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FOREWORD

This research report examines the Kurdish Peace Process within Tur-
key, considering the historical origins of the Kurdish issue, highlighting
key events that led to the 2008-2011 Oslo Process and the 2013-2015
Peace Process. The study assesses both peace processes and explores
why both processes failed to resolve the Kurdish issue, considering the
roles of major players and which groups had the greatest effects on
the process. The report then turns towards examining the future of the
Kurdish Peace Process in Turkey, considering the ongoing issues with-
in Turkish politics and what effects any peace process may have upon
them. DPI would like to express its thanks to the author for producing
this engaging report. The views and opinions expressed in the report
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

ONS0Z

Bu arastirma raporu Turkiye'de Kirtlerle yapilan baris slrecleri baglaminda,
Kirt Meselesinin tarihi gelisimini dikkate alarak 2008-2011 yillari arasinda
gerceklesen Oslo Gorusmelerini ve 2013-2015 yillari arasinda gerceklesen
Co6zUm Sirecini/Baris Sirecini incelemektedir. Bu rapor, Tirkiyede dene-
nen yakin tarihli iki baris strecini birlikte degerlendirip, bu streclerin Kart
Meselesini cozmek konusunda neden basarisiz oldugunu arastirmaktadir.
Bu arastirma surecinde Turkiye'deki ana aktorlerin roli ve hangi gruplarin
bu slrece en ¢ok etki ettigi sorusuna odaklaniimistir. Bu rapor, Turkiye'de
devam eden siyasi calkantiyi/sorunlari ve olasi bir baris stirecinin bu duruma
nasil etki edecedi konusunu, Turkiye'de baris stirecinin gelecedi baglaminda
incelemektedir. Demokratik Gelisim Enstittist (DPI) bu ilgi gekici raporu ha-
zirladigiicin yazara tesekkurlerini sunmaktadir. Raporda ifade edilen goris-
ler yazara aittir ve DPI'nin resmi gorisini yansitmamaktadir.

Bu arastirma, Norvec ve irlanda Cumhuriyeti hiikiimetleri tarafindan finan-
se edilmistir.

Kerim Yildiz

icra Kurulu Baskani
Demokratik Gelisim Enstitls



INTRODUCTION

The Kurds, a people divided across four countries(Iran, Irag, Syria and Tur-
key) and with at least half of their population living in Turkey, have always
been perceived as both an opportunity and a threat for Turkish politics.
This has actually been the case for the other three countries, as well. In
all of these four countries, Kurds have often been perceived by the central
governments as a danger or threat to territorial integrity, and the “Kurdish
issue” affected not just their domestic politics, but also their regional and
international relations. In other words, although the Kurdish issue has long
been perceived and presented as an internal or domestic issue in Turkey;, it
has in fact always had an important regional and international aspect due
to its historical and geopolitical background.

The issue has been treated as a “terrorism problem” for many years and con-
textualised in the framework of a securitarian paradigm. When AK Party came
into power in the early 2000s, it exhibited a previously unseen approach to this
issue. AK Party demonstrated its commitment to the EU process, which had
gained momentum following the recognition of Turkey as a candidate country
in 1999, and maintained a “conservative democratic” outlook as a political par-
ty. The AK Party had emerged from the Islamic movement, and was the politi-
cal party most vocal about democracy during the period in question; as such,
in the early 2000s, it made very important political decisions that promised
democratisation on issues which were previously taboo in Turkey, and contrib-
uted to considerable progress in resolving the Kurdish issue in particular.

GiRIS

Oteden beri, dort ayri tlkeye yayilmis ( iran, Irak, Suriye ve Tiirkiye) ve top-
lam nafuslarinin en az yarisi Turkiye'de yasayan Kurtler, Turkiye siyaseti
icin hem bir tehdit hem de bir imkan olarak gorulduler. Aslinda bu durum,
Kirtlerin yasadiklari dort Ulke icin de her zaman gegerli oldu. Kurtler, ya-
sadiklari bu dort Glkede de, kendilerini Glke batuanltkleriigin tehlike olarak
goren merkezi hukimetler tarafindan gogu zaman bir tehdit olarak algi-
landilar ve “Kirt meselesi” bu dort Glkenin i¢ siyasetini oldugu kadar bélge
politikalarini ve uluslararasi iligkilerini de etkiledi. Kisacasi Turkiye'de uzun
sure bir i¢c mesele olarak algilanmis ve bdyle takdim edilmis olsa da, ta-
rihsel ve jeopolitik arkaplani nedeniyle Kirt meselesi, aslinda her zaman
bolgesel ve uluslararasi bir nitelik tasidi.

Uzun yillar guvenlikci bir paradigma esliginde bir “terér sorunu” olarak
muamele edilen konu, 2000Q'li yillarin basinda yeni iktidara gelen AK Parti
yonetimi tarafindan, o gline kadar alisiimadik bir bicimde ele alindi. Turki-
ye'nin 1999'da aday ulke olarak kabul edilmesiyle ivme kazanan AB sureci-
ne baglilik gostererek ve “muhafazakar demokrat” bir siyasi ¢izgi benim-
seyerek AK Parti, islami hareketin icinden gelen ve o ddnem “demokrasi”
idealini en ylksek sesle dile getiren parti olarak, 2000°li yillarin ilk yarisin-
da, o gline kadar Ulkede tabu sayilan pek ¢ok konuda demokratiklesme
yonunde bir degisim vaat eden ¢ok dnemli siyasi kararlar aldi ve 6zellikle
Kirt meselesi konusunda hatiri sayilir bir mesafenin kaydedilmesini de
sagladi.

L L/
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During the 2000s, the AK Party lacked the support of the media, judiciary,
bureaucracy and the military, in stark opposition to how things currently
stand. When its leader and then Prime Minister Tayyip Erdogan said, in a
speech delivered in Diyarbakir in 2005, “The Kurdish problem is my own
problem, too,” he became the first politician to publicly name the problem
which had been going on for many years. Erdogan’s use of the term, “Kurd-
ish problem,” and his taking personal responsibility for the problem made
his speech one of historic significance both for the Kurds in the region and
for Turkey in general; at the same time, however, another section of the
public substantially reacted to his words. Despite such reactions, Erdogan
went on to demonstrate his own approach to the Kurdish issue in a variety
of ways, and Turkey experienced several turning points with regard to the
Kurdish issue.

Reform and democratisation efforts, including but not limited to the Kurd-
ish issue, played a large part in the first decade of the 2000s; some other
memorable and formative political events that took place during this pe-
riod included the so-called “e-memorandum” of 2007, when the General
Staff objected to the candidacy of Minister of Foreign Affairs Abdullah Gul
to presidency; the Ergenekon Trials, which also began in 2007; the closure
case brought against AK Party in 2008; the corruption and bribery scandal
of 17-25 December 2013; and the Gezi Park Protests of 2013.

In spite of all these developments, for the first time in Turkey's history in
2009, a government began to work on a project to resolve the Kurdish is-
sue and took steps at the same time to publicly talk with a various sections
and actors. The resolution project was coordinated by then Minister of the
Interior Besir Atalay. Regarding the work that went into the process, Er-
dogan said, “Call it the Kurdish problem, the South-eastern problem, the
Eastern problem or the Kurdish opening; we have commenced to work on
it."M Some other steps were taken in early 2009, such as the establishment
of the first Kurdish-language TV broadcast channel in Turkey, TRT 6, and
amending prisoners'rights, which had prohibited them from talking to their

https://www.milliyet.com.tr/siyaset/erdogan-kurt-acilimi-icin-calisma-baslattik-1120538

©)

2000’lerin basinda, buglinkinden farkli olarak medya, yargi, blrokrasi ve
ordu desteginden yoksun olan AK Parti'nin lideri ve donemin Basbakani Tay-
yip Erdogan, 2005 yilinda Diyarbakir'da yaptigi konusmada “Kurt sorunu be-
nim de sorunumdur” diyerek Tlrkiye tarihinde, Ulkede yillardir yasanmakta
olan problemin adini koyan ilk siyasetci oldu. Erdogan’in “Kart sorunu” tani-
mini kullanmasi ve “Benim de sorunumdur” demesi, konusmasina bolge hal-
ki ve Turkiye agisindan tarihi bir nitelik kazandirirken, ayniifadeler toplumun
bir baska kesiminden de hatiri sayilir bir tepki aldi. Gelen tepkilere ragmen
Erdogan Kirt meselesine dair yaklasimini farkli yollarla da olsa ortaya koyan
adimlar atmaya devam etti ve Ulkede Kirt meselesi baglaminda gesitli do-
ndm noktalari yasandi.

Ote yandan 2000'lerin ilk 10 yilina Kiirt meselesini de kapsayacak sekilde
reform ve demokratiklesme ¢abalarinin yani sira, 2007'de donemin Disisleri
Bakani Abdullah Gil'iin Cumhurbaskanligi adayligina Genel Kurmay Baskan-
liginca verilen ve tarihe e-muhtira olarak gecen tepki, 2007 yilinda baslayan
Ergenekon davasli, 2008de AK Parti'ye acilan kapatma davasi, 17-25 Aralik
yolsuzluk skandali, 2013 Gezi Olaylari gibi bir dizi siyasi gerilim ve olay da
damgasini vurdu.

Tum bu gelismelere ragmen 20089 yilinda Turkiye tarihinde ilk defa bir hi-
kimet, Kirt sorununun ¢6zimda icin baslattigl bir proje dogrultusunda es
zamanli olarak genis bir yelpazede cesitli kesimlerle kamuoyu dninde g6-
rismeye, adimlar atmaya basladi. Cozim projesinin koordinatorligund,
dénemin igisleri Bakani Besir Atalay yapti. Erdogan yapilan calismalar igin,
“Buna ister Kirt sorunu deyin, ister Gineydogu sorunu, ister Dogu sorunu
deyin; ister Kurt agiimi diyelim, bunun (zerinde bir ¢alismayi baslattik"”
dedi. Ayniyilin basinda acilan Kirtce yayin yapan televizyon kanali TRT 6'nin
kurulmasi ve cezaevlerinde ailelerin mahkimlarla Kirt¢e konusabilmesinin
onundeki engellerin kaldiriimasi atilan adimlardan bazilariydi. Simdi islevini
tamamen yitirmis olsa da, 2010 yilinda ¢6zim surecine yonelik olarak Kamu
Guvenligi Mustesarli@ kuruldu. Yine 2013 yilinda ¢6zim sirecine katki sun-
masl icin toplumsal ve siyasi konularda birikimi bulunan ve toplumun cesitli

https://www.milliyet.com.tr/siyaset/erdogan-kurt-acilimi-icin-calisma-baslattik-1120538
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families in Kurdish. Although it has lost its function entirely by now, a Pub-
lic Safety Undersecretariat was established in 2010 in order to support the
resolution process. In 2013, a Wise People’'s Committee, consisting of pub-
licly esteemed writers, artists, academics and NGO representatives with a
background in social and political issues, was established to contribute to
the resolution process.

Elections have always played an important role with regard to the resolu-
tion process in the Turkish context. From 2002 to 2015, when the resolu-
tion process was finally shelved, four general and three local elections took
place in Turkey, as well as three referendums and a presidential election.
The resolution process was very much affected by the political tensions
and dynamics attending such activities. Although the process began its life
as the “Kurdish opening,” it went on to be referred to in a variety of names:
“resolution process,” “democratisation process,” “peace process,” and as a
“project of national unity and fraternity”. The process, led by Erdogan and
Ocalan, had for its primary political actors AK Party and BDP - HDP; it was
disrupted many times over its course. Since 2015, and particularly since the
coup attempt of 2016, the resolution process has lost its priority in Turkish
politics. In the five years between 2015 and 2020, a lot changed both inter-
nationally and in domestic politics. Even though the Kurdish issue appears
to have lost its priority in political discourse, however, its actual urgency
and importance is unchanged due to its historical and geopolitical back-
ground, which transcends everyday politics.

This report aims to evaluate the period between 2015-2020 in Turkey in the
context of the Kurdish issue and to attempt to answer whether resolving
the Kurdish issue is optional or obligatory for Turkey under current condi-
tions. Any analysis of the Kurdish issue requires a long-term assessment
that goes beyond the current conjuncture. Therefore, the first part of this
study will briefly give a detailed summary of Turkey’s resolution attemptsin
the context of the Kurdish issue, and in the second part, the current con-
ditions and dynamics will be discussed in light of this retrospective evalu-
ation. In the third and last part, the question of how realistic or feasible the
search for a resolution in the Kurdish issue is will be discussed in terms of
social, political and economic needs, requirements and expectations.

kesimlerinin itibarini kazanmis yazar, sanatci, akademisyen ve STK temsil-
cilerinden olusan Akil insanlar Heyeti olusturuldu.

Ote yandan Tiirkiye'de ¢éziim giindemine her daim eslik eden bir baska di-
namik ise secimler oldu. 2002'den ¢6zim sirecinin buzdolabina kaldirildi-
g1 2015 yihna kadar, Turkiye'de 4 genel ve 3 yerel segim, 3 referandum ve
bir Cumhurbaskanhgi secgimi yapildi. Cozim slreci de hem bu siyasi geri-
limlerden hem de sec¢im gindeminden ¢okga etkilendi. Kirt agilimi olarak
baslayan slreg, “¢cozim sureci, demokratiklesme sureci, baris streci, milli
birlik ve kardeslik projesi” seklinde degisen isimler aldi. Erdogan ve Ocalan
liderliginde ve esasen AK Parti ve BDP- HDP siyasi aktorligunde ilerleyen
slreg bircok kez kesintiye ugradi. 2015'den bu yana ve 6zellikle 2016 yilinda
yasanan darbe tesebbUsunun ardindan ise ¢ozum sureci Turkiye siyasetinin
gundemindeki oncelikli yerini yitirmeye basladi. 2015den 2020'ye kadar ge-
cen slrede ise hem uluslararasi alanda hem de i¢ siyasette ¢cok sey degisti.
Fakat Kirt meselesi siyasi retorikteki oncelikli yeriniyitirse de, mevcut kon-
jukturd asan tarihselligi ve jeopolitik arka plani nedeniyle 6neminden higbir
sey kaybetmedi.

Bu arastirma, Turkiye'de 2015-2020 yillari arasinda yasanan donemi, Kirt
meselesi baglaminda ele alma ve Kirt meselesi konusunda bir ¢ozimun
mevcut sartlarda Tuarkiye icin bir gondltlik mu yoksa zorunluluk mu ol-
dugu sorusuna cevap arama amacini tasimaktadir. Kirt meselesine dair
herhangi bir analiz ise mevcut konjokturin dtesine gegen uzun hafizall bir
degerlendirmeyi zorunlu kilar. Bu nedenle bu ¢alismanin ilk bélimu kisaca
Kurt meselesibaglaminda tlkede ¢cozime yonelik atilan adimlarin detayli bir
hatirlatmasini yaparak ikinci bolimde, ginimuz sartlarini ve dinamiklerini
bu uzun hafizanin yardimiyla ele alacaktir. Uglincii ve son bdlimde ise Kiirt
meselesi6zelinde bir ¢ozim arayisinin ne kadar gercekgiyahut gerceklesti-
rilebilir oldugu sorusu toplumsal, siyasi ve ekonomik ihtiyaclar, gereklilikler
ve beklentiler ekseninde tartisilacaktir.

L L/
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A Short History of the Kurdish Issue

Before discussing the attempts at resolving the Kurdish issue in Turkey's
recent history, it is useful to examine the formation of the issue through its
extensive historical as well as a political background. The modernization
efforts of the multi-cultural and multi-religious Ottoman Empire, in which
each community traditionally had a certain degree of autonomy within the
structure called the millet system, radically altered the administrative and
political structure of the empire, as well as the relations of the communi-
ties living in the empire with both the state and each other.””? The new Ot-
toman policy, which was shaped by the idea that modernization depended
on a centralized power and which became prevalent during the Tanzimat
era, meant the loss of their semi-autonomous status for the Kurds. During
this period, the first Kurdish rebellions against the Ottoman centralization
policy began to arise. In the following period, the relationship between the
Ottoman state and the Kurds was shaped around the common denomina-
tor of Islam. From the perspective of the Ottoman Empire, the Kurds were
seen as buffers and border guards against the Russian threat and the Ar-
menian nationalism at its borders, and were integrated into the system as
such. The nationalist currents that prevailed in the West and helped es-
tablish the nation-states there started to affect the communities living
under the Ottoman Empire from the 19t century onwards, and the alliance
between the state and the Kurds, which was based on the common denom-
inator of Islam, continued until the establishment of the Turkish Republic.
For instance, Mustafa Kemal, the leader of the Kuva-yi Milliye movement
that started in 1918 after the First World War, received the support of the
Kurds as a "Muslim hero"® on the way to the War of Independence. As a re-
sult, in the transition from empire to nation-state, the Kurds and Turks co-

Esra Elmas, Sacralization of Politics in Turkey: Ocalan Perception of Turkey’s Kurds, PhD Thesis
Submitted to University of Ghent, Department of Political Science and Ecole des Hautes
Etudes en Sciences Sociales, Department of Sociology, p.

M. Siikri Hanioglu (9 May 2011) Ataturk: An Intellectual Biography, Princeton University Press, p. 130
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(3)

Kiirt Meselesinin Kisa Tarihi

Tdrkiye'nin yakin tarihinde Kirt meselesinin ¢ézimune iliskin adimlari ele
almadan 6nce, Kirt meselesini ortaya ¢ikaran nedenlerin uzun bir tarihi ve
siyasi gecmisi oldugunu hatirlamakta fayda var. Millet sistemi adi verilen
yap! iginde her toplulugun belirli derecede bir 6zerklige sahip oldugu ¢ok
Kiltlrli ve gok dinli Osmanli imparatorlugunun 19. yiizyildan itibaren giris-
tigi modernlesme c¢abalari, imparatorlugun idari ve siyasi yapisini ve impa-
ratorlukta yasayan topluluklarin/cemaatlerin hem devletle hem de birbirle-
riyle olaniliskilerini radikal bir bicimde degistirdi.’?’ Modernlesmenin yolunun
merkezilesen bir iktidardan gectigi fikriyle sekillenen ve Tanzimat'la birlikte
belirginlesen yeni Osmanli politikasi Klrtlerin yari 6zerk statisunin kaybi
anlamina geliyordu ve bu dénemde ilk Klrt isyanlari Osmanli'nin merkeziles-
me politikasina karsi ortaya ¢ikti. Sonraki donemde Osmanli devleti ve Kart-
ler arasindaki iliski MUslimanlik ortak paydasi etrafinda sekillendi. Kurtler
Osmanliigin devletin sinirlarindaki Rus tehdidi ve Ermeni milliyetciligine kar-
sI glvenlik sibobu/ sinir muhafizlari olarak gordldiler ve sisteme entegre
edildiler. Bati’da egemen hale gelen ve ulus devletleri kuran milliyetgilik riz-
garinin 19. ylzyildan itibaren imparatorluk gatisi altinda yasayan topluluklari
etkilemeye baslamasi ve buna bagl olarak ortaya cikan bagimsizlik hare-
ketleri karsisinda devlet ve Kdrtler arasinda Mislimanlik ortak paydasinda
olusan ittifak Cumhuriyet’in kurulmasina kadar devam etti. Ornegin, Birinci
Dlnya Savasi sonrasi 1918'de baslayan Kuva-i Milliye hareketinin lideri Mus-
tafa Kemal, Istiklal Savasina giden yolda Kiirtlerin destegini “Miisliman bir
kahraman® olarak aldi. Sonug olarak imparatorluktan ulus devlete gegiste,
Kurtler ve Turkler yine Muslimanlik temelinde is birligi yaptilar ve Musta-
fa Kemal milli mtcadelenin hedefinin “Turk ve Kirt milli hudutlariyla tahdid
edilen Turkiye'yi taksim olmaktan kurtarmak ve Osmanli devlet ve milletleri-

Esra Elmas, Sacralization of Politics in Turkey: Ocalan Perception of Turkey’s Kurds, PhD Thesis
Submitted to University of Ghent, Department of Political Science and Ecole des Hautes
Etudes en Sciences Sociales, Department of Sociology, p.

M. Stikri Hanioglu (9 May 2011) Ataturk: An Intellectual Biography, Princeton University Press, p. 130
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operated on the basis of Islam, and Mustafa Kemal defined the goal of the
national struggle as "saving Turkey, which is delimited by the Turkish and
Kurdish borders, from being partitioned and ensuring the independence
of the Ottoman state and its nations".“) Following the establishment of the
Republic, the Kurds were excluded from the sphere of power and the prom-
ise of autonomy expressed by Mustafa Kemal was not brought up again.
The young Republic, which saw itself as shifting away from the Ottoman
Empire, was established as a secular and modern nation-state. The new
political reforms implemented in the Republic were influenced by Turkish
nationalism, which had come to gradually dominate the state bureaucracy
and institutions since the period of the Committee of Union and Progress.
During the founding years of the Republic, many steps were taken within
the framework of this ideal of creating a homogeneous and modern unity.

The republic's radical and authoritarian understanding of modernization
meant the implementation of a policy of suppressing the non-Turkish el-
ements in society through denial. As a result of these policies, the Repub-
lican regime denied the existence of many ethnic groups in Turkey. This
included the Kurds, with measures such as banning their mother tongue
and various other methods used to try and assimilate them. For the Re-
publican regime, the Kurds began to be regarded as a threat to the ideal of
both a homogeneous society and modern unity which it wished to achieve.
This was due to both the Kurds'language and their being Islamic. The Trea-
ty of Lausanne, signed just before the establishment of the Republic, led
to the establishment of three separate nation-states, namely Turkey, Iraq
and Syria, in the geography that was formerly Ottoman territory, and thus
the Kurds were divided among the borders of four different nation-states,
including Iran. The sensitivity of the nation-state regarding border secu-
rity and its perception of any violation as a national threat meant that the
Kurds, once the "Muslim border guards" of the Ottoman Empire, were now a
"border threat" in the eyes of the young Republic.

https://www.indyturk.com/node/130166/t % C3 %BCrkiyeden-sesler/t % C3%BCrkiye-
kurulurken-k%C3%BCrtler-2-t%C3%BCrk-ve-k % C3 % BCrt-milli-s % C4 %B1n%C4 %BTrlar % C4 %Blyla

nin bagimsizligini temin etmek gayesi"® olarak tanimliyordu. Cumhuriyet'in
kurulmasini takiben ise Kurtler iktidar sahasindan dislandi ve biizat Musta-
fa Kemal tarafindan ifade edilen 6zerlik vaadi bir daha gindeme gelmedi.
Kendini Osmanli imparatorlugu'ndan bir kopus olarak géren geng Cumhu-
riyet, laik ve modern bir ulus devlet olarak kuruldu ve uygulanan yeni siyasi
reformlara rengini, ittihat ve Terakki ddneminden beri devlet kademesine
giderek hakim olan Turk milliyetgiligi verdi. Cumhuriyetin kurulus yillarinda
homojen ve modern bir birlik yaratma ideali gercevesinde ¢cok sayida adim
atild.

Cumhuriyetin radikal ve otoriter modernlesme anlayisi esasen toplum-
daki Turk olmayan unsurlari inkar yoluyla bastirma politikasini uyguladi.
Cumhuriyet rejimi, bu politikalar sonucunda Kirtler de dahil olmak tzere
Ulkedeki pek cok etnik grubun varligini inkar etti, ana dillerini yasakladi ve
onlari gesitli kanallar araciligiyla asimile etmeye ¢alisti. Cumhuriyet rejimi
icin Kurtler, hem dilleri hem de Muslimanliklari nedeniyle yaratiimak is-
tenen homojen toplum ve modern birlik ideali karsisinda bir tehdid olara
gorilmeye baslandilar. Cumhuriyet kurulmadan hemen 6nce imzalanan
Lozan Anlasmasi, eskiden Osmanli topragi olan cografyada Turkiye, Irak
ve Suriye olmak Uzere Uc¢ ayri ulus devletin kurulmasina sebep oldu ve
béylece Kiirtler niifus olarak iran dahil olmak Gzere dért farkl ulus dev-
letin sinirlari arasinda bélinduler. Ulus devletin sinir givenligi konusunda
gosterdigi hassasiyet ve bu konudaki herhangi bir ihlali ulusal tehdit olarak
algilayan bakisl, imparatorluktan ulus devlete geciste Osmanlida "Miislii-
man sinir muhafizi” olarak algilanan Kurtleri, geng Cumhuriyet icgin bir “sinir
tehdidi"ne de donlstdrdd.

Hem dort farkli ulus devlet arasinda bolinen hem de tim bu Ulkelerde ikti-
dar denkleminden dislanan Kurtler Cumhuriyetin ilk yillarinda birden fazla
isyanla uygulanan politikalara tepki verdiler. Buisyanlarin her birison derece
sert yontemlerle bastirildi ve aslinda “Kirt meselesi” siyasi bir sorun olarak
tektiplestirici asimilasyon politikalari neticesinde Cumhuriyet déneminde

https://www.indyturk.com/node/130166/t % C3 %BCrkiyeden-sesler/t % C3%BCrkiye-
kurulurken-k%C3%BCrtler-2-t%C3 %BCrk-ve-k %C3 %BCrt-milli-s %C4%B1n % C4 %BIrlar % C4 %Blyla
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1.1

The Kurds, who were both divided between four different nation-states and
excluded from positions of power in all of these countries, reacted to the
policies implemented in the first years of the Republic with numerous re-
bellions. Each of these rebellions was suppressed by means of extremely
harsh methods and in fact, the "Kurdish issue"as a political problem was in-
vented as a result of the standardizing assimilation policies employed dur-
ing the early years of the Republic. After these rebellions that took place
during the first years of the Republic, some prominent Kurds emigrated to
what is today Northern Syria. As such, compared to the Kurds in Iraq and
Iran, even today the relationship between the Kurds of Turkey and Syria
is based on feelings of closeness and kinship that go beyond merely hav-
ing the same ethnic identity. Meanwhile, after the brutal military action in
Dersim in 1938, the Kurds in Turkey entered a period of silence that lasted
for nearly twenty years. This period of silence was broken in the 1960s. In
the 1970s and 1980s, there was radicalization. The Kurdistan Workers' Party
(PKK), led by Ocalan, was founded in 1978 with the goal of an "Independ-
ent Kurdistan", but carried out its first action against the Turkish state in
1985. This delay between formation and action was due to the majority of
the PKK's actions between 1978 and 1984 against other powerful Kurdish
organizations of the period in regions inhabited predominantly by Kurds.
While Ocalan’s passage to Syria before the 1980 coup led to the destruction
of many organizations that were badly hurt and which lost their leaders as
well as their members, the PKK survived and over time it became repre-
sentative of the Kurdish Cause.

Attempts at Resolving the Problem in the Recent Past in Turkey

In Turkey’s modern history, there are no attempts to resolve the Kurdish
problem until the 1990s. From the founding period of the Republic to the
1990s, the approaches of the ruling powers to the Kurdish problem pres-
ent themselves as various aspects of assimilation policies rather than at-
tempts to resolve the problem peacefully. As seen in the Sheikh Said Re-
bellion in 1925 and the Dersim massacres in 1938-39, during the founding
period of the Republic, the ruling power preferred to resolve the Kurdish
problem with securitarian policies based on violence and oppression.

1.1

icat edilmis oldu. Cumhuriyetin ilk yillarinda meydana gelen bu isyanlardan
sonra Kirt ileri gelenlerinin bir kismi buglnku Suriye'nin Kuzeyine gdctuler.
Bu yiizden Irak ve iran'daki Kiirtlerle kiyaslandiginda bugiin dahi Tirkiye ve
Suriye Kurtleri arasindaki iliski ayni etnik kimlige sahip olmanin 6tesinde
bir yakinliga ve akrabalik iliskisine dayanir. Ote yandan 1938'de Dersimde
uygulanan acimasiz askeri hareketten sonra Turkiye'de Kdurtler yirmi yila
yakin suren bir sessizlik donemine girdiler. Bu sessizlik donemi 1960'larda
delindi. 1970'ler ve 80'lerde ise radikallesti. Ocalan liderligindeki Kiirdistan
ici Partisi (PKK), “Bagimsiz Kiirdistan” hedefiyle 1978'de kuruldu ama Tiirkiye
devletine karstilk eylemini 1985'de gercgeklestirdi. Zira PKK 1978-84 arasi asll
eylemlerini Kdrtlerin yogun olarak yasidigi bolgelerde dénemin gugclu diger
Kiirt érgiitlerine karsi yiritti. 1980 darbesi dncesi Ocalan’in Suriye'ye gegisi
darbeden blylk yara alan ve Gyeleri gibi liderlerini de yitiren birgok drguttin
yok olmasina neden olurken PKK ayakta kaldi ve zamanla Kurt Dava'sinin

temsiliyetini eline gegcirdi.

Tirkiye Yakin Tarihinde Sorunun Géziimiine Dair Atilan Adimlar

Turkiye'nin yakin tarihinde Kirt sorununun ¢6zimdine dair girisim niteligi
tasiyan adimlara 1990l yillara kadar rastlamiyoruz. Cumhuriyet'in kurulus
déneminden 1990'1ara kadar siyasi iktidarlarin Kirt sorununa dair yaklasim-
larini, sorunu gézmeye yonelik adimlardan ziyade, asimilasyon politikalarinin
farkli boyutlari olarak degerlendirebiliriz. Cumhuriyet’in kurulus déneminde,
1925'te yasanan ‘Seyh Sait isyan!’ ve 1938-39'da yasanan Dersim katliamla-
rinda goruldigu gibi siyasi iktidar Kirt sorununu siddete dayali gtvenlikgi
politikalarla cozmeyi tercih etti.

Tirkiye'nin ¢ok partili doneme gectigi 1950'ye kadar ‘Dogu Raporu’ basligiyla
resmi kisiler ve kurumlar tarafindan kaleme alinan ve Kurtlere dair sapta-
malarin ve dngarulerin yer aldigi metinlerde ise ‘cozim'den ziyade Kirtlerin
nasil Turklestirilecegi Uzerine ifadeler yer almistir. Siyasi iktidarlarin Kirt
sorunu konusundaki guvenlikci ve yasakgi siyaseti Tarkiye'nin ¢ok partili de-
mokrasi tecriibesi yasadigi yillarda da hi¢bir degisiklik olmadan strdu. Bu-
nun temel nedeni Kirt sorununun askeri vesayet ¢ergevesinde bir givenlik

sorunu olarak degerlendirilmesi ve hangi siyasi parti ya da partiler iktidarda
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In those texts written by official persons and institutions with the title of
"Eastern Report" until 1950, when Turkey entered the multi-party era, texts
which contain determinations and predictions about the Kurds, we see ef-
forts to "Turkify” the Kurds rather than finding a resolution to the problem.
The sectarian and prohibitionist assimilation policies of the various ruling
powers regarding the Kurdish issue continued without any change during
Turkey’s multi-party democracy period, as well. The main reason for this
was that the Kurdish question was perceived as a security issue within
the framework of military tutelage and no matter which political party or
parties were in power, the Kurdish question was not evaluated outside the
framework established by military tutelage. After the military coups on May
27,1960, March 12,1971 and finally September 12, 1980, there was no change
in the securitarian and assimilationist policies towards the Kurdish prob-
lem. This approach began to change for the first time in the 1990s during
Turgut Ozal's presidency.

PKK Leader Abdullah Ocalan declared for the first time that they were
ready for a political solution in an interview he gave to Mehmet Ali Birand
in the daily Milliyet on 16 June 1988.%) After Turgut Ozal, who was the prime
minister at the time, became president on October 31, 1989, the PKK de-
clared a unilateral ceasefire for the first time on March 17, 1993, as a result
of indirect talks between the PKK and Ankara. This ceasefire was realized
through the mediation of the PUK Leader Celal Talabani at the request of
the then President Turgut Ozal. At a press conference held in the town of
Bar Elias in Lebanon's Beka Valley, Ocalan announced that they had de-
clared a ceasefire between March 20 and April 15, 1993 and that they were
ready for a political solution. Despite Ozal's behind-the-scenes efforts in
the following month, Ankara did not take any steps. The prime minister of
the time, Sileyman Demirel, and senior military officials adopted an at-
titude of "the state does not negotiate with terrorists". Despite this, as a
result of President Ozal's initiatives and PUK Leader Talabani's mediation
activity, PKK Leader Ocalan announced on 17 April 1993 that they had ex-
tended the ceasefire indefinitely and unconditionally. One day after this

https://gunaycagrici.wordpress.com/2013/05/08/mehmet-ali-birand-iste-apo-iste-ocalan-roportaji/

olursa olsun Kurt sorununun askeri vesayetin ¢izdigi gercevenin disinda de-
gerlendiriimemesi oldu. 27 Mayis 1960'da, 12 Mart 1971de ve son olarak 12
Eylul 1980'de yasanan askeri darbeler sonrasinda da Kirt sorununa yonelik
guvenlikci ve asimilasyoncu politikalarda herhangi bir degisiklik olmadi. Bu
yaklasim, ilk kez 1990'larda Turgut Ozalin cumhurbaskanligi ddneminde de-
gismeye basladi.

PKK Lideri Abdullah Ocalan, ilk kez 16 Haziran 1988'de Milliyet gazete-
sinde Mehmet Ali Birand'a verdigi roportajda siyasi ¢cozime hazir olduk-
larini acikladi.®® O tarihte basbakan olan Turgut Ozal'n 31 Ekim 1989'da
cumhurbaskani olmasinin ardindan PKK ile Ankara arasinda yapilan
dolayl gérismeler sonucunda 17 Mart 1993'te PKK ilk kez tek taraf-
I ateskes ilan etti. Bu ateskes donemin cumhurbaskani Turgut Ozal'in
talebiyle dénemin KYB Lideri Celal Talabani'nin araciligiyla gerceklesti.
Libnan Beka Vadisi'ndeki Bar Elias kasabasinda dizenledigi basin top-
lantisinda Ocalan, 20 Mart - 15 Nisan 1993 tarihleri arasinda ateskes ilan
ettiklerini ve siyasi ¢cozime hazir olduklarini agikladi. Aradan gegen bir
ay icinde Ozalin perde arkasindaki cabalarina ragmen Ankara herhangi
bir adim atmadi. Basta donemin basbakani Stileyman Demirel ve askeri
Ust duzey yetkililer “devlet terdristle pazarliga oturmaz” tavrini benim-
sediler. Buna ragmen Cumhurbaskani Ozalin girisimleri ve KYB Lideri
Talabani'nin arabuluculuk faaliyeti sonucunda PKK Lideri Ocalan, 17 Ni-
san 1993'te ateskesi slresiz ve sartsiz uzattiklarini acgikladi. Bu agikla-
madan bir giin sonra Cumhurbaskani Turgut Ozal'in kalp krizinden ani
6lumua ginimuze kadar varligini koruyan soru isaretlerinin olusmasina
neden oldu. Basta Ocalan olmak lizere Kiirt sorununda yer alan pek ¢ok
aktér Ozal'in Kiirt sorununu ¢cézmeye yénelik girisimlerinden étiri 61-
dardldigini dile getirdi. Ozalin 8limiinden 40 giin sonra PKK ateskesi
sonlandirdi ve ¢ozim arayislari yerini siddet sarmalina birakti. Yaklasik
bir ay kadar kisa bir stire devam etmis olsa bu ilk ateskes ve Talabani'nin
arabuluculuguyla yapilan dolayl gorismeler, TUrkiye'nin yakin tarihinde
Kirt sorununun ¢ézimine yonelik atilan ilk ciddi adim olarak tarihteki
yerini almis oldu.

https://gunaycagrici.wordpress.com/2013/05/08/mehmet-ali-birand-iste-apo-iste-ocalan-roportaji/
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statement, the sudden death of President Turgut Ozal from a heart attack
occasioned the atmosphere of uncertainty that has prevailed since then.
Many actors involved in the Kurdish issue, especially Ocalan, said that Ozal
was killed because of his attempts to resolve the Kurdish issue. 40 days af-
ter Ozal's death, the PKK ended the ceasefire and the search for a solution
was replaced by a downward spiral of violence. Even though it lasted for
a short period of about a month, this first ceasefire and the indirect talks
through Talabani's mediation take their place in history as the first serious
step towards the solution of the Kurdish problem in Turkey's recent history.

Although the PKK declared two more ceasefires, one in 1995 and the other
in 1998, these ceasefires were also short-lived. Unlike the 1993 ceasefire,
which took place with Ozal's initiative, in the 1995 and 1998 ceasefires, there
was no interlocutor sitting across the PKK, publicly expressing that he
wanted this ceasefire. Although PKK officials claimed that the then prime
minister and DYP leader Tansu Ciller wanted the ceasefire in 1995, Ciller
never acknowledged it. Even though it is claimed that the 1998 ceasefire
was desired by the generals of the 28 February process - which forced the
REFAHYOL coalition of the period to resign and resulted in the dissolution
of the Welfare Party - still, as with 1995, there was no publicly recognized or
acknowledged interlocutor in this instance, either.

The turning point when the resolution process regarding the Kurdish issue
became prominent once again was the arrival of Abdullah Ocalan in Turkey
on February 15,1999 and his imprisonment on the Imrali Island. In the period
between 1999 and 2004, known as the "Imrali process" by the public, the
search for a resolution to the Kurdish question came to the fore again. In
a letter released to the public on March 18, 1999, shortly after his capture,
Ocalan stated that he took a stance towards peace and dialogue and had
contacted the PKK with the knowledge of the state, and stated that the
PKK forces would remain in a ceasefire based on active defence until the
state clarified its stance. This letter marked the beginning of the "Imrali
process”. On August 2, 1999, Ocalan took one of the most crucial steps of
the "Imrali process," calling on the PKK to end the armed struggle and take
its armed forces out of Turkey’s borders. The PKK announced three days
later that it would comply with Ocalan's call, and from August 25 on, it start-

PKK, biri 1995te digeriise 1998'de olmak Uzere iki kere daha ateskes ilan et-
mesine ragmen bu ateskesler de kisa siirdi. Ozalin girisimleriyle gercek-
lesen 1993 ateskesinden farkli olarak, 1995 ve 1998 ateskeslerinde PKK'nin
karsisinda, kamuoyunda acikca bu ateskesi istedigini ifade eden bir muha-
tap olmamasiydi. PKK yetkilileri 1995teki ateskesi, donemin basbakani ve
DYP Lideri Tansu Ciller'in istedigini iddia etseler de Ciller bunu higbir zaman
kabul etmedi. 1998'deki ateskesiise donemin REFAHYOL koalisyon hikime-
tiniistifaya zorlayan ve RP'nin kapatilmasiyla sonuglanan 28 Subat siirecinin
generallerinin istedigiiddia edilse de 1995te oldugu gibi kamuoyunda kimligi
acikca bilinen bir muhatap yoktu.

Kirt sorununda ¢ozidm surecinin ciddi olarak yeniden giindeme gelmesinin
miladi Abdullah Ocalan’in 15 Subat 1999'da Tiirkiye'ye getirilmesi ve imrali
Adasi'ndaki askeri cezaevine konulmasi oldu. Kamuoyunda ‘imrali siireci’
olarak bilinen 1999 - 2004 donemini kapsayan surecte, Kurt sorununda ¢o-
zim arayislari yeniden giindeme geldi. Ocalan, yakalanmasindan kisa siire
sonra 18 Mart 1999'da kamuoyuna aciklanan mektubunda, devletin bilgisi da-
hilinde PKK ile temasa gecerek baris ve diyalog yoninde tavir aldigini belirt-
ti ve devlet tutumunu netlestirene kadar PKK guclerinden aktif savunma-
ya dayall ateskes halinde kalmalarini belirtti. Bu mektup, ‘imrali siireci’nin
basladigi tarih oldu. 2 Agustos 1999 tarihinde ise Ocalan ‘imrali siirecinin en
kritik adimlarindan birini atarak, PKK'yi silahli micadeleyi sonlandirmaya ve
silahli giiclerini sinir disina cikarmaya cagirdi. PKK, iic giin sonra Ocalan’in
cagrisina uyacagini acikladi ve 25 Agustos'tan itibaren de silahli gtglerini si-
nir disina ¢cikarmaya basladi. Ancak devletin beklentisi ateskes ve sinir disi-
na cekilmenin étesinde "dagdan inme” ve “silahsizlanma”idi. Ocalan, “dagdan
inme” igin 12 Agustos'ta iki sart ne slrdi: Genel af ve demokratik icerikli
bir hukuk reformu. Ocalan'in cagri ve taleplerine karsi devletin cevabi 4450
Sayili Etkin Pismanlik Yasasi oldu. 26 Agustos'ta cikartilan yasaya gore, 6r-
gut Gyelerinden hi¢ eyleme katilmayanlar, silahini birakip teslim olmalari ve
itiraflariyla suc islenmesine engel olmalari kosuluyla ceza almayacakti. Or-
gutdn kuruculari, eylemlere katilan militanlari ve Ust dizey yoneticileri ise
bu yasadan yararlanamayacakti. Yasa kapsam ve icerik itibariyle Ocalan’n
ve PKK'nin taleplerini karsilamaktan uzakti. Sonucta dagdan nihai inis sag-
lanamamis olsa da Ocalan’in sinir disina cekilme cagrisi biiyiik oranda ger-
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ed to move its armed forces out of the border. However, the expectation of
the state was "coming down the mountain (of Qandil)' and "disarmament"
as well as a ceasefire and withdrawal. Ocalan put forward two conditions
on 12 August for "coming down the mountain": a general amnesty and a
democratic law reform. The state's response to Ocalan's calls and demands
was the Active Repentance Law No. 4450. According to the law enacted on
August 26, those members of the organization who did not take part in any
action would not be punished provided that they lay down their weapons
and surrender, as well as prevent a crime from being committed with their
confession. The founders of the organization, the militants who participat-
ed inthe demonstrations and their senior leaders would not be able to ben-
efit from this law. The law was far from meeting the demands of Ocalan and
the PKK in terms of scope and content. As a result, although the ultimate
descent from the mountain could not be achieved, Ocalan's call to withdraw
across the border was largely realized. In this process, approximately 85-
90% of the PKK militants were withdrawn to the borders of the Iraqi Kurd-
ish Regional Government (IKRG), in other words, to Qandil and its surround-
ings. Despite all its shortcomings, this process took its place in history as
a first step towards a solution. Right after this process, on November 25,
1999, the Supreme Court upheld the death sentence for Ocalan. Five days
after this decision, the ECHR requested that the decision regarding Ocalan
not be executed until the case at the ECHR is concluded. The coalition gov-
ernment of the period also decided to abide by the decision of the ECHR.

The search for a solution process became prominent once again in 2005,
with the then-Prime Minister and AK Party leader Recep Tayyip Erdodan's
famous Diyarbakir speech on 12 August 2005. Erdogan used the following
expressions in his speech: “If you want to name the problem, the Kurd-
ish problem is not the problem of a part of this nation, but of all of it. It's
my problem too. As the prime minister of this country, this problem is my
problem before anyone else."® A week after Erdogan's statement, the PKK
decided to stand down on 19 August. A month later, the organization ex-
tended this decision to stand down with a new decision. However, when

http://www.bbc.co.uk/turkish/news/story/2005/08/050812_turkey_kurds.shtml

(6)

ceklesti. PKK militanlarinin yaklasik yizde 85 - 90'ini bu strecte Irak Kirt
Bolgesel Yonetimi (IKBY) sinirlarina bir baska deyisle Kandil ve gevresine
cekmis oldu. Bu surec¢ aslinda tim eksikliklerine ragmen ¢dzime dogru
atilmis bir ilk adim denemesi olarak tarihteki yerini almis oldu. Bu surecin
hemen ardindan 25 Kasim 1999da Yargitay, Ocalan hakkinda verilen idam
kararini onayladi. Bu karardan bes giin sonra AiHM Ocalan’la ilgili kararin
AiHMdeki dava sonuclanana kadar infaz edilmemesini istedi. Dénemin ko-
alisyon hiikiimeti de AIHM'in kararina uyma karari verdi.

CozUum sureci arayisinin yeniden gundeme gelmesi 2005'te donemin bas-
bakani AK Parti lideri Recep Tayyip Erdogan’in 12 Agustos 2005'te yaptigi
anlt Diyarbakir konusmasiyla oldu. Erdogan konusmasinda su ifadeleri
kullandi: “Soruna ille de ad koyalim diyorsaniz Kirt sorunu da bu milletin
bir parcasinin degil, hepsinin sorunudur. Benim de sorunumdur. Bu tlke-
nin basbakani olarak bu sorun herkesten énce benim sorunumdur.”® Er-
dogan’in bu aciklamasindan bir hafta sonra PKK 19 Agustos'ta eylemsizlik
karari aldi. Bir ay sonra orgut yeni bir kararla eylemsizlik kararini uzatti.
Ancak Erdogan ve AK Parti hikimetinden herhangi bir somut adim gel-
meyince ¢atismalar yeniden basladi. Bir yillik catisma déneminin ardindan
Ocalan érgiite yeniden ateskes cadrisi yaptl. Bu kez ateskes gadirisina
olumlu yanit veren KCK oldu. PKK'nin Ocalan’in tutuklandigi imrali siire-
cinde kendisini yeniden yapilandirdigi strecin sonucunda ortaya c¢ikan
KCK'nin 1 Ekim 2006'da aldigi eylemsizlik karari 17 Ekim 2007 tarihine ka-
dar strdi. Ancak 17 Ekim 2007'de TSK'ya sinir disi operasyon yetkisi veren
Basbakanlik tezkeresi TBMM'de CHP ve MHP'nin destegiyle kabul edilince
KCK'nin eylemsizlik karari da fiilen sona ermis oldu. Béylece asagida ince-
leyeceg@imiz ¢ozim slrecinin ilk asamasi olan Eylil 2008'de baslayan Oslo
surecine kadar catisma sureci devam etti.

http://www.bbc.co.uk/turkish/news/story/2005/08/050812_turkey_kurds.shtml
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no concrete steps were taken by Erdogan and the AK Party government,
the clashes started again. After a year of conflict, Ocalan again called for
a ceasefire from the PKK. This time, it was the KCK that responded to the
ceasefire call. The KCK's(which emerged as aresult of the process in which
the PKK restructured itself during the imrali process in which Ocalan was
arrested) decision to stand down on October 1, 2006 lasted until October
17, 2007. However, on October 17, 2007, the decision of the KCK to stand
down came to an end when the Prime Ministry's bill, which gave the Turk-
ish Armed Forces the authority to engage in cross-border operations, was
accepted in the Grand National Assembly with the support of the CHP and
MHP. The conflict then continued until the Oslo process, which started in
September 2008. This is the first stage of the resolution process, which we

will examine below.

The Uniqueness of the Kurdish Issue

Three main factors that determine the uniqueness of the Kurdish issue can
be defined as follows: First, the region where Kurds live predominantly, and
which is historically called Kurdistan is now divided into four parts among
Turkey, Iraqg, Iran and Syria. Accordingly, the second factor is that every
step to be taken regarding the Kurdish issue in these countries affects and
will continue to affect the other countries in one way or another. The third
factor is that the borders of the Kurdish region are not delimited by bod-
ies of water. In other words, there is an absence of defined borders in the
Kurdish region that are accepted by everyone. For example, when talking
about the Irish or Corsican conflicts, there is no debate about where the
borders begin and end, while there is no certainty about where the borders

of Kurdistan or the Kurdish region begin and end.

At this point, it is useful to examine these factors which constitute the
uniqueness of the Kurdish issue. First of all, when we talk about the
Kurdish region, we must keep in mind that this region was divided among
the four nation-states in the Middle East in the first quarter of the 20th
century. Different terms have been used to identify the Kurdish region
within the respective states. A significant part of the Kurdish region re-

1.2

Kiirt Meselesinin 0zgiinliigi

Kart meselesinin 6zgunlugund belirleyen tc ana faktor sdyle tanimlanabilir: Bi-
rincisi Krtlerin yogun olarak yasadigi ve tarihsel olarak Kurdistan olarak adlan-
dirdiklari cografyanin giiniimiizde Tiirkiye, Irak, iran ve Suriye tarafindan dort
parcgaya bollinmus olmasi. Buna bagli olarak ikinci faktor, bu Ulkelerde Kirt me-
selesiyle ilgili atilacak her adimin diger Ulkeleri de su ya da bu sekilde etkiliyor ve
etkileyecek olmasi. Ugiincii faktor ise, Kiirt cografyasinin sinirlarinin deniz asiri
bir nitelik tasimiyor olmasidir. Bir baska deyisle bu, Kurt cografyasinin herkes
tarafindan kabul edilen, belirlenmis sinirlarinin olmamasidir. Ornegin irlanda ya
da Korsika sorunundan sz ederken sinirlarin nerede baslayip bittigi Gzerine bir
tartisma s6z konusu degilken, Kirdistan'in ya da Kirt cografyasinin sinirlarinin
nerede baslayip bittigi konusunda bir kesinlik s6z konusu degildir.

Kirt meselesinin 6zglnligini olusturan bu faktdrleri incelemek anlamli
olacaktir. ilk olarak, Kiirt cografyasi deyince, bu cografyanin 20. yiizyilin ilk
ceyreginde Ortadogu'da belirlenmis sinirlar cercevesinde dort ulus devlet
tarafindan paylasiimis oldugu gercegiyle karsilasiyoruz. Kirt cografyasinin
onemli bir kismi Turkiye'nin sinirlari igerisinde kalmistir. Turkiye'de Giney-
dogu Anadolu Bolgesi olarak tanimlanan bdélgenin nifusunun ezici bir kis-
mi Kirt olmakla birlikte, Dogu Anadolu Bélgesi'nde yerlesik Kirt nifus da
Guneydogu Anadolu kadar olmasa da 6nemli bir orana ulasmaktadir. GUnud-
miuzde IKBY sinirlariigerisinde bulunan Irak Kiirdistani olarak da adlandirilan
bdlge ise Tirkiyeden sonra en fazla Kiirt niifusun yasadi§ bélgedir. iranda
ise iran Kirdistani olarak bilinen bdlge, Tiirkiye ve Irak'tan sonra en fazla
Kirt ntfusa sahip olan bdlgedir. Suriye'nin kuzeyinde yer alan Kurtge'de Ro-
java (Bati) olarak adlandirilan bolgede de énemli bir Kirt niifus yasamakta-
dir. Kuzey Suriye'deki Kirt ndfusun 6nemli bir kismi Turkiye Cumhuriyeti'nin
kurulus déneminde 1925 - 39 arasinda Turkiye'den bu bdlgeye gegmis olan
Kirtlerden olusmaktadir. Bu parcali yapi, Kirt meselesinin iki tarafl bir mu-
zakere siireciyle ¢oziimiinii neredeyse imkansiz hale getirmektedir. Orne-
gin Tirkiye'nin kendi Kiirt meselesini gdzmek igin atacagi adimlar, Irak, iran
ya da Suriye'yi de etkilemektedir. Dolayisiyla bu lkeler de Tirkiye'nin ata-
cagl adimlara mudahil olmak isteyeceklerdir. Ayni sey diger Ulkeler icin de
gegcerlidir elbette. Yani sira bu durum bu Ulkelerdeki Kirt muhalefetiigin de
gecerlidir. Ornegin IKBY'de iktidarda olan KDP'nin sadece Irak Kiirdistani'n-
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mained within the borders of Turkey. The overwhelming majority of the
population of the region known as the South-eastern Anatolia Region
in Turkey is Kurdish. With that said, there is also a considerable Kurdish
population in the Eastern Anatolia Region even if it is not comparable to
that of Southeast Anatolia. Within Iraqg the region is called Iraqi Kurdis-
tan. This is the region with the highest Kurdish population after Turkey.
InIran, the region is known as Iranian Kurdistan and has the third highest
Kurdish population, after Turkey and Irag. A significant Kurdish popula-
tion livesin the region called Rojava (West)in Kurdish, located in the north
of Syria. A significant portion of the Kurdish population in Northern Syria
consists of Kurds who migrated from Turkey to this region between 1925
and 1939 during the founding period of the Turkish Republic. This frag-
mented structure makes it almostimpossible to resolve the Kurdish issue
through a bilateral negotiation process within a single state. For example,
the steps that Turkey would take to resolve its own Kurdish issue would
also affect Iraq, Iran or Syria. Therefore, these countries will want to be
involved in the steps that Turkey will take. The same is true for the other
countries, of course. This also applies to the Kurdish opposition in these
countries. For example, it is not possible to say that the KDP, which is in
power inthe KRG, isinfluential only in Iragi Kurdistan. The same is true for
the PKK, which is the main body of the Kurdish opposition in Turkey. The
PKK continues to exist as a political and military force not only in Turkey
but also in Northern Syria, Irag and Iran.

In addition to the fact that the Kurdish region is very fragmented, the
boundaries of these parts are historically and currently controversial. For
example, whether Kirkuk in Iraq is a Kurdish city is debatable. Whether
Kirkuk is within the borders of the KRG or not is determined by the course of
political and military competition. Although it is still not at top of the agen-
dain Turkey, the difference between the lands to the east of the Euphrates
and the lands to the west of the Euphrates comes to the fore from time
to time. Similar problems exist in Northern Syria and Iran. On the basis of
these problemsis the fact that the region of Kurdistan is not circumscribed
by the sea. In addition to being landlocked, its geographical elements such
as mountain ranges or rivers do not have a function in determining the bor-

da etkili oldugunu sdylemek mimkun degildir. Ayni sey Turkiye'de Kirt mu-
halefetinin ana gdvdesini olusturan PKK icin de gegerlidir. PKK, giinimuizde
sadece Tirkiye'de degil basta Kuzey Suriye olmak {izere Irak ve iran'da siyasi
ve askeri bir glc olarak varligini sirdirmektedir.

Kirt cografyasinin gok parcal olmasinin yani sira bu pargalarin sinirlari ta-
rihsel olarak da giincel olarak da tartismalidir. Ornegin Irak'ta Kerkiik'iin bir
Kirt sehriolup olmadigi tartismalidir. KerkUk'Gn IKBY sinirlariiginde yer alip
almamasi siyasi ve askeri rekabetin seyrine gore belirlenmektedir. Turki-
ye'de halen glindemde &n siralarda yer almasa da Firat nehrinin dogusunda
yer alan topraklarla batisinda yer alan topraklar arasinda farklilik zaman za-
man giindeme gelmektedir. Benzer sorunlar Kuzey Suriyede ve iran'da da
vardir. Bunlarin temelinde ise Kirdistan cografyasinin “deniz asiri” bir nitelik
tasimamasi yatmaktadir. Deniz asiri olmamanin yani sira siradaglar ya da
nehirler gibi belli cografi unsurlar da Kirt cografyasinin sinirlarini belirle-
mek konusunda islev tasimamaktadir. Bu durum Kurt meselesinin siyasi ve
askeri niteligini daha da keskinlestirmektedir.

Esasen Kirt meselesinin basta Turkiye olmak Uzere yasandigi diger ulke-
lerde de salt bir insan haklari sorunu olarak degil, siyasi bir sorun olarak
var olagelmesi Kirt cografyasinin ve nifus yapisinin bu 6zginliginden
gelmektedir. Dort Glkede de Kirt meselesi bir insan haklari sorunu olma-
nin 6tesinde 6zerklik tartismalari ekseninde bir siyasi sorun olarak kendini
gostermektedir.

Bu karmaslik tabloya 1990’larda Soguk Savas’in sona ermesinin ardindan
Kirt cografyasinin da iginde yer aldigi Ortadogu'da yasanan blyik altist
olusu da eklemek gerekiyor. ABD ve muttefiklerinin 1990'larin basindan bu
yana Ortadogu’ya yaptiklari siyasi ve askeri midahalelerin yani sira 2010da
baslayan Arap Bahar’'ndan en cok etkilenen Ulkelerden biri olan Suriye'de
surecin i¢ savasa donuismesi de Kdrt sorununu daha da karmasik bir hale
getirmistir. Sonug itibariyle giinimiizde Suriye, basta ABD, Rusya ve iran ol-
mak Uzere farkli Glkelerin askeri ve siyasi olarak aktor olduklari bir cografya
haline gelmis durumda. Suriye'ye gére daha istikrarli olsa da Irak’ta da IKBY
ile Bagdat'taki merkezi hikimet arasinda ¢6zim bekleyen ciddi sorunlar
vardir. Bu sartlaricerisinde ginimduzde Kirt sorununun en 6zgin yani tarih-
te belki de hi¢c olmadigi kadar uluslararasi bir sorun haline gelmis olmasidir.
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2.1

ders of the Kurdish region. This situation further exacerbates the political
and military nature of the Kurdish issue.

In fact, the existence of the Kurdish issue not only as a human rights issue
but also as a political issue in these four countries, especially in Turkey,
stems from this uniqueness of the Kurdish region and its population. In all
four countries, the Kurdish issue is not only a humanrightsissue, but also a
political issue in the context of autonomy debates.

Itis necessary to add to this complex picture the great upheaval in the Middle
East, including the Kurdish region, after the end of the Cold War in the 1990s.
In addition to the political and military interventions of the US and its allies
in the Middle East since the beginning of the 1990s, the fact that a civil war
broke out in Syria, one of the countries most affected by the Arab Spring that
started in 2010, has further complicated the Kurdish problem. As a result,
today Syria has become a region where various countries, especially the US,
Russia and Iran, are both military and political actors. Although it is more sta-
ble than Syria, there are serious problems waiting to be resolved between
the KRG and the central government in Baghdad in Irag. Under these circum-
stances, the most unique aspect of the Kurdish problem today is that it has
become an international problem, perhaps more than ever before in history.

The Resolution Process in Turkey
and Social Perceptions

The What and How of the Resolution Process

The Oslo Process, which started in September 2008, can be regarded as
the first official process for a negotiated settlement of the Kurdish ques-
tion. What distinguishes the Oslo Process from all previous dialogue initi-
atives is that it was the first time that official secret meetings were held
between MIT (the National Intelligence Organization) on behalf of the state
and the KCK. The negotiations, which started in Oslo, the capital of Norway,
in September 2008 officially ended with the "declaration of democratic au-
tonomy" of the Democratic Society Congress on 14 July 2011, after having
followed its uneven course.

2.1

(7)

Tirkiye'de Coziim Sireci
ve Toplumsal Algilar

Cozim siireci: Ne oldu? Nasil oldu?

Eylul 2008'de baslayan Oslo Sureci, Kirt sorununun muzakereye dayali ¢o-
zimune yonelik ilk resmi strec olarak kabul edilebilir. Oslo Streci'ni daha
dnceki tiim diyalog girisimlerinden ayiran 6zellik, devlet adina Milli istihbarat
Teskilatiile KCK arasinda ilk kez resmi gizli gorismelerin yapiimis olmasidir.
Eylll 2008de Norveg'in baskenti Osloda baslayan gortsmeler, inisli cikisli
bir cizgi izledikten sonra 14 Temmuz 2017de Demokratik Toplum Kongre-
si'nin demokratik 6zerklik ilani’ile resmen sonlanmis oldu.

Oslo'da yapilan gorismelere devlet adinda dénemin Basbakanlik Mistesar
Yardimcisi olan Hakan Fidan ile birlikte dénemin MiT Miistesar Yardimcisi
Afet Glnes ve ekibiile KCK'nin Ust dizey yoneticilerinden Adem Uzun, Nuri-
ye Kespir, Zlbeyir Aydar, Remzi Kartal, Sabri Ok ve Mustafa Karasu gibiisim-
ler katildi. Oslo'da resmi gériismeler yapilirken, imralida da Ocalan ile devlet
yetkilileri arasinda da gériismeler yapiliyordu. Buna paralel olarak, Ocalan
ile 6rgit yénetimi arasindaki gériismeleri de bizzat devlet sagliyordu. ilk
gorusmeler sonucunda, 29 Mart 2009'da yapilan yerel secimlere kadar ka-
muoyuna agikca ilan edilmemis ateskes saglandi. Yine bu ilk gorismeler
sltrerken 24 saat Kirtce yayin yapan ilk devlet kanali TRT 6 1 Ocak 2009da
yayina gecti. Dénemin Cumhurbaskani Abdullah Giil, 10 Mart 2009'da iran'in
baskenti Tahran'a giderken, ucakta gazetecilere yaptigi aciklamada Kirt
sorununa iliskin olarak, “Oniimizdeki giinlerde iyi seyler olacak”” diyerek
devlet adina Oslo Sireci'ne dair ilk sinyali kamuoyuna verdi.

https://www.yenisafak.com/yazarlar/fehmi-koru/chpnin-yeni-kurt-acilimi-17002
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In the meetings held in Oslo, the representatives of the state were Hakan
Fidan, the Deputy Undersecretary of the Prime Ministry of the time, togeth-
er with the Deputy Undersecretary of the MiT Afet Giines and her team, and
some of the top executives of the KCK such as Adem Uzun, Nuriye Kespir,
ZUbeyir Aydar, Remzi Kartal, Sabri Ok and Mustafa Karasu were also pres-
ent. While official talks were held in Oslo, there were also talks between
Ocalan and state officials in imrali. In addition to this, the negotiations be-
tween Ocalan and the PKK's administration were overseen by the Turkish
state itself. As a result of the first talks, a ceasefire was reached, which
was not publicly announced until the local elections on March 29, 2009.
Again, while these first talks were going on, TRT 6, the first state channel
broadcasting in Kurdish for 24 hours, went on the air on January 1, 2009. On
March 10, 2009, President Abdullah Gil, on his way to Iran's capital Tehran,
publicly hinted at the Oslo Process on behalf of the state for the first time,
saying "good things will happen in the coming days"” regarding the Kurdish
issue, in a speech he made to the journalists on the plane.

After the local elections held on March 29, 2009, the KCK announced its
decision of inaction to the public on April 13. One day after the KCK's an-
nouncement, and while the Oslo negotiations were continuing, investiga-
tions known to the public as "KCK Operations"began. In this context, 52 DTP
(Democratic Society Party) members were arrested in the first stage. With-
in the scope of the "KCK Operations", approximately 8 thousand people, in-
cluding mayors, DTP executives, NGO executives, lawyers and journalists,
were arrested gradually. The continuation of the Oslo Process despite the
"KCK Operations" created a public perception that these operations were
carried out by the Gilen Community organized within the judiciary and the
police force. We will evaluate this in detail in the section “The role of the
government and the opposition in the solution process” below. While the
"KCK Operations" were continuing, on July 29, 2009, the Minister of Internal
Affairs, Besir Atalay, held a press conference and announced to the public
that the government had started the "democratic opening process".

https://www.yenisafak.com/yazarlar/fehmi-koru/chpnin-yeni-kurt-acilimi-17002

29 Mart 2009da yapilan yerel segimlerin ardindan 13 Nisan'da KCK eylemsiz-
lik kararin kamuoyuna acikladi. KCK'nin bu agiklamasindan bir glin sonra ve
Oslo gérusmeleri sturerken kamuoyunda ‘KCK Operasyonlari’ olarak bilinen
sorusturmalar basladi. Bu kapsamda, ilk etpata 52 DTP dyesi tutukland.
‘KCK Operasyonlarl’ kapsaminda icinde belediye baskanlarinin, DTP yéne-
ticilerinin, STK yoneticilerinin, avukatlarin ve gazetecilerin de bulundugu
yaklasik 8 bin kisi peyderpey tutuklandi. ‘’KCK Operasonlarina ragmen Oslo
Sureci'nin strmesi, kamuoyunda bu operasyonlarin yargi ve Emniyet'te
orgltlenen Gilen Cemaati tarafindan yapildigina dair bir kanat olusturdu.
Bunu asagida ‘iktidar ve muhalefetin ¢6zim strecindeki rolld’ boliminde
ayrintili olarak degerlendirecegiz. 'KCK Operasyonlari’ siirerken 29 Temmuz
2009'da dénemin igisleri Bakani Besir Atalay, bir basin toplantisi diizenleye-
rek, hukimetin demokratik aciim sireci'ni baslattigini kamuoyuna duyur-
du.

Oslo Sureci'nin en kritik adimi ve belki de stirecin akamete ugramasinin en
onemli adimlarindan birisi ‘Habur Olayi'idi. 19 Ekim 2009'da Ocalanin cag-
risi Uzerine Kandil ve Mahmur milteci kampindan toplam 34 kisiden olusan
iki grup, Habur sinir kapisindan Turkiye'ye giris yapti. Resmiislemleri sinir
kapisinda yapilan bu gruplar serbest birakildi. Bu gruplar, Habur'dan Diyar-
bakir'a giderken yolda buyUk sevgi gosterileriyle karsilandilar. Gelenlere
yonelik sevgi gosterileri ‘baris kutlamalari’'ndan ¢ikip siyasi miting havasi-
na donustd. Buna bir de gelenlerin 6rgutl temsil eden kiyafetlerle halki
selamlamalari eklenince Turkiye kamuoyunda yasananlara yonelik tepki
olustu. ‘Habur Olayl" boylece blylk bir krize donistid. Donemin Basbakani
Erdogan, yasananlari ‘siyasi sov’ olarak nitelendirdi. Dénemin igisleri Ba-
kani Besir Atalay ise DTPyi sucglayarak, yasananlari ‘sov ve provokasyon’
olarak degerlendirdi.

7 Aralik 2009da ise Tokat'in Resadiye ilgcesinde KCK militanlari bir saldiri
duzenledi. Bu saldirida yedi asker yasamini yitirirken U¢ asker de yaralandi.
Orgiitiin silahli kanadi HPG, bu eylemi Dersimde bulunan bir birimin kendi
inisiyatifiyle yaptigini agikladi. Eyleme gerekge olarak ise 6rgtitiin eylemsiz-
lik kararina ragmen devam eden askeri operasyonlar ve Ocalan’in cezaevi
kosullari gosterildi. Bu saldiridan kisa stire sonra 11 Aralik 2009'da Anayasa
Mahkemesi DTPYyi oybirligiyle kapatti. Bu kararla birlikte, partinin Ust yoneti-
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The most critical step of the Oslo Process and perhaps one of the most
important factors contributing to the failure of the process was the "Habur
Incident". On October 19, 2009, answering Ocalan's call, two groups consist-
ing of 34 people from the Qandil and Mahmur refugee camps entered Tur-
key through the Habur border gate. These people, officially processed at
the border gate, were then released. On their way from Habur to Diyarbakir,
they were greeted with great displays of affection. Shows of affection to-
wards those returned went from "peace celebrations"to something of a po-
litical rally. On top of this, the returning group greeted the local people with
their PKK uniforms on, which caused Turkish public opinion to turn against
the affair. The 'Habur Incident' thus turned into a major crisis. Erdogan,
then Prime Minister, described the events as a "political show". The Interior
Minister of the time, Besir Atalay, blamed the DTP and evaluated the events
as "show and provocation”.

On December 7, 2009, KCK militants carried out an attack in the Resadiye
district of Tokat. In this attack, seven soldiers lost their lives and three oth-
ers were injured. HPG, the armed wing of the PKK, announced that a unit
in Dersim carried out this action on its own initiative. The military opera-
tions and Ocalan's prison conditions were cited as reasons for the attack in
spite of the organization's decision to stand down. Shortly after this attack,
on 11 December 2009, the Constitutional Court ruled unanimously to shut
down the DTP. With this decision, 35 people in the senior administration of
the party were banned from politics for five years. Ahmet Turk and Aysel
Tugluk, co-chairs of the DTP, were stripped of their parliamentary seats.

The 'Habur Incident' was the first crisis in the Oslo Process, and the subse-
guent Resadiye attack and the closure of the DTP became the second major
crisis. Following these developments, the KCK ended its decision of inaction,
which it had announced on April 13, 2009, on June 1, 2010. Ocalan also with-
drew from the talks on May 31, 2010. These developments were followed by
a period of conflict that flared up once again. However, after the re-estab-
lishment of contact before the Constitutional referendum, which was held on
September 12, 2010, Ocalan stepped in, and the KCK announced that it would
not take any action between August 13 and September 20, 2010. In the KCK
statement, it was requested that the military operations against the organ-

minde 35 kisiye bes yil siireyle siyaset yasagi getirildi. DTP'nin es baskanlari
Ahmet Turk ve Aysel Tugluk'un milletvekillikleri disuraldd.

‘Habur Olayi Oslo Sureci'nde yasanan ilk kriz ise bunu takiben gelen Resadi-
ye saldirisi ve DTP'nin kapatilmasi ikinci buytk kriz oldu. Bu gelismelerin ar-
dindan KCK, 13 Nisan 2009'da ilan ettigi eylemsizlik kararini 1Haziran 2010'da
sona erdirdi. Ocalan da 31 Mayis 2010'da goriismelerden cekildi. Bu gelisme-
leri yeniden alevlenen bir catisma donemi izledi. Ancak 12 Eylul 2010'da ya-
pilan Anayasa referandumu oncesinde yeniden baslayan temaslar tzerine
Ocalan’in yeniden devreye girmesiyle KCK, 13 Agustos - 20 Eylil 2010 ta-
rihleri arasinda eylem yapmayacagini acikladi. KCK aciklamasinda, strecin
kalici hale gelmesi icin drgUte yonelik askeri operasyonlarin durdurulmasi,
KCK Operasyonlar’nda tutuklanan 1700 kisini serbest birakiimasi, Ocalan’in
slirece aktif katiimi ve ylizde 10 segim barajinin disuirilmesi istendi. Oca-
lan, avukatlari araciligiyla yaptigr agiklamada, devlet heyetiyle yaptigi go-
rismelerin ‘pratik dneriler asamasi'na geldigini agikladi. Bu dénemde hem
imralida Ocalanla hem de Oslo'da KCK heyetiyle gdriismeler siirdirdldi.
Yapilan goriismeler sonucunda Ocalan, devlete ve drgiite sunmak iizere
Uc protokol hazirladi. Ancak Nisan 2011de orglte ve devlete sunulan bu
protokole devlet yetkilileri imza atmaya yanasmadi. Ocalan 24 Haziranda
yaptigi avukat gorismesinde devletin adim atmamasi durumunda sulrecin
sonlanacagini ve catismalarin yeniden baslayacagini acikladi. Bu agiklamasi
devlet tarafindan suskunlukla karsilanan Ocalan, 6 Temmuz 2011de yaptigi
acliklamada, protokollerin karsilikliimzalanmasi gereken metinler olmaktan
ziyade ¢6zUm iliskin Gzerinde mutabakata varilan bir metin oldugunu soy-
leyerek bir anlamda geri adim atti. Ayni aciklamada Ocalan, bu mutabakat
metni Uzerine barisin gerceklesmesi icin ¢alisacak bir Baris Konseyi'nin en
kisa zamanda kurulmasi gerektigini de vurguladi.

Ancak Ocalan’in agiklamasindan kisa siire sonra 14 Temmuz 2011de Oslo
Sureci'ni sona erdiren iki gelisme yasandi. Diyarbakir Silvan'‘da Komando Ta-
buru timleri pusuya distrilda ve 13 asker 6lduralda. Ayni gun Diyarbakir'da
toplanan Kirt siyasetinin legal ve kapsayici platformu olan Demokratik
Toplum Kongresi, tek yanli olarak ‘demokratik 6zerklik’ ilan etti. Kongre'nin
sonug bildirgesinde su ifadeler yer aliyordu: “Uluslar arasi insan haklari bel-
gelerinin tanimladigi haklar isiginda ortak vatan anlayisi temelinde toprak

L L/

33



L

34

ization be stopped, that the 1700 people arrested in the KCK Operations be
released, Ocalan's active participation in the process be ensured and the 10
percent election threshold be lowered in order to make the process perma-
nent. In a statement made through his lawyers, Ocalan announced that his
meetings with the state delegation had reached the stage of "practical pro-
posals'. During this period, negotiations with Ocalan in imrali and with the KCK
delegation in Oslo continued. As a result of the negotiations, Ocalan prepared
three protocols to present to the state and the organization. However, state
officials refused to sign this protocol, which was submitted to the PKK and
to the state in April 2011. Ocalan announced in his meeting with his lawyers
on June 24 that if the state didn't take a step forward, the process would end
and the conflict would begin again. This statement was met with silence by
the state, and Ocalan, in a statement on 6 July 2011, backtracked on his for-
mer position by saying that the protocols are not texts that should be mutu-
ally signed, but that they are rather an agreed-upon text for a solution. In the
same statement, Ocalan also emphasized that a Peace Council should be es-
tablished as soon as possible, based on this memorandum of understanding.

However, on 14 July 2011, shortly after Ocalan's statement, two develop-
ments took place that ended the Oslo Process. In Silvan, Diyarbakir, the
Commando Battalion teams were ambushed, and 13 soldiers were killed.
The Democratic Society Congress, the legal and inclusive platform of Kurd-
ish politics, convened in Diyarbakir on the same day and declared "demo-
cratic autonomy" unilaterally. The concluding declaration of the Congress
included the following statements: “As the Kurdish people, we declare our
democratic autonomy by adhering to the territorial integrity of the peo-
ples of Turkey on the basis of the understanding of the common homeland
in the light of the rights defined by the international human rights docu-
ments, and to the national integrity of the peoples of Turkey on the basis of
the democratic nation perspective. We call on the international community
to recognize the democratic autonomy declared by the Kurdish people on
the basis of this right, which also has a place in international law."®

https://www.ntv.com.tr/turkiye/demokratik-ozerklik-ilan-edildi, 11ZNTdZvEkurs3q0IQn0_0

(8)

butlinluglne ve demokratik ulus perspektifi temelinde Tarkiye halklarinin
ulusal batdnligune bagli kalarak, Kirt halki olarak demokratik 6zerkligimizi
ilan ediyoruz. Uluslararasi kamuoyunu, uluslararasi hukukta da yeri olan bu
hak esas alinarak Kurt halkinin ilan ettigi demokratik 6zerkligi tanimaya ca-

giriyoruz."®

Bu tek tarafli demokratik 6zerklik ilani ve uluslararasi kamuoyuna yapilan
tanima cagrisi Oslo Siireci'nin de sonunu getirdi. 27 Temmuzda Ocalan avu-
katlariyla yaptigi gorismede, hem devleti hem de KCK'yi kendisini “taseron
olarak kullanmak’la suclayarak strecten cekildigini agikladi. Bu aciklama-
sindan sonra Ocalan’in avukatlariyla yaptigi gériismeler de sonlandirildi.

Oslo Sireci'nin bu sekilde sona ermesinin ardindan yaklasik bir buguk yil st-
ren catisma dénemine girildi. Bu siirede iHD verilerine gére, 353’ devletin
guvenlik personeli 4911 KCK militani ve Ti de sivil olmak Gzere toplam 854 kisi
hayatini kaybetti.

Kamuoyunda 2013 - 2015 Cozum Sireci olarak bilinen doneme iste boy-
le kanli bir catisma doneminin ardindan girildi. Ocak 2013'te resmi olarak
baslayan Cézim Sireci'nde, Temmuz 2012'de Kirtge terminolojide Roja-
va olarak bilinen Kuzey Suriye'de de facto olarak dzerk yonetimler kurul-
masinin tetikleyici etkisi oldu. Afrin, Kobani ve Cezire'de kurulan kanton
yonetimleri Kirtlerin Kuzey Suriye’de de facto olarak kurduklari 6zerkligi
gosteriyordu.

Rojava'da yasanan sirece paralel olarak, Eylil 2012'de Turkiye cezaev-
lerindeki Kirt siyasi tutuklu ve hiktumldler aclik grevlerine basladi ve bu
cok kisa slirede tim cezaevlerine yayilarak 6lim orucuna doénustu. Ka-
sim 2012de ise Ocalan’in cadrisi ve eylemcilerin taleplerinin kismi kabu-
It Gzerine 8liim oruclari sonlandirildi. Ocalan’in bu yéndeki etkisi devlet
ve Ocalan arasinda yeni bir diyalogun da kapilarini agti. Oslo Siirecinden
farkli olarak bu kez slrec gizli olarak degil, kamuoyunun oniinde surdi-
rildi. Ocak 2013'te Kiirt siyasetgilerden olusan bir delegasyonun imralida
Ocalan’la gériismesiyle baslayan Cozim Sireci, 21 Mart 2013'te Ocalan

https://www.ntv.com.tr/turkiye/demokratik-ozerklik-ilan-edildi, 11ZNTdZvEkurs3q0IQn0_Q
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This unilateral declaration of democratic autonomy and the call for rec-
ognition made to the international community brought an end to the Oslo
Process. In a meeting with his lawyers on July 27, Ocalan announced that
he was withdrawing from the process, accusing both the state and the KCK
of "using him as a subcontractor". After this statement, Ocalan's meetings
with his lawyers were also brought to an end.

After the Oslo Process ended in this way, a period of conflict followed,
which lasted for about a year and a half. According to data provided by Hu-
man Rights Association, a total of 854 people lost their lives, including 353
state security personnel, 491 KCK militants and 1civilian.

The period known as the 2013-2015 Resolution Process by the public began in
the wake of such bloody conflicts. The establishment of de facto autonomous
administrationsin Northern Syria in July 2012, known as Rojava among Kurdish
speakers, kickstarted the Resolution Process, which officially started in Janu-
ary 2013. The cantonal administrations established in Afrin, Kobani and Jazira
showed the de facto autonomy established by the Kurds in Northern Syria.

In conjunction with the process in Rojava, Kurdish political prisoners and
convicts in Turkish prisons started hunger strikes in September 2012,
which quickly spread to all prisons and turned into indefinite hunger
strikes, or so-called death fasts. In November 2012, upon Ocalan's call and
the partial acceptance of the protesters' demands by the state, the death
fasts were ended. Ocalan's influence in this regard also occasioned a new
dialogue between the state and Ocalan to be established. Unlike the Oslo
Process, this time the process was not carried out in secret, but in public.
The Solution Process, which started in January 2013 with the meeting of a
delegation of Kurdish politicians with Ocalan in imrali, was put into practice
with the "Newroz Declaration” read in Diyarbakir on March 21, 2013, signed
by Ocalan. Ocalan's letter, in which he declared that it was time to end the
armed struggle, was announced in Kurdish and Turkish at the Newroz cel-
ebrations in Diyarbakir, attended by nearly one million people. Moreover,
almost all of the mainstream media organs announced this statement live
to the public. Even though it was not officially announced in parallel with
the Newroz Declaration, a bilateral ceasefire was achieved, and both sides
actively tried to keep this ceasefire intact.

(9)

imzasiyla Diyarbakir'da yayinlanan ‘Newroz Deklarasyonu’ ile uygulamaya
gecmis oldu. Ocalan’in artik silahli mucadeleye son vermenin zamaninin
geldigini agikladigi mektubu, Diyarbakir'da yaklasik bir milyon kisinin ka-
tildigi Newroz kutlamalarinda Kirtce ve Tirkce olarak aciklandi. Ustelik
ana akim medya organlarinin tamamina yakini bu aciklamaya canli olarak
kamuoyuna duyurdu. ‘Newroz Deklarasyonu’na paralel olarak resmi olarak
aciklanmasa da cift tarafli ateskes saglandi ve bu ateskesin bozulmamasi
ici iki taraf da fiillen ugrasti.

Hi¢ stphe yok ki Oslo Sireci'nden farkli olarak 2013 - 2015 dénemindeki
Cozlim Siireci pratigine Akil insanlar Heyeti de eslik etti. Heyet'in varligi
ve pratigi, ¢6zim surecinin toplum tarafindan anlasiimasina katkida bu-
lundu. CézUm Sireci kapsaminda yedi cografi bdlge temel alinarak olus-
turulan Akil insanlar Heyetleri, sorumlu olduklari bdlgelerde yaptiklari
calismalari rapor haline getirerek, toplumun goérus, talep ve onerilerini
taraflara sundular.

C6zim Sureci yasal olarak ilk meyvesini 10 Temmuz 2014'te TBMM'de kabul
edilen ‘Terdrtin Sona Erdirilmesi ve Toplumsal Bitunlesmenin Guglendiril-
mesine Dair Kanun'ile vermis oldu. Bu yasayla ¢ozim slreci hukuki bir ger-
ceveye kavusmus oldu. Bu yasanin ardindan hikimet 1Ekim 2014'te ‘C6zim
Siireci Kurulu ve Kurumlar arasi izleme ve Koordinasyon Komisyonu'nun Ku-
rulmasi”i¢in Bakanlar Kurulu karari gikardi. Bu yasal diizenlemeler, C6zim
Sureci'nin yasallagsmasi kamusal agikligin yani sira sirecin kurumsallagsmasi
ve slrecin devamliligi acisindan dnemli bir zemin olusturdular.

Yasal duzenlemelere yargl organlari da kararlariyla eslik etti. 10 Tem-
muz'da TBMM'de kabul edilen ‘C6zim Sireci Yasasi’'ndan bir gin sonra 11
Temmuz 2014'te Diyarbakir'da gortlen KCK ana davasinda tim tutuklular
tahliye oldu. 5 Agustos 2014'te Ocalan, HDP heyetiyle yaptigi gériismede,
"30 yillik savas blylk bir demokratik mizakereyle sonuglanma asama-
sindadir® dedi. 10 Agustos 2014'te Erdogan ylizde 53 oyla cumhurbas-
kani secildi. 27 Agustos'ta Ahmet Davutoglu basbakan ve AK Parti Genel

https://www.bbc.com/turkce/haberler/2014/08/140816_ocalan
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Unlike the Oslo Process, the Resolution Process experience in the 2013-
2015 period was accompanied by the Wise People Committee. The pres-
ence and practice of the delegation contributed to a better understanding
of the resolution process by the society. Wise People Committees, which
were formed on the basis of seven geographical regions within the frame-
work of the Resolution Process, presented the opinions, demands and sug-
gestions of the public to the parties by reporting their work in the regions
they were responsible for.

The Resolution Process gave its first results in the form of legislation with
the 'Law on Ending Terrorism and Strengthening Social Integration’, which
was adopted by the Turkish Grand National Assembly on 10 July 2014. With
this law, the solution process gained a legal framework. Following this law,
the governmentissued a Council of Ministers decision on October1, 2014 for
the establishment of the "Resolution Process Board and the Inter-Agency
Monitoring and Coordination Commission". These legal requlations formed
an important ground for the legalization of the Resolution Process, as well
as for the institutionalization and continuity of the process, as well as for
public openness.

Judicial organs supported these legal arrangements with their decisions. All
the detainees were released in the KCK main trial, which was held on 11 July
2014 in Diyarbakir, one day after the 'Resolution Process Law' adopted by the
Turkish Grand National Assembly on 10 July. On 5 August 2014, Ocalan said
in a meeting with the HDP delegation that "30 years of war is in the process
of culminating in a great democratic negotiation."® On August 10, 2014, Er-
dogan was elected president with 53 percent of the vote. Ahmet Davutoglu
became Prime Minister and AK Party Chair on 27 August. After this, Davutoglu
started to become more visible as Prime Minister in the Resolution Process.
The siege of Kobani by ISIS during the civil war in Syria on September 15,
2014 created tensions in the Resolution Process. The KCK accused Turkey of
supporting ISIS. However, this tension subsided when ISIS's siege of Kobani
failed. On September 30, 2014, Deputy Prime Minister Bilent Arin¢g announced

https://www.bbc.com/turkce/haberler/2014/08/140816_ocalan
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Baskani oldu. Bundan sonra Cézim Sireci'nde basbakan olarak Davu-
toglu daha gok vitrinde gérinmeye basladi. 15 Eylul 2014'te Suriye'dekiic
savas slirecinde ISiD'in Kobani'yi kusatmasi Goziim Siireci'nde ciddi bir
gerilime neden oldu. KCK Tiirkiye'yi ISiD'e destek vermekle sugladi. An-
cak ISID'in Kobani kusatmasi basarisiz olunca bu gerilim disti. 30 Eylil
2014'te Basgbakan Yardimcisi Bllent Aring, slirecin basariya ulastiriimasi
icin CozUm Sureci Kurulu olusturulacagini agikladi. 2 Ekim'de TBMM'de
askere Suriye'de sinir 6tesi operasyon yetkisi veren tezkere kabul edil-
di. 3 Ekim'de Cozim Sireci'nde hig istenmeyen bir olay gergeklesti. KCK
militanlari, ISiD'e destek verdigi gerekcesiyle Tunceli Pilimirde bir ka-
rakola saldirdi. Kuzey Suriye'de gerilim artarken Rojava'da kurulan 6zerk
yonetimin en yetkili kisisi PYD Esbaskani Salih Mislim de Turkiye'ye ge-
lip gitmeye basladi. 4 Ekim'de Salih MUslim UGglincl kez Turkiye'ye geldi-
ginde Basbakan Ahmet Davutoglu ve HDP Es Genel Baskani Selahattin
Demirtas’la gorustl. Ancak bundan iki giin sonra AK Parti hikimetini
ISiD'in Kobani ablukasini desteklemekle suclayan HDP ydnetiminin halk
sokaga cagirmasiyla baslayan ve birgok kente yayilan olaylarda (Kobani
Olaylari) 46 kisi hayatini kaybetti. Gésteriler Ocalan’in cagrisiyla son bul-
du. Bu ¢agri Coziim Sireci'nde muhatabin Ocalan olacagini bir kez daha

gostermis oldu.

11 Ekim 2014'te KCK Es Baskani Cemil Bayik, Kobani ve Tlrkiye'de yasa-
nan olaylardan AK Parti iktidarini sorumlu tuttu. Bayik, TBMM'den gecgen
TSK'ya Suriye“de sinir 6tesi operasyon yapma yetkisi veren tezkereyi savas
ilani olarak degerlendirdiklerini ve C6zim Sireci kapsaminda sinir disina
cektikleri tim silahli guglerini geri gonderdiklerini acikladi. 20 Ekim'de
ABD, Kobanide YPG'ye silah ve mithimmat indirdi. 21 Ekimde ise Ocalan,
HDP heyetiyle yaptigi goriismede “15 Ekim'de yeni bir agsamaya gegildigini
ve somut adimlarin atilacagin™ acikladi. 29 Ekim'de IKBY silahli gtgleri
Pesmergeler, ISID saldirisi karsisinda YPG giiglerine destek vermek iize-
re Turkiye Gzerinden Kobaniye gegtiler. Bu olumlu gelismenin ardindan,
Kobani olaylari nedeniyle askiya alinan gériismeler yeniden basladi. Per-

https://www.rudaw.net/turkish/middleeast/turkey/13032015
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that a Resolution Process Committee would be formed to ensure the success
of the process. On October 2, the bill authorizing the military to undertake
cross-border operations in Syria was accepted in the Turkish Grand National
Assembly. On October 3, an undesirable event took place within the context
of the Resolution Process. KCK militants attacked a police station within
Tunceli's PUlumdar district on the grounds that the government had been sup-
porting ISIS. As the tension in Northern Syria increased, PYD Co-Chair Salih
Muslim, the individual with the highest authority in the autonomous adminis-
tration established in Rojava, began visiting Turkey. When Salih Muslim came
to Turkey for the third time on October 4, he met with Prime Minister Ahmet
Davutoglu and HDP Co-Chair Selahattin Demirtas. However, two days later,
46 people lost their lives in the events known as the Kobani Incidents, which
started when the HDP administration, accusing the AK Party government of
supporting ISIS's blockade of Kobani, called the people to take to the streets.
Following these calls, protests spread to a number of cities. The demonstra-
tions ended after Ocalan's call. This call once again showed that the proper
interlocutor in the Resolution Process would be Ocalan.

On October 11, 2014, KCK Co-Chair Cemil Bayik held the AK Party government
responsible for the events in Kobani and Turkey. Bayik stated that they saw
the bill that authorized the Turkish Armed Forces to carry out cross-border
operations in Syria, which was passed by the Turkish Grand National Assem-
bly, as a declaration of war and that they had sent back all their armed forces
they had formerly withdrawn from the border as part of the Resolution Pro-
cess. On October 20, the US dropped weapons and ammunition to the YPG
in Kobani. On October 21, Ocalan, in his meeting with the HDP delegation,
announced that "a new phase has started on October 15 and concrete steps
will be taken™.™® On October 29, the KRG armed forces, the Peshmerga, went
to Kobani via Turkey to support YPG forces against the ISIS attack. After this
favourable development the negotiations, which were suspended due to the
Kobani events, resumed. The HDP delegation consisting of Pervin Buldan,
Sirri Stireyya Onder and idris Baluken met with Deputy Prime Minister Yalgin
Akdogan and discussed the establishment of the Monitoring Board. HDP

https://www.rudaw.net/turkish/middleeast/turkey/13032015
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vin Buldan, Sirri Stireyya Onder ve idris Baliilken'den olusan HDP heyeti ile
Basbakan Yardimcisi Yalcin Akdogan bir araya gelerek izleme Kurulu'nun
olusturulmasini gorustuler. Bu gorismeye katilanlardan dénemin HDP
Grup Baskanvekili Pervin Buldan, Ocalan’in Céziim Siirecinde artik bes ki-
silik bir heyetin ziyaret edecegini, izleme Kurulu, genisletilmis miizakere
heyeti ve imralida olusturulacak bir sekreterya ile birlikte 25 - 30 kisinin
calisma yapacadini belirtti. 1 Aralik 2014'te Ocalan tarafindan hazirlanan
‘Baris ve Demokratik Miizakere Taslagrnin ayrintilarini Sirri Siireyya Onder
kamuoyuyla paylasti. 4 Aralik'ta ise Basbakan Davutoglu yaptigr acikla-
mada, Cozim Sireci'nde yeni bir ortam olustugunu ve Haziran 2015'teki
genel segcime kadar sonuca ulasmak istediklerini belirtti. 20 Aralik'ta KCK
Es Baskani Cemil Bayik, basinda yer alan “PKK 15 Mart'a kadar silah biraka-
cak”iddialarina karsi, Kirt meselesi ¢ozilmeden silah birakmayacaklarini
belirtti. 2014 yil béyle biterken 2015 Cozum Sdreci acisindan olumlu ge-
lismelerle basladi. 26 Ocak 2015'te ISID saldirisi altinda bulunan Kobani'de
YPG gUgleri kontroll sagladi. 22 Subat'ta ise Sah Firat Operasyonuile TSK
gigleri ISID saldirisi altindaki Stileyman Sah tirbesini PYD'nin kontroliin-
deki Esme Kdyu'ne tasidi.

iste bu olumlu hava icinde C6ziim Siireci'nin belki de en kritik toplan-
tilarindan biri gerceklesti. 28 Subat 2015'te Dolmabahge'deki Basba-
kanlik Ofisinde imrali Heyeti ile hiikiimet heyeti ortak basin toplantisi
diizenledi. Toplantida Ocalan’in Céziim Sireciicin hazirladigi 10 madde-
lik cergeve metin okundu. Metinde KCK'ye Mayis 2015'te silahsizlanma
karari almak Uzere kongre yapma c¢agrisi da yer aliyordu. Toplantida hi-
kiimet adina aciklamada bulunan Basbakan Yardimcisi Yal¢in Akdogan,
Kurt sorununun demokrasi cercevesinde ¢ozulecegini belirtti. Ayni gin
Dolmabahge toplantisini degerlendiren HDP lideri Selahattin Demirtas,

"HikUmet yurattugu politikayla zerre kadar umut vermiyor, barisa yak-

lasmiyor” ™ dedi. 1 Mart'ta ise KCK Esbaskanligl, Ocalan tarafindan yapi-

https://www.tigrishaber.com/demirtas-hukumet-zere-kadar-umut-vermiyor-15130h.htm
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Group Deputy Chairperson Pervin Buldan, who attended this meeting, stated
that a five-person delegation would now visit Ocalan during the Resolution
Process, and that 25 to 30 people would work together with the Monitoring
Board, the expanded negotiation team and a secretariat to be established
in imrali. On December 1, 2014, Sirri Stireyya Onder shared the details of the
"Peace and Democratic Negotiation Draft" prepared by Ocalan with the public.
On 4 December, Prime Minister Davutoglu stated that a new atmosphere had
emerged in the Resolution Process and that they wanted to reach a result by
the time of the general election in June 2015. On 20 December, KCK Co-Chair
Cemil Bayik stated that they would not lay down their arms until the Kurdish
issue is resolved, against the claims in the press that "PKK would lay down
arms by March 15". While 2014 ended like this, 2015 started with favourable
developments in terms of the Resolution Process. On January 26, 2015, YPG
forces took control of Kobani, which had been under ISIS attack. On Febru-
ary 22, with the Operation Shah Euphrates, Turkish Armed Forces moved the
tomb of Stleyman Shah, which was under ISIS attack, to Esme Village, which
was under the control of the PYD.

Arguably one of the most critical meetings of the Resolution Process took
place under such favourable circumstances. On February 28, 2015, the imrali
Delegation and the government delegation held a joint press conference at
the Prime Minister's Office in Dolmabahce. The 10-item framework text pre-
pared by Ocalan for the Resolution Process was read at the meeting. The text
alsoincluded a call to the KCK to hold a congress in May 2015 to decide on dis-
armament. Making a statement on behalf of the government at the meeting,
Deputy Prime Minister Yalgin Akdogan stated that the Kurdish issue would be
resolved withinthe framework of democracy. HDP leader Selahattin Demirtas,
evaluating the Dolmabahge meeting on the same day, said, "The government
does not give an iota of hope with its policy, it does not approach peace."™
On March 1, the KCK Co-Chair described Ocalan's call to lay down arms as a
historic step and declared that they would fulfil their responsibilities if the
government did its part. On March 11, President Erdogan stated that Ocalan's

https://www.tigrishaber.com/demirtas-hukumet-zere-kadar-umut-vermiyor-15130h.htm
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lan silah birakma ¢agrisini tarihi bir adim olarak nitelendirerek, hikime-
tin Gzerine diseni yapmasi durumunda kendilerinin de sorumluluklarini
yerine getireceklerini acikladi. 11 Mart'ta ise Cumhurbaskani Erdogan,
Ocalan’in silah birakma gagrisinin dnemli oldugunu ve bu vaatlerin séz-
de kalmayarak uygulamaya gecirilmesini beklediklerini belirtti. Ayni gin
bu kez KCK Esbaskanlari Cemil Bayik ve Bese Hozat, katildiklari bir TV
programinda, “Silahlarin birakilmasi ancak Ocalan’in bizzat katilacagi bir
kongrede karara baglanabilir. PKK bu karari Ocalan serbest kalmadan
aciklamayacak"'® dediler. 21 Mart'ta Diyarbakir'da yapilan Newroz kutla-
malarinda mektubu okunan Ocalan, PKK'ye silahsizlanma cadrisi yapti.
Ocalan ayni cagrida, kongrenin toplanabilmesi icin Hakikat Yiizlesme
Komisyonu'nun kurulmasini sart kildi. Ertesi gin 22 Mart'ta ise CozUm
Sureci'nin en kritik adimlarindan biri Cumhurbaskani Erdogan tarafin-
dan atildi. Erdogan, Dolmabahgce toplantisinidogru bulmadigini acikladi.
Erdogan’in aciklamasi, sadece Kurt tarafinda degil, hikimet tarafinda
da sok etkisi yapti. Dolmabahce toplantisinda hikimeti en yliksek di-
zeyde temsil eden Basbakan Yardimcisi Yalgin Akdodan’in, “Cumhurbas-
kani Dolmabahce toplantisini oturma dlzenine varincaya kadar biliyor-
du"®™ sézleri “off the record” olarak kamuoyuna yansidi. 3 Nisan 2015'te
gecen, ic Givenlik Paketi olarak bilinen yasal diizenlemenin TBMM'de
kabul edilmesi hUkimetin Klrt sorununda yeniden guivenlikgi politika-
lara yoneldigi seklinde yorumlandi. Nitekim 11 Nisan'da Agri Diyadinde
yasanan ¢atismada 5 KCK militani glvenlik gliglerinde 6ldirldd. 5 Ma-
yis'ta KCK Es Baskani Bese Hozat, silahsizlanma kongresini gindem-
den c¢ikardiklarini soyledi. 16 Mayis'ta HDP Es Genel Baskani Demirtas,
¢ozim siirecinin dondugunu iki ayi askin stiredir Ocalan’la gérisiilme-
digini soyledi. 19 Mayis'ta Demirtas’in aciklamasina cevaben Basbakan
Davutoglu, silahsizlanmayla ilgili adim atilmadan imrali ziyaretlerinin de
anlamli olmadigini belirtti. 7 Haziran 2015'te yapilan genel secimlerde
HDP ylzde 13 oyla secim barajini asarak 80 vekille parlamentoya girdi.
Bu Kirt siyasetinin tarihinde yasanan bir ilk oldu. Segimlerden hemen

https://www.sabah.com.tr/gundem/2015/08/11/cozum-surecinden-bugune-nasil-gelindi?paging=4
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call to lay down arms was important and that they expected these promises
to be putinto practice. On the same day, KCK Co-chairs Cemil Bayik and Bese
Hozat said in a TV program they attended, “The laying down of arms can only
be decided in a congress personally attended by Ocalan. The PKK will not an-
nounce such a decision until Ocalan is released.”™? Ocalan, whose letter was
read at the Newroz celebrations held in Diyarbakir on March 21, called for the
PKK to disarm. In the same call, Ocalan made the establishment of the Truth
and Confrontation Commission a condition for the congress to be convened.
The next day, on March 22, one of the most critical steps of the Resolution
Process was taken by President Erdogan. Erdogan stated that he did not find
the Dolmabahge meeting appropriate. Erdogan's statement came as a shock
not only on the Kurdish side, but also on the government side. The statement
of Deputy Prime Minister Yalgin Akdogan, who represented the government
at the highest level at the Dolmabahce meeting, which was "the President
knew the Dolmabahge meeting down to the seating arrangement"™ were
made known to the public through unofficial channels. The adoption of the
legal regulation known as the Domestic Security Package, passed on April 3,
2015, in the Grand National Assembly of Turkey was interpreted as the govern-
ment's adoption of security policies in the Kurdish issue. As a matter of fact, 5
KCK militants were killed by the security forces in the clash that took place in
Agri, Diyadin on 11 April. On May 5, KCK Co-Chair Bese Hozat said that they had
removed the disarmament congress as an item from their agenda. On May 16,
HDP Co-Chair Demirtas said that the resolution process was frozen and that
he had not met with Ocalan for more than two months. In response to Demir-
tas's statement on 19 May, Prime Minister Davutoglu stated that his visits to
imrall were also meaningless since no steps regarding disarmament were
taken by the other party. In the general elections held on June 7, 2015, HDP
passed the election threshold with 13 percent of the vote and entered the par-
liament with 80 deputies. This was a first in the history of Kurdish politics. On
June 12, right after the elections, the KCK made a statement, declaring that

https://www.sabah.com.tr/gundem/2015/08/11/cozum-surecinden-bugune-nasil-gelindi?paging=4
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sonra 12 Haziran'da KCK bir agiklama yaparak, silah birakma karari-
nin ne Ocalan ne de HDP tarafindan verilmesinin mimkin olmadigini,
silah birakma iradesinin kendilerinde oldugunu ilan etti. 15 Haziran'da
YPG gugcleri Tel Abyadi kontroll altina aldi. Boylece Kobani ve Cezire
kantonlari birlesmis oldu. Ancak bu Ankara’da hos karsilanmadi. 26 Ha-
ziran'da Cumhurbaskani Erdogan, “Tum dinyaya sesleniyorum. Bedeli
ne olursa olsun, Suriye'nin kuzeyinde, Tirkiye'nin glineyinde bir devlet
kurulmasina asla misaade etmeyecegiz"™ dedi. Erdogan’in agiklamasi-
na KCK cevap vermekte gecikmedi. Ateskesin istismar edildigine dikkat
ceken KCK aciklamasinda, érgutin silahli glglerinin barajlari ve baraj
yapiminda kullanilan araclari hedef alacagi belirtildi. 14 Temmuz'da KCK
liderlerinden Murat Karayilan, Cozim Sureci ve ateskesin ara donemde
bulundugunu, kurulacak hiukimetin durumuna gore tavir alacaklarini
belirtti. Karsilikli agiklamalarla gerilen iliskiler, 24 Temmuz'da Tlirk Hava
Kuvvetleri'ne ait F-16 ucaklarinin IKBY topraklarindaki PKK kamplarini
bombalamasiyla sona erdi. 11 Agustos 2015'te Cumhurbaskani Erdogan,
Cozlm Sureci'ni buzdolabina kaldirdiklarini agikladi.

iktidar ve Muhalefetin Goziim Siirecindeki Rolii

C6zum surecini Eylal 2008de baslayan Oslo Sireci'nden baslayarak ele
alip, Agustos 2015'te Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’in siireci buzdolabina kaldir-
diklari yonundeki aciklamasiyla sona erdigini varsayarsak, bu strecte siya-
si iktidarin AK Parti ve bugtinkii Cumhurbaskani Erdogandir. Bu bolimde
Co6zim Sureci'nde iktidarin rolUnt ele alirken AK Parti ve Cumhurbaskani
Erdogan‘a odaklanacagiz. Muhalefetin rolini ele alirken ise 2008'den ginu-
muze TBMMde ana muhalefeti temsil eden CHP'yi ve Turk milliyetcisi asir
sagi temsil eden MHPYyi ele alacagiz. Ancak bunlarin yani sira 2008 - 2015
arasinda bir siyasi parti olmasa da 6zellikle givenlik blrokrasisi ve yargidaki

https://www.cumhuriyet.com.tr/haber/erdogan-bedeli-ne-olursa-olsun-engel-olacagiz-307932
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neither Ocalan nor HDP could make the decision to lay down arms, and that
they themselves had the right to this decision. On June 15, YPG forces took Tal
Abyad under their control. Thus the cantons of Kobani and Jazira were united.
This was not welcome news in Ankara. On June 26, President Erdogan said, ‘|
am calling out to the whole world. We will never allow the establishment of a
state in the north of Syria, in the south of Turkey, no matter the cost."™ KCK
was quick to respond to Erdogan's statement. Drawing attention to the abuse
of the ceasefire, the KCK statement said that the armed forces of the PKK
would target dams and vehicles used in the construction of dams. On July
14, Murat Karayilan, one of the KCK leaders, stated that the Peace Process
and the ceasefire were now in an interim period, and that they would take a
stand according to the state of the government to be established. Relations
strained by such statements on both sides came to an end on July 24, when
F-16 planes of the Turkish Air Forces bombed PKK camps in the KRG territory.
On August 11, 2015, President Erdogan announced that they had put the Reso-
lution Process “in the fridge".

The Role of the Ruling Power and
the Opposition in the Resolution Process

Assuming that the solution process started with the Oslo Process in Sep-
tember 2008 and ended with President Erdogan's statement in August 2015
that the process was “put in the fridge”, the ruling power during this entire
period was the AK Party and Erdogan, the current President. In this section,
we will focus on the AK Party and President Erdogan while discussing the
role of the ruling power in the Resolution Process. In discussing the role of
the opposition, we will consider CHP as representing the main opposition in
the Grand National Assembly of Turkey since 2008 and MHP as representing
the Turkish nationalist far right. However, in addition to these, we will also
evaluate the Gilen Community which, although not a political party, func-
tioned as an important power centre especially in terms of its power in the
security bureaucracy and the judiciary between 2008 and 2015.

https://www.cumhuriyet.com.tr/haber/erdogan-bedeli-ne-olursa-olsun-engel-olacagiz-307932

glicu itibariyle 6nemli bir gli¢ odagi islevi géren Gilen Cemaati'ni de deger-
lendirecegiz.

AK Parti Eylll 2008 - 2015 doneminde tek basina iktidar olarak slirecin
olumlu olumsuz yanlariyla tim siyasi sorumlulugunu tek basina tasimak-
tadir. Ancak Eylal 2008'de AK Partiicindeki gli¢c dengeleriile stirecin sona
erdigi 2015 yazindaki AK Parti'nin iginde bulundugu durum énemli farklar
icermektedir. Oncelikle Eyliil 2008'de siirecin baslaticisi olan Recep Tay-
yip Erdogan Basbakan ve AK Parti'nin genel baskaniidi. Cumhurbaskanligi
gorevini ise Abdullah Gul yaratiyordu. Gul, basindan sonuna dek sirece
destegini sirdirmus olsa da siyasi sorumluluk 6ncelikle basbakan olarak
Erdogan‘a aitti. Cozim sirecinin en kritik donemlerinden birinde ise 10
Agustos 2014 tarihinde yapilan segimde Erdogan cumhurbaskani olurken
Ahmet Davutoglu da 27 Agustos 2014'te basbakan oldu. C6zim silrecinin
geriye kalan bir yilinda yani Agustos 2015 kadar ¢6zum surecinde AK
Parti iktidarinda iki aktorin es zamanli olarak on planda oldugunu gor-
dik: Erdogan ve Davutoglu. Bu sire¢ ayni zamanda AK Partide Erdogan’in
batinlyle partiyi kontrol altina alip, baskanlik sistemine gegis strecini de
baslattigi donemdir. 5 Mayis 2016'da Davutoglu'nun basbakanliktan ve AK
Parti genel baskanligindan istifa etmesiyle birlikte AK Parti'de Erdogan ip-
leribltundyle ele almayi basardi. Bu stirecin ¢6zim strecindeki en 6nemli
etkisi, yukarida ifade ettigimiz Dolmabahce toplantisi ve sonrasinda or-
taya ciktl. 28 Subat 2015'te gerceklesen Dolmabahce toplantisina yonelik
olarak Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’in “bu toplantiyr dogru bulmadim” seklin-
dekiagiklamasi aslinda ¢oztUm slrecinin kaderini de belirledi. Donemin AK
Parti hikimetinin bizzat organize ettigi ve donemin Basbakan Yardimcisi
Yalgin Akdogan'in hikimet tarafini temsil ettigi bir toplantidan Cumhur-
baskani Erdogan’in haberdar olmamasi mimkun degil. Erdogan’in bu ¢i-
kisinda kisisel siyasi ajandasi etkili oldu. Nitekim ¢6zium slreci Erdogan’in
bu cikisindan kisa slire sonra “buzdolabina kalkarken” baskanlk sistemi
ise MHP'nin destegiyle hayata gecti. 24 Haziran 2018'de yapilan cumhur-
baskanligi segimleriyle baskanlik sistemine gegilirken bu strecte Erdogan
ve AK Parti'nin muttefiki MHP oldu. Bir baska deyisle Cumhurbaskani Er-
dogan ¢6zUm surecinin basindan sonuna dek slrecle ilgili en kritik karar-
lari verdi ve slrecin kaderini tayin etti.
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Asthe sole ruling power in the September 2008 to 2015 period, the AK Party
alone bears all the political responsibility of the process, in all of its positive
and negative aspects. However, the balance of power within the AK Party
in September 2008 and the situation of the AK Party in the summer of 2015,
when the process ended, are very different from each other in important
ways. First of all, Recep Tayyip Erdogan, who was the initiator of the pro-
cess in September 2008, was then the Prime Minister and the chairman of
the AK Party. Abdullah Gul was the President. Although Gl continued to
support the process from beginning to end, the political responsibility pri-
marily belonged to Erdogan as prime minister. In one of the most critical
stages of the solution process, Erdogan became president in the election
held on 10 August 2014, while Ahmet Davutoglu became prime minister on
27 August 2014. In the remaining year of the solution process, until August
2015, there were two actors simultaneously at the forefront of the AK Party
government: Erdogan and Davutoglu. This is also when Erdogan came to
totally control the AK Party and started the transition to the presidential
system. With Davutoglu's resignation from the position of the prime min-
ister and AK Party chairmanship on May 5, 2016, Erdogan managed to take
complete control of the AK Party. The most important effect of this turn of
events on the solution process emerged during and after the Dolmabahce
meeting we mentioned above. Regarding the Dolmabahce meeting held
on February 28, 2015, President Erdodan's statement, "I do not find this
meeting appropriate,” actually determined the fate of the entire resolution
process. It is impossible for President Erdogan to not have been aware of
a meeting that was organized by the AK Party government itself, and in
which then Deputy Prime Minister Yal¢in Akdogan represented the govern-
ment side. Erdodan’s personal political agenda was effective in this exit. As
a matter of fact, while the solution process was "put in the fridge" shortly
after Erdogan's statement, the presidential system was implemented with
the support of the MHP. With the presidential elections held on June 24,
2018, the presidential system was adopted, and the MHP became the ally
of Erdogan and the AK Party in this process. In other words, President Er-
dogan made the most critical decisions about the solution process from

the beginning to the end and determined the fate of the process.

Bu baglamda muhalefet partileri CHP ve MHP ile Kirt siyasetinin legal
temsilcisi HDP'ye gegmeden Once bir aktor olarak Gilen Cemaati'nin ¢o-
zim slrecinde oynadidi role dikkat cekmek gerekir. Gllen Cemaati ¢6zim
sureci boyunca yasanan pek cok tikaniklikta 6zellikle yargi ve givenlik bu-
rokrasisindeki glicun( kullanarak olumsuz bir rol oynadi. Oslo Slreci'nin
basladigi donemde AK Parti ile ittifak halinde olan Gilen Cemaati 2011
sonrasinda hizla farkli bir siyasi tutum takindi. 7 Subat 2012'de MiT Miiste-
sari Hakan Fidan ve Uist diizey iki MiT calisaninin Giilen Cemaati‘nin yénlen-
dirdigi 6zel yetkili savci tarafindan “stupheli” sifatiyla ifadeye cagrilmasi AK
Parti ile Gulen Cemaati arasindaki ¢atismanin giin ytzine c¢iktigi carpici
bir olay olarak tarihe gecti. Sorusturmanin gerekgesinin “Oslo gorisme-
leri” olmasi da ¢6zim sirecinde Gilen Cemaati'nin oynadigi olumsuz rold
gosteriyordu. Nitekim hem Oslo strecinde hem de 2013 - 2015 arasindaki
¢ozum sulrecinde sik sik sorun haline déntsen KCK operasyonlarinin da
Gulen Cemaati'nin yargl ve emniyet teskilatindaki uzantilari tarafindan
yapildigi da biliniyor. Gilen Cemaati'nin ¢6zim sireci karsisindaki olum-
suz tutumunun arkasinda AK Parti ve 6zellikle Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’la
girdigi iktidar micadelesi yatiyor. Gulen Cemaati'nin lideri Fethullah Gulen
ve Cemaatin yonetici kadrosu, Erdogan’in Kirt sorununu ¢ézmesi halinde
yakalayacagi blylk gug¢ ve etkiyle kendilerine yoneleceginden korktular.
Catismanin ilk halkasinin MiT Mistesari Hakan Fidan olmasi da bunun en
carpici kanitlarindan birisini olusturuyor. Giilen Cemaati, MiT Mistesarrnin
kendilerine yakin bir isim olmasini istiyorlardi. Bu nedenle kendilerinden
olmayan birismin MiT'in basina getirilmesine tepki gésterdiler. Bu tepkinin
en aclk ifadesi Gulen Cemaati'nin kontrol ettigi medyada Fidan'i yipratma-
ya yonelik yayinlar oldu. Her seye ragmen Fidan'in MiT Mistesarligr'na gel-
mesine engel olamayan Giilen Cemaati 2012'de ‘7 Subat MiT krizi'ni yaratti.
AK Parti - Gien Cemaati arasindaki mucadele 15 Temmuz 2016 askeri dar-
be girisimine kadar sertleserek sirerken ¢6zim sureci de bundan olum-
suz yonde etkilendi.

Bu slrecte en dikkat ¢ekici gelismelerden birisi 17/25 Aralik 2013'te Gilen
Cemaati'nin yonlendirmesiyle hikimete ve dénemin basbakani Erdogan‘a
yonelik yolsuzluk operasyonlari sirasinda yasandi. Operasyonlar kapsamin-
da Erdogan ve bazi bakanlara ait oldugu iddia edilen ses kayitlari internet
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In this context, before moving to the opposition parties CHP, MHP, and HDP,
the legal representative of Kurdish politics, it is necessary to draw attention
to the role played by the Gilen Community as an actor in the solution pro-
cess. The Gulen Community played a negative role in many of the setbacks
experienced during the resolution process, especially by using its power in
the judiciary and security bureaucracy. The Gilen Community, which allied
itself with the AK Party at the beginning of the Oslo Process, went on to
adopt a different political stance after 2011. On February 7, 2012, MIT Under-
secretary Hakan Fidan and two senior MIT officials were called to testify as
"suspects" by the specially authorized prosecutor guided by the Giilen Com-
munity, which went down in history as a notable event in which the conflict
between the AK Party and the Gilen Community first came to light. The fact
that the reason for the investigation was the "Oslo talks" also showed the
negative role played by the Gilen Community in the resolution process. As
a matter of fact, it is also known that the KCK operations, which frequently
turned into a problem both in the Oslo process and in the resolution process
between 2013 and 2015, were carried out by the Gilen Community's exten-
sions in the judiciary and police force. Behind the negative attitude of the
Gllen Movement towards the resolution process lies its power struggle with
the AK Party and especially with President Erdogan. The leader of the Gilen
Community, Fethullah Gilen, and the leadership of the community feared
that if Erdogan resolved the Kurdish problem, he would turn against them
with the great power and influence he would gain. The fact that the first tar-
get of the conflict was designated to be MIT Undersecretary Hakan Fidan is
one of the most striking proofs of this. The Giilen Community wanted the MIT
Undersecretary to be one of their own. For this reason, they reacted against
the appointment of a person who was not their own to the head of MIT. The
clearest expression of this reaction was the publications aimed at wearing
down Fidan in the media controlled by the Gilen Community. When the Gilen
Movement wasn't able to prevent Fidan from becoming the MIT Undersecre-
tariat despite their best efforts, they created the "MIT crisis of February 7" in
2012. As the struggle between the AK Party and the Gilen Community con-
tinued until the military coup attempt on July 15, 2016, the solution process
was also adversely affected.

ortaminda yayinlandi. Erdogan ve AK Parti'nin o gine kadar yasadigi bu
en zor giinlerde kendilerine Kiirt siyasetinden tek destek imralidan geldi.
11 Ocak'ta Ocalan, 17/25 Aralik operasyonlarini “darbe tesebbiisii” olarak
tanimlayarak bu darbe girisiminin karsisinda duracaklarini acikladi. Ancak
ne HDPden ne de Kandil'deki KCK yoneticilerinden bu netlikte bir agiklama
gelmedi. AK Parti - Gllen Cemaati arasindaki miicadelenin adeta final sah-
nesi olan 15 Temmuz 2016 askeri darbe girisimine ise Turkiye, “buzdolabina
kaldiriimis” ¢6ziim sureciyle birlikte girmek zorunda kaldi. AK Parti - Gulen
Cemaati kavgasi ¢6zum sureci de dahil olmak Uzere Tirkiye'ye oldukca pa-
hallya mal olmus oldu.

Cozim surecinde legal Kirt muhalefeti giinimuzdeki adiyla HDP, Kandil'de-
ki KCK yoneticileriyle imralidaki Ocalan arasinda sikismis bir konumda kaldi.
HDP, hem Oslo Siirecinde hem de 2013 - 2015 ¢ézim siirecinde Ocalan’in
Kirt tarafinin bas muzakerecisi oldugunu sirekli vurguladi ve bu pozisyonu-
nu hi¢ degistirmedi. Ancak Kandil'deki KCK yoneticilerinin Ocalandan farkli
tutum takindiklarianlarda HDP ydnetimi kendi tutumunu agiklikla ortaya ko-
yamadi. HDP'nin bu sikisikliginin en carpici gostergesi 7 Haziran 2015 segim-
lerinden sonra yasanan gelismeler oldu. Yuzde 13 gibi bir oy oraniyla 80 mil-
letvekiliyle TBMM’ye giren HDP, ¢dzUm surecinde parlamentoda 6nemli bir
rol oynamaya aday bir konuma gelmisti. Ancak yukarida da ifade ettigimiz
gibi KCK yonetimi segcimden bes glin sonra yaptigi aciklamada silah birak-
ma kararinin ne Ocalan'da ne de HDP'de oldugunu, bu iradenin kendilerinde
oldugunu agikladi. Bu acgiklama aslinda HDP'nin ¢6zim sirecinde oynadigi
ya da oynayabilecedi roltn sinirlarini da giziyordu. Strecin basindan sonuna
dek HDP ya da legal Kurt siyaseti hicbir zaman surecin ana aktorlerinden
birisi olmadi.

Ana muhalefet partisi CHP ise ¢dzim strecinde kendi i¢ geliskilerinin de
etkisiyle net ve etkili bir tutum takinmadi. CHP lideri Kemal Kiligdaroglu,
¢6zUm surecine net bir sekilde karsi gitkmadi. Ancak slregle yasanan tika-
nikliklar sirasinda siyasi iktidara yonelik elestiriler yapmakla yetindi. Kilig-
daroglu, ¢6zim surecinde adresin TBMM oldugunu sik sik vurguladi ancak
bunun nasil ve hangi ydntemlerle olacagina dair ayrintiya girmedi. Bu ne-
denle de Kiligdaroglu'nun “¢cézimun adresi parlamentodur” ¢ikislari karsilk

gérmedi. CHP icinde ulusalci olarak tanimlanan ¢ézim slreci karsiti gev-
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One of the most remarkable developments in this process took place on 17-
25 December 2013, during the corruption operations against the government
and the then Prime Minister Erdogan, which were led by the Gilen Commu-
nity. As part of the operations, audio recordings allegedly belonging to Er-
dogan and various ministers were published on the Internet. During what
were some of the most difficult times experienced by Erdogan and the AK
Party, the only support from Kurdish politics came from imrali. On January 11,
Ocalan defined the 17-25 December operations as a "coup attempt” and de-
clared that they would stand against this coup attempt. However, neither the
HDP nor the KCK administrators in Qandil made such a clear statement. On
the other hand, Turkey had to experience the military coup attempt on 15 July
2016, which was almost the final stage of the struggle between the AK Party
and the Gllen Community, with the solution process "putinto the fridge". The
struggle between the AK Party and the Gilen Community cost Turkey dearly,
including the resolution process.

During the resolution process, the legal Kurdish opposition, known today as
HDP, was caught in the middle between the KCK administrators in Qandil and
Ocalan in Imrali. HDP has always emphasized that Ocalan is the chief negotia-
tor of the Kurdish side, both in the Oslo Process and in the 2013-2015 solution
process, and never changed this position. However, when the KCK adminis-
trators in Qandil took a different stance than Ocalan, the HDP administration
was not able to take a clear stance. The most obvious sign of HDP's inability
to act was the developments after the 7 June 2015 elections. Having entered
the Grand National Assembly of Turkey with 80 deputies and with 13 percent
of the vote, the HDP was poised to play animportant role in the resolution pro-
cess. However, as we mentioned above, the KCK administration announced in
a statement five days after the election that neither Ocalan nor HDP had the
right to the decision to lay down arms, but that they had it. This statement ac-
tually delimited the role HDP played or would be able to play in the resolution
process. From the beginning to the end of the process, HDP, or legal Kurdish
politics, has never been one of the main actors of the process.

The main opposition party CHP, on the other hand, did not take a clear and ef-
ficient stance in the solution process due to its own internal contradictions.
CHP leader Kemal Kiligdaroglu did not openly oppose the solution process.

relerden zaman zaman surece yonelik sert elestiriler gelse de Kiligdarog-
lu baskanhgindaki CHP ydnetimi ¢dzim surecine karsi tutumunu belli bir
olgtde tutmayi basardi. Klligdaroglu'nun strece yonelik elestirileri agirlikli
olarak bu surecin seffaf olmamasi, Meclis’e surecle ilgili yeterince bilgi veril-
memesi ekseninde yogunlasti.

Cozim Sireci'ne parlamentoda en sert muhalefeti gosteren MHP ise slire-
ce yonelik tepkinin sokaga tasmasina higbir zaman hevesli gorinmedi. Yu-
karida da s6zunu ettigimiz 6-8 Ekim 2014'te yasanan ve 46 kisinin hayatini
kaybetmesine neden olan Kobani olaylarinda da MHP yoneticileri aktif bir
rol almaktan kagindilar. MHP lideri Devlet Bahceli, partisinin ¢ozim slreci
karsiti sdylemlerini strdirtrken, TBMMde yer alan HDP yoneticileriyle ger-
ginligin olugsmamasiicin de caba sarf etti. Bahceli ve kurmaylarinin TBMM'de
HDP yoneticileriyle el sikisirken goruntt vermeleri, HDP liderlerinden Ah-
met TUrk'n yasi dolayisiyla cezasinin iptal edilmesini istemesi buna érnek
olarak verilebilir. Bir baska deyisle, MHP lideri Bahgeli, ¢6zim sureci karsiti
tutumunu her zaman korurken, partisinin ¢ozim sureci karsithginin merkezi
haline gelmesine izin vermedi.

iktidar ve muhalefetin ¢ézim siirecindeki rollerine baktigimizda, iktidar ka-
nadi olarak AK Parti'nin ve Erdogan’in slire¢ boyunca parlamentodan ¢ok
ciddi ve sert bir direnisle karsilasmadigini soyleyebiliriz. Strecin yasadig
krizlerde ve geldigi noktada, Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’in ve Kandil'deki or-
gut yoneticilerinin tercihlerinin belirleyici oldu. Tabii bu tercihlerde 6zellikle
Suriye ig Savastyla birlikte Kiirt sorununun gok bilinmeyenli bir uluslararasi
sorun haline gelmesinin de oldukga buyuk payi var. Muhalefet partileri ise
¢ozUm slrecinde gelinen noktada en az rol tstlenen ve bu nedenle en az
sorumluk taslyan kesim olma 6zelligini tasimaktadir.
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He was content to criticize the ruling power during the setbacks experienced
in the process. Kiligdaroglu frequently emphasized that the interlocutor in
the solution process should be the Turkish Grand National Assembly, but he
did elaborate how and by which methods this would happen. For this reason,
Kiligdaroglu's statements that "the place for the resolution is the parliament”
did not receive aresponse. Although there were harsh criticisms against the
process from time to time in the nationalist wing within the CHP, the CHP ad-
ministration under the leadership of Kiligdaroglu managed to keep its stance
against the solution process toned down to a certain extent. Klligdaroglu's
criticisms of the process mainly focused on its lack of transparency and the
lack of sufficient information about the process in the Parliament.

MHP, which showed the strongest opposition to the Solution Process in the par-
liament, never seemed eager for the reaction to the process to spill over onto
the streets. MHP administrators also avoided taking an active role in the Kobani
incidents, which we mentioned above, on October 6-8, 2014, which caused the
loss of 46 lives. While MHP leader Devlet Bahgeli continued his party's rhetoric
against the resolution process, he also made an effort to avoid tensions with
HDP administrators in the Grand National Assembly of Turkey. The images of
Bahgeli and his staff shaking hands with HDP administrators in the Grand Na-
tional Assembly of Turkey and HDP leaders demanding that Ahmet Tirk's sen-
tence be cancelled due to his age attest to this. In other words, while MHP lead-
er Bahcelialways maintained his stance against the solution process, he did not
allow his party to become the centre of opposition to the solution process.

When we look at the roles of the government and the opposition in the
solution process, we can say that the AK Party and Erdogan, as the ruling
power, did not face any serious and harsh resistance from the parliament
throughout the process. The choices of President Erdogan and the leaders
of the organization in Qandil were determinative in the crises and the current
situation of the process. Of course, the fact that the Kurdish problem has
become an international problem with many unknowns, especially with the
Syrian Civil War, played a large part in these choices. Opposition parties, on
the other hand, have the distinction of being the group that plays the least
important role in the point reached in the solution process and therefore,
they carry the least responsibility.

3.1

2015-2020: En Uzun Bes Yil

Darbe Tesebbisi, Baskanlik Sistemi,
Ittifak Siyaseti ve Ekomik Kriz

Yukarida aktarilan ve AB Uyelik sirecinin dimamizminin de etkisiyle ¢o-
zUm sUrecinin yuruttldigu ve reform ve demokratiklesme paradigmasi-
nin belirledigi donem, 2015%e gelindiginde Suriye’de yasanan gelismelerin
i¢c siyasette yarattigi etkiyle buylk oranda degismeye yuz tutumustu
ama Turkiye siyasetindeki asil paradigma degisimi 15 Temmuz 2016'da
yasanan darbe tesebblyle gergeklesti. 15 Temmuz darbe girisimi Ulkeyi
bir glivenlik paranoyasina itti ve “devletin bekasi” sdylemi hem Ulke igin-
deki hem de ulke disindaki hikimet politikalarinda belirleyici hale geldi.
Darbe tesebbusunu takiben 21 Temmuz'da G¢ ay sureyle ilan edilen ola-
ganustl hal, darbe girisiminin ardindan gegen 2 yillik sireyi kapsayacak
sekilde uzatildi. Darbe tesebbisinden sonra devreye giren beka ve gu-
venlik siyasetine dayanan olaganistu donem konsepti, Ulkede bir dnceki
dénem egemen olan demokratiklesme ve normallesme rlzgarini tersine
cevirirken, i¢ siyasette legal Kirt hareketi ve dis siyasette ise illegal PKK
hareketi hedefe oturtuldu.

2016'da OHAL gerekgesi ile yayinlanan 674 Sayili KHK ile Cumhurbaska-
ni'na belediyelere kayyum atama, valilere ise belediyelerin tasinir mal-
larina el koyma ve calisanlarini gorevden uzaklastirma yetkisi verildi.
Bdylece 11 Eylil 2016'den baslayarak glinimize kadar devam eden bir
uygulama olarak HDP'li belediye baskanlari gérevden alinarak yerlerine
kayyim atama siireci baslamis oldu. i¢ siyasette yasal Kiirt hareketine
yonelik olarak yurutulen gérevden alma-kayyim politikasiyla es zamanli
olarak, 2016'dan itibaren 6zellikle Suriye’de Suriye Kirtleri lehine gelisen
dinamiklerin 6ntine gegmek icin, “Turkiye hudutlarinin givenligini sag-
lamak, sinirlarda teror koridoru olusmasini engellemek ve multecilerin
guvenlibir sekilde donusunu saglamak” gerekgesiyle toplam 5 sinir 6tesi
operasyon gerceklestirildi. Bu operasyonlarin Suriye'de bdlgeyi askeri
olarak kontrol eden Suriye Demokratik Glgleri'nin (SDG) ana gdvdesini
Kirtlerin kurdugu Demokratik Birlik Partisi’'nin (PYD) gicUni kirmak ya-

L L/

55



Pl

56

[1l. 2015-2020: The Longest Five Years

3.1

The Coup Attempt, Presidential System,
Politics of Alliance and the Economic Crisis

The period mentioned above, in which the solution process was carried out
and determined by the reform and democratization paradigm, with the influ-
ence of the dynamism of the EU membership process, started to change to
alarge extent with the effects of the developments in Syria on domestic pol-
itics in 2015. While important, the real paradigm shift in Turkish politics took
place on July 15, 2016 when the coup attempt took place. The July 15 coup at-
tempt gave Turkey a security paranoia, and the rhetoric of "the survival of the
state" became decisive in government policies both inside and outside the
country. The state of emergency declared for three months on 21 July fol-
lowing the coup attempt was extended to cover a period of 2 years after the
coup attempt. As the concept of an extraordinary period, based on the policy
of survival and security that came into play after the coup attempt, reversed
the prevailing wind of democratization and normalization in the country in
the previous period, the legal Kurdish movement in domestic politics and the
illegal PKK movement in foreign policy were targeted.

With the Decree Law No. 674, which was issued in 2016 on the occasion of
the State of Emergency, the President was given the authority to appoint
trustees to the municipalities, and the governors were granted the power to
seize the movable properties of the municipalities and dismiss their employ-
ees. As a result, HDP mayors were dismissed and the process of appointing
trustees began as a practice which has now been going on since September
11, 2076. Simultaneously with the dismissal-trustee policy carried out against
the legal Kurdish movement in domestic politics, in order to prevent the
dynamics that have developed in favour of Syrian Kurds, especially in Syria
since 2016, a total of 5 cross-border operations were carried out “to ensure
the security of Turkey's borders, to prevent the formation of a terror corri-
dor on the borders and to ensure that refugees can safely return”. In addition
to disempowering the Democratic Union Party (PYD), founded by the Kurds,
the main body of the Syrian Democratic Forces (SDF), which holds military

ninda i¢ ve dis kamuoyuna, 15 Temmuz darbe girisiminin ardindan komu-
ta kademesinin ylzde 40" ihrag edilen ve yipranan ordunun hala giicli ve
caydiri bir gic oldugu mesaji da verilmeye calisildi.

Aslinda 15 Temmuz darbe girisiminin engellenmesi, yarattigi bidyuk trav-
ma kadar Kirt meselesinin ¢6zimU konusunda en ¢ok direnc gdsteren
iki kesim olan Gllen cemaati ve ordunun, siyaset Ustlndeki etkisinin
blyuk oranda kirilmasi nedeniyle siyaset i¢in blylk bir imkan alani da
yaratmisti. 15 Temmuz travmasi, toplumun genis kesimleriniiceren, Kirt
siyasi hareketi ve hikimet arasinda Suriye'deki gelismelerin tlkede ya-
rattigr gerilimin geride birakilabilecegi ve Kirt meselesinin ¢ézimune
yonelik yeni ve daha yapici sartlarin olusmasina da tahvil edilebilecek bir
siyasete evrilme potansiyeline sahipti ama bu firsat degerlendirilemedi.

15 Temmuz darbe tesebbusunin ardindan Yenikapi'da gerceklesen ve AK
Parti, CHP, MHP liderlerinin ilk kez ayni miting alaninda bulustugu “De-
mokrasi ve Sehitler Mitingi”, HDP'nin dislandigi ve adina “"YeniKapi Ruhu”
denilen, Erdogan liderliginin bir birlik ve beraberlik sdylemi esliginde
desteklenmesini 6neren ve siyasetin yeniden tasarlandigi baska tir bir
yeni bir doneme isaret ediyordu. Yenikapi Ruhu ¢ergevesinde Erdogan
ve MHP lideri arasinda olusan yakinlasma, kisa surede adina daha sonra
Cumbhur ittifaki verilen bir koalisyona evrildi ve Bahceli'nin bizzat yapti-
g1 ¢cagriyla ve bu koalisyonun oylariyla Ocak 2017de “Cumhurbaskanligi
hikimet sistemi” adiyla, Turkiye parlamenter sistemden baskanlik sis-
temine gegti. Sistem degisikligi ayni yilin Nisan ayinda anayasa referan-
dumuyla halk oylamasina sunuldu ve 48,8% karsilik ylizde 51,2 ile halktan
onay aldi. Sistem Temmuz 2018'de uygulanmaya baslandi.
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control over the region in Syria, these operations also attempted to send the
message both nationally and internationally that the Turkish military, which
was hurt and had 40 percent of its command echelon expelled in the after-
math of the coup attempt, was still a strong and deterrent force.

In fact, the prevention of the July 15 coup attempt, as well as the great trau-
ma it created, also created a great opportunity for politics as the influence of
the Gllen community and the army, which were the two groups that showed
the most resistance to the solution of the Kurdish issue, on politics was lift-
ed to a large extent. The trauma of July 15 had the potential to evolve into
a policy involving large segments of society, where the tension created by
the developments in Syria between the Kurdish political movement and the
Turkish government could be left behind, and translated into the creation of
new and more constructive circumstances for the resolution of the Kurdish

issue, but this opportunity was not used.

The"Democracy and Martyrs Rally", which took place in Yenikapi after the July
15 coup attempt and where the leaders of the AK Party, CHP, and MHP met for
the first time in the same rally area, was accompanied by a rhetoric of unity
and solidarity by the Erdogan leadership, which was called the "Yenikapi Spirit"
and excluded HDP. This marked a new era in which politics was redesigned.
The rapprochement between Erdogan and the MHP leader within the frame-
work of the Yenikapi Spirit soon evolved into a coalition named the People's
Alliance, and with the call made by Bahgeli and the votes of this coalition,
Turkey switched from the parliamentary system to the presidential system in
January 2017, under the name "Presidential government system". The system
change was put to a public vote in April of the same year with a constitutional
referendum and received the approval of the people with 51.2 percent versus
48.8 percent. The system started to be implemented in July 2018.

A POLITICS OF ALLIANCE

With the transition to the Presidential system of government, the execu-
tive power was concentrated to a great extent under the President's re-
sponsibility. Considering the 50 + 1% rule introduced in order to become the

President, the voter behaviour in Turkey and the vote rates of the political

ITTIFAK SIYASETI

(15)

Cumhurbaskanligi hilkiimet sistemine gegisle yuritme yetkisi cok blylk
oranda Cumhurbaskaninin uhdesinde toplanirken, Cumhurbaskanligi
makamina gelebilmek icin getirilen % 50 + 1 kurali, Tlrkiye'deki segmen
davranislari ve siyasi partilerin aldiklari oy oranlari dikkate alindiginda,
hi¢bir partinin tek basina bu orana ulagsmasi mimkun olmadigindan, it-
tifak siyasetini de zorunlu kildi.™ Cumhurbaskanhgi hilkiimet sistemiyle
beraber, Turkiye siyasetine, tek tek partiler arasindaki rekabetten ziyade
ittifaklar arasi micadele yon vermeye basladi. Bu minvalde ilk ortaya ¢i-
kan AK Parti ve MHP'den olusan “Cumhur ittifaki'nin karsisinda ise “Mil-
let ittifaki” adi altinda CHP ve iYi Parti arasinda gerceklesen ve Saadet
Partisi’'nin disaridan destek verdigi ikinci bir ittifak blogu olustu. HDP her
iki ittifak blogundan da dislandi. Sistem degisikliginin zorunlu kildigi itti-
fak siyaseti partiler arasinda bir uzlasma siyasetine de imkan taniyabi-
lirdi ama sonug siyasi kutuplasma oldu. Artan milliyetgilik, hem i¢ hem
de dis siyasette kullanilan siyasi dil, Glkeyi bir 6nceki donemin yapici ve
uzlasmaci ruhundan giderek uzaklastirdi. Bu degisimlerle ortaya ¢ikan
yeni donemin guvenlik konsepti ve beka sdylemiyle belirlenen dinamik-
lerinden en olumsuz sekilde etkilenen kesim ise Kirt siyasi hareketi ve
bu baglamda da Kirt meselesi oldu.

https://www.democraticprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/DPI-Faz%C4 %
B1I-H%C3%BCsn%C3%BC-Erdem-Assessment-1.pdf
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parties, itis not possible for any party to attain this percentage alone, thus ne-
cessitating a politics of alliance.™ As such, Turkish politics began to be domi-
nated by the struggle between alliances rather than the competition between
individual parties. Opposite the "People's Alliance", which first emerged in this
framework, consisting of the AK Party and MHP, a second alliance bloc was
formed under the name of "Nation Alliance" between CHP and the Good Par-
ty, and which was supported by the Felicity Party from the outside. HDP was
excluded from both alliance blocs. The politics of alliance required by the sys-
tem change could have allowed a policy of reconciliation between the parties,
but the result was political polarization instead. The increasing nationalism
and the political language used in both domestic and foreign politics gradu-
ally put a distance between contemporary Turkey and the constructive and
conciliatory spirit of the recent past. The Kurdish political movement and the
Kurdish issue were the most negatively affected elements by the dynamics of
the new era that emerged with these changes, which were determined by the
concept of security and the discourse of survival.

MARCH 31, 2019: VOTERS WANT NORMALIZATION /
THE KURDS DETERMINE THE GOVERNMENT

(15)

(16)

The March 31, 2019 elections, which were held under the conditions deter-
mined by this new political paradigm, took place in a very tense political
atmosphere. Although the legislation does not allow alliances in local elec-
tions, the parties entered the elections by making de facto alliances. The
AK Party and MHP as the People's Alliance, and CHP and the Good Party
as the Nation Alliance nominated joint candidates in many provinces and
districts. As the transfer of the alliance politics to local elections caused
local elections to be held in an atmosphere of general elections, the overall
policies of the alliances rather than local problems and candidates were
highlighted in the electoral campaigns.'® As such, the local elections were

https://www.democraticprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/DPI-Faz%C4 %
B1-H%C3%BCsn%C3%BC-Erdem-Assessment-1.pdf

https://www.democraticprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/DPI-Faz%C4%
B1l-H%C3%BCsn%C3%BC-Erdem-Assessment-1.pdf

31 MART 2019: SEGMEN NORMALLESME iSTIYOR /
KORTLER iKTiDARI BELIRLiYOR

(16)

Bu yeni siyasi paradigmanin belirledigi kosullarda gerceklesen 31 Mart
2019 segimlerine ¢cok gergin bir politik atmosferde gidildi. Her ne kadar
yasal mevzuat yerel secgimlerde ittifak yapilmasinaizin vermese de, par-
tiler secimlere fiilen ittifak yaparak girdiler. AK Parti ve MHP Cumbhur it-
tifaki olarak, CHP ve iYi Parti de Millet ittifaki olarak birgok il ve ilgede
ortak aday gosterdiler. ittifak siyasetinin yerel secimlere tasinmasi, ye-
rel segimlerin de genel secim atmosferinde gegcmesine neden olurken,
secim kampanyalarinda mahalli sorunlardan ve adaylardan ziyade, itti-
faklarin genel siyasetleri 6n plana ¢iktl."® Boylece yerel segimler, 2017'de
halktan onay almis olsa da hem Cumhurbaskanhgr hikimet sisteminin
hem de ittifak siyasetinin halkta nasil bir karsilik buldugunu géstermesi
bakimindan da bir dondm noktasi oldu.

31Mart yerel segimleri sonucunda AK Partiliderligindeki Cumhur ittifak'
toplamda Millet ittifaki'ndan daha fazla oy almasina ragmen, AK Parti, 16
yillik iktidarinin ardindan ilkenin ekonomi merkezi istanbul ve baskent
Ankara da dahil olmak Uzere, Turkiye'nin alti buytuk kentinden besinde
yenilgiye ugradi. Yerel segimlerin bir diger sonucu ise, yerel idarelerde
uzun yillardir higbir etkinligi olmayan MHP'nin, AK Parti ile ortak aday
gostermedigi illerde basari kazanmasiydi. MHP'nin secimi kazandigi 11
ilin 9'unda hem AK Parti'nin hem de MHP'nin adaylari vardi fakat bu illerde
secmen AK Parti yerine MHP'yi tercih etti. Bu durum AK Parti icinde o
guinden baslayip glinimuze kadar devam eden, “"MHP ile yapilan ittifak
MHP'ye glc kazandirirken AK Parti'ye gii¢ kaybettiriyor” tartismasinin AK
Parti icinde baslamasina neden oldu. MHP ile ittifaktan memnun olma-
yan Kirtler de dahil olmak Gzere AK Partililerin rahatsizligi da, bu asama-
dan sonra daha gorunur hale geldi.

https://www.democraticprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/DPI-Faz%C4 %
B1I-H%C3%BCsn%C3%BC-Erdem-Assessment-1.pdf
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a turning point in terms of showing how both the Presidential system of
government and the alliance politics were received by the people, even
though they had already been publicly approved in 2017.

Although the AK Party-led People's Alliance received more votes than the
Nation in the March 31local elections, the AK Party was defeated in five of
Turkey's six largest cities, including Istanbul, Turkey’s financial centre and
its capital Ankara, after 16 years in power. Another result of the local elec-
tions was that the MHP, which had had no influence in local administrations
for many years, won success in the provinces where it did not nominate a
joint candidate with the AK Party. In 9 of the 11 provinces in which the MHP
won the election, both the AK Party and the MHP had candidates, but in
these provinces the voters preferred the MHP instead of the AK Party. This
situation led to the debate within the AK Party, which started then and has
continued until today, "The alliance with the MHP gives power to the MHP,
while it makes the AK Party lose power". The discomfort of AK Party mem-
bers, including the Kurds, who were not satisfied with the alliance with the
MHP, became more visible after this turning point.

The March 31, 2019 elections had two important results for the HDP. First of
all, HDP, which was excluded from both alliances, regained the mayoralties in
the cities where trustees were appointed from 2016 onward. Secondly, while
the HDP kept toits own pathin the Kurdish provincesinlocal elections, it sid-
ed with the Nation Alliance against the People's Alliance, which tactically fol-
lowed a much harsher policy against HDP in the West of Turkey. This support,
which determined the electoral victories of the CHP in Istanbul and Ankara,
‘certified that HDP has a permanent place in Turkish politics' despite being
excluded from both alliance blocs and marginalized by the government.” On
the other hand, the results of the March 31 local elections showed that the
votes of the Kurdish public, going beyond the political position represented
by the HDP, have gained the power to determine Turkish politics at a higher
rate than ever before in history. In order to understand this power, it would
be useful to remember the couple of days before the renewed election for

https://www.democraticprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/DPI-Faz%C4%
B1l-H%C3%BCsn%C3%BC-Erdem-Assessment-1.pdf

(17)

31 Mart 2019 secimlerinin HDP agisindan ise iki 6nemli sonucu oldu. Bi-
rincisi her ikiittifaktan da dislanan HDP, 2016'dan itibaren kayyim atanan
sehirlerdeki belediye baskanliklarini 2019 yerel segimlerinde yeniden
kazanarak geri aldi. ikincisi, HDP yerel secimlerde Kiirt illerinde ken-
di cizgisini takip ederken, Turkiye'nin Batisinda taktik olarak kendisine
karsi cok daha sert bir politika izleyen Cumhur ittifaki karsisinda Millet
ittifakina yakin durdu. CHP'nin istanbul ve Ankarada aldigi segim gali-
biyetlerini belirleyen bu destek, her iki ittifak blogundan diglanmasina
ve iktidar tarafindan marjinallestiriimesine ragmen ‘HDP'nin Tdrkiye
siyasetinde kalici bir yere sahip oldugunu tescil etti."” Diger yandan 31
Mart yerel segimleri sonuglari, HDP'in temsil ettigi siyasi ¢izginin 0tesine
gecen bir bicimde, Kirt secmenin oylarinin Turkiye siyasetini tarihte hic
olmadigi kadar yiksek oranda belirleme giclne kavustugunu gosterdi.
Bu giicl anlamak igin AK Parti'nin istanbul yenilgisini hazmedememesi
ve kontrolU altindaki butun araclari kullanarak secimi yeniletme yoluna
gitmesinin ardindan, 23 Haziran 2019'da istanbul Biyiksehir Belediye-
si 6zelinde yenilenen oylamadan onceki birka¢ ginl hatirlamak faydali
olacaktir. 2015den bu yana Kirt meselesini kamusal alanda zikretmek-
ten imtina eden hiikiimet, CHP'li aday Ekrem imamoglu’'nun istanbul Bii-
yuksehir Belediye baskanligini almasini énlemek i¢in segime birkac gin
kala, 6nce Anadolu Ajansi araciligiyla Abdullah Ocalanin cezaevinden
HDP'ye tarafsizlik cagrisi yaptigi yoniinde iddialar ortaya atti. Daha son-
ra ise Ocalan’in kardesi ve ayni zamanda PKK'nin eski yéneticilerinden
olan Osman Ocalan’i TRT Kurdi kanalinda Ekrem imamoglu'nu elestirdigi
programda konuk etmeyi gdze aldi. 23 Haziran'da tekrarlanan istanbul
secimleri, Ekrem imamoglu'nun 31 Mart'takinden ¢cok daha fazla oy ala-
rak segimi kazanmasiyla sonuclandi.

https://www.democraticprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/09/DPI-Faz%C4 %
B1I-H%C3%BCsn%C3%BC-Erdem-Assessment-1.pdf
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the Istanbul Metropolitan Municipality on June 23, 2019, when the AK Party
could not stomach its defeat in Istanbul and tried to renew the election by
using all the tools under its control. The government, which has refrained
from mentioning the Kurdish issue in the public sphere since 2015, started
rumours a few days before the election, in order to prevent CHP candidate
Ekrem imamoglu from winning the Istanbul Metropolitan Municipality mayor-
alty, that Abdullah Ocalan's had called from his prison to the HDP for neutral-
ity through Anadolu Agency. Later on, it took the risk to host Osman Ocalan,
Ocalan's brother and also one of the former administrators of the PKK, in a
program on TRT Kurdi where he criticized Ekrem imamoglu. The Istanbul
elections, renewed on June 23, resulted in Ekrem imamoglu winning the
election with much more votes than on March 31.

Anotherremarkable result of the local elections was that the voters votedin
favour of the AK Party candidates in the council memberships of the same
municipalities as they were taking away the mayoralty of the metropolitan
cities from the AK Party. This was a very important result as it showed how
strong and well calculated the democratic reaction of the electorate to the
increasingly polarizing way of doing politics in the country was. In short,
the voters were demanding normalization from all political actors, espe-
cially the government and President Erdogan, by dividing the authority be-
tween the ruling and opposition partiesin local governments. In fact, in the
first statement he made right after the local election results, Erdogan ex-
pressed that he understood this demand for normalization when he spoke
of the Turkish Alliance,™® but this was not followed up.

As aresult, the March 31, 2019 elections actually clarified the picture that
first emerged in the 2017 Presidential referendum and the 2018 gener-
al elections. Starting from 2014, the voters believed for 3 to 4 years that
Turkey was going through an extraordinary process and that Erdogan was
the right actor in managing this existential threat. The vigilance generat-
ed by the perception of threat was transformed into an effective political

When Erdogan formulated the idea a “Turkish Alliance” after March 31, Bahgeli criticised it by saying,
“It raises questions for us. There cannot be a country-wide political alliance. Our alliance is with
the people.”

(18)

(19)

Yerel secimlerin bir baska dikkat ¢ekici sonucu, se¢menin bulylkse-
hirlerde belediye baskanliklarini AK Partiden alirken ayni belediyelerin
meclis Uyeliklerinde AK Partili adaylar lehine oy kullanmasiydi. Bu, Ul-
kede giderek tirmanan kutuplastirici siyaset yapma bigimine se¢gmenin
verdigi demokratik tepkinin ne kadar gugcli ve iyi hesaplanmis oldugunu
gostermesi bakimindan ¢ok dnemli bir sonucgtu. Kisaca se¢cmen, yerel
yonetimlerde yetkiyi iktidar ve muhalefet partileri arasinda paylastira-
rak, basta iktidar ve Cumhurbaskani Erdogan olmak Uzere, tim siyasi
aktorlerden normallesme talep ediyordu. Aslinda yerel secim sonucla-
rinin hemen akabinde yaptigi ilk aciklamalarda Erdogan bu normallesme
talebini anlamis oldugunu Tirkiye ittifaki"™® ifadesiyle dile getirdi ama
bunun arkasi gelmedi.

Sonug olarak 31 Mart 2019 segimleri aslinda 2017 Cumhurbaskanligi referan-
dumunda ve 2018de yapilan genel secimlerde ortaya cikan tablonun daha
da netlesmesini sagladi. Buna gore se¢gmen, 2014'ten baslayarak, 3-4 yil
boyunca, Turkiye'nin olaganistu bir stirecten gegtigine ve Erdogan’in bu va-
rolussal tehdidin yonetilmesinde en dogru aktor olduguna inanmisti. Tehdit
algisinin Urettigi teyakkuz Erdogan tarafindan etkili bir siyasal enerjiye/di-
namizme tahvil edilerek -uzunca bir stredir arzu ettigi- sistem degisikligini
gerceklestirmek de dahil birgok secim zaferini mimkun kildi. Ancak Gilen
Cemaati ve PKK basta olmak Uzere Turkiye'ye ve Erdogan iktidarina yonelik
tehditlerin -blytk oranda- bertaraf edilmesine karsin, olaganisti dénem
konseptinin strddridlmesi, segmende rahatsizlik dretti ve 31 Mart segimle-
rinde Erdogan‘a yeniden gucli bir mesaj verildi. 31 Mart 2019 yerel secimleri
2016 darbe tesebbusulyle zirveye ulasan Erdogan iktidarina yonelik tehdit ve
saldirilarin yol actigi “olagantstu siyaset” anlayisinin miadini doldurmasini
simgelemektedir.™® Diger bir ifadeyle olaganisti donem parantezi 31 Mart

Erdogan’in 31 Mart sonrasi ortaya attigi Tdrkiye ittifaki’ 6nerisini Bahgeli “Kafamizdaki
soru isaretlerini gogaltmistir. Ulke bazli siyasi bir ittifak olamaz. Bizim ittifakimiz cumhurladir”
diye elestirmisti.

Hatem Ete ile gérisme.
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energy and dynamism by Erdogan, making many electoral victories possi-
ble, including realizing the system change he had wanted for a long time.
However, despite the fact that the threats against Turkey and the Erdogan
government, especially the Gilen Community and the PKK, were largely
eliminated, the persistence of the emergency period created discomfort
in the voters and a strong message was given to Erdogan in the March 31
elections. The March 31, 2019 local elections signify the end of the “extraor-
dinary politics” occasioned by the threats and attacks against the Erdogan
government, which reached its peak with the 2016 coup attempt.'® In other
words, the concept of an extraordinary period has run out of political legit-
imacy in the March 31 elections. The March 31 local elections also showed
that even if the Kurds themselves did not come to power, they could use
their political power to determine who would come to power in Turkey. This
is a phenomenon in Turkish politics that can no longer be ignored.

For this reason, new parties founded by former AK Party members are also
aware of the importance of this phenomenon and shape their regional poli-
cies on two pillars: equal citizenship in the constitution and education in the
mother tongue. The new parties, which have the potential to affect the polit-
ical sphere in general and the ruling power-opposition balance in particular
both politically and in terms of sheer numbers, seek the votes of both the
AK Party and HDP in the region, and they are likely to be alternatives for the
Kurdish voters whose votes have the potential to determine the outcome.

At this point, it should be remembered that after the 2019 local elections,
the loss of votes that Erdogan tried to prevent with grand gestures (such
as cross-border operations, the opening of Hagia Sophia as a mosque to
worship, the Kanal Istanbul Project, the announcement of the discovery of
natural gas in the Black Sea, etc.) to cover up the failure continued. Recent
opinion polls show that since October 2020, the votes of the ruling bloc
have fallen below 50 percent, the AK Party has lost power, and the support
for Erdogan personally has begun to decline for the first time, although he
is still seen as the strongest leader. The percentage of voters who are un-
decided but also strongly motivated to vote is also daily increasing. This

Interview with Hatem Ete.

(20)
(21)

secimlerinde siyasi omrind tamamlamistir. Ve yine 31 Mart yerel segimleri
Kirtlerin kendileri iktidara gelemeseler dahi, siyasi gtclerini kullanarak Tur-
kiye'de kimin iktidara gelecegini belirlediklerini berraklastirmistir. Bu ar-
tik TUrkiye siyasetinde hesaba katilmadan yol alinamayacak bir olgudur.

Bu nedenledir ki eski AK Partili isimler tarafindan kurulan yeni partiler de
bu olgunun dneminin farkinda olarak bdlge politikalarini anayasada esit
vatandaslik ve anadilde egitim olmak Gzere iki temel Gzerinden sekillen-
diriyorlar. Siyasal ve sayisal acidan hem genel olarak siyasal alani, hem
de Ozel olarak iktidar-muhalefet dengesini etkileyecek bir potansiyele
sahip olan yeni partiler hem AK Parti'nin hem de HDP'nin bolgedeki oy-
larina talipler ve oylari kritik hale gelen Kirt segmen icin birer alternatif
olma ihtimalleri az degil.

Bu noktada 2019 yerel segimleri sonrasi, Erdogan’in karsilasilan basarisizligi
ortmeye doniik olarak blylk hamlelerle (sinir 6tesi harekatlar, Ayasofya'nin
ibadete agilmasi, Kanal istanbul Projesi, Karadenizde dogal gaz bulundu-
gunun aciklanmasi vs) 6niine gecmeye calisdigdi oy kaybinin devam ettigini
hatirlamak gerekiyor. Son dénemde yapilan kamuoyu arastirmalari Ekim
2020den bu yana iktidar blogunun oylarinin ytzde 50'nin altina disttugunu,
AK Parti'nin gli¢ kaybettigini ve hala en gug¢lu lider olarak gorulse de ilk defa
Erdogan’in kisisel oylarinin da azalma egilimine girdigini gosteriyor. Sandi-
ga gitme motivasyonu gugli ama kararsiz segmen yuzdesi ise her gegen
gun artiyor ve gri alandakiler olarak tanimlanan ve toplamda ytzde 33,51k
bir orani temsil eden bu kesim, gelecek donemin secim sonuglarini blyutk
oranda etkileyecek gibi gérinutyor. Tim bunlarin yani sira AK Parti segmeni
de dahil olmak Uzere Tirkiye'de demokrasinin isleyisinden duyulan memnu-
niyet azaliyor.?® Yine kamuoyu yoklamalarina gore Ulkede 6nimUizdeki 3 ay
icinde ekonomik kriz bekleyenlerin orani yizde 75e ¢ikmis durumda. Kriz
beklentisinin en ¢ok arttigi kesimin dortte Gglnd ise iktidar blogu segmeni
olusturuyor.”) Demokrasinin isleyisinden duyulan mennuniyetsizlik ama

Konda, Ekim Barometresi, Ekim 2020
Konda, Ekim Barometresi, Ekim 2020
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segment, also defined as the “grey area”, represents a total of 33.5 percent
of the votes, and it appears as if it is going to play a decisive role in the
next election. In addition to all these, satisfaction with the functioning of
democracy in Turkey is decreasing, including among the AK Party sup-
porters.?® According to opinion polls, the number of people who expect
an economic crisis in Turkey in the next 3 months has increased to 75 per-
cent. Three-quarters of the segment with the highest crisis expectation is
composed of the voters of the ruling bloc.?” As a way out of further eco-
nomic crisis, voters demand widespread normalization in Turkey, and the
economy represents the most important dynamic that triggers the desire
and demand for normalization. The deepening of the economic crisis due
to inflation, unemployment and the excessive depreciation of the Turkish
lira, which has been going on for a long time and which directly affects the
average voter's perception of the ruling power as well as his standard of liv-
ing, has been exacerbated by the pandemic in 2020. As well as this, the US
elections lead to an administration that has the potential to directly affect
Turkey's regional policy and economy; all of which appear to have necessi-
tated a change in current political discourse and policies.??

This need for change lies beneath Erdogan's new rhetoric of "reform in the
economy, law, and democracy" that emerged after Berat Albayrak’s resig-
nation on November 8, 2020. On the other hand, Erdogan, who has been
able to successfully change his politics and alliances many times and easily
when needed, seems to lack the opportunity to implement the minimum
normalization he needs to ensure the continuation of his power this time.
The alliance he established with the MHP has greatly narrowed his margin
of mobility and flexibility. The chief evidence of this is that MHP, Erdogan’s
coalition partner, reacted the most strongly to the reform statement made
by Erdogan himself in November 2020, as well as to the idea of a Turkish
Alliance, which Erdogan had first uttered after the March 31 elections.
MHP leader Bahgeli is extremely uncomfortable with the reform discourse,

Konda, Ekim Barometresi, Ekim 2020
Konda, Ekim Barometresi, Ekim 2020
https://www.perspektif.online/erdoganin-reformla-sinav-2/

(22)

daha fazla ekonomik kriz ve ekonomik krizden ¢ikis yolu olarak segmen
tlkede normallesme yasanmasi gerektigini distnudyor ve ekonomi nor-
mallesme istegini ve talebini tetikleyen en dnemli dinamigi temsil ediyor.
Dolayisiyla uzun siredir devam eden ve 2020'de pandeminin de etkisiyle
ortalama sec¢menin iktidar algisini ve hayat standardini dogrudan et-
kileyen enflasyon, issizlik ve Tirk Lirasinin asiri deger kaybi Uzerinden
ekonomik krizin giin gectikge derinlesmesi ve ABD secimlerinin Turki-
ye'nin bdlgesel politikasini ve ekonomisini dogrudan etkileyebilecek bir
yonetim degisikligine yol agmasi mevcut siyasi sdylem ve politikalarda
bir degisime gitme ihtiyaci dogurmus gériintyor.??

Berat Albayrak'in istifa ettigi 8 Kasim 2020'den sonra ortaya ¢ikan Erdo-
gan’'in “ekonomide-hukukta-demokraside reform” sdyleminin gerisinde
de bu degisim ihtiyaci yatiyor. Ote yandan bugiine kadar ihtiyag duygu-
gunda pek ¢ok kez ve rahatlikla siyaset ve ittifak degisimiicine basariyla
girebilmis olan Erdogan, bugtn iktidarinin devamini saglamak igin ihtiyag
duydugu asgari normallestirmeyi devreye sokma yahut uygulama imka-
nindan yoksun gorunuyor. Zira MHP ile kurulan ittifak kendisinin hareket
kabiliyetini ve esneklik marjini blyUk dl¢lde daraltti ve bunun en blyuk
kaniti da 31 Mart segimlerinin ardindan telaffuz edilen Tirkiye ittifakiina
oldugu gibi, Kasim 2020'de de bizzat Erdogan’in yaptigi reform agiklama-
sina daen blyuk tepkinin iktidar ortagi MHP'den gelmis olmasi. MHP lide-
ri Bahcgeli esasen ekonomi yonetiminde ve dis politikada normallesmeye
donuk olarak gerceklestirilen degisimleri ifade etmek icin kullanilan re-
form sdyleminden son derece rahatsiz ve reform sdyleminini ittifak ve
soylem degdisikligini ima ettigi oranda tehdit olarak gériyor. Bu durum,
Erdogan’i toplumun ihtiyaclari ve siyasal ve sayisal acidan Bahgeli'ye ba-
gimhgi arasinda sikistiriyor.

https://www.perspektif.online/erdoganin-reformla-sinav-2/
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which is mainly used to express the changes to be made towards normal-
ization in the management of the economy and in foreign policy. Bahceli
sees the reform discourse as a threat to the extent that it implies a change
in the prevailing alliances and discourses. This state of affairs places Er-
dogan in a position between the needs of Turkish society on the one hand,
and his political and arithmetical dependence on Bahgeli on the other hand.

THE RESOLUTION OF THE KURDISH ISSUE: OPTIONAL OR IMPERATIVE?

Although a peace processin Turkey does not seem very likely at first glance,
when the current political conjuncture is evaluated only through the ruling
coalition and its attitude towards the Kurdish issue, the situation described
above and the current dynamics mean that any politics that ignores the de-
mand for change has no chance of surviving in the long run. Turkey's prob-
lems, accumulating and worsening since 2015 have reached their limits
in every conceivable area. The government’s discourse of “survival of the
state”nolonger finds support in the domestic arena; the votes of the Kurd-
ish electorate determine who gets to be in power to a large extent; newly
formed political parties are emerging on the political scene; there are ten-
sions between the AK Party and MHP after the announcement of the last
reform package; and most importantly, the economic crisis has only been
exacerbated by the impact of the pandemic. All these factors mean that
the government can only go on for so long under current circumstances. In
addition to all these, the foreign policy, which has employed a very aggres-
sive rhetoric for the benefit of domestic political audiences for a long time
now, is in need of a new political discourse and mentality both domestical-
ly and internationally, especially considering how Joe Biden has replaced
Donald Trump as the President of the United States. Such a change is im-
perative for the government if it wants to guarantee its future, as well as
for the opposition, whose primary goal is to go back from an unmanageable
presidential system to the parliamentary system, and for the HDP, which
has become completely marginalized under current circumstances. As
such, change is a need that politics can delay for a while with interim for-
mulas, but it cannot be avoided indefinitely. In other words, change for Tur-
key is not a matter of choice, but of necessity. This need for change, which

KURT MESELESININ GOZUMU: GONULLULUK MU ZORUNLULUK MU?

Mevcut siyasi konjoktlr sadece iktidari olusturan ittifak ve bu ittifak
blogunun Kirt meselesi konusunda tutumu tzerinden degerlendirildi-
ginde, ilk bakista yeniden bir baris slreci hamlesi Glkede ¢ok muhte-
mel gérinmese de, yukarida tarif edilen durum ve mevcut dimanikler,
dedisim talebini yok sayan higbir siyasete uzun vadede ayakta kalma
sansi tanimiyor. Zira TUrkiye'nin 2015'den bu yana biriken ve derinle-
sen problemleri her alanda sinirlarina ulasmis durumda. ic siyasette
iktidarin beka sdyleminin artik destek bulmamasi, Kirt segmenin oy-
larinin kimin iktidar olacagini énemli 6lctde belirler hale gelmesi, yeni
kurulan siyasi partilerin varligi, son reform paketi agiklamasindan son-
ra AK Parti ve MHP arasinda g6run(r hale gelen gerilim ve en dnemlisi
pandeminin etkisiyle iyice derinlesen ekonomik kriz aslinda iktidarin
mevcut yontemlerle yola uzun siire devam edemeyecedini gosteriyor.
Tdm bunlarin yaninda, daha énce ifade edildigi gibi, uzun bir zamandir
ic siyasi tiketime yonelik olarak oldukga agresif bir retorik Gzerinden
akan dis politika da 6zellikle ABD'de Trump'dan Biden'a gegen yonetim
dedisikligi akilda tutuldugunda, hem iceriye hem de disariya donuk
olarak yeni bir siyasi dilin ve anlayisin arayisini ve ihtiyacini Turkiye'ye
dayatiyor. Bu degisim, gelecegini garanti altina almak isteyen iktidar
icin de, oncelikli hedefi kontrol edilemeyen bir baskanlik sisteminden
parlamenter sisteme donls olan muhalefet icin de ve tamamen mar-
jinalize edilmis olan HDP i¢in de ayni anda bir ihtiyag. Dolayisiyla degi-
sim, siyasetin ara donem formdlleriyle bir stire geciktirebilecegi fakat
sonsuza dek kaginamayacagi bir ihtiyac. Diger bir ifadeyle Turkiye igin
degisim, bir géndllilik degdil zorunluluk meselesi. i¢ ve dis siyasette
kendini dayatan bu degisim ihtiyaci, Kirt meselesi konusunda da zo-
runlu olarak bir degisimi gerektiriyor. Zira Kirt meselesi, i¢ siyasette
HDP'yi dis politikada ise PKK'yi hedefe oturtmasi hasabiyle krize gir-
mis olan bu kutuplastirici siyasetin séylem olarak merkezinde yer ali-
yor. Dolayisiyla mevcut siyasetteki herhangi bir degisim, Kirt meselesi
konusunda da bir yaklasim degisikligini beraberinde getirecek. Bu an-
lamiyla, Kirt meselesinin ¢dzimua de Tuarkiye icin bir gonallulik degil
zorunluluk meselesi.
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imposes itself in domestic and foreign politics, necessitates a change of
attitude in the Kurdish issue as well. This is because the Kurdish issue is at
the centre of this polarizing politics, which has entered a period of crisis
as a result of its targeting the HDP in domestic politics and the PKK in for-
eign policy. Therefore, any change in current politics will also bring about a
change in this approach to the Kurdish issue. In this sense, the solution of
the Kurdish issue is not a matter of choice but one of necessity for Turkey.

At this juncture, given that the opposition in Turkey will not be in power in
the near future, and that the current government still wields considerable
power despite everything, the question of how Erdogan, who cannot give up
his current coalition partnership despite recognizing the need for change,
will overcome this impasse, is of critical importance. There are not a lot of
options for Erdogan, whose space for manoeuvring is quite limited. At the
same time, significantly reforming the presidential system, or ensuring a
return to the parliamentary system is the most plausible resolution for Er-
dogan if he wants to maintain his position in power.? Currently, however, it
does not seem possible to overcome the domestic political deadlock merely
through redesigning internal dynamics. What is needed today is a long-term
and permanent model of change that will simultaneously relieve domestic
politics, the foreign policy and, most importantly, the economy. This is be-
cause, even in order for Erdogan to make changes, such as reform in the
presidential system or a return to the parliamentary system, he must disrupt
the existing alliances (or risk it to be destroyed), take steps to get the Kurdish
electoral support, which has become extremely powerful in determining po-
litical power, and replace his partnerin the alliance, since the current one has
a high potential to disrupt these changes. Moreover, the obligation to take
the Kurds into account in domestic politics imposes itself also in the context
of Turkey's Middle East policy and international relations.

At this point, it is worth emphasizing that although the form and content
of today's crisis is very different, it is reminiscent of the stalemate that Er-
dogan experienced when the AK Party first came to power in 2002, unable

https://www.perspektif.online/odak/turkiyenin-reform-cikmazi/

(23)

Bu asamada, Turkiye'deki muhalefetin yakin bir gelecekte iktidar olama-
yacagi ve kuvvetten disse de mevcut iktidarin hala korudugu gugc akilda
tutuldugunda ve yine bu degisim ihtiyacini gérmesine ragmen mevcut
iktidar ortakhgindan da vazgecemeyen Erdogan’in bu agmazi nasil asa-
cacagi sorusu kritik bir dnem tasiyor. Manevra alani daralan Erdoganicin
cok fazla segenek mevcut degil. Ote yandan bu soruya cevaben “iktida-
rini devam ettirmek isteyen Erdogan igin baskanlik sistemini ciddi bir re-
forma tabi tutmak veya parlamenter sisteme gecisi saglamak”® mevcut
sartlarda mimkdun olabilecek en akla yatkin dncelikli ¢ozim ihtimalleri
icinde yer aliyor. Ancak gelinen asamada, i¢ siyasetteki sikismayi sadece
i¢ dinamiklerin yeniden dizayniyla asabilmek mumkdn gérinmuyor. Bu-
gun ihtiyac duyulan, ayni anda i¢ siyaseti, dis politikayl ve en dnemlisi
ekonomiyi de rahatlatacak uzun vadeli ve kalici bir degisim modeli. Zira
Erdogan’in baskanlik sisteminde reform yahut parlamenter sisteme do-
nds gibi degisimleri yapabilmesiicin bile mevcut ittifak yapisini bozmasi
(ya da bozulmasini géze almasi), son derece belirleyici hale gelmis olan
Kirt oylarini almaya yonelik adimlar atmasi ve bozulma potansiyeli yuk-
sek olan ittifak partneri yerine baska bir aktor koymasi gerekiyor. Kaldi
ki i¢ siyasette Kirtleri hesaba katma zorunlulugu, Turkiye'nin Orta Dogu
siyaseti ve uluslararasiiliskleri baglaminda da kendini dayatiyor.

Bu noktada bugunku krizin, igerigi ve bi¢imi ¢cok farkh olsa da, AK Par-
ti'nin 2002'de ilk iktidara geldiginde, igeride herhangi bir destek bulama-
yan Erdogan’in o donem yasadigi ¢cikmazi hatirlattiginin altini gizmekte
fayda var. Bu ¢cikmaz, o donem degisim ve demokrasi iddiasi olan Er-
dogan‘a Avrupa'dan gelen destekle asiimis ve Ulkede genel bir demok-
ratiklesme ve reform surecini baslamisti. Ayni strec Ulkeye en az on
senelik bir istikrar getirirken Erdogan’a da bu slre boyunca kesintisiz
iktidar saglamisti. Degdisim ve reform slreci, ayni zamanda demokrasi
ve ekonomik blylme arasindaki gicli bagi berraklastirmis; tlke 2002-
2006 yillari arasinda nitelikli ekonomik blylime saglarken, ¢6zim sireci
(2005-2015) boyunca da sanayi ve turizm gelirleri sadece bélgede dedil

https://www.perspektif.online/odak/turkiyenin-reform-cikmazi/
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to find any domestic support. This impasse was overcome with the support
of Europe for Erdogan, who claimed to be aiming for change and democra-
cy at that time, and a general democratization and reform process began in
Turkey. While this process brought stability to Turkey for at least ten years,
it also provided Erdogan with uninterrupted power throughout this period.
The process of change and reform also made abundantly clear the strong
connection between democracy and economic growth. As Turkey achieved
a qualified economic growth between 2002-20086, industry and tourism rev-
enues increased significantly not only in the region but also throughout Tur-
key during the resolution process (2005-2015). Today, the need for change
and normalization which impose themselves on us can only be realized
through the revival of Turkey-EU relations and a return to the search for a
political solution to the Kurdish issue, which are two inextricably connected
processes. Only if this dual process comes into play can the need for change
in Turkey be implemented in a long-term and sustainable way.

The steps to be taken for the EU membership process, which will gain dyna-
mism in response to the need for change in politics in Turkey, will bring about
normalization in domestic and foreign politics, save the Kurdish movement
from its position as a target of rising nationalism and polarization, and make
possible the development of the grounds for dialogue at home and abroad,
and will ultimately contribute to the expansion of the field of politics. The
fundamental basis required in order to facilitate this model of change and
normalization, which requires the synchronous operation of the two pro-
cesses, already exists in Turkey. In addition to the fact that the public's dis-
satisfaction with Turkey's current conditions caused electoral support for
the ruling bloc to decline, although the rising nationalism, increasing polit-
ical and social polarization and existing alliance structures in Turkey in the
last five years have considerably restricted the political manoeuvring space,
even today, all political parties, security bureaucracy and a considerable
portion of the public recognize that the Kurdish issue can only be resolved
by political, and not military means. This awareness and acceptance that a
political problem requires a political solution is the result of the foundation
created by the previous resolution process, and the norm it created in favour
of peace. Even the leading representatives of the ruling bloc state that al-

tum Ulkede donemli 6lgtde artmisti. Buglin de kendini dayatan degisim
ve normallesme ihtiyacinin yolu olarak karsimizda duran, birbirini des-
tekleyen iki sureg olarak Turkiye-AB iliskilerinin canlanmasi ve Kirt me-
selesinde siyasi bir ¢dzim arayisina geri donustar. Ancak bu ikili stireg
devreye girdigi takdirde Glkedeki degisim ihtiyaci uzun vadeli ve strdurd-
lebilir bir sekilde uygulanabilir.

Turkiye'de siyasetin degisim ihtiyacina yonelik olarak yeniden dinamizm
kazanacak AB Uyelik siureci icin atilacak adimlar, i¢c ve dis siyasette
normallesmeyi, yikselen milliyetciligin ve kutuplasmasinin hedefinde-
ki Kirt hareketinin hedef tahtasindan indirilmesini, iceride ve disarida
diyalog zemininin gelistiriimesini ve nihayetinde siyaset alaninin genis-
lemesini beraberinde getirecektir. iki sirecin senkronize sekilde isletil-
mesini gerektiren bu degisim ve normallesme modelini kolaylastiracak
temel ise Ulkede zaten mevcuttur. Kamuoyunun iginde bulunulan tlke
sartlarina iliskin memnuniyetsizliginin iktidar blogunun oylarinin gerile-
mesine neden olmasinin disinda, Turkiye'de son bes senede ylUkselen
milliyetcilik, artan siyasi ve toplumsal kutuplasma ve mevcut itifak yapi-
lari siyasetin manevra alanini daraltsa da, bugin dahi tim siyasi partiler,
guvenlik birokrasisi ve kamuoyunun hatiri sayilir bir kismi, konu giinde-
me geldiginde Kirt meselesinin askeri yontemlerle degil ancak ve ancak
siyasi yontemlerle ¢ozllebilecegini kabul etmektedir. Siyasi bir sorunun
siyasi bir ¢6zim gerektirdigine dair bu farkindalik ve kabul, bir dnceki
¢6zUm sdrecinin olusturdugu temelin ve baris lehine yarattigi normun
sonucudur. iktidar blogunun &nde gelen temsilcileri dahi, bugiin Tirki-
ye'nin askeri yontemlerle “teroriste” karsi yarittigd mucadelede basa-
rili oldugunu (PKK'nin Tlrkiye'deki faaliyetleri son 5 yilda neredeyse yok
derecesine inmistir) fakat bunun “terérizmle miicadelede” basaril olun-
dugu anlamina gelmedigini ifade etmektedir. Dahasi toplumsal ve siyasi
aktorler, ¢6zUImemis bir Kirt meselesinin siyasi, toplumsal ve ekonomik
maliyetinin tim toplumsal kesimler icin her gecen gin daha da arttigini
da ayrica kabul etmektedir. Dolayisiyla ortak ideallerden ziyade, farkli si-
yasi ve toplumsal kesimleri ayni anda zorlayan kosullar ve bu baglamda
kendini dayatan ulke ihtiyaglari ve gikarlar, Turkiye-AB iliskilerinin yeni-
den canlanmasini ve Kirt meselesinde siyasi ¢ozime geri donusu ice-
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though Turkey is successful in its fight against "terrorists" through military
methods (PKK's activities in Turkey have decreased to almost non-existent
levels in the last 5 years), this does not mean that they have been success-
ful in the "fight against terrorism". Moreover, social and political actors also
acknowledge that the political, social and economic costs of an unresolved
Kurdish issue for all sections of society are increasing with each passing day.
Therefore, instead of shared ideals, the conditions that impose themselves
on different political and social groups at the same time, and Turkey's needs
and interests that impose themselves in this context, form the basis of this
synchronized model of change, which includes the revival of Turkey-EU rela-
tions and a return to a political solution in the Kurdish issue. Another possi-
bility that would positively affect such a model is the year 2023, as it is both
the centennial of the Republic and the planned date of the general elections.
Political actors, that is to say, both the ruling power and the opposition,
need a success story for themselves. They can win back with the dissatis-
fied voters with such a model of change on the way to the centenary of the
Republic. If this opportunity is properly used, Turkey’s problems, which have
accumulated since 2015, can be resolved and the public can be persuaded
to a constructive and unifying policy by re-establishing bridges between
the various social groups which have been alienated from one another by
the polarizing political language. Achieving political and economic stabili-
ty in Turkey depends on the peaceful resolution of the Kurdish issue, and a
democratic Turkey with a well-functioning economy which has resolved the
Kurdish issue will benefit not only itself but also its allies. This is because the
Kurdish issue is a problem that threatens the public order in Europe today,
considering the presence of the Turkish and Kurdish diaspora in Europe. A
self-confident Turkey which has resolved its problems would certainly be a
more reliable and predictable partner for its international allies, such as the
EU. A politically and economically stable Turkey also ensures the stability of
Europe, and it would also, for instance, be better placed to manage the mi-
gration movements towards Europe and become an economically important
supply and production centre for Europe. In short, a Turkey that has resolved
its problems will be a much less “costly” country for Europe in terms of poli-

tics and the economy.

ren bu senkronize degisim modelinin zeminini olusmaktadir. Boyke bir
modeli olumlu yonde etkileyecek bir bagka imkan da, hem Cumhuriyet’in
yuzincu yil hem de genel secimlerin planlanan tarihi olmasi dolayisiyla
2023'tir. iktidari ve muhalefetiyle yeniden bir basari hikayesine ihtiyac
duyan siyasi aktorler, mevcut durumdan memnununiyetsiz olan se¢meni
Cumbhuriyetin ylzlincd yilina giderken boyle bir dedisim modeliyle yeni-
den yakalayabilir. Eger bu firsat degerlendirilirse, tlkenin 2015'den bu
yana biriken problemlerine ¢ozim bulunabilir ve kutuplastirici siyasi dilin
birbirinden uzaklastirdigi toplumsal kesimler arasinda yeniden kopruler
kurularak, toplum yapici ve birlestirici bir siyasete yeniden ikna edilebi-
lir. TUrkiye'de siyasi ve ekonomik istikrarin saglanmasi Kirt meselesinin
bariscil yollardan ¢ozilmesinden ge¢gmektedir ve Kirt meselesini ¢oz-
mus demokratik ve ekonomisini duzeltmis bir Turkiye'nin sadece kendi-
sine degil muttefiklerine de faydasi olacaktir. Zira Kirt meselesi, Avru-
pa'daki Turk ve Kirt diasporasi akilda tutuldugunda, bugin Avrupa’nin
da kamu duzenini tehdit eden bir sorundur. Dolayisiyla sorunlari ¢6zen
ve 0zglven kazanan bir Turkiye, AB gibi uluslararasi muttefikleri igin de
daha guvenilir ve 6ngorulebilir bir partner olacaktir. Sonug olarak siyasi
ve ekonomik agidan istikrarli bir Tlrkiye Avrupa igin de istikrarin sigor-
tasidir ve boyle bir Tirkiye ornegin Avrupa'ya yonelen go¢ hareketlerini
de daha iyi sekilde yonetebilir ve Avrupaicin ekonomik acidan énemli bir
tedarik ve Uretim merkezi haline gelebilir. Kisacasi sorunlarini ¢ézmus
bir Turkiye Avrupaicin de siyasi ve ekonomik acidan daha az maliyetli bir
Ulke olacaktir.
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