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FOREWORD

This report was prepared for DPI by journalist Ferda Balancar. This research is con-
cerned with the evolution and the internal dynamics of the People’s Alliance between
the AK Party and the MHP, an alliance which played a decisive role in Turkish politics
in the last few years. In the context of a potential new resolution process regarding
the Kurdish issue, this report looks at the possible outcomes of MHP’s relationship
with both President Erdogan and the AK Party. The report analyses the attitudes of
MHP, known to be a doctrinaire nationalist party, with regard to a number of political
developments that took place since 2002, when AK Party came into power, and the

policies it formulated.

DPI would like to express its thanks to the author for producing this engaging re-
search paper. The views and opinions expressed in the research remain those of the

author and do not necessarily reflect the official position of DPI.

This research was funded by the Norwegian and Irish governments.

Kerim Yildiz

Chief Executive Officer
Democratic Progress Institute

THE INFLUENCE OF THE AK PARTY-MHP RELATIONSHIP ON THE KURDISH ISSUE AND THE RESOLUTION PROCESS

ONS0Z

Bu arastirma, gazeteci Ferda Balancar tarafindan Demokratik Gelisim Enstitlisti (DPI)
icin hazirlanmigtir. Bu raporda, Tlirkiye’nin i¢ siyasetinin son yillarina damgasini vu-
ran AK Parti-MHP arasinda kurulan Cumhur ittifaki’nin evrimi ve i¢ dinamikleri ele
alindi. Kiirt meselesi baglaminda yeni bir ¢dziim siireci ihtimali karsisinda, MHP’nin
Cumhurbaskani Erdogan ve AK Parti ile olan iligkilerinin seyrinin ne olacagina dair
ihtimaller incelendi. Bu baglamda, kamuoyunda doktriner bir milliyetgi siyasi parti
olarak bilinen MHP’nin AK Parti’nin iktidarda oldugu 2002’den gliniimiize farkl siyasi

gelismeler kargisinda takindig1 tutum ve Urettigi politikalar degerlendirildi.

Demokratik Geligsim Enstitlisti (DPI) bu ilgi gekici raporu hazirladigi igin yazara te-
sekkiirlerini sunmaktadir. Raporda ifade edilen gorlisler yazara aittir ve DPI’'nin resmi
gorlslinl yansitmamaktadir.

Kerim Yildiz

icra Kurulu Baskani
Demokratik Gelisim Enstitiisi

AK PARTI-MHP ILISKILERININ KURT MESELESI VE G0Z0M SURECI USTUNDEKI ETKILERI
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INTRODUCTION

In this report we will look at how the relationship between the AK Party and MHP in
general, and the relationship between President and AK Party Leader Recep Tayyip
Erdogan and MHP Leader Devlet Bahgeli in particular, affect Turkish politics, as well
as the developments that occur in the context of the Kurdish issue and the resolu-
tion process. Within this framework, we will also consider the possibilities regarding
MHP’s attitude towards the Kurdish issue and a potential resolution process, and the
trajectory of the AK Party-MHP relations.

The first part of the report will look at the relations between AK Party and MHP
beginning the 14th of August 2001, when AK Party was established and the general
elections of the 3rd of November 2002, when they came into power up until the coup
attempt on the 15th of July 2016.

The second part of the report looks at the period of time between the coup attempt
on the 15th of July 2016, which was a turning point in the AK Party-MHP relations, and
the 16th of April 2017, when the Presidential system of government was accepted in
a referendum. The trajectory of the People’s Alliance so far, which was formed by AK
Party and MHP during this period, will also be evaluated in this section.

The third part of the report will discuss the effects of the AK Party-MHP relations in
general, and of the Erdogan-Bahceli relation in particular, on the Kurdish issue since
2016.

The fourth and final part of the report looks at how the AK Party-MHP relations might
develop in the context of a potential new resolution process that might come about
as a result of internal and/or external pressures.

THE INFLUENCE OF THE AK PARTY-MHP RELATIONSHIP ON THE KURDISH ISSUE AND THE RESOLUTION PROCESS

GIRIS

Bu raporda genelde AK Parti ve MHP, 6zelde ise Cumhurbaskani ve AK Parti Genel
Baskani Recep Tayyip Erdogan ile MHP Genel Baskani Devlet Bahgeli arasindaki
iligskilerin Tlrkiye siyasetini, Kiirt meselesi ve ¢0zlim siireci baglaminda yasanan
gelismeleri nasil etkiledigini inceleyecegiz. Kiirt meselesiyle ilgili ¢oziim siireci
olasilig giindeme geldiginde MHP’nin tavrinin ve AK Parti-MHP iligkilerinin sey-
rinin ne olacagina dair ihtimaller de yine bu galisma gergevesinde ele alinacaktir.

Bu kapsamda, ¢alismanin ilk boliminde AK Parti’nin kuruldugu 14 Agustos 2001
tarihinden ve iktidara geldigi 3 Kasim 2002 genel segimlerinden itibaren AK Par-
ti-MHP arasindaki iligkilerin 15 Temmuz 2016 Askeri Darbe Girisimi’ne kadar olan
seyri ele alinacaktir.

Calismanin ikinci bolimiinde ise AK Parti-MHP iliskilerinde 6nemli bir dénim
noktasi olan 15 Temmuz 2016 Askeri Darbe Girisimi’nden, Cumhurbaskanhig Hi-
kiimet Sistemi’nin 16 Nisan 2017°de referandumla kabul edilmesine kadar gegen
siire¢ ele alinacaktir. Bu siiregte ortaya g¢ikan, AK Parti ve MHP’nin olusturdugu
Cumbhur Ittifaki’nin giiniimiize kadar yasadigi seyir de yine bu ikinci béliimde ele
alinacaktir.

Calismanin Uglincl bélimiinde, 2016’dan giinimiize genelde AK Parti-MHP ilis-
kilerinin, 6zelde ise Erdogan-Bahceli iligkilerinin Kiirt meselesi lizerindeki etkileri
degerlendirilecektir.

Calismanin dérdiincii ve son bélimiinde ise i¢ ve/veya dig dinamiklerin zorlama-
siyla giindeme gelebilecek olasi bir ¢ozlim siireci ekseninde AK Parti-MHP iligki-
lerinin nasil bir seyir izleyecegine dair ihtimaller ele alinacaktir.

AK PARTI-MHP ILISKILERININ KURT MESELESI VE G0Z0M SURECI USTUNDEKI ETKILERI
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AK PARTY-MHP (2001-2016)

The AK Party participated in general elections, only 14 months after its establish-
ment, on the 14t of August 2001 and received 34% of the public vote becoming the
ruling party. An electoral victory with little to match in political history, this success
was not short-lived. The AK Party received 34% of the vote on the 3™ of November
2002 elections, 47% on the 22 of July 2007 elections, which occurred after the Pres-
idential crisis, 69% on the 215t of October 2007 Constitutional Referendum which
regulated the election of the President by the public, 58% on the 12" of September
2010 Constitutional Referendum, which represented one of the crucial turning points
of the fight against military tutelage, and 50% on the 12" of June 2011 elections. The
12t of September 2010 Referendum and the elections of the 12" of June 2011 ended
the AK Party’s first period. The most important agenda of the second period was
formulating the political coordinates of Turkey. During this period, which began with
efforts to write a new Constitution, the goal was to institutionalise political normali-
sation through building a democratic political system.

THE PRESIDENTIAL CRISIS OF 2007

The attitude of the MHP and its leader Devlet Bahgeli in the period of time span-
ning from 2002, when the AK Party came to power, to the 12 June 2011 elections,
can be summarized as being one of total opposition to the actions and political
position of the AK Party at the level of discourse. However, we must also make
a note of the attitude of the MHP in the 2007 Presidential crisis, which was ar-
guably one of the most important developments of the period in question. The
attitude of the MHP at this critical juncture was different from that of the main
opposition party CHP.

The crisis first emerged when the term of the 10t President Ahmet Necdet Sezer, who
was elected in 2000, came to an end on May 16t 2007. The Turkish Grand National
Assembly had set the deadline for presidential candidacy as the night of April 25
and the day of the first round of voting as April 27t". The election period was accom-
panied with debates regarding the hijab and secularism (or rather, laicité). Large-
scale demonstrations were held in various parts of the country under the name of
“Republican Meetings”; the aim was to prevent the ruling party from electing a person
from its own political position for the presidency.

THE INFLUENCE OF THE AK PARTY-MHP RELATIONSHIP ON THE KURDISH ISSUE AND THE RESOLUTION PROCESS

AK PARTI-MHP (2001-2016)

AK Parti, 14 Agustos 2001’deki kurulusundan sadece 14 ay sonra girdigi ilk genel
secimlerde oylarin ylizde 34’lni alarak tek basina iktidara gelmeyi basardi. Siya-
set tarihinde esine az rastlanir bu basari kisa siireli de olmadi.

3 Kasim 2002 segimlerinde ylizde 34 oy oranina sahip olan AK Parti, Cumhur-
bagkanhg krizi sonrasinda gergeklesen 22 Temmuz 2007 segimlerinde ylizde 47,
Cumhurbaskani’nin halk tarafindan secgilmesini dlizenleyen 21 Ekim 2007 Anayasa
Referandumunda yiizde 69, askeri vesayetle miicadelenin en kritik dénemeglerin-
den birini teskil eden 12 Eylil 2010 Anayasa Referandumunda yiizde 58 ve 12 Ha-
ziran (2011) segimlerinde yiizde 50 oy orani elde etti. 12 Eyliil 2010 Referandumu ve
12 Haziran 2011 segimleri AK Parti’nin ilk dénemini sonlandirdi. ikinci dénemin en
onemli glindemi Turkiye’'nin siyasal koordinatlarini gizmekti. Yeni Anayasa yazimi
caligmalariyla baglayan donem, siyasal normallesmeyi kurumsallagtirmak lizere
demokratik bir siyasal sistem insa etmeyi hedefliyordu.

2007 CUMHURBASKANLIGI KRizi

AK Parti’nin iktidara geldigi 2002’'den 12 Haziran 2011 segimlerine kadar MHP’nin
ve lideri Devlet Bahgeli’nin tutumu sdylem diizeyinde AK Parti’nin icraatlarina ve
siyasi pozisyonuna cepheden kargi olmak seklinde 6zetlenebilir. Ancak bu yillarin
en kritik anlarindan bir olarak kabul edebilecegimiz 2007 Cumhurbagkanhg kri-
zinde MHP’nin tutumuna bir parantez agmamiz gerekiyor. MHP’nin bu kritik déne-
megte takindigl tutum, donemin ana muhalefet partisi CHP’den farkli oldu.

Krizin baglangici, 2000 yilinda segilen 10. Cumhurbaskani Ahmet Necdet Sezer’in
gorev siiresinin 16 Mayis 2007°de dolmasiyla ortaya ¢ikti. TBMM cumhurbaskanligi
adayligl son basvuru tarihini 25 Nisan gecesi ve ilk tur oylama gilinlinii 27 Nisan
olarak belirlemisti. Se¢cim dénemine, basortiisi ve laiklik tartismalariyla gelinmis-
ti. Ulkenin gesitli yerlerinde ‘Cumhuriyet Mitingleri’ adiyla genis katilimli gésteri-
ler dlizenlendi ve iktidar partisinin, kendi siyasal gizgisinden bir ismi cumhurbas-
kanligina segmesi engellenmek istendi.

Secimin kaderini ise, dort ay énce ortaya atilan 367 tartigmalari belirledi. Anaya-
sa’nin 102. maddesine gére cumhurbaskani segilebilmek igin, ilk iki turda nitelikli
¢ogunluk (367 oy), sonraki iki turda ise salt gogunluk (276 oy) araniyordu. Eski

AK PARTI-MHP ILISKILERININ KURT MESELESI VE G0Z0M SURECI USTUNDEKI ETKILERI
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The fate of the election was determined by the “367” debates which had begun
four months previous. According to Article 102 of the Constitution, a qualified
majority (367 votes) was required in the first two rounds and an absolute major-
ity (276 votes) in the next two rounds in order to be elected president. Former
Supreme Court Chief Prosecutor Sabih Kanadoglu, in his article published in
the Cumhuriyet newspaper on December 26" 2006, claimed that 367 specified
in the constitution is not only the quorum for decision, but also the quorum for
meeting. According to this view, it was argued that at least 367 people should
participate in the voting, and that the result would otherwise be invalid. Thus,
the ruling party, the AK Party, which had 354 seats in the Parliament, would
not be able to elect the president with its own votes. In the same period, Deniz
Baykal, the leader of the main opposition party CHP, said that if the ruling
party nominated its own candidate without any negotiations or compromise,
then CHP would not participate in the voting and that the 367 debates should
be taken seriously.

The ruling party, the AK Party, nominated Abdullah Giil, the MP for Kayseri and the
then-Foreign Minister. The first round of voting took place on 27t of April. A total
of 361 votes was cast, with Abdullah Gl receiving 357 of the votes. Shortly after
the voting, CHP brought the elections before the Constitutional Court because of
the “367” allegations.

On the evening of the same day, a press statement which later came to be known
as the “e-memorandum” was published on the internet page of the General Staff.
The statement held that laicité had become an issue in the elections, and that
the General Staff was a party to this debate. With the 15t of May ruling by the
Constitutional Court annulling the first round of voting, the “367” allegations were
validated. As the quorum for meetings (367) was not met in the two roll calls held
on 6% of May, the 11*" president could not be elected.

The AK Party, which had emerged overwhelmingly victorious from the 22" of July
2007 elections, with 47% of the vote, was once again faced with the “367” issue.
If CHP boycotted the Parliament once again, the quorum for meeting, 367, would
not be met. At this point, the cavalry arrived for the AK Party in the surprising form
of MHP, which said that the AK Party could nominate whomever it wanted to, and
that MHP would help them with the “367” issue in the Parliament. With the crisis
resolved, 448 MPs participated in the third round and Abdullah Giil was elected
the 11" President with 339 votes.

This behaviour of MHP, exhibited in 2007, is often referred to by MHP officials in
the aftermath of the coup attempt of 15t of July 2016.

THE INFLUENCE OF THE AK PARTY-MHP RELATIONSHIP ON THE KURDISH ISSUE AND THE RESOLUTION PROCESS

Yargitay Bagsavcisi Sabih Kanadoglu, 26 Aralik 2006°’da Cumhuriyet gazetesinde
yayimlanan yazisinda, anayasada belirtilen 367°nin sadece karar yeter sayisi degil,
ayni zamanda toplanti yeter sayisi oldugunu ortaya atti. Bu gorlise gore oylamalara
en az 367 kisinin katilmasi gerektigi, aksi halde sonucun gegersiz olacagi iddia
edildi. Boylece Parlamentodaki sandalye sayisi 354 olan iktidar partisi AK Par-
ti, tek basina kendi oylariyla cumhurbagkani segemeyecekti. Ayni dénemde ana
muhalefet partisi CHP’nin lideri Deniz Baykal, iktidar partisinin uzlagsma olmadan
kendi adayini ¢gikarmasi durumunda oylamalara katilmayacaklarini ve 367 tartis-
malarinin ciddiye alinmasi gerektigini soyledi.

iktidar partisi AK Parti dénemin Disisleri Bakani olan Kayseri Milletvekili Abdullah
Giil’ti aday gésterdi. ilk tur oylama 27 Nisan’da yapildi. Toplam 361 oy kullanilirken,
Abdullah Giil 357 oy aldi. Oylamanin hemen sonrasinda, CHP 367 iddiasiyla segimi
Anayasa Mahkemesi’'ne tasidi.

Ayni giiniin aksami Genelkurmay Baskanligi internet sitesine, daha sonra ‘e-muh-
tira’ olarak tarihe gegecek bir basin agiklamasi konuldu. Agiklamada segimlerde
laikligin tartisma konusu yapildigi ve Genelkurmay’in bu konuda taraf oldugu sdy-
lendi. Anayasa Mahkemesi 1 Mayis’ta verdigi kararla, 367 iddiasini kabul ederek
yapilan birinci tur oylamayi iptal etti. Bunun lizerine 6 Mayis’ta yapilan iki yokla-
mada da toplanti yeter sayisinin (367) bulunamayisi yiiziinden 11. Cumhurbagkani
secilemedi.

22 Temmuz 2007 segimlerinden ylizde 47 gibi ezici bir gogunlukla ¢ikan AK Parti,
bir kez daha 367 sorunuyla karsi kargiyaydi. CHP, yine Meclis’i boykot ederse se-
¢im igin yeterli katilim orani yani 367 yeter sayisi nasil saglanacakti. iste tam bu
noktada AK Parti’ye slirpriz destek geldi. MHP, “AK Parti kimi isterse aday géste-
rebilir. Biz Meclis’e gireriz, 367 sorunu yasanmaz” agiklamasiyla krizin ¢ozlilmesini
sagladi. 3. tura 448 milletvekili katildi ve Abdullah Giil, 339 oyla 11’inci Cumhur-
baskani segildi.

MHP’nin 2007’deki bu tavri ileride 15 Temmuz 2016 Askeri Darbe Girisimi sonrasi
yasanan gelismelerde de MHP ydneticileri tarafindan sik sik hatirlatildi.

MHP Genel Bagkan Yardimcisi Semih Yalgin, yasanan krizi ve ¢oziimiinii su
sekilde degerlendiriyor:
“MHP Genel Baskani Devlet Bahcgeli, se¢cim sonrasinda Meclisin bir cumhur-
baskanligi krizi daha yasamasi halinde yeniden ortaya ¢ikabilecek bir siyasi
krizin bu kez hizla sistem bunalimina déniisebileceginden ¢ekinmigti. Tiirki-
ye’nin yeniden bir askeri darbeyle ylizlesmesini istemiyordu. Segim slirecinde

AK PARTI-MHP ILISKILERININ KURT MESELESI VE G0Z0M SURECI USTUNDEKI ETKILERI
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MHP Deputy Chair Semih Yalgin says the following regarding the crisis and its
resolution:

“MHP Leader Devlet Bahgeli became worried about yet another Presidential crisis
devolving from a political crisis to a system malfunction. He did not want Turkey
to experience another military coup. Notwithstanding his critical attitude to AK
Party during the electoral campaign, he considered the recent e-memorandum
published by the General Staff, and acting on his worries that grand designs were
being enacted on Turkey, he considered the election of Abdullah Giil as president
as the lesser of two evils as far as the welfare of Turkey was concerned”."”

MHP thus played a critical role in helping the AK Party survive a rough patch, how-
ever, they have maintained their distance from the AK Party’s acts as well as its rhet-
oric. In the presidential election on the 10" of August 2014, where the then Prime
Minister Erdogan was elected president by 52% of the vote, MHP supported Ekmeled-
din ihsanoglu with CHP against Erdogan, however, ihsanoglu came second with only
38% of the vote. In other words, the CHP-MHP alliance could not win against the AK
Party and Erdogan and was defeated by a remarkable difference of 14%. Despite this
considerable defeat, MHP’s irreconcilable opposition to the AK Party lasted until the
coup attempt of the 15* of July 2016. As we consider in detail below, 15 July marked a
new beginning in the AK Party-MHP relations.

MHP AND THE ELECTION RESULTS

It’s easier to understand the course of the AK Party and MHP’s relationship in the
context of MHP’s electoral results between 2002 and 2016, and its parliamentary
representation. When the AK Party singlehandedly won the 3 of November 2002
elections by 34%, MHP wasn’t able to cross the 10% electoral threshold as it had only
8.35% of the popular vote. However, as we noted above, MHP did reach 14.27% on the
22 of July 2007 elections, when there was an ongoing presidential crisis. MHP be-
came the third party in the Parliament with 71 MPs, and was able to maintain its sta-
tus on the 12" of June 2011 elections as well. Even though support for MHP declined
to 13.1% in the 2011 elections and its MPs in the Parliament were reduced to 53 in
number, MHP did remain the third biggest party in the Parliament following AK Party

(1) Prof. Dr. Semih Yalgin, Davaya Adanmis Bir Omiir: Devlet Bahceli, Berikan Yayinlari, 2019, sayfa 101.

THE INFLUENCE OF THE AK PARTY-MHP RELATIONSHIP ON THE KURDISH ISSUE AND THE RESOLUTION PROCESS

iktidar partisi aleyhindeki séylemlerine ragmen, Genelkurmay bildirisinin hafi-
zalardaki tazeliginin henliz silinmemis olmasindan ve Tlirkiye (izerine oynanan
bliyiik oyunlarin yarattigi kaygidan da hareketle (ilkenin esenligi adina yeni bir
tavir sergileyerek bu kez Abdullah Giil’lin cumhurbaskani secilmesini ehveniser
gérmiigti.”™

MHP, bu tutumuyla AK Parti iktidarinin kritik bir viraji hasarsiz atlatmasinda 6nem-
li bir rol oynamis olsa da AK Parti’nin icraatlarina ve sdylemine mesafesini koru-
mayi slirdiirdi. 10 Agustos 2014’te yapilan, donemin Basbakani Erdogan’in ylizde
52 oyla secildigi cumhurbaskani segiminde MHP, Erdogan’a kargi CHP ile birlikte
Ekmeleddin ihsanoglu’nu destekledi ancak ihsanoglu yiizde 38 oyla segimi ancak
ikinci bitirebildi. Bir baska deyisle, CHP-MHP ittifaki AK Parti ve Erdogan karsisin-
da tutunamadi; Ustelik ylizde 14 gibi buylk bir oy farkiyla Erdogan’a yenilmis oldu.
Bu agir yenilgiye ragmen, MHP’nin AK Parti’ye yonelik muhalif ve uzlagmaz tutumu
15 Temmuz 2016 askeri darbe tesebbiisline kadar siirdii. Asagida ayrintili olarak
ele alacagimiz gibi “15 Temmuz”, AK Parti-MHP iligkilerinde bir milat etkisi yaratti.

MHP VE SECIM SONUCLARI

2002’den 2016’ya kadar MHP’nin aldigl se¢im sonuglari ve Parlamentodaki tem-
siline goz atacak olursak, AK Parti-MHP iliskilerinin seyrini de daha kolay anlaya-
biliriz. AK Parti’nin ylizde 34 oyla tek bagina iktidara geldigi 3 Kasim 2002 segim-
lerinde MHP yiizde 8,35 oyla ylizde 10’luk se¢im baraji nedeniyle parlamento disi
kaldi. Ancak yukarida degindigimiz 2007 cumhurbaskanhg krizi sirecinde yapilan
22 Temmuz 2007 segimlerinde MHP ylizde 14,27 oy oranina ulasti. Kazandigi 71
milletvekilligiyle Parlamentoda {i¢lincl parti olmayi basaran MHP, bu konumunu
12 Haziran 2011 segimlerinde de korumayi basardi. 2011 segimlerinde MHP’nin al-
dig1 oy ylizde 13,1’e diligse ve Parlamentoda kazandigi sandalye sayisi da 53’e inmisg
olsa da MHP, 7 Haziran 2015’te yapilan genel segimlere kadar AK Parti ve CHP’nin
ardindan Parlamentodaki lglincl parti olma 6zelligini korudu. Kiirt meselesi, ¢6-
zim silireci ve demokratiklesme agisindan en kritik virajlardan birisi olan 7 Hazi-
ran 2015 segimleri ise MHP acgisindan oldukga anlamli bir parlamento aritmetigi
ortaya cikarmis oldu. MHP bu secimlerde 2011 segimlerine gore oy oranini ylizde
13,1’den ylizde 16,29’a yilikseltti ve Parlamentodaki sandalye sayisini da 53’ten 80’e

(1) Prof. Dr. Semih Yalcin, Davaya Adanmis Bir Omiir: Devlet Bahceli, Berikan Yayinlari, 2019, sayfa 101.
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and CHP until the 7*" of June 2015 general elections. The elections on the 7t of June
2015 were crucial in regards to the resolution of the Kurdish problem and democra-
tization, as such, the parliamentary distribution was very meaningful for MHP. Com-
pared to the 13.1% in the 2011 elections, support for MHP went up to 16.29% in these
elections and accordingly, its MPs in the Parliament rose from 53 to 80. The AK Party
was the first party with 40.87% votes and 358 MPs, CHP the second with 24.95% and
132; the shocking results of MHP were caused by the support for HDP, the represent-
ative of the Kurdish political movement, and the parliamentary seats they had won.
HDP succeeded in placing 80 of its MPs in the Parliament with 13.12% support in the
7t of June 2015 elections. In other words, MHP and HDP entered the Parliament with
an equal number of MPs after the 7th of June elections. For the first time in Turkey’s
political history, MHP was represented in the Parliament with a number of MPs equal
to that of HDP, which it accused of being “the Parliamentary representative of the
separatist terrorist organisation PKK”. The early general elections held on 1¢t of No-
vember 2015, five months later, since none of the parties reached the majority to form
a government on their own in the June 7" elections and the coalition talks did not
yield any results-which came as a great shock to MHP. In the 1st of November 2015
elections, the MHP received 11.9% of the vote. In the 7" of June elections, held five
months prior, MHP had received 16.29% of the vote, in the 1%t of November election,
its support fell by 5%. Accordingly, its parliamentary seats were reduced from 80 to
40. Another shocking result for MHP was that HDP, with 10.76% of the votes and the
56 parliamentary seats it won, became the third biggest party in the Parliament. MHP
lost its long-held status of being the third biggest political party in the Parliament to
HDP in the 1t of November 2015 elections.?

Before considering MHP’s radically altered attitude towards AK Party and Erdogan
in the aftermath of the military coup attempt on the 15t of July 2016, we must first
take note of MHP’s electoral performance in the period extending from 2011 to the
1st of November 2015. MHP and its leader Devlet Bahgeli started to follow a different
political course not only because MHP suffered a drastic decline in its votes and par-
liamentary seats in the brief period of time between the 7t of June 2015 and the 15t of
November 2015, but also because in a symbolically charged turn of events, it lost its
status as the third party in the Parliament to HDP.

(2)  https://www.tbmm.gov.tr/kutuphane/genel_secim.html
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cikartmayi basardi. AK Parti’nin ylizde 40,87 oy orani ve 258 milletvekili ile birinci
parti, CHP’nin ise ylizde 24,95 oy orani ve 132 milletvekili ile ikinci parti oldugu
secimlerde MHP’yi soka ugratan sonug, Kiirt siyasi hareketinin temsilcisi HDP’nin
aldigi oy orani ve kazandig milletvekili sayisi oldu. HDP 7 Haziran 2015 segimle-
rinde ylizde 13,12 oy oraniyla Parlamentoda 80 milletvekili ¢ikartmayi basardi. Bir
bagka deyisle MHP ve HDP 7 Haziran segimleri sonrasinda esit sayida milletvekili
ile parlamentoya girmis oldu.

MHP’nin “Béliicii terér érglitii PKK’nin Parlamentodaki temsilcisi” olarak tanimla-
dig1 ve sucladigi HDP’nin kendisiyle esit sayida milletvekiliyle Parlamentoda tem-
sil ediliyor olmasi, Tiirkiye’'nin siyasi tarihinde de bir ilk olma &zelligi tagiyordu. 7
Haziran segimlerinde higbir parti tek bagina hiikiimet kuracak ¢ogunluga ulasa-
madigi ve koalisyon goriismelerinden de bir sonug ¢ikmadigl igin bes ay sonra 1
Kasim 2015’te yapilan erken genel secimler ise MHP icin ¢ok daha biyik bir sok
etkisi yapti. 1 Kasim 2015 segimlerinde MHP yiizde 11,9 oraninda oy alabildi. Bun-
dan bes ay 6nce yapilan 7 Haziran secgimlerinde ylizde 16,29 oy alan MHP’nin oy
orani ylizde 5 oraninda diigmis oldu. MHP’nin Parlamentodaki sandalye sayisi da
bu sonuglara gore 80°den 40’a indi. MHP igin segimin sok etkisi yaratan bir bagka
sonucu da HDP’nin ylizde 10,76 oy orani ve kazandigl 59 sandalye ile parlamen-
tonun Uglincl blyuk partisi haline gelmesi oldu. Bir baska deyisle, MHP yillardir
stirdlrdigu parlamentonun tglincu bilylk partisi olma 6zelligini 1 Kasim 2015 se-
cimleriyle HDP’ye kaptirmig oldu.®

15 Temmuz 2016 askeri darbe girisimi sonrast MHP’nin AK Parti ve Erdogan’a yo-
nelik tutumundaki kokli degisikligi degerlendirmeden énce MHP’nin 2011°’den 1
Kasim 2015’e uzanan siyasi sliregteki se¢cim performansini dikkate almak gereki-
yor. Ozellikle 7 Haziran 2015 ve 1 Kasim 2015 arasinda gecgen bes aylik kisa bir siire
sonrasinda MHP’nin oy orani ve kazandigi sandalye sayisindaki dislislin yani sira
sembolik anlami oldukga yiksek olan parlamentodaki liglincli parti olma 6zelligini
HDP’ye kaptirmis olmasi MHP’yi ve lideri Devlet Bahgeli’yi farkli siyasi arayiglara
itti.

(2)  https://www.tbmm.gov.tr/kutuphane/genel_secim.html
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As Turkey was heading towards the coup attempt of the 15" of July 2016, the outlook
for MHP was dire. Although he had been MHP’s leader since the 23 of November
1997, Devlet Bahgeli’s leadership was being questioned quite openly in the aftermath
of the 1st of November 2015 elections. This period of discontent and questioning
led to the establishment of the Good Party by Meral Aksener in 2018, which we will
consider below in more detail. However, Devlet Bahceli’s ongoing status as the “un-
contested leader” of the MHP is closely related to the political developments which
unfolded in the aftermath of 15 July, and to the AK Party-MHP alliance.

BREAKING POINT: BAHGELI OFFERS
HELP TO ERDOGAN FOLLOWING
THE COUP ATTEMPT OF 15 JULY 2016

Rather than investigating the underlying causes of the 15" of July 2016 coup attempt
or its perpetrators, this report will instead look at how MHP and its leader Bahgeli
saw the events of the 15" of July. © This is because MHP’s and Bahgeli’s understand-
ing of the coup attempt has had a serious influence on AK Party-MHP relations since
2016. MHP and its leader Bahceli regularly used the argument of “the dangerous po-
litical waters that Turkey has found itself in after the coup attempt of 15 July 2016”
as a justification for the close relationship between the AK Party and MHP before
both their own support base and the general public.”’ The help offered to President
Erdogan by Devlet Bahgeli resulted in an offer of constitutional reform and the subse-
quent adoption of Executive Presidency. Bahgeli’s move thus established the current
status quo of Turkish politics.

(3)  The military coup attempt of 15 July, named Peace in the Country Operation by the putschists themselves, was a military coup
attempt that took place in Turkey on 15-16 July 2016 by a group within the Turkish Armed Forces calling itself the Peace in the
Country Council. After the coup attempt failed, investigations by judiciary bodies and court cases revealed that the protagonist
of the coup attempt was the Gulenist Organization, or the “FET0" (Fethullahist Terrorist Organisation) as it was designated in the
indictments and the judiciary rulings. The judiciary processes concerning the coup attempt are still ongoing.

(4)  Shortly after the military coup attempt of 15 July, MHP Leader Devlet Bahgeli said the following in a party group meeting held on
2 August 2016: "MHP will closely observe the developments, support those it agrees with and criticise the ones it disagrees with.
We are one with the pure conscience of our nation. Our path is democracy, destination a grand Turkey. We are one and unified
against the putschists, the terrorists and those who cannot stand before Turkey; we are the voice and the breath of the Turkish
nation. It is an obligation, both for the future of democracy and the ethics of demacracy, for the government to care not just about
its majority in the Parliament, but also about all of the political parties and the various sections of society.”
https://mhp.org.tr/htmldocs/genel_baskan/konusma/4115/index.html.
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Turkiye 15 Temmuz 2016 Askeri Darbe Girisimi’ne dogru yol alirken MHP’nin igin-
de bulundugu durum goriildigl gibi pek de i¢ agici degildi. Devlet Bahgeli’nin 23
Kasim 1997°den bu yana siirmekte olan MHP Genel Bagkanligi 1 Kasim 2015 segim-
lerinden sonra iyice sorgulanmaya bagladi. Bu hognutsuzluk ve sorgulama siireci
asagida deginecegimiz 2018’de gerceklesen Meral Aksener’in liderligindeki iYi
Parti’nin kurulusuyla sonuglandi. Ancak Devlet Bahgeli’nin MHP’deki “tartismasiz
lider” olma 6zelliginin gliniimiize kadar siirliyor olmasi asagida ayrintili olarak in-
celeyecegimiz “15 Temmuz sonrasi” siyasi gelismelerle ve AK Parti-MHP ittifakiyla
yakindan iligkilidir.

KIRILMA NOKTASI: 15 TEMMUZ 2016
ASKERi DARBE GiRigiMi SONRASI
BAHGELI'DEN ERDOGAN'A UZANAN EL

Bu ¢alismada 15 Temmuz 2016 Askeri Darbe Girigsimi’nin nedenleri ya da arkasin-
da hangi gliglerin olduguna dair analizlerden ziyade MHP’nin ve lideri Bahgeli’nin
15 Temmuz ile ilgili algisi ve degerlendirmelerini esas alacagiz.® Bunun nedeni
MHP’ye ve Bahgeli’ye egemen olan “15 Temmuz” algisinin bu ¢alismanin odagin-
da yer alan AK Parti-MHP iliskilerini 2016’dan bu yana sdylemsel diizeyde ciddi
bicimde etkiliyor olmasidir. Bir baska deyisle, MHP ve lideri Bahgeli 15 Temmuz
sonrasi baslayan AK Parti-MHP yakinlagmasini kamuoyunda ve kendi tabaninda
mesrulastirmaya cgalisirken en gok kullandigi argliman, “15 Temmuz Askeri Darbe
Girigsimi’yle Tiirkiye’nin igine yuvarlandigi tehlikeli siyasi ortam”dir.®)

(3) 15 Temmuz Askeri Darbe Girisimi, darbecilerin verdigi isimle Yurtta Sulh Harekati, 15-16 Temmuz 2016 tarihleri arasinda Tirk Silahl
Kuvvetleri biinyesinde kendilerini Yurtta Sulh Konseyi olarak tanimlayan bir grup asker tarafindan Tirkiye'de gerceklestirilen askeri
darbe tesebbistdir. Darbenin basarisiz olmasinin ardindan yargi kurumlari tarafindan yapilan sorusturmalarda ve agilan davalarda
darbenin ana aktoriiniin Giilen Cemaati (Iddianamelerde ve yargi kararlarinda gegen ifadesiyle ‘FETO' (Fethullahgi Terdr Orqiitii)
oldugu tespiti yapilmistir. Darbe girisimiyle ilgili yargr siirecleri heniiz biitiiniyle sona ermemistir.

(4)  MHP lideri Devlet Bahgeli, 15 Temmuz askeri darbe girisiminden kisa siire sonra 2 Agustos 2016'da Parlamentoda yaptigi parti grubu
toplantisinda sunlari sdyledi: "MHP her gelismeyi titizlikle izleyip, dogru gordiiklerini desteklerken, yanlis bulduklarini sonuna kadar
elestirmeyi siirdirecektir. Bizim yerimiz milletimizin tertemiz vicdanidir. Bizim rotamiz demokrasi, yonimiz biyik Tarkiye'dir.
Darbecilere, terdristlere, Tirkiye'yi hazmedemeyen mihraklara karsi biriz, beraberiz, Tirk milletinin sesi ve nefesiyiz. Hikiimetin,
yalnizca Meclis'teki cogunlugunu degil, siyasi partilerin tamamini ve milletin farkli kesimleri ile uzlasmayi da dikkate almasi, hem
demokrasinin gelecedi hem de demokrasi ahlaki acisindan da bir zorunluluktur.”
https://mhp.org.tr/htmldocs/genel_baskan/konusma/4115/index.html.
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Even though MHP Leader Devlet Bahgeli had voiced his opposition to the Executive
Presidency many times in the past, he called on the government to bring the bill for
constitutional reform before the Parliament in October 2016, and announced that
MHP might collaborate in this process.®

The AK Party and Erdogan didn’t hesitate to accept MHP and Bahceli’s offer to help
in October 2016. Following a month of discussions, the AK Party and MHP agreed on
the bill in December and thus began the required process of parliamentary approval
in order for a referendum to take place.®

MHP Deputy Chair Semih Yal¢cin makes two important points in explaining the
role played by his party in this process:

“The President, who is the head of the Executive, could only be tried for high trea-
son under current circumstances; however, after the amendment, it became eas-
ier to try the President. In other words, we see here an effort to strike a balance
between the President’s powers and his obligations. Another thing to note is that
the constitutional reforms were by and large limited to the system of government.
As a result of MHP’s objection and efforts, AK Party’s proposal of changing the
central administrative structure through presidential decrees was struck off the
drafted bill. In the Constitutional Reconciliation Commission created during the
24t term, AK Party’s wishes to change the properties of the state were ignored,
and the first four articles of the Constitution were preserved as they had been.
As such, no regulations in violation of administrative and social integrity, such as
a federal structure, were included in the bill. All this is thanks to the painstaking
efforts of MHP.?

MHP Deputy Chair Semih Yalgin is known as the second-in-command following Bahge-
li, and often represents the opinions of the party to the general public with his articles

(5)  Ina Parliamentary group meeting dated 11 October 2016, Devlet Bahgeli said the following: “Mr President indirectly repudiates
the powers and responsibilities vested in him by the Constitution, because he deems them to be not enough. Nowadays, as the
Turkish Republic fights for its survival, it is very dangerous for our future if the leader of both the ruling power and the state,
the President, contravenes the law. We must immediately find ways of providing a legal framewaork to the de facto situation. AK
Party must bring any constitutional draft it might have at hand to the Grand Assembly, provided it contains the previously agrees
Articles.”
http://www.mhp.org.tr/htmldocs/genel_baskan/konusma/4136/index.html

(6)  Tn the referendum dated 16 April 2017, the electorate voted for the amendment of Article 18 in the Constitution. The reform
package, which was put up to a referendum by AK Party and MHP's votes in the Parliament, contained such provisions as the
abolition of the parliamentary system and the establishment of an executive presidency, the abolition of the post of the prime
minister, raising the number of MPs from 550 to 600 and structural changes to the Supreme Board of Judges and Prosecutors.
Prof. Dr. Semih Yalcin, Cumhurbaskanligi Hiikiimet Sistemi ve Devlet Bahgeli, Berikan Yayinevi, 2019, sayfa 14-15.

(7)  Prof. Dr. Semih Yalgin, Cumhurbaskanhigi Hiikiimet Sistemi ve Devlet Baheli, Berikan Yayinevi, 2019, sayfa 14-15.
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Devlet Bahgeli’nin Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’a uzattigi el, anayasa degisikligi teklifi ve
bunun sonucunda ortaya gikan Cumhurbaskanhgl Hiikiimet Sistemiyle siyasi sonugla-
rini verdi. Bahgeli’nin bu adimi, Tiirkiye siyasetindeki mevcut dengeyi de belirlemis oldu.

Gegmigte birgok kez bagkanlik sistemine kargi oldugunu dile getiren MHP Genel Bas-
kani Devlet Bahgeli, Ekim 2016’da anayasa degisikligi teklifini meclise getirmesi igin
hiikimete gagr yapti ve siiregte igbirligi icinde olabileceklerini duyurdu.®

AK Parti ve Erdogan, MHP ve Bahgeli'nin Ekim 2016'da uzattigl eli sikmakta hig tereddiit
etmedi. Bir aylik gorlismelerin ardindan Aralik’ta teklif lizerinde anlagmaya varan AK
Parti ve MHP, bdylece Onerinin referanduma sunulmasi icin gerekli olan parlamento
onayi siirecini baglatt.©

MHP Genel Bagkan Yardimcisi Semih Yalgin, partisinin bu siiregte oynadig roliin ne-
denlerini aciklarken gok dikkat gekici iki noktaya su sozlerle dikkat gekiyor:

“Yiirtitme organinin bagi olan Cumhurbaskani, mevcut halde yalnizca vatana iha-
netten yargilanabilecekken, yapilan degisiklikle Cumhurbaskani’nin yargilanabil-
mesi daha da genisletilmis ve kolaylastirilmigtir. Diger bir ifade ile 6zellikle Cum-
hurbaskani’nin yetki ve sorumlulugu arasindaki dengeyi olusturma cabasi acgikca
gordliir. Bir bagka alti ¢izilecek husus anayasa degisikliginin biylik élgiide hiikii-
met sistemiyle sinirli kalmasidir. AK Parti’nin yapmis oldugu teklifte merkezi idari
yapiyi cumhurbaskani kararnamesi ile degistirme yetkisi, MHP’nin itiraz ve gayret-
leri ile teklif metninden c¢ikartiimistir. Ozellikle 24. dénemde olusturulan Anaya-
sa Uzlagsma Komisyonu’nda devletin niteliklerinin de degistirilmesi yéniindeki AK
Parti goriislerine itibar edilmemis, ilk d6rt madde oldugu gibi muhafaza edilmistir.
Bu yénii ile federasyon basta olmak lizere idari ve toplumsal biitiinliige darbe nite-
liginde higbir diizenleme teklif icerisinde yer almamaktadir. Biitiin bu dlizenleme-
lere, MHP’nin gésterdigi titizlik ve gabalar sonucu son sekli verilmigtir.”™

(5)  Devlet Bahgeli, 11 Ekim 2016'da Parlamentoda yaptigi grup toplantisi konusmasinda sdyle konustu: “Sayin Cumhurbaskani,

Anayasanin kendisine vermis oldugu yetki ve sorumluluklari zimnen tanimamakta, deyim ve ifade yerindeyse az
bulmaktadir. Tiirkiye Cumhuriyetinin beka micadelesi verdigi bugiinlerde, siyasi iktidarin ve devletin en tepesinde bulunan
Cumhurbaskanin hukukla ters diismesi gelecedimiz acisindan ok mahsurlu, gok tehlikelidir. Fiili durumun hukuki boyut
kazanabilmesinin siiratle yol ve yontemleri aranmalidir. AKP, hazirda tuttugu veya Gzerinde galistigi bir anayasa hazirligi
varsa, mutabik kalinan daha dnceki maddeleri de ihtiva etmek kaydiyla TBMMne getirmelidir.”
http://www.mhp.org.tr/htmldocs/genel_baskan/konusma/4136/index.html

(6) 16 Nisan 2017'de gerceklesen halk oylamasinda segmenler, mevcut Anayasanin 18 maddesi tizerindeki degisiklikleri oyladi.

AK Parti ve MHP oylariyla Parlamentodan gecerek referanduma sunulan degisiklik paketi, yiiriirlikteki parlamenter sistemin
kaldirilarak yerine baskanlik sisteminin getirilmesini, bagbakanlik makaminin ortadan kaldiriimasini, meclisteki vekil sayisinin
550'den 600 cikariimasini ve Hakimler ve Savcilar Yiksek Kurulunun (HSYK) yapisinda degisiklikler yapimasini igeriyordu.

(7)  Prof. Dr. Semih Yalgin, Cumhurbaskanhdi Hiikiimet Sistemi ve Devlet Baheli, Berikan Yayinevi, 2019, sayfa 14-15.
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and books; such is his defence of MHP’s October 2016 invitation to the AK Party. Yalgin
thus argues that they put an end to the “federation debates” which had become anath-
ema to MHP during the 2010-2015 resolution process, and that they prevented Presi-
dent Erdogan from taking steps in this direction with the potential risk of being tried.

THE PEOPLE'S ALLIANCE

Although President Erdogan announced the official establishment of the People’s
Alliance between the AK Party and MHP on the 20™" of February 2018, this was merely
a formality and the alliance had in fact been established in October 2016, when MHP
Leader Bahgeli first offered to help AK Party and Erdogan. Interestingly, the legal reg-
ulation permitting political parties to establish alliances within the electoral system
was made one month after the establishment of the People’s Alliance. On the 16* of
March 2018, a legal regulation published in the Official Gazette allowed political par-
ties to participate in the parliamentary elections through alliances. Accordingly, po-
litical parties qualified to enter the elections can do so through forming alliances, and
political parties which have entered into an alliance can put up their own candidate
lists. All of the political parties are assumed to have passed the electoral threshold
as long as the total amount of valid votes cast for the alliance passes 10%. Through
this legal regulation, the risk of MHP remaining outside of the Parliament because of
the electoral threshold was eliminated. However, we must also note that MHP’s sole
benefit from the People’s Alliance is not merely crossing the 10% electoral threshold.

Semih Yalgin says the following on this subject:

“The principal aim of the People’s Alliance is to form a strong parliament. The
purpose of the system of Presidential government is to form strong parliament,
as well. The People’s Alliance must not be understood merely as a conciliation
between AK Party and MHP. What really matters is to form a strong legislative
body to complement the strong executive under the new system, and to get the
vast majority of the public to support such a formulation. This will ensure the
alliance of the people as well as the political parties. Especially considering the
50+1% requirement to winning the presidential election, it is clear that alliances
are necessary, normal and legitimate in order to determine the distribution of par-
liamentary seats.”™®

(8)  Prof. Dr. Semih Yalgin, Cumhurbaskanhig Hikiimet Sistemi ve Devlet Baheli, Berikan Yayinevi, 2019, sayfa 97.
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Halen Bahgeli’den sonra MHP’nin “iki numarasi” olarak bilinen ve partinin gorlslerini sik sik
yazdigl makaleler ve kitaplarla kamuoyuna yansitan MHP Genel Baskan Yardimcisi Semih
Yalgin, MHP’nin AK Parti’ye Ekim 2016°da yaptigi gagriy1 bu sézlerle savunuyor. Yalgin, 2010-
2015 ¢6zlim stireci arayislarinda MHP’nin kébusu haline gelmis olan “federasyon tartisma-
lar”na bu sekilde set gektiklerini ve Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’in bu yonde ileride atabilecegi
adimlara da “yargilanma riski” engeli koyduklarini da yine bu sozlerle beyan etmis oluyor.

CUMHUR ITTIFAKI

AK Parti ve MHP tarafindan 20 Subat 2018’de resmi olarak kuruldugu Cumhur-
baskani Erdogan tarafindan agiklanan Cumhur ittifaki aslinda Ekim 2016’da MHP
Lideri Bahgeli’nin AK Parti’ye ve Erdogan’a uzattigi el ile baslayan iligkinin deyim
yerindeyse “adinin konulmasi”ndan ibaretti. iiging bir gelisme de segim sistemin-
de partilerin ittifak kurmasina izin veren yasal diizenlemenin Cumhur Ittifak’nin
kurulusundan yaklasik bir ay sonra yapilmis olmasidir. 16 Mart 2018’de Resmi Ga-
zete’de yayinlanan yasal diizenlemeyle siyasi partilerin ittifak yaparak milletvekili
secimine katilmalarina imkan tanindi. Buna gore, secimlere katilma yeterliligi tasi-
yan siyasi partiler, ittifak yaparak secime katilabiliyor, ittifak yapan partiler kendi
aday listelerini verebiliyorlar. ittifak yapan siyasi partilerin aldiklari gegerli oylarin
toplaminin yiizde 10’u gecmesi halinde, bu siyasi partilerin her biri baraji gecmis
sayiliyor. Bu yasal diizenlemeyle MHP’nin ylizde 10 barajini gegemeyip parlamento
disi kalmasi riski bertaraf edilmis oldu. Ancak MHP’nin Cumbhur ittifakryla tek
amacinin ylizde 10 barajini etkisiz hale getirmek olmadigini da vurgulamak gerekir.

Semih Yal¢in’in konuyla ilgili degerlendirmesi sdyle:

“Cumhur ittifakr’nin temel amaci, giiclii bir parlamento olusturmaktir. Zaten Cum-
hurbaskanligi Hiikiimet Sisteminin hedefinde de kuvvetli bir Meclis vardir. Cumhur
ittifaki sadece bir AK Parti-MHP uzlasmasi olarak algilanmamalidir. Burada asil
olan, yeni sistemde gliclii yliriitme karsisinda yasama organinin da gli¢lii bir sekil-
de olugturulmasi, halkin kahir ekseriyetinin béyle bir olusuma destek vermesidir.
Bu siyasi partiler kadar halkin da ittifakini saglayan bir adim olacaktir. Ozellikle
cumhurbaskanligi se¢iminde secimi kazanacak adayin ‘ylizde 50+1’ almasi zarure-
ti dikkate alinirsa parlamento aritmetigini tayin edecek ittifakin ne kadar gerekli,
normal ve megru oldugu da kabul edilecektir.”®

(8)  Prof. Dr. Semih Yalgin, Cumhurbaskanhgi Hikiimet Sistemi ve Devlet Bahceli, Berikan Yayinevi, 2019, sayfa 97.
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Yalgin’s assessment is reminiscent of “plebiscitary democracy” or “plebiscitary dic-
tatorship”, concepts widely employed by those who oppose the Executive Presidency
still in effect. The 51% rule in the presidential elections means that an absolute ma-
jority is also required in the legislative body, the Parliament. In terms of cooperation
between the President and the Parliament, the rule of “60+1%” becomes a magical
formula, just as Semih Yalgin says.

However, the People’s Alliance didn’t bring the results AK Party expected. AK Par-
ty had won 49.4% of the vote in the general elections of the 1%t of November 2015,
they were only able to reach 42.6% in the general elections on the 24 of June 2018,
in which it had participated through the People’s Alliance. The problem is not the
People’s Alliance as an institution, either. In the 12" of September 2010 referendum
opposed by CHP and MHP, and boycotted by HDP, the AK Party had received 58%
support; in the 16" of April 2017 referendum it received 51.4% support despite the
alliance with MHP. Similarly, Erdogan was elected President on the 10" of August
2014 with 51.8% of the vote and without the support of any alliance. Four years later,
with MHP’s support, he was elected by 52.6%. Looking at how things have changed
between 2010 and today, MHP’s support didn’t automatically bring a strong popular
support for AK Party nor Erdogan. From MHP’s standpoint, AK Party received 41%
of the vote in the 24™ of June 2018 elections, whereas MHP crossed the threshold
with 11.1%. Its parliamentary seats rose from 40 to 49. For MHP, the election results
were not as bad as they were for the AK Party. Compared to the 1t of November 2015
elections, the AK Party suffered a 8% loss and failed in forming a majority in the Par-
liament on its own. MHP, on the other hand, won 43 parliamentary seats with 10.14%
of the vote in an election where the Good Party competed for the first time, a situation
which raised some question marks about MHP’s future. At this point, let us briefly
consider the Good Party.

FROM MHP TO THE GOOD PARTY

Formed on 25 of October 2017 under Meral Aksener’s leadership, the Good Party was
established as a result the result of an internal struggle within the MHP. When MHP
performed badly in the November 2015 general elections and became the fourth big-
gest party in the Parliament, Aksener held a press party towards the end of the month
and demanded a congress to convene, and said, “I am ready to do my duty.” For this
court-mandated extraordinary MHP congress, Meral Aksener announced her candida-
cy to the position of Party Chairperson. The date of the Extraordinary Congress was
announced as the 15" of May. MHP Headquarters declared that they didn’t recognise

THE INFLUENCE OF THE AK PARTY-MHP RELATIONSHIP ON THE KURDISH ISSUE AND THE RESOLUTION PROCESS

Yalgin’in bu degerlendirmesi halen uygulanmakta olan Cumhurbaskanhgi Hikiimet
Sistemine karsi ¢cikanlarin en ¢ok kullandigi kavramlardan birisi olan olan “plebisiter
demokrasi”ya da “plebisiter diktatérliik” kavramlarini akillara getiriyor. Cumhurbas-
kanhgl seciminde yilizde 51 kosulunun varligi yasama organi olan parlamentoda da
salt gogunlugu gerektiriyor. Cumhurbaskani ve parlamento arasindaki uyum agisin-
dan Semih Yalgin’in deyimiyle ‘ylizde 50+1’ adeta sihirli formil haline geliyor.

Ancak AK Parti agisindan Cumhur ittifaki beklenen sonucu vermedi. 1 Kasim 2015
genel secimlerinde yiizde 49,4 oy oranina kavusan AK Parti, Cumhur ittifaki biinye-
sinde girdigi 24 Haziran 2018 genel se¢imlerinde ylizde 42,6 oy oranina ulasabildi.
Aslinda sorunun sadece kurumsal olarak Cumhur ittifaki olmadigi da cok agik. CHP
ve MHP’nin muhalefet, HDP’nin boykot ettigi 12 Eylil 2010 referandumunda yiizde
58 destek alan AK Parti, 16 Nisan 2017 referandumunda MHP’nin destegine ragmen
yiuzde 51.4 destek alabildi. Ayni sekilde, 10 Agustos 2014’te herhangi bir ittifaka
yaslanmadan yiizde 51,8 oy oraniyla Cumhurbagkani segilen Erdogan, dért yil sonra
MHP’nin destegiyle ylizde 52,6 oy oraniyla segilebildi. Tabloya 2010°dan bu yana
baktigimizda MHP desteginin ne AK Parti’ye ne de Erdogan’a gii¢lli bir halk destegi
saglamadigi gorilliyor. MHP agisindan duruma bakacak olursak 24 Haziran 2018 se-
cimlerinde AK Parti ylizde 41 oy alirken, MHP yiizde 11,1 oy alarak barajin listiinde oy
almayi basardi. Parlamentodaki sandalye sayisini da 40’dan 49’a gikardi. MHP agi-
sindan se¢im sonuglari AK Parti i¢in oldugu kadar olumsuz bir tablo ortaya koymadi.
AK Parti 1 Kasim 2015 segimleriyle karsilastirildiginda ylizde 8 oy kaybina ugradi ve
parlamentoda tek basina gogunluk saglayamadi. Ote yandan iYi Parti’nin ilk kez gir-
digi secimlerde ylizde 10,14 oy alarak 43 sandalyeye ulasmis olmasi MHP acisindan
gelecege dair 65nemli siipheler dogurdu. Bu noktada IYi Parti’ye bir parantez agalim.

MHP’DEN iYi PARTI'YE

25 Ekim 2017°de Meral Aksener baskanhginda kurulan iYi Parti, aslinda MHP’de
yasanan bir i¢ miicadele sonu ortaya ¢ikti. Kasim 2015 genel segimlerinde MHP’nin
oy kaybederek mecliste temsil edilen dordiinci parti olmasi lizerine ay sonunda
yapmis oldugu basin toplantisinda kurultay talebinde bulunan Aksener, “Uzeri-
me diisen her gérevi yapmaya hazirrm” dedi. Mahkeme karariyla yapilacak olan
MHP olaganistil kongresi icin Meral Aksener genel baskan adayi oldu. Olaganisti
Kongre tarihi olarak 15 Mayis’in belirlendigini agiklandi. MHP Genel Merkezi ise bu
karari tanimadigini bildirdi. Eyliil 2016 tarihinden partiden ihrag¢ edilen Aksener, 19
Haziran 2016 tarihinde Ankara Nobetgi Asliye Hukuk Mahkemesi’ne basgvurarak,
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the court’s decision. Aksener was expelled from the party in September 2016, and on
the 19% of June 2016 she applied to the Ankara Civil Court of First Instance and asked
for a provisional injunction to be placed on the decision to expel her from MHP. Her
action for annulment against MHP’s decision of expulsion was dismissed by the Ankara
6t Civil Court of First Instance on the 15" of December 2016, and her expulsion thus
became a certainty. At the end of this process, Aksener founded the Good Party with
five other MPs who, like her, had been expelled from MHP.

The Ankara 6 Civil Court of First Instance’s decision to dismiss the suit of Aksener
and her friends to annul their expulsion from MHP was a very interesting incident. As
the public widely accepted, political pressures over the Court played an important
role in this decision. This time, it was President Erdogan who helped out Bahgeli.

Despite all the oppression of the AK Party and MHP, in the first elections the Good
Party participated in, they received 10.14% of the vote and 43 parliamentary seats
in the 24" of June 2018 general elections; which was a failure for the AK Party and
MHP. Alongside CHP, the Good Party is the other major political actor in the Nation
Alliance against the People’s Alliance, which is an important determinant of Turkey’s
current political status quo. At the same time, the Good Party is not simply a splinter
party of the MHP.

As political scientist Professor Turgay Uzun, longtime observer of MHP and the
Good Party, says

“although the Good Party was for the large part founded by those who left MHP,
and there are many people with nationalist backgrounds among its members, this
party is not exactly the representative of the nationalist-idealist movement. This
is what the Good Party officials said right after the party’s establishment, too. As
such, MHP still represents the nationalist-idealist movement as before, at least
officially. Another important result of this separation is that the centralization pro-
ject which began in 1999 with the representation of secular-nationalist groups
in MHP in particular was disrupted with the AK Party-MHP alliance, and that
the Good Party, which keeps the anti-AK Party stance fuelled within nationalist
groups, stands to benefit from this situation. The considerable support for the
Good Party in the first elections it ran, and its entry to the Parliament proves that
its opposition to the AK Party is very much supported by the nationalist sections
in society”®

(9)  Turgay Uzun, https://www.perspektif.online/sert-bakisli-gencler-ulkuculer/
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partiden ihra¢ kararina ihtiyati tedbir konulmasini istedi. MHP’nin ihra¢ kararina
agmis oldugu iptal davasi, 15 Aralik 2016 tarihinde Ankara 6. Asliye Hukuk Mah-
kemesi tarafindan reddedildi ve bu kararla partiden ihraci kesinlesti. Bu siirecin
sonunda Aksener, kendisi gibi MHP’den ihrag edilen bes milletvekiliyle birlikte iYi
Parti’yi kurdu. Yl Parti’nin kurulusuna giden siirecte en dikkat gekici olaylardan
birisi Ankara 6. Asliye Hukuk Mahkemesi’nin Aksener ve arkadaslarinin MHP’den
ihrac kararina agmis oldugu iptal davasini reddetmesi oldu. Kamuoyunda ¢ogun-
lukla kabul edildigi gibi, Ankara 6. Asliye Hukuk Mahkemesi’nin aldigl bu kararda
siyasi iktidarin Mahkeme (izerindeki baskisi ¢ok etkili oldu. Deyim yerindeyse bu
kez Bahgeli’ye el uzatan Cumhurbaskani Erdogan olmus oldu.

iYi Parti, AK Parti ve MHP’den gelen tiim baskilara ragmen girdigi ilk se¢im olan 24
Haziran 2018 seg¢imlerinde yiizde 10,14 oy alarak 43 sandalyeye ulasmis olmasi, AK
Parti ve MHP’nin basarisizlik hanesine yazildi. IYi Parti’nin Cumhur ittifaki’na karsi
CHP ile birlikte Millet ittifaki’nin omurgasini olusturan iki siyasi partiden biri olmasi
da Tirkiye’deki mevcut siyasi dengeleri dnemli él¢lide belirliyor. Ancak bu baglamda
iYI Parti’yi MHP’den ayrilmis bir “fraksiyon partisi” olarak gérmek de dogru degil.

MHP ve iYi Parti’yi yakindan izleyen siyaset bilimci Prof. Turgay Uzun’un da

belirttigi gibi,
“Bu siiregte IYI Parti’nin biiyiik oranda MHP’den ayrilanlar tarafindan kurul-
mus olmasina ve mensuplari arasinda ¢ok sayida llkiicii kékenli partili bu-
lunmasina ragmen, bu partiyi ‘lilkiici hareketin partisi’ olarak nitelendirmek
dogru olmayacaktir. Nitekim [Y[ Parti yéneticileri de kurulustan hemen sonra
partilerinin bu tip bir yeni ‘fraksiyonel llkiici parti’ olmadiklarini ifade etmis-
lerdi. Bu baglamda, (ilkiicli hareketi temsil eden partinin eskiden oldugu gibi,
en azindan resmi ve deklare edilmis bicimde, MHP oldugunu sdéyleyebiliriz.
Bu ayrismanin bir diger 6nemli sonucu, 1999 se¢imleriyle baglayan merkeze
yaklasma acilimi ve 6zellikle ‘sekiiler-milliyetegi’ gruplarin MHP’ye tasinmasi
slirecinin, AK Parti-MHP ittifaki ile kesintiye ugramis oldugu ve bu durumdan
da ézellikle AK Parti karsithigini milliyetci cevreler igerisinde ‘diri’ tutan IYI
Parti’nin politik olarak yararlanacagini da 6ngérmek miimkiindiir. [YI Parti’nin
girmig oldugu ilk segimde hatiri sayilir oranda oy alarak Meclise girmis olmasi
bu kargitligin da milliyetgi kesim igerisinde 6nemli oranda destek gérdiigiinii
kanitlar niteliktedir.”®

(9)  Turgay Uzun, https://www.perspektif.online/sert-bakisli-gencler-ulkuculer/
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TO WHAT EXTENT DO MHP AND BAHCELI DETERMINE
ERDOGAN’S APPROACH TO THE KURDISH ISSUE?

The extent to which MHP and Devlet Bahgeli influence President Erdogan’s harsh and
dismissive discourse on the Kurdish issue and the resolution process is very much
speculated with regard to current Turkish politics. When we posed this question to
the journalist Avni Ozgiirel, a longtime observer of the MHP and the People’s Alliance,
he said that he didn’t find Erdogan’s attitude to have been heavily influenced by MHP.
19 According to Ozgiirel; Erdogan was very disappointed with the resolution process
and in order to counter the reaction of his own supporting base as well, he adopted
a harsh attitude towards the Kurdish issue and the resolution process. He was re-
warded for his harsh attitude when, in the 15t of November 2015 elections, he raised
his votes from 40% to 49%, in only five months. According to Ozgiirel, MHP did not
answer this altered attitude in Erdogan right away. However, because of the rebellion
led by Meral Aksener within MHP, Bahgeli did have to approach the AK Party and Er-
dogan. Bahgeli’s proposal for a constitutional reform, which we discussed above, was
very attractive for Erdogan indeed. As such, the Erdogan-Bahgeli and AK Party-MHP
alliance was born as the result of mutual needs.

Investigative journalist Tarik Celenk is another close observer of MHP, and of the
“Turkish right”, as he calls it. According to Celenk, the Erdogan-Bahgeli relationship
is not so much an ideological partnership as a situational alliance based on mutual
benefit.™ He also stresses that the discourse adopted by Bahgeli in the People’s
Alliance reflects the anxiety of the security bureaucracy regarding the Kurdish issue.

Journalist and writer Kemal Can, also a close observer of MHP, agrees with Tarik
Celenk adding; “Erdogan bears the responsibility of maintaining political support for
the new alliance. Bahceli’s responsibility, on the other hand, is to form an ideological
shield for the alliance, and justify it before the state”.!?

(10)  Interview with Avni Ozgiirel dated 29 June 2021.
() Interview with Tarik Gelenk dated 30 June 2021.
(12) - Kemal Can, https://birikimdergisi.com/haftalik/10559/erdogan-bahceli-farki-anlama-kilavuzu#_ftn1
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MHP VE BAHGELi ERDOBAN'IN KURT MESELESINE
YAKLASIMINDA NE OLGUDE BELIRLEYiCi OLUYOR?

Turkiye i¢ siyasetine glinimiizde hakim olan denge igerisinde cevabi en gcok merak
edilen sorulardan birisi de Kiirt meselesi konusunda Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’in
sdylemine ve tercihlerine hakim olan ¢6ziim siirecine mesafeli ve sert sdyleminde
MHP’nin ve Devlet Bahgeli’nin etkisinin ne dlglide oldugudur. Soruyu kendisine
ydnelttigimiz, MHP’yi ve Cumhur Ittifaki’nin yakindan izleyen gazeteci Avni Ozgii-
rel, Erdogan’in tutumunun arkasinda MHP’nin etkisini gérmiyor./® Ozgiirel’e gore,
¢Ozlim slirecinden biliylk hayal kirikligina ugrayan Erdogan, segmen tabaninda da
olusan tepkileri notralize etmek igin Kirt meselesi ve ¢oziim siireci konusunda
sert bir tutum takindi. Bu sert tutumun karsiligini da 1 Kasim 2015 segimlerinde oy
oranini bes ay gibi kisa bir siirede yilizde 40’tan yiizde 49’a ¢ikararak aldi. Ozgii-
rel’e gore MHP Erdogan’daki bu tutum degisikligine hemen karsilik vermedi. Ancak
MHP icinde basini Meral Aksener’in ¢ektigi isyan Bahgeli’yi AK Parti ve Erdogan’a
yaklagmak zorunda birakti. Bahgeli’nin yukarida aktardigimiz anayasa degisikligi
teklifi ise Erdogan icin ¢ok cazip bir dneri oldu. Sonug¢ olarak, Erdogan-Bahgeli
ve AK Parti-MHP yakinlagmasi karsilikli ihtiyaglardan meydana gelmis bir ittifak
oldu.

MHP’yi ve kendi deyimiyle “Tiirk Sagi”n1 yakindan izleyen bir baska isim, arastir-
maci yazar Tarik Celenk de Erdogan-Bahgeli iliskisinin ideolojik yakinlagsmadan
ziyade karsilikli konjonktirel ¢ikarlara dayali bir iliski oldugu degerlendirmesini
yapiyor."™” Celenk, Bahgeli’nin Cumhur ittifaki siirecinde benimsedigi séylemin gii-
venlik bilirokrasisinin Kiirt meselesi karsisindaki kaygilarini yansittiginin da altini
giziyor.

MHP’yi yakindan izleyen gazeteci yazar Kemal Can da Tarik Celenk’in gorlislini
su sOzlerle paylagiyor: “Erdogan yeni ittifakin siyasal destegini tamam etmekle,
siirdiirmekle sorumlu. Bahgeli ise bu ittifakin ideolojik kalkanini tamamlamak ve
6ncelikli olarak devlet nezdinde megruiyetini (kabuliinii) saglamakla gérevli.”?

(10)  Avni Ozgiirel ile 29 Haziran 2021 tarihli gérisme.
() Tarik Gelenk ile 30 Haziran 2021 tarihli gorisme.
(12)  Kemal Can, https://birikimdergisi.com/haftalik/10559/erdogan-bahceli-farki-anlama-kilavuzu#_ftn1
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The closure case brought against HDP is perhaps the best summary of MHP’s role
and function within the People’s Alliance.™

When Bahceli first declared the necessity of shutting down HDP, in December 2000,
he is known to repeat the same phrases, almost verbatim, in both his Parliamentary
group speeches as well as on social media. Phrases such as the “HDP must be shut
down, never to be opened again. No party based on ethnic separatism and terrorism
must be allowed to be established. Fighting poisonous vermin is a wonderful way of
serving national honour. Fighting separatism gloriously serves our future”.

Although President Erdogan didn’t respond in kind to Bahceli’s statements, the AK
Party Deputy Chair Numan Kurtulmus said the following in a TV program when asked
about Bahgeli’s words: “In Turkey, party closures have never resulted in much good”"

Despite the AK Party’s reaction to the closure of HDP as represented by these words,
neither Erdogan nor Bahgeli said anything in answer to Kurtulmus. However, the Con-
stitutional Court also became the target of Bahgeli’s harsh attitude. When, on the 17t
of March 2021 the Constitutional Court accepted the criminal charges brought by
the Supreme Court of Appeals Chief Prosecutor’s Office to shut down HDP, Bahgeli
said, “the closure of the Constitutional Court is as much a priority as the closure of
HDP” 9

(13)  The Chief Public Prosecutor of the Court of Cassation Bekir Sahin brought a case of permanent closure against HDP for “intending
to disrupt and destroy the indivisible unity of the state with its territory and its nation” and of political ban against 687 members,
including co-chairs of the party Mithat Sancar and Pervin Buldan. The indictment was sent to the Constitutional Court on 17 March
2021. President of the Constitutional Court Ziihtii Arslan appointed a rapporteur to prepare a first survey report for the indictment
on 19 March. The General Assembly of the Constitutional Court gave a first examination to the case on 31 March and identifying
procedural failures in the indicment, they ruled to send the appeal back to the Court of Cassation Prosecutor’s Office. On 15 April
the Constitutional Court sent the detailed ruling to the Court of Cassation. After having investigated, Chief Prosecutor Bekir Sahin
sent the indictment to the Supreme Court once again. This time, the rapporteur asked for the indictment to be accepted. On 21
June, the Supreme Court unanimously accepted the indictment and so the closure case against the HDP began.

(14)  https://mhp.org.tr/htmidocs/mhp/4748/mhp/index.html

(15)  https://web.archive.org/web/20210320180404/https://www.cumhuriyet.com.tr/haber/kurtulmustan-hdpnin-
kapatilmasi-cagrisina-yanit-1798811

(16)  http://mhp.org.tr/htmldocs/mhp/4796/mhp/index.html
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MHP’nin Cumhur ittifaki igcindeki rolii ve islevini giincel olarak eni iyi gdsteren
6rnek HDP’ye agilan kapatma davasi oldu.t®

Bahgeli, HDP’nin kapatilmasi gerektigini ortaya attigi Aralik 2020’den bu yana ge-
rek Parlamentoda yaptigl grup toplantisi konugmalarinda gerekse sosyal medya
mesajlarinda siirekli su climleleri adeta “copy-paste” ydontemiyle tekrar ediyor:
“HDP agilmamak lizere kapatilmalidir. Etnik béliicliliigi ve terérii referans alan
higbir parti kurulusuna da miisaade edilmemelidir. Zehirli haseratla miicadele mil-
li haysiyete muhtesem hizmettir. Béliiciiliikle miicadele istiklalimize onur verici
destektir.”4

Bahgeli’nin bu tutumuna kargi Cumhurbagkani Erdogan’dan ayni netlikte bir tavir
gelmemesine ragmen AK Parti Genel Bagkan Vekili Numan Kurtulmus, katildigi bir
TV programinda Bahgeli’nin sozleriyle ilgili bir sorun Uzerine, “Parti kapatmalari-
nin Tirkiye'de olumlu sonuglari gériilmedi” cevabini verdi.t®

HDP’nin kapatilmasina yonelik olarak AK Parti’den boyle bir tepki gelmesine
ragmen ne Erdogan Kurtulmus’un sozlerini diizeltme geregi duydu ne de Bahgeli
Kurtulmus’a tepki gosterme ihtiyaci hissetti. Ancak Bahgeli’nin sert tutumundan
Anayasa Mahkemesi de nasibini aldi. 17 Mart 20201’de Anayasa Mahkemesi’nin
Yargitay Cumhuriyet Bagsavciligi’nin HDP’nin kapatilma talebiyle sundugu iddia-
nameyi iade etmesinin ardindan Bahgeli, yaptigi agciklamada “HDP’nin kapatiimasi
kadar Anayasa Mahkemesi’nin de kapanmasi artik ertelenemez bir hedef olmali-
dir” dedi.t®

(13)  Yargitay Cumhuriyet Bagsavcisi Bekir Sahin tarafindan "Devletin tlkesi ve milletiyle bélinmez bitinligini bozmay ve ortadan
kaldirmay amacladigi” gerekcesiyle HDP'nin temelli kapatilmasi ve partinin es genel baskanlari Mithat Sancar ve Pervin Buldan'in
da bulundugu 687 iiyeye siyasi yasak getirilmesi talep edildi. iddianame, 17 Mart 2021'de Anayasa Mahkemesine gonderildi. Davada
Anayasa Mahkemesi Baskani Ziihtii Arslan, 19 Mart'ta iddianame (zerinde ilk inceleme raporunun diizenlenmesi igin bir raportér
gorevlendirdi. Davanin ilk incelemesini 31 Mart'ta yapan Anayasa Mahkemesi Genel Kurulu iddianamede usul eksiklikleri tespit
ettiklerini belirterek, bagvurunun Yargitay Cumhuriyet Bassavciligina iadesine karar verdi. 15 Nisan'da Anayasa Mahkemesi,
gerekeeli karari Yargitay'a gonderdi. incelemesini tamamlayan Bagsave Bekir Sahin, iddianameyi tekrar Anayasa Mahkemesine
gonderdi. Raportér bu kez iddianamenin kabulini istedi. Anayasa Mahkemesi 21 Haziran'da iddianameyi oy birligiyle kabul etti ve
bdylece HDP'ye kapatma davasi baslamis oldu.

(14)  https://mhp.org.tr/htmldocs/mhp/4748/mhp/index.html

(15)  https://web.archive.org/web/20210320180404/https://www.cumhuriyet.com.tr/haber/kurtulmustan-hdpnin-
kapatilmasi-cagrisina-yanit-179881

(16)  http://mhp.org.tr/htmidocs/mhp/4796/mhp/index.html
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In response to his statement, Bahcgeli was harshly criticized by the opposition,
and the AK Party Deputy President of Electoral Affairs Samir Altunkaynak de-
fended the Constitutional Court with the following:

“attacking the Constitutional Court after each and every decision with unlawful
methods is to ignore Turkey’s legal system. The protection of the law is a guaran-
tee for the integrity and existence of this country. The decisions of the Constitu-
tional Court in the last few years in particular have been the crowning achieve-
ments of law™™

Although his counterparts in MHP reacted to Altunkaynak’s words, President Er-
dogan kept his silence.

Since the failure of the resolution process in 2015, despite President Erdogan’s harsh
attitude regarding the Kurdish issue, the AK Party never voiced a demand for closing
down HDP, the Parliamentary representative of Kurdish politics. There may be two ex-
planations for Bahgeli’s insistence on this point. The first is that as Avni Ozgiirel said,
President Erdogan might be getting Bahceli to say the things he doesn’t want to say
himself.%® If Erdogan were to voice a demand for the closure of HDP, this would alien-
ate the Kurdish electorate from the AK Party. However, for a politician like Bahgeli,
who has no Kurdish support, and expects none, such a harsh attitude has no cost at
all. Quite the contrary, Bahgeli’s discourse is sure to maintain or even attract the sup-
port of those nationalists who oppose the political resolution of the Kurdish issue,
since MHP is a political party which staunchly defends a sectarian attitude regarding
the Kurdish issue. For Erdogan and the AK Party, the closure of HDP might be of ben-
efit them in the next elections, especially considering the allocation of parliamentary
seats. In the Eastern and South-eastern provinces which is dominated by the Kurdish
population, and where support for HDP is high, the AK Party is the only political party
other than HDP which maintains a political existence and support to some degree.
If HDP were to not run in the elections, even if HDP’s electorate doesn’t support the
AK Party, the AK Party would be in a position to win a great number of parliamentary
seats in these provinces solely through the support of its own electorate. Perhaps
this possibility facilitates a collaboration of sorts between Erdogan and Bahceli in
order to shut down HDP.

(17)  https://twitter.com/samiraltunkayna/status/1377271123763662860
(18)  Interview with Avni Ozgiirel dated 29 June 2021.
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Bahcgeli’nin bu sézlerine muhalefet partilerinden sert elestiriler gelirken, AK
Parti Secim isleri Bagkan Yardimcisi Samir Altunkaynak da Anayasa Mahke-
mesi’ni su s6zlerle savundu:

“Anayasa Mahkemesi’ne her karar sonrasi hukuki olmayan yaklagimlarla sal-
dirmak en basta bu llkenin hukuk sistemini yok saymaktir. Hukuk glivenligi bu
tlkenin birliginin ve varliginin en esasli teminatidir. Anayasa Mahkemesi’nin
ozellikle son yillarda verdigi kararlar ile hukuku taglandirdigi bir hakikattir.™

Altunkaynak’in bu so6zleri MHP’li mevkidaslari tarafindan tepkiyle karsilansa da
Cumhurbaskani Erdogan sessizligini korudu.

Cozlm silirecinin akamete ugradigr 2015’ten bu yana Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’in
Kirt meselesi konusundaki sert tutumuna ragmen, Kirt siyasetinin Parlamento-
daki temsilcisi olan HDP’ye yonelik bir kapatma davasi fikri ginlimiize kadar AK
Parti gcevrelerinde yliksek sesle dile getirilen bir talep olmadi. Bahgeli’nin bu konu-
yu israrla ve ¢ok sert bir Uslupla dile getirmesinin iki anlami olabilir. Birincisi, Avni
Ozgiirel’in dedigi gibi Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’in kendisinin sdylemek istemedigi
seyleri Bahgeli’ye sdyletiyor olmasinin bir tezahiirii olabilir."® Erdogan’in HDP’nin
kapatilmasi gerektigini yliksek sesle dile getirmesi, AK Parti’nin Kiirt segmenin-
de tepki dogurur. Oysa Bahgeli gibi Kirt segmenden oy alamayan ve bdyle bir
beklentisi de olmayan bir siyasetgi igin bu sert tutum higbir sey kaybettirmez.
Tam tersine Bahgeli’nin séylemini, Kiirt meselesinde glivenlikgi politikalari sonuna
kadar savunan bir parti olarak MHP icin Kiirt meselesi ve ¢6zlim siirecine yonelik
tepkisel tutum sahibi milliyetci oylari kendisine ¢cekecek ya da kendisinde tutacak
bir tavir olarak degerlendirebiliriz. Erdogan ve AK Parti igin ise HDP’nin kapatilma-
si gelecek segimlerde 0zellikle Parlamentodaki sandalye sayisi agisindan 6nemli
bir avantaj dogurabilir. Kiirt nifusun ve HDP oylarinin yogun oldugu Dogu ve Gii-
neydogu illerinde HDP disinda varligini ve belli bir diizeyde oy oranini koruyan tek
parti AK Parti. HDP’nin segime katilmamasi halinde, HDP se¢meni AK Parti’ye oy
vermese bile AK Parti sadece kendi se¢cmeninin destegiyle bu illerde ¢ok ciddi
sayida milletvekili kazanabilir. Bu ihtimal, Erdogan ile Bahgeli arasinda HDP’nin
kapatilmasina yonelik bir tlr igbirligi anlami tasiyor olabilir.

(17)  https://twitter.com/samiraltunkayna/status/1377271123763662860
(18)  Avni Ozgiirel ile 29 Haziran 2021 tarihli gdriisme.
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The second explanation is that MHP and Bahgeli are keeping the tensions around
the Kurdish issue as high as possible so that the AK Party and Erdogan have no way
of returning to a resolution process. Tarik Celenk says that as the spokesperson of
those sections of the bureaucracy who defend the full-scale utilization of sectarian
policies on the Kurdish issue, Bahgeli is insistent on shutting down HDP in order to
prevent another resolution process from becoming a possibility.®

Neither explanation bodes well for a new resolution process on the Kurdish issue.
The first explanation posits that Erdogan has his eye on the potential parliamentary
seats to be won by HDP in the next general elections; this certainly isn’t conducive to
a new resolution process. According to the other explanation, Bahgeli is insisting on
shutting down HDP in order to prevent a new resolution process from taking place;
this means not only that the AK Party-MHP alliance will continue for the foreseeable
future, but also that the harsh sectarian policies concerning the Kurdish issue will
remain.

This state of affairs brings us to the question of what will happen to the AK Par-
ty-MHP alliance if President Erdogan signals a new resolution process as a result of
both internal and external pressures, something we will discuss in the final section
below.

THE FUTURE OF AK PARTY-MHP RELATIONS
IN A POTENTIAL RESOLUTION PROCESS

Today, in mid-2021, a potential resolution process in the context of the Kurdish
issue is not on the agenda for the ruling power nor the general public. However,
journalist Avni Ozgiirel, known for his proximity to President Erdogan and also a
close observer of MHP, said the following remarkable words in the interview we
conducted.?® Qzgiirel stated that it was clear the US support to PYD for an au-
tonomous Kurdish region in Northern Syria would continue during President Bid-
en’s term, as well, and that the Turkish state has already carried out a situational
analysis on this matter. According to Ozgiirel, Turkey will take some important
steps in the coming months in the framework of this analysis. Ozgiirel said that

(19) Interview with Tarik Gelenk dated 30 June 2021.
(20) Interview with Avni Ozgiirel dated 29 June 2021.
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ikinci ihtimal ise MHP ve Bahgeli’nin, AK Parti ve Erdogan’in Kiirt meselesinde
yeniden ¢ozlim siirecine donme ihtimalini sifira indirmek igin Kiirt meselesinde
gerilimin mimkin oldugunca artirilmasina ¢alisiyor olmasidir. Tarik Celenk, bi-
rokrasi icinde Kirt meselesinde giivenlik¢i politikalarin sonuna kadar uygulanma-
sindan yana olan kesimlerin sdzcilisi olarak Bahgeli’nin herhangi bir ¢6ziim siireci
ihtimalinin tekrar giindeme gelmesine engel olmak amaciyla HDP’nin kapatiimasi
konusunda israrli olduguna dikkat gekiyor.(®

Yukarida ifade ettigimiz her iki senaryo da Kiirt meselesinde yeni bir ¢oziim siireci
agisindan iyimser bir tablo sunmuyor. ilk senaryodaki gibi, Erdogan’in ilk genel
secimlerde HDP’nin parlamentoda alabilecegi sandalyelerin 6nemli bir kisminin
AK Parti’ye gelecegini 6ngorliyor olmasi ¢oziim siireci ihtimali agisindan olumlu
gelismelerin habercisi degil. ikinci senaryodaki, Bahgeli’nin yeni bir ¢éziim siireci
ihtimalini sifirlamak amaciyla HDP’nin kapatilmasi konusundaki israri ise AK Par-
ti-MHP ittifakinin gériinlr bir gelecekte varligini siirdiirmesini saglayacak olsa da
bu Kiirt meselesinde kati, glivenlikgi politikalarin siirecegi anlamina geliyor.

Bu tablo bize asagidaki son boliimde ele alacagimiz, Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’in i¢
ve dis kosullarin baskisiyla yeni bir ¢6ziim siirecinin kapisini aralayacagi kosullar-
da AK Parti-MHP ittifakinin geleceginin ne olacagi sorusuna goturiyor.

OLASI BiR COZUM SURECINDE .
AK PARTI-MHP iLiSKILERINiN GELECEGi

2021 yihnin ortalarina geldigimiz bugilinlerde kamuoyunda Kiirt meselesinde yeni bir
¢ozlim sireci olasiligl siyasi iktidarin ve kamuoyunun glindeminde degil. Ancak Cum-
hurbaskani Erdogan’a yakinhgiyla bilinen ve MHP’yi de yakindan izleyen gazeteci Avni
Ozgiirel kendisiyle yaptigimiz gériismede carpici bir iddia ortaya atti.?® ABD’nin &zel-
likle Kuzey Suriye’de otonom bir Kiirt bolgesi icin PYD’ye verdigi destegin Baskan
Biden déneminde de israrla siireceginin agik oldugunu ifade eden Ozgiirel, Tiirkiye
devletinin bu ¢ergevede bir durum analizi yapmak zorunda oldugunu ve bu analizin
de yapilmis oldugunu iddia ediyor. Ozgiirel’e gére, bu analiz gergevesinde éniimiiz-
deki aylarda Tirkiye tarafindan dnemli adimlar atilacak. Bu adimlarin Irak Kiirt

(19)  Tarik Gelenk ile 30 Haziran 2021 tarihli gorisme.
(20) Avni Ozgiirel ile 29 Haziran 2021 tarihli gériisme.
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these steps would target the Iraqi Kurdistan Regional Government (IKRG), that
the KDP (Kurdistan Democratic Party) would play a key role in this, and that the
Patriotic Union of Kurdistan, led by the Talabani family, would respond favourably
to Turkey’s steps. Ozgiirel didn’t go into detail about the next steps that Turkey is
going to take. However, he did say that the goal is to secure and further the polit-
ical power and influence of the KDP and the IKRG in Northern Syria. In this way,
instead of an autonomous zone in Northern Syria under the absolute rule of the
PYD, a pluralist government more responsive to Turkey’s security sensibilities is
expected to come into power.

If the scenario outlined by Avni Ozgiirel materialises, the attitude of MHP and
Bahgeli would become an important issue. Ozgiirel predicts that MHP and Bahgeli
won't display serious resistance to a state Project approved by the security bu-
reaucracy. Of course, things need to be formulated in a particular way so that they
are acceptable to both MHP’s own ranks and to its constituency. Ozgiirel claims
that in this regard, it is not difficult for Erdogan to formulate a discourse that is
acceptable to MHP’s constituency. Avni Ozgiirel says that with its public support
on the decline, MHP will not resist to the realisation of a project already approved
by the state, and he underlines the influence that Erdogan has over MHP.

No matter what its motivation and particular form might be, MHP’s attitude to an-
ything that might be interpreted by the public as a new resolution process and the
future of the AK Party-MHP alliance depends on the decisions that the two parties
will make with regard to their own political benefit.

For President Erdogan, his close relations with the MHP, which became institu-
tionalized through the People’s Alliance, currently mean a loss of electoral sup-
port. Although the AK Party received 63% of the total votes cast in the 15t of No-
vember 2015 elections, in the 16" of April 2017 Presidential System of Government
referendum, that was supported by MHP, the AK Party received only 51.5% of the
public’s support. In the general elections of the 24" of June 2018, the AK Party
received 41% of the vote and MHP 11%, adding up to a total of 52%. This is a dire
situation, especially for President Erdogan. Considering they only received 49% of
the vote in the 1stof November 2015 elections, it is clear that for the AK Party and
Erdogan, the alliance with MHP didn’t bring about the results they were hoping for.

Even though this is a less-than-ideal situation, it means that both President Er-
dogan and the AK Party are looking for another solution, it is difficult to say the
same for MHP, where election results are concerned. MHP received 11% of the vote
in the 2018 general elections and in the local elections the following year, MHP
had more success than the AK Party. The AK Party lost the mayorship in important
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Bélgesel Yonetimi’ne (IKBY) ydnelik olarak atilacagini belirten Ozgiirel, KDP’nin
(Kirdistan Demokrat Partisi) bu konuda anahtar bir rol oynayacagini, Talabani ai-
lesinin yénetimindeki KYB’nin de (Kurdistan Yurtseverler Birligi) Turkiye'nin ata-
cagl adimlara olumlu yénde karsilik verecegini ifade ediyor. Ozgiirel, Tiirkiye'nin
atacagl adimlar konusunda ayrintili bilgi vermekten kaginiyor. Bununla birlikte
Ozgiirel, Kuzey Suriye’de KDP’nin ve IKBY ydnetiminin siyasi giiciiniin ve etkinligi-
nin artmasina yonelik adimlar atilmasinin hedeflendigini belirtiyor. Boylece Kuzey
Suriye’de PYD’nin mutlak egemenliginde bir otonom bdlge olugsmasi yerine, gogul-
cu ve Turkiye’nin givenlik hassasiyetlerine daha duyarli bir yénetim kurulmasinin
oninilin agilmasi hedefleniyor.

Avni Ozgiirel’in gizdigi bu senaryonun gerceklesmesi halinde MHP ve Bahgeli’'nin
tutumunun ne olacagi énemli bir soru isareti olarak éne cikiyor. Ozgiirel, MHP’nin
ve Bahgeli’nin, giivenlik biirokrasisinin onayinin alindigi bir devlet projesi olarak
hayata gegirilecek adimlar konusunda ciddi bir direng gdstermeyecegini 6ngori-
yor. Elbette MHP kadrolarinin ve tabaninin kabul edecegi bir format ihtiyaci éne
cikiyor. Ozgiirel, Erdogan’in bu baglamda MHP tabaninin sindirebilecegi bir séy-
lem inga etmesinin ¢gok zor olmadigini belirtiyor. Oy orani diigmekte olan MHP’nin,
devlet iginde kabul gérmiis olan bir senaryonun hayata gegirilmesine karsi direng
gdstermeyecegini belirten Avni Ozgiirel, Erdogan’in MHP iizerindeki agirhigina dik-
kat cekiyor.

Gerekgesi ve icerigi ne olursa olsun, kamuoyunda yeni bir ¢ézlim siireci olarak
algilanacak bir gelisme karsisinda MHP’nin alacagi tutum ve buna bagl olarak da
AK Parti-MHP ittifakinin gelecegi, sliphesiz her iki partinin de kendi siyasi gikar-
larini gozeterek verecegi kararlara bagli.

Cumhurbagkani Erdogan igcin MHP ile 6nce yakinlasma ve ardindan Cumhur it-
tifaki olarak kurumsal boyut kazanan iliskiler bugiin gelinen noktada, segmen
desteginin azalmasi anlamina geldi. 1 Kasim 2015 segimlerinde toplam oyu yiizde
63’leri bulan AK Parti ve MHP’nin destekledigi 16 Nisan 2017°deki Cumhurbas-
kanlig Hikimet Sistemi referandumunda ancak ylizde 51,5 halk destegi alabildi.
24 Haziran 2018 genel se¢imlerinde ise AK Parti ylizde 41, MHP ise yiizde 11 oy
oraniyla toplamda yiizde 52 gibi bir oy oranina ancak ulasabildi. Bu tablo 6ncelikle
Cumhurbagkani Erdogan agisinda vahim bir tablo. 1 Kasim 2015 segimlerindeki
ylizde 49 civarindaki oy orani diislintildigiinde AK Parti ve Erdogan igin MHP ile
ittifakin parlak bir tablo ortaya ¢gikarmadigi asikar.

Cumhurbaskani Erdogan ve AK Parti agisindan bu tablo farkli arayislari glindeme
getirse de MHP agisindan secim sonuglarina bakarak ayni seyi sdylemek kolay
degil. 2018 genel secimlerinde yiizde 11 oy alan MHP bir yil sonra Mart 2019’da
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cities such as Ankara, istanbul, izmir, Antalya, Adana and Mersin, in 8 provinces
that were formerly governed by the AK Party, the municipalities were taken over
by MHP.@

Under these circumstances, it is understandable that MHP would want to protect
the status quo regarding the People’s Alliance, just as it is understandable that the
AK Party would look for a new solution. This is the light in which we might under-
stand President Erdogan’s efforts to include the Good Party and the Felicity Party,
right-wing members of the Nation Alliance, in his People’s Alliance. However, nei-
ther the Good Party nor the Felicity Party has responded favourably to Erdogan’s
overtures. Erdogan’s attempt to consolidate the People’s Alliance with other right-
wing parties rather than dismantling it might be interpreted as an attempt to find a
resolution for MHP’s insufficiency. However, since his invitation was not answered
by either party, it appears that Erdogan must explore other avenues in order to
regain his former support, at least fort the time being. Let us keep in mind that
Erdogan and the AK Party experienced the most resounding electoral successes
of their 19 years in politics when they promised democratisation and a resolution
process, and when public hope for such efforts were high in response to those
promises. As such, it wouldn’t be overly optimistic to expect a return to such initi-
atives in the coming period. However, it is not possible to foresee yet what form or
methods such an initiative would assume.

(21)  https://www.ysk.gov.tr/tr/31-mart-2019-mahalli-i%CC%87dareler-secimi/77916
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yapilan yerel segcimlerde de AK Parti’ye gére daha basarili sonuglar aldi. AK Parti,
Ankara, Istanbul, izmir, Antalya, Adana ve Mersin gibi énemli sehirlerin belediye
bagkanliklarini kaybederken, 8 ilde daha dnce AK Parti tarafindan yonetilen bele-
diyeler MHP’ye gegti.®?

Bu sartlar altinda MHP’nin Cumhur ittifaki’ndaki statiikoyu korumaya galismasi ne
kadar anlasilabilir ise AK Parti’nin yeni arayislara girmesi de o kadar anlasilabilir
bir durum. Cumhurbagkani Erdogan’in Millet ittifaki’nin sag kanadinda yer alan
IYI Parti ve Saadet Partisi’ni Cumhur ittifaki'na sokma gabasini da bu gergevede
degerlendirebiliriz. Ancak ne IYi Parti’den ne de Saadet Partisi’nden Erdogan’a bu
konuda olumlu bir yanit gelmis degil. Erdogan’in Cumhur Ittifaki’'ni bozmak yerine
onu diger sag partilerle tahkim etmeye galismasi, MHP ile ittifakin yetersizligine
karsi bir ¢ozlim arayisi olarak okunabilir. Ancak bu konuda olumlu bir karsilik gor-
meyen Erdogan icin gegcmiste ulastigl oy oranlarina ulagsabilmesi igin farkli arayis-
lara girmekten baska bir ¢6ziim simdilik goérlinmiyor. Erdogan ve AK Parti’nin 19
yillik siyasi tarihinde yakaladigi en 6nemli secim basarilarinin demokratiklesme ve
¢Ozlim siireci vaatlerinin glindemde oldugu, kamuoyunda da bu yéndeki umutlarin
glcli oldugu donemler oldugu hatirlandiginda éniimiizdeki donemde bu yonde bir
arayisin yeniden glindeme gelebilecegini diisinmek asiri bir iyimserlik olmaz. An-
cak elbette bunun ydénteminin ve iceriginin ne olacagini buglinden 6ngérmek de
mumkin degil.

(21)  https://www.ysk.gov.tr/tr/31-mart-2013-mahalli-i %CC %87dareler-secimi/77916
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CONCLUSION

We may divide AK Party-MHP relations broadly under two distinct periods. From
2001-2002, when the AK Party was first founded and came into power on the 15% of
July 2016, relations were often tense between the two political parties, with occa-
sional moments of particularly high tension. MHP staunchly opposed the AK Party’s
policies and discourse regarding EU relations, democratisation and the resolution of
the Kurdish issue. At times when serious crises in domestic politics took place, how-
ever, MHP displayed a different attitude. Most notably is the process that led to the
election of Abdullah Giil as President. In the second period, that began with the mili-
tary coup attempt of the 15 of July, the AK Party and MHP gradually became closer,
and this close relationship eventually became formalised as the People’s Alliance.
This partnership has had a remarkable influence on the last five years of Turkish
politics, and whilst MHP benefited from it, the same cannot be said for the AK Party.
Compared to elections in the past, the AK Party has performed poorly in each and
every election when it ran as part of the People’s Alliance, and such, the alliance has
become a risky endeavour for the AK Party.

Within the People’s Alliance, the AK Party gradually came into agreement with MHP
on issues such as EU relations, democratisation and the resolution of the Kurdish is-
sue on the level of policies and discourse, despite disagreeing in the past. The resolu-
tion process was shelved, sectarian policies were adopted with regard to the Kurdish
issue, important ground was lost in democratisation and human rights, and judicial
bodies became extremely problematic. Rather than find a middle ground between
the two parties, the AK Party repositioned itself next to MHP. Considering the AK
Party’s poor electoral performance in the last few years, it doesn’t seem possible for
President Erdogan and the AK Party to maintain the alliance as it stands until the
next elections.
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SONUC

AK Parti ve MHP iligkilerini genel olarak iki déneme ayirabiliriz. AK Parti’nin kuru-
lugu ve iktidara geldigi 2001-2002 déneminden 15 Temmuz 2016’ya kadar olan d6-
nemde, iki parti arasindaki iliskiler zaman zaman gerginlik dozu ylikselen gerilimli
bir sekilde slirdii. AK Parti’nin AB ile iligkiler, demokratiklesme ve Kiirt meselesine
¢Ozlim siireci gibi bagliklar altindaki politikalarina ve séylemlerine MHP’den sert
bir muhalefet geldi. Ote yandan bu dénemde ic siyasette ciddi krizler yasandi-
ginda ise MHP’nin tavri farklilagti. Bunun en g¢arpici 6rnegi Abdullah Gil’in cum-
hurbagkani segilmesiyle sonuglanan siire¢ oldu. 15 Temmuz Askeri Darbe Girigi-
mi’yle baslayan ikinci donemde ise AK Parti ve MHP’nin birbirilerine agsamali bir
sekilde yakinlasti ve bu yakinlasma Cumhur Ittifaki catisi altinda bir tiir “kader
ortakligi”’na donisti. Tlrkiye siyasetinin son bes yilina damga vuran bu “ortaklik”
glinimuz itibariyle MHP icin karh bir ortaklik 6zelligi tasisa da AK Parti igin ayni
seyi séylemek miimkiin degil. Cumhur Ittifaki ile girdigi her segimde gegmise gére
basarisiz sonuglar alan AK Parti igin Cumhur ittifaki gelecege dair 6nemli riskler
barindiriyor.

Cumhur ittifaki siirecinde AK Parti, gegmiste MHP ile en ¢ok karsi karsiya kaldig
AB ile iligkiler, demokratiklesme, Kiirt meselesi ve ¢dziim siireci gibi baslklarda,
s6ylem ve politika diizeyinde gittikge yakinlasti. C6ziim siireci rafa kalkti; Kiirt me-
selesinde guvenlikgi politikalar birincil segenek olarak dne ¢ikti; demokratiklesme
ve insan haklari konusunda ciddi gerilemeler yasandi; yargi kurumlari ciddi bir so-
run ve sikayet konusu haline geldi. AK Parti-MHP yakinlagmasi, bir “orta noktada
bulugma” degil de AK Parti’nin MHP’ye yakinlagmasi seklinde oldu. Buna gegmise
gore basarisiz sayilabilecek segim sonuglari da eklenince AK Parti ve Cumhur-
bagkani Erdogan igin bu ittifaki bir sonraki segimlere kadar ayni sekilde devam
ettirmek mimkiin gérinmiyor.
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Erdogan’s attempts to consolidate the People’s Alliance with other right-wing parties
such as the Good Party and the Felicity Party, and thus turn it into a wider right-wing
alliance, appear to have failed for the time being. As such, Erdogan and the AK Party
have one final recourse. Normalising the EU process, democratisation and human
rights reforms, and a political resolution to the Kurdish issue. Should this path be
taken, the AK Party-MHP relationship would either be terminated, or redefined. A
considerable advantage for MHP is that the People’s Alliance is not a coalition. There
is no minister from the MHP in Erdogan’s government. In other words, MHP is not
represented in the executive body under Erdogan’s presidency. Therefore, MHP may
continue to support Erdogan. Unless snap elections are called, President Erdogan
may well continue to look for another way of keeping himself and his party in power
in the next parliamentary and presidential elections in November 2023 without alien-
ating the MHP.
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Erdogan’in Cumhur ittifaki’nin zaaflarin, bu ittifaki iYi Parti ve Saadet Partisi gibi
sag kesimin diger partileriyle tahkim ederek genis bir sag ittifak haline getirme
cabasi simdilik sonugsuz kalmig gibi gériinliyor. Boyle olunca, Erdogan ve AK Par-
ti’nin oniinde diger secenek 6n plana gikiyor. Yani AB siirecinin normallestigi, de-
mokratiklesme ve insan haklari alaninda reformlarin glindeme geldigi, Kiirt mese-
lesinde siddet disi ¢oziimlerin yeniden devreye girdigi bu secenek, AK Parti-MHP
iliskilerinin kopmasi ya da yeniden tanimlanmasiyla sonuglanacaktir. MHP’nin bu
segenekte en dnemli avantaji Cumhur ittifaki’nin bir koalisyon olmamasidir. Erdo-
gan’in hiikiimetinde MHP kokenli bir bakan yer almiyor. Bir baska deyisle Erdogan
bagkanhgindaki ylirlitme giiciinde MHP temsil edilmiyor. Bu nedenle MHP’nin Er-
dogan’a desteginin slirecek olmasi da miimkiin. Sonugta, herhangi bir erken segim
karari alinmadig slirece, Kasim 2023’te yapilacak parlamento ve cumhurbaskan-
181 se¢imlerine kadar Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’in MHP’yi karsisina almadan da
gelecek segimlerde kendisinin ve partisinin iktidarda kalmasini saglayacagini 6n-
gordugl yeni siyasi arayiglara girmesi mimkiin goriintyor.

AK PARTI-MHP ILISKILERININ KURT MESELESI VE G0Z0M SURECI USTUNDEKI ETKILERI
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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 in-
formation, ideas, knowledge and concerns connected to the develop-
ment of democratic solutions and outcomes. Our work supports the
development of a pluralistic political arena capable of generating con-
sensus and ownership over work on key issues surrounding democra-

tic solutions at political and local levels.

We focus on providing expertise and practical frameworks to encou-
rage stronger public debates and involvements in promoting peace
and democracy building internationally. Within this context DPI aims
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 buil-
ding. 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.

DPI's objective throughout this process is to identify common priori-
ties 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 po-
licy-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.
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DEMOKRATIK
GELISiM ENSTITUSU'NUN.
AMAGLARI VE HEDEFLER]

DPI'in amaglari ve hedefleri:

* Barigin ve demokrasinin ingasi lizerine yapilandirilmis bir kamusal
diyalogun olusmasi icin gerekli olan tartisma ortaminin geligtiriimesi
ve genisletiimesi.

* Farkh kesimlerin karsilastirmali galismalar vesilesiyle bir araya gele-
rek, farkl diinya ornekleri 6zelinde benzer durumlarda olumlu sonug-
lar elde etmek igin kullaniimis gesitli mekanizmalari incelemesine ve
analiz etmesine olanak saglamak. Farkli kesimlerin bir araya gelerek
Tirkiye ve daha genis bir cografyada demokratik bir ¢ozlimin gelistiril-
mesine yonelik bilgilerini, dliglincelerini, endiselerini, onerilerini, kay-
gilarini ve karsilasgilan zorluklar paylastigl bir ortam yaratmak. Akade-
misyenler, sivil toplum &rgitleri ve karar alicilar arasindaki igbirliginin
desteklemek ve gliclendirmek.

¢ Ortak oncelikleri belirlemek ve demokrasi insasi siirecini ve siirece
katilimi etkileyecek yenilikgi yaklagimlar gelistirmek. Din, dil, irk, renk,
cinsiyet, siyasi goriis ve inang farki géozetmeksizin insan haklarini tes-
vik etmek ve korumak.

Demokratik Geligim Enstittisti (DPI), Turkiye'de demokratik bir ¢ozi-

miin gelistirilmesi igin, farkli kesimlerin bir araya gelerek bilgilerini, fi-

kirlerini, kaygilarini ve dnerilerini paylastiklari bir ortami tesvik etmeyi
amagclamaktadir. Calismalarimiz, demokratik ¢oziimiin saglanmasi igin
kilit 6nem tasiyan konularda fikir birligine varma ve uzlasilan konulari
sahiplenme yetenegine sahip ¢ogulcu bir siyasi alanin gelistirilmesini
desteklemektedir.

Kurum olarak giiclii bir kamusal tartismayi; barigi ve demokrasiyi ulus-
lararasi diizeyde gelistirmeye yonelik katilimlari tesvik etmek igin uz-
manliga ve pratige dayali bir bakis agisiyla hareket ediyoruz. Bu ger-
cevede baris ve demokratik ilerleme konusunda yapilandiriimis bir
kamusal tartismanin olusturulmasina katkida bulunmayi; baris ve de-
mokrasi insasi tartigsmalari igin yeni platformlar yaratmayi ve mevcut
platformlar genisletmeyi amacliyoruz.

Bu amaglara ulasabilmenin geregi olarak, farklh kesimlerin demokra-
sinin ingasi ve gliclendirmesi icin bilgilerini, endiselerini ve 6nerilerini
acikga paylasabilecekleri kapsayici, samimi ve yapilandiriimis tartisma
ortamini gesitli seviyelerde tesvik etmeye calisiyoruz. DPI olarak farkl
projelerimiz araciliiyla akademi, sivil toplum ve karar alicilar arasinda-

ki isbirligini desteklemeyi ve gliclendirmeyi de hedefliyoruz.
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~ BOARD MEMBERS
YONETIM KURULU YELERI

KERIM YILDIZ

(Chief Executive Officer / icra Kurulu Bagkani)

Kerim Yildiz is an expert in conflict resolution, peacebuilding, international
human rights law and minority rights, having worked on numerous projects
in these areas over his career. Yildiz has received a number of awards,
including from the Lawyers Committee for Human Rights for his services
to protect human rights and promote the rule of law in 1996, and the Sigrid
Rausing Trust’s Human Rights award for Leadership in Indigenous and Mi-
nority Rights in 2005. Yildiz is also a recipient of the 2011 Gruber Prize for
Justice. He has also written extensively on international humanitarian law,
conflict, and various human rights mechanisms.

Kerim Yildiz gatisma ¢bziimdi, barigin ingasi, uluslararasi insan haklari ve
azinlik haklari konusunda uzman bir isimdir ve kariyeri boyunca bu alan-
larda ¢ok gesitli projelerde caligmistir. Kerim Yildiz, 1996 yilinda insan
haklarinin korunmasi ve hukuk kurallarinin uygulanmasi ydniindeki ¢a-
balarindan étiirii insan Haklar igin Avukatlar Komitesi Odiilii’ne, 2005’te
Sigrid Rausing Trust Vakfr'nin Azinlik Haklari alaninda Liderlik Odiilii’ne ve
2011de ise Gruber Vakfi Uluslararasi Adalet Odiilii’ne layik gériilmiistiir.
Uluslararasi insan haklari hukuku, insancil hukuk ve azinlik haklari konu-
larinda énemli bir isim olan Yildiz, uluslararasi insan haklari hukuku ve in-
san haklari mekanizmalari (izerine ¢ok sayida yazili esere sahiptir.

NICHOLAS STEWART 0C

(Chair / Yonetim Kurulu Baskani)

Nicholas Stewart, QC, is a barrister and Deputy High Court Judge (Chan-
cery and Queen’s Bench Divisions) in the United Kingdom. He is the former
Chair of the Bar Human Rights Committee of England and Wales and for-
mer President of the Union Internationale des Avocats. He has appeared
at all court levels in England and Wales, before the Privy Council on ap-
peals from Malaysia, Singapore, Hong Kong and the Bahamas, and in the
High Court of the Republic of Singapore and the European Court of Human

Rights. Stewart has also been the chair of the Dialogue Advisory Group
since its founding in 2008.

Tecriibeli bir hukukgu olan Nick Stewart Birlesik Krallik Yiiksek Mahkem-
esi (Chancery and Queen’s Bench Birimi) ikinci hakimidir. Ge¢miste ingil-
tere ve Galler Barosu insan Haklari Komitesi Baskanligi (Bar Human Rihts
Committee of England and Wales) ve Uluslararasi Avukatlar Birligi (Union
Internationale des Avocats) baskanligi gérevlerinde bulunmustur. ingiltere
ve Galler'de gerceklesen ve Malezya, Singapur, Hong Kong, Bahamalar,
Singapur ve Avrupa Insan Haklari mahkemelerinin temyiz konseylerinde
goris bildirdi. Stewart, 2008deki kurulusundan bu yana Diyalog Danigma
Grubunun bagskanligini da ydir(itiiyor.

PRISCILLA HAYNER

Priscilla Hayner is co-founder of the International Center for Transitional
Justice and is currently on the UN Department of Political Affairs Standby
Team of Mediation Experts. She is a global expert on truth commissions
and transitional justice initiatives and has authored several books on these
topics, including Unspeakable Truths, which analyses truth commissions
globally. Hayner has recently engaged in the recent Colombia talks as tran-
sitional justice advisor to Norway, and in the 2008 Kenya negotiations as
human rights advisor to former UN Secretary-General Kofi Annan and the
United Nations-African Union mediation team. Hayner has also worked
significantly in the implementation stages following a peace agreement or
transition, including Sierra Leone in 1999 and South Sudan in 2015.

Gegis Dénemi Adaleti igin Uluslararasi Merkez’in (International Center for
Transitional Justice) kurucularindan olan Priscilla Hayner, ayni zamanda
BM Kidemli Arabuluculuk Danigsmanlari Ekibi’ndedir. Hakikat komisyon-
lari, gecis dénemi adaleti inisiyatifleri ve mekanizmalari konusunda kiire-
sel bir uzman olan Hayner, hakikat komisyonlarini kiiresel olarak analiz
eden Unspeakable Truths (Konulmayan Gergekler) da dahil olmak (izere,
alanda pek c¢ok yayina sahiptir. Hayner, yakin zamanda Kolombiya baris
gériismelerinde Norveg’in gegis dénemi adaleti danigmani olarak ve 2008
Kenya miizakerelerinde eski BM Genel Sekreteri Kofi Annan ve Birlesmis
Milletler-Afrika Birligi arabuluculuk ekibinin insan haklari danismani olar-
ak gdérev yapmistir. Hayner, 1999°da Sierra Leone ve 2015°te Giiney Sudan
da dahil olmak lizere birgok lilkede, baris anlasmasi ve gegis sonrasi uygu-
lamalari konularinda ¢alismalar yapmistir.
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ARILD HUMLEN

Arild Humlen is a lawyer and Director of the Norwegian Bar Association’s
Legal Committee. He is widely published within a number of jurisdictions,
with emphasis on international civil law and human rights, and he has lec-
tured at the law faculty of several universities in Norway. Humlen is the
recipient of the Honor Prize of the Bar Association of Oslo for his work
on the rule of law and in 2015 he was awarded the Honor Prize from the
international organisation Save the Children for his efforts to strengthen
the legal rights of children.

Hukukgu olan Arild Humlen ayni zamanda Norve¢ Barosu Hukuk Komi-
tesi’nin direktériidiir. Uluslararasi medeni hukuk ve insan haklari gibi
yargi alanlari (izerine ¢ok sayida yazisi yayinlanmis, Norveg’te bir dizi
hukuk fakiiltesinde ders vermigtir. Oslo Barosu biinyesinde Siginmacilik
ve Gégmenlik Hukuku Davalari Calisma Grubu baskani olarak yaptigi
calismalardan dolay1 Oslo Barosu Onur Odiilii’ne layik gériilmiistiir.

JACKI MUIRHEAD

Jacki Muirhead was appointed Chambers Administrator at Devereux Cham-
bers, London, UK, in November 2015. Her previous roles include Practice
Director at FJ Cleveland LLP, Business Manager at Counsels’ Chambers
Limited and Deputy Advocates Clerk at the Faculty of Advocates, UK.

Su anda Devereux Chambers isimli hukuk firmasinda (st diizey yénetici
olarak gérev yapan Jacki Muirhead bu gérevinden 6nce Cleveland Hukuk
Firmasi ¢alisma direktérii, Counsel’s Chambers Limited isimli hukukgu-
lar odasinda sef katip ve Avukatlar Fakiiltesi’nde (Faculty of Advocates)
pazarlama miidiirii olarak ¢aligmistir.

ANTONIA POTTER PRENTICE

Antonia Potter Prentice is currently the Director of Alliance 2015-a global
network of humanitarian and development organisations. Prentice has ex-
tensive experience on a range of humanitarian, development, peacemaking
and peacebuilding issues through her previous positions, including interim
Senior Gender Adviser to the Joint Peace Fund for Myanmar and providing
technical advice to the Office of the Special Envoy of the UN Secretary
General to the Yemen peace process. Prentice has also been involved in
various international organisations including UN Women, Dialogue Advi-

sory Group, and Centre for Humanitarian Dialogue. Prentice co-founded
the Athena Consortium as part of which she acts as Senior Manager on
Mediation Support, Gender and Inclusion for the Crisis Management Initi-
ative (CMI) and as Senior Adviser to the European Institute for Peace (EIP).

Antonia Potter Prentice, insani yardim kuruluslarinin ve kalkinma érgtitler-
inin kiiresel agi olan lttifak 2015’in direktériidiir. Prentice, Myanmar icin
Ortak Baris Fonu’na gecici Kidemli Cinsiyet Danismani ve Birlesmis Mil-
letler Genel Sekreteri Yemen Ozel Elgisi Ofisi’ne teknik tavsiyeler vermek
de dahil olmak lizere insancil faaliyetler, kalkinma, barig yapma ve baris in-
sasi gibi konularda sivil toplum biinyesinde 17 yillik bir calisma tecriibesine
sahiptir. BM Kadinlari, Diyalog Danisma Grubu ve insani Yardim Diyalogu
Merkezi gibi ¢egitli uluslararasi érgiitlerde gérev yapan Prentice, kuruculari
arasinda yer aldigi Athena Konsorsiyomu Arabuluculuk Destegi, Toplumsal
Cinsiyet ve Kaynastirma icin Kriz Yonetimi Insiyatifinde yéneticilik ve
Avrupa Barig Enstitlisii’ne (EIP) basdanigsmanlik yapmaktadir.

CATHERINE WOOLLARD

Catherine Woollard is the current Secretary General for ECRE, the Europe-
an Council for Refugees and Exiles, a pan-European alliance of 96 NGOs
protecting and advancing the rights of refugees, asylum seekers and dis-
placed persons. Previously she served as the Director of the Brussels
Office of Independent Diplomat, and from 2008 to 2014 she was the Ex-
ecutive Director of the European Peacebuilding Liaison Office (EPLO)-a
Brussels-based network of not-for-profit organisations working on conflict
prevention and peacebuilding. She also held the positions of Director of
Policy, Communications and Comparative Learning at Conciliation Re-
sources, Senior Programme Coordinator (South East Europe/CIS/Turkey)
at Transparency International and Europe/Central Asia Programme Coor-
dinator at Minority Rights Group International. Woollard has additionally
worked as a consultant advising governments on anti-corruption and gov-
ernance reform, as a lecturer in political science, teaching and researching
on the EU and international politics, and for the UK civil service.

Catherine Woollard, Avrupa Miilteci ve Siirgiinler Konseyi (ECRE) Genel
Sekreteri'dir. ECRE, Avrupa lilkelerinin ittifakina dayali ve uluslararasi
koruma alaninda calisan yaklasik 96 sivil toplum kurulusunun (ye old-
ugu bir agdir. Gegmiste Bagimsiz Diplomatlar Grubu’nun Briiksel Ofis
Direktérii olarak ¢alisan Woollard 2008-2014 yillari arasinda ¢atismanin
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énlenmesi ve barigin ingaasi (izerine ¢alisan sivil toplum kuruluglarinin
olusturdugu bir ag olan Avrupa Baris Insaasi Irtibat Biirosu’nun direk-
térii olarak gérev yapmistir. Conciliation Resources’da Siyaset, iletisim ve

Karsilagtirmali Ogrenme Birimi Direktérii, Transparency International’da

Glineydogu Avrupa ve Tiirkiye Kidemli Program Koordinatéri, Minority
Rights Group'da Avrupa ve Orta Asya Program Koordinatérii olarak gérev
yapmigtir. Hiikiimetlere yolsuzluk konusunda danismanlik hizmeti vermis,
akademisyen olarak Birlegik Krallik’taki kamu kurumu g¢alisanlarina siyaset
bilimi, AB lizerine egitim ve aragtirma ve uluslararasi politika alanlarinda
dersler vermistir.
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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 Ac-
tion Council; Member of the Clinton Global Initiative; Member of the Inter-
national 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 Insti-
tute for Cultural Diplomacy, Berlin; Member of the Varkey Gems Founda-
tion 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 In-
ternational Advisory Council to the Harvard International Negotiation Pro-
gramme; and Director of Co-operation Ireland.

Tecriibeli bir siyasetgi olan Bertie Ahern bir dizi bakanlik gbrevinden sonra
irlanda Cumhuriyeti Basbakani olarak gérev yapmistir. Bertie Ahern’in bas-
bakanlik yaptigi dénemdeki en belirleyici gelisme 1998 yilinin Nisan ayinda
Hayirli Cuma Anlagsmasi’yla sonuglanan barig gérlismesi miizakerelerinin
baslatiimasi olmustur. Ahern, 2004 yilinda Avrupa Konseyi baskanligi gé-
revini yiiriitiirken Avrupa Birligi’nin lye (lke sayisinin 27’ye ¢iktigi tarihsel
sliregte payi olan en énemli isimlerden biri olmustur. 2008 yilinda aktif
siyasetten cekilen Bertie Ahern o tarihten bu yana biitiin zamanini ¢gatisma
¢6ziimii ¢alismalarina ayirmakta ve bu amacgla pek ¢ok grupla temaslarda
bulunmaktadir. Ahern’in hali hazirda sahip oldugu (invanlar sunlardir: The

Inter Action Council Esbaskanligi, Clinton Kiiresel insiyatifi Uyeligi, Bask
Ulkesindeki Catisma Uzerine Calisma Yiiriiten Uluslararasi Grup Uyeligi,
irlanda Ulusal Universitesi Arabuluculuk ve Catismaya Miidahale Bélimii
Fahri Profesérliigii, Berlin Kiiltiirel Diplomasi Enstitiisii Uyeligi, Varkey
Gems Vakfi Danisma Kurulu Uyeligi, Kriz idaresi Inisiyatifi Uyeligi, Diinya
Ekonomik Forumu Miizakere ve Catisma Céziimii Forumu Konsey Uyeligi,
Harvard Uluslararasi Miizakere Programi Uluslararasi Danismanlar Konse-
yi Basdanigmani.

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 Coun-
cil 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.

Gecmiste irlanda Parlamentosu milletvekilligi ve kabinede bakanlik gérev-
lerinde bulunan Dermot Ahern, 20 yildan fazla bir siire irlanda baris siire-
cinde anahtar bir rol oynamistir ve bu siire iginde Belfast Anlagmasi (Ha-
yirl Cuma Anlagsmasi) ve St. Andrews Anlagmasi icin yapilan miizakerelere
dahil olmusgtur. AB Konseyi seviyesinde de 6nemli tecriibeleri olan Ahern,
AB Anayasasi ve Lizbon Antlasmalari siirecinde de énemli bir arabulucu
ve imzaci olmugtur. 2005 yilinda dénemin Birlesmis Milletler Genel Sek-
reteri Kofi Annan tarafindan BM Reformu konusunda 6zel temsilci olarak
atanmigtir.

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
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Social Science. He is the Honorary Treasurer of the BRISMES (British Soci-
ety for Middle Eastern Studies); and of the IAIE (International Association
for Islamic Economics).

Dr. Mehmet Asutay, ingiltere’deki Durham Universitesi’nin isletme Fakiilte-
si’nde Ortadogu’nun islami Siyasal Ekonomisi ve Finansi alaninda profesor
olarak gérev yapmaktadir. Asutay Tiirk ve Kiirt siyasal ekonomisi, Islami
siyasal ekonomi, ve Ortadogu’da siyasal ekonomi konularinda dersler ver-
mekte, aragtirmalar yapmakta ve yapilan arastirmalara danismanlik yap-
maktadir.

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 daily Karar. He is a member of the Wise Persons Committee
in Turkey, established during the peace process between 2013-2015.

Ali Bayramoglu, yazar ve siyasi yorumcudur. 1994 yilindan bu yana gesitli
gazetelerde kése yazarligi yapti. Halen, giinliik Karar gazetesinde kése yaz-
maya devam etmektedir. Tiirkiye'de 2013-2015 yillari arasinda gergceklesen
Céziim Siirecinde Akil insanlar Heyeti liyesidir.

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 Acade-
my, and a member of the British Academy. She was chairperson of the
Belfast-based human rights organization, the Committee on the Admin-
istration of Justice, from 1995-7, and a founder member of the Northern
Ireland Human Rights Commission established under the terms of the Bel-
fast Agreement. In 1999 she was a member of the European Commission’s
Committee of Experts on Fundamental Rights. She is an expert on transi-
tional 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 Sec-
retary-General, the Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights,
and UNIFEM.

Iskogya’nin baskenti Edinburgh’ta faaliyet yiiriiten bir hukukgudur. Edin-
burgh Universitesi’nde Anayasa hukuku profesérii olarak ve ayni (iniversi-
te biinyesindeki Kiiresel Adalet Projesinde Mlidiir yardimcisi olarak gérev
yapmaktadir. Ingiliz Akademisi (iyesi de olan Bell, 1995-1997 yillari arasinda
Belfast merkezli insan Haklar 6rgiitii Adalet idaresi Komisyonu baskani ve
Belfast Anlasmasi sartlari ¢ercevesinde kurulan Kuzey irlanda insan Hak-
lari Komisyonu kurucu liyesi olarak gérev yapti. 1999'da ise Avrupa Komis-
yonu Temel Haklar Uzmanlar Komitesi lyeliginde bulundu.Temel uzmanlik
alanlar Gegis Dénemi Adaleti, Baris Miizakereleri, Anayasa Hukuku ve
Iinsan Haklari olan Prof. Bell, ayni zamanda bu konularda diplomat, arabu-
lucu ve hukukgulara egitim vermekte, BM Genel Sekreterligi, insan Haklari
Yiiksek Komiserligi Ofisi ve UNIFEM’in de dahil oldugu kurumlarda hukuk
danismani olarak gérev yapmaktadir.

ORAL GALISLAR

Oral Caliglar completed his studies at the Ankara University Faculty of
Political Sciences. Was President of the Club of Socialist Thought at the
university, as well as Secretary-General of the Ankara University Student
Union. Wrote for Tiirk Solu journal which was launched in 1967 and for the
Aydinlik journal which was launched in 1968. Was member of the edito-
rial board of Aydinlik journal. Was arrested after the 12th of March 1971
military coup. Remained imprisoned for three years until the Amnesty
law adopted in 1974. Was Editor in Chief for the Aydinlik daily newspaper
launched in 1978. Was arrested again after the 12th of September 1980
military coup and released in August 1988 after four years in prison. Lived
in Hamburg between 1990 and 1992 upon the invitation of the Senate of
Hamburg. Worked for Cumhuriyet daily between 1992 and 2008. Broadcast
television programmes on different channels, including TRT, 24TV, 360,
and SKYTURK. Transferred from Cumhuriyet daily to Radikal daily in 2008.
Between 2004-2007, he was in board of Turkish Journalists Association.
He has a permanent press card. Became Editor in Chief for Taraf daily in
2013. Was part of the Wise People Committee in the same year. Later had
to leave Taraf daily alongside Halil Berktay, Alper Gormis, Vahap Coskun,
Erol Katircioglu, Mithat Sancar, and Yildiray Ogur, among others, after the
intervention of the Giilen Congregation. Returned to Radikal daily. Started
writing for Posta daily after 2016, when Radikal was discontinued. Con-
tinues work as a commentator on TV news channels. Has 20 published
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books, including The Leaders’ Prison, Hz. Ali, Mamak Prison from the 12th
of March to 12th of September, The Kurdish Issue with Ocalan and Burkay,
My 68 Memoirs, The Alevis, When Deniz and Friends Were Executed, My
Childhood in Tarsus, The History of Gulenism. Recipient of a large number
of journalism and research awards. Married (1976) to author and journalist
ipek Caliglar. Father of author Resat Calislar.

Oral Caliglar Ankara Universitesi Siyasal Bilgiler Fakiiltesi’nde egitimini ta-
mamladi. Universitede Sosyalist Fikir Kuliibii baskanligini ve Ankara Univer-
sitesi Ogrenci Birligi genel sekreterligini yapti. 1967°de kurulan Tiirk Solu ve
1967'de kurulan Aydinlik dergileri ig¢in yazdi. Ayrica Aydinlik dergisinin ya-
yin kurulu lyesiydi. 12 Mart 1971 darbesinden sonra tutuklandi ve 1974’te
af yasasi ¢ikana kadar (¢ yil cezaevinde kaldi. 1978 yilinda ¢ikan Aydinlik
Gazetesi’nin yazi isleri midlirliigtini yapti. 12 Eyliil 1980 darbesi sonrasinda
tekrardan tutuklandi ve dért yil cezaevinde kaldiktan sonra Agustos 1988'de
tahliye edildi. Hamburg Senato’sunun daveti lizerine gittig§i Hamburg'da
1990-1992 yillari arasinda yasadi. 1992 ve 2008 yillari arasinda Cumhuriyet
Gazetesi’nde calisti. TRT, 24TV, 360 ve SKYTURK de dahil olmak (izere gegit-
li kanallarda televizyon programi yapti. 2008 yilinda Cumhuriyet’ten Radikal
Gazetesi’ne gecis yapti. 2004-2007 yillan arasinda Tiirkiye Gazeteciler Ce-
miyeti Yonetim Kurulu’ndaydi. Kendisinin stirekli basin karti bulunmaktadir.
2013 yilinda Taraf Gazetesi Yazi Isleri Miidiirii oldu. Ayni yil Akil insanlar
Heyeti’nde yer aldi. Daha sonra, Giilen Cemaati’nin miidahalesi sonucunda,
Halil Berktay, Alper G6rmiis, Vahap Coskun, Erol Katircioglu, Mithat Sancar,
Yildiray Ogur ve digerleriyle birlikte Taraf’tan ayrildi. Radikal’e geri dénlis
yapti. Radikal Gazetesi kapandiktan sonra, 2016 yilinda Posta Gazetesi igin
yazmaya basladi. Televizyon programlarina siyaset yorumcusu olarak katil-
maya devam etmektedir. 20 kitap yayinlamistir. Bunlarin arasinda ‘Liderler
Hapishanesi, ‘Hz. Ali, ‘Mamak Askeri Cezaevi, ‘Ocalan ve Burkay’la Kiirt
Sorunu’, ‘68 Anilarim’, ‘Aleviler’, ‘Denizler [dama Giderken’, ‘Cocuklugumun
Tarsus’u’ ve ‘Fetullaheiligin Tarihi’ de bulunmaktadir. Gazetecilik ve arastir-
ma alanlarinda bircok &diile sahiptir. 1976'dan beri yazar ve gazeteci ipek
Caliglar ile evlidir. Yazar Resat Calislar’in babasidir.

CENGIZ CANDAR

Cengiz Candar is currently a columnist for Al-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 In-
stitute for Turkish Studies (SUITS).

Kidemli bir gazeteci ve kése yazari olan Candar uzun yillar Radikal gazetesi
icin kogse yazarligi yapmistir. Al Monitor haber sitesinde kose yazarligi yap-
maktadir. Ortadogu konusunda énemli bir uzman olan Candar, bir dénem
savas muhabiri olarak ¢alismis veTlirkiye eski Cumhurbaskani merhum
Turgut Ozal’a ézel danismanlik yapmistir.

ANDY CARL

Andy Carl is an independent expert on conflict resolution and public par-
ticipation 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 Ini-
tiative at the Graduate Institute in Geneva, the Legal Tools for Peace-Making
Project in Cambridge, and the Oxford Research Group, London.

Andy Carl catisma ¢bziimii ve baris slireglerine kamusal katilimin saglanmasi
lizerine ¢alisan bagimsiz bir uzmandir. Barigin insaasinin bir hayirseverlik faali-
yetinden ziyade adaletin yerine getirilmesi ¢abasi olduguna inanan Carl, ¢atis-
ma Co6ziimii alaninda ¢alisan etkili kurumlardan biri olan Conciliation Resour-
ces’un kurucularindan biridir. Bir dénem Uluslararasi Uyar (international Alert)
isimli kurumda Program Direktérii olarak gérev yapan Carl, halen Edinburgh
Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi biinyesinde Fahri Bilim Kurulu Uyesi olarak gérev
yapmaktadir. Baris insasi (izerine ¢calisan Cenevre Mezunlar Insiyatifi biinyesin-
deki Baris ve Gegis Dénemi Inisiyatifi, Cambridge’te yiiriitiilen Barisin Insasi igin
Yasal Araglar Projesi ve Londra’da faaliyet yiiriiten Oxford Arastirma Grubu gibi
bir dizi kurum ve olusuma danismanlik yapmaya devam etmektedir.

Dr. VAHAP COSKUN

Dr. Vahap Coskun is a Professor of Law at University of Dicle in Diyar-
bakir where he also completed his bachelor’s and master’s degrees in law.
Coskun received his PhD from Ankara University Faculty of Law. He has
written for Serbestiyet and Kurdistan24 online newspaper. He has published
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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 Cosgkun Diyarbakir'da, Dicle Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi'nde 6g-
retim (iyesidir. Lisans ve lisansiistii egitimini Dicle Universitesi’nde tamamla-
diktan sonra Ankara Universitesi’nde Hukuk Doktoru tamamlamistir. Serbes-
tiyet ve Kurdistan 24 online gazetesinde makale yazan Coskun, insan haklari,
anayasa hukuku, siyasal teori ve toplumsal baris konulu kitaplar yayinlamistir.
Coskun, Akil Insanlar Komisyonu’nun I¢ Anadolu bélgesi iiyesiydi.

AYSEGUL DOGAN

Aysegil 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 pro-
gramme creator at Radyo Ekin, and as a translator-journalist for the Turk-
ish 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 “Giin-
dem Miizakere” on the same channel.

Bagimsiz haber platformlarina ézel réportaj, haber dosyasi ve programlar
hazirlayan gazeteci Aysegiil Dogan; Metz Universitesi Medyasyon Kiiltii-
rel ve iletisim Fakiiltesi’nin ardindan egitimine Paris Yiiksek Gazetecilik
Okulu’nda devam etti. Okul yillarinda, Fransiz Haber Ajansi-AFP’nin An-
kara, Courrier International’in Paris blirosunda ve Amerika’nin Sesi Kiirtge
servisinde gazeteciligi deneyimledi. Radyo Ekin'de programci, Le Monde
Diplomatique Tiirkge'de gevirmen gazeteci olarak galigtl. Paris’te yasadigi
stire icinde Dogu Dilleri ve Medeniyetleri Enstitiisii Kiirdoloji bélimiinde
okutmanlik yapti. Uzunca bir siire siyaset iletisimi ile ilgilendi. 2011°de ku-
rulan IMC TV 2016°da kapatilana dek; program koordinatérii olarak ¢alisti.
Ayni kanalda “Glindem Miizakere” programini hazirladi ve sundu. Halen (il-
kesindeki pek cok meslektasi gibi etik ilkelere bagli; bagimsiz bir gazeteci
olarak calisma arayis, istek ve heyecanini koruyor.

VEGARD ELLEFSEN

Vegard is a Norwegian diplomat who retired 31 August 2019 from the for-
eign service when he left his last posting as ambassador to Ankara. He
has been twice posted to NATO both as Permanent representative on the
North Atlantic Council and deputy to the same position. He has earlier
been posted to the Norwegian mission to the U.N. in New York and to the
Embassy in Ottawa. In the Norwegian Ministry of foreign affairs he has
been Political Director, Director General for the Regional division, Director
of the Minister’s secretariat and special envoy to the Sudan peace talks
and special envoy to Syria and Irag. Mr. Ellefsen has a Master in Political
Science from the University of Oslo.

Norvegli bir diplomat olan Vegard, 31 Agustos 2019'da digislerinden emek-
li oldugunda Ankara’da biiyiikelgi olarak gérev yapmaktayd.. iki kere NA-
TO’ya atanan Vergard, Kuzey Atlantik Konseyi Daimi Temsilcisi ve Daimi
Temsilci Yardimcisi olarak gérev yapmistir. Daha éncesinde de New York’ta
Norveg Birlesmis Milletler Daimi Temsilciligi’nde ve Ottowa Bliylikelgili-
gi'nde bulundu. Norveg Dis isleri Bakanligi'nda Siyasi Isler Direktérii, Bél-
gesel Béliinme Genel Miidiirii, bakanin Ozel Kalem Miidiirliigii Direktérii,
Sudan baris miizakereleri 6zel temsilcisi ve Suriye ve Irak 6zel temsilcisi
olarak gérev aldi. Ellefsen Oslo Universitesi’nde Siyaset Bilimi yiiksek li-
sansi yapmigtir.

Prof. Dr. FAZIL HUSN{ ERDEM

Dr. Fazil Hiisnli 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 Per-
sons 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 Bagkanidir. 2007°de, 1980 darbesinin takiben ydirlirliige giren
1982 darbe anayasasini degistirmek lizere kurulan yeni anayasa hazirlama
komisyonunda yer almigtir. Erdem, 2013°de Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti Hiikiime-
ti tarafindan Demokratik agilim ve ¢6ziim siireci kapsaminda olugturulan
Akil insanlar Heyeti liyesidir.
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Prof. Dr. SALOMON LERNER FEBRES

Professor Dr. Salomdn Lerner Febres holds a PhD in Philosophy from Uni-
versité 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 recog-
nitions and distinctions of governments and international human rights
institutions.

Prof. Salomdn felsefe alanindaki doktora egitimini Belgika'dakiUniversi-
té Catholique de Louvain'de tamamlamistir. Peru'daki Pontifical Catho-
lic Universitesi’nin onursal rektérii sifatini tasiyan Prof. Salomdn Lerner
Febres, ayni (iniversite biinyesindeki Demokrasi ve insan Haklari Merke-
zi’nin de baskanligini yapmaktadir. Peru Hakikat ve Uzlagma Komisyonu
eski baskanidir. Universitenin rolii ve dogasi, akademik calismalarda
kargilagilan zorluklar, etik ve kamu kiiltiirii konulu ¢ok sayida konugma
yapmis, siddet ve pasifizm konusunda Peru basta olmak lizere pek ¢ok (ilk-
ede yapilan konferanslara konugmaci olarak katilmigtir.

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 Po-
litical Sociology and the Journal of International Political Theory, among
others. He is an expert on human rights in international relations, hu-
manitarian intervention, justice in world politics, democratising global
governance, the just war tradition in an era of New Wars, and ethics in a
globalising world.

Londra’daki King’s College’in Savas Calismalari bélimiiniin bagkanligini yap-
maktadir. Daha énce Giiney Afrika’nin Durban sehrindeki Natal Universite-
side Siyaset Bilimi boliimiiniin baskanlgini yapmigtir. Gliney Afrika Siyaset
Calismalan Enstitiisii Baskanligi gérevinde de bulunan Profesér Frost, insan
Haklari ve Uluslararasi lliskiler, insancil Miidahale, Diinya Siyasetinde Adalet,
Kiiresel Yonetimin Demokratiklestirilmesi, Yeni Savaslar Déneminde Adil Sa-
vas Gelenegi ve Kiiresellesen Diinyada Etik gibi konularda uzman bir isimdir.

DAVID GORMAN (Director, Eurasia)

David has more than 25 years of experience in the field of peacemaking.
He started his career in the Middle East and he went on to work for inter-
national organisations on a wide range of conflicts around the world. David
has been based in the Philippines, Indonesia, Liberia, Bosnia as well as the
West Bank and Gaza and has been working in Eurasia for the last several
years. He graduated from the London School of Economics, was featured
in the award winning film ‘Miles and War’ as well as several publications
and has published several articles on mediation.

David’in baris ingasi alaninda 25 yildan fazla deneyimi bulunmaktadir. Da-
vid kariyerine Orta Dogu’da basladi ve daha sonra uluslararasi kurumlarda,
diinyanin gegitli yerlerinde olan ¢atismalar (izerinde ¢alisti. Kendisi Filipin-
ler, Endonezya, Liberya, Bosna, Bati Seria ve Gazze'de bulundu. Son birkag
yildir da Avrasya bélgesinde ¢alismaktadir. David London School of Econo-
mics’den mezun oldu, 6diillii ‘Miles and War’ filminde ve gesitli yayinlarda
yer aldi ve arabuluculukla ilgili cesitli makaleler yayimladi.

MARTIN GRIFFITHS

Martin Griffiths is a senior international mediator and currently the UN’s
Under-Secretary-General for Humanitarian Affairs and Emergency Relief
Coordinator, Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (OCHA)
after previously serving as 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 gov-
ernments 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 in-
cluding UNICEF, Save the Children, Action Aid, and the European Institute
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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).

Kidemli bir uluslararasi arabulucu olan eski Birlesmis Milletler Yemen Ozel
Temsilcisi Martin Griffiths, Birlesmis Milletler insani Yardim Koordinasyon
Ofisi’nde (OCHA) insani Yardim ve Acil Durum Yardimi Koordinatérii Genel
Sekreter Basyardimcisi olarak gérev yapmaktadir. Asya, Afrika ve Avrupa
kitalarindaki gesitli lilkelerde hiikiimetler ile isyanci gruplar arasinda siya-
sal diyalog gelistirilmesi lizerine ¢alisan Cenevre’deki insani Diyalog Mer-
kezi’nin (Centre for Humanitarian Dialogue) kurucu direktérii olan Martin
Griffiths 1999-2010 yillari arasinda bu gérevi siirdilirmiistiir. Catisma ¢dzii-
mi lzerine ¢alisan Londra merkezli Inter Mediate’in kuruculari arasinda
bulunan Griffiths, UNICEF, Save the Children ve Action Aid isimli ulus-
lararasi kurumlarda da gérev yapmistir. ingiltere Diplomasi Servisi’ndeki
hizmetlerinin yani sira Birlesmis Milletler biinyesinde Cenevre Ofisi’nde In-
sani Faaliyetler Béliimii’nde ydnetici, New York ofisinde Acil Yardim Koor-
dinatérii yardimeihigi, Biiyiik Géller (Great Lakes) bélgesinde Insani Yardim
Koordinatérii, Balkanlarda BM Bélgesel Koordinatérii ve BM eski Genel
Sekreteri Kofi Annan’in BM ve Arap Birligi adina Suriye 6zel temsilciligi
yaptigi dénemde kendisine bas danismanlik yapmistir.

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 cam-
paigner and advocate during the Bosnian War. She was involved in draft-
ing the Turkish Civil Code and Law of Foundations as well as in preparing
the legal groundwork for the chapters on Religious Freedoms and Mi-
norities and Community Foundations within the Framework Law of Har-
monization 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 Fakiiltesi’nden mezun olduktan sonra [stanbul
Barosuna kayitl olarak avukatlik yapmaya baslamigtir. Serbest avukatlik
yapmanin yani sira UNESCO Tiirkiye Milli Komisyonu’nda hukukgu olarak
g6rev yapmig, Bosna savagi sirasinda siirdlirlilen savas kargiti kampanya-
larda aktif olarak yer almistir. Tiirkiye’nin Avrupa Birligi’ne (iyelik siireci
geregi hazirlanan Uyum Yasalar Cerceve Yasasinin Dini Ozgiirliikler, Azin-
liklar ve Vakiflar ile ilgili béliimlerine iliskin hukuki ¢alismalarda yer almis,
Tiirk Ceza Kanunu ve Vakiflar Kanunu’nun taslaklarinin hazirlanmasinda
gérev almistir. Insan haklan, kadin haklari, azinlik haklari, gocuk haklari,
hayvan haklari ve uyusturucu ile miicadele konularinda ¢ok sayida yazili
eseri vardir. Recep Tayyip Erdogan’in bagsbakanligi déneminde olugturulan
Akil Insanlar Heyetinde yer almistir. Bunun yani sira Istanbul Universitesi
ile Dartilacaze Vakfi Miitevelli heyetlerinde gérev yapmaktadir.

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 Limer-
ick. 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, respective-
ly. 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
iiyesidir. Daha énce Dogu Londra Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi ve Limerick
Universitesi’nde gérev yapan Hughes, doktorasini 2003-2009 yillari arasinda
Irlanda Ulusal Universitesi’nde Uluslararasi insan Haklari Hukuku alaninda ta-
mamlamistir. Hughes’un bir¢ok yayininin da bulundugu c¢alisma alanlari igin-
de, Orta Dogu’yu ve Tiirkiye'yi de kapsayan sekilde, uluslararasi insan haklari
hukuku, uluslararasi kamu hukuku ve catisma ¢bziimii yer almaktadir.

KADIR iNANIR

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 Univer-
sity Faculty of Communication. In 2013 he became a member of the Wise
Persons Committee for the Mediterranean region.
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Unlii oyuncu ve yénetmen Kadir inanir, 100°ii askin filmde rol almis ve Tiirk
sinemasina katkilarindan dolayi pek ¢ok 6diile layik gériigmdiistiir. 1949 se-
nesinde Ordu, Fatsa'da dogan Inanir, Marmara Universitesi iletisim Fakiil-
tesi Radyo-Televizyon Béliimiinden mezun olmustur. 2013 senesinde baris
siirecini yénetmek amaciyla kurulan Akil insanlar Heyeti’'ne Akdeniz Bélge-
si temsilcisi olarak girmistir.

Prof. Dr. AHMET iNSEL

Professor Ahmet insel is a former faculty member of Galatasaray Univer-
sity in Istanbul, Turkey and Paris 1 Panthéon Sorbonne University, France.
He is Managing Editor of the Turkish editing house, lletisim, and member
of the editorial board of monthly review, Birikim. He is a regular columnist
at Cumhuriyet newspaper and an author who published several books and
articles in both Turkish and French.

iletisim Yayinlari Yayin Kurulu Koordinatérliigiinii yiiriiten Ahmet insel, Ga-
latasaray Universitesi ve Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne Universitesi’nde 6g-
retim liyesi olarak gérev yapmistir. Birikim Dergisi yayin kolektifi liyesi ve
Cumhuriyet Gazetesinde kbgse yazaridir. Tiirkge ve Fransizca olmak lizere
cok sayida kitabi ve makalesi bulunmaktadir.

ALEKA KESSLER

Aleka Kessler works as Project Officer at the Centre for Humanitarian Di-
alogue (HD). Having joined HD in 2017 to work on Syria, Aleka has been
coordinating mediation project in complex conflict settings. Previously,
Aleka also worked with Médecins Sans Frontieres and the United Nations
Association Mexico. She holds a degree in International Relations from the
University of Geneva and a Master’s degree in Development Studies from
the Graduate Institute of International and Development Studies in Gene-
va, where she specialized in humanitarian affairs, negotiation and conflict
resolution.

Aleka Kessler Insani Diyalog Merkezi’nde (HD) proje sorumlusu olarak ¢a-
lismaktadir. Suriye lizerinde ¢alismak i¢in 2017 yilinda HD’ye katilan Kess-
ler, karmasik ¢atisma ortamlarinda arabuluculuk projesini yiiriitmektedir.
Kessler daha énce Sinir Tanimayan Doktorlar ve Meksika Birlesmis Millet-
ler Dernegi’nde ¢alismistir. Lisans egitimini Cenevre Universitesi Uluslara-
rasi lliskiler Béliimii'nde tamamlayan Kessler, daha sonra yiiksek lisansini

yine Cenevre'de bulunan Uluslararasi ve Kalkinma Calismalari Yiiksek Li-
sans Enstitiisii’nde (IHEID) Kalkinma Calismalari alaninda yapti. Kessler
insani yardim, arabuluculuk ve gatisma ¢bziimii alanlarinda uzmanlagmig-
tir.

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, manag-
ing 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 con-
sultant 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 si-
yasi partinin temsilcilerinden biri olarak Hayirli Cuma Anlagsmasi miizake-
relerine katilmistir. Toplumsal tepki, kadin hareketi ve ¢atismanin déniigii-
mii gibi konularda cok sayida yazili eseri vardir. Birlesik Krallik ve irlanda’da
aralarinda Conciliation Resources (Uzlagsma Kaynaklari), the Global Fund
for Community Foundations (Toplumsal Vakiflar igin Kiirsel Fon), Conflict
Resolution Services Ireland (irlanda Catisma Céziimii Hizmetleri) ve the
Institute for British Irish Studies (Britanya ve Irlanda galismalari Enstitiis(i)
isimli kurumlarda yénetim kurulu liyesi olarak gbrev yapmaktadir. 1990-94
yillar1 arasinda Ulasim ve Genel isciler Sendikasi’nda Kadinlardan Sorumlu
Yénetici olarak ¢alismis ve bu gérevi yerine getiren ilk kadin olmustur. 1994-
2014 yillari arasinda Kuzey Irlanda Toplum Vakfi’nin direktérliigiini yapmis
ve bu gérevi sirasinda eski siyasi mahkumlarin yeniden entegrasyonu ile
barisin toplumsal zeminde yeniden ingasina dair Avrupa Birligi fonlarinin
idaresini ylrtitmlistir. Avrupa Vakiflar Merkezi tarafindan verilen Yenilikgi
Hayirseverler Raymond Georis Odiilii’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 dia-
logue 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 Béliimii'nde misafir Profesér ola-
rak gérev yapmaktadir. Sri Lanka devlet baskanina baris slireci i¢in da-
nismanlik yapmistir. Danismanlik gérevini hala siirdiirmektedir. Uzmanlik
alanlar arasinda ¢atisma, cokkiiltiirliiliik, demokrasi gibi konular bulunan
Prof. Ram Manikkalingam, Sri Lanka'daki Laksham Kadirgamar Stratejik
Calismalar ve Uluslararasi lliskiler Enstitiisi’niin kurucu (iyesi ve yénetim
kurulu dyesidir.

BEJAN MATUR

Bejan Matur is a renowned Turkey-based author and poet. She has pub-
lished 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 alanin-
da yayimlanmig 10 kitabi bulunmaktadir. 2012 yilinin basina kadar yazdigi
diizenli kégse yazilarinda Kiirt siyaseti, Ermeni sorunu, giindelik siyaset,
azinlik sorunlari, cezaevi yazilari ve kadin sorunu gibi konulari islemistir.
Yapitlari 28 degisik dile ¢evrilen Matur, cok sayida edebiyat 6diilii sahibidir.
Diyarbakir Kiiltiir ve Sanat Vakfi Kurucu Baskanligi gérevinde bulunmustur.

Prof. MONICA MCWILLIAMS

Professor Monica McWilliams teaches in the Transitional Justice Insti-
tute 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 organisa-
tions 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 mem-
ber 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 agree-
ment in Northern Ireland, Prof. McWilliams was one recipient of the John F.
Kennedy Leadership and Courage Award.

Prof. Monica McWilliams, Ulster Universitesi'ndeki Gegis Dénemi Adaleti
Enstitlisii’ne bagli Kadin Calismalari Béliimi’nde 6gretim lyesidir. 2005- 2011
yillari arasinda Kuzey Irlanda insan Haklari Komisyonu Komiseri olarak Kuzey
Irlanda Haklar Beyannamesi icin tavsiyeler hazirlamaktan sorumlu olarak go-
rev yapmistir. Kuzey Irlanda Kadin Koalisyonu’nun kurucularindan olan Prof,
McWilliams 1998 yilinda Belfast (Hayirli Cuma) Barig Anlasmasi’nin imzalan-
maslyla sonuglanan Cok Partili Banig Gorlismeleri’nde yer almistir.

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 Eura-
sia 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 Sec-
retary-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 Immi-
gration. Melfald has a degree in International Relations from the University
of Bergen and the University of California, Santa Barbara, as well as a Mas-
ter’s degree in Political Science from the University of Oslo.
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Hanne Melfald, basdanigsmanlik dahil olmak lizere 8 yil boyunca Norveg
Disisleri Bakanligi biinyesinde cesitli gérevlerde bulunmus, 2015 yilin-
dan itibaren Insani Diyalog icin Merkez isimli kurumun Avrasya biriminde
Proje Miid(irii olarak ¢alismaya baslamistir. Gegmiste Birlesmis Milletler
biinyesinde gérev almis, bu gérevi sirasinda 2 yil boyunca Birlesmis Mil-
letler’in Afganistan Yardim Misyonunda BM Genel Sekreteri Ozel Temsil-
cisi olarak gérev yapmistir. Ayrica Birlesmis Milletler Cenevre Yerleskesi
biinyesinde bulunan Nepal insani Yardim Koordinasyon Ofisinde de gérev
almistir. Bir dénem Norveg Siginmacilar Konseyi ve Norve¢ Gé¢menlik
Isleri Miidiirliigiinde galisan Hanna Melfald Norvec’in Bergen ve ABD’nin
Kaliforniya Universitelerinde aldigi Uluslararasi lliskiler egitimini Olso
Universitesinde aldigi Siyaset Bilimi yiiksek lisans egitimiyle tamamla-
migtir.

ROELF MEYER

Meyer is currently a consultant on international peace processes hav-
ing 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 con-
flict in 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 pav-
ing 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 Strate-
gy Committee of the Project on Justice in Times of Transition at Harvard
University.

Roelf Meyer, Gliney Afrika’daki banis siirecinde iktidar partisi Ulusal Parti
adina basmlizakereci olarak gérev yapmistir. O dénem Afrika Ulusal Kong-
resi (ANC) adina bagmiizakereci olarak gérev yapan ve su an Gliney Afrika
devlet baskani olan Cyril Ramaphosa ile birlikte yiiriittigl miizakereler
sonrasinda Gliney Afrika'daki irk¢i apartheid rejim sona erdirilmis ve 1994

yilinda (lilkedeki ilk 6zglir segimlerin yapilmasi saglanmistir. Yapilan se¢im
sonrasi yeni devlet baskani segilen Nelson Mandela kurdugu ilk hiikiimette
Roelf Meyer’e Anayasal iliskilerden Sorumlu Bakan olarak gérev vermistir.
Roelf Meyer 2011-2014 yillari arasinda Gliney Afrika Savunma Degerlendir-
me Komitesine baskanlik yapmig, ayni zamanda aktif olan bazi baris slireg-
lerine dahil olarak Kuzey Irlanda, Sri Lanka, Ruanda, Burundi, Irak, Kosova,
Bask Bélgesi, Guyana, Bolivya, Kenya, Madagaskar ve Giiney Sudan'da ca-
tisan taraflara danismanlik yapmgtir.

MARK MULLER 0C

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 inter-
national bodies, such as Humanitarian Dialogue (Geneva) and Inter-Me-
diate (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 Edinburg’daki Iskog Avukatlar Birligi'ne bagl olarak ¢alisan tecriibeli bir
hukukegudur. Uluslararasi kamu hukuku ve insan haklari hukuku alaninda
uzman olan Muller, Afganistan, Libya, Irak ve Suriye gibi cesitli ¢catisma
alanlarinda uzun seneler ¢atisma ¢dziimdi, arabuluculuk, catismasizlik ve
iktidar paylasimi konusunda danismanlik hizmeti vermigtir. 2005°den bu
yana Insani Diyalog icin Merkez (Centre for Humanitarian Dialogue), Ca-
tisma Otesi (Beyond Borders) ve Inter Mediate (Arabulucu) isimli kurumla-
ra kidemli danismanlik yapmaktadir. Harvard Hukuk Fakiiltesi (iyesi olan
Muller bir dénem ingiltere ve Galler Barosu insan Haklari Komisyonu bas-
kanligi ve Barolar Konseyi Hukukun Ustiinliigii Birimi baskanhgi gérevlerini
de yiirlitmistiir. Kiiltiirel diyalog yoluyla barigi ve uluslararasi anlayigi teg-
vik etme amaciyla iskogya’da kurulan Sinirlar Otesi (Beyond Borders) isimli
olusumun kurucusu olan Muller halen BM Siyasal iliskiler Birimi biinyesin-
deki Arabulucular Destek Ekibinde Kidemli Arabuluculuk Uzmani olarak

g6rev yapmaktadir.
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AVNi 0ZGUREL

Mehmet Avni Ozgiirel is a Turkish journalist, author and screenwriter.
Having worked in several newspapers such as Daily Sabah 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 Turk-
ish film, Zincirbozan, on the 1980 Turkish coup d’état, Sultan Avru-
pa’da (2009), on Sultan Abdiilaziz’s 1867 trip to Europe; and Mahpeyker
(2010): Késem 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 Radi-
kal gibi cegitli gazetelerde haber miidlirliigi ve kige yazarligi yapti. 2013
yilinda Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti Hiikiimeti tarafindan Demokratik acilim ve
¢dziim siireci kapsaminda olusturulan Akil insanlar Heyeti iiyesidir. 1980
darbesini konu eden belgesel film Zincibozan (2007), Sultan Abdiilaziz’in
1867'de Avrupa’ya yaptigi yolculugu konu eden Sultan Avrupa’da (2009),
Mahpeyker: Késem Sultan (2010) ve 7 Subat Milli Istihbarat Teskilati
(MIT) operasyonunun anlatildigi “Darbe” filmleri senaristligini ve yapim-
ciligini iistlendigi projeler arasindadir. Ozgiirel, su anda Yeni Birlik gaze-
tesinin sahibi ve genel yayin yénetmenidir. Ayrica TRT Haber'de program
yapmaktadir.

Prof. JOHN PACKER

Professor John Packer is Associate Professor of Law and Director of the Hu-
man Rights Research and Education Centre (HRREC) at the University of
Ottawa in Canada. Prof. Packer has worked for inter-governmental organisa-
tions 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 Na-
tion’s Standby Team of Mediation Experts attached to the Department of
Political Affairs, advising in numerous peace processes and political tran-

sitions around the world focusing on conflict prevention and resolution, di-
versity management, constitutional and legal reform, and the protection of
human rights.

Dr. John Packer Kanada'da Ottawa Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi'nde do-
cent ve Insan Haklari Arastirma ve Egitim Merkezi (Human Rights Resear-
ch and Education Centre) miidiiriidiir. 20 yi1l boyunca Packer BM Miilteciler
Yiiksek Komiserligi, Uluslararasi Calisma Orgiitii ve BM insan Haklar Yiik-
sek Komiserligi gibi Cenevre’de bulunan hiikiimetler arasi érgiitlerde ¢alis-
migtir. 1995°ten 2004’°e kadar Lahey’de Packer Kidemli Hukuk Danigmani,
ardindan da Ulusal Azinliklar Yiiksek Komiserligi birinci miidiirii olarak gé-
rev almigtir. 2012-2014 yillarinda Packer BM Arabuluculuk Uzmanlar Ekibi
siyasi iliskiler biriminde Anayasa ve Sliireclerin Tasarimi Uzmani olarak yer
aldi. Diinyadaki birgok baris siireci ve siyasi gecisler konusunda danisman-
Itk yapan Pecker, catisma dnleme ve ¢6ziimd, cgesitlilik yonetimi, anayasa
ve hukuk reformlari ve insan haklari korumasina odaklanmigtir.

JONATHAN POWELL

Jonathan Powell is the founder and CEO of Inter Mediate, an NGO devot-
ed 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 implementa-
tion.

Ortadogu, Latin Amerika ve Asya'da yasanan catismalarin ¢6ziimii lzeri-
ne c¢aligan ve devletten bagimsiz arabuluculuk kurumu olan Birlegik Kral-
Ik merkezli Inter Mediate’in kurucusudur ve Icra Kurulu Baskanidir. 2014
yilinda Birlegik Krallik Basbakani David Cameron tarafindan Libya konu-
sunda Ozel Temsilci olarak atanmistir. 1995-2007 yillari arasinda Birlesik
Krallik eski Basbakani Tony Blair kabinesinde Basbakanlik Personel Daire
Baskanligi gérevinde bulunmus, 1997 yilindan itibaren Kuzey Irlanda so-
rununun ¢6ziimii igin yapilan gériismelere Britanya adina basmiizakereci
olarak katilmigtir. 1978-79 yillari arasinda BBC ve Granada TV igin gazeteci
olarak calismig, 1979-1994 yillari arasinda ise Britanya adina diplomatlik
yapmigtir.
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Sir KIERAN PRENDERGAST

Sir Kieran Prendergast is a former British diplomat who served as the Un-
der-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 Zim-
babwe 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 negotia-
tions. 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 Digisleri Bakanligi biinyesinde aralarinda Kibris, Tiirkiye, Is-
rail, Hollanda, Kenya ve ABD’de diplomat olarak ¢alismistir. Birlesik Krallik
Digigleri ve Milletler Toplulugu Biirosu’nun (Foreign and Commonwealth
Office) Gliney Afrika’daki Apartheid rejimi ve Namibya konulariyla ilgilenen
birimine baskanlik etmistir. Bir dénem BM Siyasal iliskiler Biriminde Miis-
tesar olarak ¢alismis, BM Genel Sekreteri’nin Baris ve Glivenlik konulu y5-
netim kurulu toplantilarinin diizenleyiciligini yapmis, Afganistan, Burundi,
Kibris, Demokratik Kongo Cumhuriyeti, Dogu Timor gibi bélgelerde baris
cabalarina dahil olmustur.

RAJESH RAI

Rajesh Rai was called to the Bar in 1993 with his areas of expertise in-
cluding 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 experi-
ence (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 Hu-
kuku, Gé¢menlik ve Siginma Hakki hukuku ile Kamu Hukuku temel uzman-

ik alanlaridir. Kamerun’daki HIC isimli sivil toplum 6érgiiti ile Uganda'daki
Human Energy isimli girketin kurucusudur. Bir dsnem The Joint Council for
the Welfare of Immigrants-JCWI-(G6¢menlerin Refahi igin Ortak Konsey)
direktérliigiinii yapmistir. Basta ingiltere ve Galler Barosu Insan Haklari
Komisyonu adina olmak (izere uluslararasi alanda 6zellikle Avrupa, Asya,
Afrika, ABD ve Hindistan'da ¢ok cegitli hukuki konular lizerine seminerler
ve dersler vermisgtir.

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 cesitli 6zel sirket ve (iniversitelere danisman, yénetim kurulu lyesi ve
konsliltasyon uzmani olarak hizmet etmektedir. 2016 yilinin Ocak ayindan
bu yana Londra Universitesi biinyesindeki Goldsmith Koleji’nde Konsey
liyesi ve Goldsmith sirketinde yénetici katip olarak gérev yapmaya basla-
mistir. Bir dsnem Birlesik Krallik adina Tiirkiye ve irlanda Cumhuriyeti Bii-
ylikelgisi olarak gérev yapan Reddaway bu gérevinden énce Birlesik Krallik
adina Kanada'da Yiiksek Misyon Temsilcisi, Afganistan’da Ozel Temsilci,
iran’da ise Diplomatik temsilci olarak gérevyapmistir. Bu gérevlerinin yani
sira Ispanya, Arjantin, ve Hindistan'da diplomatik gérevler iistlenmistir.

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
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through legal and social counselling, her position as academic chair, and
her published academic works.

Prof. Naomi Roht-Arriaza Amerika Birlesik Devletleri’nin San Francisco
sehrindeki UC Hastings College of the Law isimli Hukuk okulunda égre-
tim (iyesi olarak gérev yapmaktadir. Gegis Dénemi Adaleti, insan Haklari
Ihlalleri, Uluslararasi Ceza Hukuku ve Kiiresel Cevre Sorunlari gibi konular
uzmanlik alanina girmektedir.

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 Par-
ty 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 Democ-
racy Party. Ufuk is a member of the Dialogue Group and is the writer of
several books on Turkish politics.

Dr. Mehmet Ufuk Uras Istanbul Universitesi iktisat Fakiiltesi’nde lisans,
yliksek lisans ve doktora 68renimini tamamladiktan sonra, milletvekili se-
cilene kadar Istanbul Universitesi Iktisat Fakiiltesi, Siyaset Bilimi ve Ulus-
lararasi lliskiler Béliimii’nde yardimei dogent doktor olarak gérev yapmistir.
22 Temmuz 2007 genel segimlerinde Istanbul 1. Bélge’den bagimsiz millet-
vekili adayi olmustur. Secimlerin sonucunda %3,85 oraniyla yani 81.486 oy
alarak istanbul 1. Bélge’den bagimsiz milletvekili olarak 23. dénem mecli-
sine girmistir. Secimler éncesinde liderliginden ayrildig Ozgiirliik ve Daya-
nisma Partisi (ODP) Genel baskanligina 11 Subat 2008°de yapilan 5. Olagan
Kongresi’ni takiben geri dénmiistiir. 17 Haziran 2009 tarihinde, partinin
dar grupgu bir anlayisa kaydigi dliglincesi ve sol siyasetin daha genig bir

yelpazeye ulasmasi iddiasiyla bir grup arkadasiyla Ozgiirliik ve Dayanisma
Partisi’nden istifa etmistir. ODP’den ayrilisiyla birlikte Esitlik ve Demok-
rasi Partisi kurulus siirecine katilmigtir. DTP’nin 19 kisiye dlisiip grupsuz
kalmasindan sonra, Kiirt sorununun parlamentoda ¢6ziilmesi gerektigini
savunarak Barig ve Demokrasi Partisi (BDP) grubuna katilmigtir. Ufuk Uras,
secim stirecinde, kurulus ¢agrisini yaptigi Esitlik ve Demokrasi Partisi’ne
liye olmustur. 25 Kasim 2012'de kurulan Yegiller ve Sol Gelecek Partisi-
nin kurucularindandir ve ayni zamanda PM (iyesidir. Uras’in ¢ok sayidaki
yayinlari arasinda “ODP Séylesileri’, “ideolojilerin Sonu mu?” (Marksist
Arastirmalari Destek Odiilii), “Sezgiciligin Sonu mu?”, “Baska Bir Siyaset
Miimkiin”, “Kurtulus Savasinda Sol”, “Siyaset Yazilari” ve “Alternatif Siya-
set Arayislari” “Sokaktan Parlamentoya” “S6z Meclisten Disari” ve “Meclis
Notlari” adli kitaplari da bulunmaktadir.

Prof. Dr. SEVTAP YOKU$

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 un-
dergraduate, 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 Huku-
ku Anabilim Dali 6gretim (iyesidir. istanbul Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi
Kamu Hukuku Doktora Programi biinyesinde basladigi doktorasini “Avrupa
insan Haklari Sézlesmesi’nin Tiirkiye’de Olaganiistii Hal Rejimine Etkisi”
baslikli tezle 1995 yilinda tamamlamigtir. Akademik gérevi sirasinda lisans,
yliksek lisans ve doktora asamasinda dersler veren Prof. Dr. Yokus 6zellikle
Anayasa Hukuku ve Insan haklari Hukuk alaninda uzmanlasmistir. Ayrica
Avrupa insan Haklari Mahkemesi’ne basvuruda pratik avukatlik deneyimi
de bulunmaktadir.
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