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FOREWORD ——

The following analysis is by Ali Bayramoglu, a journalist,
writer and political commentator from Turkey.

Mr Bayramoglu sets out the new political landscape in Turkey in relation to
both the contemporary condition of the ruling AK Party and also structural
changes in the opposition bloc. These dynamics are primarily explored in light
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of different actors’ approaches to the Kurdish issue, in contrast to tradition-
al ideological and political positions. Mr Bayramoglu suggests that whilst the
conservative ruling bloc is growing increasingly entrenched in an authoritar-
ian position, opposition actors—both old and new, and representing a political
spectrum—are gaining public support as they offer alternatives to return the
Kurdish question to political debate.

Mr Bayramoglu begins with an explanation that current economic and foreign
relations challenges in Turkey, are not the main causes for instability within
the AK Party. Rather, internal splits within the conservative bloc are creating
new political divides, not based on left-right politics so much as the way in
which the parties conduct themselves. According to Mr Bayramoglu the new
axes of politics separate the AK Party and MHP who are holding to identity

politics on the one hand, from an opposition bloc which embraces more liberal



and diverse positions on the other. The strategy behind the new opposition bloc
is to create a unified front against the ruling party and change the existing po-
litical system. His analysis continues to describe in more detail the changes of
the CHP’s discourse in recent elections as well as the new parties being formed
by Ali Babacan and Ahmet Davutoglu which can be seen as breaking away from
the AK Party.

DPI wishes to thank the author for this engaging report, which examines the
ever-changing dynamic in Turkey and the subsequent effect on a possible reso-
lution to the Kurdish question. The views and opinions expressed in the report
remain those of the author and do not necessarily reflect the official position
of DPIL.

Yours Sincerely,

Kerim Yildiz

Chief Executive Officer
Democratic Progress Institute
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POLITICAL ACTORS IN THE CONTEXT
OF THE KURDISH PROBLEM AND
NEW OPPORTUNITIES FOR A POLITICS

OF PEACE Ali Bayramoglu

I. INTRODUCTION

In the aftermath of the local elections of 31 March and 24 June 2019, politics
in Turkey appear to have entered a calmer, more stable phase compared to the
turbulence of the previous period. A new meaning is inherent in this general
calming down. There are a few constituent elements of this new balance that
should be highlighted:
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Bl The first relates to the main fault lines of Turkey’s politics. In contrast to the
polarising and antagonistic politics represented by AK Party and MHP, actors
of the opposition offer an alternative which distances itself from a belligerent
discourse and identity politics and attempts to create and represent a societal
centre. This fact, in itself, enriches and deepens political discussions, and alters
their course.

B Another important input is the presence of those actors who are announcing
their entry into politics as part of new political parties. Ali Babacan, responsible
for much of AK Party’s successful economic policies, is founding a political party
with the support of Abdullah Giil. Ahmet Davutoglu announced the forming of yet
another political party. These formations have the power to affect the structure
and definitions of the conservative sphere.

M The third element is related to the Kurdish issue, which has become a de-
termining factor for both the ruling bloc and the opposition parties. While the
ruling bloc has built its authoritarian policies on the Kurdish danger and implic-
it discrimination, the opposition parties, with the exception of IYI Party, have
reached out for the Kurdish electorate, adopted a return to politics vis-a-vis the
Kurdish problem, and opposed the current authoritarian attitude. In other words,
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the Kurdish problem is among the most important policy areas for both current
political actors and the emerging political parties.

M This indicates that the connections between the Kurdish issue and other polit-
ical processes will increase in the near future.

These promising developments show that the resolution of the Kurdish problem
will depend as much on the new differentiations of Turkey’s domestic politics as
on the developments in Syria.

THE RULING BLOC:
AK PARTY AND THE PEOPLE’S ALLIANCE

After 2015, the Kurdish problem and the harsh Kurdish policy in response be-
came a unifying element of the AK Party and the People’s Alliance. Combined
with other factors, however, the same issue became a considerable political pre-
dicament to these actors. The Kurdish electorate played a huge role in AK Party’s
loss of votes in the West and in the Mediterranean in the 31 March elections. In
Istanbul, the most important city, this influence was decisive.

Following the loss of votes, it was expected that the AK Party would undergo
some revisions. These expectations can be grouped under three headings:

M Firstly, there was an expectation that the AK Party would ease its harsh Kurd-
ish policy. Even though it became obvious that its authoritarian policies, its se-
curitarian approach, and its discriminatory discourse, especially with regards
to the Kurdish issue, was costing the AK Party votes, and that the Kurdish votes
migrating to CHP were decisive in the Istanbul election, the ruling party didn’t
revise its policies in this matter. Indeed, it made gestures in quite the opposite
direction. Four months after the elections, elected HDP mayors in Kurdish me-
tropolises were removed from office, and governors of these cities became the
government-appointed trustees of the municipalities as well. There was a symbol-
ic significance in the fact that this act was made possible through a legal amend-
ment, which was enforced through a statutory decree that was passed during the
state of emergency.

H The second expectation was that the arbitrary judiciary policies would be toned
down. It was thought that imprisoned former HDP MPs, writers such as Ahmet
Altan and Nazl Ilicak, and civil society representatives like Osman Kavala would
be released, or at least that steps in this direction would be taken. Contrary to
expectations, in the new judicial reform draft, the Execution Law regulations
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which would have enabled this change were not included. Instead, the current

policies became even more entrenched. Former chair of HDP Demirtas, one of the
symbolic names of the Kurdish movement, was waiting to be released as he had
served his time in pre-trial detention; however, he was arrested due to allegations
stipulating that he was responsible for the Kobani incidents which occurred from
6-8 October 2013. This arrest was unlawful. The new accusation and prosecution
were part of the already adjudged primary case; however, it was hastily turned
into a separate file in order to create a reason for his continued arrest. In other
words, Demirtas was arrested a second time for an act he had already been pros-
ecuted and served a sentence for. A statement given by the president one day
after this arrest made clear that the arrest had to do with the wishes and will of
the ruling power:

“If you’re looking for the killers in this country, you don’t have to look far. They
have infiltrated even the Parliament. They call people to the streets and kill 53
of our children in Diyarbakir - our people, our society won't forget that they did
this. We will keep an eye on this situation till the end. We cannot let them go...”"

B The third expectation was that the AK Party would reconsider the existence

Political Actors In the Context Of The Kurdish Problem And New Opportunities For A Politics Of Peace

and benefits of the People’s Alliance. The People’s Alliance was essentially an
anti-Kurdish alliance, and the changes in voting patterns in the last elections
showed that it was costing the AK Party considerable support. In a previous
assessment, we made the following observations:

“The election results seem to demonstrate that the People’s Alliance formed with
MHP has harmed AK Party. Studies on the provincial general council’s votes,
which are based not on mayoral candidates but on political parties, show that
of the 51.6% of the total votes AK Party and MHP have received, 13-14% come
from the MHP constituency whereas 37-38% come from AK Party’s constituency.
Accordingly, AK Party has declined even beneath 40%, which was its average
percentage in local elections. It appears that in some constituencies, AK Party’s
supporters have gone over to MHP.”®

(1) This repetition which comes after 25 years is interesting: In February 1994, then-Chief of Staff Dogan Giires
said of DEP (the Kurdish party of the period) MPs in the Parliament: “There is no need to look for bandits in Be-
kaa. Unfortunately, some of them are under the roof of the Grand Assembly.” On 2 March 1994, 6 DEP MPs were
stripped of their parliamentary immunity. They were forcibly arrested at the entrance of the Parliament, and
sent to prison. This incident became a significant and symbolic turning point in the history of the Kurdish issue.

@ https://www.democraticprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/DPI_Ali-Bayramoglu-Assessment.pdf
L
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In this framework, it would have been rational for the AK Party to behave in a
way which indicated recognition of this defeat, and adopt a new, more moderate
strategy. Defying expectations once again, both the MHP and the AK Party took

ownership of the alliance even after the elections and confirmed that they still
stood by its political sensibilities. It is important to note that even though he was
not a coalition member, the strategy of the MHP chairman, Devlet Bahgeli to give
public statements concerning all crucial executive issues and to speak about the
future engagements of the alliance using the state’s own discourse.

In brief, not only did Erdogan’s harsh Kurdish policy not change after the elec-
tion, it became more entrenched.

1. THE ECONOMY AND FOREIGN POLICY,
WITH REGARD TO THE KURDISH POLICY

No other, equally pressing issues are on the table which has the power to force
AK Party to undergo a revision.

Analysing the fragile state of Turkey’s economy, which is the Achilles heel of AK
Party, we observe that in the context of recent international developments and
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the abundance of markets’ liquidity, the country’s economy is able to find new
resources, and the TRY-USD rate is stable despite Ankara’s policy of lowering in-
terest rates. In terms of the private sector’s external debt, this situation provides
relative stability to the economy vis-a-vis the banking sector and macro balances.
Even Turkey’s military operation in Syria has not upset this balance in terms of the
market. Economic and sanctions of any other form against Turkey might pose a risk
to Ankara. However, it is just as likely that such a crisis would be met with the neg-
ative reactions by nationalists, and further consolidate the ruling power’s position.

Another critical issue is the state of affairs in Turkey’s foreign policy. There are
three groups of political relations we must focus on.

RELATIONS IN THE MIDDLE EAST

The relations in question concern two branches: one concerning Syria in its en-
tirely, the other focusing solely on Eastern Syria.

Ankara’s position on the discussions about the future of Syria are along common
Russia-Iran-Turkey lines, and changes according to the stress on a unitary state,
with regards to Kurdish control. As such, there is a certain balance in this respect
with Russia, Iran and Syria.
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The area controlled by PYD in Eastern Syria, which Turkey defines as the Kurd-

ish problem and even danger, forces the US’s hand with regards to the equal need
it has for both Turkey and PYD, and its relations with both. In this framework,
there are two aspects surrounding the debate about the “security corridor”, no
matter what protestations are made. One function is to satisfy PYD, to secure its
sovereign zone, and to express the Turkey-PYD contact through the US. In early
October, following the Trump- Erdogan meeting, the US’s efforts to remove its
troops from the Turkish border, and Trump’s apparent wish to withdraw from
Syria resurfaced. The withdrawal of the US from the region triggered the begin-
ning of a Turkish-Kurdish war in Syria. Turkey began, by force, its attempt to
create the security corridor it had asked for, and this time on its own terms. This
has upset all balances and made things even more unpredictable.

This operation signals an end to the possibility of there being an indirect con-
ciliation between Turkey and the PYD in Syria regarding the Kurdish problem,
and its resolution opportunities. Ankara believes that it can intervene and gain
control of the wide area under PYD control by means of a military operation.
Its plan is not only to remove the PYD from this 480 by 30 km area, but also
to place the Syrian refugees in this zone. This would mean a demographic
transformation of the area, or in other words, it would become less Kurdish
and more Arabized. Acts, such as appointing a district governor to Afrin and
opening a YOK (Turkish Council of Higher Education) controlled university,
indicate Turkey’s desire to establish its own tutelage over the region. Through
this, Ankara intends to burn the bridges between the Kurds in Syria and the
Kurds in Turkey, and to weaken the PYD in the region, and even to the South -
also asking for the responsibility of the ISIS camps, where 100.000 people are
currently residing. Thanks to Trump’s noncommittal and contradictory attitude
and to the indirect support of Russia and Iran, Erdogan seems to have found the
right time to push through his own plans. However, there are inherent risks to
these acts. Among these risks are the revival of ISIS, its targeting of Turkey,
having all non-Trump elements of the US, as well as Britain and the EU against
Turkey, facing sanctions, becoming isolated and being pushed even more into
the arms of Russia and Iran.

Erdogan’s military activism has to do with politics at the domestic levels, as well.
Politically, Erdogan cares very much about doing what no one else can: opposing
the US and other powers if necessary, behaving as a superpower and being the
actor behind all of it. As his domestic support diminishes, the only thing left for
Erdogan to do is to win the support of the MHP and other nationalists.



This, in turn, requires an entrenchment of his polarising policies, and to centre

those policies around the military operation, the matter of state survival, and the
Kurdish issue. It is obvious that Erdogan intends to fortify his image as a leader
who staunchly challenges everyone else, and to raise support for his own camp.

Relations with the US: Prior to the military operation, these relations had
just overcome the crucial S-400 crisis. The current reactions of the Pentagon, the
Department of State, the Republican Party and the Democratic Party show that a
new crisis might emerge.

Relations with the EU: Prior to the military operation, relations between Tur-
key and the EU were on a new track, now these expectations have mutually al-
tered. The Syrian refugee problem is currently the main axis of this relationship,
and as long as security issues continue to dominate, any pressure applied by the
EU will decrease in significance and shift the dynamic of the relationship. The
military operation partially threatens this balance.

Despite partial crises and various ups and downs, this economic and foreign pol-
icy outlook at the present time does not indicate instability for the ruling power.

2. In the framework of the current system, Erdogan has no other option than
trying to win the presidential election through MHP’s and the nationalist elec-
torate’s support. This is mainly due to this that things will go on as they are with
regard to the People’s Alliance and the Kurdish issue.

THE OPPOSITION AND STRUCTURAL
CHANGES IN THE POLITICAL SPECTRUM

Turkey’s political spectrum is undergoing a structural change thanks to the pres-
sure of the political and constitutional developments of the recent past, and also
because of the shifting axes of its main conflicts. As such the role of the political
opposition, which is currently undergoing a restructuring, becomes more impor-
tant with each passing day. In other words, while the attitude and structure of
the ruling bloc has remained largely unchanged, it’s quite the opposite where the
opposition #is concerned. A dynamic change is sweeping through the opposition
bloc. It appears that the opposition bloc, with all its actors and differences, but
more crucially its commonalities, will play a crucial role in Turkey’s political
restructuring. Moreover, the balance of power between the ruling bloc and the
opposition seems to have evened out: the actors of the opposition prove a stronger
morale.
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Before looking at the attitudes of the opposition’s political actors, and their ap-

proaches to the Kurdish issue, let us first define this newly emerging opposition-
al sphere.

As in the past, today’s opposition in Turkey cannot just be defined in terms of
a political layer where non-ruling and oppositional political actors of various
shades lie in a heap. More than an amorphous entity, the political opposition is
a political sphere significant and meaningful, one which is formed around the
shared commonalities among various political actors, and one which amounts
to more than the individual value of these political entities. CHP, IYI Party, SP,
HDP and the other opposition parties form a bloc, stand wherever they exactly
may, using whatever tools they may have; both together and with their individual
electoral alliances. This bloc is both different from and more significant than its
individual constituents; that is, the opposition parties which form it, in both the
power it wields and its manner of politics.

There are two reasons behind this development. The first is this: The monopoli-
sation and arbitrariness of the ruling party’s political model, the continued de-
terioration of democracy, and a loss of the feeling of justice have all contributed
to making the defeat and replacement of this dominant political structure the
primary aim of almost all of the opposition parties. Indeed, in the last local elec-
tions, this consideration has shaped the strategies of such diverse parties as IYI
Party, SP and HDP, and various direct and indirect alliances as well as common
goals have risen out of it.

The second reason has to do with regulations in the new constitutional or-
der which encourage polarisation. In this new order, the determining political
contest is the two-round presidential election, in which the president, who
controls the executive as well as having considerable power over other consti-
tutional organs of the state, is elected. This electoral system presupposes that
either the candidate with the most votes in the first round makes it to the sec-
ond round, or a system of alliances emerges against a very strong candidate in
the first round, thereby dividing all political powers in two. This procedure is
based on the idea of the power of the majority. As the 23 June election shows,
these two factors are reformulating both the political realm and the relations
between politics and society, positing an “alliance of electorates” as well as a
“politics of alliances”. Indeed, in the last five years the political arena of the
country has been shaped by political alliances of both the ruling bloc and the
opposition.



Also, since 2013-14, the opposition bloc has been expanding both in terms of its
popular base and political parties. The political mass of this bloc has increased
in the last five years: from 40% of the country’s electorate to approximately 50%,

and continues to be on the rise.

This increase highlights several important lessons about the qualities of the op-
position bloc as well as the new formulation of the political spectrum. Firstly, this
increase goes beyond Turkey’s 40-60% political divide of left-right and cultural
identity-based politics; it has to do with a new political divide, one which is about
the way politics are conducted. In addition to the cultural divide there is now a
political polarisation in which both poles are heterogeneous in themselves in
terms of identity and ideological tendencies. The opposition bloc is defined to a
large extent by this new criterion. It is possible to say that the path to political
normalization lies here. At the same time, two new centre-conservative parties, to
be founded by Ahmet Davutoglu and Ali Babacan, are soon going to become part
of this bloc. Statements made by both men as they left AK Party show that not
only will their parties be alternatives and rivals to AK Party, but that they also
intend to be the major conservative player of the opposition bloc. Indeed, this
is an unavoidable fact both because of their political stance and the necessities
imposed by the alliances.

There are several diverse causes behind the expansion of the opposition bloc,
ranging from the economic crisis to a demand for stability and re-establishing a
centre against the poles described above. Most importantly, however, this picture
indicates that there are sociological shifts in Turkey which are wide-ranging and
on the rise .It is a quantitative as well as qualitative shift as more and more
groups split from the ruling bloc and its supporters, and the critical threshold is
about to be passed.

Another thing that needs to be underlined is that the more the opposition bloc
expands, the more heterogeneous and multipartite it becomes. This is because
new political parties and emerging actors increase in number as the search for
a new politics, and objections to the ruling power intensify. For instance, two
parties in the opposition bloc, IYI Party and HDP have an electoral base of 7%
and 11% respectively, and in terms of politics, they seem to be the two most dia-
metrically opposed parties. At first, the composition of the opposition bloc seems
to be fragmented and full of opposing points of view; as such, there are doubt-
less problems inherent to organizing and unifying the opposition bloc. However,
thanks to this same composition, relations between political parties now must
include negotiations, bargaining and compromises - all of which have been lack-
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ing in Turkey’s politics until now. Related to this is the new political reality of
individual alliances among voters before the ballot box, which is also a new po-
litical reality for Turkey, and which contributes to clearing up the path of politics

during deadlocks. The elections of 31 March and 23 June are both instances to
this new fact, and a new model of behaviour for political parties. These organ-
ised or spontaneous alliances feed into the shared sensibilities of the electorate,
thus forming bridges among the various political parties of the opposition. For
instance, in the election campaign for the 31 March and 24 June elections, Mayor
of Istanbul Metropolitan Municipality Imamoglu adopted a discourse focused on
commonalities, shared values, and compromise rather than conflict. As such,
he reached out to more than just the supporting base of his own political party
and activated a common sensibility both across and beyond parties. The success
of his approach, in turn, invited other political parties, for instance the CHP, to
also adopt such a discourse. Following this model the new political parties to be
founded by Davutoglu and Babacan, may be based on solving problems rather
than being centred around political alignments in the traditional sense. All de-
velopments and possibilities indicate that the opposition bloc is now capable of

Political Actors In the Context Of The Kurdish Problem And New Opportunities For A Politics Of Peace

creating an all-encompassing politics.

CHP’S NEW DISCOURSE AND KURDISH POLICY

In the last local elections, the CHP garnered over 30% of the total votes. This
was a historic success for the party. It is important to highlight that this suc-
cess accompanied a change in discourse. There are two factors behind this
change.

The first factor is undoubtedly the local elections - both the run-up campaign,
and the results. Before the elections and during the campaign, CHP chair
Kiligdaroglu took a step back and asked the party HQ to do the same, allow-
ing the candidates to shine on their own right. He was most likely hoping to
establish new cooperation regarding the relations between politics and society.
These connections were indeed created. The attempt was successful because
candidates and local party branches, especially those in Istanbul, adopted
an anti-conflict approach and focused on shared values rather than “other-
ing” individuals or groups. This discourse, went beyond the traditional prac-
tices of the CHP, and made inroads in its state-oriented, conservative ranks.
It strengthened Kiligdaroglu’s hand against the nationalists in the party, and
even transformed him. Figures such as the Mayor of Istanbul Metropolitan Mu-

L
L



nicipality Ekrem imamoglu and CHP’s Istanbul provincial chairman stood by
their attitudes which is contrary to the traditional structure and mentality of
the CHP. They began to see the results of this attitude, too. Indeed, the political
power and energy generated by the election results and the subsequent newly

established connections between society, politics and hope affected the political
discourse of the CHP HQ once again in a brief period. Another post-election
strategy adopted by new actors such as imamoglu and Kaftancioglu was not to
let politics be determined by an ideological discourse but to shape it through
actual, concrete matters and instances, new suggestions, and through building
new bridges. They questioned the status quo, made bold decisions, and con-
tinue to efficiently combat injustice by doing the right thing themselves. Their
governance is different from what came before, their political language is trans-
formed, and they are active with regard to the Kurdish problem, as imamoglu’s
Diyarbakir visit shows. Compromising, and reconstructing the centre, transpar-
ency, democracy, freedom and a system composed of autonomous elements are
the fundamental components of a new political paradigm that is the product of
this new era. Adopting all these aspects, these new actors redefine the CHP and
its meaning for the public. As such, CHP’s political force is on the rise on the
peripheries more so than it is in the centre.

The second factor is that the politics of alliance is the determining element of
this new constitutional order. Therefore, it is very difficult for the CHP to succeed
without forming alliances with the Kurds and securing their electoral support.
Indeed, even though there was no direct relationship between the CHP and the
HDP during the elections due to the anti-Kurdish stance of CHP’s alliance partner
the IYI Party, the HDP electorate supported the CHP and imamoglu in the ballot
box, which proved to be decisive. The relative independence of HDP’s electorate
regarding its party, its contrarian tendencies and its 10% voting strength seem to
have prompted the CHP HQ to reconsider its attitude, and discourse.

This was most evident in the way the CHP began to change its previously irrev-
ocable stance after the urban trench warfare events of 2015. Although the CHP
actively moved away from the anti-Kurdish alliance it became an indirect part
of it byremoving the parliamentary immunity of HDP MPs and thus enabling
their arrest. There is now a growing tendency among CHP ranks to look favour-
ably on entering dialogue with the Kurds, and of talking about the Kurdish is-
sue in terms of politics. They also publicly speak out against the injustices and
oppression of Kurdish actors, making a stand for arrested MPs, and searching
for new solutions.
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NEW PARTIES AND THE DIVIDE IN CONSERVATIVE RANKS

All political and sociological indicators of recent times show that the growing author-

itarianism of the ruling party and its converging discourse with the MHP have had a
significant effect on electoral behaviour as well as the political spectrum. One of the
crucial results of this situation is that the traditionally multipartite and multi-layered
conservative sphere within society has been restricted for some time now to a mono-
lithic and uniform political representation. As mobility diminishes, the conservative
sphere creates centrifugal forces of its own, disgruntled and mobile in political out-
look. There are new class-based and cultural fractures in the conservative political
sphere. In the aftermath of the local elections, these new demands and the sense of
discontent are clearing the path to new opportunities in representation. To wit, Ba-
bacan and Davutoglu, iconic personalities from the AK Party’s past, are re-emerging
in new political formations. These figures are demanding freedoms, transparency in
governance and the rule of law, and are endeavouring to recalibrate both the societal
centre and the conservative sphere. It is evident that as soon as they form their par-
ties, a new dynamism and energy will sweep through politics.

As such, three developments appear to be likely: 1. AK Party’s discursive and actual
control over the conservative political sphere will become weaker. 2. The conserva-
tive electorate will become fragmented, and resume its heterogeneous composition.

Political Actors In the Context Of The Kurdish Problem And New Opportunities For A Politics Of Peace

3. Conservative or centrist politics will redefine itself in terms of Turkey’s new dy-
namics, problems and zeitgeist. Accordingly, the new axes of conservative politics
are likely to be as follows: the authoritarian outlook represented by AK Party and
MHP, which is identitarian or centred around one single identity; and the liberal
outlook which embraces diversity and synthesis.

ALi BABACAN

Babacan is the architect of the rationalisation of Turkey’s economy, its compatibility
with the market economy and its autonomy from both politics and politicians in the
country’s recent history. He enjoys both national and international credibility for his
achievements, specifically with the economy, has a clean profile with regard to other
political issues and is supported by Giil, a popular public figure. As such, his public
support is not just limited to the conservative sections of society.

Indeed, in all of his interviews and statements, Babacan seems to imply that his polit-
ical party will be a liberal-centrist party. It is highly likely that in confrontation with
the AK Party of the past, Babacan’s party will not only pursue a policy of synthesis,
but will even be a party of unity itself, representing diverse tendencies within the
kg
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society. This political party is not likely to be a leader-oriented party. There are two
reasons for this. Firstly, Ali Babacan’s style is not that of the charismatic leader but

rather, an economy-oriented one. The second reason is the presence of Abdullah Giil.
He is a politician who has brought many of those figures around Babacan into politics
himself, and as such, enjoys a high position in the spiritual, and symbolic hierarchy.
These two figures may initiate a collectivist manner of governance and speaking in
a new political party. Time will show Giil’s exact position in such a political party.
Still, it wouldn’t be surprising for him to act as a coordinator, mediator and rational
expert in the background, and to become a presidential candidate at some point. If
that happens, he would be the prominent, public-facing face of a shared leadership.
Even though this style of leadership may be difficult in a society with a tradition of
charismatic leaders, paradoxically, it might also be perceived as the new and efficient
instrument of a new political stance, considering the backlash against the current
hegemony of the charismatic leadership model.

In his interviews Babacan states that they focus on three priorities. These are fixing
the economy, standing up for the rule of law and resolving the Kurdish issue through
democratic means. Since Babacan has said that the Kurdish problem is the most
important and the most difficult issue for them, it is likely that one of the party’s
founding policies will centre around this problem. There are no actual clues yet to
what their approach to the Kurdish problem will be. It appears that the first choice
for Babacan and his colleagues will be to focus on strengthening local governments
and EU norms. Babacan’s potential colleagues are important figures with regard to
the Kurdish issue. Former Minister of the Interior and Deputy Prime Minister Besir
Atalay is a prominent political figure in the democratization process , the solution of
the Kurdish issue and the resolution process in general. Sadullah Engin is an equal-
ly significantleading figure in the democratization of the state and of resolving the
Kurdish question at a political level.

AHMET DAVUTOGLU

Davutoglu’s most important characteristics are his powerful political ideas as well as
his personality. Indeed, these are among the most important reasons for the refusal
of Babacan and his colleagues to include him among their ranks despite Davutoglu’s
request. There is no doubt that compared to Babacan, Davutoglu’s name has much
more baggage and negative connotations attached to it. Notwithstanding his occa-
sional objections and resistance, Davutoglu was at the helm of both the AK Party

1o

and the government during the transition from the party’s “opening” period to its
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authoritarian phase. Due to the Syria policy, the refugee problem, and the authori-
tarian state practices in the Kobani and urban warfare incidents, diverse sections of
society, such as the seculars and the Kurds, have negative impressions of Davutoglu.

The references to his new political party lay in Davutoglu’s resignation speech as he
left the AK Party. Three things emerged from this speech:

M Standing among former AK Party MPs and branch members as he spoke, he indi-
cated that theirs was going to be organized team politics. He strongly indicated this
during the press statement. The following resignations of AK Party MPs gave further
credence to this idea and showed that Davutoglu holds a certain degree of influence
in AK Party, even if the precise amount of it is yet unknown.

B When Davutoglu said that they had to resign from AK Party because their warn-
ings went unheeded, were met with accusations of betrayal and attempts at dis-
charge, and because the leadership was on the wrong path, from which there was
no changing their course, he was underlining his belonging and loyalty to the AK
Party in its first incarnation. He was implying that his new party would be guid-
ed by the objections of the conservatives, the dynamism of the youth, the social
and class-based transformation and new requests that are being formulated in this
framework. As such, it would not be wrong state that Davutoglu and his team are
planning to form a political party that will serve as a conservative umbrella for a
variety of sections and positions.

H The backbone of their politics would be a liberal, civilian, rational outlook based
on the synthesis of local and universal values. In terms of political principles, he
focused on the following: human rights, freedoms, democratic constitutional order,
democratic state of law, merit, competency, free market and competition, peaceful
politics and openness to the rest of the world, and Turkey.

Regarding his approach to the Kurdish issue, it is likely that Davutoglu is willing to
go beyond what he did as Prime Minister. According to his officers, strengthening
local governments and establishing dialogue with the HDP and the Kurds are impor-
tant issues for Davutoglu.

CONCLUSION: NEW OPPORTUNITIES
FOR POLITICS AND ALLIANCES

The most formative element with regard to the political balances and competition will
be the new electoral system and the need for alliances, as we previously stated. Once
the presidential election is on the horizon, the alliances will split in two groups, namely



the ruling bloc and the opposition bloc. Their approach to the Kurdish problem is likely
to be the decisive factor.

In the context of this split and reshuffling of political cards, a number of things need to
be highlighted about the IYI Party. Although the party is among the opposition ranks,
it is also known for its anti-Kurdish attitude. It represents the nationalists in Western
cities as well as conservatives with a secular lifestyles. However, these sections will be
represented by Babacan and Davutoglu from now on. Therefore, it wouldn’t be surpris-
ing for the IYI Party or a group within it to approach the People’s Alliance at one point.
Indeed, the actors of the People’s Alliance are already expecting this, and the AK Party
is particularly looking forward to it. The votes of the AKP-MHP duo are diminishing day
by day, and Erdogan needs other bases of support to remain president.

Indeed, according to a report published by the Istanbul-based Social Influence Research
Center, which assesses data from 6 different polling companies, the support for the Peo-
ple’s Alliance has fallen below 50%, averaging at 47,8%. “According to the results of Ada
Research, Erdogan’s potential vote for the next presidential election ranks at 39,1%, and
the AK Party’s, at 37,5%. According to the June data of TEAM, support for Erdogan is at
41%. Another set of data indicates similar findings: according to the Metropoll research
results, those who supported Erdogan’s presidency fell from 53,1% in August 2018 to
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44% in August 2019.”% An important remark in this matter was made by Bekir Agirdir,
who is the director general of KONDA, Turkey’s most prestigious and credible polling
company, based on their monthly research: “AKP is at the lowest point of its core sup-
port. As AK Party’s influence in the ruling bloc diminishes, MHP’s influence relatively
rises.”®

It must be noted that the debate surrounding early elections in Turkey is connected to
such reshufflings in the alliances. As soon as Erdogan feels that he has gained enough
support, and the IYI Party is willing to back him, he is certainly prepared to make some
concessions in order to satisfy IYI Party and then call for snap elections.

As a closing remark, the Kurdish issue will continue to increasingly become the main
determining element of the political spectrum. It is good for the political system that the
rising opposition bloc and its supporting base is strongly embracing the idea of a polit-
ical resolution In other words, resolution policies and attempts have to recognize these
balances and the new actors.

@) https://t24.com.tr/haber/6-farkli-anket-sirketi-cumhur-ittifaki-nin-oyunu-yuzde-50-nin-altinda-
gosterdi-mhp-li-secmenin-erdogan-a-destegi-2-5-kat-dustu,841923

) https://t24.com.tr/haber/siyasette-yeni-olasiliklar-degisen-dengeler,841845
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ONSOZ

Asagidaki analiz Tiirkiyeli gazeteci, yazar ve siyaset yorum-
cusu Ali Bayramoglu’'na aittir.
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Bayramoglu, Tiirkiye'nin yeni siyasi durumunu iktidar partisi AK Parti’de
yasananlar ve muhalefet blogunda gerceklesen yapisal degisikliklerle baglantili
olarak ortaya koyuyor. Bu yeni dinamikler, geleneksel ve ideolojik duruslarin
aksine, oncelikle aktorlerin Kiirt meselesine yaklasimlarini dikkate alarak in-
celeniyor. Bayramoglu'na gore muhafazakar iktidar blogu giderek otoriter bir
tutum alirken, siyasi yelpazenin farkl kesitlerini temsil eden eski ve yeni mu-
halif aktorler Kiirt meselesini tekrar siyasi tartisma alanina ¢ekme yoniindeki

alternatifleriyle halktan giin gectik¢e daha fazla destek topluyor.

Bayramoglu analizine AK Parti i¢cinde yasanan istikrarsizligin temel sebe-
plerinin ekonomide ve dis iliskilerde yasanan gilincel sorunlar olmadigini if-
ade ederek basliyor. Muhafazakar blok iginde yasanan ayrigmalar partilerin
kendilerini tanimladiklari, bildik sol-sag siyasetine dayanmayan yeni politik
béliinmeler yaratiyor. Bayramoglu'na gore yeni siyaset eksenleri lizerinde bir
tarafta kimlik politikalarina dayali bir siyaset izleyen AK Parti ve MHP’'nin
oldugu, diger tarafta ise daha liberal ve farkli tutumlar1 kucaklayan muhalefet
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blogunun oldugu bir ayrim yasaniyor. Yeni muhalefet blogunun arkasindaki
strateji iktidar partisine karsi ortak bir cephe olusturmak ve mevcut politik
sistemi degistirmek. Bayramoglu analizine son se¢imlerde CHP sdyleminde
goriilen degisimi ve Ali Babacan ve Ahmet Davutoglu tarafindan kurulmakta
olan ve AK Parti’den bir kopus olarak goriilebilecek yeni partileri ayrintili bir

sekilde anlatarak devam ediyor.

DPI olarak yazara Tiirkiye’'nin degisen dinamiklerini ve bunlarin miiteakiben
Kiirt meselesinin olas1 ¢oziimi iizerindeki etkilerini inceledigi raporundan
dolay1 tesekkiir ediyoruz. Bu raporda beyan edilen degerlendirme ve goriisler

yazarin kendisine aittir ve DPI'1n resmi goriisiinii yansitmaz.

Kerim Yildiz

Icra Kurulu Baskani
Demokratik Gelisim Enstitiisi
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KURT SORUNU BAGLAMINDA SiYASI
AKTORLER VE BARIS SiYASETINE
DAiR YENi PiSTLER e Ali Bayramoglu

I. GIRiS

31 Mart- 24 Haziran 2019 yerel yonetim secimleri sonrasi, Tirkiye'deki asiri

Kiirt Sorunu Baglaminda Siyasi Aktdrler ve Ban Siyasetine Dair Yeni Pistler

dalgali siyasi denizin nispeten sakinlestigini soylemek miimkiin. Bu sakinlesme
yeni bir durumu da ifade etmektedir. Yeni denge i¢inde bir kag belirleyici husu-
sun altini ¢izmekte yarar var:

B Bunlarin ilki lilkedeki ana siyasi ayrisma ekseninde ortaya ¢ikan bir unsurdur.
AKP ve MHP’nin temsil ettigi kutuplasmaci-gatismaci siyasi anlayisin karsisina,
mubhalif aktorlerde bir ortak payda halini alan ¢atisma sdylemine ve kimlik siya-
setine mesafeli durma, toplumsal merkeze oturma ve oray! olusturma istikame-
tinde bir siyasi arayis ¢ikmistir. Bu, siyasi tartigmalari zenginlestiren, derinlesti-
ren, ana eksenlerini etkileyen bir veridir.

M Diger onemli yeni bir girdi siyasi hayata, yeni siyasi partilerle katilacagini
agiklayan aktorlerin varligidir. AK Parti'nin ekonomi alanindaki basarilarinin
altina imza atmig Ali Babacan’in, eski cumhurbaskani Abdullah Giil desteginde
kuracag siyasi parti ile Ahmet Davutoglu'nun agikladigi diger bir siyasi parti,
muhafazakar alanin yapisi ve tanimlarini etkileme giicli tasimaktadir.

M Uciincii unsur, Kiirt meselenin gerek iktidar blogu gerek muhalefet partiler
grubu bakimindan belirleyici bir konu haline gelmesidir. Iktidar blogu otoriter
politikalarini Kiirt tehlikesi ve zimni bir ayrimcilik iizerine insa ederken, (IYI
Parti disindaki) muhalif partilerde Kiirt segmeniyle temas, Kiirt sorununda siya-
sete doniis, otoriter tutuma tavir alma one ¢ikan ortak dgelerdir. Diger ifadeyle
Kiirt sorunu hali hazirda mevcut siyasi aktorlerin ve kurulacak siyasi partilerin
en onemli politika kalemleri arasinda yer almaktadir. Bu durum ise, siyasi ha-
yatta Kiirt meselesi ile siyasi siire¢ler arasinda yeni temaslara iliskin muhtemel
pistlere isaret etmektedir.
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Bu umut verici gelismeler, Kiirt sorununun ¢oz{im istikametinde alacagi yolu,
Suriye’deki gelismeler kadar, yeni dengeler gercevesinde i¢ siyasetteki siyasi
farklilagmalarin sekillendirecegini gostermektedir.

IKTIDAR CENAHI: AK PARTi VE CUMHUR iTTIiFAKI

2015 sonrasi gerek AK Parti'nin gerek cumhur ittifakinin yapistirici Kiirt sorunu
ve keskin bir Kiirt politikas1 unsuru oldu. Ancak ayni unsur diger baska faktor-
lerle birlikte bu aktdrlerin siyasi bakimdan érselenmelerine de yol agt1. Ozellikle
AK Parti'nin 31 Mart se¢imlerinde Bati’da ve Akdeniz’de biiylik metropollerde
yasadigl oy kaybinda Kiirt se¢gmenin tavri hatiri sayilir bir rol oynadi. En kritik
kent olan Istanbul’da ise bu rol belirleyici oldu.

AK Parti’nin yasadig1 oy kaybini dikkate alarak kimi revizyonlara gitmesi beklen-
tiler arasindaydi. U¢ beklenti bulunuyordu.

M ik beklenti Kiirt politikasindaki sert tutumunu esnetmesiydi. Otoriter politi-
kalarin, ozellikle Kiirt meselesindeki giivenlik¢i tavrin, ayrimci séylemin agik
bir sekilde AK Parti’ye oy kaybettirdigi, CHP’ye giden Kiirt oylarinin istanbul se-
¢imlerinde belirleyici bir rol oynadig: tiim ¢iplakligiyla ortada olmasina ragmen,
siyasi iktidar bu konudaki politikalarin1 gozden gecirmedi. Tersine aksi istika-
mette yeni hamleler yapti. Se¢imlerden 4 ay sonra Kiirt metropollerinde se¢ilmis
HDP’li belediye baskanlarini gorevden alarak, yerlerine kayyim olarak o illerin
valilerini atadi. Bu islemin olaganiistii hal doneminde bir kanun hiikmiinde ka-
rarnameyle yapilan bir yasa degisikligi lizerinden gergeklestirilmesi, simgesel
olarak anlamliydi.

M ikinci beklenti keyfi yargi politikalarinin gevsemesiydi. Tutuklu eski HDP
milletvekilleri, Ahmet Altan, Nazh Ilicak gibi yazarlar, Osman Kavala gibi sivil
toplum temsilcilerinin tahliye edilmeleri yoniinde adimlar atilacagi diistiniilii-
yordu. Hazirlanan adalet reformu yasa taslaginda bu gevsemeyi saglayacak infaz
Kanunu diizenlemeleri beklentilerin aksine yer almadi. Bunun yerine eski poli-
tikalarda 1srar, hatta derinlesme goriildii. Kiirt hareketinin simge isimlerinden,
HDP eski Genel baskan: Demirtas, cezasinin hapiste gecirmesi gereken kismini
tamamlayarak tahliye edilmeyi beklerken, 6-8 Ekim 2013 Kobani olaylarinda
sorumlulugu gerekge gosterilerek yeni sorusturma iizerinden tutuklandi. Bu
tutuklamanin hukuk sinirlarini agiyordu. Yeni suglama ve sorusturma, hiikmii
verilmis esas davanin i¢inde yer alan bir konuyken, tutuklama gerekg¢esi tiretmek
i¢in hizla ayr1 dosya haline getirildi. Diger ifadeyle cezasinin tamamladig1 bir
konudan ikinci kez tutukland: ve adli isleme ugradi. Nitekim, bu tutuklamanin
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siyasi iktidarin arzusu ve iradesiyle yakindan ilgisi oldugu cumhurbaskanin,
tutuklama kararindan bir giin sonra, bu konuda yaptig1 su ac¢iklamayla siyasi
olarak kanitlanmis bulunuyordu:

“Bu lilkede katil arantyorsa bunlarin adresini aramaya gerek yok. Bunlar, parla-
mentoya kadar sizmislar. Sokaga insanlart ¢agirip ondan sonra Diyarbakir'da 53
evladumizi éldiirenleri bu millet unutmuyor ve unutmayacaktir da. Sonuna kadar
bu isin takipgisiyiz, takipgisi olacagiz. Bunlart birakamayiz...”"

W Ugiincii beklenti AK Parti’nin Cumhur Ittifaki’'nin varlig1 ve faydasini gozden
gecirmesiydi. “Anti-Kiirt bir ittifak” sayilabilecek Cumhur ittifaki’nin, se¢men
kaymalar: bakimindan AK Parti'nin aleyhine bir seyir izledigi, son segimlerin
tlim verileriyle ortadaydi. Daha onceki degerlendirmede de bu konunun altini
ozellikle su climlelerle ¢izmistik:

“AK Parti segcim sonuglarina gére MHP’yle kurdugu Cumhur ittifakindan da za-
rarli gtkmusti. Belediye baskan adaylarint degil, siyasi partileri temel alan Genel
Il Meclisi oylart iizerinden yapilan hesaplarda Calismalara AK Parti ile MHP’nin
Cumbhur ittifakt olarak aldiklart toplam ylizde 51,6’lik oyun Bu ylizde 13-14’lin
MHP, yiizde 37-38 kismunin ise AK Parti segmeninden geldigini gostermektedir.
Buna gére AK Parti ylizde 40’lar civarinda olan mahalli segimler oy ortalama-
stun da  altina inmis bulunmaktadir. Bu tablo AK Parti segmenin kimi segim
yérelerinde MHP’ye kaydigini gostermektedir” ?

Bu gergevede AK Parti’nin yenilgiyi kabul eder bir tarzda ve hizda olmasa bile,
yeni bir stratejiyle illimli doniis yapmasi rasyonel olarak davranis olurdu. Yine
beklentilerin tersine, bu ittifak se¢imlerden sonra gerek MHP gerek AK Parti
tarafindan tekrar sahiplenildi, ana politik hassasiyeti bir ¢ok kez teyit edildi.
Bu bakimindan 6zellikle MHP Genel Baskani Bahgeli'nin bir koalisyon ortagi
olmamasina ragmen tiim Kritik yiiriitme mevzularinda kamuoyu éniinde devreye
girip, ittifakin gelecegiyle ilgili angajmanlari adeta bir devlet diliyle tekrarlayan
bir strateji izledigini 6zellikle belirtmekte fayda var.

(1) Su tekerriir 25 yil aradan sonra dikkat cekicidir: Subat 1994 tarihinde dénemin Genelkurmay Baskani Dogan
Glres, TBMM'deki o donemin Kurt partisi DEP’li milletvekillerini kastederek, “Eskiyayi Bekaa'da aramaya gerek
yok. Maalesef bunlarin bir kismi Yiice Meclis'in ¢atisi altindadir” demisti. 2 Mart 1994 glinii 6 DEP’li milletvekill-
erinin dokunulmazliklar kaldirldi. Meclis ¢ikisinda yaka paca tutuklanarak cezaevine gonderildiler. Bu olay
Kurt meselesi tarihinde 6nemli ve simgesel bir esik olusturmustur.

@ https://www.democraticprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/DPI_Ali-Bayramoglu-Assessment.pdf



Ozetle Erdogan’in izledigi keskin Kiirt politikasi, secimlerden sonra degismedigi
gibi, tersine derinlegmistir.

Bu konuda revizyonu zorlayabilecek diger unsurlar da yeteri kadar gii¢lii goriin-
memektedir

AK Parti’nin asil topugunu olusturan kirilgan ekonomi yap1 agisindan bakildigin-
da, son donemdeki uluslararasi konjonktiir, 6zellikle piyasalardaki likidite bollu-
gu Tiirk ekonomisinin yeni kaynaklar bulmasina, Ankara’nin izledigi faiz indir-
me politikalarina ragmen TL- Dolar dengesinin korumasina imkan vermektedir.
Bu durum 6zel sektoriin dis borglari agisindan, bankacilik sektorii ve makro den-
geler bakiminda ekonomiye gorece istikrar saglamaktadir.

Diger kritik bir husus uzunca siiredir, AK Parti’nin izledigi politikalar gergeve-
sinde Tiirkiye'nin dis politik dengeleri olarak goriintiyor. Ancak bu sahada da
dengeler tam olarak AK Parti’'nin aleyhine donmiis degildir. Bu bakimindan ii¢
durumun alti ¢izilebilir.

ABDye iliskiler: Bu iliskiler S-400’ler ve giivenli bolge tartismalariyla bagsla-
yan Kritik kriz evresini atlatmis goriinmektedir. ABD’nin, bolgede PYD yaninda
Tirkiye olan ihtiyact ve Trump’in politik yaklasimi, Ankara’ya yonelik bir yapti-
rim1, muhtemel agir bir bunalim1 devre dis1 birakmistir.

AB’yle iliskiler: Tiirkiye-AB arasindaki iliski hatti, kargilikli beklentilerin kis-
mi eksen degistirmesiyle yeni bir dengeye kavusmus durumdadir. Suriyeli miil-
teci sorunu endeksli ilerleyen bu iliski, giivenlik boyutu yliksek bir istikamet ka-
zandik¢a, AB baskisinin 6zgiil agirlig1 diismekte ve Akdeniz’de yasanan dogalgaz
kriziyle ilgili olarak AB’den gelecek yaptirimlar gercekc¢i olmaktan ¢ikmaktadir.

Ortadogu’daki dengeler: Suriye ve Dogu Suriye olmak iizere bu dengelerin
iki boyutu bulunuyor. Dogu Suriye’de PYD’nin denetledigi alan, Tiirkiye'nin ise
Kiirt sorunu ve tehlikesi olarak tanimladigi durum, ABD’nin ayr1 ayr1 Tiirkiye ve
PYD’yle olan iliskilerine, her ikisine de esit oranda duydugu ihtiyaca kilitlen-
mis durumda. Yiikselen sesler ne olursa olsun, bu gercevede “giivenlik koridoru”
tartismasi iki yonli islev yerine getiriyor. Bir yandan PYD’yi tatmin eden, onun
egemenlik alanini glivence altina alan, bir bakima ABD {izerinden Tirkiye-PYD
temasini ifade eden bir islev goriiyor. Ote yandan Tiirkiye'nin ideolojik sdylemi-
nin ve toplumu ikna politikalarinin bir tasiyicisi gorevini yerine getiriyor. Gi-
venli bolge tartismalar1 ve konudaki gelismeler i¢ siyasette kuvvetle araglastiri-
liyor, ABD’yle, Rusya’yla iliskiler siyasi giindemin ana maddesi olarak, milliyetci
durusun tastyicisi, anti-Kiirt hassasiyetin siirekliligi ¢ercevesinde kullaniliyor.
Suriye’nin gelecegiyle ilgili tartismalarda ise Ankara hizasini Rusya-iran-Tiirkiye
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hattinda ve Kiirtlerin denetimi bakimindan iiniter devlet vurgusuna gore aliyor.
Rusya, iran ve Suriye’yle bu acidan bir denge kurmus bulunuyor.®

Resme bir biitlin olarak bakildiginda AK Parti’nin politikalarini i¢te alan daralt-
ma, dista denetim altinda tutma olarak tanimlamak miimkiin.

Bu noktada iki unsur belirleyici goriiniiyor.

1. Bu tablonun, kismi krizlere ve yasanan inis ¢ikislara ragmen, Tiirkiye'nin
konumu agisindan en azindan simdilik bir istikrarsizlik tehdidi tagimiyor.

2. Mevcut sistem ¢ercevesinde, Erdogan’in MHP’nin ve milliyetci oylarin destegi
tizerinden baskanlik se¢imi kazanmay1 umma disinda ¢ikis yolu bulunmamasi,
gerek cumhur ittifaki gerek Kiirt meselesi bakimindan siyasi statiikoyu koruyan
ana faktori teskil ediyor.

Kiirt Sorunu Baglaminda Siyasi Aktdrler ve Ban Siyasetine Dair Yeni Pistler

IIl. MUHALIF ALAN VE SiYASi YELPAZEDE
YAPISAL DEGISIKLIKLER

Tiirkiye’de siyasi yelpaze, hem son yillarin siyasi ve anayasal gelismelerinin bas-
kistyla hem ana ¢atisma eksenlerinde yasanan kaymalarla, yapisal bir degisiklik
geciriyor. Bu noktada, yeniden yapilan siyasi muhalefetin oynadigi rol 6nemi her
gecen glin artmaktadir. Diger bir ifadeyle iktidar cephesinin tutumu ve yapisinda
biiylik bir degisiklik olmamakla birlikte, sz konusu muhalefet oldugu zaman,
bu tablo tlimiiyle degismektedir. Muhalif alan aktorleriyle, farkliliklariyla, an-
cak ozellikle ortak paydalariyla Tiirkiye siyasi alaninin yeniden yapilanmasinin
merkezi ve tasiyici olmaya aday goriinmektedir. Iktidar-muhalefet arasindaki giic
dengesinin esitlendigini, moral {istiinliigin muhalif aktorlere gectigini goster-
mektedir.

Mubhalif siyasi aktorlerin tutumlarina ve Kiirt meselesine bakislarina deginme-
den Once, olusmakta olan muhalif alanin tanimini yapmakta fayda var.

Tiirkiye’de bugiin muhalefet, diin oldugu gibi, sadece iktidar dis1 ve karsit1 fark-
I1 siyasi aktorlerin kiimelendigi bir siyasi katman olarak tanimlanamaz. Siyasi
mubhalefet, ayn1 zamanda, (hatta amorf bir kiime olmaktan daha fazla), muhalif
siyasi partiler arasindaki ortak paydalar etrafinda olusan, her bir siyasi aktoriin
tekil varhigini asan ve kendi basina anlam tasiyan bir olusumu, “siyasi bir alan

(3) Ocalan ve Kiirt tarafinin da buna bir itirazinin bulunmadigi agiklamalarla biliyoruz.
L aahd
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olusumunu” ifade etmektedir. CHP, IYI Parti, SP, HDP ve diger muhalif partiler,
su ya da bu noktada, su ya da bu aracla, hep birlikte ve bireysel se¢men ittifak-
lartyla bir blok olusturmaktadir. Bu blok onu olusturan pargalardan, yani her bir

mubhalif siyasi partinin tekil varligindan, en azindan gii¢ ve siyaset tarzi olarak
daha farkli, belki de fazla anlam tagimaktadir.

Bu gelismenin iki nedeni bulunuyor. flki sudur: Hakim siyasi parti modelinin
getirdigi tekellesme ve keyfilesme, demokrasiye yonelik tahribat, bunun artma
riski, adalet duygusunun ugradigi orselenme, hemen tiim muhalif gruplarin te-
mel siyasi arayisini bu hakim siyasi yapiy1, yenmek, geriletmek, ikame etmek ha-
line getirmistir. Nitekim son yerel secimlerde 1Y Parti, SP, HDP gibi birbirinden
farkli, biriyle ¢elisen siyasi partilerin temel stratejileri bu istikamette sekillen-
mis, bu durum dogrudan ve dolayl ittifaklar, ortak hedefler iiretmistir. Ikincisi,
yeni anayasal diizenin kutuplasmay1 tesvik eden diizenlemeleriyle ilgilidir. Yeni
siyasi diizende belirleyici siyasi yarisma, ytiriitme giiclinii elinde tutan, devletin
diger anayasal organlariyla ilgili ciddi yetkilere sahip cumhurbaskanligina ilis-
kin iki turlu se¢imleridir. Bu se¢im sistemi, ilk turda en ¢ok oy alan iki adayin
ikinci turda yarismasini veya ¢ok giiclii bir aday karsisinda birinci turda ortaya
¢ikacak ve siyasi giicleri iki cepheye ayiracak ittifaklar diizeni 6ngérmekte, tam
anlamayla ¢ogunluk giicii ve fikri lizerine oturmaktadir. 23 Haziran se¢imleri-
nin de gosterdigi gibi, bu iki unsur birlikte, gerek siyaset arenasini gerek top-
lum-siyaset iliskilerini, “se¢men ittifaklarima” ve partiler diizeyinde “ittifaklar
siyaseti”’ne dogru itmektedir. Nitekim iilke son bes yildir iktidardan muhalefet
gliclerine siyasi ittifaklarin sekillendirdigi bir siyasi arena diizenine sahiptir.

Ayrica muhalif alan, 6zellikle 2013-2014’ten yana hem toplumsal diizeyde hem
siyasi partiler bakimindan stirekli bir genisleme yasiyor. Bu alanin siyasi hacmi
son bes yil iginde, toplam se¢men tizerinden yilizde 40’lardan yaklasik ytlizde
50’lere ilerlemis bulunuyor ve bu artis yiikselen bir ivmeye sahip.

S6z konusu genisleme, muhalif alanin i¢ niteligi ve siyasi yelpazenin yeni do-
kusuyla ilgili olarak da onemli noktalara isaret ediyor. Oncelikle bu genisleme,
Tiirkiye'de yiizde 60-40’larda seyreden sag-sol ve kiiltiirel kimlik eksenli temel
bir siyasi ayrismanin yanina, siyaset yapma tarziyla ilgili yeni bir siyasi boliinme
izerinden yasanmaktadir. Diger bir ifadeyle, kiiltiirel ayrismanin yanina, “kim-
lik ve ideolojik egilim bakimindan kendi i¢ginde heterojen dokulu” siyasi kutup-
lasma eklenmekte ve muhalif alan1 6nemli 6l¢iide bu yeni girdi tanimlamaktadir.
Bu durumun, siyasi normallesme ipuclarini barindirdigi séylenebilir. Ote yandan
bu alana, Ahmet Davutoglu ve Ali Babacan’in kuracagi iki yeni muhafazakar-mer-
kez siyasi parti eklenmek iizeredir. Gerek Davutoglu gerek Babacan'in AK Par-

133514 1U3 J1e dunaseAls Siieq an Jaj101yy IseAis epuiwelbeg nunios 1ny

‘.‘
31 &



Kiirt Sorunu Baglaminda Siyasi Aktdrler ve Ban Siyasetine Dair Yeni Pistler

PNl 4
& 32

ti’7den sinden ayrilirken yaptiklar: agiklamalar, kuracaklar: partinin AK Parti’ye
rakip ve alternatif olmak kadar, bu iddiay1 muhalefet alanin muhafazakar biiytik
parcasi olarak siirdiireceklerini gosterdi. Kald1 ki, bu, gerek ittifaklar zorunluk-

lar1 gerekse siyasi durus bakimindan kaginilmaz durumdur.

Mubhalif alaninin yasadigi bu biiylimenin ekonomik krize, istikrar arayisina, ku-
tuplar karsisinda merkezin yeniden olusmasi talebine dayali birgok farkl nedeni
bulunuyor. Ancak asil 6nemlisi, bu tablonun, hem niteliksel olarak Tiirkiye’nin
kabarmakta olan ve her gegen biiylime egilimi gosteren yeni sosyolojik dalgasina
isaret etmesi, hem niceliksel olarak iktidar sahasindan kopan ve bundan sonra
da kopacak parcgalarla kritik esigi gegmek iizere oldugunu gostermesidir.

Alt1 gizilmesi gereken diger dnemli husus, muhalif alanin genisleme egilimi
gosterdigi oranda heterojen ya da ¢ok pargali hale gelmesidir. Diger bir ifadeyle
siyaset arayislari ve siyasi iktidara itirazlar arttik¢a, yeni kurulan siyasi parti-
lerin, sahaya inen aktorlerin sayisi arttik¢a bu nitelik yogunlasmaktadir. Ayni
alanda, 6rnegin, IYI Parti ile HDP, biri yiizde 7 digeri yiizde 11 se¢cmen giiciine
sahip ve siyasi tutum bakimindan tam uzlasmaz goriinen iki siyasi parti bu-
luyor. ilk bakista parcali ve karsit kutuplardan olusan bu yapi, muhalif alanin
organize olmasi, biitlinlesmesi agisindan, siiphe yok ki, kimi sorunlar igeriyor.
Ancak pratik gosteriyor ki, bunun yaninda, ayn1 yapi, siyasi partiler arasindaki
iliskilere yeni girdiler sagliyor, (Tiirk siyasetinin temel eksigi olan) miizakere,
pazarlik, uzlagma gibi imkanlar da sunuyor. Bunu destekleyen, tikandig1 anlar-
da Oniinli acan, siyasi partilerden bagimsiz davranmalarini saglayan bir diger
onemli unsur da (Tirkiye i¢in yeni bir siyasi girdi sayilabilecek) sandik basi,
bireysel se¢men ittifaklaridir. Nitekim 31 Mart ve 23 Haziran se¢imlerinin bu ba-
kimdan hem bir 6rnek hem siyasi partilerin hareket imkanlarina isaret eden bir
model olusturmaktadir. Muhalefet alaninda olusan orgiitlii ya da kendiliginden
bu ittifaklarin, ortak se¢men hassasiyetlerini besleyerek, farkli muhalif siyasi
partiler arasinda koprii olusturdugu da sdylenebilir. Ornegin Istanbul Belediye
Baskan1 imamoglu’'nun, 31 Mart-24 Haziran se¢im kampanyalar: sirasinda, “or-
tak alanlari, degerleri, catisma yerine uzlasma arayisini” 6ne ¢ikaran sdylemiyle
kendi siyasi partisinin bir adim Oniine ge¢mesi, partiler otesi bir ortak se¢men
hassasiyetini harekete gecirmis, siyasi partileri, 6rnegin CHP’yi bu dile davet
eden bir gergeve olusturmustur. Davutoglu ve Babacan’in kuracagi yeni siyasi
partiler de, siyasi pozisyon merkezli olmaktan ¢ok, kuvvetli sorun ¢éziim proje-
lerine dayali, siyaset tarziyla boyle bir islevi yerine getirebilir. Tiim gelismeler ve
ihtimaller, agiktir ki, muhalif alanin kusatici bir siyaset liretim zemini olmasina
isaret ederler.



CHP YENi SOYLEMIi VE KURT YAKLASIMI

Son yerel yonetim se¢imlerinde CHP'nin aldig1 yiizde 30’un {izerindeki oy orani

kendisi bakimindan tarihsel bir basari niteligindeydi. Bu basarinin bir séylem
degisikligiyle paralel gittigini belirtmek gerekir. Bu degisikligin arkasinda iki
faktor yatiyor.

Ik faktor, sliphe yok ki, kampanyas1 ve sonuclariyla yerel yonetim secimleridir.
Secimler oncesinde ve kampanya sirasinda CHP lideri Kiligdaroglu bir adim geri
¢ekilerek ve genel merkezi de geri ¢ekerek, adaylarin one ¢ikmasi stratejisini iz-
ledi. Bu sekilde muhtemelen toplum-siyaset iliskilerinde yeni baglar ve kopriiler
olusturmay1 hedefliyordu. Nitekim bu kopriiler kuruldu. Bunu saglayan adayla-
rin, yerel teskilatlarin, 6zellikle Istanbul’dakilerin iirettikleri “catisma karsiti, or-
tak degerlerini vurgulayan, Gtekisi olmayan” soylem, ve yaklasim oldu. CHP’nin
geleneksel sinirlarini asan bu sdylem basarili oldugu oranda, devlet endeksli,
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tutucu yapisinda edikler agti. Kiligdaroglunun teskilattaki ulusalcilar karsisinda
eline giiglendirdi, bizzat onu da etkiledi. Bugiin itibariyle bakildiginda, Istanbul
Belediye Bagkani imamoglu, CHP istanbul il Bakan1 Kaftancioglu gibi isimler,
secimlerden sonra da CHP’nin geleneksel yapisini ve zihniyetini zorlayan bir tu-
tumu elden birakmadilar ve bu konuda sonu¢ almaya basladilar. Nitekim se¢im
basarisi tizerinden kurulan toplum-siyaset-umut iliskisinin iirettigi siyasi gii¢ ve
enerji CHP Genel merkezinin siyasi soylemini kisa siirede bir kez daha etkiledi.
Imamoglu ve Kaftancioglu yeni aktorlerin segimlerden sonra benimsedigi diger
bir strateji, siyasi iktidarin ideolojik vurgularla degil, somut meselelerle, kanit-
It orneklerle, yeni onerilerle, toplum ve siyaset arasindaki yeni kopriilerle yap-
malar1 oldu. Bu konularda sorular sorarak, sorgulayarak ,cesaretli kararlarla ve
hamlelerle yol almaya basladilar. Kétiiniin ve yanlisin iizerine somut drneklerle
gitme, farkli bir yonetim tarzini sergileme, siyasi dili degistirme, Kiirt sorununda
(fmamoglu'nun Diyarbakir ziyaretinde oldugu gibi) ortada olma, tavir alma ko-
nusunda etkili bir sekilde ilerliyorlar. Uzlasi, merkezin yeniden ingsasi, seffaflik,
demokrasi, 6zglrliik ve sistemin 6zerk parcalardan olusmasi gibi aranan, belki
de olusan, yeni doneme ait bir siyasi paradigmanin temel unsurlarini igeriyor,
yeniyi temsil ediyor, toplum karsisinda CHP’yi yeniden tanimliyorlar. Bu durum,
CHP agisindan merkezden ¢ok ¢evrede bir siyasi kuvvet olusumuna yol agmaya
basladi.

Ikinci faktor, yeni anayasal diizende ittifak siyasetinin belirleyici olmasi ve Kiirt
se¢meni olmadan, Kiirtlerle ittifak yapmadan basarili olmanin CHP bakimindan
gli¢ oldugu gercegidir. Nitekim se¢imler esnasinda CHP-HDP arasinda, CHP'nin
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ittifak ortagi IYI Partinin anti-Kiirt tutumundan dolay1 bir iliski kurulamasa da,
HDP se¢meni, sandik basinda CHP’ye ve Imamoglu'na verdigi destekle secimin
kaderini belirledi. HDP se¢menin partisi karsisinda gorece 6zerkligi, 6zgtl agir-

1181, protest tlim egilimleri icermesi ve yiizde 10 {izerine oturan giicii, CHP genel
merkezinin tutumunu ve soylemini gozden gecirmesine yol agmis goriinmekte-
dir.

Bunun en 6nemli gostergesi CHP’nin 2015 Hendek olaylarindan sonra aldig1 tu-
tumu degistirmeye baslamasidir. CHP Kasim 2016’da HDP’li milletvekillerinin
tutuklanmasina zemin hazirlayan dokunulmazliklarin kaldirildig1 dénemde do-
layli olarak yer aldig1 anti-Kiirt ittifakindan uzaklagmistir. Kiirtlerle diyaloga ve
Kiirt meselesinde yeniden siyasete gonderme yapan tavirlar CHP filizlenmeye
baslamistir. Kiirt aktorlere yonelik baski ve haksizlara yiiksek sesle tepki verme,
tutuklu milletvekilleriyle ilgili tavir alma, yeni ¢6ziim projeleri hazirlama bunlar

Kiirt Sorunu Baglaminda Siyasi Aktdrler ve Ban Siyasetine Dair Yeni Pistler

arasinda yer aliyor.

YENIi PARTILER VE MUHAFAZAKAR KESiM AYRISMASI

Son donemlerde tiim siyasi ve sosyolojik gostergeler, iktidar partisinin yasadigi
otoriterlesme siirecinin ve MHP’yle soylem yakinlasmasinin, se¢men egilimleri
ve siyasi yelpaze iizerinde 6nemli etkilerde bulundugunu gosteriyor. Bu bakim-
dan kritik sonuglardan birisi, geleneksel olarak ¢ok pargali, ¢ok egilimli top-
lumsal muhafazakar alanin monolitik, tek pargali bir siyasi temsil dokusu i¢ine
hapsolmasi, boyle olduk¢a hacim daralmasi yasamasidir. Hacim daralmasi muha-
fazakar kesimin kendi icinde memnuniyetsiz, gezgin bir siyasi davranisa sahip
merkezkag gii¢ler liretmesine yol a¢iyor. Muhafazakar siyasi saha kendi iginde
yeni sinifsal, kiiltiirel kirilmalar yasiyor. Yerel se¢imler sonrasi bu kirilmalar,
yeni talepler ve memnuniyetsizlik yeni temsil imkanlarina dogru ilerliyor. Baba-
can ve Davutoglu, AK Parti'nin bir donemine damga vurmus isimlerin, siyasi bir
sesle farkli iddiayla ortaya ¢ikmalari bu durumun yansimasi. Ozgiirliikler, seffaf
yonetim, hukuk devleti konusunda benzer bir tutum ig¢inde, toplumun merke-
zini, muhafazakar alan1 yenileme arayisina girmis bulunuyorlar. Bu partilerin
kurulduklar: andan itibaren, siyasi alana yeni bir enerji ve haraketlilik getire-
cekleri aciktir. Bu bakimdan su ii¢ gelisme kuvvetle muhtemel goriintiyor: 1. AK
Parti’nin muhafazakar siyasi alan {izerindeki sdylemsel ve fiili hegemonyasinin
kirilmasi. 2- Muhafazakar segmen dokusunun kismen ayrisip, ge¢miste oldugu
gibi daha heterojen bir gorlintiiye kavusmasi. 3- Muhafazakar ya da merkez si-
yasetin, Tiirkiye’nin yeni dinamikleri, sorunlar1 ve ruh hali etrafinda yeniden
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tanimlanmasi. Bu durumda muhafazakar alanda siyasetin yeni eksenleri de muh-
temelen su sekilde olusmaya adaydir: AK Parti ve MHP’nin temsil ettigi kimlik¢i
ya da tek kimlik merkezli “otoriter bir bakis” ile farkliliklara agik, daha sentezci
ve “Ozglrliik¢ii bir bakis” ayrismasi

ALi BABACAN

Babacan Tiirk ekonomisinin rasyonellesmesinin, piyasa ekonomisiyle uyum ha-
linde galismasinin, siyaset ve siyaset¢i karsisinda karsisinda 6zerkliginin son
donem mimaridir. Babacan’in ekonomi konusunda ulusal ve uluslararasi bir gi-
vene sahip olmasi, diger siyasi konularla ilgili imajinin temiz kalmasi, toplumda
ortak kabul goren bir isim olan Giil’den aldig1 kuvvet, kendisine yonelik destegi
ve kabulli muhafazakar kesimden diger kesimlere dogru genisletmektedir.

Nitekim Babacan her goriismesi ve konusmasinda, kuracag siyasi partinin, libe-
ral bir merkez parti olacagini ima etmektedir. Bu ¢ercevede, Babacan'in partisi-
nin, bir donemin AK Parti’sinden farkl olarak sadece sentez politikalar: izleyen
degil, yapisi itibariyle toplumun farkli egilimlerini bir araya getiren bir sentez
partisi olma ihtimali oldukga yiiksektir. Bu siyasi parti muhtemelen kuvvetli
lider partisi olmayacaktir. Bunun iki nedeni bulunuyor. ilk neden Ali Babacan
tarzinin karizmatik lider roliine tam oturmamasi ve daha ¢ok ekonomik bir yone-
lime sahip olmasidir. Bir diger neden Abdullah Giil’tin varli§idir. Giil, Babacan’in
cevresindeki diger siyasetgilerin bir gogunu siyasete sokmus, manevi hiyerarside
iistte bulunan bir kisiliktir. Bu iki unsur yeni siyasi partide, 6zellikle uygulamada
kolektif bir yonetim ve sozciillik tarzini beraberinde getirebilir. Glil'in bu siyasi
partinin neresinde duracagini zaman gosterecektir, ama bununla birlikte, geride-
ki koordinator, uzlastirici, rasyonel bilirkisi islevini tistlenmesi, muhtemele bir
cumhurbagkani aday1 olmasi sasirtici olmaz. Bu da onu paylasilan bir liderligin
bir adim dnde duran parcasi haline getirir. Boyle bir yonetim tarzi karizmatik
lider gelenegi olan bir toplumda sikintilar yaratabilecegi gibi, paradoksal bir se-
kilde iilkeye hakim lider hegemonyasinin yarattig1 tepkiler dikkate alinirsa, yeni
bir siyasi durusun, etkili ve yeni araci olarak algilanabilir.

Babacan konusmalarinda {i¢ 6nceliklerinin oldugu soylemektedir. Sirasiyla eko-
nominin toparlanmasi, hukuk devletinin ayaklar1 iizerine izerine oturtulmasi ve
Kiirt soruna demokratik bir ¢oziim bulunmasi. Kiirt sorunun en énemli ve en zor
meseleleri oldugunu sdylemesi, bu sorunun yeni partinin temel politikalar: ara-
sinda yer almas1 ihtimalini gliglendirmektedir. Heniiz Kiirt sorununa yaklagim-
lariyla ilgili ortada somut bir ipucu bulunmasa da, yerel yonetimlerin kivvetlen-
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dirilmesi ve AB normlari tizerinden yol alma Babacan ve arkadaslarininoniinde
duran ilk segenek gibi goriinmektedir. Babacan’in birlikte anildig1 siyasetgiler
0zelikle Kiirt meselesi bakimindan kuvvetli referanslar tasiyor. Eski icisleri ba-

kan1 ve basbakan yardimcisi Besir Atalay, demokratiklesme siireclerinin, Kiirt
meselesinde siyaset fikrinin, ¢6zlim stirecinin 6nde gelen ismidir. Sadullah Er-
gin, lilkenin devlet ve haklar diizeninde demokratiklesmenin, Kiirt meselesinde
siyaset kapisinin aralanmasinin tasiyicisi olmus bir siyasetcidir.

AHMET DAVUTOGLU

Davutoglu'nun en 6nemli 6zelliginin kuvvetli siyasi fikirleri ve kisiligi oldugu
soylenebilir. Nitekim Babacan ve arkadaslarinin, Davutoglu’nun talebine ragmen
ona partilerinde yer vermemelerinin en onemli nedenleri arasinda bu bulunu-
yor. Davutoglu siiphe yok ki, Babacan’a nazaran daha yorgun ve olumsuz bagaj-
lar1 olan bir isimdir. AK Parti’'nin a¢ilim doneminden otoriter evresine gegiste,
bu konudaki kimi itirazlarina ve direncine ragmen AK Parti’nin ve hiikiimetin
diimeninde Davutoglu bulunuyordu. Suriye politikasi, miilteci sorunu, Kobani
olaylar1 ve Hendek ayaklanmalari sirasindaki otoriter devlet uygulamalari sekii-
ler kesimden Kiirtlere kadar Davutoglu adina olumsuz izler birakmis goriiniiyor.

Davutoglu'nun AK Parti’den istifa ederken yaptig1 konusma ne tiir siyasi
parti kuracaginin ipuglarini igeriyordu. Bu konugsmada 6ne ¢ikan ii¢ nokta
sunlardi:

M istifa agiklamasi sirasinda yanina aldigi AK Partili eski milletvekilleri ve tegki-
lat iiyeleriyle, bu kez orgiitli bir ekip siyaseti iddiasini ortaya koyuyordu. Hatta
basin toplantisi sirasinda bu istikamette bir tiir govde gosterisine kalkisti. Daha
sonra gelen AK Parti’den gelen istifalar bunu gii¢lendirdi ve Davutoglu’'nun AK
Parti i¢cindeki (6l¢iisii hentiz belli olmamakla birlikte) etkisini gosterdi.

B Davutoglu, AK Parti’den, yaptiklari uyarilar dikkate alinmadigl, ihanet ve ihrag
girisimiyle karsilandig1 ve yonetim geri ¢evrilemez yanlis bir istikamete gittigi
i¢in ayrilmak zorunda kaldiklarini soylerken, kurulus donemi AK Partisi'ne aidi-
yet ve sadakatini vurguluyordu. Bir bakima kendi siyaset zemini ve hedef kitlesi-
nin burasi ve burada oldugunu soyliiyordu. Muhafazakar itirazlarin, bu kesimde
alttan gelen genclik dinamizminin, toplumsal-sinifsal doniisiimiin, bu ¢ergevede
dogan yeni taleplerin, kuracagl yeni partinin tasiyicisi olacagini ima ediyordu.
Davutoglu ve ekibinin bu durumda, muhafazakar semsiye altinda farkli kesim
ve seslerin yer alacagl bir siyasi parti tasavvuruna sahip olduklarini sdéylemek
yanlis olmaz.



IV

B Ozgiirliikcii, sivil, rasyonel, yerel-evrensel degerler sentezine dayanan bir siya-
set tanimi, benimsedikleri ilkelerin ana hatlarini olusturuyordu. Konusmasinda
siyasi ilkeler konusundaki satir baslari ise séyleydi: Insan haklari, dzgiirliikler,
demokratik anayasal sistem, demokratik hukuk devleti, liyakat, ehliyet, serbest

piyasa ve rekabet, diinyaya agik bariscil siyaset ve Tiirkiye.

Kiirt meselesine yaklasina gelince, Davutoglu'nun, bu meselede bashakan izledi-
§i tutumdan daha ileri adimlar atmaya hazirlandig1 soylenebilir. Yerel yonetimle-
rin giiglendirilmesi, HDP ve Kiirt kesimle diyalog, Davutoglu'nun kurmaylarina
gore one ¢gikacak hususlar arasinda bulunuyor.

SONUC: SIYASETTE VE iTTIFAKLARDA
YENIi iHTIMALLER

Siyasi dengeler ve yariglari sekillendirecek en 6nemli unsur, daha 6nce de soy-
lendigi gibi, yeni se¢im diizeni ve ittifak zorunluluklaridir. Cumhurbaskanligl
se¢imleri s0z konusu oldugu anda ittifaklar, muhalefet ve iktidar gruplari olarak
ayrisacak ve bu ayrimi temel olarak Kiirt sorununu konusundaki hassasiyet be-
lirleyecek gibi goriimektedir.

Bu ayrismada ve siyasi kartlarin yeniden karilmasinda Y1 Parti’ye 6zel bir paran-
tez acmak gerekir. IYI Parti muhalif cephede yer alan, ama esas olarak anti-Kiirt
tutumuyla sivrilen bir siyasi parti. Diger bir 6zelligi Bat1 kentlerindeki milliyetci
kesimleri, sekiiler hayat tarzina sahip muhafazakarlar1 temsil etmesi. Ne var ki
bu kesimler bundan bdlyle Babacan ve Davutoglu tarafindan temsil edilecekler.
Bu sikinti ve dzelligiyle IYI Parti’nin ya da bu parti icinde bir grubun Cumhur itti-
fakiyla yakinlagsmasi sasirtici olmayacaktir. Nitekim Cumhur ittifaki aktorlerinin
simdiden boyle bir beklentisi, AK Parti'nin bdyle bir arayisi oldugu sdylenebilir.
AKP-MHP’nin ikilisi oy orani her gegen giin azalmakta, Erdogan cumhurbaskani
secilebilmek i¢in baska desteklere ihtiyag duyar duruma dogru ilerlemektedir.

Nitekim Istanbul merkezli Toplumsal Etki Arastirmalart Merkezi'nin gectigimiz
glinlerde yayinlanan, 6 farkli anket sirketinin verilerinin ortalamasi ele alan ra-
poruna gore, Cumhur Ittifaki'nin oy oranini yiizde 50’nin altina diiserek 47,8
seviyesine gerilemis goriiniiyor. “Ada Arastirma sonuglarina gore; Erdogan’in
ontimiizdeki cumhurbaskanlig1 se¢imlerinde alabilecegi potansiyel oy orani yiiz-
de 39,1 olarak agiklanirken, AKP’'nin ise 37,5 olarak belirtildi. TEAM’in Hazi-
ran ay1 verilerine gore, Erdogan’in itibar1 yiizde 41’de kaliyor. Bir baska veri de
benzer nitelikte: Metropoll arastirmanin sonuglarina gore Erdogan’a gorev onay1
verenlerin orani 2018 Agustos’ta ylizde 53,1 iken, 2019 Agustos’ta bu oran yiiz-
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de 44’e geriledi.”® Bu konuda diger onemli bir vurgu Tiirkiye’nin en saygin ve
glivenilir aragtirma girketi olan KONDA’'nin genel miidiirii Bekir Agirdir’in, aylik
arastirmalardan hareketle yaptig1 su agiklamalardir: “AKP, ¢ekirdek oyunun en
diisiik noktasinda bulunuyor. Tktidar blogunda AKP'nin etkisi azalirken MHP’nin

etkisinin goreceli olarak artiyor.””

Tirkiye’deki erken secim tartismalarinin de ittifaklar dair bu tiir yenilenmeye
endeksli oldugunu eklemek gerekir. Erdogan yeterli destegi buldugu an, 1YI Par-
ti'yle yakinlasma saglandigi an, verecegi ve IYI Parti’yi tatmin edecek kimi taviz-
lerle erken se¢im karari alabilir.

Son soz: Kiirt meselesi her gecen giin siyasi yelpazenin ana belirleyeni haline
gelmektedir. Muhalif alanda ve yiikselen toplumsal dalgada ¢oziim ve siyaset fik-
rinin gii¢lii bir yer bulmasi siyasi sistemi olumlu etkileyecek bir unsurdur. Diger

Kiirt Sorunu Baglaminda Siyasi Aktdrler ve Ban Siyasetine Dair Yeni Pistler

ifadeye ¢oziim politikalar1 ve arayislar: bu dengeleri ve yeni aktorleri dikkate
almak durumdadir.

@) https://t24.com.tr/haber/6-farkli-anket-sirketi-cumhur-ittifaki-nin-oyunu-yuzde-50-nin-altinda-
gosterdi-mhp-li-secmenin-erdogan-a-destegi-2-5-kat-dustu,841923

) https://t24.com.tr/haber/siyasette-yeni-olasiliklar-degisen-dengeler,841845
ek
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