as well but the ruling party is intentionally blocking the resolution.” In
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other words, at that time Ocalan did not see the AK Party as a partner
with whom the Kurdish Question could be negotiated but rather as the

biggest obstacle to its resolution.?

Another lesser known issue of that period was the following: In 2004-
2005, when Turkey-European Union relations were at their peak, the
PKK regarded Turkey’s European Union (EU) membership as one of
the obstacles to the type of resolution it favoured. (Turkey had obtained
a date from the EU for the negotiations on December 17, 2004 and the
negotiations had begun in October 2005 at 3pm.) This was the subject
of an editorial for the newspaper Giindem, in which Ocalan also used to

write articles using a pen name.

The editorial titled “Conspiracy and The Approach to Ocalan” was about
the weakness of the 2004 mass demonstration that was the latest in a
series regularly organised by the PKK to mark the anniversary of October
9, 1998, a date which was taken as the beginning of Ocalan’s capture
and relocation in Turkey (“The Period of Conspiracy”). According to
the editorial, the “social, spiritual and intellectual differences” impinged
on by the intense relationship Turkey cemented with EU caused this

weakness.

“The Kurds carried out various actions on the 6™ anniversary. It was
widespread especially in Europe. But it did not have the same intensity in
Turkey. In fact, there was no serious reaction or activity except in certain
areas... There were some very limited activities. The Kurdish democratic
forces, especially the institutional structures and cadres, did not feel the
conspiracy deeply on its anniversary... Does this have anything to do
with the South-based developments and especially with the EU process?

In our opinion, it is debatable. Whether these two phenomena create

2 https://t24.com.tr/haber/solun-cozum-sureci-karsisindaki-paralize-olmus-halinin-
nedenleri, 226250
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social, spiritual and intellectual differences among the Kurds in general
and in the Kurdish democratic structures in particular and whether they
make an impact on their perspectives on the question and the process, are
important topics of debate and, in our opinion, they must be debated.”
(Giindem, 12 October 2004).

It would not be wrong to consider that this debate within the PKK as
one of the reasons why the organisation did not see the AK Party as a

resolution partner at that time.

Delivered in such a moment when the AK Party was closest to the EU
and when the illegal Kurdish politics was furthest away from the AK
Party, The Diyarbakir Speech was groundbreaking in two ways.

First, one of the former prime ministers, Siilleyman Demirel, said that
he “recognizes the Kurdish reality” but his approach did not possess a
clarity which demonstrated that this “reality” was alluding to an identity
question which itself was about a constitutional problem that must be

solved by the state.

When Prime Minister Erdogan said “The Kurdish Question is my
question” from the position of a state representative, this was naturally
perceived to be the sign of the state’s ownership of the question and its

willingness to make concrete efforts for a resolution.

The second element that gave the speech its groundbreaking character

was regarding the mistakes made by the state in the past:

“Every country has made mistakes in the past. Every country has had a
hard time in its past. Turkey, a state so great and a country so powerful,
we have arrived at today through many hardships. Therefore, turning a

blind eye to the mistakes made in the past never suits the great states.
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“A great state and a great nation is the one who has the confidence to
walk to the future by confronting itself and by analysing its mistakes and
wrongdoings. Our government has taken the duty with this mindset. I
am in your presence as the Prime Minister of a cadre who believes in the
self-confidence, historical awareness and geographical consciousness of

my nation and state.”

These words, expressed by a representative of the state, were a very
important step for a state that, for decades, had denied the very existence

of this problem.

The first concrete move: Democratic Opening (2009)

2005 Diyarbakir Speech of Prime Minister Erdogan clearly showed that
the government would sooner or later act against the classical approach of
the state and take some concrete steps. From that point on, it would not
be a surprise if the anti-resolution foci within the state made provocative
moves to prevent those steps from being taken. The expected incident

occurred a few months after the Diyarbakir speech, on November 9,
2005 in the Semdinli district of Hakkari.

A bomb exploded in a bookstore owned by a former member of PKK and
the perpetrators who were caught in the act were revealed to be official
agents of the state. This revelation provoked protests in the district
attended by hundreds of people, during which, two people were killed
in a conflict. The next day, three more people were killed in a protest in
Yiiksekova.

The discovery that the Semdinli events were a provocation could have
been used as a powerful tool by the government to weaken the position

of anti-resolution forces within the state and to expose them. But the

3 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/kurt-sorunu-benim-sorunum-341847
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government did not yet see itself in a position to fight these forces.
Therefore, instead of taking advantage of this event, the government
chose to cover it up and focus on reinforcing its own legitimacy within

the state.

The failure of the Republican Rallies in 2007 to block the presidential
elections and the fact that the AK Party won 50 percent of the votes in
2007 elections bolstered the self-confidence of the government. When
the Chief Public Prosecutor’s request to ban the AK Party in 2008 was
also rejected by the Constitutional Court, the government was now

brave enough to take the initiative on the Kurdish Question.

President Abdullah Giil’s statements to journalists during his visits to
Iran (March, 2009) and Prague (May, 2009) were perceived as the first
signal indicating a year of “openings”. On his way back from Iran, Gul
said, “Good things will happen concerning the Kurdish question™ and
he continued with the statements he made to journalists on the plane on
his way to and from Prague: On his way to Prague he said “we need to
take steps regarding the main problems in 2009” and on his way back,
he made the following remarks directly in the context of the Kurdish

Question:

“There must be good developments and they can happen. Everyone is
more aware of the issue. First, we need to have an understanding of
conduct. Everyone in the state speaks to each other much more clearly.
When I say everybody, I mean soldiers, civilians, intelligence, all of
them. Good things happen in such an environment. So, I say good
things will happen. There is an opportunity, an opportunity that should

not be missed.”

4 https://www.ntv.com.tr/turkiye/gul-yeni-bir-cag-acilabilir,aNuGdh]CbkyT Ldk63mODaA
5  https://www.cnnturk.com/2009/turkiye/05/09/kurt.sorunu.turkiyenin.birinci.
sorunudur/525828.0/index.html
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Some developments that preceded or followed Gul’s remarks showed
that legal and illegal sections of the state and the Kurdish politics had a
desire to move the problem beyond the frame of “an armed insurrection

and a state trying to suppress by force”.

Examples like Turkish Radio and Television Corporation’s (TRT)
launch of TRT SES in early 2009, which would broadcast in Kurdish
which was immediately followed by the Interior Minister Mehmet Ali
Sahin’s announcement that he had ordered the bureaucrats to lift the
ban on speaking Kurdish in prisons; The Chief of the General Staff
Ilker Basbug’s proposal for “the new regulations to encourage those
who will come down from the mountains; Murat Karayilan’s interview
to journalist Hasan Cemal and the Democratic Society Party (DTP)
Chairman Ahmet Turk’s statement that he found President Gul’s

statement 'very promising” can be mentioned here.

All of these heralded that steps were being made towards a resolution.
On July 23, 2009, Prime Minister Erdogan gave the news: “We initiated
the Kurdish opening.”

The warnings that Erdogan voiced while taking this historical step
reflected not only his hope and determination, but also the uneasiness
and hesitation he felt in apprehension of how great the die-hard reactions

to his venture could be.

“Whether we call it the ‘Kurdish question’, the *Southeast Question or
the ‘East Question’, or the ‘Kurdish Opening’ as it was recently called,

we have started a study on this.”

“Of course, there are many people coming forward and talking right
now. It is a democratic country, everyone can talk. I personally do not

welcome my party’s deputies making statements that would undermine

22
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this unity of discourse. We have suffered a lot from those statements that
disrupted this unity of discourse so far. Because even one single sentence
could shatter the unity, you know how the saying goes, ‘some words

claim lives’,* which we want to avoid.””

It would not take long for the uneasiness reflected in the first statement to
become reality and even the name that was initially deemed appropriate
for the initiative would recieve its share: The “Kurdish Opening” would
first evolve into the “Democratic Opening” and then into “Project of

National Unity and Fraternity”.

The Prime Minister’s subsequent remarks showed that preparations

would be large and encompass the entire state:

“Now, as a government, we started a study on the issue with the members
of National Security Council a week ago. We have assigned this task to
the Ministry of Interior and the Ministry of Interior is having and will
have meetings with all the relevant ministries. It'1l make its preparations
together with the institutions. The General Staff, National Intelligence

Organisation etc. all will be interviewed as well as the MPs of the region.”

The rest of the process was run under the coordination of Besir Atalay, the
Minister of Interior. Atalay organised workshops around the topic. One
held at the Police Academy on August 1, 2009 - with the participation

of journalists and intellectuals- has been the most publicly discussed.®

The positive and negative developments that took place before the Habur
events of October 19, 2009, where the process would be disrupted, are

as follows:

6* A reference to a verse by Yunus Emre, a medieval Turkish poet: “Some words claim peace and
some others claim lives.” (translator’s note)

7 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/kurt-acilimini-baslattik-12129354

8  http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/flas-isimlerle-kurt-acilimi-calistayi-12196814
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August 5: Prime Minister Erdogan and the President of Democratic
Society Party (DTP), Ahmet Tiurk came together to discuss the
Democratic Opening.’ It was officially announced that Erdogan attended

the meeting in the capacity of “The Chairman of AK Party”.

August 11: During his visit to ‘Giiroymak’ district of Bitlis province,
President Giil used the native Kurdish name “Norsin”, which had been
previously banned. Gul’s words caused controversy and excitement in

the country."

In those days, the most important disagreement between the AK Party
and the DTP concerning the Democratic Opening was focused on the
question: who were the parties involved in the process and how would the
process be carried out. The DTP claimed that a government that wanted
to prevent the use of the arms as a tool in the Kurdish Question should
work with real interlocutors and advised in favour of a direct dialogue
with Ocalan. Ocalan, through his lawyers, announced on August 15,
2009 that he would declare a road map. However, the government did

not allow this map to be made public.

During this period, positive and negative moves were competing neck
and neck, capturing the uneasiness that the Prime Minister had hinted

at when he started the process.

For example, studies to lift the ban on Kurdish language in prisons that
started in the beginning of the year were concluded and the ban was

completely abolished.

9 https://www.bbc.com/turkce/haberler/2009/08/090805_erdogan_turk
10  http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/guroymakta-norsin-heyecani-12250407
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It is important to mention the two troubling practices of this period that
were persistently maintained even though they contradicted with the AK

Party government’s willingness to solve the question.

One of these was the wave of arrests against the Kurdistan Communities
Union (KCK), launched in the days following the March 29, 2009 local
elections and especially photographs exposed to the public that showed

detainees restrained and tied to each other.

Again, even though the government was willing to establish a resolution,
it was obvious that there were difficulties, for example the unwillingness to
adopt an expected law that concerned thousands of children imprisoned

on the charges of throwing stones at the security forces.

Child victims of the Anti-Terror Law (TMK) were only released in mid
2010 after the relevant regulation was passed by the Grand National
Assembly of Turkey after years-long efforts of the Justice for Children
Initiative (CIAC) to have them released.

October 19, 2009, Habur: Beginning of the end

On October 19, 2009, a group of 34 people who were members of the
Kurdistan Workers’ Party (PKK) joined the call of Abdullah Ocalan
and surrendered to security forces by entering into Turkey from Habur
border gate. Consisting of members of the PKK’s Kandil and Mahmur
camps, the group was greeted by a crowd of 50 thousand people in Silopi
district of Sirnak. The people in the group were not taken into custody
and furthermore, one day later Prime Minister Erdogan said, “One
could not be anything but hopeful, could he? This is a hope, something
is happening in Turkey, some beautifully good things™."

11 hteps://www.ntv.com.tr/turkiye/erdogandan-pkklilara-ulkenize-
donun,D1V27KEgkGmNI1C6V8wv5Q
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However, the photos and videos of the greeting celebrations played into
the hands of those who wanted to stop the Democratic Opening before
it progressed further. A propaganda campaign was launched to portray
the people who greeted the PKK members as celebrating the “defeat” of
the state instead of as people who are happy about the peace. From that
point on, the government was unable to defend the process with the

determination that it had back in the days before the Habur incident.

Osman Baydemir, the Mayor of Diyarbakir in the days of the Habur
incident, said that if the crisis had been well managed, the events could
have developed differently, and that his mistakes had contributed to the
escalation of the situation. In the following he expresses his regret about

a measure he would have wanted to take but was unable to:

“I don’t think it is necessary to preach to already converted Kurds. The
viewpoint and perception of the Turkish people of this group would have
spread to all others. So, we had to bring this peace group to a standpoint
that would really appeal to the conscience of the Turkish people. For
example, I think there was no need for the meetings in Van and Cizre.
Therefore, this was my suggestion to the coming group: let us visit the
grave of Mevlana Celaleddin Rumi with eight people from you plus eight
Turkish intellectuals. Let’s visit the one who said 'Come, come whoever
you are” and say, “Here we are’. Let’s say, “we are here with our identities

and we are here for peace’.

“Let’s give this two-sentence message there and then let’s go to the tomb
of Ahmad Khani, who has been the shared value of both Kurds and
Turks and say “we are in love with the future and freedom of our country
as much as Mem is in love with Zin and Zin is in love with Mem.”
Together, let’s finally go to Canakkale. Let’s leave cloves on the graves of

both the Kurds and the Turks and say, ‘Our ancestors are here and they
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made efforts to establish this country. We have taken such a path because
we were treated unfairly, but ultimately, we are changing this course,
together we will democratise this state founded by our grandfathers and

ancestors and we will live together forever.

“I said all these, but I didn’t insist. Maybe I should have been more
persistent, maybe I should have made more effort to convince my friends
to do that and made it sure that all these happened. But maybe the
government had to keep that door open for us to be able to do that. They
did not let us do that.”"?

The process staggered with Habur but did not collapse. In fact, a month
later on November 15, 2009, Prime Minister Erdogan said “Our project
of national unity and fraternity is a goal. We will achieve this goal
through the process of Democratic Opening.”"® (It would not be wrong
to say that the opening process continued until after the June 12, 2011

elections, even though it needed a push).

After Habur, reactions and resistance from both the state and some social

groups, frightened the government.

The opposition of the Republican People’s Party (CHP) and the
Nationalist Movement Party (MHP) argued that the scene in Habur
had a weakening effect on the bond that the Turkish people felt for their
Kurdish brothers and sisters, and that the government was responsible

for that.

This defence was a declaration that they would not agree to the equal
citizenship of Turks and Kurds, which would be the inevitable result of

the safe and sound conclusion of the process. In a sense, what they were

12 htep://www.milliyet.com.tr/yazarlar/devrim-sevimay/pkk-yi-hep-beraber-
silahsizlandiralim-1184448
13 htep://www.milliyet.com.tr/siyaset/basbakan-erdogan-milli-birlik-projesi-bir-hedeftir-1162249
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saying was that “My love and affection towards my Kurdish brothers and
sisters would diminish, if you make me equal with whom I do not see
as my equal but still love and treat with affection.” In this respect, the
Democratic Opening also highlighted at what point the next possible
resolution attempts would be blocked. The Kurds' demand was not
fraternity and love, as mostly assumed, but equality and respect. As long

as this point was not reached the resolution was unattainable.

Habur trauma prepared a psychological playground on which various
anti-resolution moves could be played. In the last days of the year, on
December 11, 2009, the Constitutional Court decided to ban the DTP.
(After the ban, the deputies of DTP joined the Peace and Democracy
Party (BDP), which has been active since 3 May 2008.)

However, both the AK Party and legitimate as well as illigitimate
Kurdish politicians had not yet given up their hopes for the process. In
a message he sent through his lawyers on January 10, 2010, Abdullah
Ocalan addressed President Abdullah Giil who previously stated that
“an important opportunity for resolution was wasted in terms of the
democratic opening but it is not too late”. Ocalan’s message reflected the

diminishing optimism and the growing pessimism of those days:

“If a resolution cannot be developed in this process, paths other than
peaceful resolution will gain strength. Here, I warn the KCK and I
warn the state too. If the democratic resolution and peaceful process
are not developed, the strict-nationalist Ergenekonist line would foster
the Kurdish-Turkish conflict; they are reckless and would pit the people

against each other.”*

14 https://www.haberler.com/konusmazsam-kan-govdeyi-goturur-haberi/
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Although the government declined BDP’s demands and refused to make
direct contact with Ocalan, it continued to take reforming steps from
the first days of 2010.

On January 16, 2010, Besir Atalay announced the bullet points of the
“Human Rights Package”, which came to be known as the “Resolution
Package” in the press. According to this; all of the barriers to having
conversations in different languages and dialects, such as Kurdish, in
prisons have been removed; private television channels were allowed to
broadcast in any language for 24 hours; Higher Education Council (YOK)
ruled for the possibility of establishing institutes or research centers in
different languages and dialects; The Institute of Living Languages was
founded; a circular was sent to the governorships to reduce road controls

and to minimise plateau bans.”

Another development took place on February 8, 2010, showing that
the government had not yet stepped back despite all warnings and
accusations from the opposition. AK Party Deputy Chairman Huseyin
Celik said “either we solve this issue, or this issue will dissolve us,” and
showed once again that the party was aware of the vital importance of
the Kurdish Question.

Prime Minister Erdogan convened with the artists on February 21, 2010

and asked them to “give a helping hand to the opening”.'®

But the steam that powered the resolution excitement had been running
out and it was clear that the process would completely wither away after

a while.

15 https://www.cnnturk.com/fotogaleri/turkiye/baslangictan-bugune-gun-gun-cozum-sureci
16  https://www.takvim.com.tr/guncel/2010/02/20/basbakan_erdogan_sanatcilardan_ne_istedi
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Achievements of the Democratic Opening Process

The process of Democratic Opening provided significant gains for the
resolution of the Kurdish Question. Above all, the issue ceased to be a

taboo and began to be discussed in all its dimensions.

The Kurdish identity was firmly recognized, and the state’s discourse of
denial changed. Past traumas arising from state policies could now be
revealed and discussed thanks to the fact that the actual manifestations
of the problem were revealed and debated. When it became publicly
known that the previous violent incidents had the features of mass
slaughter, the anti-Kurdish blindfold that covered the eyes of the people

began to come off.

Process in process: Oslo

In the months following the Habur incident, clashes resumed. In fact,
it was obvious that the process was very difficult to maintain, but
nonetheless the government did not lose hope. In 2010 and in the first
half of 2011, it kept sending positive messages as well as negative ones,
the former becoming fewer and fewer. The reason behind this persistence
became clear through a tape recording which was leaked to the press
on September 13, 2011.7 According to the recording, the National
Intelligence Organisation (MIT) and KCK executives had been meeting

for a long time to reach a resolution to the Kurdish Question:

The tape revealed that Hakan Fidan had been negotiating with both
Ocalan and the members of PKK under the instructions of Prime
Minister Recep Tayyip Erdogan and as his ‘special representative’. “Voice
recordings” showed that “[the negotiations] had been between Hakan

Fidan, the Undersecretary of the National Intelligence Organisation,

17 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/pkk-ile-mit-in-oslo-gorusmesi-sizdi-iddiasi-18726260
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Afet Giines, the Deputy Undersecretary of the National Intelligence
Organisation and Mustafa Karasu, the member KCK, Sabri Ok, the
member of PKK, Ziibeyir Aydar, Vice President of Kongra-Gel and the

. . » 18
representatives of the coordinator country”.

The tape recording did not state clearly when the talks started and ended.
The Oslo talks were assumed to begin after the Democratic Opening
experienced a period of setbacks after the Habur incident in late 2009
and ended with the Silvan skirmish that resulted in the death of 13
soldiers and 7 PKK members in July 2011.

There were no objections from the government after the tapes were
published. After some time when Prime Minister Erdogan brought up
the leaks he held the PKK responsible and did not make any corrections,
hence confirming the Oslo talks implicitly.

The talks explained, to a great extent, the unilateral ceasefire that the
PKK announced on 13 August 2010 and extended for a month on
September 30 until the general elections in 2011 (12 June).

Thus, the AK Party was able to stand for the September 12, 2010
referendum and for the June 12, 2011 general elections, which were very

important for the Party, under cease-fire conditions.

One year after the tape recording, on September 18, 2012, Haluk Kog,
the Deputy Chairman of CHP announced a document titled the “Oslo
Memorandum of Understanding”, which he claimed was signed by the
AK Party and the PKK. The authenticitiy of document was undisputed
by the AK Party, stipulating that the parties had “arrived at a consensus
over the fact that path of dialogue and negotiation must be the basis

for the resolution of the Kurdish Question which must be based on

18 https://www.cnnturk.com/fotogaleri/turkiye/baslangictan-bugune-gun-gun-cozum-sureci
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democracy, human rights and universal principles of law and that they
believed in the need to immediately initiate the negotiations as soon as

possible”.”
Some of the articles of the nine-article memorandum were:

» The parties reaffirm the consensus reached for the continuation of
contacts seeking a permanent resolution to the Kurdish question as
emphasized in the Oslo and Imrali processes thus far, and for the

need to keep all works on a constitutional and legal basis.

= Parties should negotiate the names for Constitutional Council,
Peace Council and Truth and Justice Commission referred to in
the abovementioned drafts and should present their agreed list of

proposed names in the same time period.

* It is a necessity that all the military, political and diplomatic
operations must end and both political sides should develop
compulsory precautions to ultimately solve the Kurdish problem.
Therefore, both parties are to end all their operations and military

movements until June 15, 2011.

* Both sides decided that they are going to meet in the second half
of June 2011 to discuss the topics of the agenda and make further

negotiations after preparing for the meeting.

The Oslo leaks illuminated that the statements Prime Minister Erdogan
made before the 2010 referendum, regarding the legitimacy of negotiating
with the organisation if necessary, were not expressions of preparation

but rather in the context of ongoing negotiations between the parties.

A Prime Minister of the Turkish Republic speaking publicly about this
possibility, would have been unthinkable before Erdogan. One would

19  http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/chpli-koc-oslo-mutabakat-metnini-acikladi-21496907
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have assumed that a prime minister making such a statement would suffer
a heavy defeat in their first election. However, there was a constitutional
referendum before the general election, which was important for the

government.

The fact that “yes” votes were still up at 58% even though Erdogan
expressed this possibility several times before the referendum, surely
provided an additional encouragement to the government for the ongoing
Oslo negotiations. However, this result was important mainly because
it demonstrated the frailty of the argument: “the Turkish question is
the Kurdish question” (that Turkish and Kurdish issues are very much
connected) especially when utilised to intimidate the politicians who

were committed to find a resolution.

“The Turkish question in the Kurdish question” was a phrase that has
been employed to describe the possible negative consequences in case the
politicians who are dealing with the problem did not respect the “red-
line” sensitivities of the Turks. Undoubtedly, the “reddest” sensitivity

was “having direct talks with the terrorist organisation”.

The Prime Minister had openly pronounced this and stood up for the

referendum which turned out to be a landslide victory for him.

In fact, Erdogan wanted to assess whether the society would approve
such a step or not and added this question as an implicit clause to the

referendum.

Two years after the simultaneous collapse of the secret Oslo talks and
the public Democratic Opening, the publicly known negotiations
with Abdullah Ocalan, the leader of the organisation were initiated
partly thanks to Erdogan’s self-confidence created by the results of the

referendum.
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I1I. Ruling Party and the Kurdish
Politics in the Resolution Process

The cease-fire was extended by the PKK until the June 12, 2011 elections
and ended with the Silvan attack on July 14, 2011. This was also the end
of the Oslo process. On the same day, the Democratic Society Congress
(DTK) declared autonomy.

In the two weeks following Silvan and the declaration of autonomy,
Abdullah Ocalan was allowed to meet his lawyers for the last time in
Imrali Prison and a period of isolation began which lasted until the
Resolution Process. This also meant the restarting of a bloody conflict in

southeastern Turkey.

During the last days of 2011, the warplanes of the Turkish Armed
Forces (TSK) bombed the villagers of Roboski who made their living by
smuggling and 34 villagers lost their lives. The government and the army
announced that the bombing was an accidental event, but the lack of any
apology for the deaths caused a great disappointment and anger among
the Kurds. Over time, the Roboski incident became one of the biggest

emotional obstacles to a possible new peace process.

Politicians, however, showed no signs that gave hope that a solution to
the conflict was on the horizon: the reinstatement of the death penalty
and the abolition of immunities were among the favourite political issues

of those days.

A development on February 7, 2012, showed the high political costs of
the Kurdish Problem and thereby developed a demoralizing effect on
new solution efforts. Hakan Fidan, the Undersecretary of National

Intelligence Organisation, Emre Taner the former Deputy Undersecretary
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and Afet Giines, former Deputy Undersecretary were summoned by the
Chief Public Prosecutor’s Office to testify because of their role in the
Oslo negotiations. Fidan disregarded the summons and instead went to

the Presidential Palace to meet with President Abdullah Giil.

The year 2012 was a year of bloody conflict. In Autumn (September 12,
2012) convicts and prisoners, who were members of the PKK, went on
hunger strike to protest the isolation imposed on Ocalan. This action

further reinforced the pessimism surrounding the resolution.

In December 2012, Ocalan instructed an end to the hunger strikes in

prisons which led to the quick termination of the strikes.

Although the optimism brought about by this situation fuelled hopes
for a new process, Prime Minister Erdogan’s statement on TRT’s live
broadcast on 28 December 2012 came as a surprise for everyone. In his
statement, Erdogan declared that the state had started to have direct

talks with Ocalan:

“How come an investigation could be launched against an intelligence
officer who took a step as part of his duty? This was a very serious
judicial tutelage. (The Prime Minister recalls the time when the National
Intelligence Agency officers were summoned to testify at the prosecutor’s
office on 2 February 2012. -A. G.) You can’t get anywhere without
eliminating tutelage. I'm taking risks, my undersecretary is taking risks.
Anything can happen to him. The people they’re talking to are known.
I cannot join the talk as a politician, but the politicians have agents and
representatives in the state, who function as their hands. They talk with

the island, seek and question the opinions and thoughts of the island.

(O8]
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Negotiations with the island are still on. Because we have to get results.
»20

If we see any prospect in that, we continue to take the step.
The first publicly known talk with Ocalan was held on January 3, 2013,
following the Prime Minister’s statement that: The first Resolution
Process delegation consisting of Ahmet Tiirk, the co-chairman of the
Democratic Society Congress (DTK) and Ayla Akat, the BDP deputy

went to the island of Imrali to meet with Ocalan.

When this initiative was less than two weeks old, on January 9, 2013,
Sakine Cansiz, one of the founding members of the PKK, was killed in

Paris with her two female friends.

Following the adoption of a draft law submitted to the Assembly on 24
January 2013, the defendants were given the right to use their mother

tongue in courts.

On February 15, 2013, Erdogan said that it would be better to call
negotiations between the National Intelligence Organisation and Ocalan
in Imral ‘the Resolution Process’ rather than the Imrali Process as it had

been known so far. The process was called as such from that day on.

On February 28, 2013, two months after the Prime Minister’s
announcement of the resolution process (December 28, 2012), the
process survived a second major setback following the Paris assassination.
The daily Milliyet published the minutes from a meeting Ocalan held
with the BDP delegation in Imrali on February 23, 2013.

Some of the statements in the minutes contained phrases that could be
exploited by the anti-process sections of the public. In one of the most

heavily cherry-picked sections, Ocalan spoke to the delegation as follows:

20 hetps://www.haberturk.com/gundem/haber/807198-imraliyla-gorusuyoruz
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“Neither house arrest nor amnesty will ever be necessary. Everyone, we
will all be free. Know that this move of mine will thwart the conspiracy.
I’'m overcoming the conspiracy. If I succeed, there will be neither KCK
prisoners nor anyone else. If this doesn’t happen, there will be a popular
war with 50,000 people. If they die, they die. I'm not interfering.
However, everyone should know, “We will not live as before, nor will we

fight as before.”

Despite the statements of government sources claiming that “the text in
the newspaper does not exactly match to the data we have”, the published

minutes had a negative impact on the process.

Nevertheless, the trauma was overcome quickly. Delegations of Kurdish
politicians continued to hold talks with Ocalan after the leak of the

minutes.

Ocalan’s call to the PKK and the debate on the PKK’s
withdrawal beyond the borders

The public support for the process was so high that the government
saw no harm in broadcasting Abdullah Ocalan’s speech for Newroz on
television. (In the weeks following this speech, the AK Party conducted
a survey to measure the public support for the Resolution Process which
amounted to 63 percent in favour. According to the research conducted
with 6 thousand respondents in 30 provinces, 85 percent of AK Party
voters, 95 percent of the BDP supporters, 51 percent of the CHP
supporters, and 35 percent of the MHP supporters were supportive of

the resolution process.)*

21 https://t24.com.tr/haber/iste-imralidaki-gorusmenin-tutanaklari,224711
22 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/surece-destek-yuzde-63-23185307
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In his Newroz letter, which was read out live in Turkish and Kurdish in
Diyarbakir square and was broadcasted live on a number of television
channels including Turkish Radio and Televison Corporation (TRT),
Ocalan described March 21, 2013 as the date when a door from the
armed resistance process to the democratic political process opened and
said “we came to a point where the weapons should stay quiet and the
ideas speak.” Ocalan, as part of this approach was urging the PKK to

leave the territory of Turkey.*

Selahattin Demirtas’ response to the uneasiness among the secular circles
caused by Ocalan’s sentence, “Turks and Kurds lived under the banner
of Islam for a thousand years”, was evaluated (by the same secular circles)

as a maneuver on part of Kurds to move closer to AK Party.

Demirtas had said the following during the group meeting on March
26, 2013:

“Some messages (by Ocalan) were deliberately twisted. Like the phrase
‘banner of Islam for a thousand years’ in the letter. There is no massacre,
coercion, assimilation and denial in that 1000-year bond. That is the
essence of that bond. Now, it was Islam that held those peoples together
when the Kurds and the Turks met in this land 1000 years ago and when
they turned it into their homeland together. Why are they bothered to
see any references to that? Without understanding this truth, without
understanding our common roots, no one can call himself ‘Muslim’.
There is a reference to the true rules of the law of co-existence in that
message. Now some circles are boiling with anger as if they had heard
this truth for the first time. I am asking: was it in Cihangir, you think,

that Turks and Kurds met for the first time?”%

23 https://tr.euronews.com/2013/03/22/abdullah-ocalan-in-mektubunun-tam-metni
24 https://www.dunyabulteni.net/politika/demirtas-turklerle-kurtler-ilk-kez-cihangirde-mi-
karsilasti-h253278.html
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Both Ocalan’s and Demirtas’s words were seen as a preliminary sign that
the Kurds did not initially participate in the Gezi events, which began

two months later.

On the other hand, these statements provoked thoughts that the two
societies (Kurds and conservative pious groups), who shared a similar
fate of oppression for a century, would attempt to change their destiny
with a common will. In fact, two weeks after Demirtas’s speech at the
group meeting, the “Resolution Commission was established on April
9, in Turkish Grand National Assembly with the votes of the AK Party
and the BDP, despite the opposition of the CHP and the MHP, an event

which was perceived as the symbolic example of this approach.

The PKK declared a ceasefire on March 23, 2013 upon Ocalan’s request.
Ocalan’s call, however, did not contain any remarks about leaving the

weapons in Turkey.

On March 29, Prime Minister Erdogan said that the border crossings
should be unarmed in order to avoid conflicts between the members of
the PKK and the security forces and added, “it is not legally possible for

the security forces to standby if the withdrawals are armed”.

This was a point of a deep disagreement between the BDP, the PKK and
the government. BDP President Selahattin Demirtas, who was in the last
Imrali delegation before Newroz, commented on Erdogan’s words and
said that the government changed its opinion within a few days and that
a withdrawal without legal regulations would cause serious problems.
According to Demirtas, a broad road map which would include the

withdrawal, had to be prepared and passed through parliament.”

25 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/caktirmadan-kisisel-guvenle-yurutme-saglikli-
degil-22939481
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Another important step in the Resolution Process was taken on April
3, 2013. 'The government, sharing a list of names with the public,
announced the establishment of a Wise Persons delegation consisting of
63 people who would explain the Kurdish Question and the Resolution
Process to the public and gain its consent. Seven committees composed
of nine individuals had been created for the seven regions of the country

and the committees began to travel around Turkey from April 4.

On April 9, 2013, with the support of the AK Party and the BDP, the
“Resolution Process Commission” was established in the Turkish Grand

National Assembly.

The withdrawal begins and stops: Gezi incidents

On the 18" of April, the government came up with a new formula to
prevent conflicts emerging that could jeopardize the resolution process
during the retreat of the PKK’s armed militants. Governorates became
the single authority that could grant permissions for further military
operations after the amendments in the Provincial Administration Law

and the protocol signed between the Ministry of the Interior and the
Turkish General Staff.

Hundreds of journalists attended the press conference held by the PKK
commander Murat Karayilan in Kandil on April 25, 2013 and the press
conference was broadcasted live on television. It received this attention
because Karayilan was expected to announce the date of the PKK’s
withdrawal. He announced that the PKK would begin to withdraw on

May 8 as expected.

The Gezi events, which began in Istanbul on May 29, 2013, spread
rapidly throughout the country and put the Kurdish political movement

in a difficult position. This was because the events targetted the AK Party
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government: the partner of the Kurdish resolution process. Therefore,
the Kurds felt that participating in the Gezi events could have a negative
impact on the resolution process. This was the reason behind the often-

pronounced call: “where are the Kurds?”

Prime Minister Erdogan met with the Wise Peoples Delegation, who
have been actively working for two months, on June 26, 2013, in his
office in Dolmabah¢e. However, some members of the delegation who
disapproved the government’s attitude to the Gezi events, did not attend
the meeting. The new political mood created by the Gezi events was
reflected in the pace of the PKK’s withdrawal: whilst initially rapid the

process slowed down over time.

During the Wise Peoples’ meeting in Dolmabahce, the PKK claimed
that it had completed the withdrawal and this perception was reflected
in public opinion. When asked the question: “The PKK withdrew,
what will happen now?”, the Prime Minister said: “only 15 percent of
them have withdrawn.” It was revealed that there was a severe crisis of

confidence between the parties.

A new problem emerged at the beginning of July 2013 which had a

propensity to poison the process.

Murat Karayilan, in a statement delivered three days after the PKK
began to withdraw on March 8, said that the ongoing construction
of high security military outposts and the Resolution Process were
incompatible. Medeni Yildirim, lost his life marching in one of the
demonstrations staged to stop the construction of the military posts in
July %. This casualty, the first since the Resolution Process began, caused

serious concern about the future of the process.




EFFORTSTO SOLVE THE KURDISH QUESTION

As of July, both sides began to accuse each other of not fulfilling their
promises. Cemil Bayik - who was appointed co-chairman of KCK,
together with Bese Hozat on July 5, 2013 - made a statement to BBC
Turkey on July 31 saying that they would stop the withdrawal and that
those who withdrew would be sent back if the government did not take
any steps towards negotiations before the 1** of September. On September
9%, the KCK announced that the withdrawal was halted.

This, however, did not mean that the process had collapsed. The most
important developments took place leading up to July 22, 2015, when the
process succumbed to a definitive collapse (two policemen were killed in
their beds in the Ceylanpinar district of Urfa). They are chronologically

as follows:

The Autumn of the Resolution Process

September 25, 2013: The KCK-PKK called for the transformation of the
dialogue process in Imrali into a stage of negotiations for the duration
of the summer months. Cemil Bayik, the Co-Chair of KCK Executive
Council announced that if the government failed to comply with these

demands, they would end the process.

September 30, 2013: Prime Minister Erdogan announced the
Democratisation Package which had been discussed in the press for a
while.?® The package, which Erdogan presented as “neither the first nor
the last”, lifted the ban on political propaganda in different languages
and dialects, paved the way for education in different languages and
dialects in private schools, made it possible to change the names of the

villages, revoked the “national pledge” that must be sung in primary

26 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/basbakan-erdogan-demokratiklesme-paketini-
acikladi-24817460
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schools and lifted the bans on the use of the letters “x, “w” and “q” which

are important for the Kurdish language.

October 29, 2013: Cemil Bayik argued for the first time that a third
party should be added to the talks. Two weeks later (November 15, 2013),
Giiltan Kisanak, the BDP deputy, repeated that the barriers obstructing
the Resolution Process could only be removed if an external arbitrator

joined the talks.

December 2, 2013: The parliamentary commission announced a 450-

page report on the process.”

December 3, 2013: Cemil Bayik said that “a war will begin once again,”

if the negotiations did not start until the spring.

January 11, 2014: When meeting the Imrali delegation, Ocalan said that
he saw the judicial operations of December 17-25 as a “coup attempt”

which should be opposed.?®

January 21, 2014: The Democratic Union Party (PYD) in Syria declared

democratic autonomy in Rojava.

March 21, 2014: Ocalan’s letter of “Newroz celebration”, in which he
said: “We were not afraid to resist, and we will not be afraid to make

peace either,” was read out in Diyarbakir.

April 28, 2014: The deputies of the BDP moved to the People’s Democratic
Party (HDP), which had been established on October 27, 2013.%

27 https://www.haberturk.com/gundem/haber/899853-olecek-ilk-cocuk-sizinki-olabilir

28 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/baluken-ocalan-17-aralika-surece-darbe-diyor-25552548

29 For a chronological story of the Kurdish parties since the beginning: https://www.bbc.com/
turkce/haberler-turkiye-43019313
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June 9, 2014: Three days after the AK Party workshop in Diyarbakir
designed to give a new impetus to the Resolution Process, a “flag crisis”
took place in Lice district of Diyarbakir. During the demonstration
held in the district, one of the demonstrators jumped off the wall of
the 2nd Air Force Command and took down the Turkish flag in the
yard. Ocalan called the incident “provocation” and asked the PKK to

investigate the action.*
July 11, 2014: The last two prisoners of the KCK main case were released.

August 4, 2014: Abdullah Ocalan reacted to the fact that the Resolution
Process negotiations failed to start, saying: “the push has come to the

shove” 3!

August 10, 2014: Erdogan, who was elected President, announced that
he would support the Resolution Process during his presidency, as he did

during his Prime Ministry.

August 20, 2014: Hakan Fidan, the Undersecretary of the National
Intelligence Organisation, met with Ocalan in Imrali. On the same day,
the Deputy Prime Minister Besir Atalay said that they would like the

talks to include those who were in Europe and in Kandil.*?

August 27-28, 2014 - Ahmet Davutoglu became the Chairman of AK
Party and the Prime Minister. Besir Atalay was not appointed for the

new cabinet.

August 30, 2014: Necdet Ozel, the Chief of General Staff said, in relation

to the ‘roadmap’ reports in the press: “we do not know about a ‘roadmap’

30 http://www.aljazeera.com.tr/haber/ocalandan-bayrak-yorumu-provokasyon

31 hetp://www.diken.com.tr/diyalog-surecinden-muzakere-surecine-gecilmedi-diyen-ocalana-gore-
sabir-tasi-catladi/

32 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/atalay-heyetimizin-kandil-ile-direkt-gorusmesini-arzu-

ediyorum-27034339
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for the resolution process, we are not involved in that study. If we see i,
we will give our opinion.” He voiced his dissatisfaction stating: “we will

say what is needed if our red lines are crossed.”

September 15, 2014: The Islamic State of Iraq and Damascus (ISIS)
besieged Kobani. Claims of “Turkey’s support to ISIS”, which had started
some time ago, gained further momentum after these incidents. There
was an increase in activities such as road ambushes and the proscribed
organisations setting up their own courts (which had already begun in

certain provinces).

September 20, 2014: The Turkish officials captured by ISIS at the Turkish

consulate in Mosul were brought back to the country.

September 30, 2014: Deputy Prime Minister Biilent Aring announced

that a Resolution Process Board would be established.

October 6, 7 and 8, 2014: The KCK and the HDP urged the public
to “go out on the streets and occupy the spaces” in order to protest the
developments in Kobane. More than 40 people lost their lives in the

clashes that started. Protests ended with Ocalan’s call.?*

Ocalan said that the Resolution Process and Kobane were an indivisible
whole. These events and Ocalan’s remarks reaffirmed that the fate of the

Resolution Process was directly related to developments in Syria.

October 11, 2014: Cemil Bayik said that the Syrian and Iraq resolutions
adopted by the parliament were regarded as a declaration of war and

therefore all forces withdrawn from Turkey were sent back.

33 https://www.cnnturk.com/haber/turkiye/genelkurmay-baskani-ozelden-cozum-sureci-mesaji
34 https://[www.cnnturk.com/haber/turkiye/hdpden-sokaga-cikin-cagrisi
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November 5, 2014: HDP Co-Chair Selahattin Demirtas said that the
Resolution Process would only end if Ocalan or the government said “it

. »
1S over.

October 30, 2014: Necdet Aydogdu, a 24 year old master sergeant, was
killed as he was shopping in the farmers’ market in Diyarbakir, near
his wife. Three soldiers in civilian clothes had been killed outside on
the street in Yiiksekova district five days before this incident. These two
events had a very negative impact on society’s mood and thus on the

Resolution Process.

November 17, 2014: The talks between the government and the
HDP delegation that had been suspended due to the events of 6-7-8
October, resumed once again. News leaked to the press that in one of
these meetings an agreement was reached to establish a new committee

between the parties.

January 23, 2015: The government asked Ocalan to call on the PKK to
lay down their arms so that the Resolution Process could be revived. (In
November and December 2014, successive news reports suggested that
the KCK and the PKK would not lay down arms which weakened belief
in the Resolution Process.) Ocalan responded with a list of demands
containing ten articles covering a wide range of fields and announced
that he would call for a laying down of arms if they were fulfilled. The
government announced that it regarded these ten articles as “the excuse

for not laying down arms”.

February 28, 2015: As a result of the HDP deputies’ travelling between
Imrali and Kandil, the list of 10 demands stopped being the requirement
for the laying down of arms. It was decided that it would be enough if
the text was read out to members of the government which would, in a

sense, guarantee that the articles would be fulfilled. The meeting, which
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brought together members of the government and the HDP delegation,
was held at the Prime Minister’s office in Dolmabahce. Here, Ocalan’s
text and his call to the PKK to convene the congress of disarmament
were read out. The meeting was later referred to as the Dolmabahee

Consensus.

Denial of the consensus, the declaration of “people’s war and
the winter of the Resolution Process

On March 22, 2015, President Erdogan declared that he did not
“approve” the “Dolmabah¢e Consensus” and did not know about it.
Erdogan claimed that the government had read out another text along

with the 10 article text of Ocalan and therefore there was no consensus.?

The population was confused that a leader like as Erdogan, who was
known for his control, said he did not know about the meeting in

Dolmabahge. Some circles did not find it a convincing claim.

After a while, Deputy Prime Minister Biilent Aring stated that it was a
farce that the President did not know about the meeting and that he was

notified about all of the developments, in detail, beforehand.*

Erdogan’s statement on the Dolmabahge meeting was the strongest
sign that the winter of the Resolution Process had arrived and that the
process would soon end. Before that, immediately after the Dolmabahce
meeting, there were messages from Kurdish politicians that deepened

this pessimism.

On the day of the meeting, Mustafa Karasu, speaking on behalf of KCK,
said that the PKK would not lay down arms unless the totality of the

35 https://www.amerikaninsesi.com/a/erdogan-dolmabahce-mutabakini-dogru-
bulmuyorum/2690354.html
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ten-article demands, which included problems surrounding women, the

environment and so on, were met.

Again, on the same day, minutes after the end of the meeting in
Dolmabahge, HDP Co-Chair Selahattin Demirtas recalled the:
“Government’s insistence on the Security Package” and said that the

government had not been sincere in its peace efforts.”’

KCK co-chairpersons Cemil Bayik and Bese Hozat said on March 10,
2015 that the PKK would not lay down arms because this decision could

only be made at a congress in which Ocalan participated.®®

On March 17, 2015, Demirtas made his famous speech in which he

repeated: “We will not make you the President” three times.*

Erdogan’s statement that he did not recognize the Dolmabahge
Consensus came after these messages from Kurdish politicians. In fact,
it was clear that Erdogan was getting cold feet about the process and had
started to think differently about the fate of the Resolution Process to
the government. This is demonstrated by his reaction to the news reports
concerning the “Resolution Process monitoring committee” which

appeared two days before the March 22 statements.

The monitoring committee was a formula requested by the Kurdish side
to make the process more transparent. After the press began to claim
significant names were a part of the monitoring committee, from March
18, 2015, Erdogan announced his opposition to the formation of such

a committee. On the 20" of March he stated: “Honestly, I don’t know

37 https://www.cnnturk.com/haber/turkiye/demirtas-muzakere-surecini-dinamitleyecek-kadar-
tehlikeli
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of such a thing. Let me tell you very clearly, I am not positive about this
240

event.
Ocalan’s Newroz message in Diyarbakir (March 21) came inbetween the
days when Erdogan stated his opposition to the monitoring committee
(March 20) and the Dolmabahce Consensus (March 22). In his letter,
Ocalan called on the PKK to convene the disarmament congress,
proposed a new condition for the progress of the process and demanded

the establishment of a commission of truth and processing the past.

These negative developments, all in March, made the process difficult.
There were clear indications that the will of both the sides to reach a
resolution to the Kurdish Question had largely been weakened. It was as
if both parties wanted the process to end, but neither wanted to be the

one who ended it.

HDP achieved a great success and recieved 13 percent of the votes in the
June 7, 2015 elections, while the AK Party, for the first time, failed to

secure a majority to form government.

During the election process, the PKK ordered its militants to be inactive
and the HDP consistently underlined that it was positioned to focus on

a demilitarised resolution.

In this case, the message of the Kurdish voters was clear. They declared
that they did not see a resolution to the Kurdish Question in armed
struggle and instead punished those who, instead of solving the problem,

made the process more difficult.

However, after a while, the PKK began to send messages which indicated

that their interpretation was different.

40 hteps://tr.sputniknews.com/politika/201503201014532236/
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Their first reaction came in the form of an answer by the KCK to
Selahattin Demirtas who, with confidence gained from the election
results, stated that the PKK could lay down arms soon if Ocalan made a
call. KCK announced that the decision to lay down arms would remain
in their control because: “the HDP is not the legal party of the PKK” and
that Ocalan: “could not make such a call under the present conditions

of Imrali.”
KCK announced that it had ended the ceasefire on July 11, 2015.

Four days later, on July 15, 2015, KCK Co-chair Bese Hozat wrote an
article to the Ozgiir Giindem newspaper titled “The New Process is the
Revolutionary People’s War” and called for a “Serhildan” (“Rebellion”).

On July 20, 2015, 32 of the young people who came together to go to
Kobane were killed after the suicide bomb attack in Surug. ISIS has
claimed responsibility for the attack. On the same day, Cemil Bayik

urged the people to arm themselves, to dig tunnels and trenches.

During the next week and afterwards, numerous reports of clashes and
attacks were reported to the press. Allegations of manipulation have been
made from time to time in relation to the bloody process that started

after the June 7, 2015 elections.

One of the events after June 7 was recorded as the event that ended
the Resolution Process: two police officers in the Ceylanpinar district,
Feyyaz Yumugsak and Okan Acar were killed while sleeping in their beds

in the small hours of the morning.

The PKK’s People’s Defense Forces (HPG) Press Contact Center
published a statement through the Firat News Agency: “On the 22nd of

July, at around 6 o’clock in the morning, an Apoist team of self-sacrifice,
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in revenge for the massacre in Suruc, carried out a punitive action in
Ceylanpinar against the two policemen who have been collaborating

with ISIS gangs.”

On July 24, 2015, the warplanes of the Turkish Armed Forces (TSK)
conducted air operations against PKK targets in Northern Iraq. This first
military operation against the PKK after three years, declared the end of

the Resolution Process.
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IV. The Standpoint of the Opposition in
the Process of Democratic Opening

CHP, Turkey’s main opposition party, had a harsh and negative reaction
to the Democratic Opening that was initiated in 2009. This reaction
contradicted a 20-year-old report about the Kurdish Question that was
prepared by the Social-Democratic Populist Party (SHP). It was found
after the CHP was banned by the military coup of September 12, 1980.

The SHP “1989 Kurdish Report” strongly criticized Law No. 2932
of 1983, which regulated the prohibitions on speaking, writing and
communicating in native languages other than Turkish. It called it: “a
regulation that is rarely seen even in totalitarian administrations” and

stated that the ban was “a crime against humanity”.*!

Twenty years later, in 2009, rather than paving the way for resolution,
the CHP had become a party that could not tolerate even discussions
about the topic and did not oppose even the most obviously unlawful

practices.

It was impossible for the CHP to organise a rally in the Southeast of
Turkey, when the Prime Minister Erdogan first announced that they had
initiated the “Kurdish Opening”, on July 23, 2009.

The public learned the first reaction of the CHP to the Democratic
Initiative from a speech made by the Party’s Chair, Deniz Baykal at a
group meeting of his political party on 11 August 2009. Baykal said they

are not opposed to the recognition of ethnic identity but added that the

41 hetps://www.ntv.com.tr/turkiye/chpnin-kurt-politikasi-neydi-ne-oldu,8unpeledy0-ameggzkahxg
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inclusion of mother tongue education in the education system would

create “segregation” and “division”.*?

About a month before him, Mustafa Ozyurek, the Party spokesman, had
commented on Ocalan’s preparations for a roadmap towards peace and
resolution that the Party would not accept Ocalan as an interlocutor in

the resolution of the Kurdish problem.*

On the same day, Devlet Bahgeli, the Chair of the other opposition
party, gave a party speech using the word “treason” multiple times. He
further said that “they would reject to the end any developments that
would bring into question the ideals of one motherland, one state, one
nation, one flag and one language.”* This speech was made on August
2, referring to the 12 journalists who attended the Kurdish Question
Workshop organised by the process coordinator, Minister of Interior

Bashir Atalay. In Bahgeli’s words: “the 12 evil men”.

On the day of Bahgeli’s speech, Oktay Vural, the MHP Group Deputy
Chairman claimed that the government’s project: “plans to disrupt the
millennial brotherhood” and said that “no one can dare to knock the

door of MHP with such a nonsense.”

Baykal said that if the government asked for a meeting, their decision
would depend on the attitude of the government, whereas Bahgeli
declared that they would not negotiate with the government, in any way,

on such a topic.

42 https://www.iha.com.tr/haber-baykal-hukumet-neyin-pesinde-84202/
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Deniz Baykal further clarified his party’s stance at a press conference
at the CHP headquarters on 24 August 2009 and argued against the
Democratic Opening. According to Baykal, this initiative would shatter

the national unity:

“Let alone uniting and integrating Turkey, such an undertaking affected
the country negatively and fuelled the mutual mistrust, gave rise to very
intricate debates and in a sense led to the beginning of the shattering of

the national unity.”

Baykal said that the government wanted to handle the process as an
“ambiguous” process which was deliberately kept unclear and that the

CHP would not take part in such a scene:

“They wanted to bring us into this picture as the opposition party, we
rejected it. This is based on very clear, plain and solid reasons. We don’t
get on board the ship sailing to a destination that we do not know.
Ambiguities are not clarified, they do not have a clear mind about what
will happen and how to do it but are trying to create this impression of

support around the subject as if there is one.”

According to Baykal, the government “switched from fighting against
terrorism to negotiating with terrorism” and it was unthinkable that the
CHP, who believed that the fight against terrorism should be continued
uninterruptedly, would take part in such a project that would “initiate the

process of forging political national identities for the ethnic identities”.*¢

Deniz Baykal’s response to a journalist on September 9, 2009, who asked:
“The Prime Minister announced that he will send a written request for

an appointment, what would you do in this case?” was once more a

46 https://www.iha.com.tr/haber-baykaldan-kurt-acilimi-aciklamasi-85678/
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declaration that the CHP had closed its door firmly on the Democratic

Opening:

“I regret to reject the Prime Minister’s appeal. I mean, I don’t want to do
that. It is not appropriate to reject the Prime Minister’s appeal, it is not
true, I know that. We will not be a part of this process in any way. There
is no request for an appointment either. The answer to your question will

become clear if there is one.

Post-Habur opposition

On October 19, 2009, Baykal gave a very harsh reaction to the PKK group
that had entered Turkey from Habur and called for the termination of

the opening process:

“The government is at a crossroads in the face of such a picture; is that
enough or would they like more of it? Look at the demonstrations in
Anatolia, they are not organised but the whole nation has risen. To
say that T will continue’ in the face of such a picture, is the greatest
disrespect to the nation and it means bickering with the nation. I would
not recommend it to anyone; in the end a bicker with the nation is bad.”™
Eager, from the very beginning, to use the words “betrayal” and “the
PKK opening” when talking about the Democratic Opening process,
Bahgeli hardened his attitude after the events of Habur.

Speaking during the General Assembly meeting on the Democratic
Opening that was started by the government, Bahgeli declared November
13, 2009 to be: “one of the most unfortunate days of the Republic”.

47 http://www.cumhuriyet.com.tr/haber/diger/95526/_TRT__AKP_nin_ciftligi_.html
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Deniz Baykal also made a speech against the process and said that: “this
attempt on the imposition of national segregation is unacceptable. Of
course, everyone will have an ethnic identity, but that’s it. Our nation’s

name is the Turkish nation.™®

The administration also adopted a harsh attitude towards the cracking
voices from inside the CHP regarding the Democratic Opening.
Accordingly, Cemal Ozarslan, the CHP’s Provincial Chariman of
Tunceli and his board of 11 directors, were removed on November 3,

20009.

After his removal, Ozarslan said that “there cannot be democracy in
Turkey without solving the Kurdish problem. Moreover, there is a
problem if somebody else is trying to solve this issue which must be
solved by CHP, which claims to be a social democratic party. This

attitude is unfitting for a social democatic party”.”

At the time, there were people within the CHP administration who
claimed that the Kurdish Question could be solved only by “destroying the
very last terrorist” and among them, the name of the retired ambassador,
Deputy Chairman Onur Oymen was prominent. In September 2009,
Oymen gave Sri Lanka as an example for the resolution of the Kurdish
Question, where government troops killed the majority of the Tamil
guerrillas after pushing them into a small corner of 1 square kilometer.
The following dialogue took place by telephone between Oymen and a

broadcaster on a news program:

Oymen: We disagree with any opening that is introduced before the

terror is eliminated. Terror must be eliminated first.

48 https://t24.com.tr/haber/tbmmde-demokratik-acilim-konusuldu,61551
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Newscaster: Do you believe that terror could be eliminated throught the

methods we have tried so far?
Oymen: Of course, I do. Wasn’t it eliminated in Sri Lanka?*’

Objections rose from his party when, in the Democratic Opening meeting
held in the National Assembly two months after his aforementioned
remarks, Onur Oymen referred to Dersim (1938) as a similar problem
solving example and said that “Atatiirk solved the problem without

negotiating with the rebels, didn’t mothers cry there?”

Kemal Kiligdaroglu, the CHP group deputy chairman, said the reactions
were justified and asked Oymen to “do what is needful”. This was a clear

call for resignation, but Oymen did not respond to it.”!

The CHP was turbulent at the beginning of the spring of 2010. President
Deniz Baykal resigned after some images related to his private life were
leaked to the press and Kemal Kiligdaroglu became the new chairman of

the CHP at the ordinary congress of the party on May 22, 2010.

CHP leader Kiligdaroglu met with Prime Minister Erdogan on July 15,
2010 and announced that he had offered him five proposals regarding
the Kurdish Question. Kilicdaroglu said: “the Prime Minister did not
say anything that could bother us,” and his five proposals were referred
to as “proposals without the word ‘Kurdish” in them”. Indeed, the
word “Kurdish” was nowhere to be found in the proposals which were
summarized as: a election threshold, special courts, factories to the East,
support for agriculture and animal husbandry, and the redistribution of

the lands after the mines are cleared.””
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MHP rekindled the debate around “Ocalan’s execution” during the
beginning of the summer of 2010. At the group meeting on June 29,
2010, Bahgeli said that if the ruling party was ready, he would openly

support them in the execution of Ocalan.

On 20 July 2010, a report came from Diyarbakir showing the difference
in the understandings of the “core” and the “periphery” of the CHP on
the Kurdish Question. The Diyarbakir provincial branch of the CHP
had prepared a “Kurdish report” to be sent to the headquarters. The
report said: “the indivisible integrity of the country is unquestionable.
The blood that bleeds belongs to our people, it is the blood of our
brothers, and this bleeding should be stopped.” It further included
constitutional arrangements, solutions to some general problems such as
education and migration and offered some radical proposals to give up
“degrading” conditions such as “having to apply to the repentence law”

for the members of PKK who lay down their arms.”?

Haluk Kog, the CHP Deputy Chairman, said this was a personal report
which would not bind their party.

On 20 February 2011, the CHP organised a three-day workshop in Van
to address the Kurdish Question. The final document of the workshop
was titled “Recommended Formula for Success” and contained extremely

radical items:

“Bringing a new definition of constitutional citizenship, the introduction
of optional Kurdish literature and Kurdish courses in secondary

education, the removal of obstacles to mother tongue education, the

53  https://www.cnnturk.com/2010/turkiye/07/20/iste.diyarbakir.chpnin.kurt.raporu/584188.0/
index.html
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silencing of arms and granting a general amnesty, the abolition of the

village guards, the use of the word Kurdish...”>*

Although the Party Headquarters organised such a workshop, they
certainly knew that there would be proposals that it could not accept.
Nevertheless, it should be noted that such steps, which were arguably
“brave” for the CHP, could not be taken during Deniz Baykal’s term
as the chairperson. It was also important that Kiligdaroglu said in his
speech at the event that “we should make peace with the Kurds and

apologize”.

Kiligdaroglu was defending the traditional position of the CHP on the
Kurdish Question on the one hand, but was taking steps to stretch it
on the other. On June 8, 2011, in a television program he appeared,
Kilik¢daroglu stated that a group of wise people from the parties could
meet with Ocalan, a step which was unthinkable for the CHP of the
Baykal period.

Meanwhile, the Democratic Opening, which entered a period of decline
after Habur (October 19, 2009), came to an end with the Silvan attack
(July 14), which ended the armistice.

The Silvan attack had not only pronounced the end of the Democratic
Opening, which was public, butalso the end of talks between the National
Intelligence Organisation and the KCK, which were confidential. This
fact would only be understood after the Oslo talks were leaked to the

press in September 2011.

54 http://www.milliyet.com.tr/siyaset/kurtlerle-barisip-ozur-dilemeliyiz-1356368
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The disclosure of the Oslo talks and the attitude of the
opposition

Although not fully verified, the Oslo Process is thought to begin
sometime between the middle and the end of 2009 and ended after the
Silvan attack of July 2011, but because the process was carried out in
complete confidentiality, the opposition was involved in the discussion
after the talks were leaked to the press. Therefore, when we say “Oslo
Process and the opposition”, we mean the opposition’s reaction to the

leaked negotiations.

The reactions of the CHP following the Oslo talks, leaked on September
13, 2011, were diverse. Chairman Kiligdaroglu displayed a a relatively
moderate reaction and said: “Let them talk if they will end terrorism, but
what we see here is a different picture,” while the CHP deputy Siiheyl
Batum announced that he would file a criminal complaint against the
Prime Minister Erdogan, Hakan Fidan, the Deputy Undersecretary of
National Intelligence and Afet Giines, the Deputy Undersecretary of

National Intelligence.”

Now both the Democratic Opening and the Oslo Process had been left
behind and a new bloody process had begun. As has always been the
case in such periods, the number of politicians who talked about non-
violent solutions to the problem significantly decreased. Hence, everyone
was surprised when Kiligdaroglu announced, in June 2012, that his
party wanted to take the initiative to work towards solving the Kurdish
Problem. Kiligdaroglu visited Prime Minister Erdogan with his staff on
June 6, 2012 and presented to him a 10-item “Solution to the Kurdish

55 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/chp-bu-krizin-neresinde-duruyor-19894233
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Problem” report prepared by his party. At this meeting, Kilicdaroglu
suggested to Erdogan that they go to Uludere together.”

As the CHP’s efforts to encourage the government to solve the Kurdish
Question began to be interpreted as a sign that the main opposition
party had crossed an important threshold, the tensions between the
ruling party and the opposition grew once again. On September 18, one
year after a voice recording of one of the sessions at the Oslo Talks was
leaked to the press, Haluk Kog, the CHP Deputy Chairman announced
another “memorandum of understanding paper” related to the talks,
which he claimed to have been signed between the State of the Republic
of Turkey and the KCK.® The text of the agreement, the details of which
we gave in the previous chapters of this report, had been undersigned by
the United Kingdom on behalf of the parties and Kog claimed that the

country served as the third eye in the negotiations.

The MHP’s reaction to the disclosure of the memorandum text was
even harsher than its first reaction to the leaks. At a press conference
on September 20, Oktay Vural, the MHP Group Vice President, made
accusations against both the ruling party and the CHP who announced

the memorandum paper:

“If a party established by Atatiitk refers to the Kurdistan problem,
which was torn away by Atatiirk himself, as ‘the problem of Turkey’, my
brothers and sisters, you have to think: “Where are they trying to drag
my country to? (...) The Oslo and Habur processes are condemned by our

nation. Those talks, where the PKK was recognized as an interlocutor
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and the unity of our country was offered to it as a booty, have been the

certificates of disgrace.”

Two days after Kog’s statements, Kiligdaroglu said that the talks should

continue provided that the PKK disarmed eventually.

It was not known whether the talks were going on at that time; Biilent
Aring, the Deputy Prime Minister had said, “Maybe they are going on,”
despite the fact that the Oslo negotiations had ended more than a year

ago.

The third and final step taken by the government towards the resolution
of the Kurdish Question came with the statement Prime Minister
Erdogan made on TRT’s live broadcast on December 28, 2012. This
time the addressee was Abdullah Ocalan.

The CHP would follow a relatively softer line, while the MHP would

toughen its attitude further.
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V. Opposition during the Resolution
Process

In the first months of the new period called the Resolution Process, the
CHP and MHP were generally silent, apart from a few small objections.
Ocalan’s letter was read out at the Newroz celebrations in Diyarbakir on
21 March and a Wise Persons’ Committee was formed that mobilized
the ranks of the opposition. This was the first serious reaction, they had
in common: The CHP and the MHP did not attend the vote for the
“Resolution Process Commission” which was established thanks to the
votes of the AK Party and the HDP in Parliament on April 9, 2013.

On April 20, 2013, Kiligdaroglu accused the government of letting the
PKK take the reins in the Resolution Process. On the same day, Devlet
Bahgeli announced that the MHP would organise rallies against the

Resolution Process.

On May 10, 2013, Kiligdaroglu said that the process should be continued

in an environment where the government led the initiative, not the PKK.

Kiligdaroglu did not react to the Resolution Process for a long time
after May 2013. This was the case until June 2014 when, during a PKK
demonstration in Diyarbakir, one of the demonstrators pulled down
the Turkish flag in the yard of a nearby military unit. At his party’s
group meeting on June 10, 2014, Kiligdaroglu referred to this event and
claimed that his party’s efforts to help solve the Kurdish Problem had
been blocked by the ruling party:

“We prepared a paper and knocked on the AKP’s door on June 6, 2012.
We said, let’s establish a reconciliation commission in the parliament.

We set out with this intention. (...) Unfortunately, we failed in adding
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this to the agenda. I had said T'm ready to pay any price, you cannot
pursue a vendetta in politics’ on this day. Let’s talk, let’s establish a
Reconciliation Commission in the Parliament, this was what we said.
We said let’s set up a Wise Persons’ Committee. That’s what I said.
But that didn’t happen. (...) You should not make any commitments
if you cannot be honest with the nation. You should inform the main
opposition. But what did the person sitting in the Prime Minister’s ofhice
do? He said, “Who are you to give me the credit?’ (...) They named it a
process, but nothing happened. Why? Because they’re not sincere and
honest. Abdullah Ocalan sits at one end of the table, the Prime Minister

Erdogan at the other end. Neither side trusts each other.”°

After the June 7, 2015 elections, Turkey entered a chaotic period which
would bring an end to the Resolution Process. A few months before the
end of the process in July 2015, Sezgin Tanrikulu, the Istanbul MP of
the CHP, said: “military methods should never be pronounced in the
resolution of the question” and announced to the public a report titled

“22 Questions and 22 Answers” on behalf of his party.

As he answered the questions about this report, which was the most
comprehensive after the report in 1989, Tanrikulu said that his party
had never adopted an obstructive attitude during the Resolution Process,

even though they did not agree with its methodology:

“The CHP sees from the beginning that the method with which the
current process is being carried out is not the right one, and therefore
cannot provide a resolution to the Kurdish problem and ensure a lasting
peace. With its determination to not block any steps taken in the name

of peace, the CHP gave a carte blanche to the government.”

60  https://www.cnnturk.com/haber/turkiye/kilicdaroglundan-erdogana-bayragi-sen-indirdin
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Indeed, the CHP took a very different attitude during the Resolution
Process than the one it took during the Democratic Opening. The CHP
did not want to be remembered as the party that blocked the process
and so the party’s leader and their spokespeople rarely spoke. This was
evident from the fact that the CHP’s name was only mentioned a few

times in the 20-30-page Resolution Process chronology.

MHP, on the other hand, maintained the negative attitude it held during
the Democratic Initiative throughout the Resolution Process. The Party
filed two criminal complaints against some of the people they held

responsible for the Resolution Process, primarily Erdogan.®

62 http://www.cumhuriyet.com.tr/haber/siyaset/365727/MHP___cozum_sureci_ni_yargiya_tasidi.
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V1. Good Party, Potential New Parties
and the Kurdish Question

The Good Party, formed by those who broke away from the MHP under
the leadership of Meral Aksener, have said little about the Kurdish
Question since its establishment on October 25, 2017. The party program
promised that the “Southeastern Problem” would be solved through

“equal citizenship, in an environment of “solid democracy and freedom”.

After it was announced that Meral Aksener, the Chair of the Party,
would stand as a candidate for the Presidential elections of June 24,
2018, the public began to wonder whether Aksener’s election manifesto
would mention the Kurdish Question. However, all these expectations
were left unfulfilled; Aksener’s election declaration did not contain the
Kurdish Question.

That said, on November 4, 2017, a few weeks after the establishment of
her party, Aksener said that she found the phrase ‘the Kurdish Question’
problematic and added, “We called it the Southeastern Question, not
the Kurdish Question. Because when you call it the Kurdish Question,
something like this happens: You send the following subliminal message.
Kurdish people are an issue!” However, the word “Kurdish” was also

absent from her election manifesto.

In a rally she staged before the local elections of March 31, 2019, Meral
Aksener noted that her party did not approve of previous resolution

efforts:

“They started an opening and it began spreading. Erdogan appeared in
Diyarbakir, “The Kurdish Question exists,” he said. During the period

we were engaged in politics in DYP, a chief of the village guards called
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me. He said, ‘my sister Meral, you came and stayed at my house. My
grandchildren tell me, ‘if the Prime Minister of this country says there
is a Kurdish question, does that mean we betrayed the Kurdish cause?’
A son of this brother is in jail now. He is one of the most violent MPs in
HDP. Many families with martyrs who died for the state are left alone,
defenceless, by you. Come on. I won’t even mention the Habur disgrace.
We didn’t forget those saucy talks in Oslo. You made the Turkish state

miserable.”®

All this showed that the Good Party could not quite distinguish itself
from the MHP in terms of the latter’s politics of denying the existence of
a separate, Kurdish identity, which have been at the root of the Kurdish

Question.

It is hard to predict the positions that the two political parties, which will
grow out of AK Party, will adopt vis-a-vis the Kurdish Question. Most
likely, the Kurdish Question will be one of the topics most discussed

when writing the programs of the two parties.

The rare statements put out by the party being established by Ali Babacan,
give the impression that this party will adopt a political standpoint
focused on responding to social demands, rather than on a “cause” If
this impression becomes a reality, it would mean that this party will have
a different understanding of the Kurdish Question than the AK Party’s

current line.

On the other hand, the party being established by Ahmet Davutoglu
will make its main emphasis on the ummah perspective in relation to

the Kurdish Question. This would mean, in political jargon, he would

63 https://www.yenicaggazetesi.com.tr/meral-aksenerden-o-sozlere-sert-tepki-turk-devletini-iki-
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highlight the “religious fraternity” of Turks and Kurds and the “bonds

of affection” between the Turks and Kurds.

Considering that culturally the Kurds typically demand equality and
respect rather than fraternity and affection, we can assume that the

Kurds will support Babacan rather than Davutoglu.
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VII. Prospects for a New Resolution
Process: Opportunities and Barriers

As the third and last political attempt to solve the Kurdish Question
waned during the summer months of 2015, events took their course as
expected and Turkey nosedived into a period of violence incomparable to

the bloody periods that followed previous failed attempts.

During this period, the United States fostered an alliance with the
Kurdish organisation in Syria which was viewed as an extension of the
PKK and their relations rapidly improved. The parties quickly moved
away from peaceful resolution options because of the anger and concerns
Turkey held about this development. Further because the PKK saw the

developments in Syria as an “opportunity”.

It was only after the local elections on March 31, 2019 that the words

“Kurdish Question” and “resolution” were heard again.

In the local elections of March 31, the HDP did not stand for any election
in metropolitan cities thus giving their tacit support to the Nation
Alliance formed by the CHP and the Good Party. Meanwhile, the AK
Party launched an election campaign that equated HDP to terrorism.
The plan was to gain nationalist votes for the People’s Alliance that was
co-formed with MHP and to accuse the Nation Alliance, the CHP and

the Good Party of cooperating with terrorism.

However, this propaganda did not work during the elections. The AK
Party lost many metropolitan municipalities — including Istanbul. They
asked the Supreme Election Board (YSK) to annul the election on the

grounds that fraud took place in Istanbul, where the margin of victory
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was very small. The Istanbul election was subsequently repeated on June
23, 2019, resulting in a landslide defeat of the AK Party.

Before the renewed Istanbul elections, everyone acknowledged, regardless
of their opinions on HDP, that Kurdish votes were to determine the
outcome of the election. In other words, he who appealed to the Kurdish

votes would win the election.

The HDP, unlike in the previous March 31 elections, openly supported
Ekrem Imamoglu, the candidate of the National Alliance, and thus forced
the AK Party to try to remedy the situation with the help of Abdullah
Ocalan. Ocalan wrote a letter that called on the HDP to remain neutral
two days before the election which demonstrates a concrete sign of this
call for help. Despite this letter however, the HDP declared that it had

not changed position thus guaranteeing victory for Imamoglu.

The CHP-HDP rapprochement, which began before March 31, gained
momentum between the two elections and was clearly stated after the
June 23 elections. Afterwards a new possibility began to be discussed in

the context of the future resolution of the Kurdish Question.

Statements from the leadership of the CHP and managers of the party
at various levels, revealed that the CHP was more enthusiastic and

determined than ever to take the initiative to solve the Kurdish Question.

The CHP leader, Kemal Kiligdaroglu, announced on July 29, 2019, that
they would update the report titled “22 Questions and 22 Answers”
which was prepared by the CHP on the Kurdish Question in 2015.%4 This
statement was followed by statements from Unal Cevikoz, the Deputy
Chairman of the CHP and Canan Kaftancioglu, the Provincial Chair
of the CHP in Istanbul, about why the CHP should take the initiative.

64 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/erken-secim-cagrisi-yok-41287060
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The rapprochement between HDP and CHP was accelerated when
Stileyman Soylu, the Interior Minister, dismissed the mayors of Diyarbakir,
Van and Mardin and replaced them with provincial governors through
an administrative decision on August 19, 2019. After a short period of
timidity, the CHP took a more active stance of solidarity, as if to ward
off early criticisms of HDP that outlined their “disappointment”. The
climax of this attitude was reached when Ekrem Imamoglu, Istanbul
Metropolitan Municipality Mayor, visited Diyarbakir and met with the

dismissed mayors.

The Minister of Interior Soylu reacted very harshly to Imamoglu’s visit

and threatened to “ruin” him.®

With these words, the Minister of Interior reminded Imamoglu of the
approach of the government to the Kurdish Question as of September
2019, when this report was written, and implied that deviating from this

“national” line would have negative consequences for him and his party.

This visit and the response to it demonstrate how the positions the
ruling party and the main opposition hold vis-a-vis to the Kurdish
Question have interchanged in the last ten years. 10 years ago, when
the Democratic Initiative was first announced in 2009, the CHP saw
the Kurdish Question as essentially a problem of terrorism and security,
whereas, the AK Party focused on Kurdish identity and the recognition
of the usurped rights of the Kurds.

It has consistently been said that a number of fundamental problems
in Turkey cannot be solved because of the durability of the ideological
attitudes that refuse to see them as problems and because of the resistance

of the parties that operate within those paradigms. This argument
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explains the failures of solving these long-lasting problems. Memorably,
the headscarf problem was only solved after the CHP adopted a positive

attitude after decades of impasse.

If we assume in the coming couple of years that the positions of the
ruling party and the opposition will not change, we can say that it will be
very difficult for the AK Party to sustain its security policies which have
been in force since 2015. This is because now, if the AK Party started to
talk about the resolution, there is no main opposition obsessed with “the
destruction of the last terrorist”. On the contrary, it will face a major
opposition that will insist on “the resolution” if the ruling party does not

take any steps.
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VIII. Conclusion

The AK Party governments have taken three major initiatives to solve the
Kurdish Question, including the Oslo talks, but all three ended before

they reached their conclusion.

Nevertheless, when evaluating these processes, we should imagine an
environment where they never existed and thus assess the resolution

steps accordingly.

When we imagine this, we are faced with a picture in which the gains
achieved during these processes do not exist. This in itself shows how
important even these small steps towards the resolution of the Kurdish

Question are.

We may choose to imagine a future containing all of the past political
baggage and be pessimistic after considering all of the obstacles that need
to be overcome to reach a final resolution. However, it is also possible to
reap the benefits of hindsight, contemplate the obstacles that have been

overcome and thus have an optimistic point of view.

With regards to the future, we can say that the most negative development
is that the once pro-resolution ruling party has taken the opposite path
and, for them, the Kurdish Question is now regarded as a problem of

terrorism and security.

However, the most important problem that a country faces, does not
simply disappear because a party that once had people’s great hopes
pinned upon it has changed its position. New actors inevitably emerge

and take on the role.

The Kurdish Question is simply waiting for new actors to emerge to

support the resolution.

/3






KURT SORUNU'NA COZUM CABALARI

=

Norwegian Ministry U 1 1

of Foreign Affairs W IrlSh Ald
Rialtas na hEireann
Government of Ireland

* *
* *

* X %
* *
* 5 *

Eutopean Union

This project is co-funded by the European Union, Norwegian MFA, and Irish Aid /
Bu proje Avrupa Birligi, Norveg Disisleri Bakanhdy, ve Irlanda Yardim tarafindan ortaklasa finanse edilmektedir

KURT SORUNU'NA COZUM
CABALARI: TARAFLARIN VE
MUHALEFETIN POZISYONLARI
(2002-2019)

Alper Gérmis
Eylul 2019

Democratic
Progress
Institute

% DPI

/5



KURT SORUNU'NA COZUM CABALARI

ICINDEKILER

Onsoz
I.  Sunus
II.  Demokratik Agilim Siirecinde Tktidar ve Kiirt Siyaseti
[lk somut hamle: Demokratik Acilim (2009)
19 Ekim 2009, Habur: Sonun baglangici
Demokratik Acilim siirecinin kazanimlari
Siirec icinde siirec: Oslo
III. Coziim Siireci’nde Tktidar ve Kiirt Siyaseti

Ocalan’in PKK'ya gagrist ve PKK’nin sinir disina ¢ikmast iizerine
tartigmalar

Geri ¢ekilme basliyor ve duruyor: Gezi olaylar:
Coziim Siireci’nin sonbahari
Mutabakatin reddi, “halk savasi”nin ilani, Céziim Siireci’nin kist
IV.  Demokratik Agilim Siirecinde Muhalefetin Pozisyonu
Habur sonrasi muhalefet
Oslo goriismelerinin ortaya ¢cikmasi ve muhalefetin tavr
V. Céziim Siireci’nde Muhalefet
VL. lyi Parti, Muhtemel Yeni Partiler ve Kiirt Sorunu
VIL Yeni Coziim Siireci [htimalleri: Firsatlar ve Engeller
VIII. Sonug
Demokratik Gelisim Enstitiisti’niin Amaglari ve Hedefleri

Uzmanlar Kurulu Uyeleri

77
79
83
87
92
96
96
100

103
106
108
112
117
120
124
127
130
132
136
139
141




KURT SORUNU'NA COZUM CABALARI

ONSOZ

Gazeteci ve medya elestirmeni Alper Gérmiis tarafindan Demokratik
Gelisim Enstitiisit (DPI) icin hazirlanmis olan bu c¢alisma, 2002
yilindaki ilk AK Parti hitkiimetinden bu yana Tiirkiye’de Kiirt sorunu
baglaminda gosterilen siyasi ¢abalarin analizini yapmaktadir. Calisma,
2002°de olaganiistii halin kaldirilmasi ve 2005’ten beri Kiirt sorununun
agtkga dile getirilmesi gibi bu konuda atilan ilk adimlar: ele almaktadir.
Caligmada miizakerelere giden yolda dogrudan kurulan angajmanlar
ve medya ve egitim alani dahil olmak {izere aulan farkli adimlar da
degerlendirilmektedir. Calismada 2009 yilinda baslayan demokratik
agtlim ele alinarak ayni yil icerisinde Habur sinir kapisi gegisini takip
eden olaylarin ardindan daha 6nce atilmis olan ilk adimlarin basarisiz
olarak sonuglanmis olmasi incelenmistir. Yazar daha sonra catismanin
tekrar baglamasi ve Oslo Siirecini ele alarak, 2013’te PKK’nin Tiirkiye
sinirlart disina gekilmesi girisimlerine kadar Imrali Adasinda yiiriitiilen
goriismelere katilan aktorlerin  siiregteki roliinii  degerlendirmistir.
Coziim  siirecinde ilerlemenin diisiise gectigi gorilmis, 2015'te
catismanin tekrar baslamast ile siire¢ sona ermistir. Yazar siirecin tiim bu
farkli evreleri boyunca muhalefetin pozisyonunu da ele alarak, ¢oziim
stirecinin yeniden baglamast i¢in firsatlar ve engeller konusunun da altini

¢izmistir.

Yazar, hitkiimetin {i¢ girisiminin de sonu¢ olarak basarisiz olmasina
ragmen, bu dénemde siire¢ i¢in olmazsa olmaz olan temellerin atilmig
oldugunubelirtmistir. Bunedenle, genel olarak bakildigindakotiimser bir
yaklagimdan ziyade, gelecekte benzer sorunlarin iistesinden gelebilmek
icin aslinda bir dénem faydali adimlar atilmis oldugu anlagilmaktadir.
Kiirt sorununun bir terdrizm ve giivenlik problemi olarak ele alinmast,
gelecekte atilacak adimlarin éniinde bir engel olusturmakla birlikte, yeni

akeorlerin ortaya ¢ikmast mevcut ¢tkmazdan bir ¢ikis yolu saglayacakur.
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Bu calisma, yazar ve Tirkiye’de diger farkli sesler tarafindan DPI
icin hazirlanmis serinin bir pargasi olarak, DPI'in tilkedeki mevcut
durumun, &zellikle 6nemli bir siyasal degisimin yasandigi bu dénemde
demokratiklesme ve ¢oziim siirecinin degerlendirmesine katki sunmay1
amaglamakrtadir. Bolgesel ve uluslararast anlamda genis kapsamli

degerlendirmeler Enstitii tarafindan yayinlanmaya devam edecektir.

Sayin Gormiis Tiirkiye’de ok sayida derginin genel yayin ydnetmenligini
yapmis ve kose yazilart yazmis bir gazeteci olmasinin yaninda medya
elestirmenligi alaninda da uzun bir ge¢mise sahiptir. Gérmiis su anda
Serbestiyet'te kose yazarlign ve TV 5°de de bir televizyon programi
yapmaktadir. Bu ¢alismada beyan edilen degerlendirme ve fikirler

yazarin kendisine aittir ve DPI'in resmi gériistinii yansitmaz.

Kerim Yildiz
[cra Kurulu Baskan: - CEO

Demokratik Gelisim Enstitiisii
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1. SUNUS

Varlig: yiiz yili agan ve hakkinda devletin, siyasi partilerin, sivil toplum
orgiitlerinin sayisiz rapor hazirladigt bir toplumsal sorunun ¢oziimi
dogrultusunda ilk somut adimlarin ancak 80 yil sonra atilabilmis olmast,
sorunun hem énemi hem de ¢oziimiiniin gii¢ligii hakkinda bize ¢ok sey

soyler; Tiirkiye'nin Kiirt sorunu iste bu tiirden bir sorundur.

Nitekim, bu somut adimlarin ilk kez atilmaya bagladigt 2000’li yillarda
onlara paralel olarak ortaya ¢ikan engelleme ¢abalarinin sertligi ve
stirekliligi, sorunun ¢oziimiintin hi¢ de kolay olmadiginin pratik

diizeydeki tezahiirlerini olusturdu.

Yine de, siirecin umut kirici sonucuna ve o siiregte ortaya ¢ikan negatif
tepkilere odaklanip, gelecekteki ¢6ztim hamlelerinde hayati rol oynayacak
olumlu (hatta baglangi¢ta tahmin edilemeyecek kadar olumlu) egilimler

gormezden gelinmemelidir.

Gergekten de, basta iktidar partisine oy veren muhafazakar kitleler olmak
tizere halkin kahir ekseriyeti, “Tirklerin milliyetci hassasiyetleri’ne
isaret edip sorunun ¢éziimiinde koklii adimlarin atilmasina karsi ¢ikan
kesimlerin propagandalarinin hilafina siirece genis bir destek verdi. O
kadar ki, Adalet ve Kalkinma Partisi (AK Parti) ilk bakista mutlak bir
se¢im yenilgisini garanti eder gibi goriinen adimlarina ragmen (mesela
PKK lideri Abdullah Ocalan’in devlet tarafindan muhatap alinmasy),
baris siiregleri boyunca katildigr biitiin secimleri farkli bir bigimde

kazand.

Halkin, 2012’nin son giinlerinde ilan edilen Céziim Siireci’nden ¢ok
once iktidara verdigi mesajin “barisci ¢oziim icin her yol mubah, yeter
ki ¢oziin” oldugunun en dikkate deger nisanesi 12 Eyliil 2010 Anayasa

Referandumu oldu.
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Bagbakan Erdogan, partisi ve iktidart icin hayati 6nemdeki bu
referandumdan once, hem de birka¢ kez “Céziim icin orgiitle de
goriisiilebilecegini” dile getirdi. Bu ¢ok sasirticiyds, ¢linkii “se¢mendeki
glicli milliyetci egilimler” varsayimi gecerliyse, bu beyanlar referandumu
cok biiyiik bir risk altina sokuyordu. Iktidar, her iki muhalefet partisinin,
yani Cumhuriyet Halk Partisi (CHP) ile Milliyet¢i Hareket Partisi’nin
(MHP) bu sozler tizerinden hitkiimeti sikistiracagini hesap etmemis
olamazdy; nitekim tam 6yle oldu, muhalefet partileri AK Parti’yi
terdristlerle isbirligi yapmakla sugladi. Siyaseten “dogru” davranis
hi¢ degilse referanduma kadar beklemekti, fakat anlagilan, Erdogan
bu radikal adimi atmadan 6nce “orgiitle goriisme” alternatifini de

referanduma sunmak istemisti.

Referandum yiizde 58’lik bir ¢ogunlukla onaylaninca, “se¢mendeki
gliclii milliyetci egilim” varsayimi da derin bir yara almig oldu. Yani
2010 Anayasa Referandumu, bir yaniyla Kiirt Sorununun ¢oziimi
dogrultusunda o giine kadar cesaret edilemeyen adimlarin atulmasinin

da zimnen onaylandig bir referandumdu.

Muhafazakar kitlelere vehmedilen milliyetci egilimlerin sanildig: kadar
giicli olmadigini, varoldugu kadariyla da kararli bir siyasi liderligin
bu egilimi yonetebilecegini gosteren sembolik gostergelerden biri de,
iktidarin Coziim Siireci’ni baglattigi 2013’tin ilk aylarinda yayimlanan
bir siirdi... “Dagdan Onurlu Inis” bagligin1 tasiyan ve yakinda silahlart
birakmalari beklenen PKK’lilara hitaben yazilmis siirin altinda,
muhafazakar kesimlerin en sevilen sairlerinden biri olan Cahit Koytak’in

imzas1 vardi:

Giiliin, giiliin, giiliin ne olur!
Yiiksek sesle, kahkabalarla giilin!

Giiliin, ¢iinkii giilmeyi kimse yasaklayamaz.
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Balkonlara, pencerelere ¢ikin ve giiliin!
Sokaklara, meydanlara dokiiliin

Ve giiriil giiriil yiiksek sesle,

katila katila giiliin!

Giiliin, ¢iinkii giilmek herkesin ana dili,

Daglardan inin ve inerken giiliin!
Magaralardan ¢ikin

Ve ¢ikarken giiliin, kocaman
kocaman kabkahalarla!

Dagdan tas yuvarlar gibi degil ama,
Yoksul ve cefakdr halkiniza

Balya balya diis yuvarlar gibi giiliin,

Kimsenin bozamayacag: diigler!

Dag gibi kahkahalarla giiliin, dag gibi giiliin!
Daglar: yiiriitiir gibi giiliin!

Daglar: kahkahalarinizin igine gomiin

Ve sehre daglarla yiirityiin,

Yiiriiyen daglarla,

Yiiriirken giilen, giilmekten kirilan daglarla!
Yiiriiyen dag gibi kahkahalarla!

()

Coziim Siireci, boyle bir siirin ya da benzeri radikal sdylemlerin dahi
dindar-muhafazakar kesimlerde kayda deger tepkilere yol agmadig: bir

psikolojik vasat yaratmust1.

1 Cahit Koytak bu siirini Taraf gazetesindeki kdsesinde yayimladi. Gazetenin internet arsivi
mahkeme karariyla yayindan kaldirildig icin o yaziya ulagilamiyor. Fakat siirin tamamini
su linkte yer alan yazinin icinde bulabilirsiniz: http://m.marmarayerelhaber.com/Alper-
GORMUS/13740-Dagdan-onurlu-inis
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Dindar-muhafazakar kesimlerin Coziim  Siirecinin  mimarlarina
verdikleri beklentilerin ¢ok tistiindeki destek, baslangicta hiikiimetin
se¢im kaybetme korkusunu yenmesinde tayin edici bir rol oynadiysa da,
siire¢ uzadikea korkular yavas yavas geri gelmeye bagladi. Bu sonugta,
a) iktidarin kendi hatalari ve cesaret eksikligi, b) muhalefetin Kiirt
Sorunu’nu esasen bir terdr sorunu olarak gérmekteki israri, ¢) Kiirt
siyasetinin legal ve illegal kanatlarinin zaman zaman muhafazakarlari

huzursuz edecek davranislar sergilemeleri 6nemli rol oynadi.

Kiirt Sorunu, ¢dziimsiiz kaldig1 siirece giderek daha fazla disiplinin

yardimini gerektiren ¢ok vecheli bir sorun bigimine biiriiniiyor.

Fakat bu caligmanin Kiirt Sorununu miilti-disipliner bir bakisla ele
alma gibi bir iddiast yok. Soruna sadece siyaset diizeyinden bakmay1
amagclayan bu ¢alisma AK Parti iktidari déneminde Kiirt Sorunu’na
taraflarin (bir yanda iktidarin, obiir yanda legal-illegal Kiirt siyasetinin)
ve muhalefetin bakisiyla, bunlarin soruna bir ¢6ziim bulma yolundaki

etkilerine odaklanacak.
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II. DEMOKRATIK ACILIM
SURECINDE IKTIDAR VE KURT
SIYASETI

Adalet ve Kalkinma Partisi’nin (AK Parti) 3 Kasim 2002 secimlerini
kazanip tek basina iktidar olmasi, Kiirt Sorunu’nun tarihsel temellerini
ve sosyolojik vechesini gérmezden gelen, onu salt bir terér vakasi olarak
tanimlayan statiikocu yaklagimlar i¢in alarm verici bir gelisme oldu.
Ciinkii bu nevzuhur parti, gerek icinden ¢iktigi Refah Partisi’nin (RP)
gerekse de obiir geleneksel partilerin sindiremeyecekleri bir¢ok politika
degisikligi vaat ediyordu; Kiirt Sorunu da bu vaat alaninin icinde yer

aliyordu.

AK Parti, Kiirt Sorunu'nda onceki iktidarlardan farkli bir ¢izgi
izleyecegine nisane niteligindeki ilk adiminit hiikiimetin kurulusunu
izleyen on ikinci giinde att1 ve 19 Temmuz 1987°de 13 ilde ilan edilen
Olaganiistii Hal (OHAL) uygulamasina son verdi (30 Kasim 2002).

Ne var ki bu, Bagbakan Recep Tayyip Erdogan’in 12 Agustos 2005’te
Diyarbakir’da yaptg: ve zihinlere “Kiirt sorunu benim sorunumdur”

ciimlesiyle kazinan {inlii konusmaya kadar atilan ilk ve son ciddi adim

oldu.

Bunun bir nedeni, ¢oziim iradesi her ne kadar onceki hiikiimetlerden
daha giiclii olsa da, AK Parti iktidarinin gelenek ve zihniyet bagajlarindan
kaynaklanan sinirliliklartydi.

Bir bagka onemli neden ise, AK Parti’nin, hitkiimeti secim dis1 ydnemlerle
devirmeye calisan asker-sivil geleneksel biirokratik giiclerin eline bu yolla

ilave bir koz vermeme yoniindeki kaygilariyd:.
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Nihayet, o donemde Abdullah Ocalan’in, askerlerin siyasetteki giiclii
konumu nedeniyle Kiirt Sorununun sivil siyasetcilerle degil orduyla
miizakere ederek ¢iiziilebilecegine dair gelistirdigi fikirler de 2005’teki
Diyarbakir konugsmasindan sonra neden somut adimlarin aulamadigini

agiklayan faktorler arasinda sayilmali...

Kiirt Sorununun yakin tarihinde yer alan ve pek fazla bilinmeyen bu ara

donemi kisaca haturlamak yerinde olur.

PKK, 1 Haziran 2004'te bes yildir siirmekte olan tek tarafli ateskes
ilanint bozdugunu agikladi. Gerekge, “AK Parti’nin Kiirt sorununa

kayitsiz kalmast” ve “Ocalan’in Imralr'daki kotii maddi kosullar™ydu.

Baylece agilan yeni dénemin en ilging gelismelerinden biri de, Abdullah
Ocalan’in eski deniz subay1 Sarp Kuray’i kendi fikirlerini Tiirk medyasina
anlatmak tzere gorevlendirmesiydi. Boéyle bir gorevlendirmenin
gercek olamayacagina dair beliren kuskular tizerine Ocalan avukatlart
araciligiyla gonderdigi mesajda Sarp Kuray’in “giivenilir biri” oldugunu

soyledi ve gorevlendirmeyi teyit etti.

Fakat Sarp Kuray’in ziyaretler sirasinda Ocalan’i temsilen aktardig: fikirler
gorevlendirmeden de ilgingti. Kuray, Ocalan’in avukati oldugu s6ylenen
biriyle birlikte ziyaret ettigi gazetecilere AK Partinin “Amerikanct ve
gayrt milli karakteri’ne vurgu yaparak, “Kiirt Sorunu’nun ¢éziimii icin
tarihsel bir firsaun dogdugunu, devletin de ¢oziim istedigini, fakat
iktidar partisinin ¢oziimii bilerek engelledigini” anlatiyordu. Yani
Ocalan o dénemde AK Parti’yi Kiirt Sorunu’nun miizakere edilecegi
bir partner olarak degil de, sorunun oniindeki en biiyiik engel olarak

goriiyordu.”

2 https://t24.com.tr/haber/solun-cozum-sureci-karsisindaki-paralize-olmus-halinin-
nedenleri, 226250
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O ara doneme ait yine pek fazla bilinmeyen bir bagka nokta da suydu:
Tiirkiye'nin Avrupa Birligine en fazla yakinlasugt 2004-2005te PKK,
Avrupa Birligi (AB) iiyesi bir Turkiye’yi de kendi tahayyiiliine uygun
bir ¢oziimiin 6niindeki engellerden biri olarak gorme egilimindeydi.
(Ttrkiye, 17 Aralik 2004’te AB’den miizakere tarihi almis, 3 Ekim
2005’te de miizakerelere baslamisti) Bu, o donemde Ocalan’in da
miistear kullanarak yazilar kaleme aldig1 Giindem gazetesinin bir

bagyazisinin da konusunu olusturmustu.

“Komplo ve Ocalan’a Yaklasim” baslikli basyazi, Ocalan’in yakalanip
Tiirkiye'ye getirilmesinin (“Komplo Siireci”) baslangi¢ tarihi olarak
kabul edilen 9 Ekim 1998’in yildéniimlerinde PKK’nin diizenledigi
kitlesel protesto gosterilerinin 2004’teki sonuncusunun soniik gecmesine
dairdi. Bagyaziya gore bunun en 6nemli nedenlerinden biri, Tiirkiye’nin
AB ile kurdugu yogun iligkilerin Kiirtler tizerinde yarattigi “sosyal,
ruhsal ve diisiinsel farkliliklar” olabilirdi:

“6. yildoniimiinde Kiirtler, cesitli eylemler gerceklestirdi. Ozellikle
Avrupa’da yaygin gecti. Ancak Tiirkiye’de ayni yogunlukta gegmedi.
Hatta belli alanlar diginda ciddi bir tepki, eylemlilik s6z konusu
olmadi... Cok sinirli bazi etkinlikler gerceklestirildi. Kiirt demokrasi
giicleri, ozellikle kurumsal yapilar ve kadrolar, yildéniimiinde komployu
derinden hissetmedi... Bunun, Giiney eksenli gelisme ve 6zellikle de
AB siireciyle iligkisi var mi? Bizce tartgilir. Bu iki olgunun, genelde
Kiirtler, 6zelde Kiirt demokratik yapilarinda sosyal, ruhsal ve diistinsel
farkliliklar yaratip yaratmadig, soruna ve siirece bakis acilarini etkileyip

etkilemedigi onemli tartigma konusudur ve bizce tarugilmalidir...”
(Giindem, 12 Ekim 2004).
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PKK i¢indeki bu tartismayi, o dénemde orgiitiin AK Parti’yi bir ¢oziim
partneri olarak gérmemesinin nedenlerinden biri olarak zikretmek

yanlis olmaz.

AK Parti’'nin AB’ye en yakin, illegal Kiirt siyasetinin ise biraz da bu
nedenle AK Parti’ye en uzak oldugu bir momentte gerceklesen Diyarbakir

konusmasi, baslica iki agidan ezber bozan bir nitelige sahipti.

Birincisi: Eski basbakanlardan Stileyman Demirel “Kiirt realitesini
tantyoruz” demisti ama, yaklagiminda, bu “realite’nin bir kimlik
sorununu, onun da devletin ¢ozmesi gereken bir anayasal sorun alanini

ima ettigine dair bir netlik yoktu.

Bagbakan Erdogan, devleti temsil konumundan “Kiirt Sorunu benim
sorunumdur” deyince, bu dogal olarak devletin artik sorunu sahiplendigi,

¢oziim i¢in de somut gaba gosterecegi seklinde algilandi.

Ikincisi: Konugmaya ezber bozucu karakterini veren ikinci nokta,

devletin ge¢miste yaptig: hatalara dairdi:

“Her iilkede ge¢miste hatalar yapilmistir. Her iilke gegmisinde zor
glinler yasamistir. Tiirkiye gibi biiyiik bir devlet ve giiclii tilkede pek cok
zorlugun harmanindan gecerek bugiinlere geldik. O nedenle ge¢miste

yapilan hatalari yok saymak biiyiik devletlere asla yakismaz.

“Biiytik devlet, giigli millet kendisi ile yiizleserek, hatalarini ve
glinahlarini masaya yatirarak gelecege yiiriime giivenine sahip millet
ve devlettir. Iktidarimiz bu bilingle iilkede hizmete soyunmustur.
Ben milletimin ve devletimin 6z giivenine, tarih bilincine ve cografya

suuruna inanan bir kadronun Bagbakani olarak huzurunuzdayim.”

3 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/kurt-sorunu-benim-sorunum-341847
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Devleti temsil konumundan dile getirilen bu sozler, degil soruna dair
hatasint itiraf etmek, yle bir sorunun mevcut dahi olmadigini on yillar

boyunca srar ede ede gelen bir devlet i¢in ¢ok 6nemli bir adimd.

Ilk somut hamle: Demokratik Agilim (2009)

Basbakan Erdogan’in 2005’teki Diyarbakir konusmasi, hiikiimetin
klasik devlet yaklasimina karst er ya da ge¢ harekete gececegini ve somut
adimlar atacagini agik bir bicimde gostermisti. O noktadan sonra, devlet
icindeki ¢oziim karsit1 odaklarin bu adimlarin atlmasini engellemeye
yonelik provokatif hamleleri sagirtici olmazdi. Beklenen olay Diyarbakir
konugmasindan birkag ay sonra, 9 Kasim 2005’te Hakkari’nin Semdinli

ilcesinde meydana geldi.

Sahibi eski PKK’l1 olan bir kitap¢ida patlayan bombanin sorumlusunun
sugiistii yapilan resmi devlet giigleri oldugunun anlagilmasi tizerine
ertesi giin ilcede yiizlerce kisinin katildigt protesto gosterileri yasandi,
ctkan arbedede iki kisi 6ldii. Bir giin sonra Yiiksekova’da gerceklestirilen
protesto gosterisinde {i¢ kisi daha hayatini kaybetti.

Semdinli olaylarinin bir provokasyon oldugunun agiga ¢ikmasi,
hiikiimetin elinde devlet i¢cindeki ¢oziim karsit1 giiglerin pozisyonunu
zayiflatmada, onlari teshir etmede kullanilabilecek giiglii bir araca
doniigebilirdi. Fakat hiikiimet, kendisini heniiz o giiglerle miicadele
edecek kudrette gormiiyordu. O nedenle bu olay: kullanmak yerine
stiinii ortmeyi ve boylece kazandigi zamani, devlet icinde kendi
mesruiyetini olabildigi kadar genis bir ¢ercevede tescil ettirmek yoniinde

kullanmay: tercih etti.

2007’deki Cumhuriyet Mitingleri’yle Cumhurbaskanligi segimlerini
bloke etme girisimlerinden bir sonug¢ alinamamasi ve AK Parti’nin

2007 segimlerinde yiizde 50’ye yakin bir oy ¢ikarmasi iktidarin kendine
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olan giivenini artirdi. Cumhuriyet Bagsavcisrnin 2008’de AK Parti’yi
kapatma talebi de Anayasa Mahkemesi'nde reddedilince, iktidar, Kiirt

Sorunu'yla ilgili inisiyatif alma giiciinii kendinde bulabildi.

Cumbhurbaskani Abdullah Giil’iin Iran’a (Mart, 2009) ve Prag’a (Mayts,
2009) yapugt ziyaretler sirasinda gazetecilere yaptigt agiklamalar, o yilin
Kiirt sorununda bir “agilim” yili olacagina dair ilk isaret fisegi olarak
algiland1. Giil, Iran’dan dénerken “Kiirt sorununda iyi seyler olacak™
demisti, devamini Pragia giderken ve donerken ugakta gazetecilere
yapugt agiklamalarla getirdi: Gidis yolunda “2009’da ana sorunlarda
adim atmaliyiz” derken, déniiste dogrudan Kiirt Sorunu baglaminda

soyle dedi:

“Iyi gelismeler olmasi lazim ve olabilir. Herkes, isin cok daha farkinda.
Once boyle bir ¢alisma anlayisinin olmasi lazimdi. Devletin iginde
herkes birbiriyle ¢ok daha agik secik konusuyor. Herkes derken, asker,
sivil, istihbarat, hepsi i¢in s6ylityorum. Boyle bir ortamda iyi seyler olur.
O yiizden iyi seyler olacak diyorum. Bir firsat var, firsatin kagmamast
lazim.”

Giil'tin sozlerine 6n gelen ya da onu izleyen kimi gelismeler, devletin ve
Kiirt siyasetinin legal ve illegal kesimlerinin, sorunu “silahli bir isyan
ve onu zor kullanarak bastirmaya calisan devlet” tablosunun disina

tastmaya yonelik bir arzuya sahip olduklarini gdsteriyordu.

Bu ¢ercevede, mesela Tiirkiye Radyo Televizyon Kurumu'nun (TRT)
2009’un baslarinda Kiirtge yayin yapacak olan TRT SES’i agmasini;
hemen ardindan Icigleri Bakani Mehmet Ali Sahin’in cezaevlerinde

Kiirtge konugsma yasaginin kaldirilmast icin biirokratlara talimat

4 https://www.ntv.com.tr/turkiye/gul-yeni-bir-cag-acilabilir,aNuGdh]CbkyT Ldk63mODaA
5  https://www.cnnturk.com/2009/turkiye/05/09/kurt.sorunu.turkiyenin.birinci.
sorunudur/525828.0/index.html
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verdigini agiklamasini; Genelkurmay Baskani Ilker Basbug’'un Nisan
2009’da dile getirdigi “dagdan inmeleri tesvik edecek yeni diizenlemeler”
onerisini; PKK’nin lider kadrosundan Murat Karayilan'in gazeteci
Hasan Cemal’e verdigi soylesiyi; Demokratik Toplum Partisi (DTP)
Genel Baskani Ahmet Tiirk’iin Cumhurbaskani Giil’tin aciklamasini

“cok umut verici” bulmasini zikredebiliriz.

Biitiin bunlar mutfakta bir yemegin 6n hazirliklarinin yapilmakea
oldugunun habercisiydi. Yemegin ocaga konuldugunun haberini ise

Bagbakan Erdogan 23 Temmuz 2009’da verdi: “Kiirt agilimini baglattk.”

Erdogan’in bu tarihsel adimi atarken kullandigi ciimleler ve dile getirdigi
uyarilar, yalniz umudunu ve kararliligini degil, giristigi ise gosterilecek
hamaset yiiklii tepkilerin biiyiikliigiinii hesap edebilen bir bagbakanin

icinde bulundugu tedirginligi ve tereddiitii de yansitryordu:

“Buna ister 'Kiirt sorunu’ deyin, ister ’Giineydogu sorunu’ deyin, ister
‘Dogu sorunu’ deyin, isterse yine son olarak adlandirilan ’Kiirt agilimr’

diyelim, ne dersek diyelim, bunun tizerinde bir ¢alismay1 baglattik.”

“Tabii su anda ¢ok kisiler ¢ikiyor konusuyor, konusmali. Demokratik
bir iilkedir herkes konusabilir. Ben sahsen partimin milletvekillerinin bu
soylem birligini zedeleyecek agiklamalarda bulunmasina hos bakmam.
Bugiine kadar ne ¢ektiysek, bu soylem birligini bozacak ifadelerden
cektik. Ciinkii ifadede bir ctimle biitiin birlikteligimizi, biliyorsunuz ’s6z

ola kestire bast’ olur ki, biz buna gitmek istemiyoruz.”

[lk agiklamaya yansiyan tedirginligin kuvveden fiile ¢ikmast uzun
siirmeyecek, gelisme icin baslangicta uygun goriilen isim bile bundan
nasibini alacaker: “Kiire A¢ilimi” 6nce “Demokratik A¢ilim™a, o da
“Milli Birlik ve Kardeslik Projesi’ne evrilecekti.

6 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/kurt-acilimini-baslattik-12129354
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Bagbakan’in sonraki sozleri, hazirligin ¢apinin hayli genis oldugunu ve

devletin tamamini kapsadigini gosteriyordu:

“Su anda da hitkiimet olarak bundan bir hafta 6nce MGK iyesi
arkadaslarimla bu konuda bir galigma baslattik. Iisleri Bakanligimiza
bu gorevi verdik ve biitiin ilgili bakanliklarla Igisleri Bakanligimiz
goriismelerini yapiyor, yapacak. Hazirliklarini yapacak. Kurumlarla
yapacak. Bunda Genelkurmay'tydi, MIT’ti vesaire tiim bunlarla
goriismelerini yapmak suretiyle, bunun yaninda bélge milletvekilleriyle

goriigmelerini yapacak.”

Siirecin bundan sonrast Igisleri Bakani Besir Atalay’in koordinasyonunda
yurttildi.  Atalay'n  konuyla ilgili dizenledigi ¢alistaylardan
kamuoyunda en fazla tartgilani, 1 Agustos 2009’da gazetecilerin ve

aydinlarin katlimiyla Polis Akademisi’nde ger¢eklestirildi.”

Siirecin akamete ugrayacagr 19 Ekim 2009 Habur olaylarina kadar

yasanan olumlu ve olumsuz gelismeleri soyle siralayabiliriz:

5 Agustos: Bagbakan Erdogan ve DTP Baskani Ahmet Tiirk biraraya
gelerek Demokratik A¢ilim’s ele aldilar.® Erdogan’in toplantiya “AK Parti
Genel Bagkan1” sifatiyla katldig agiklandi.

11 Agustos: Cumhurbaskani Giil, Bitlis ziyareti sirasinda Giiroymak
yerine, ilgenin iptal edilen orijinal Kiirtce adi olan “Norsin”i kullandi.

Guil’tin sozleri tilkede tartisma ve heyecan yaratti.’

O giinlerde Demokratik A¢ilim konusunda AK Parti ile DTP arasindaki
en onemli ihtilaf, siirecin gercek taraflarinin kimler olduguyla siirecin

nasil yiiriitiilecegi tizerine odaklanmigti. DTP, silahin Kiirt Sorunu’nda

7 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/flas-isimlerle-kurt-acilimi-calistayi-12196814
8  https://www.bbc.com/turkce/haberler/2009/08/090805_erdogan_turk
9 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/guroymakta-norsin-heyecani-12250407

90



KURT SORUNU'NA COZUM CABALARI

bir ara¢ olarak kullanilmasinin 6niine gegmek isteyen bir hiikiimetin
gercek muhataplarla galismasi gerekeigini soyliiyor ve dogrudan Ocalan’la
goriisiilmesini tavsiye ediyordu. Ocalan da avukatlart araciligiyla 15
Agustos 2009’da bir yol haritasi agiklayacagint duyurmustu. Ne var ki

hiikiimet, bu haritanin aciklanmasina izin vermedi.

Bu donemde olumlu ve olumsuz hamleler, Basbakan’in siireci baglatirken

hissettirdigi tedirginligi yansitacak sekilde atbagi gidiyordu.

Mesela yilin ilk giinlerinde baslatilan cezaevlerinde Kiirtge konusma
yasaginin kaldirilmast yoniindeki ¢alismalar bu dénemde sona erdi ve

yasak timiiyle kaldirildi.

Bu déneme dair bugiin bile zihinlerden silinmeyen ve AK Parti
iktidarinin ¢6ziim iradesiyle uyusmamasina ragmen 1srarla siirdiirdigii

iki uygulamaya burada deginmek yerinde olur.

Bunlardan biri, 29 Mart 2009 yerel secimlerini izleyen giinlerde
baslatilan Kiirdistan Topluluklar Birligi (KCK) tutuklamalari ve
ozellikle de tutuklularin birbirlerine baglanmis olarak goriintiilenip

kamuoyuna servis edilen fotograflariyd:.

Yine iktidarin ¢dziim iradesine ragmen, giivenlik kuvvetlerine tas
attiklari gerekgesiyle cezaevlerine konan binlerce ¢ocukla ilgili beklenen

yasanin bir tiirlii gtkartilmamast da izahi gii¢ bir duruma isaret ediyordu.

Terérle Miicadele Kanunu (TMK) magduru cocuklar, salt onlarin
serbest birakilmalari igin kurulan Cocuklar I¢in Adalet Cagricilar’nin
yillar siiren ¢abalari sonucunda ilgili yasanin Tirkiye Biiytik Millet
Meclisi'nden (TBMM) gecirilmesi sayesinde ancak 2010’un ortalarinda

ozgiirliiklerine kavusabildiler.
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19 Ekim 2009, Habur: Sonun baglangici

19 Ekim 2009’da Kiirdistan Isci Partisi (PKK) mensubu 34 kisilik
bir grup Abdullah Ocalan’in gagrisina uyarak Habur sinir kapisindan
Tirkiye'ye girip giivenlik giiglerine teslim oldular. PKK’nin Kandil
ve Mahmur kamplarindaki mensuplarindan olusan grup, Sirnak’in
Silopi il¢esinde 50 bin kisiyi bulan bir kalabalik tarafindan karsilandu.
Gruptakiler gozaltina alinmadi, hatta Bagbakan Erdogan bir giin sonra,
“Diin Habur sinir kapisindayasanan manzara karsisinda umutlanmamak
miimkiin mii? Bu bir umuttur, Tirkiye’de bir seyler oluyor, iyi giizel

seyler oluyor” diye konusmustu.'

Ne var ki kargilamay1 yansitan fotograf ve videolar, Demokratik A¢ilim’t
daha fazla ilerlemeden durdurmak isteyenlerin eline biiyiik bir koz verdi.
Yiriitiilen propaganda sayesinde PKK’lilart karsilayanlar kamuoyuna
“barisa sevinen” insanlar olarak degil de devletin “yenilgisini” kutlayan
PKK destekgileri olarak yansitildi. O noktadan itibaren hiikiimet, stireci

Habur 6ncesi giinlerde ortaya koydugu kararlilikla savunamaz hale geldi.

Habur travmasinin yasandigi giinlerde Diyarbakir Belediye Baskani
olan Osman Baydemir, kriz iyi yonetilseydi olaylarin daha farkls
gelisebilecegini, ortaya ¢ikan durumda kendisinin de hatalarinin
oldugunu soylemis, yapmak isteyip de yapamadigi bir hamleden dolay1

pismanligini soyle dile getirmisti:

“Bence Kiirdiin Kiirde propagandasina gerek yok. Tiirk halkinin bu
gruba bakis acist ve algist diger tiimiine sirayet edecekti. O halde bizim
bu baris grubunu hakikaten Turk halkinin vicdanina hitap edecek
bir pozisyona getirmemiz lazimdi. Mesela bence Van'daki, Cizre’deki

toplantilara gerek yoktu. Dolayisiyla ben gelen gruba sunu 6nerdim:

10  https://www.ntv.com.tr/turkiye/erdogandan-pkklilara-ulkenize-
donun,D1V27KEgkGmNI1C6V8wv5Q
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Sizden sekiz kisilik grup, art1 sekiz tane Tiirk aydiniyla beraber sessiz
sedasiz Mevlana Celaleddin Rumi’nin mezarini ziyaret edelim. ‘Gel,
kim olursan ol gel’ diyene gidelim ve ‘Biz geldik’ diyelim. ‘Kimligimizle

geldik, baris icin geldik’ diyelim.”

“Orada bu iki ctimlelik mesaji verelim, akabinde Tirkiin de Kiirdiin
de ortak degeri olan Ahmed Hani’nin mezarina gidelim ve orada
‘Mem’in Zin'’e Zin’in Mem’e olan ask: kadar biz tilkemizin gelecegine ve
ozgurligiine 45181z, bunun icin geldik’ diyelim. Hep beraber son olarak
da Canakkale’ye gidelim. Hem Kiirdiin hem Tiirkiin mezarina karanfil
birakalim ve diyelim ki ‘Bizim ecdadimiz burada, bu iilkenin kurulusu
icin gabasarfetti. Bize haksizlik yapildigi i¢in bizbéyle bir yola girdik, ama
nihayetinde artik bu kulvart degistiriyoruz, dedelerimizin, atalarimizin
kurmus oldugu bu devleti hep beraber demokratiklestirecegiz ve hep

beraber ilelebet yasatacagiz.”

“Dedim, ama 1srarci olmadim. Belki daha fazla israrct olmaliydim, belki
arkadaglarimi buna ikna etme konusunda daha ¢ok ¢aba sarf etmeliydim
ve bunu mutlaka saglamaliydim. Ama asil belki de hiikiimetin bunu
yapabilmemiz icin o kapiyt bize agik tutmast gerekiyordu. Bunu

yapmamuiza izin vermediler.”"!

Siire¢ Habur’la birlikte sendelemis fakat ¢okmemisti. Hatta Basbakan
Erdogan bundan bir ay kadar sonra, 15 Kasim 2009’da “Milli birlik ve
kardeslik projemiz bir hedeftir. Demokratik Acilim siireciyle bu hedefe
ulasacagiz” diyecekti.’” (A¢ilim siirecinin ite kaka da olsa 12 Haziran

2011 secimlerinin sonrasina kadar siirdiigiinii sdylemek yanlis olmaz).

11 htep://www.milliyet.com.tr/yazarlar/devrim-sevimay/pkk-yi-hep-beraber-
silahsizlandiralim-1184448
12 hetp://www.milliyet.com.tr/siyaset/basbakan-erdogan-milli-birlik-projesi-bir-hedeftir-1162249
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Habur’dan sonra gerek devletten gerekse de bazi toplumsal kesimlerden

gelen tepki ve direnigler hitkiimeti Grkiiemiistii.

Cumbhuriyet Halk Partisi (CHP) ve Milliyet¢i Hareket Partisi (MHP)
mubhalefeti, 6zellikle Habur’daki tablonun Tiirklerin Kiirt kardesleriyle
aralarinda  kurdugu bagi zayiflatan bir etki yapugini, bunun

sorumlusunun da hiikiimet oldugunu savunuyorlard:.

Busavunma, siirecin sag ve salim olarak sonuna kadar gitmesi durumunda
kacinilmaz olarak varilacak olana, yani Kiirtlerin ve Kiirtlerin esit
vatandagligina razi olunmayacaginin ilaniydi. Yani bir anlamda, “Beni,
esitim gdrmedigim fakat sevip sefkat duydugum Kiirc kardesimle
esit kilarsaniz, ona olan sevgim ve sefkatim azalir” denmis oluyordu.
Bu yéniiyle Demokratik Ac¢ilim, bundan sonraki muhtemel ¢oziim
girisimlerinin asil hangi noktada tikanacagini da gosteriyordu. Ciinkii
Kiirtlerin talebi sanildig1 gibi kardeslik ve sevgi degil esitlik ve saygiydi

ve bu noktaya varilamadigy siirece ¢oziim kaf daginin arkasindayd:.

Habur travmasinin ortaya ¢ikardigt psikolojik zemin, ¢6ziim karsit
hamlelerin de yolunu agti. Anayasa Mahkemesi yilin son giinlerinde,
11 Aralik 2009°da DTP’nin kapatilmasina karar verdi. (DTP’nin
milletvekilleri, partilerinin kapatilmasindan sonra, 3 Mayis 2008’den

beri faaliyette olan Barig ve Demokrasi Partisi ne-BDP katildilar.)

Fakat gerek AK Parti gerekse de legal-illegal Kiirt siyaseti heniiz siirecten
umutlarini kesmemislerdi. Abdullah Ocalan 10 Ocak 2010°da avukatlar
araciligiyla gonderdigi mesajda, “Demokratik acilim agisindan 6nemli
bir ¢6ziim firsatinin heba edildigini; ancak heniiz ge¢ olmadigint”
belirten Cumhurbaskani Abdullah Giil’e hitap etti. Ocalan’in mesajl,
o giinlerdeki azalmakta olan iyimserlikle cogalmakta olan kétiimserigi

birlikte yansitiyordu:
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“Eger bu siiregte ¢oziim gelistirilmezse, bariscil ¢oziim disindaki yollar
gliglenir. Ben burada KCK'yi de uyartyorum, devleti de uyariyorum;
demokratik ¢oziim ve barigcil siire¢ gelistirilmezse kat-milliyetci
Ergenekoncu ¢izgi Kiirt-Tlirk ¢atigmasini yaratir, bunlar acimasizdir,

halklari birbirine bogazlatirlar.”"?

Hiikiimet, BDP’nin taleplerini geri ¢evirerek Ocalan’la dogrudan temas
kurmayi reddetse de 2010’un ilk giinlerinden itibaren reform niteliginde

adimlar atmaya devam etti.

Besir Atalay, 16 Ocak 2010’da basinda daha ziyade “Coziim Paketi”
olarak anilan “Insan Haklari Paketi’nin basliklarini acikladi. Buna gore;
cezaevlerinde Kiirtge gibi farkli dil ve lehgelerde goriisme yapilmasinin
oniindeki biitiin engeller kaldirild; 6zel televizyon kanallarinin
istedikleri dilde 24 saat yayin yapmasina izin verildi; Yiiksek Ogretim
Kurumu (YOK), farkli dil ve lehgelerde enstitii ya da arastirma merkezi
kurulabilecegi yoniinde karar aldy; Yasayan Diller Enstitiisti kuruldu;
yol kontrollerinin azalulmast ve yayla yasaklarinin asgari seviyeye

indirilmesi yoniinde valiliklere genelge génderildi."

Hiikiimet'in, muhalefetten gelen biitiin uyarilara ve suglamalara ragmen
attigt adimi heniiz geri gekmedigini gosteren bir baska gelisme, 8 Subat
2010’da geldi. AK Parti Genel Bagskan Yardimecisi Hiiseyin Celik, “Ya biz
bu meseleyi ¢ozeriz ya da bu mesele bizi ¢ozer” diyerek, partisinin Kiirt

Sorunu’nun hayati 6neminin farkinda oldugunu bir kez daha gésterdi.

Bagbakan Erdogan da 21 Subat 2010’da sanatcilarla birlikte bir araya

geldi ve onlardan “A¢ilima omuz vermelerini” istedi.”

13 https://www.haberler.com/konusmazsam-kan-govdeyi-goturur-haberi/
14 https://www.cnnturk.com/fotogaleri/turkiye/baslangictan-bugune-gun-gun-cozum-sureci
15 https://www.takvim.com.tr/guncel/2010/02/20/basbakan_erdogan_sanatcilardan_ne_istedi
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Fakat ¢oziim sevincinin harareti azalmisti, belli ki siire¢ bir siire sonra

tamamen soniimlenecekti.

Demokratik A¢ilim siirecinin kazanimlar:

Demokratik Agilim siireci Kiirt Sorunu’'nun ¢oziimii yolunda énemli
kazanimlar sagladi. Her seyden 6nce mesele tabu olmaktan ¢iktr ve

biitiin boyutlariyla tartisilmaya baglad:.

Kiirt kimligi kesin olarak tanindi, devletin inkér dili degisti. Sorunun
akeiiel tezahiirlerinin ortaya serilip tartigilmasi, devlet politikalarindan
kaynaklanan ge¢mis travmalarin da ortaya serilip tartigilabilir olmasini
miimkiin kildi. Ge¢miste katliam boyutunda siddet uygulamalarinin
yasandiginin genis kamuoyunun bilgisi haline gelmesi, Kiirtler soz
konusu oldugunda kamuoyunun goziinde beliren perdeyi aralads,

psikolojik esigin agilmasini saglad.
Siireg i¢inde siire¢: Oslo

Habur'u izleyen aylarda catigmalar yeniden bagladi. Aslinda gériintirdeki
tablo siirecin idamesinin ¢ok zor oldugunu gosteriyordu, fakat hitkiimetin
bu tabloya ragmen umudunu yitirmemesi ve 2010’da ve 2017’in ilk
yarisinda olumsuzlarin yant sira dozu diismiis olsa da olumlu mesajlar
da vermesinin nedeni bir buguk yil kadar sonra, 13 Eyliil 2011’de basina
sizdirilan bir ses kaydiyla anlagildi.'® Ses kaydina gore, Milli Istihbarat
Teskilat1 (MIT) ile KCK yoneticileri Kiirt Sorunu'nda bir ¢oziime

ulasmak amaciyla uzun bir siire boyunca gériismiislerdi:

“Yayinlanan ses kaydinda Hakan Fidan'in, hem Ocalan’la hem
PKK’lilarla Bagbakan Recep Tayyip Erdoganin talimatyla ve ‘6zel
temsilcisi’ sifatryla  gortistiigii ifade ediliyordu. Ses kaydi(ndan,

16  http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/pkk-ile-mit-in-oslo-gorusmesi-sizdi-iddiasi-18726260
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goriismelerin) MIT Miistesart Hakan Fidan, MIT Miistesar Yardimcist
Afet Giines, KCK tiyesi Mustafa Karasu, PKK iiyesi Sabri Ok, Kongra-
Gel Baskan Yardimcist Ziibeyir Aydar ve koordinator tilke temsilcileri

»17

arasinda gectigi”" anlasiliyordu.

Ses kaydi, goriismelerin tam olarak ne zaman baglayip ne zaman bittigi
konusunda net bir fikir vermiyordu. Sonrasinda yiiriitiilen tahminlere
gore, Oslo goriismeleri Demokratik A¢ilim’in Habur’la birlikte gerileme
siirecine girmesinden sonra, yani 2009 sonlarinda basglamis, Temmuz
2011°de 13 asker ve 7 PKK’linin 6liimiiyle sonuglanan Silvan ¢atismastyla
da bitmisti.

Ses kaydi yayimlandiginda hiikiimetten herhangi bir itiraz gelmedi.
Bagbakan Erdogan, bir siire sonra sizintiyr giindeme getirip bundan
PKK’y1 sorumlu tuttugunda da herhangi bir diizeltme yapmadi ve

boylece Oslo goriismelerini zimnen teyit etmis oldu.

Goriismeler, PKK’nin 13 Agustos 2010’da ilan edip 30 Eylil’de bir ay
stireyle uzattig tek tarafli ateskesi 2011°deki (12 Haziran) genel segimlere

kadar bir kez daha uzatmasini da 6nemli dl¢tide agikliyordu.

Boylece AK Parti, kendisi i¢in ¢ok onemli olan 12 Eylal 2010
referandumunave 12 Haziran 2011 genel segimlerine ateskes kosullarinda

girebildi.

Ses kaydindan bir yil sonra, 18 Eylil 2012’de bu kez CHP Genel
Baskan Yardimecist Haluk Kog AK Parti ile PKK arasinda imzalandigini
one siirdiigii “Oslo Mutabakat Metni” baglikli bir belge acikladi. AK
Parti’nin varligina itiraz etmedigi belgeye gore, taraflarin, “Demokrasi,
insan haklari ve evrensel hukuk ilkeleri temelinde Kiirt Sorunu’nun

¢oziimiinde diyalog ve miizakere yolunun esas alinmasi konusunda

17 https://www.cnnturk.com/fotogaleri/turkiye/baslangictan-bugune-gun-gun-cozum-sureci
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goriis birligine ulag(tiklarr) ve bir an evvel miizakerelere basglamanin

gerekliligine inan(diklar1)” kayit altina alinmigtr.'®

Dokuz maddelik mutabakat metninin bazi maddeleri de soyleydi:

Taraflar, bugiine kadar Oslo ve Imrali siireglerinde vurgulanan
Kiirt Sorunu’nun kalict ¢oziimiine yonelik temaslarin siirdiiriilmesi
ve yduritilecek c¢aligmalarin  Anayasal ve yasal cercevede
sonuglandirilmasinin  esas alinmasinin  gerekliligi konusunda

varilan mutabakatlari teyit ederler.

Taraflar, aynu siire iginde yukarida adi gegen taslaklarda zikredilen
Anayasa Konseyi, Baris Konseyi, Hakikat ve Adalet Komisyonu
icin isim diizeyinde c¢alisma yaparlar ve netlestirdikleri isim
onerilerini sunarlar.

Kiirt Sorunu’nun nihai ¢éziimiiniin ancak catismasizlik zemininde
gerceklesebileceginden hareketle tiim askeri, siyasi ve diplomatik
operasyonlarin ve eylemlerin durdurulmasi ve uygun tedbirlerin
karsilikl: gelistirilmesi esastir. Bu ¢ergevede taraflar, 15 Haziran
2017’e kadar her tiirlii operasyon ve askeri eylemlerini durdururlar.
Taraflar, miizakereleri derinlestirmek ve giindemdeki konulari
tartismak tizere hazirliklarint yaparak 2011 Haziran ayinin ikinci

yarisinda bir araya gelmeyi kararlagtirmiglardir.

Oslo zabitlarinin sizmasiyla birlikte anlagildi ki, 2010 referandumundan

once Bagbakan Erdogan’in Kiirt Sorununun ¢oziimii ile ilgili olarak

gerekirse orgiitle de goriisiilebilecegine dair aciklamalari aslinda bir

hazirhigin degil, bir olgunun ifadesiymis; yani zaten taraflar arasinda

goriismeler yapilmaktaymis.

18 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/chpli-koc-oslo-mutabakat-metnini-acikladi-21496907
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Bir Tirkiye Cumhuriyeti basbakaninin kamuoyu éniinde béyle bir
ihtimalden s6z etmesi, Erdogan’in bunu dile getirmesinden 6nce hayal
bile edilemezdi. Béyle bir agiklama yapan bir bagbakanin, katilacag:
ilk secimde agir bir yenilgiye ugrayacagi diisiiniiliirdii. Ustelik genel
se¢cimden 6nce bir de iktidarin kendi agisindan hayati buldugu bir

Anayasa referandumu vard.

Erdogan’in referandumdan once hem de birka¢ kez bu ihtimali dile
getirdigi halde “evet” oylarinin yiizde 58’i bulmasi muhakkak ki o
sirada stirmekte olan Oslo goriismeleri icin hiikiimete ilave bir cesaret
saglamigtir. Fakat bu sonug asil, “Kiirt Sorunu’ndaki Tirk sorunu”
diye ifade edilen ve ¢6ziim icin calisan siyasetgileri korkutmaya matuf
argimanin o kadar da kuvvetli olmadigini gostermesi agisindan

onemliydi.

Kiirt meselesindeki Tiirk meselesi, sorunu ele alan siyasetcilerin Tiirklerin
“kirmiz1” hassasiyetlerini gozetmemeleri durumunda ortaya ¢ikacak
olumsuz sonuglari anlatmak iizere kullanilan bir tanimdi. Stiphesiz en

“kirmiz1” hassasiyet de “terér orgiitiiyle dogrudan goriismekti.

[ste Bagbakan bunu telaaffuz ederek referanduma gitmis, buna ragmen

referandumdan biiyiik bir zaferle ¢tkmustr.

Aslinda Erdogan boylece gerektiginde béyle bir adim auldiginda
toplumun buna onay verip vermeyecegini de 6lgmek istemis, bunu da

referanduma ortiik bir madde olarak sunmustu.

Kamuoyuna agik Demokratik Agilim’la ayni anda gizli Oslo
goriismelerinin de ¢okmesinden iki yil sonra ¢oziim igin Srgiitiin
lideri Abdullah Ocalan’la kamuoyunun bilgisi dahilinde goriismelere
baslanmasi, biraz da referandumdan ¢ikan bu sonucun verdigi 6zgiivenle

miimkiin olacakti.
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111, ¢6ZUM SURECI'NDE IKTIDAR VE
KURT SIYASETI

PKK’nin 12 Haziran 2011 se¢imlerine kadar uzattigt ateskes fiili olarak
14 Temmuz 2011’deki Silvan saldirisiyla bitti. Bu, ayni zamanda Oslo
stirecinin de sonuydu. Ayni giin Demokratik Toplum Kongresi (DTK)

ozerklik ilan etti.

Silvan’t ve 6zerklik ilanint izleyen iki hafta i¢inde Abdullah Ocalan
Imralrda avukatlariyla son kez goriistiiriildii ve Ocalan i¢in Coziim
Siireci’ne kadar devam edecek bir tecrit ddnemi basladi. Bu ayni zamanda
Tirkiye'nin giineydogusunda yeniden kanli bir ¢atigma siirecinin

baglamast anlamina geliyordu.

Tirk Silahli Kuvvetlerine (TSK) bagli savas ugaklar1 2011'in son
glinlerinde, gecimlerini kagakgilikla saglayan Roboski kéyliilerini
bombardimana tuttu, 34 koylii hayatni kaybetti. Hitkiimet ve ordu,
bombalamanin yanlighikla yapildigini agiklads, ancak éliimlerden dolay:
oziir dilenmemesi Kiirtler arasinda biiyiik bir hayal kirikligina ve 6fkeye
yol acti. Roboski olayr zamanla, muhtemel yeni bir baris siirecinin

oniindeki en biiyiik duygusal engellerden biri haline geldi.

Ote yandan siyaset de kendisinden herhangi bir ¢oziim girisiminin
sadir olabilecegine dair umut vermiyordu: Idamin geri getirilmesi ve
dokunulmazliklarin kaldirilmasi, o giinlerin goézde siyasi konular

arasindaydu.

7 Subat 2012’de yasanan bir gelisme, siyasetin Kiirt Sorunu’nu ¢6zme
cabalarinin ne tiir maliyetlerinin olabilecegini gosterdi ve bu yoniiyle
yeni ¢oziim ¢abalart i¢in umut kirici oldu. Bu gelisme, MIT Miistesari

Hakan Fidan ile eski Miistesar Emre Taner ve eski Miistesar Yardimcist
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Afet Giines'in Oslo Gortismeleri’ndeki rolleri nedeniyle Cumhuriyet
Bagsavcilign tarafindan stipheli sifatiyla ifadeye ¢agrilmalariydi. Fidan
ifadeye gitmedi, onun yerine Cumhurbaskani Abdullah Giil ile goriigmek
tizere Cankaya’ya ikt

2012 yili kanli catigmalarla gecti. Sonbaharda (12 Eylal 2012)
cezaevlerindeki PKK’li mahkiéim ve tutuklular Ocalan’a uygulanan
tecridin kaldirilmasi i¢in 6liim orucuna basladilar. Bu eylem, ¢oziime

dair karamsar yaklagimlarin biraz daha giiclenmesi sonucunu dogurdu.

Aralik 2012’de Ocalan cezaevlerinde siirdiiriilen 6liim oruglarinin sona

erdirilmesi talimatini verdi ve 6liim oruglari kisa siire icinde bitirildi.

Bu durumun yarattigi olumlu psikoloji, yeni bir siire¢ i¢in umut verse
de, Basbakan Erdogan’in 28 Aralik 2012°de TRT nin canli yayininda
yaptigt agiklama herkes i¢in stirpriz oldu. Ciinkii Erdogan aciklamasinda
devletin Ocalan’la dogrudan goriismeler yapmaya basladigint ilan

ediyordu:

“Bir istihbarat gorevi geregi bir adim atacak ve sorusturma agilacak.
Bu ¢ok ciddi bir yargi vesayetiydi. (Basbakan, Oslo goriismelerine
katilan MIT gorevlilerinin 2 Subat 2012’de savciliga ifade vermeye
cagrilmasini haurlatiyor. -A. G.) Vesayetciligi ortadan kaldirmadan bir
yere varamazsiniz. Ben risk aliyorum, miistesarim risk aliyor. Bagina
her sey gelebilir. Gortistiikleri kigiler malum. Ben siyasetci olarak bu
goriismeyi yapamam, ama onlarin eli ayagi durumu olan devletteki
ajanlari, temsilcileri vardir ve bunlari yapar. Ada ile de goriisiir, adanin
kanaatlerini, diisiincelerini arar, sorgular. (...) Adayla goriismeler halen
var. Ciinkii netice almamiz lazim. Bunun 1s1gin1 gorityorsak adimi

atmaya devam ederiz.”"”

19  hteps://www.haberturk.com/gundem/haber/807198-imraliyla-gorusuyoruz
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Ocalan’la kamuoyunun bilgisi dahilindeki ilk gériisme, Basbakan'in
agtklamasini izleyen ilk hafta icinde, 3 Ocak 2013’te gergeklestirildi:
Demokratik Toplum Kongresi (DTK) Es Bagkant Ahmet Tiirk ve BDP
milletvekili Ayla Akattan olusan ilk Coziim Siireci heyeti Ocalan’la

goriismek iizere Imrali adasina gicti.

9 Ocak 2013’te, Kiirt Sorununu ¢ézmek amaciyla atlan 6nceki
adimlarin bagina gelen sey heniiz iki haftasini bile doldurmayan bu son
inisiyatifin de bagina geldi: PKK’nin kurucu tiyelerinden Sakine Cansiz,
iki kadin arkadas: ile birlikte Paris’te oldiirtildii.

24 Ocak 2013’te Meclise sevk edilen bir kanun tasarisinin kabul
edilmesiyle, saniklara mahkemelerde anadilleriyle savunma hakki:

tanindi.

Erdogan, 15 Subat 2013te, MiT’le Ocalan’in Imral’da yuriteigi
goriismelerin o giine kadar oldugu gibi Imrali Siireci olarak degil,
Cozim Siireci olarak adlandirilmasinin daha dogru olacagini soyledi.

Siireg, o giinden sonra bu adla anilmaya baglad:.

Coziim Siireci, Bagbakan’in siireci ilan etmesinden (28 Aralik 2012) iki
ay sonra Ocalanin BDP heyetiyle Imral’da gerceklestirdigi 23 Subat
tarihli toplant tutanaklarinin 28 Subat 2013’te Milliyet gazetesinde

yayimlanmasiyla, Paris suikastindan sonraki ikinci yol kazasini atlatt1.

Tutanaklardaki bazi ifadeler kamuoyunun siirece karst olan kesiminin
istismar edebilecegi bir icerige sahipti. Bu kesimler tarafindan en fazla

islenen boliimlerden birinde Ocalan, heyete karsi séyle konusuyordu:

“Ne ev hapsi ne de af, bunlara gerek kalmayacak. Herkes, hepimiz
ozgiir olacagiz. Sunu bilin ki bu hamlem komployu bosa ¢ikaracakur.

Ben komployu astyorum. Basarili olursam, Ne KCK tutuklusu kalir ne
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bagkast. Bu olmazsa 50 bin kisiyle halk savasit olacak. Olen 6lecek, ben
karigmiyorum. Yalniz, herkes bilmeli ki, ‘Ne eskisi gibi yasayacagiz, ne
de eskisi gibi savasacagiz.”*

Hiikiimet kaynaklarinin, “Gazetede yer alan metin bizim elimizdeki
verilerle bire bir ortiigmiiyor” seklindeki agiklamalarina ragmen,

yayimlanan tutanaklar beklendigi gibi siire¢ tizerinde olumsuz bir etki

yaptr

Yine de travma ¢abuk atlauldi. Kiirt siyasetgilerden olusan heyetler,

tutanaklarin sizmasindan sonra da Ocalan’la goriismeye devam ettiler.

Ocalan’in PKK’ya ¢agrisi ve PKK’nin sinir digina ¢ikmasi
iizerine tartigmalar

Kamuoyunda siirece olan destek o kadar yiiksekti ki, hitkiimet, Abdullah
Ocalan’in Newroz igin hazirladigt konusmanin televizyonlardan naklen
yayimlanmasinda bile sakinca gérmedi. (AK Parti’nin bu konusmay:
izleyen haftalarda Céziim Siireci’ne kamuoyu destegini 6l¢mek amaciyla
yaptirdigt arastirmada destek orani yiizde 63 ¢ikti. 30 ilde 6 bin denekle
yapilan aragtirmaya gore, AK Partili se¢menlerin yiizde 85’i, BDP’lilerin
yizde 95’i, CHP’lilerin yiizde 51'i, MHPlilerin ise ylizde 35’ ¢6ziim

stirecini destekliyordu.”)

Ocalan, Diyarbakir meydaninda Tiirkge ve Kiirtge olarak okunanve TRT
dahil ¢ok sayida televizyon kanalinda canli olarak yayimlanan Newroz
mektubunda, 21 Mart 2013’ii “Silahli direnis siirecinden, demokratik
siyaset siirecine kapi(nin acildign)” bir giin olarak tanimliyor, “artik

silahlar sussun, fikirler konugsun noktasina geldik” diyordu. Ocalan, bu

20 https://t24.com.tr/haber/iste-imralidaki-gorusmenin-tutanaklari,224711
21 hetp://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/surece-destek-yuzde-63-23185307
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yaklagimin bir parcasi olarak da PKK’ya Tiirkiye topraklarini terk etme

cagrisinda bulunuyordu.*

Ocalan’in mektubunda yer alan “Tiirkler ve Kiirtler Islam bayrag1 altinda
bin yil birlikte yasads” ctimlesinin laik ¢evrelerde yarattigi rahatsizliga
Selahattin Demirtagin verdigi cevap, ayni gevreler tarafindan Kiirtlerin

AK Parti’ye yaklagma manevrasi olarak degerlendirildi.

Demirtag'in 26 Mart 2013’teki grup toplantisinda sarf ettigi, sonrasinda

cok tartisilan ctimleleri soyleydi:

“(Ocalan’in verdigi) Bazi mesajlar israrla garpitilmaya calisildi. Mektupta
yer alan 1000 yillik Islam bayragy ifadesi gibi. O 1000 yillik hukukta,
katliam, zorlama, asimilasyon inkar yoktur. O hukukun 6zii budur.
Simdi 1000 y1l dnce o topraklarda Kiirtler ve Tiirkler kargilastiklarinda,
o topraklar: birlikte yurt edindiklerinde, o halklari bir arada tutan sey
[slamiyet’ti. Buna atifta bulunmak niye rahatsiz ediyor bazilarin? Bu
gercegi anlamadan, bu ortak koklerimizi anlamadan, hi¢ kimse kendine
‘Mislimanim’ da diyemez. O mesajda, ortak yasam hukukunun gergek
kurallarina auf vardir. Simdi bazi ¢evreler, bu gergegi ilk kez duymus
gibi feveran ediyor. Soruyorum, bunlar Tirklerle Kiirtlerin ilk kez

Cihangir’de mi karsilagtigini diisiiniiyorlar?”*

Gerek Ocalan’in gerekse de Demirtagin sozleri, iki ay kadar sonra
baslayacak Gezi olaylarina Kiirtlerin baglangicta kitlesel ~olarak

katilmamalarinin 6n isareti olarak degerlendirilecekti.

Ote yandan bu vurgular, bir yiizy1l boyunca benzer bir kaderi paylasarak
baski altinda tutulan iki sosyolojinin (Kiirtler ve muhafazakar dindarlar)

ortak bir iradeyle kaderlerini degistirme ¢abast i¢ine gireceklerine dair

22 https://tr.euronews.com/2013/03/22/abdullah-ocalan-in-mektubunun-tam-metni
23 https://www.dunyabulteni.net/politika/demirtas-turklerle-kurtler-ilk-kez-cihangirde-mi-
karsilasti-h253278.html
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bir diistinceyi de kigkirtmisti. Hatta, Demirtag'in grup toplantisindaki
konusmasindan iki hafta sonra, 9 Nisan'da TBMM’de “Coéziim
Komisyonu’nun CHP ve MHP'nin itirazina ragmen AK Parti ve BDP

oylartyla kurulmast bu yaklagimin sembolik bir 6rnegi gibi de algiland:.

PKK, 23 Mart 2013’te Ocalan’in cagristyla ateskes ilan etti. Fakat

Ocalan’in gagrisy, silahlarin Tiirkiye’de birakilmasini igermiyordu.

Bagbakan Erdogan 29 Martta, sinir1 gegen PKK’lilarla giivenlik giicleri
arasinda herhangi bir catismaya meydan vermemek icin gegislerin
silahsiz olmasi gerektigini soyledi ve “Silahsiz ¢ekilme olmazsa giivenlik

gliglerinin miidahale etmemesi yasal olarak miimkiin degil” dedi.

Bu nokta, gerek BDP gerekse de PKK ile hiikiimet arasinda derin bir
goriis ayrilig1 olusturuyordu. Newroz dncesindeki son Imrali heyetinde
yer alan BDP Genel Bagkani Selahattin Demirtas, Erdogan’in sozlerini
yorumlarken hiikiimetin birkag giin iginde goriis degistirdigini sdyledi ve
geri ¢cekilmenin yasal diizenleme olmaksizin yapilmasinin ciddi sorunlar
doguracagini sdyledi. Demirtaga gore, geri ¢ekilmeyi de icerecek genis

bir yol haritast hazirlanmali ve parlamentodan gegirilmeliydi.**

3 Nisan 2013’te Coziim Stireci'nin énemli adimlarindan biri daha atild.
Hiikiimet, Kiirt Sorunu’nu ve Coziim Siireci’ni halka anlatmak ve riza
saglamak amaciyla 63 kisilik bir Akil Insanlar heyeti olusturuldugunu
agtkladi ve listeyi kamuoyuyla paylasti. Yedi bolge icin her biri dokuzar
kisilik yedi heyet olusturuldu ve heyetler 4 Nisan’dan itibaren Tiirkiye’yi
dolagsmaya baglad:.

9 Nisan 2013’te AK Parti ve BDP’nin destegiyle TBMM’de “Coziim

Siireci Komisyonu” kuruldu.

24 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/caktirmadan-kisisel-guvenle-yurutme-saglikli-
degil-22939481
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Geri ¢ekilme bagliyor ve duruyor: Gezi olaylar:

Hiikiimet, 18 Nisan’da PKK’nin silahli militanlarini = Tirkiye
topraklarinin digina ¢ikarma siirecinde ortaya ¢ikabilecek ve siireci
tehlikeye sokacak muhtemel ¢atigmalari 6nlemek icin yeni bir formiilii
devreye soktu: Il Idaresi Kanunu'nda yapilan diizenleme ve Igisleri
Bakanligryla Genelkurmay Baskanligi arasinda imzalanan protokolle

askerlerin operasyona ¢ikiglari valilik iznine bagland.

25 Nisan 2013’te PKK yoéneticisi Murat Karayilanin Kandil’de
diizenledigi basin toplantisina yiizlerce gazeteci katildi ve basin toplantist
televizyonlardan naklen yayimlandi. Ciinkii Karayilanin bu basin
toplantisinda PKK’nin geri ¢ekilme tarihini agiklamasi bekleniyordu.
Nitekim beklenen oldu ve Karayilan PKK’nin 8 Mayistan itibaren
cekilmeye baslayacagini duyurdu.

29 Mayis 2013’te Istanbul’da baslayip hizla biitiin iilkeye yayilan Gezi
olaylar1 Kiirt siyasi hareketini zor durumda birakti. Ciinkii olaylar,
Kiirt siyasetinin ¢6ziim partneri olan AK Parti hiikiimetini hedef
altyordu ve o nedenle Kiirtler kendilerini, Gezi olaylarina katilmalarinin
Coziim Siireci’'ni olumsuz ydnde etkileme ihtimalini gozetmek zorunda
hissediyorlardi. Gezinin ilk giinlerinde sik¢a dile getirilen “Kiirtler

nerede” ¢agrisinin nedeni buydu.

26 Haziran 2013’te Bagbakan Erdogan iki aya yakin bir siiredir
caligmalarini  yiiriiten Akil Insanlar heyetiyle Dolmabahge’deki
ofisinde bir araya geldi. Fakat hiikiimetin Gezi olaylarindaki tutumunu
onaylamayan bazi heyet iyeleri toplantiya katilmadi. Gezi olaylarinin
yarattigl yeni siyasi psikoloji PKK’nin ¢ekilme kararina da yansidi, PKK

baslangictaki hizli ¢ekilmeyi zaman i¢inde yavaslatti.
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Dolmabahge’deki Akil Insanlar toplantisinin yapildigt giinlerde PKK,
cekilmeyi tamamladigini one siiriiyordu. Kamuoyunda da boyle bir algt
vardi. Fakat toplantida bagbakan bu bilgiye dayanarak kendisine sorulan
“PKK cekildi, simdi ne olacak” sorusuna “Sadece yiizde 15’i ¢ekildi”
cevabini verdi ve béylece taraflar arasinda ciddi bir giiven sorununun

oldugu da agiga ciken.

Temmuz 2013’{in basindan itibaren siireci zehirleme istidadi gosteren

yeni bir sorun bas gosterdi.

Murat Karayilan, PKK’nin ¢ekilmeye basladigi 8 Mayis'tan {i¢ giin sonra
yapugi aciklamada kalekol adi verilen yiiksek giivenlikli karakollarin
yapiminin  devam etmesiyle Coéziim Siirecinin  bagdasmadigini
ve bundan rahatsiz olduklarint agiklamisti. 2 Temmuz'da kalekol
ingaatlarinin  durdurulmasi amaciyla baglatlan gosterilerin birinde
gostericilerden Medeni Yildirim hayatini kaybetti. Coziim Siireci’nin
baslamasindan sonra ortaya ¢ikan bu ilk 8lim olayi siirecin gelecegine

dair ciddi bir endiseye yol agt1.

Temmuz'dan itibaren iki taraf da karg: tarafin verdigi sozlere uymadigini
one siirmeye bagladi. 5 Temmuz 2013’te Bese Hozat ile birlikte KCK
esbagskanligina getirilen Cemil Bayik 31 Temmuz'da BBC Tiirkge'ye
yapug1 agiklamada hiikiimetin 1 Eyliil'e kadar miizakereler icin adim
atmamast durumunda ¢ekilmeyi durduracaklarini, ¢ekilenlerin de geri
gonderilecegini soyledi. 9 Eyliil’de de KCK ¢ekilmenin durduruldugunu
acikladr.

Fakat bu, siirecin ¢okttigli anlamina gelmiyordu. Siirecin kesin
olarak ¢oktiigii 22 Temmuz 2015 kadar (o tarihte iki polis Urfa’nin
Ceylanpinar ilcesinde yataklarinda sabaha kargi 6ldiirtildii) yasanan en

onemli gelismeleri kronolojik olarak soyle siralayabiliriz:
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Coziim Siireci’nin sonbahari

25 FEylil 2013: KCK-PKK, yaz aylarinda Imralrdaki diyalog
stirecinin miizakere asamasina ge¢mesi gerektigi yoniinde cagrilarda
bulunmaktaydi. KCK Yiirtitme Konseyi Esbaskani Cemil Bayik 25
Eyliil’de, hitkiimetin bu taleplerini dikkate almamast durumunda siireci

bitireceklerini agiklad:.

30 Eylil 2013: Basbakan Erdogan basinda bir siiredir dile getirilen
Demokratiklesme Paketi’ni agikladi.” Erdogan’in “ne ilk ne de son”
diye sundugu pakette farkl: dil ve lehgelerde siyasi propaganda yasag:
kaldiriliyor, 6zel okullarda farkl: dil ve lehgelerde egitimin onii agiliyor,
koy isimlerinin degistirilmesi miimkiin hale geliyor, ilkokullarda
“andimiz” kaldiriliyor, Kiirtge icin 6nemli olan x, w, q harflerinin

kullanilabilmesinin 6niindeki yasaklar kaldiriliyordu.

29 Ekim 2013: Cemil Bayik ilk kez gértismelere ti¢iincti bir tarafin
eklenmesi gerektigini soyledi. Iki hafta sonra (15 Kasim 2013) bu
defa BDP milletvekili Giiltan Kisanak tekraren, Coziim Siireci’ndeki
ttkanmanin ancak disaridan bir hakemin goriismelere katilmasiyla

giderilebilecegini dile getirdi.

2 Aralik 2013: TBMM komisyonu siiregle ilgili 450 sayfalik bir rapor
agiklad1.?

3 Aralik 2013: Cemil Bayik, bahara kadar miizakerelerin baglamamasi

durumunda “Tiirkiye’de yeniden savas olacagini” soyledi.

25 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/basbakan-erdogan-demokratiklesme-paketini-
acikladi-24817460
26 https://www.haberturk.com/gundem/haber/899853-olecek-ilk-cocuk-sizinki-olabilir
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11 Ocak 2014: Ocalan, kendisiyle goriisen Imrali heyetine, 17-25
Aralik’taki yargi operasyonlarini “darbe girisimi” olarak gordiigiinii ve

kargi cikilmast gerektigini séyledi.””

21 Ocak 2014: Suriye’deki Demokratik Birlik Partisi (PYD) Rojava’da

demokratik 6zerklik ilan etti.

21 Mart 2014: Ocalanin “Biz direnirken korkmadik, barisirken de
korkmayacagiz” dedigi Newroz kutlamasi mektubu Diyarbakir’da

okundu.

28 Nisan 2014’te BDP milletvekilleri, 27 Ekim 2013te kurulan
Halklarin Demokratik Partisi’ne (HDP) gegtiler.?®

9 Haziran 2014: AK Parti'nin 6 Haziran’da Coziim Siireci’ne yeni
bir ivme vermek amaciyla Diyarbakir'da diizenledigi c¢alistaydan
i giin sonra Diyarbakirin Lice ilcesinde “bayrak krizi” yasandu.
Ilcede diizenlenen gosteride, gostericilerden biri 2. Hava Kuvvet
Komutanligrnin duvarindan atlayarak bahgedeki Tiirk bayragini
indirdi. Ocalan olay1 “provokasyon” olarak niteledi ve PKK’dan eylemi

sorusturmasini istedi.”’
11 Temmuz 2014: KCK ana davasinda son iki tutuklu da tahliye edildi.

4 Agustos 2014: Abdullah Ocalan, Coziim Siireci’nde miizakerelerin

baslatilmamasina tepki gosterdi, “sabur tast ¢atladi” dedi.?

27 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/baluken-ocalan-17-aralika-surece-darbe-diyor-25552548

28 Kiirt partilerinin bastan bu yana kronolojik hikéyesi i¢in: https://www.bbc.com/turkce/haberler-
turkiye-43019313

29 http://www.aljazeera.com.tr/haber/ocalandan-bayrak-yorumu-provokasyon

30 hetp://www.diken.com.tr/diyalog-surecinden-muzakere-surecine-gecilmedi-diyen-ocalana-gore-
sabir-tasi-catladi/
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10 Agustos 2014: Cumhurbagskani secilen Erdogan, basbakanliginda
oldugu gibi cumhurbaskanliginda da Céziim Siireci'ne sahip ¢ikacagini

acikladt.

20 Agustos 2014: MIT Miistesart Hakan Fidan Imralida Ocalan’la
goriistii. Ayni giin Bagbakan Yardimcisi Besir Atalay gortismelerin

Avrupa ve Kandil’'i de kapsamasini arzuladiklarini agikladi.”!

27-28 Agustos 2014- Ahmet Davutoglu AK Parti Genel Bagkani ve
Basbakan oldu. Besir Atalay yeni kabinede yer almadi.

30 Agustos 2014: Genelkurmay Bagkani Necdet Ozel basinda yer alan
“yol haritas” haberleriyle ilgili olarak, “Biz ¢6ztim siirecine iliskin yol
haritasini bilmiyoruz, o ¢alismanin iginde yokuz. Gériirsek biz de
goriiglerimizi sdyleriz. Kirmizi cizgilerimiz asilirsa gerekeni sdyleriz”

diyerek rahatsizligini dile getirdi.’*

15 Eyliil 2014: Irak-Sam Islam Devleti (ISID) Kobani’yi kusatt1. Bir siire
once baglayan “Tiirkiye ISID’e destek veriyor” iddialari bu gelismeden
sonra daha da hiz kazandi. Bazi illerde baslayan yol kesme, mahkeme

kurma gibi faaliyetlerde de artis gozlendi.

20 Eylil 2014: ISID’in Musul’daki konsoloslukta esir aldigr Tiirk

gorevliler tilkeye geri getirildi.

30 Eyliil 2014: Bagbakan Yardimcist Biilent Aring Céziim Siireci Kurulu

olusturulacagini agiklad.

6-7-8 Ekim 2014: KCK ve HDP Kobani’deki gelismeleri protesto

amaciyla halki “sokaga ¢tkmaya ve alan tutmaya” ¢agirdi. Bunun tizerine

31 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/atalay-heyetimizin-kandil-ile-direkt-gorusmesini-arzu-
ediyorum-27034339
32 https://www.cnnturk.com/haber/turkiye/genelkurmay-baskani-ozelden-cozum-sureci-mesaji
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baslayan catigmalarda 40’tan fazla kisi hayatini kaybetti. Protestolar

Ocalan’in gagrisiyla sona erdi.”

Ocalan bir yandan da Kobani ile Céziim Siireci’nin ayrilmaz bir biitiin
oldugunu séyledi. Bu olaylar ve Ocalan’in sozleri, Coziim Siireci’nin
akibetinin Suriye’deki gelismelerle dogrudan ilgili oldugu gercegini bir
kez daha teyit etti.

11 Ekim 2014: Cemil Bayik, Eyliil sonunda TBMM’den gecirilen Suriye
ve Irak tezkerelerini savas ilani saydiklarini soyledi ve Tiirkiye’den

cekeikleri biitiin giiclerini bu nedenle geri génderdiklerini acikladu.

5 Kasim 2014: HDP Esbaskani Selahattin Demirtas, Coziim Siireci’nin
ancak Ocalan ya da hiikiimetin “bitti” demesi durumunda sona erecegini

soyledi.

30 Ekim 2014: 24 yasindaki Hava Astsubay Ustcavus Necdet Aydogdu,
Diyarbakir’da esiile birlikte semt pazarinda aligveris yaparken oldiirtildi.
Bu olaydan bes giin 6nce de sivil kiyafetli ti¢ riitbeli asker Yiiksekova’da
sokak ortasinda oldiiriilmiistii. Bu iki olay toplumsal psikolojiyi ve

dolayisiyla Coziim Siireci’ni ¢ok olumsuz yonde etkiledi.

17 Kasim 2014: 6-7-8 Ekim’deki olaylar nedeniyle askiya alinan
Hitkiimet-HDP heyeti goriismeleri yeniden bagladi. Bu toplantida,
taraflar arasinda yer alacak bir gozlemci heyetin kurulmas: konusunda

anlagmaya varildig: yoniindeki haberler basina sizdi.

23 Ocak 2015: Hiikiimet, Coziim Siirecinin canlanabilmesi
icin Ocalan’dan PKK’ya silah birakma ¢agrist yapmasini istedi.
(2014’tin kasim ve aralik aylarinda KCK ve PKK’dan pes pese “silah

birakilmayacagi” haberleri gelmis, Coziim Siirecine duyulan inang iyice

33 https://www.cnnturk.com/haber/turkiye/hdpden-sokaga-cikin-cagrisi
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zayiflamistr.) Ocalan, buna 10 maddelik, ¢ok genis alanlar1 kapsayan bir
talepler listesiyle karsilik verdi ve bunlarin yerine getirilmesi durumunda
silah birakma cagrist yapacagini duyurdu. Hitkiimet, bu 10 maddeyi

“silah birakmamanin bahanesi” olarak degerlendirdigini duyurdu.

28 Subat 2015: HDP milletvekillerinin Imrali ile Kandil arasindaki
gidis gelisleri neticesinde 10 maddelik talepler listesi silah birakmanin
sarti olmaktan ¢ikartildi. Bu metnin, hitkiimet tiyelerinin de bulundugu
bir toplantida okunmasiyla, yani bir anlamda yerine getirileceginin
garanti edilmesiyle yetinilmesine karar verildi. Hiikiimet iyeleriyle
HDP heyetini bir araya getiren toplanti Dolmabahge’deki Bagbakanlik
ofisinde yapildi. Burada Ocalan’in yazdigi metin ve PKK’ya yaptig1
silahsizlanma kongresini toplama ¢agrisi okundu. Toplanti daha sonra
Dolmabahce Mutabakati olarak anild:.

Mutabakatin reddi, “halk savag”nin ilani, C6ziim Siireci’nin
kigt

Cumhurbagkani Erdogan 22 Mart 2015’te “Dolmabah¢e Mutabakati’n1
“dogru bulmadigini” ve bundan haberinin olmadigini agiklad.
Erdogan, toplantida Ocalan’in 10 maddelik metninin yant sira hiikiimet
tarafinin bagka bir metin okudugunu, dolaystyla ortada bir mutabakatin

olmadigini séyledi.®*

Erdogan gibi her seyi kontrol ettigi bilinen bir liderin Dolmabahge’deki
toplantidan haberinin olmadigini soylemesi sagkinlikla karsilandi, hatta

bazi cevreler bunu inandirict bulmadi.

Nitekim bir siire sonra Bagbakan Yardimcisi Biilent Aring,

Cumhurbagkanrnin toplantidan haberinin olmamasi diye bir seyin

34 https://www.amerikaninsesi.com/a/erdogan-dolmabahce-mutabakini-dogru-
bulmuyorum/2690354.html
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s6z konusu olmadigini, biitiin gelismelerin onceden, ayrinuli olarak
kendisine bildirildigini agiklad:.?

Erdogan’in Dolmabahge toplantisina dair agiklamasi, Coziim Siireci’nin
kisinin bagladiginin ve yakinda sona ereceginin en giiclii isaretiydi.
Fakat ondan 6nce, Dolmabah¢e toplantisinin hemen ardindan Kiirt

siyasetinden de bu yondeki karamsarlig1 giiclendiren mesajlar gelmisti.

KCK adina konusan Mustafa Karasu daha toplantinin yapildigt giin
kadin, ¢evre vb. gibi devasa sorunlari da iceren 10 maddelik talepler

biitiinii karsilanmadik¢a PKK’nin silah birakmayacagini acikladu.

Yine ayni giin, Dolmabahge’deki toplantinin bitiminden dakikalar
sonra HDP Esbagkani Selahattin Demirtas, “Hiikiimetin Giivenlik
Paketi'ndeki israr’”ni hatirlatarak, iktidarin baris ¢abalarinda samimi

olmadigint séyledi.*®

KCK esbaskanlari Cemil Bayik ve Bese Hozat 10 Mart 2015’te PKK’nin
silah birakmayacagini, bu kararin ancak Ocalan’in da katilacagi bir

kongrede alinabilecegini sdylediler.?”

17 Mart 2015te Demirtas grup toplantisinda “Seni bagkan

yaptirmayacagiz’i ii¢ kez tekrarladigt iinlii konugmasini yapti.®®

Erdogann  Dolmabah¢e Mutabakatrnt  tanimadigini  agiklamasi
Kiirt siyasetinden gelen iste bu mesajlari izlemisti. Aslinda Erdogan’in
siiregten sogudugu ve Coziim Siireci’nin akibeti konusunda hitkiimetten

farkl diistinmeye bagladigi, 22 Mart'taki agiklamasindan iki giin dnce

35 https://tr.sputniknews.com/turkiye/201601291020536774-bulent-arinc-dolmabahce-mutabakat/

36 https://www.cnnturk.com/haber/turkiye/demirtas-muzakere-surecini-dinamitleyecek-kadar-
tehlikeli

37 https://bianet.org/bianet/siyaset/162910-kck-ocalan-gelmeden-silah-birakmayiz

38 http://www.cumhuriyet.com.tr/haber/siyaset/231943/_Seni_baskan_yaptirmayacagiz_.html#
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“Coziim Siireci’ni izleme heyeti’yle ilgili olarak basinda ¢ikan haberlere

gosterdigi tepkiden de belliydi.

[zleme heyeti, siirecin daha seffaf yiiriitiilebilmesi icin Kiirt tarafinin
talep ettigi bir formiildii. 18 Mart 2015’te izleme heyetinde yer alacag:
iddia edilen isimler basinda yer alinca, Erdogan 20 Mart 2015’te boyle

bir heyetin olusumuna kars1 oldugunu agiklad::

“Boyle bir seyden dogrusu benim haberim yok. Sunu da ¢ok acik, net

soyleyeyim bu olaya da ben olumlu bakmiyorum.”

Erdogan’in izleme heyetine (20 Mart) ve Dolmabah¢e Mutabakatr’na (22
Mart) karsi giktigi giinlerinarasindada (21 Mart) Ocalan’in Diyarbakir’ da
okunan Newroz mesajt vardi. Ocalan PKK’y1 silahsizlanma kongresini
toplamaya ¢agirdigi mektubunda, siirecin ilerleyebilmesi i¢in yeni bir
kosul 6ne siirdii, bir hakikat ve yiizlesme komisyonunun kurulmasini

istedi.

Timii mart ayina sigan ve siireci zora sokan bu olumsuz gelismeler, her
iki tarafin da Kiirt Sorunu’nu ¢6zmek icin ortaya koyduklari iradenin
epeyce zayifladiginin bariz gostergeleriydi. Sanki iki taraf da siirecin
sona ermesini istiyor, fakat bunu baslatanin kendisi olmasini istemiyor

gibiydi.

7 Haziran 2015 segimlerinde HDP yiizde 13 oyla biiyiik bir basari
gosterdi, AK Parti ise ilk kez tek bagina hiikiimet kurabilecek ¢cogunlugu

saglayamadi.

Secim siirecinde PKK, militanlarina eylemsizlik emri vermis, HDP de
kendisini silah dist ¢6ziimiin adresi olarak konumlandirmis, bunun

altini siirekli olarak cizmisti.

39 heeps://tr.sputniknews.com/politika/201503201014532236/
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Bu durumda Kiirt segmenin mesaji aciktr: Kiirt Sorunu’nun ¢éziimiinii
silahta gormedigini beyan ediyor, sorunu ¢6zmek yerine yokusa siirenleri

de cezalandiriyordu.

Ne var ki bir siire sonra PKK’dan se¢im sonuglarini boyle okumadigini

gosteren mesajlar gelmeye bagladi.

[lk tepki, secim sonuglarinin verdigi giivenle, PKK'nin yakinda
Ocalan’in = ¢agristyla  silah  birakabilecegini agiklayan  Selahattin
Demirtaga KCK’nin cevabiyla geldi: KCK, “HDP’nin PKK’nin legal
partisi olmadigr”, Ocalan’in da “mevcut Imrali kosullarinda béyle bir
cagrida bulunmasinin miimkiin olmadig1” gerekgeleriyle silah birakma

kararinin sadece kendi uhdelerinde oldugunu agiklad:.
KCK, 11 Temmuz 2015’te ateskesi bitirdigini agiklad1.

Dért giin sonra, 15 Temmuz 2015te KCK Esbaskan: Bese Hozat da
Ozgiir Giindem gazetesine “Yeni Siire¢ Devrimci Halk Savasidir”

baglikl bir yazi yazdi ve “Serhildan” ¢agrisi yapt1.

20 Temmuz 2015te Surug¢’taki canli bomba eyleminde Kobani’ye
gitmek icin bir araya gelen genclerden 32’si hayatini kaybetti. Saldiriy:
ISID iistlendi. Ayn1 giin Cemil Bayik halki silahlanmaya, tiinel ve siper
kazmaya cagirdi.

Sonraki bir hafta icinde ve devaminda basina ¢ok sayida catigma ve
saldirt haberi yansidi. 7 Haziran 2015 segimlerinden sonra baglayan
kanli siirecle ilgili olarak zaman zaman manipiilasyon iddialart da éne

stirtildii.

7 Haziran sonrast olaylarinin iginde biri, Céziim Siireci’ni bitiren olay
olarak kayitlara gecti: Ceylanpinar ilcesinde gorevli iki polis, Feyyaz
Yumusak ve Okan Acar sabaha karsi yataklarinda uyurken oldiirildi.




KURT SORUNU'NA COZUM CABALARI

PKK’ya bagli Halk Savunma Giigleri (HPG) Basin Irtibat Merkezi’nden
yapilan ve Firat Haber Ajansi’nda yayimlanan agiklamada, “22 Temmuz
giinii bir Apocu fedai timi, Surug¢ katliamina misilleme olarak bugiin
sabah 06.00 sularinda Ceylanpinar’da DAIS ceteleriyle isbirligi iginde

olan iki polise kars1 bir cezalandirma eylemi gerceklestirmistir” denildi.

24 Temmuz 2015’te TSK’ya bagli jetler Kuzey Irak’ta PKK hedeflerine
hava operasyonu diizenledi. Ug yilin ardindan PKK’ya karsi
gerceklestirilen bu ilk askeri operasyon, Coziim Siirecinin de sonunu

ilan ediyordu.
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IV. DEMOKRATIK ACILIM
SURECINDE MUHALEFETIN
POZISYONU

Tiirkiye’nin ana muhalefet partisi CHP, 2009’da baslatilan Demokratik
Agilim’a ¢ok sert ve olumsuz bir tepki verdi. Bu tepki, CHP’nin 12 Eyliil
1980 darbecileri tarafindan yasaklanmasindan sonra, yerine kurulan
Sosyal-Demokrat Halk¢t Partinin (SHP) 20 yil 6nce Kiirt Sorunu

konusunda hazirladigi raporla tam bir zitlik icindeydi.

SHP’nin “1989 Kirt Raporu”nda, Tiirkge disindaki anadillerde
konusma, yazma ve iletisim yasagini diizenleyen 1983 tarihli, 2932 Sayili
Kanun siddetle elestiriliyor, anadil yasagiyla ilgili “totaliter ydnetimlerde
bile 6rnegine az rastlanan bir diizenleme” yorumu yapiliyor, yasakla
“insanliga karsi sug islendigi” goriisii ifade ediliyordu.” Raporda, o

zaman igin ¢ok ileri sayilabilecek baska unsurlar da vardu.

Aradan yirmi y1l gectikten sonra, 2009’da CHP Kiirt Sorunu konusunda
degil ¢oziim yolu gostermek, konunun konusulmasina bile tahammiilii
olmayan, bariz hukuksuz uygulamalara bile karsi ¢itkmayan bir parti

haline gelmisti.

Bagbakan Erdogan 23 Temmuz 2009’da “Kiirt A¢ilimrni baglattik”
agtklamasini yaptuiginda CHP Giineydogu’da miting bile yapamayan bir

parti durumundaydi.

Kamuoyu, CHP’nin Demokratik A¢ilim’a ilk tepkisini Genel Baskan
Deniz Baykal'n 11 Agustos 2009’daki grup toplanusinda yapug:

konusma vesilesiyle 6grendi. Baykal, etnik kimligin taninmasina karst

40 https://www.ntv.com.tr/turkiye/chpnin-kurt-politikasi-neydi-ne-oldu,8UNPEle4y0-
ameGgzKAHxg
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olmadiklarini, fakat egitim sisteminde anadilde egitime yer verilmesinin

“ayrisma” ve “boliinme” yaratacagini soyledi.*!

Parti Sozciisiit Mustafa Ozyﬁrek de, ondan bir ay kadar dnce, Ocalan’in
baris ve ¢dziim i¢in bir yol haritast hazirlamakta oldugu yéniindeki
haberler iizerine, Kiirt sorununun ¢éziimiinde Ocalan’in muhatap

alinmasini kabul etmeyeceklerini séylemisti.*?

Mubhalefetin obiir partisi MHP’nin Genel Baskani Devlet Bahgeli ise
ayni giin, icinde ¢oke¢a “ihanet” gegen grup konusmasinda “Tek vatan,
tek devlet, tek millet, tek bayrak ve tek dil tilkiilerini tartismaya acacak
gelismelere sonuna kadar karsi ¢ikacaklarini” séyledi® (Bahgeli, 2
Agustos’ta da siireci koordine etmekle gorevli Igisleri Bakani Besir
Atalay’in diizenledigi Kiirt Sorunu Calistayr'na katilan 12 gazeteciyi “12

kotii adam” ilan etmisti.)

Bahgeli'nin bu konusmayr yapugi giin MHP Grup Bagkanvelkili
Oktay Vural da hitkiimetin projesinin “Bin yillik kardesligi bozmay:
ongordiigiini” 6ne sirdii ve “Bu tip safsatalarla MHP’nin kapisini

calmaya kimse ciiret edemez” dedi.*

Baykal, hitkiimetin bu asamada kendileriyle goriisme talebi olursa, ne
dendigine bakarak karar vereceklerini sdylerken, Bahgeli bagligt bu olan

bir konuda hiikiimetle hicbir sekilde goriismeyeceklerini duyurdu.

Deniz Baykal 24 Agustos 2009’da CHP Genel Merkezi'nde diizenledigi

basin toplantisinda partisinin - tutumunu daha da netlestirdi ve

41 hteps://www.iha.com.tr/haber-baykal-hukumet-neyin-pesinde-84202/

42 http://www.cumhuriyet.com.tr/haber/diger/75310/_Cozumleri_Ocalan_dan_beklemek_
Turkiye_nin_ayibidir_.html#

43 https://m.bianet.org/bianet/siyaset/116412-baykal-ve-bahcelinin-dilinde-bolunme-var

44 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/cumhurbaskanina-bolucu-suclamasi-12248684
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Demokratik Ac¢ilim’a karst ¢iker. Baykal’a gore bu girisim ulusal birligin

sarsilmasina yol acacakti:

“Bu yapilan ¢alisma Tirkiye'yi buttinlestirip birlestirme bir yana, tam
tersine Tirkiye’yi olumsuz etkileyip karsilikli kuskulari arcirmaya, ¢ok
derin tartigmalarin ortaya ¢ikmasina ve bir anlamda ulusal birligin

sarsilmaya baglamasina yol agmigtir.”

Baykal, hiikiimetin siireci “muglak” bir siireg olarak gotiirmek istedigini,
bilerek netlestirmedigini ve CHP’nin boyle bir tablonun icinde yer

almayacagini soylityordu:

“Bu tablonun i¢ine muhalefet partisi olarak bizi de sokmak istemislerdir,
biz reddetmisizdir. Bu ¢ok acik, net ve saglam gerekgelere dayaniyor.
Bu belirsizlikleri aydinlatmadan, ne olacagini neyle yapacagini kendi
kafasinda netlestirmeden, o konu etrafinda sanki bir destek varmig gibi

bir izlenim vermek tizere, biz rotasini bilmedigimiz gemiye binmeyiz.”

Baykal’a gore hiikiimet “terérle miicadele yerine terdrle miizakere
platformuna ge¢(misti)” ve terdrle miicadelenin araliksiz stirdiiriilmesi
gerektigine inanan CHP’nin “etnik kimliklere bir siyasal milli kimlik
kazandirma siirecini harekete gegir(ecek)” boyle bir projede yerinin

olmast diisiiniilemezdi.®®

Deniz Baykalin 9 Eylil 2009°da, bir gazetecinin, “Bagbakan yazili
olarak sizden randevu isteyecegini agikladi, béyle bir durumda ne
yaparsiniz® sorusuna verdigi cevap, CHP’nin Demokratik Acilim’a

kapisini tamamen kapattiginin bir kez daha ilani gibiydi:

“Bagbakanin miiracaatini reddetmekten tiziintii duyarim. Yani boyle

bir seyi yapmak istemem. Bagbakanin bagvurusunu reddetmek uygun

45 https://www.iha.com.tr/haber-baykaldan-kurt-acilimi-aciklamasi-85678/
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degildir, dogru degildir, bunu biliyorum. Biz bu siirecin higbir sekilde
pargast olmayiz. Bir randevu talebi de yok zaten. Ortaya cikarsa

sorunuzun cevabi net bir sekilde kendisini gosterir.”

Habur sonrasi muhalefet

Baykal, 19 Ekim 2009’da Habur'dan Tirkiye'ye giren PKK’li grupla
ilgili olarak da ¢ok sert bir tepki verdi ve agilim siirecinin bitirilmesini

istedi:

“Ortaya ¢ikan tablo kargisinda hiitkiimet yol ayriminda; tamam mi
devam m1? Anadolu’da yasanan gosteriler, 6rgiitlii degil ama millet
ayaga kalkmistir. Bu manzara karsisinda ‘ben devam edecegim’ demek,
millete yapilacak en biiyiik saygisizlikeir, millet ile inatlasmak demektir.
Kimseye tavsiye etmem; millet ile inatlagsmanin sonu kétiidiir. ™

Demokratik Agilim siirecini bagtan itibaren “ihanet” ve “PKK agilimi1”
gibi sifatlarla anan Bahgeli, Habur’da yasananlardan sonra tutumunu

daha da sertlestirdi.

Hiikiimetin Demokratik Agilim’la ilgili olarak Meclis'te agtigi genel
goriisme sirasinda soz alan Bahgeli, goriismenin yapildigr 13 Kasim

2009’u “Cumbhuriyet’in en talihsiz giinlerinden biri” ilan etti.

Gériismede Deniz Baykal da siirece itiraz eden bir konusma yapt ve
“Milli ayristirmay1 dayatmaya kalkmak kabul edilemez. Elbette herkesin

etnik kimligi olacak ama, o kadar. Milletimizin ad: Tiirk milleti” dedi.”’

CHP yonetimi, Demokratik Acilim ile ilgili olarak iceriden gelecek

catlak seslere karst da sert bir tutum benimsemisti. Bu dogrultuda, 3

46 http://www.cumhuriyet.com.tr/haber/diger/95526/_TRT__AKP_nin_ciftligi_.html
47 https://t24.com.tr/haber/tbmmde-demokratik-acilim-konusuldu,61551
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Kasim 2009’da Tunceli il Baskani: Cemal Ozarslan ve 11 kisilik yonetim

kurulu gérevden alindu.

Ozarslan, gorevden alindiktan sonra “Kiirt sorunu ¢6ziilmeden
Tirkiye'ye demokrasi getirilemez. Hele ki sosyal demokrat olma
iddiasindaki CHP’nin ¢ozmesi gereken bu sorunu bagkalar1 yapiyorsa
ortada bir sorun var demektir. Bu tavir sosyal demokrat bir partiye

yakismaz” aciklamasini yapt1.*®

O donemde CHP yonetiminde Kiirt Sorunu'nun ancak “son terdristin
imhasiyla” ¢oziilebilecegini 6ne siirenler de vardi ve bunlar arasinda
ozellikle emekli biiyiikelci, Genel Baskan Yardimcist Onur Oymen’in
adi 6ne ¢ikiyordu. Oymen, Eyliil 2009°da, Kiirt Sorunu’nun ¢éziimii
icin, hitkiimet askerlerinin piiskiirte piiskiirte bir kilometrekarelik bir
alana sikistirdiklart Tamil gerillalarinin tamamini 6ldiirdigii Sri Lanka
ornegini veriyordu. Telefonla katildig1 bir haber programinda Oymen’le

haber spikeri arasinda su diyalog ge¢misti:
Oymen: Teror bitmeden higbir agilima razi degiliz. Once teror bitmeli.

Sunucu:  Siz  terériin  simdiye kadar denedigimiz yollardan

bitirilebilecegine inaniyor musunuz?

Oymen: Elbette inaniyorum. Sri Lanka’da bitirilmedi mi?*

Onur Oymen, bundan iki ay kadar sonra TBMM’de yapilan Demokratik
Agilim toplantist 6n gériismesinde benzer bir sorun ¢ozme 6rnegi olarak
Dersim 1938’i verip “Atatiirk isyancilarla miizakere etmeden sorunu
¢Ozmiistii, orada analar aglamadi m1” deyince, bu defa partisinden de

itirazlar yiikseldi.

48 http://bianet.org/bianet/siyaset/118027-chp-baris-isteyen-il-yoneticilerini-gorevden-aldi
49 hetp://www.haber7.com/yazarlar/alper-gormus/766274-diyelim-ki-pkk8217yi-bire-kadar-kirdiniz
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CHP Grup Bagkanvekili Kemal Kiligdaroglu tepkilerin hakli oldugunu
soyledi ve Oymen’den “geregini yapmasini” istedi. Bu agik bir istifa

cagrisiyds, fakat Oymen bu gagriya icabet etmedi.”

CHP, 2010 baharina ¢alkantlarla girdi. Genel Baskan Deniz Baykal
ozel hayatiyla ilgili bazi goriintiilerin basina sizdirilmasi sonrasinda
istifa etti, Kemal Kiligdaroglu 22 Mayis 2010’daki olagan kurultayda
CHP’nin yeni genel baskani oldu.

15 Temmuz 2010°da CHP Genel Baskan: Kiligdaroglu Basbakan
Erdogan’la goriistii ve Kiirt Sorunu’yla ilgili olarak kendisine bes 6neri
sundugunu agtkladi. Toplantidan sonra “Bagbakan bizi rahatsiz edecek
bir sey soylemedi” diyen Kiligdaroglu'nun bes onerisi basinda “iginde
Kiirt gecmeyen oneriler” diye ele alindi. Gergekten de segim baraji, 6zel
mahkemeler, Dogu’ya fabrika, tarima ve hayvanciliga destek, mayindan
temizlenen araziler koylillere verilsin seklinde ozetlenen onerilerin

higbirinin i¢cinde “Kiirt” kelimesi ge¢miyordu.”!

2010 yilinin yazina girilicken MHP “Ocalan’a idam” tartigmasini
yeniden alevlendirdi. Bahgeli 29 Haziran 2010’daki grup toplanusinda,
iktidar hazirsa, Ocalan’in idami konusunda kendisine acik destek

verecegini soyledi.

Kiirt Sorunu’'nda CHP’de “merkez’le “cevre” arasindaki anlayis farkini
cokagikbirsekilde gosteren bir haber 20 Temmuz 2010’da Diyarbakir’dan
geldi. CHP Diyarbakir il orgiitii Genel Merkez'e gonderilmek tizere bir
“Kiirt raporu” hazirlamisti. “Ulkenin béliinmez biitiinliigii tartisma
konusu yapilamaz. Akmakta olan insanlarimizin kanidir, kardes kanidir,

bu kanama dinmelidir” denilen raporda, silah birakacak PKK’lilarin affi

50 http://www.hurriget.com.tr/gundem/kilicdaroglu-
oymen-geregini-yapsin-12957003 - .
51 ttps://m.bianet.org/bianet/siyaset/123437-kilicdaroglu-

ndan-erdogan-a-icinden-kurt-gecmeyen-bes-oneri
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icin “pismanlik” gibi “onur kiric1” kosullardan vazgecilmesi gerektigi vb.
radikal 6nerilerin yani sira anayasal diizenlemeler, egitim, gog gibi daha

genel sorunlara da yer veriliyordu.”

CHP Genel Bagkan Yardimcist Haluk Kog, bunun kisisel bir rapor

oldugunu ve partilerini baglamayacagini séyledi.

CHP 20 Subat 2011’de Van’da Kiirt Sorununun ele alindig g giinlik
bir ¢alistay diizenledi. Calistay sonunda kaleme alinan “Onerilen Basari

Formiilii” baslikl belge son derece radikal maddeler igeriyordu:

“Yeni bir anayasal vatandaglik tanimi yapilmasi, orta 6gretimde
secmeli Kiirt edebiyatt ve Kiirt derslerinin konulabilmesi, anadil
egitiminin oniindeki engellerin kaldirilmasi, silahlarin susmasi ve
genel af c¢ikarilmasi, koruculugun kaldirilmasi, Kiirt kelimesinin

kullanilmast...”

Genel Merkez boyle bir ¢alistay: diizenlerken, oradan onaylayamayacagi
oneriler ¢ikacagini kuskusuz biliyordu. Yine de CHP icin “cesur”
sayilabilecek ~ boylesine adimlarin  Deniz  Baykal déneminde
atlamayacagini not etmek gerekir. Kiligdaroglu'nun burada yaptig:
konusmada “Kiirtlerle barisip 6ziir dilemeliyiz” demesi de ayrica

onemliydi.

Kiligdaroglu, bir yandan Kiirt Sorunu’na dair CHP’nin geleneksel
pozisyonunu savunuyor, bir yandan da onu esnetecek adimlar atiyordu.
8 Haziran 2011de kauldigt bir televizyon programinda partilerden

segilecek bir 4kil insanlar grubunun Ocalan’la goriisebilecegi yoniindeki

52 https:/www.cnnturk. com/2010/turk1ye/07/20/1ste
dlyarbaklr chymn Kkurt, raporu/584 88.0/index.html

www.mil 1§/et .com.tr/styaset/kurtlerle-barisip-
ozur-dllemehylz 13563
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agiklamasi, yine Baykal dénemi CHP’si icin disiiniilemeyecek bir

adimdi.

Bu arada Habur'la (19 Ekim 2009) birlikte gerileme siirecine giren
Demokratik A¢ilim, catismasizilk siirecini sona erdiren Silvan saldirisiyla

(14 Temmuz) birlikte sona ermisti.

Silvan saldiris1 sadece kamuoyu 6niinde gelisen Demokratik Agilim’in
degil, bir siiredir ona paralel olarak MIiT’le KCK arasinda gizli olarak
devam ettirilen goriismelerin de sonunu ilan etmisti. Bu gergek ancak
Oslo goriismelerinin Eylil 2011’de basina sizdirilmasindan  sonra

anlasilacakti.

Oslo goriismelerinin ortaya ¢ikmasi ve muhalefetin tavri

Tam olarak kesinlestirilemese de 2009 yilinin ortalariyla sonu arasinda
bir tarihte bagladigi disiiniilen ve Demokratik Acilim siireciyle
eszamanli olarak Temmuz 2011deki Silvan saldirisiyla birlikte sona
eren Oslo Siireci tiimiiyle gizli ytrttildagi icin muhalefet ancak
goriismelerin sizdirilmasindan sonra tartismaya dahil oldu. Dolayistyla,
“Oslo Siireci ve muhalefet” derken muhalefetin, sizdirilan goriismelere

iligkin tepkisinden s6z etmis oluyoruz.

Oslo goriismelerinin 13 Eylil 2011°de sizdirilmasindan sonra CHP’den
karisik tepkiler geldi. Genel Baskan Kiligdaroglu, “Terorii bitirecekse
gitsinler goriigsiinler, fakat burada farkli bir tablo ortaya ikt
sozleriyle nispeten ilimli bir tepki ortaya koyarken, CHP milletvekili
Sitheyl Batum, Basbakan Erdogan, MIT Miistesar1 Hakan Fidan ve
MIT Miistesar Yardimcist Afet Giines hakkinda su¢ duyurusunda

bulunacagini acikladi.”

54 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/chp-bu-krizin-neresinde-duruyor-19894233
55 https://www.internethaber.com/chpli-batumdan-suc-duyurusu-387327h.htm
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Artik Demokratik A¢ilim da Oslo Siireci de geride kalmuis, yeni bir kanli
siire¢ baglamigti. Béyle dénemlerde hep oldugu gibi sorunun siddet
disinda ¢oziimiinden bahseden siyasetci sayisi ¢ok azalmisti. Iste bu
nedenle Kilicdaroglu'nun 2012 Haziran’inda Kiirt Sorunu’nun ¢oziimii
konusunda inisiyatif almak istediklerini agiklamasi herkesi sagirtmisti.
Kiligdaroglu, 6 Haziran 2012°de kurmaylariyla birlikte Bagbakan
Erdogan’i ziyaret etti ve ona partisinin hazirladigi 10 maddelik bir “Kiirt
Sorunu’'na Coziim” raporu sundu. Kiligdaroglu toplantuda Erdogan’a

Uludere’ye birlikte gitmeyi de teklif etti.”®

CHP’nin  Kiirt  Sorunu’nun  ¢oziimii  konusunda  hiikiimeti
cesaretlendirme ¢abalari, ana muhalefet partisinin onemli bir esigi
astiginin isareti olarak yorumlanmaya baglamisu ki, 2012 Eylil’tinde
iktidarla muhalefet arasindaki iliskiler yeniden gerildi: CHP Genel
Bagkan Yardimecist Haluk Kog, 18 Eyliil’de, bir y1l 6nce bir oturumunun
ses kaydinin sizdirildigi Oslo Goértismeleri'yle ilgili olarak bu defa da
Tiirkiye Cumbhuriyeti Devleti’yle KCK arasinda imzalandigi sdylenen
bir “mutabakat metni”ni agiklad1”” Ayrinularini bu raporun énceki
boliimlerinde verdigimiz mutabakat metni, Kog¢'un iddiasina gore
goriismelerdeki iigiincii goz olan Ingiltere tarafindan taraflar adina imza

altina alinmusti.

MHP, Oslo Gériismeleri ilk sizdirildiginda gosterdigi tepkiyi mutabakat
metninin actklanmasindan sonra daha da sertlestirdi. MHP Grup
Baskanvekili Oktay Vural, 20 Eyliil’de diizenledigi basin toplantisinda
iktidarin yani sira mutabakat metnini agiklayan CHP’ye de yiiklendi:

“Atatirk’in yirup atugr Kirdistan meselesine bugiin, Atatiirk’iin

kurdugu bir parti, ‘“Tiirkiye’nin sorunudur’ diyorsa, AKP ve CHP’ye

56 https://www.ntv.com.tr/turkiye/kilicdaroglundan-erdogana-uludere-teklifi, Dz4H8lqwDkyvbs--
2t_25Q
57 http://www.cumhuriyet.com.tr/haber/diger/371068/ CHP__Oslo_belgelerini_acikladi.html
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oy veren kardeslerimin “Tiirkiye nereye gotiiriilmek isteniyor?” diye
disinmesi gerekir. (...) Oslo ve Habur siiregleri, milletimizin lanetledigi
bir stirectir. PKK’nin muhatap alinarak, onunla bir masa etrafinda
Tiirkiye’nin bitiinliigiiniin peskes cekildigi goriismeler, utang vesikasi

goriismelerdir.”®

Kilicdaroglu, Kog¢’un agiklamasindan iki giin sonra PKK’ya silah

birakurilacaksa goriismelere devam edilmesi gerektigini soyledi.

O sirada goriigmelerin devam edip etmedigi bilinmiyordu, Bagbakan
Yardimcist Biilent Aring “Belki devam ediyordur” dedi ama, Oslo

Goriismeleri bir yilt agkin bir siire 6nce sona ermisti.

Kiirt Sorunu’nun ¢oziimii yolunda iktidarin attigs tigiincii ve son adim,
Bagbakan Erdogan’in 28 Aralik 2012’de TRT'nin canli yayininda
yaptigt agiklamayla geldi. Muhatap bu defa Abdullah Ocalan’d:.

Coziim Siireci’nde CHP nispeten daha yumusak bir ¢izgi izlerken MHP

pozisyonunu daha da sertlestirecekti.

58 https://www.dunya.com/gundem/mhp-olmasaydi-oslo-gorusmeleri-meclis039te-yapilirdi-
haberi-185784
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V. ¢6zUM SURECI'NDE
MUHALEFET

Coziim Siireci adi verilen yeni dénemin ilk aylarinda CHP ve MHP
kiigiik itirazlar disinda genellikle sessiz kaldilar. 21 Mart'ta Ocalan’in
mektubunun Diyarbakir’daki Newroz kutlamalarinda okunmasi ve
ardindan Akil Insanlar heyetinin teskil edilmesi muhalefet saflarini da
harekete gecirdi. 1k ciddi tepki ortakti: CHP ve MHP, 9 Nisan 2013’te
Mecliste AK Parti ve HDP’nin oylariyla kurulan “Céziim  Siireci

Komisyonu” oylamasina katilmadilar.

20 Nisan 2013’te Kiligdaroglu, hiikiimeti Céziim Siireci’nde inisiyatifi
PKK’ya birakmakla sugladi, ayni giin Devlet Bahgeli MHP’nin Coziim

Stireci’ni protesto maksatli mitingler diizenleyecegini agiklad.

Kiligdaroglu, 10 Mayis 2013’te siirecin PKK’nin degil hiikiimetin

belirleyici oldugu bir vasatta stirdiiriilmesi gerektigini sdyledi.

Kiligdaroglu Mayis 2013’ten sonra Coziim Siireci’yle ilgili olarak uzun bir
siire boyunca tepki gostermedi. Ta ki, 2014 Haziran'inda Diyarbakir’da
bir PKK gosterisi sirasinda gostericilerden birinin yakindaki askeri
birligin bahgesindeki bayrag: indirene kadar... Kiligdaroglu, partisinin
10 Haziran 2014’teki grup toplantisinda bu noktadan yola ¢ikarak Kiirt
Sorununun ¢éziimiinde yardimei olma ¢abalarinin iktidar tarafindan

engellendigini 6ne stirdii:

“6 Haziran 2012’de bir metin hazirlayip AKP’nin kapisini ¢aldik. Bir
uzlasma komisyonu kuralim parlamentoda dedik. Biz bu niyetle yola
ctkuk. (...) Ama maalesef bu sorunu giindemden ¢ikaramadik. ‘Her
tiirlii bedeli 6demeye hazirim, siyasette kan davasi olmaz’ demisim o

giin. Gelin konusalim demisiz, TBMM’de Uzlagsma Komisyonu kuralim
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dedik. Akil Insanlar heyeti kuralim dedik. Ben bunlari séyledim. Ama
bu gerceklesmedi. (...) Millete kargi diiriist olamayacak angajmanlara
girmeyeceksin.  Ana muhalefete bilgi vereceksin. Bagbakanlik
koltugunda oturan zat ne dedi? ‘Sen kimsin ki kredi vereceksin’ dedi. (...)
Adina siireg dediler hicbir sey olmadi. Neden, ¢iinkii samimi ve diiriist
degiller. Masanin bir ucunda Abdullah Ocalan oturuyor, 6biir tarafinda
Bagbakan Erdogan oturuyor. Iki taraf da birbirine giivenmiyor.”

Turkiye, 7 Haziran 2015 secimlerinden sonra, Coéziim Siirecinin
sonunu getirecek kaotik bir dénem igine girdi. Siirecin Temmuz
2015’te bitmesinden birkag ay énce CHP Istanbul Milletvekili Sezgin
Tanrikulu “Sorunun ¢dziimiinde askeri yontemler bir daha asla masaya
getirilmemeli” diyerek partisi adina “22 Soru 22 Cevap” baslikli bir

raporu kamuoyuna agiklad1.

Tanrikulu, 1989 raporundan sonraki bu en kapsamli raporla ilgili
sorulari cevaplarken, partisinin Coziim Siireci’nde uygulanan yontemi
benimsemese de hicbir zaman engelleyici bir tutum igine girmedigini

belirtti:

“CHP mevcut siirecin yiriitilmekte oldugu modelin dogru bir model
olmadigini, dolayisiyla da Kiirt sorununun ¢oziimiinii ve kalict barisi
saglayamayacagini en bagtan itibaren gérmektedir. CHP baris adina
atilacak hicbir adimi engellememek kararliligindan hareketle, hitkiimete

acik ek verdi.”®

Gergekten de CHP, Demokratik Agilim’la ilgili olarak sergiledigi
negatif tutumdan oldukga farkli bir tutum izledi Céziim Siirecinde.

CHP, siireci engelleyen parti olarak anilmak istemiyordu ve bu nedenle

59  https://www.cnnturk.com/haber/turkiye/kilicdaroglundan-erdogana-bayragi-sen-indirdin
60 http://www.cumhuriyet.com.tr/haber/siyaset/262581/iste_ CHP_nin_Kurt_sorununa_yeni_
bakisi.html
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partinin genel baskani ya da sézciileri nadiren konustular. Bu, 20-30
sayfalik Coziim Siireci kronolojilerinde CHP adinin sadece birkag kez
gecmesinden de belliydi.

MHP ise Demokratik Agilim siirecindeki negatif tutumunu Céziim
Siireci boyunca da siirdiirdii. Basta Erdogan olmak tizere Coziim

Siireci’nden sorumlu tuttugu bazi kisilerle ilgili iki kez su¢ duyurusunda

bulundu.®

61 http://www.cumhuriyet.com.tr/haber/siyaset/365727/MHP___cozum_sureci_ni_yargiya_tasidi.
html
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VI. IYI PARTI, MUHTEMEL YENI
PARTILER VE KURT SORUNU

Meral Aksener onciiliigiinde MHP’den kopanlarin olusturdugu lyi
Parti, kuruldugu 25 Ekim 2017’den sonra Kiirt Sorunu’yla ilgili olarak
pek az sey soyledi. Parti programinda “Giineydogu Sorunu’nun “esit
vatandaglik” tizerinden, “saglam demokrasi ve 6zgiirlitk ortam1” icinde

coziilecegi vaat ediliyordu.

Genel Bagkan Meral Aksener’in 24 Haziran 2018’ deki cumhurbagkanlig:
se¢imlerine adayliginin agiklanmasindan sonra kamuoyunda Aksener’in
se¢cim beyannamesinde Kiirt Sorununun yer alip almayacagi merak
edilmeye bagladi. Ne var ki biitiin bu beklentiler bosa ¢ikti; Aksener’in

se¢im beyannamesinde Kiirt Sorunu’na yer verilmemisti.

Gergi Aksener, partisinin kurulmasindan birka¢ hafta sonra, 4 Kasim
2017°de Kiirt Sorunu ibaresini, “Kiirt meselesi degil, Giineydogu
meselesi dedik. Ciinkii Kiirt meselesi dediginiz zaman soyle bir sey
oluyor: Suurun altina soyle bir mesaj iletiyorsunuz. Kiirtler problem!”
sozleriyle sorunlu buldugunu ifade etmisti ama beyannamede “Kiirt”

kelimesi de yoktu.

Meral Aksener, 31 Mart 2019 yerel segimlerinden once diizenledigi bir
mitingde, partisinin 6nceki ¢oziim ¢abalarini da onaylamadigini kayda

gecirdi:

“Agilim yapular sagilima dondii. Erdogan ¢iker Diyarbakir'da, ‘Kiirt
sorunu var’ dedi. DYP’de siyaset yaptigimiz dénemde beni bir korucu
bast aradi. Dedi ki ‘Meral baci, geldin evimde kaldin. Benim torunlar
diyor ki ‘bu tilkenin bagbakani Kiirt sorunu var diyorsa biz Kiirt

davasina ihanet mi ettik?” Bu agabeyimizin bir oglu su anda hapiste.
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HDP’nin en sedit milletvekillerinden biri. Siz devleti icin gehit vermis
pek ¢ok aileyi PKK’nin kargisinda savunmasiz biraktiniz. Hadi oradan.
Habur rezaletini sdylemiyorum bile. Oslo’da civik civik konusmalari

unutmadik. Tiirk devletini iki paralik ettiniz.”*

Biitiin bunlar, Iyi Parti'nin, Kiirt Sorunu'nun kaynagindaki kimlik
inkar1 konusunda kendisini MHP den ¢ok da fazla ayristiramadigini

gosteriyordu.

AK Partinin i¢inden dogacag: anlagilan iki partinin Kiirt Sorunu
karsisinda nasil bir pozisyon belirleyecekleri hususunda simdiden
bir tahminde bulunmak zor. Muhtemelen iki partinin programlari
yazilirken {izerinde en fazla tarugma yapilacak bagliklardan birini de

Kiirt Sorunu olugturacak.

Ali Babacan’in kuracagi partiden nadiren gelen gikislar, bu partinin
“dava” odakli degil, toplumsal taleplere cevap vermeye odakli bir siyasi
anlayisi benimseyecegine dair bir izlenim veriyor. Bu izlenim gercege
doniisiirse, bu parti, icinden ¢iktigr AK Parti’nin simdiki ¢izgisinden

farkli bir Kiirt Sorunu anlayisina sahip olacak demektir.

Buna karsilik Ahmet Davutoglunun kuracagi partinin Kiirt Sorunu’nu
ele alirken, esas vurguyu timmet perspektifine, siyasi dille sdylersek
Tiirklerin ve Kiirtlerin “din kardesligi"ne ve Tiirklerle Kiirtler arasindaki

“sevgi bagi’na yapacagini sdyleyebiliriz.

Kiirtlerin kardeslik ve sevgiden ¢ok esitik ve saygi talep ettigini hesaba
kattigimizda, Kirtlerin Davutoglu'ndan ¢ok Babacan’in sesine kulak

verecegini tahmin edebiliriz.

62 https://www.yenicaggazetesi.com.tr/meral-aksenerden-o-sozlere-sert-tepki-turk-devletini-iki-
paralik-ettiniz-225756h.htm
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VIL. YENI ¢OZUM SURECI
[HTIMALLERI: FIRSATLAR VE
ENGELLER

Kiirt Sorununun ¢oziimii dogrultusundaki ti¢lincti ve son politik
girisimin 2015’in yaz aylarinda nihayete ermesinden sonra beklenen
sey oldu ve Tiirkiye, 6nceki basarisiz hamleleri izleyen kanl: siireclerle

kiyaslanamayacak bir siddet dénemine girdi.

Bu dénemde ABD’nin Tiirkiye tarafindan PKK’nin devami olarak
goriilen Suriye’deki Kiirt érgiitlenmesi ile kurdugu ittifak iligkisi hizla
gelisti. Bir yandan Tirkiye’nin bu gelismeye karsi besledigi endise ve
ofke, ote yandan PKK’nin Suriye’deki bu gelismeleri “firsat” olarak
degerlendiren yaklagimi nedeniyle taraflar soruna barigct ¢oziim

alternatifinden hizla uzaklastilar.

“Kiirt Sorunu” ve “¢oziim” kelimelerinin yeniden duyulur hale gelebilmesi

ancak 31 Mart 2019’daki yerel se¢imlerinden sonra miimkiin olabildi.

AK Parti, 31 Mart'taki yerel se¢imlerde propagandasini, biiyiiksehirlerde
se¢ime katilmayarak CHP ve lyi Parti'nin olusturdugu Millet Ittifakr'na
zimni destek veren HDP'yi terdrle 6zdeslestirme tizerine kurdu. Béylece
bir yandan MHPYyle kurdugu Cumhur Ittifakrna milliyeti oylari
cekme hesabi yapiyor, 6biir yandan da Millet Ittifakini olusturan CHP
ve lyi Parti’yi terérle isbirligi yapmakla sugluyordu.

Ne var ki bu propaganda segimde islemedi. AK Parti basta Istanbul
olmak tizere bir¢ok biiyiiksehir belediyesini kaybetti ve farkin diisiik
oldugu Istanbul segimlerinde “hile” yapildig1 gerekgesiyle Yiiksek Secim
Kurulu'ndan (YSK) se¢imi iptal etmesini istedi. YSK’nin iptal ettigi
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[stanbul se¢imi 23 Haziran 2019’da tekrar edildi ve aradaki fark bu defa

hezimet boyutlarina ulastr.

Yenilenen Istanbul segimleri oncesinde HDPye dair diisiincesi ne
olursa olsun, herkesin kabul ettigi bir gergek vardi: Istanbul’da segimin
sonucunu Kiirt oylari tayin edecekti; Kiirt oylar1 kime meylederse secimi

o kazanacakti.

HDP, secimde 31 Marttan 6ncekinden farkli olarak gostere gostere
Millet Ittifak’nin adayr Ekrem Imamoglu’nu destekleyince AK Parti
careyi Abdullah Ocalan’in yardiminda aramaya basladi. Segime iki
giin kala Ocalan’'in HDP'yi segimde tarafsiz kalmaya gagiran mektubu
bu ¢abanin somut triinilydi. Ne var ki HDP bu mektuba ragmen
Imamoglu'nun zaferini garantileyen pozisyonunu degistirmedigini ilan

etti.

31 Mart’tan 6nce baglayan, ikisegim arasinda ivme kazanan ve 23 Haziran
seciminden sonra agikea ifade edilen CHP-HDP yakinlagsmasindan sonra
Kiirt Sorunu’nun gelecekteki ¢oziimii baglaminda yeni bir ihtimalden

s0z edilmeye baslad..

CHP liderliginden ve partinin gesitli diizeydeki yoneticilerinden gelen
agiklamalar da CHP’nin Kiirt Sorunu’nun ¢6ziimii konusunda inisiyatif

almada hi¢ olmadig1 kadar hevesli ve kararli oldugunu ortaya koyuyordu.

CHP Genel Bagkani Kemal Kiligdaroglu, 29 Temmuz 2019°da,
CHP’nin Kiirt Sorunu’na dair 2015te hazirladigi “22 Soru 22 Cevap”
basliklt raporu giincelleyeceklerini agiklad1.®® O agiklamay: CHP Genel
Baskan Yardimcisi Unal Cevikéz'iin ve Istanbul II Baskani Canan

Kaftancioglu'nun CHP nin inisiyatif almaya yonelik sozleri izledi.

63 http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/erken-secim-cagrisi-yok-41287060
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Icisleri Bakani Siileyman Soylu'nun 19 Agustos 2019°da idari bir
kararla Diyarbakir, Van ve Mardin biiyiiksehir belediye baskanlarini
gorevden alip yerlerine il valilerini kayyim olarak atamasi, HDP ile CHP
arasindaki yakinlagmay: daha da hizlandirdi. CHP, kisa bir tutukluk
déneminden sonra, HDP’nin baglangictaki “hayal kirikligina ugradik”
elestirilerini izale etmek istercesine cok daha aktif bir dayanigsma tutumu
igine girdi. Istanbul Biiyiiksehir Belediye Bagkani Ekrem Imamoglu'nun
Diyarbakir’t ziyaret edip gorevden alinan belediye bagskanlariyla

bulusmast, bu tutumun zirve nokrasini teskil ediyordu.

I¢isleri Bakani Soylu, Imamoglu'nun ziyaretine gok sert bir tepki gosterdi

ve Imamoglunu “pejmiirde etmekle” tehdit etti.*

I¢isleri Bakani, bu sézleriyle Imamoglu'na iktidarin Kiirt Sorununa bu
raporun yazildigi Eylil 2019°da hangi agidan yaklastigini hatirlatiyor
ve bu “milli” ¢izginin digina ¢ikmasinin kendisi ve dolayisiyla da partisi

icin olumsuz sonuglar doguracagini ima ediyordu.

Bir ziyaret ve ona verilen tepki, Kiirt Sorunu’nun bu agamasinda iktidar
partisi ile ana muhalefet partisinin 10 yil énceki pozisyonlarinin yer
degistirdigini gosteriyor: 10 yil 6nce, Demokratik A¢ilim’in ilan edildigi
2009’da CHP Kiirt Sorunu’nu esasen bir terér ve giivenlik sorunu olarak
goriirken, AK Parti Kiirt kimligine ve Kiirtlerin gaspedilmis haklarinin

kargilanmasina odaklaniyordu.

Tiirkiye’de bazi koklii sorunlarin, onlari sorun olarak gérmeyen giiglii
ideolojik yaklagimlar ve bu yaklagimlari tagtyan partilerin direnisi
nedeniyle ¢oziilemedigi hep soylenir. Bu, uzun yillara siri sorunlarin bir

tiirlii ¢oziilememesini agiklamada gergekten de islevsel bir argiimandir;

64 https://t24.com.tr/haber/soylu-dan-ibb-baskani-imamoglu-na-tehdit-pejmurde-ederiz, 837818
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hatirlanacagi gibi bagortiisti sorunu da ¢oziimsiiz gegen uzun on yillardan

sonra nihayet CHP’nin olumlu tutumu sayesinde ¢oziilebilmisti.

Iktidar ve muhalefet pozisyonlarinin degismeyecegi varsayimiyla
ontimiizdeki birkag yila bu dlgiiyle baktigimizda, AK Parti’nin 2015’ten
bu yana gelen giivenlikgi politikalarini siirdiirmesinin ¢ok zor olacagini
soyleyebiliriz. Clinkii artik, “¢6ztim” dediginde kargisinda “son terorist
yok edilene kadar...” diyen bir ana muhalefet bulunmayacak. Hatta
tam tersine, iktidardan hicbir adim gelmedigi halde onu “¢éziim” diye

zorlayacak bir ana muhalefetle karsi karsiya kalacak.
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VIII. SONUC

Oslo’yu da katarsak, AK Parti hiikiimetleri Kiirt Sorunu'nun ¢éziimii
dogrultusunda baslica ti¢ biiyiik girisimde bulundular, fakat bunlarin

licti de amaglanan noktaya ulasamadan bitti.

Yine de bu siiregleri degerlendirirken, onlarin hi¢ yasanmadig bir vasat1
hayal etmek ve ¢6ziim i¢in aulan adimlart bu élgiiyle tartiya vurmak

yerinde olur.

Coziim siireglerinin hi¢ yasanmadigini hayal ettigimizde, kargimiza
bu siirecler boyunca elde edilen kazanimlarin var olmadig: bir bugiin
tablosu cikar ki, bu da bize, tamamina ermese de Kiirt sorununun

¢oziimii igin atilan adimlarin ne kadar 6nemli oldugunu gosterir.

Bugiinden yarina bakip, sorunun nihai ¢éziimi i¢in agilmasi gereken
devasa engelleri diisiinmek ve boylece kotiimserlige kapilmak miimkiin...
Fakat bugiinden diine bakip, asilan engelleri diisiinmek ve boylece

iyimser bir bakis agisina sahip olmak da mimkiin.

Bugiinden yarina bakildiginda en fazla karamsarlik yaratan unsurun,
bir zamanlarin ¢6ziimcii iktidar partisinin, Kiirt Sorunu’nun bir terér ve

giivenlik sorunu oldugu limanina demirlemesi oldugunu soyleyebiliriz.

Fakat bir iilkenin en 6nemli sorunu, bir zamanlar kendisine biiyitk
tmitler baglanmig bir parti pozisyon degistirdi diye ortadan kalkmaz.

Yeni aktorler cikar ve kaginilmaz rolii iistlenirler.

Kiirt Sorunu, ¢éziimii icin kendisine sahip ¢ikacak yeni aktdrlerini

bekliyor.
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DPI Aims and Objectives

Aims and objectives of DPI include:

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

and democracy building.

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

used to achieve positive results in similar cases.

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

of a democratic solution in Turkey and the wider region.

* To support, and to strengthen collaboration between academics,

civil society and policy-makers.

* To identify common priorities and develop innovative approaches

to participate in and influence democracy-building.

* Promote and protect human rights regardless of race, colour, sex,

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

DPI aims to foster an environment in which different parties share
information, ideas, knowledge and concerns connected to the
development of democratic solutions and outcomes. Our work supports
the development of a pluralistic political arena capable of generating
consensus and ownership over work on key issues surrounding democratic

solutions at political and local levels.

We focus on providing expertise and practical frameworks to encourage
stronger public debates and involvements in promoting peace and

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

building and strengthening across multiple levels.

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

achievement of our aims and objectives.




EFFORTSTO SOLVE THE KURDISH QUESTION
KURT SORUNU'NA COZUM CABALARI

DEMOKRATIK GELISIM
ENSTITUSU'NUN AMACLARI VE
HEDEFLERI

DPI'in amaglari ve hedefleri:

* Barnisin ve demokrasinin ingast {izerine yapilandirilmis bir
kamusal diyalogun olusmas icin gerekli olan tartigma ortaminin
gelistirilmesi ve genisletilmesi.

= Farkli kesimlerin kargilagtirmali galigmalar vesilesiyle bir araya
gelerek, farkli diinya ornekleri ozelinde benzer durumlarda
olumlu sonuglar elde etmek icin kullanilmis cesitli mekanizmalari
incelemesine ve analiz etmesine olanak saglamak. Farkli kesimlerin
bir araya gelerek Tiirkiye ve daha genis bir cografyada demokratik
bir ¢oziimiin gelistirilmesine yonelik bilgilerini, diisiincelerini,
endigelerini, 6nerilerini, kaygilarini ve karsilagilan zorluklar
paylastigi bir ortam yaratmak. Akademisyenler, sivil toplum
orgiitleri ve karar alicilar arasindaki isbirliginin desteklemek ve

gliclendirmek.

= Ortak 6ncelikleri belirlemek ve demokrasi insasi siirecini ve siirece
katlimi etkileyecek yenilik¢i yaklagimlar gelistirmek. Din, dil,
ik, renk, cinsiyet, siyasi goriis ve inang farki gozetmeksizin insan

haklarini tegvik etmek ve korumak.

Demokratik Gelisim Enstitiisi (DPI), Tiirkiye’de demokratik bir
¢oziimiin gelistirilmesi icin, farkli kesimlerin bir araya gelerek bilgilerini,
fikirlerini, kaygilarini ve 6nerilerini paylastiklari bir ortami tegvik etmeyi
amaglamaktadir. Caligmalarimiz, demokratik ¢6ziimiin saglanmasi igin

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

desteklemektedir.

Kurum olarak giiclii bir kamusal tartigmays; barisi ve demokrasiyi
uluslararast diizeyde gelistirmeye yonelik katilimlari tesvik etmek icin
uzmanliga ve pratige dayali bir bakis agisiyla hareket ediyoruz. Bu
cercevede baris ve demokratik ilerleme konusunda yapilandirilmis bir
kamusal tartismanin olusturulmasina katkida bulunmayi; baris ve
demokrasi ingast tartigmalari i¢in yeni platformlar yaratmayi ve mevcut

platformlari genisletmeyi amagliyoruz.

Bu amaglara ulagabilmenin geregi olarak, farkli kesimlerin demokrasinin
insast ve giiclendirmesi icin bilgilerini, endiselerini ve onerilerini
agtkca paylasabilecekleri kapsayici, samimi ve yapilandirilmis tartigma
ortamint gesitli seviyelerde tegvik etmeye calisiyoruz. DPI olarak farkl:
projelerimiz araciligiyla akademi, sivil toplum ve karar alicilar arasindaki

isbirligini desteklemeyi ve giiclendirmeyi de hedefliyoruz.
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Council of Experts /
Uzmanlar Kurulu Uyeleri

Bertie Ahern

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

Tecriibeli bir siyaset¢i olan Bertie Ahern bir dizi bakanlik gérevinden sonra
[rlanda Cumbhuriyeti Basbakani olarak gorev yapmustr. Bertie Ahern’in
bagbakanlik yapugi donemdeki en belirleyici gelisme 1998 yilinin Nisan ayinda
Hayirli Cuma Anlagmasr’yla sonuglanan barig goriismesi miizakerelerinin
baglatilmast olmustur. Ahern, 2004 yilinda Avrupa Konseyi bagkanligi gérevini
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yiiriitiirken Avrupa Birligi’'nin iiye iilke sayisinin 27’ye ¢ikug tarihsel siiregte pay1
olan en 6nemli isimlerden biri olmustur. 2008 yilinda aktif siyasetten gekilen
Bertie Ahern o tarihten bu yana biitiin zamanini ¢atisma ¢oziimii ¢aligmalarina
ayirmakta ve bu amagla pek ¢cok grupla temaslarda bulunmaktadir. Ahern’in hali
hazirda sahip oldugu tinvanlar sunlardir: The Inter Action Council Esbaskanligs,
Clinton Kiiresel Insiyatifi Uyeligi, Bask Ulkesindeki Catisma Uzerine Calisma
Yiiriiten Uluslararasit Grup Uyeligi, Irlanda Ulusal Universitesi Arabuluculuk ve
Catismaya Miidahale Boliimii Fahri Profesorliigii, Berlin Kiiltiirel Diplomasi
Enstitiisii Uyeligi, Varkey Gems Vakfi Danigma Kurulu Uyeligi, Kriz Idaresi
Inisiyatifi Uyeligi, Diinya Ekonomik Forumu Miizakere ve Catisma Coziimii
Forumu Konsey Uyeligi, Harvard Uluslararast Miizakere Programi Uluslararast
Danigmanlar Konseyi Basdanismani.
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Dermot Ahern

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

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

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

Maarif Vakfi Miitevelli Heyeti tiyesi ve Tiirkiye Demokrasi Platformu kurucu
tiyesi olan Askin Asan, 23. Dénem'de Ankara Milletvekili olarak Parlamentoda
gorev yaptt. TBMMde Akdeniz Parlamenter Asamblesi (APA) Tiirk Grubu
Baskani, Milli Egitim, Genglik ve Spor Komisyonu ve IKOPAB Tiirk Grubu
Uyesi oldu. 2011-2014 Yillar: arasinda Aile ve Sosyal Politikalar Bakanlig: Bakan
Yardimcist gorevini yiiriittii. 2014-2017 yillart arasinda Avrasya Universitesi'nin
rekeorliigiinii yapan Asan, su an Istanbul Ticaret Universitesi 6gretim iiyesidir.
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Prof. Dr. Mehmet Asutay

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

Economics).

Dr. Mehmet Asutay, Ingilteredeki Durham Universitesi'nin Isletme Fakiiltesi’nde
Ortadogu’'nun Islami Siyasal Ekonomisi ve Finanst alaninda profesor olarak gorev
yapmaktadir. Asutay Tiirk ve Kiirt siyasal ekonomisi, Islami siyasal ekonomi,
ve Ortadoguda siyasal ekonomi konularinda dersler vermekte, aragtirmalar
yapmakta ve yapilan aragtirmalara danismanlik yapmaktadir.
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Ali Bayramoglu

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

Yazar ve siyaset yorumcusu olan Ali Bayramoglu uzun yillar giinliik yayinlanan Yeni
Safak gazetesinde kose yazarligt yapmustir. Recep Tayyip Erdogan’in basbakanlig
doneminde olusturulan Akil Insanlar Heyetinde yer almistir. Bayramoglu kose
yazilarina su an Al-Monitorde devam etmektedir.
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Prof. Christine Bell

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

[skogya'nin bagkenti Edinburgh’ta faaliyet yiiriiten bir hukukgudur. Edinburgh
Universitesi’nde Anayasa hukuku profesorii olarak ve ayni iiniversite biinyesindeki
Kiiresel Adalet Projesinde Miidiir yardimcist olarak gorev yapmaktadir. Ingiliz
Akademisi iiyesi de olan Bell, 1995-1997 yillari arasinda Belfast merkezli Insan
Haklart 6rgiitii Adalet Idaresi Komisyonu baskani ve Belfast Anlasmast sartlart
cerevesinde kurulan Kuzey Irlanda Insan Haklart Komisyonu kurucu iiyesi olarak
gorev yaptl. 1999da ise Avrupa Komisyonu Temel Haklar Uzmanlar Komitesi
iiyeliginde bulundu.Temel uzmanlk alanlari Gegis Dénemi Adaleti, Baris
Miizakereleri, Anayasa Hukuku ve Insan Haklar1 olan Prof. Bell, ayni zamanda
bu konularda diplomat, arabulucu ve hukukeulara egitim vermekte, BM Genel
Sekreterligi, Insan Haklart Yitksek Komiserligi Ofisi ve UNIFEM’in de dahil
oldugu kurumlarda hukuk danismani olarak gorev yapmaktadur.
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Cengiz Candar

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

Kidemli bir gazeteci ve kise yazari olan Candar uzun yillar Radikal gazetesi igin
kose yazarligi yapmistir. Al Monitor haber sitesinde kése yazarligi yapmakeadir.
Ortadogu konusunda énemli bir uzman olan Candar, bir donem savag muhabiri
olarak caligmis veTiirkiye eski Cumhurbaskant merhum Turgut Ozala Gzel
danigmanlik yapmigtir.
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Andy Carl

Andy Carl is an independent expert on conflict resolution and public

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

Andy Carl catigma ¢oziimii ve bars siireclerine kamusal katilimin saglanmast
tizerine calisan bagimsiz bir uzmandir. Barigin ingaasinin bir hayirseverlik
faaliyetinden ziyade adaletin yerine getirilmesi cabasi olduguna inanan Carl,
catisma Coziimii alaninda calisan etkili kurumlardan biri olan Conciliation
Resources'un kurucularindan biridir. Bir donem Uluslararast Uyari (International
Alert) isimli kurumda Program Direkedrii olarak gorev yapan Carl, halen
Edinburgh Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi biinyesinde Fahri Bilim Kurulu Uyesi
olarak gorev yapmaktadir. Baris insast iizerine galisan Cenevre Mezunlar Insiyatifi
biinyesindeki Barts ve Gegis Dénemi Inisiyatifi, Cambridge’te yiiriitillen Barisin
Insast igin Yasal Araglar Projesi ve Londrada faaliyet yiiriiten Oxford Arastirma
Grubu gibi bir dizi kurum ve olusuma danismanlik yapmaya devam etmektedir.
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Dr. Vahap Cogkun

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

Dr. Vahap Coskun Diyarbakirda, Dicle Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi'nde 6gretim
liyesidir. Lisans ve lisansiistii egitimini Dicle Universitesi'nde tamamladiktan
sonra Ankara Universitesinde Hukuk Doktoru tamamlamustir. Serbestiyet ve
Kurdistan 24 online gazetesinde makale yazan Cogkun, insan haklari, anayasa
hukuku, siyasal teori ve toplumsal baris konulu kitaplar yayinlamustir. Coskun,
Akil Insanlar Komisyonu'nun I¢ Anadolu bblgesi iiyesiydi.
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Aysegiil Dogan

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

Bagimsiz haber platformlarina 6zel roportaj, haber dosyasi ve programlar
hazirlayan gazeteci Aysegiil Dogan; Metz Universitesi Medyasyon Kiiltiirel ve
[letisim Fakiiltesi'nin ardindan egitimine Paris Yiiksek Gazetecilik Okulu'nda
devam etti. Okul yillarinda, Fransiz Haber Ajansi-AFP’nin Ankara, Courrier
International’in Paris biirosunda ve Amerika’nin Sesi Kiirtge servisinde gazeteciligi
deneyimledi. Radyo Ekinde programci, Le Monde Diplomatique Tiirkgede
cevirmen gazeteci olarak caligti. Pariste yasadig: siire icinde Dogu Dilleri ve
Medeniyetleri Enstitiisti Kiirdoloji boliimiinde okutmanlik yaptu. Uzunca bir
siire siyaset iletisimi ile ilgilendi. 2011°de kurulan IMC TV 2016da kapatilana
dek; program koordinatérii olarak calisti. Ayni kanalda “Giindem Miizakere”
programini hazirladi ve sundu. Halen iilkesindeki pek cok meslektast gibi etik
ilkelere bagl; bagimsiz bir gazeteci olarak calisma arays, istek ve heyecanini
koruyor.
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Prof. Dr. Fazil Hiisnii Erdem

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

Fazil Hiisnii Erdem Dicle Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi Anayasa Hukuku
Anabilim Dali Baskanidir. 2007°de, 1980 darbesinin takiben yiiriirliige giren
1982 darbe anayasasini degistirmek tizere kurulan yeni anayasa hazirlama
komisyonunda yer almistr. Erdem, 2013’de Tiirkiye Cumbhuriyeti Hiikiimeti
tarafindan Demokratik acilim ve ¢dziim siireci kapsaminda olusturulan Akil
Insanlar Heyeti iiyesidir.
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Prof. Dr. Salomén Lerner Febres

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

Prof. Salomén felsefe alanindaki doktora egitimini BelgikadakiUniversité
Catholique de Louvainde tamamlamigtir. Perudaki Pontifical Catholic
Universitesi'nin onursal rektorii sifatini tasiyan Prof. Salomén Lerner Febres,
ayni finiversite biinyesindeki Demokrasi ve Insan Haklart Merkezi’nin de
bagkanligint yapmaktadir. Peru Hakikat ve Uzlagma Komisyonu eski bagkanidir.
Universitenin rolii ve dogast, akademik ¢alismalarda karsilasilan zorluklar, etik ve
kamu kiiltiirii konulu ¢ok sayida konusma yapmus, siddet ve pasifizm konusunda
Peru bagta olmak tizere pek ¢ok iilkede yapilan konferanslara konugmact olarak
katlmuistir.
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Prof. Mervyn Frost

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

Londradaki King’s College’in Savas Caligmalari béliimiiniin - bagkanligini
yapmaktadir. Daha once Giiney Afrikanin Durban sehrindeki Natal
Universiteside Siyaset Bilimi béliimiiniin baskanligini yapmusur. Giiney Afrika
Siyaset Calismalar1 Enstitiisti Baskanhgi gorevinde de bulunan Profesor Frost,
Insan Haklari ve Uluslararasi Iligkiler, Insancil Miidahale, Diinya Siyasetinde
Adalet, Kiiresel Yonetimin Demokratiklestirilmesi, Yeni Savaslar Déneminde Adil
Savas Gelenegi ve Kiiresellesen Diinyada Etik gibi konularda uzman bir isimdir.
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Martin Griffiths

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

Ust diizeyde uluslararasi bir arabulucu olan Martin Griffiths, uluslararast bir
arabulucudur ve yakin zamanda BM Yemen Ozel Temsilcisi olarak atanmustir.
Asya, Afrika ve Avrupa kitalarindaki ¢esitli iilkelerde hiikiimetler ile isyanct
gruplar arasinda siyasal diyalog gelistirilmesi {izerine galisan Cenevre'deki Insani
Diyalog Merkezi'nin (Centre for Humanitarian Dialogue) kurucu direkeérii olan
Martin Griffiths 1999-2010 yillart arasinda bu gorevi siirdiirmiistiir. Catisma
¢oziimii Uzerine calisan Londra merkezli Inter Mediate’in kuruculari arasinda
bulunan Geriffiths, UNICEE Save the Children ve Action Aid isimli uluslararast
kurumlarda da gorev yapmustir. Ingiltere Diplomasi Servisi'ndeki hizmetlerinin
yant sira Birlesmis Milletler biinyesinde Cenevre Ofisi'nde Insani Faaliyetler
Boliimir'nde yonetici, New York ofisinde Acil Yardim Koordinatorii yardimeiligy,
Biiyiik Goller (Great Lakes) bélgesinde Insani Yardim Koordinatérii, Balkanlarda
BM Bolgesel Koordinatérii ve BM eski Genel Sekreteri Kofi Annan’in BM ve Arap
Birligi adina Suriye 6zel temsilciligi yapugi dénemde kendisine bag danigmanlik

yapmustir.
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Kezban Hatemi

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

Istanbul Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesinden mezun olduktan sonra Istanbul
Barosuna kayitli olarak avukatlik yapmaya baglamisur. Serbest avukatlik
yapmanin yant sitra UNESCO Tiirkiye Milli Komisyonu'nda hukuke¢u olarak
gorev yapmus, Bosna savast sirasinda siirdiiriilen savas karsiti kampanyalarda aktif
olarak yer almugtir. Tiirkiye'nin Avrupa Birligi'ne tiyelik siireci geregi hazirlanan
Uyum Yasalart Cergeve Yasasinin Dini Ozgiirliikler, Azinliklar ve Vakiflar ile
ilgili boliimlerine iliskin hukuki ¢aligmalarda yer almus, Tiirk Ceza Kanunu ve
Vakiflar Kanunu’'nun taslaklarinin hazirlanmasinda gérev almustir. Insan haklari,
kadin haklari, azinlik haklari, cocuk haklari, hayvan haklart ve uyusturucu ile
miicadele konularinda ¢ok sayida yazili eseri vardir. Recep Tayyip Erdogan'in
basbakanligi doneminde olusturulan Akil Insanlar Heyetinde yer almistir. Bunun
yani sira [stanbul Universitesi ile Dariilacaze Vakfi Miitevelli heyetlerinde gorev
yapmaktadir.
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Dr. Edel Hughes

Dr. Edel Hughes is a Senior Lecturer in Law at Middlesex University. Prior

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

Dr. Edel Hughes, Middlesex Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi'nde kidemli 6gretim
liyesidir. Daha 6nce Dogu Londra Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi ve Limerick
Universitesi'nde gorev yapan Hughes, doktorasini 2003-2009 yillari arasinda
Irlanda Ulusal Universitesi'nde Uluslararast Insan Haklarr Hukuku alaninda
tamamlamigtur. Hughes'un bir¢ok yaymninin da bulundugu calisma alanlari
icinde, Orta Dogu’yu ve Tiirkiye'yi de kapsayan sekilde, uluslararasi insan haklari
hukuku, uluslararas: kamu hukuku ve ¢atigma ¢6ziimii yer almakeadir.

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

Unlii oyuncu ve yonetmen Kadir Inanir, 100’ agkin filmde rol almig ve
Tiirk sinemasina katkilarindan dolay1 pek ¢ok &diile layik goriigmiistiir. 1949
senesinde Ordu, Fatsada dogan Inanir, Marmara Universitesi letisim Fakiiltesi
Radyo-Televizyon Béliimiinden mezun olmustur. 2013 senesinde barig siirecini
yonetmek amactyla kurulan Akil Insanlar Heyeti'ne Akdeniz Bélgesi temsilcisi

olarak girmistir.
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Prof. Dr. Ahmet insel

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

[letisim Yayinlart Yayin Kurulu Koordinatorliigiinii yiiriiten Ahmet Insel,
Galatasaray Universitesi ve Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne Universitesi'nde 6gretim
tiyesi olarak gérev yapmustir. Birikim Dergisi yayin kolektifi tiyesi ve Cumhuriyet
Gazetesinde kose yazaridir. Tiirkge ve Fransizca olmak tizere gok sayida kitabi ve
makalesi bulunmakrtadir.
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Avila Kilmurray

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

Avila Kilmurray, Kuzey Irlanda Kadin Koalisyonu'nun kurucusudur ve bu siyasi
partinin temsilcilerinden biri olarak Hayirli Cuma Anlagmasi miizakerelerine
kaulmisur. Toplumsal tepki, kadin hareketi ve catugmanin doniisiimii gibi
konularda gok sayida yazli eseri vardir. Birlesik Krallik ve Irlandada aralarinda
Conciliation Resources (Uzlasma Kaynaklari), the Global Fund for Community
Foundations (Toplumsal Vakiflar icin Kiirsel Fon) , Conflict Resolution Services
Ireland (irlanda Catisma Coziimii Hizmetleri) ve the Institute for British Irish
Studies (Britanya ve Irlanda galismalari Enstitiisii) isimli kurumlarda yonetim
kurulu tyesi olarak gorev yapmaktadir. 1990-94 yillari arasinda Ulasim ve
Genel Isciler Sendikasr'nda Kadinlardan Sorumlu Yonetici olarak calismis ve
bu gorevi yerine getiren ilk kadin olmugtur. 1994-2014 yillar1 arasinda Kuzey
[rlanda Toplum Vakfrnin direkeorliigiinii yapmis ve bu gorevi sirasinda eski
siyasi mahkumlarin yeniden entegrasyonu ile barigin toplumsal zeminde yeniden
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ingasina dair Avrupa Birligi fonlarinin idaresini yiirtitmistiir. Avrupa Vakiflar
Merkezi tarafindan verilen Yenilik¢i Hayirseverler Raymond Georis Odiilir'niin

de sahibidir.
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Prof. Ram Manikkalingam

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

Amsterdam Universitesi Siyaset Bilimi Boliimii' nde misafir Profesér olarak gorev
yapmaktadir. Sri Lanka devlet bagkanina baris siireci icin danigmanlik yapmigtir.
Danigmanlik gorevini hala siirdiirmektedir. Uzmanlik alanlari arasinda ¢atigma,
cokkiiltiirliilitk, demokrasi gibi konular bulunan Prof. Ram Manikkalingam,
Sri Lankadaki Laksham Kadirgamar Stratejik Calismalar ve Uluslararast {ligkiler
Enstitiisitniin kurucu iiyesi ve yonetim kurulu iiyesidir.
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Bejan Matur

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

Tiirkiye'nin 6nde gelen sair ve yazarlarindan biridir. Siir ve gazetecilik alaninda
yaytmlanmug 10 kitab: bulunmaktadir. 2012 yilinin bagina kadar yazdig: diizenli
kése yazilarinda Kiirt siyaseti, Ermeni sorunu, giindelik siyaset, azinlik sorunlari,
cezaevi yazilari ve kadin sorunu gibi konular: islemistir. Yapitlar: 28 degisik dile
cevrilen Matur, ¢ok sayida edebiyat 6diilit sahibidir. Diyarbakir Kiiltiir ve Sanat
Vakfi Kurucu Bagkanligi gorevinde bulunmusgtur.
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Prof. Monica McWilliams

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

Prof. Monica McWilliams, Ulster Universitesi'ndeki Gegis Donemi Adaleti
Enstitiisi'ne bagli Kadin Calismalar1 Bélimi'nde 6gretim iyesidir. 2005-
2011 yillart arasinda Kuzey Irlanda Insan Haklari Komisyonu Komiseri olarak
Kuzey Irlanda Haklar Beyannamesi igin tavsiyeler hazirlamaktan sorumlu olarak
gorev yapmistir. Kuzey Irlanda Kadin Koalisyonu'nun kurucularindan olan
Prof. McWilliams 1998 yilinda Belfast (Hayirli Cuma) Baris Anlasmasi’nin
imzalanmastyla sonuglanan Cok Partili Barig Gortigmeleri’nde yer almistr.
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Hanne Melfald

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

Hanne Melfald, basdanigsmanlik dahil olmak iizere 8 yil boyunca Norveg Disisleri
Bakanlig: biinyesinde cesitli gorevlerde bulunmus, 2015 yilindan itibaren Insani
Diyalog i¢in Merkez isimli kurumun Avrasya biriminde Proje Mudiirii olarak
calismaya baglamistir. Gegmiste Birlesmis Milletler biinyesinde gorev almug,
bu gorevi sirasinda 2 yil boyunca Birlesmis Milletlerin Afganistan Yardim
Misyonunda BM Genel Sekreteri Ozel Temsilcisi olarak gorev yapmistir. Ayrica
Birlesmis Milletler Cenevre Yerleskesi biinyesinde bulunan Nepal Insani Yardim
Koordinasyon Ofisinde de gorev almistir. Bir donem Norveg Siginmacilar Konseyi
ve Norveg Gogmenlik Isleri Miidiirliigiinde galisan Hanna Melfald Norveg'in
Bergen ve ABD’nin Kaliforniya Universitelerinde aldigt Uluslararast [ligkiler
egitimini Olso Universitesinde aldigi Siyaset Bilimi yiiksek lisans egitimiyle
tamamlamustir.
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Roelf Meyer

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

Roelf Meyer, Giiney Afrikadaki baris siirecinde iktidar partisi Ulusal Parti adina
basmiizakereci olarak gorev yapmustir. O donem Afrika Ulusal Kongresi (ANC)
adina bagmiizakereci olarak gorev yapan ve su an Giiney Afrika devlet bagkant olan
Cyril Ramaphosa ile birlikre yiiriittiigii miizakereler sonrasinda Giiney Afrikadaki
wrker apartheid rejim sona erdirilmis ve 1994 yilinda iilkedeki ilk 6zgiir secimlerin
yapilmast saglanmigstir. Yapilan se¢im sonrasi yeni devlet baskani secilen Nelson
Mandela kurdugu ilk hiikiimette Roelf Meyer'e Anayasal Iliskilerden Sorumlu
Bakan olarak gorev vermistir. Roelf Meyer 2011-2014 yillari arasinda Giiney
Afrika Savunma Degerlendirme Komitesine baskanlik yapmus, ayni zamanda
aktif olan bazt baris siireglerine dahil olarak Kuzey Irlanda, Sri Lanka, Ruanda,
Burundi, Irak, Kosova, Bask Bélgesi, Guyana, Bolivya, Kenya, Madagaskar ve
Giiney Sudan'da catisan taraflara danismanlik yapmistr.
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Mark Muller QC
Mark Muller, QC, is a senior advocate at Doughty Street Chambers (London)

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

Mark Muller Londra merkezli Doughty Street Chambers Hukuk Biirosu'na
ve Edinburgdaki Iskog Avukatlar Birligi'ne bagl olarak calisan tecriibeli bir
hukukeudur. Uluslararast kamu hukuku ve insan haklart hukuku alaninda uzman
olan Muller, Afganistan, Libya, Irak ve Suriye gibi cesitli causma alanlarinda
uzun seneler catisma ¢dziimi, arabuluculuk, catismasizlik ve iktidar paylagimi
konusunda danigmanlik hizmeti vermistir. 2005'den bu yana Insani Diyalog icin
Merkez (Centre for Humanitarian Dialogue), Catisma Otesi (Beyond Borders)
ve Inter Mediate (Arabulucu) isimli kurumlara kidemli danigmanlik yapmakeadir.
Harvard Hukuk Fakiiltesi {iyesi olan Muller bir donem Ingiltere ve Galler Barosu
Insan Haklari Komisyonu baskanligi ve Barolar Konseyi Hukukun Ustiinliigii
Birimi bagkanlig1 gorevlerini de ytirtitmiistiir. Kiiltiirel diyalog yoluyla barist ve
uluslararasi anlayist tesvik etme amaciyla Iskogya'da kurulan Sinirlar Otesi (Beyond
Borders) isimli olusumun kurucusu olan Muller halen BM Siyasal iliskiler Birimi
biinyesindeki Arabulucular Destek Ekibinde Kidemli Arabuluculuk Uzmani
olarak gorev yapmaktadir.
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Avni Ozgiirel

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

Gazeteci-yazar Avni Ozgiirel, uzun yillar Milliyet, Aksam, Sabah ve Radikal
gibi cesitli gazetelerde haber miidiirliigii ve kése yazarligi yapu. 2013 yilinda
Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti Hitkiimeti tarafindan Demokratik acilim ve ¢dziim siireci
kapsaminda olusturulan Akil Insanlar Heyeti iyesidir. 1980 darbesini konu eden
belgesel film Zincibozan (2007), Sultan Abdiilazizin 1867'de Avrupa’ya yapugi
yolculugu konu eden Sultan Avrupada (2009), Mahpeyker: Késem Sultan (2010)
ve 7 Subat Milli Istihbarat Tegkilati (MIT) operasyonunun anlatildigi “Darbe”
filmleri senaristligini ve yapimciligini iistlendigi projeler arasindadir. Ozgiirel,
su anda Yeni Birlik gazetesinin sahibi ve genel yayin yonetmenidir. Ayrica TRT
Haberde program yapmakradir.
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Prof. John Packer

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

Dr. John Packer Kanadada Ottawa Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi'nde docent
ve Insan Haklart Arastirma ve Egitim Merkezi (Human Rights Research and
Education Centre) miidiiriidiir. 20 yil boyunca Packer BM Miilteciler Yiiksek
Komiserligi, Uluslararast Calisma Orgiitii ve BM Insan Haklar Yiiksek
Komiserligi gibi Cenevrede bulunan hiikiimetler arasi érgiitlerde calismigtir.
1995’ten 2004’e kadar Laheyde Packer Kidemli Hukuk Danismani, ardindan
da Ulusal Azinliklar Yiiksek Komiserligi birinci miidiirii olarak gorev almistir.
2012-2014 yillarinda Packer BM Arabuluculuk Uzmanlar Ekibi siyasi iligkiler
biriminde Anayasa ve Siireclerin Tasarimi Uzmani olarak yer aldi. Diinyadaki
bircok bars siireci ve siyasi gecisler konusunda danismanlik yapan Pecker, catigma
onleme ve ¢oziimii, gesitlilik yonetimi, anayasa ve hukuk reformlart ve insan
haklari korumasina odaklanmistir.
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Jonathan Powell

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

Ortadogu, Latin Amerika ve Asyada yasanan catigmalarin ¢oztimii tizerine ¢alisan
ve devletten bagimsiz arabuluculuk kurumu olan Birlesik Krallik merkezli Inter
Mediate’'in kurucusudur ve Icra Kurulu Baskanidir. 2014 yilinda Birlesik Krallik
Basbakani David Cameron tarafindan Libya konusunda Ozel Temsilci olarak
atanmugstir. 1995-2007 yillart arasinda Birlesik Krallik eski Bagbakani Tony Blair
kabinesinde Bagbakanlik Personel Daire Baskanlig1 gorevinde bulunmus, 1997
yilindan itibaren Kuzey Irlanda sorununun ¢bziimii igin yapilan goriismelere
Britanya adina basmiizakereci olarak katlmistir. 1978-79 yillart arasinda BBC ve
Granada TV igin gazeteci olarak ¢alismis, 1979-1994 yillar1 arasinda ise Britanya
adina diplomatlik yapmistir.
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Sir Kieran Prendergast

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

Birlesik Krallik Disisleri Bakanligt biinyesinde aralarinda Kibris, Tiirkiye, Israil,
Hollanda, Kenya ve ABD'de diplomat olarak ¢aligmistir. Birlesik Krallik Disisleri
ve Milletler Toplulugu Biirosu'nun (Foreign and Commonwealth Office) Giiney
Afrikadaki Apartheid rejimi ve Namibya konulariyla ilgilenen birimine bagkanlik
etmistir. Bir ddnem BM Siyasal liskiler Biriminde Miistesar olarak calismis, BM
Genel Sekreteri’nin Baris ve Giivenlik konulu ydnetim kurulu toplanularinin
diizenleyiciligini yapmus, Afganistan, Burundi, Kibris, Demokratik Kongo
Cumbhuriyeti, Dogu Timor gibi bélgelerde baris ¢abalarina dahil olmustur.
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Rajesh Rai

Rajesh Rai was called to the Bar in 1993 with his areas of expertise including

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

1993 yilinda Ingiltere ve Galler Barosu'na kaydolmustur. Insan Haklari Hukuku,
Goégmenlik ve Siginma Hakki hukuku ile Kamu Hukuku temel uzmanlik
alanlaridir. Kamerun'daki HIC isimli sivil toplum 6rgiitii ile Ugandadaki Human
Energy isimli sirketin kurucusudur. Bir dsnem The Joint Council for the Welfare
of Immigrants — JCWI — (Gégmenlerin Refahi igin Ortak Konsey) direktorliigiini
yapmustir. Bagta Ingiltere ve Galler Barosu Insan Haklart Komisyonu adina olmak
tizere uluslararast alanda 6zellikle Avrupa, Asya, Afrika, ABD ve Hindistan'da ¢ok
cesitli hukuki konular iizerine seminerler ve dersler vermistir.
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Sir David Reddaway

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

Halen gegsitli ozel sirket ve tniversitelere danisman, yonetim kurulu iyesi ve
konsiiltasyon uzmani olarak hizmet etmektedir. 2016 yilinin Ocak ayindan
bu yana Londra Universitesi biinyesindeki Goldsmith Koleji'nde Konsey iiyesi
ve Goldsmith sirketinde yonetici katip olarak gorev yapmaya basglamistr.  Bir
donem Birlesik Krallik adina Tiirkiye ve Irlanda Cumhuriyeti Biiyiikelgisi olarak
gorev yapan Reddaway bu gorevinden once Birlesik Krallik adina Kanadada
Yiiksek Misyon Temsilcisi, Afganistan'da Ozel Temsilci, Iranda ise Diplomatik
temsilci olarak gorevyapmustir. Bu gérevlerinin yant sira Ispanya, Arjantin, ve
Hindistan'da diplomatik gdrevler iistlenmistir.
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Prof. Naomi Roht-Arriaza

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

Prof. Naomi Roht-Arriaza Amerika Birlesik Devletlerinin San Francisco
sehrindeki UC Hastings College of the Law isimli Hukuk okulunda égretim
tiyesi olarak gérev yapmaktadir. Gegis Donemi Adaleti, Insan Haklar: Thlalleri,
Uluslararast Ceza Hukuku ve Kiiresel Cevre Sorunlart gibi konular uzmanlik
alanina girmekeedir.
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Prof. Dr. Mehmet Ufuk Uras

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

Prof. Dr. Mehmet Ufuk Uras Istanbul Universitesi Iktisat Fakiiltesi’'nde lisans,
yiiksek lisans ve doktora 6grenimini tamamladiktan sonra, milletvekili secilene
kadar Istanbul Universitesi [ktisat Fakiiltesi, Siyaset Bilimi ve Uluslararast ligkiler
Boliimi'nde yardimer dogent doktor olarak gorev yapmustir. 22 Temmuz 2007
genel segimlerinde Istanbul 1. Bélgeden bagimsiz milletvekili adayr olmustur.
Segimlerin sonucunda %3,85 orantyla yani 81.486 oy alarak Istanbul 1. Bolge'den
bagimsiz milletvekili olarak 23. donem meclisine girmistir. Secimler 6ncesinde
liderliginden ayrildigi Ozgiirliik ve Dayanisma Partisi (ODP) Genel bagkanligina
11 Subat 2008de yapilan 5. Olagan Kongresi'ni takiben geri dénmiistiir. 17
Haziran 2009 tarihinde, partinin dar grupcu bir anlayisa kaydigt diisiincesi ve
sol siyasetin daha genis bir yelpazeye ulasmasi iddiasiyla bir grup arkadagiyla
Ozgiirliik ve Dayanisma Partisi’'nden istifa etmigtir. ODP’den ayrilisiyla birlikee
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Esitlik ve Demokrasi Partisi kurulus siirecine kaulmigtir. DTP’nin 19 kisiye diisiip
grupsuz kalmasindan sonra, Kiirt sorununun parlamentoda ¢éziilmesi gerektigini
savunarak Baris ve Demokrasi Partisi (BDP) grubuna katlmustir. Ufuk Uras, se¢cim
siirecinde, kurulus cagrisini yapugi Esitlik ve Demokrasi Partisi’ne iiye olmustur.
25 Kasim 2012'de kurulan Yesiller ve Sol Gelecek Partisinin kurucularindandir
ve aynt zamanda PM iiyesidir. Uras'n ¢ok sayidaki yayinlari arasinda “ODP
Séylesileri”, “Ideolojilerin Sonu mu?” (Marksist Arastirmalart Destek Odiilii),
“Sezgiciligin Sonu mu?”, “Baska Bir Siyaset Miimkiin”, “Kurtulug Savasinda Sol”,
“Siyaset Yazilar” ve “Alternatif Siyaset Arayislar” “Sokaktan Parlamentoya” “S6z
Meclisten Disar1” ve “Meclis Notlart” adli kitaplart da bulunmakeadir.
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Prof. Dr. Sevtap Yokus

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

Prof. Dr. Sevtap Yokus Istanbul Altinbas Universitesi Anayasa Hukuku Anabilim
Dalt 6gretim {iyesidir. Istanbul Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi Kamu Hukuku
Doktora Programi biinyesinde basladigi doktorasini “Avrupa Insan Haklart
Sozlesmesi’nin Tiirkiyede Olaganiistii Hal Rejimine Eckisi” baglikli tezle 1995
yilinda tamamlamistur. Akademik gorevi sirasinda lisans, yiiksek lisans ve
doktora asamasinda dersler veren Prof. Dr. Yokus o6zellikle Anayasa Hukuku
ve Insan haklart Hukuk alaninda uzmanlagmstir. Ayrica Avrupa Insan Haklari
Mahkemesi’ne bagvuruda pratik avukatlik deneyimi de bulunmakeadir.
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