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NEW POLITICAL PARTIES, THE RESOLUTION PROCESS AND POTENTIAL DEVELOPMENTS IN 2020 IN TURKEY

FOREWORD

This report was prepared for DPI by journalist Ferda Balancar. It provides anal-
ysis of the recent emergence of two new parties onto the Turkish political scene,
both of which are founded by figures who were prominent within the AK Party
and in government. The author provides an overview of what is known to date
about these two new parties and assesses the background of their leaders, the
reasons for why two rather than one party have been formed, despite both lead-
ers coming from the same political ‘family, and what this means for the current
constellation of political alliances in Turkey. The reception of these political par-
ties by the general public will, the author suggests, determine how the Kurdish
question is handled by the ruling party in the short and medium term.

DPI wishes to thank the author for this engaging report, which details the ad-
vent of two new political parties in Turkey, potentially with important ramifica-
tions for the resolution process. The views and opinions expressed in the report
remain those of the authors and do not necessarily reflect the official position
of DPIL.

Sincerely,

Kerim Yildiz
Chief Executive Officer
Democratic Progress Institute

YENI SIYASI PARTILER, COZUM SURECIH VE 2020 TURKIYE'SINDE OLASI GELISMELER

ONSOZ
Asagidaki analiz Agos Gazetesiden Turkiyeli gazeteci Ferda Balancar’a aittir.

Balancar, Turkiyede kurulmakta olan iki yeni partiyi ve bu partilerin tlkedeki siyasi
manzaray1 nasll etkileyecegini, s6z konusu partilerin Kirt meselesi izerindeki etkilerini
ve ¢ozim siirecinin yeniden baslamasini destekleyip desteklemeyeceklerini degerlendi-
riyor.

Balancar bu iki yeni partiye dair bir genel degerlendirme yapiyor ve s¢z konusu partiler-
in bilesenleri hakkinda bir analiz sunuyor. ilk olarak Ahmet Davutoglu tarafindan kuru-
lan Gelecek Partisini inceleyen Balancar, Tirkiye'nin eski basbakarn tarafindan kurulan
partinin, bir kisinin 6én planda oldugu lider odakl bir parti olacagini séyltiyor. Buna
karsin, hentiz resmen kurulmamis Ali Babacan'in partisi daha ziyade takim ruhuna day-
ali bir parti olarak planlanmakta. Balancara gére Davutoglu ve Babacan arasindaki bu
yaklasim farku ilgili partileri olusturacak kisilerin profillerinden de anlasilabiliyor; Davu-
toglunun Gelecek Parti’si kamuoyunda taninan kisileri icermezken, Babacan’in partis-
inin olasi kadrosu benzer baskalarinin yansira eski Cumhurbaskam Abdullah Gul gibi
taminmus kisileri de iceriyor.

Balancar ayrica 6zel olarak her iki partinin Kirt segmenlerle kurmasi muhtemel iliskilere
bakiyor ve mevcut durumda bunlarin Tirkiyede muhalefet ittifaki tizerinde gosterebi-
lecekleri etkiyi inceliyor. Yazar, iki yeni partinin Cumhurbaskan Erdogan’a sunabilecegi
iki olasi senaryoya 6zel vurgu yapiyor. Bahsedilen senaryolardan birincisi AK Partinin
icinde bulundugu milliyetci ittifaki gliclendirmesi ve Kirt meselesiyle ilgili daha da sert
bir tutum sergilemesi. Ikinci senaryo ise dikkatini tekrar ¢6ziim siirecine dondirmesi.
Son alarak, Balancar Tirkiye'nin 2020 ya da 2021 yilinda erken secime gitme ihtimali
Uzerinde duruyor.

DPI olarak yazara Turkiye'nin degisen dinamiklerini ve bunlarin miiteakiben Kurt me-
selesinin olasi ¢oziimu Uzerindeki etkilerini inceledigi raporundan dolay: tesekkur edi-
yoruz. Bu raporda beyan edilen degerlendirme ve gorusler yazarin kendisine aittir ve

DPI'n resmi gordsind yansitmaz.

Kerim Yildiz
Icra Kurulu Bagkani
Demokratik Gelisim Enstittisu
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NEW POLITICAL PARTIES, THE RESOLUTION PROCESS AND POTENTIAL DEVELOPMENTS IN 2020 IN TURKEY

INTRODUCTION

As calendars turn to 2020, debates surrounding two new political parties have
become central to Turkish politics. Both parties were founded by figures former-
ly prominent within AK Party ranks. One of the parties were founded by Ahmet
Davutoglu, Prime Minister of Turkey between 2014 and 2016, whereas the other
party is led by Ali Babacan, one of the original founders of AK Party and noted
for his proficiency in economics. It is not yet entirely clear what President Recep
Tayyip Erdogan and AK Party’s approach towards these political parties is going
to be. Considering Erdogan’s 18 years in power, it is unlikely that his, or AK Par-
ty’s, approach is going to be limited to harshness, oppression and intimidation.
These parties have the potential to change Turkish politics in a way which could
hurt Erdogan; and as such, it is obvious that Erdogan is not just going to employ
techniques of oppression and intimidation against them.

In this report, we are first going to look at the founding members of both polit-
ical parties and the discourses they adopted during this time. Accordingly, we
will analyze both parties’ current discourses regarding the Kurdish problem and
the resolution process while at the same time considering the backgrounds of
their members. We will then look at President Erdogan and AK Party’s attitude
towards these new political parties. In doing so, we will also consider the atti-
tudes of other political actors, including MHP, with whom Erdogan has formed
alliances in the past few years, towards the new political parties. The emerging
picture will provide us with clues to the possible courses that Turkish politics
might take in 2020.

In concluding, we will look at how the new political parties might objectively
affect the Kurdish problem and the resolution process.

YENI SIYASI PARTILER, COZUM SURECIH VE 2020 TURKIYE'SINDE OLASI GELISMELER

GIRIS

Turkiye'de i¢ siyaset 2020 yilina iki yeni siyasi partinin etrafinda dénen tartis-
malarla giriyor. Her iki partinin ortak 6zelligi, gegcmiste AK Parti icerisinde 6n
plana ¢ikmis isimler tarafindan kuruluyor olmalari. Bu partilerden birisi 2013
- 2015 yillan arasinda basbakanlik goérevi yapmis olan Ahmet Davutoglu'nun
liderliginde kurulurken, diger siyasi parti ise daha ¢ok ekonomi alanindaki yet-
kinligiyle 6n plana cikan eski bakanlardan ve AK Parti kurucularindan Ali Ba-
bacan liderliginde kuruluyor. Cumhurbaskani Recep Tayyip Erdogan'in ve AK
Parti'nin bu siyasi partilere yonelik tutumunun ne olacag ise heniiz tim hatla-
riyla ortaya ¢ikmis degil. Erdogan ve AK Parti'nin yeni siyasi partilere yonelik
tutumunun sadece sertlik, baski ve yildirma taktiklerinden ibaret olacagini du-
sunmek Erdogan’in 18 yillik iktidar donemini goz 6nine aldigimizda gergekei go-
rinmiyor. Siphesiz Erdogan, Turkiye siyasetindeki dengeleri kendisi aleyhine
degistirebilecek bu partilere yonelik olarak sadece baski ve yildirma taktiklerine
basvurmayacak.

Bu galismada, oncelikle her iki yeni siyasi partinin kurucu kadrolar: ve kurulus
surecinde kullandiklar: séylemleri analiz edecegiz. Bu gercevede her iki partinin
Kirt sorunu ve ¢ézim siireci baglaminda mevcut durumda kullandiklar: séylemi
de yine kadro yapilarini géz ¢éniinde bulundurarak degerlendirecegiz. Ardindan
Cumhurbaskan: Erdogan ve AK Parti'nin yeni siyasi partiler karsisindaki tutu-
munu ele alacagiz. Bunu yaparken de Erdogan’in o6zellikle son yillarda ittifak
yaptigl basta MHP olmak tizere siyasi unsurlarin da yeni siyasi partiler karsisin-
daki tutumlarina dikkat cekecegiz. Bu tablo bize Turkiye i¢ siyasetinde 2020'de
hayata gecebilecek farkli senaryolarin ipuglarini da verecek.

Sonug¢ béluminde ise, yeni siyasi partilerin varliginin nesnel olarak Kurt soru-
nunu ve ¢ézim strecini nasil etkileyebilecegi tizerinde duracagiz.
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NEW POLITICAL PARTIES, THE RESOLUTION PROCESS AND POTENTIAL DEVELOPMENTS IN 2020 IN TURKEY

THE TWO NEW POLITICAL PARTIES
A- AHMET DAVUTOGLU’S FUTURE PARTY

The first political party to rise out of AK Party ranks is the Future Party, official-
ly founded on 13 December 2019 by Ahmet Davutoglu, who served as Turkey’s
Prime Minister between 2014 and 2016. In looking at Future Party’s composi-
tion, let us first briefly consider its leader Davutoglu’s background.

Born in 1959, Ahmet Davutoglu was an academic at Bogazici University, his alma
mater, for some years. Even as a young academic, Davutoglu was known for
his Islamism; his interest and expertise in the Islamic world in general and in
the Middle East in particular was also well-known. As well as speaking English,
Davutoglu is also highly proficient in Arabic.

A little-known fact about Davutoglu is that during the 28 February process, be-
tween 1998 and 2002, he taught at the War Academies and the Armed Forces
College, where staff officers are trained. It is particularly interesting that Davu-
toglu was able to teach at the most important educational institution of the
Turkish Armed Forces at the time between 1995 and 2001 when an intense cam-
paign of oppression and intimidation was waged against the Welfare Party and
the Islamic community; not least because the Armed Forces was the public face
of such policies at the time. Indeed, during the same period, Davutoglu had to
resign from Bogazici University, where he had worked for years, because of his
Islamism and start working at another university. That he was able to teach at
the War Academies during the 28 February period shows that Davutoglu has a
longstanding relationship with the security bureaucracy, which is known for its
secular sensibilities.

During the first term of AK Party, which rose to power in 2002, Ahmet Davu-
toglu became the Prime Minister’s principal consultant upon Abdullah Gul’s in-
vitation. He later received the title of ambassador. Davutoglu served the ruling
power as a consultant in the 2002 - 2009 period; he was the Minister of Foreign
Affairs in the 2009 - 2014 period and the Prime Minister between 2014 - 2016.
His relationship with President Erdogan deteriorated after 2016, and shortly
before founding the Future Party, he was expelled from AK Party. Even such an
abridged biography is enough to show that Ahmet Davutoglu was among the
key figures of the resolution process of 2013 — 2015. Davutoglu was the Foreign
Minister in the early 2010s, when the foundations of the resolution process
were first laid down, and he was the Prime Minister and AK Party Chairperson
in late 2015 and 2016, when the resolution process was “shelved,” in President

YENI SIYASI PARTILER, COZUM SURECIH VE 2020 TURKIYE'SINDE OLASI GELISMELER

iKi YENI SiYASi PARTI
A- AHMET DAVUTOGLU’NUN GELECEK PARTISI

AK Parti'nin icinden ¢ikan ilk siyasi parti, 13 Aralik 2019'da resmi olarak kurulan
ve baskanligini 2013 - 2015 déneminde basbakan olarak gérev yapan Ahmet Da-
vutoglu'nun yaptig1 Gelecek Partisi oldu. Gelecek Partisi'nin yapisini incelerken
oncelikle partinin lideri olan Davutoglu'nun gecmisine kisa goz atalim.

1959 dogumlu olan Ahmet Davutoglu, mezun oldugu Bogazici Universitesinde
uzun yillar uluslararasi iliskiler alaninda akademisyen olarak ¢alismalarini sir-
durda. Geng bir akademisyen oldugu dénemlerden itibaren islamci kimligiyle
bilinen Davutoglu, 6zelde Ortadogu, genelde ise Islam dinyasina yonelik ilgisi
ve uzmanlgiyla tanindi. Davutoglu, ingilizcenin yan sira ¢ok iyi diizeyde Arapca
da biliyor.

Ote yandan Turkiye kamuoyunda Davutoglu'nun gecmisiyle ilgili pek az bilinen
ve hatirlanan ¢zellik ise 28 Subat sirecinde 1998 - 2002 yillar: arasinda kurmay
subaylik egitimi verilen Harp Akademileri'nde ve Turk Silahli Kuvvetler Akade-
misinde ders vermis olmasi. 1995 - 2001 arasinda basta Refah Partisi olmak
Uizere Islami kesimlere yonelik yogun bir baski ve yildirma politikasinin yasand-
g1 bir ddnemde Davutoglu'nun bu politikalarin gérinurdeki 6dnciist Turk Silahl
Kuvvetlerinin en énemli ytksek egitim kurumunda ders vermis olmasi oldukca
dikkat ¢ekiyor. Zira ayn: dénemde Davutoglu, uzun yillar gérev yaptig1 Bogazici
Universitesinden Islamc kimligi nedeniyle ayrilip baska bir Gniversiteye gec-
mek zorunda kalmisti. Harp Akademileri'nde 28 Subat déneminde ders vermis
olmas: Davutoglu'nun laiklik hassasiyeti yiiksek olan guvenlik burokrasisiyle
iliskilerinin eskiye dayali bir yéni oldugunu gosteriyor.

Ahmet Davutoglu, 2002'de iktidara gelen AK Partinin ilk doneminde basbakan
olan Abdullah Gul'in davetiyle Basbakanlik Basmusaviri oldu. Daha sonra ise
buyukelci unvani aldi. 2002 - 2009 déneminde siyasi iktidara danisman olarak
gorev yapan Davutoglu, 2009 - 2014 déneminde Disisleri Bakanlig1 ve 2014 —
2016 doneminde de Basbakan olarak gorev yapti. 2016 sonrasinda ise Cumhur-
baskani Erdogan’la iliskisi bozulan Davutoglu, Gelecek Partisi'ni kurmadan kisa
stre 6nce AK Parti'den ihrag edildi.

Bu ¢ok kisa 6zgecmis bile 2013 — 2015 ¢6zim slreci déoneminin en kritik isim-
lerinden birinin Ahmet Davutoglu oldugunu géstermeye yetiyor. C6zim sure-
cinin temellerinin atildig1 2010’larin basinda Disisleri Bakani olan Davutoglu,
¢6zum slrecinin Cumhurbaskan: Erdogan’in deyimiyle “buzdolabina kaldiril-

= »

dig1” 2015 sonu ve 2016'da da basbakan ve AK Parti Genel Baskani unvanla-
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Erdogan’s words. Although he hasn’t publicly said anything to acknowledge the
fact, Davutoglu is widely perceived to be the chief responsible party for the
current state of the resolution process alongside President Erdogan. This is the
main reason why Davutoglu’s Future Party is received with suspicion and reser-
vation by the Kurdish public.

Let us now look at the founding members of Davutoglu’s Future Party. Officially
founded on 13 December 2019, the founding petition presented to the Consti-
tutional Court by the Future Party was undersigned by 154 individuals, 15 of
whom are women. Among these individuals, the most public figures are those
who actively served in AK Party until 2016, when Davutoglu’s run as the prime
minister ended. Selguk Ozdag and Ayhan Sefer Ustin were MPs who were ex-
pelled from AK Party at the same time as Davutoglu. Another founding member,
Selim Temurci, was AK Party’s Istanbul Provincial Chair between 2015 and 2018.
A prominent figure within the party, Temurci is a former student of Davutoglu
who has been close to him since his years in the university. Spokesperson of the
Future Party, Temurci is currently among its most public figures.

The founding documents of the party do not contain a new or different dis-
course or suggestion regarding the Kurdish problem and the resolution process
that might set it apart from the other parties. In looking at the potential develop-
ments regarding the resolution process in 2020 below, we will also discuss why
this might be the case. However, in terms of the founding members it would be
accurate to say that among the ranks of the Future Party, there are no prominent
Kurdish political figures known for their commitment to the resolution process,
or esteemed by the Kurdish public. Among the founding members, Cuma i¢gten is
the most well-known figure among Kurds; between 2011 and 2015 he served as
AK Party’s Diyarbakir MP. Also a founding member of AK Party, icten is known
more for his Islamism than his Kurdishness. Noted for his closeness to Davu-
toglu after 2015, icten hasn't said or done anything about the Kurdish problem
and the resolution process that might set him apart so far. As such, icten being
a founding member of the Future Party is not particularly important for the
Kurdish public. The same holds true for other Kurdish politicians in the Future
Party. In other words, the Kurdish politicians among Future Party’s founding
members are not esteemed figures for the Kurdish public, and they will not win
the Kurdish vote.

Looking at the founding process of the Future Party, we note that like almost
all other parties in Turkish politics, it is a typical “leader-oriented party”. Apart
from Davutoglu, none of the former AK Party members in the Future Party were

YENI SIYASI PARTILER, COZUM SURECIH VE 2020 TURKIYE'SINDE OLASI GELISMELER

rini tastyordu. Davutoglu, kendisi agikga itiraf etmese de kamuoyunda ¢6ztm
surecinin geldigi noktanin Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’dan sonraki en énemli so-
rumlularindan birisi olarak algilaniyor. Ahmet Davutoglu'nun kurdugu Gelecek
Partisi'nin 6zellikle Kirt kamuoyunda stphe ve cekinceyle karsilanmasinin en
6nemli nedeni de bu.

Gelelim, Davutoglu'nun liderligindeki Gelecek Partisi'nin kurucu kadrolarina.
13 Aralik 2019'da resmi kurulusunu gerceklestiren Gelecek Partisinin Anayasa
Mahkemesi'ne sundugu kurulus dilekgesinin altinda 15’i kadin olmak tzere 154
kisinin imzas1 yer aldi. Bu isimlerin kamuoyunda en fazla taninanlar1 2016’ya
yani Davutoglu'nun basbakanliginin sona ermesine kadar AK Parti'de aktif ola-
rak gorev yapiyorlardi. Bunlardan Selcuk Ozdag ve Ayhan Sefer Ustiin, Davu-
toglu'yla birlikte AK Partiden ihra¢ edilen milletvekilleriydi. Bir baska kurucu
Uiye Selim Temurci ise 2015 - 2018 arasinda AK Parti Istanbul il Bagkanhg go-
revinde bulundu. Partinin énde gelen isimlerinden biri olan Temurci, Gniversite
yillarindan bu yana Davutoglu'nun yakinlarinda yer alan eski 6grencisi olarak
taniniyor. Temurci, halen Gelecek Partisi'nin sdzctsi olarak kamuoyunda Par-
ti'nin en fazla gértnen yuzlerinden birisi.

Partinin kurulus belgelerine goz attigimizda, Kirt sorunu ve ¢dzim surecine
dair diger partilerden kendisini ayiracak farkl ve yeni bir séylem ya da ¢neriyle
karsilasmiyoruz. Bunun olasi nedenlerini asagida ¢ozum sureciyle ilgili olarak
2020'de yasanabilecek muhtemel gelismeleri ele alirken tartisacagiz. Ancak ku-
rucu kadro baglaminda degerlendirecek olursak, Gelecek Partisinde Kurt kamu-
oyunda saygin ve ¢6zim siirecinde 6n plana ¢ikan Kurt siyasi figlrlerine rastla-
muyoruz. Partinin kurucular: arasinda Kirt kamuoyunda en taninan isimlerden
birisi olan Cuma icten, 2011 - 2015 arasinda AK Parti Diyarbakir Milletvekili
olarak gorev yapti. AK Parti'nin kurulusunda da yer alan i¢ten, Kirt kimliginden
ziyade Islami kimligiyle 6n plana ¢ikiyor. 2015 sonrasinda Davutoglu'na yakin-
ligiyla 6n plana gikan Igten, ginimuze kadar Kurt sorunu ve ¢dzum sureciyle
ilgili farkl ve dikkat gekebilecek bir ¢ikis yapmadi. Dolayisiyla icten'in Gelecek
Partisi'nin kurucularindan olmas: Kirt kamuoyunda dikkat ¢eken bir durum de-
gil. icten igin yaptigimiz degerlendirmeler, Gelecek Partisinde yer alan diger
Kurt siyasetciler icin de gegerli. Bir baska deyisle, Gelecek Partisinin kurulus
surecinde yer alan, 6ne ¢ikan Kirt siyasetgiler Kirt kamuoyunda dikkat ¢ekebi-
lecek ve Parti'ye Kurt oylarini kazandirabilecek isimler degiller.

Gelecek Partisi'nin kurulus surecine baktigimizda, Turkiye siyasetinde yer alan
diger partilerin tamamina yakini gibi bir “lider partisi’nin tipik 6zelliklerini ta-
sidigini goruyoruz. Ote yandan Gelecek Partisine katilan AK Parti'li isimlerin

1"
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ever part of AK Party’s A-Team through all of its 18 years. In other words, none
of the important figures in AK Party who were part of the important ministries
- Foreign, Interior, National Defense, Justice, Finance - came over to the Future
Party. In fact, the figures who followed Davutoglu to the Future Party are part
of AK Party’s “B-Team”.

Other members of the Future Party not from AK Party are far from being well-
known public figures who might draw voters to the Party with their presence.
Looking at the regional distribution of the Party’s founding members, we see that
next to Konya, Davutoglu’s hometown, Central Anatolian cities such as Kirikkale
and Kirsehir as well as Eastern Anatolian cities such as Erzurum, Erzincan and
Kars are heavily represented. Considering that especially during AK Party’s later
years, individuals from Black Sea Region cities like Trabzon, Giresun, Samsun -
but chiefly Rize, President Erdogan’s hometown - became overrepresented in
both politics and bureaucracy, a fact which has drawn the attention and even
the reaction of the public, the representation of Central and Eastern Anatolia
in Davutoglu’s party is significant. With this gesture, it appears that the Future
Party wants to draw the support of the Kurdish and Central Anatolian constit-
uencies alienated by the overrepresentation of the Black Sea Region in politics
during the last few years.

B- ALi BABACAN'’S PARTY

Babacan was noted for being among the youngest founding members of AK Par-
ty in 2001 - born in 1967, he was 34 at the time AK Party was founded. In those
days, Babacan wasn't a publicly known figure. However, Babacan occupied a
number of very important positions in the 18 years of AK Party rule. He served
in various ministerial positions without interruption for 13 years in all of the AK
Party governments until August 2015. For most of this time, Babacan was the
Minister or Deputy Minister of Economic Affairs. Between 2005 and 2008 he
was the Chief Negotiator for Turkish Accession to the European Union, and be-
tween 2007 - 2009 he served as the Minister of Foreign Affairs. After four years
of silence, in July 2019 Ali Babacan resigned from AK Party and in announcing
his resignation to the public, also said that he was in the process of forming a
new political party.

Two things are publicly noted about Ali Babacan; the first of these is that he is
close to Abdullah Giil, who preceded Erdogan as the president. It is known that
Babacan joined AK Party - and politics in general — upon Abdullah Gil’s invi-
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Davutoglu disinda kalanlarin hicbiri 18 yillik AK Parti tarihinde hicbir zaman
partinin “A takimi’nda yer alan isimler olmadi. Bir baska deyisle, AK Parti hu-
kumetlerinin Disisleri, Icisleri, Milli Savunma, Adalet, Maliye gibi 6nemli ba-
kanliklarinda bulunmus higbir ismin Gelecek Partisi'nin kurucular: arasinda yer
almadiginin altini ¢izelim. Deyim yerindeyse, Davutoglu'nun Gelecek Partisinde
cevresine toplayabildigi isimler AK Parti'nin “B Takimi’ndan geliyorlar.

AK Parti disindan Gelecek Partisine gelen isimler de kamuoyunda ¢ok iyi ta-
ninan, temsil gicl yiksek olan, Parti’ye adiyla oy getirebilecek siyasi figurler
olmaktan uzaklar. Ote yandan Parti'nin kurucu kadrolarinin bolgesel dagilimi-
na baktigimizda Davutoglu'nun dogup biyudigi Konya’'nin yani sira Kirikkale,
Kirsehir gibi i¢ Anadolu, Erzurum, Erzincan, Kars gibi Dogu Anadolu sehirle-
rinden gelenlerin yogun oldugunu gortyoruz. AK Parti'nin ¢zellikle son yilla-
rinda, Cumhurbaskan: Erdogan’in memleketi Rize basta olmak tzere, Trabzon,
Giresun, Samsun gibi Karadeniz sehirlerinden gelenlerin hem siyasette hem de
birokraside yogunlugunun goze battigl ve zaman zaman kamuoyunda tartisma
konusu oldugu diisunilirse, Davutoglu'nun kurucu kadrolarindaki i¢ ve Dogu
Anadolu agirligy, farkli bir anlam kazanmis oluyor. Kisaca Gelecek Partisi son
donem siyasetindeki Karadenizlilik vurgusu ile Kurtleri ve Orta Anadolu’daki
Turkleri rahatsiz eden AK Parti'nin kaybettigi oylara talip.

B- ALi BABACAN'IN PARTISI

2007de AK Parti kurulurken partinin en genc¢ kurucularindan birisi olarak dik-
kat ceken (1967 dogumlu olan Babacan, AK Parti kuruldugunda 34 yasindaydi)
Babacan, o giinlerde kamuoyunun pek de tanimadig: bir isimdi. Ancak Babacan,
AK Parti'nin 18 yillik iktidarinin ¢ok buytiik bir boliminde ¢ok ¢nemli gérevlerde
bulundu. AK Parti hikimetlerinde Agustos 2015 tarihine kadar 13 yil boyunca
araliksiz olarak bakanlik yapan Babacan, bu dénemin biytk kismini ekonomi-
den sorumlu devlet bakani ve basbakan yardimcisi olarak gecirdi. 2005 - 2008
arasinda AB ile muizakerelerde Basmuzakereci, 2007 - 2009 arasinda ise Di-
sisleri Bakani olarak gorev yapti. Temmuz 2019'da dort yillik bir suskunluk do-
neminin ardindan AK Partiden istifa eden Babacan, yeni parti icin ¢alismalara
basladigini da istifasini agiklarken kamuoyuna duyurdu.

Ali Babacan, kamuoyunda iki 6zelligiyle 6n plana cikiyor. Bu ¢zelliklerden birin-
cisi, Erdogan’dan 6nceki cumhurbaskan: Abdullah Gule olan yakinhgidir. Kuru-
lus siirecinde Gul'iin davetiyle AK Parti'ye ve siyasete girdigi bilinen Babacan,
Gule olan yakinligini da bugiine kadar korudu. Babacan, 2017de Cumhurbas-
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tation during AK Party’s founding phase; Babacan is still close to Gul. In 2017,
during the transition to the presidential system of government, Babacan an-
nounced his support for the parliamentary system, as Gil did, and he continues
to support this position.

Babacan is also known for his knowledge of, and command over economics as
well as the great reputation he enjoys in the global market among international
investors. However, this reputation might also be used against him by President
Erdogan, his political rival. Indeed, in a TV programme he joined in 5 January,
Erdogan said: “When the financial crisis of 2008 broke out, I said that it would
pass us by. There are those who are now forming their own parties, and those
people disagreed with me back then. That was because they received their or-
ders from the IMF; however, I insisted on my position. They were supporters
of the interest rate. I want to lower the interest rates at all times. Interest rates
are the cause, inflation is the result; these are directly proportional. You lower
the interest rates, you lower the inflation.” Thus, Erdogan talked about Babacan
without actually mentioning his name. The next day, on 6 January, Ali Babacan
answered Erdogan: “I am ready to reevaluate the past from any and all angles;
however, we need to focus on Turkey’s present conditions, and its future. Here
are a few current numbers where interest rates are concerned: The interest rate
paid by the central administration budget went up from 57 billion Turkish Liras
in 2017 to 74 billion Turkish Liras in 2018. According to the government’s pro-
gramme, interest payments are 103 billion TL in 2019 and 139 billion TL in 2020.
This is the important thing — the interest paid by the state to the market, which
it procures from the taxes it collects from its citizens, went from 57 billion to 139
billion TL in just three years. It increased by 144 %. Moreover, Turkey is facing
huge problems such as the high cost of living and unemployment.” Of course,
media and the printed press are almost totally controlled by President Erdogan,
and so Babacan’s answer was mostly shared on social media outlets.

Babacan’s political party is being criticized by Erdogan despite not being official-
ly founded yet; this provides us with important clues for the near future. It is
suggested behind the scenes in Ankara, as well as by the public, that Babacan’s
party has the potential to reach to a wider constituency compared to Davutog-
lu’s Future Party, and to win over more voters; and that Erdogan is worried by
this. The statement by Erdogan quoted above might be an expression of the
concern he feels in this regard.

Babacan’s slowness in establishing his party has garnered a lot of attention.
Despite announcing that they aimed to have founded the party by the end of
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kanhg: Hukumet Sistemi'ne gecilirken, Gul gibi tercihini parlamenter sistemden
yana koydu. Bugline kadar da bu tavrini sirdirdd.

Babacan'in kamuoyunda en ¢ok bilinen ikinci ¢zelligi ise ekonomiye olan hakimi-
yetinin yani sira 6zellikle kiresel piyasalarda, uluslararasi yatirimcilar nezdinde
sahip oldugu buyuk itibar. Ancak bu itibar bir siyasi rakip olarak Cumhurbaska-
n1 Erdogan’in elinde aleyhte bir koz olarak da kullanilabilir. Nitekim Erdogan, 5
Ocak’ta katildig: bir TV programinda Ali Babacan’ kastederek, “2008 ekonomik
krizi oldugunda ben o zaman bir ¢ikis yapmistim, bu kriz bizi teget gecer de-
mistim. Su anda parti kurma calismas1 yapan bazi arkadaslar, benim yanmimda
olanlar kars: cikmiglardi. Cunku talimat: IMFden aliyorlard: ve inandigim: ben
de kararl bir sekilde strdirdum. Bunlar faizciydi. Ben faizlerin devamli dusu-
ralmesini istiyorum. Faiz sebeptir, enflasyon neticedir ve dogru orantilidir. Faizi
distrdikee enflasyon da diser” ifadelerini kullandi. Ali Babacan, ertesi gin 6
Ocak’'ta Erdogan’a su sozlerle cevap verdi: “Gecmisi her yonuyle degerlendir-
meye hazirim. Ancak bizim Turkiye’'nin buginine ve gelecegine odaklanmamiz
gerekiyor. Faizlerle ilgili glincel birkac¢ rakami paylasmak isterim. Merkezi yone-
tim bitgesinden 6denen faiz 2017 yilinda 57 Milyar iken 2018'de 74 Milyar TLye
ciktl. Hikimetin programina gore faiz 6demeleri 2019'da 103 Milyar, 2020'de
139 Milyar TL. Dikkatinizi cekmek isterim. Devletin vatandaslarindan vergi top-
layarak piyasaya 0dedigi faiz 3 yilda 57 Milyar'dan 139 Milyar TLye ulasiyor.
Artis orani %144. Dahasi, Turkiye'nin hayat pahalilif: gibi, issizlik gibi devasa
sorunlar: var”. Tabii gorsel ve yazili medya neredeyse timiyle Cumhurbaskani
Erdogan’in kontroliinde oldugu icin Babacanin cevabi daha cok sosyal medyada
kendine yer bulabildi.

Babacan'in siyasi partisinin hentiz resmi olarak kurulmadig: ginimuzde, Er-
dogan’in elestirilerine maruz kaliyor olmasi, énimuzdeki ginler icin de 6nemli
ipuglar1 sunuyor. Kamuoyunda ve Ankara kulislerinde Erdogan’in Babacan’in
kuracag: partinin Davutoglunun Gelecek Partisine gore daha genis bir yelpaze-
ye hitap edebilecegi ve oy potansiyelinin de daha ytksek olacagina dair endise-
ler tasidig1 konusuluyor. Erdogan’in yukarida belirttigimiz ifadeleri bu endisenin
disavurumu olarak degerlendirilebilir.

Babacan'in partisiyle ilgili halen en ¢ok merak edilen husus parti kurulusunun
agirdan aliniyor olmasi. 2019 yili sonuna kadar partiyi kurmay: hedeflediklerini
ifade eden Babacan cephesinde hentiz partinin resmi kurulusuna dair agiklanan
bir tarih yok. Ancak Babacan ve gevresine yakin kaynaklar, 20 Ocak Pazartesi
ile baslayan haftada Babacan'in partisinin resmi olarak kurulacagini dile getiri-
yorlar.
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2019, the Babacan team has made no announcements about the date of official
founding yet. However, sources close to Babacan are saying that the party will
be officially founded in the week of 20 January.

The founding members of Ali Babacan’s party are not yet known, either. It is
known that former ministers Besir Atalay and Sadullah Ergin are in Babacan’s
inner circle. As such, comparing the situation with the “B-Team” status of Davu-
toglu’s Future Party, things are different with Babacan’s team. Besir Atalay,
clearly a companion of Babacan, has been a senior figure within AK Party ever
since its establishment. He served in important ministerial positions in AK Party
governments from 2002 to 2015 such as Minister of State, Deputy Prime Minis-
ter and Minister of the Interior; he was one of the chief architects of the Kurdish
resolution process between 2013 and 2015. Like Atalay, Sadullah Ergin was also
a very important name in AK Party until the last few years. He was AK Party’s
Group Deputy Chair between 2003 - 2009; and he served as the Minister of
Justice between 2009 - 2013. Like Atalay, Ergin is also known by the public for
being a prominent supporter of the resolution process among AK Party ranks.
Between 2009 - 2013, when he served as the Minister of Justice, Ergin’s efforts
to establish a legal infrastructure for the resolution process were widely noted.

Considering that Besir Atalay and Sadullah Engin both used to be part of AK
Party’s “A-Team,” it is possible to say that Babacan’s party has the advantage
over Davutoglu’s Future Party in terms of its members. Another name that bears
mentioning is Hasim Kilig, the former President of the Constitutional Court. Kili¢
occupied this position between 1999 - 2015, and during this period, he often
talked publicly about the need for a new constitution, democratic rule of law and
judicial reforms. Kili¢ was harshly critical of AK Party’s indecision and hesitation
regarding judicial democratization and constitutional reform; since his retire-
ment in 2015, he hasn’t been part of any political activities. He attracted some
amount of attention when, in an interview dated October 2019, he said, “I would
gladly support a party founded by Ali Babacan.”

These three figures are certain to be part of Ali Babacan’s party; also, they are
all known for their support of, and courage regarding the democratic resolution
of the Kurdish problem.

At the same time, Ali Babacan has never said anything positive or negative about
the resolution process. This is a better position than that of Davutoglu, who was
the Prime Minister during the time the resolution process ended; however, the
public, and especially the Kurds, are eagerly waiting to hear Babacan’s approach
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Ali Babacanin kuracag partinin kurulus tarihinin yani sira kurucularina dair de
heniiz kamuoyuna yansimis net bir bilgi yok. Halen bilinen; eski bakanlardan
Besir Atalay ve Sadullah Ergin’in Babacan’in en yakinindaki isimler oldugu. Bu
baglamda, yukarida Davutoglu'nun Gelecek Partisinden soz ederken degindi-
gimiz AK Partinin “B Takimi” meselesine Babacan cephesi acisindan bakacak
olursak, durumun daha farkli oldugunu soyleyebiliriz. Babacan’la birlikte hare-
ket ettigi asikar olan Besir Atalay, AK Parti'nin kurulusundan itibaren Parti'nin
“agir toplarindan biri” oldu. 2002'den 2015%e kadar AK Parti hukimetlerinde
Devlet Bakani, Bagbakan Yardimcisi, igisleri Bakan gibi énemli bakanliklarda
gorev yapan Atalay, 2013 — 2015 Kirt sorununa ¢ozim surecinin de en 6nemli
mimarlarindan birisi olarak 6n plana cikti. Atalay gibi Sadullah Ergin de AK
Parti'nin son yillara kadar en énemli isimlerinden birisi oldu. 2003 - 2009 yil-
lar1 arasinda Parlamento'da AK Parti Grup Baskanvekili olarak gérev yapan Er-
gin, 2009 - 2013 yillar: arasinda da Adalet Bakani olarak gorev yapti. Ergin de
Atalay gibi kamuoyunda ¢6zUm siireci yanlisi AK Parti ileri gelenlerinden birisi
olarak taniniyor. Ergin, Adalet Bakanlg: yaptig1 2009 - 2013 doneminde ¢6zim
sturecinin hukuksal altyapisinin olusturulmasi konusunda goésterdigi cabalarla
dikkat cekmisti.

Besir Atalay ve Sadullah Ergin gibi isimlerin ge¢miste AK Partinin “A Takimi’n-
dan oldugu disinildiginde Davutoglu'nun Gelecek Partisine gére Babacan’in
kadro agisindan simdilik daha avantajli oldugunu séyleyebiliriz. Bunlarin yanina
Anayasa Mahkemesi eski Baskani Hasim Kili¢'1 da ekleyebiliriz. Kilig, Anayasa
Mahkemesi Baskani oldugu 1999 - 2015 doneminde yeni anayasa, demokra-
tik hukuk devleti ve yargi reformu taleplerini sik sik kamuoyunda dile getirdi.
AK Parti'nin Anayasa reformu ve yarginin demokratiklesmesi konusundaki ge-
kingen ve kararsiz tutumunu zaman zaman sert bir dille elestirmesiyle kamuo-
yunun belleginde yer eden Kilig, emekli oldugu 2015'ten bu yana herhangi bir
siyasi faaliyet icinde yer almadi. Kilig, Ekim 2019'da verdigi bir roportajda “Ali
Babacan'in kuracag: partiye seve seve katki veririm” stzleriyle dikkat gekti.

Ali Babacan'in kadrosunda yer alacag kesin olan yukarida ifade ettigimiz her g
ismin de ortak 6zelligi Kurt sorununa demokratik ¢6zim konusunda istekli ve
cesur ifadeleriyle kamuoyunda taniniyor olmalari.

Ote yandan Ali Babacan, bugiine kadar ¢éziim siirecine yonelik olarak olumlu
ya da olumsuz bir tutum ortaya koymadi. Bu, ¢6zim sirecinin bittigi donemin
basbakani olarak Davutoglu'na gore daha avantajli bir konum olsa da kamuoyu,
ozellikle Kurt kamuoyu, Babacan'in Kurt sorunuyla ilgili tutumunu merakla bek-
liyor. Babacan, 28 Aralik 2019'da katildig1 bir TV programinda Kirt sorununun
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to the Kurdish problem. In a TV programme on 28 December 2019, Babacan didn’t
say anything explicitly about the resolution of the Kurdish problem, but he did say
HDP Chair Selahattin Demirtas’s pre-trial detention was a mistake, and underlined
the necessity of protecting HDP’s political legitimacy by noting that “the political
movement lead by Demirtas is very important for Turkish politics.” The members
as well as the founding documents of Babacan’s party will clarify the party’s atti-
tude towards the Kurdish problem and the resolution process.

C- WHY TWO PARTIES? THE ROLE OF ABDULLAH GUL

Since the second half of 2019, when it became publicly known that both Ah-
met Davutoglu and Ali Babacan were going to form their own parties, the most
important question on everyone’s mind was, “Why are they forming two sepa-
rate parties instead of working together?” A short while after, both parties an-
nounced that the decision to act separately was made by Ali Babacan. In a TV
programme dated 10 December 2019, Babacan said, “Davutoglu wants to form
a leader-oriented party in which he will be at the forefront; we want to be a
team-oriented party.”

It is widely accepted that the Future Party is indeed a leader-oriented party centered
around Ahmet Davutoglu; however, the real reason behind the Babacan - Davutog-
lu separation is a disagreement that occurred between Abdullah Gil and Davutoglu
6 years ago. When his presidency ended in 2014, Abdullah Gl expected to become
AK Party’s Chair and Prime Minister. However, Erdogan was planning ahead for
the presidential system, or rather, the Turkish style “executive presidential system
of government” and so he prevented Gil from achieving this aim. In 2014, the dis-
tribution of power within the party didn't favour Erdogan as much as it does today,
and so he offered Ahmet Davutoglu the position of the Prime Minister as well as
AK Party’s leadership. Davutoglu accepted the offer. This didn't just mean that Gl
would have to say goodbye to AK Party’s leadership and the position of the Prime
Minister. It also meant that the road to Erdogan’s preferred presidential system of
government would be paved. Indeed, after just two years Davutoglu would have
to step down from both positions at Erdogan’s request. As such, the current pres-
idential system of government, now criticized as a “one-man regime”, was achieved
without much in-party resistance against Erdogan. Looking back, had Davutoglu
refused Erdogan’s offer in 2014 and opposed the presidential system alongside Giil,
Erdogan wouldn’t have been able to bring about the presidential system so quickly
and easily. This is how Gl and Davutoglu parted ways.

YENI SIYASI PARTILER, COZUM SURECIH VE 2020 TURKIYE'SINDE OLASI GELISMELER

¢ozumuyle ilgili acik bir ifade kullanmamis olsa da HDP Genel Baskani Selahat-
tin Demirtag'in tutuklu olarak yargilanmasinin dogru olmadigina dikkat ceke-
rek, “Demirtas’in lideri oldugu siyasi hareketin Turkiye siyaseti i¢in ¢cok 6nemli
oldugu’nu belirterek HDP'nin siyasi mesruiyetinin korunmas: gerektiginin altini
¢izdi. Babacan'in kuracag: siyasi partinin kadrolar: ve kurulus belgeleri, Kirt
sorunu ve ¢ézum sireci konusunda partinin tavrinin ne olacagina dair daha net
bir tablo ortaya koyacaktir.

C- NEDEN iKi PARTi? ABDULLAH GUL FAKTORU

Ahmet Davutoglu ve Ali Babacan'in parti kuracaklarinin kamuoyunda kesinlesmis
oldugu 2019'un ikinci yarisindan itibaren cevap bekleyen en ¢énemli soru; “Neden
iki ayr1 parti kuruluyor? Neden birlikte hareket etmiyorlar?” sorusuydu. Kisa su-
rede her iki taraf da birlikte hareket etmeme tercihinin Ali Babacan cephesinden
geldigini acikladi. Babacan, bunu 10 Aralik 2010'da katildig: bir TV programinda
“Davutoglu kendisinin merkezde oldugu bir lider partisi kurmay istiyor. Biz ise bir
kadro partisi olmak istiyoruz” sézleriyle aciklad.

Gelecek Partisi'nin Ahmet Davutoglu merkezli bir lider partisi oldugu kamuoyunda
da yaygin olarak kabul edilen bir géris olsa da Babacan — Davutoglu ayriliginin ar-
kasinda yatan temel neden Abdullah Gl ile Davutoglu arasinda bundan 6 yil énce
yasanan bir ayrisma. Abdullah Gul, 2014’te cumhurbaskanligindan ayrilirken AK
Parti'nin genel baskanhgina ve basbakanliga gecmeyi 6ngoriyordu. Ancak baskan-
lik sistemine, daha dogrusu Turkiye'de uygulanan bigimiyle “cumhurbaskanlig: hi-
kimet sistemi’ne gecmeyi Ongoéren Tayyip Erdogan, buna engel oldu. Partideki gug
dengeleri 2014’te buglinki kadar Erdogan’in lehine olmadig icin Erdogan, basba-
kanlig1 ve AK Parti genel baskanligini Ahmet Davutoglu'na teklif etti. Davutoglu da
bu oneriyi kabul etti. Bu, sadece Gil'in AK Parti Genel Baskanligi ve basbakanliga
veda etmesi anlamina gelmiyordu. Ayni zamanda Erdogan’in kendi istedigi cerce-
vede bir baskanlik sistemine giden yolu da agiyordu. Nitekim cok degil iki y1l sonra
Davutoglu da AK Parti Genel Bagkanlig1 ve basbakanligi Erdogan’in istegi izerine
birakmak zorunda kalacakti. Boylece ginimuizde “tek adam rejimi” olarak elestiri-
len cumhurbaskanhg: hiikiimet sistemine Erdogan cok kisa strede ciddi bir parti
ici direncgle karsilasilmadan ulasilmis oldu. Buginden yakin gecmise bakildiginda,
eger Davutoglu, 2014'te Erdogan’in basbakanlik teklifini geri cevirip, Gil'le birlikte
baskanlik sistemine karsi ¢ikmus olsaydi, Erdogan’in cumhurbaskanhg: hikimet
sistemine bu kadar kolay ve kisa strede ulagsmasi mamkin olmazd. iste, Gil ve
Davutoglu'nun yollarinin ayrildig: siire¢ bu sekilde yasandu.
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D- ARE CHANGING ALLIANCES A POSSIBILITY?

This process might trigger a number of scenarios in 2020. Gul and Babacan are
not reticent about their partnership, and they speak of their desire to return
from the presidential system of government to a strengthened parliamentary
system at every opportunity. “A return to the parliamentary system” as political
discourse is often employed by the CHP - IYI Party bloc in opposition to the AK
Party - MHP bloc, as well. As such, it is possible that Babacan’s political party
might nominate a joint candidate with the CHP - IYI Party alliance in the next
presidential election, promising a return to the parliamentary system. It is highly
likely that this “joint candidate” opposing Erdogan might be Gul.

Gul, who spoke of his support of the parliamentary system against the presiden-
tial system from the very beginning, was mentioned as a likely joint candidate
for the 24 June 2018 election as well. However, IYI Party’s leader Meral Aksener
had opposed this idea at the time, and so Gul wasn’t nominated. If Babacan’s
party receives widespread public support, Abdullah Gul is highly likely to be-
come CHP’s and Babacan’s party’s joint presidential candidate, regardless of IYI
Party’s wishes.

There is one more thing that needs to be noted in the context of the Babacan
- Gul relationship. Babacan says that his party is going to be “team-oriented
rather than leader-oriented;” the most influential figure of this new political par-
ty is going to be Abdullah Gul, even if he is not showcased. Gul's support for
Babacan’s party would be important not just for the party’s future, but also for
the future of Turkish politics.
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D- DEGISEN ITTIFAKLAR MUMKUN MU?

Bu stireg, 2020 yilinda yasanabilecek farkli senaryolar: da tetikleyebilir. Birlik-
te hareket ettiklerini saklamayan Gul ve Babacan, cumhurbaskanlig hikimet
sisteminden guclendirilmis parlamenter sisteme dénus yanlisi olduklarini her
firsatta ifade ediyorlar. “Parlamenter sisteme doénus”, AK Parti - MHP blogu kar-
sisinda bir ittifak olarak kendini gésteren CHP - IYI Parti blogunun da sik sik
vurgu yaptig bir siyasi soylem. Bu nedenle énumuzdeki donemde gerceklesecek
bir cumhurbaskanlig: segiminde Babacan'in kuracag siyasi partiyle, CHP ve IY1
Parti ittifaki parlamenter sisteme donis vaadiyle ortak bir cumhurbaskan: aday:
cikarabilir. Erdogan’in karsisina ¢ikacak bu “ortak aday”in Gul olma ihtimali de
oldukca yuksek.

En basindan beri baskanlik sistemine karsi parlamenter sistemi savunan Gil'in
ortak aday olarak adi 24 Haziran 2018 sec¢imlerinde de gecmisti. Ancak o do-
nemde YT Parti Genel Baskani Meral Aksener’in olumsuz tutumu yuzinden bu
adaylik gerceklesmemisti. Babacanin kuracag: partinin kamuoyunda gucla bir
tabana sahip olmasi halinde, Iy Parti istemese de Abdullah Gul'in CHP ve Ba-
bacan’in partisinin ortak cumhurbaskan: aday1 olma ihtimali oldukca ytuksek.

Babacan - Gul iliski baglaminda sunun da altini ¢izelim. Babacan’in “lider par-
tisi degil kadro partisi” olacagini 1srarla belirttigi yeni siyasi olusumun, en etkili
unsuruy, kendisi partinin vitrininde olmasa da Abdullah Gl olacaktir. Gal'in Ba-
bacan’in partisine verdigi destek sadece bu partinin geleceginde degil, Turkiye
siyasetinin geleceginde de 6nemli bir faktoér olacaktir.
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WHAT WILL PRESIDENT ERDOGAN AND AK PARTY
DO ABOUT THE NEW POLITICAL PARTIES?

As in 2019, it appears that President Erdogan’s attitudes and choices are going
to be central for Turkish politics in 2020 as well. Erdogan’s attitude will be deter-
mining not just in the context of the Kurdish problem but also for the “politics of
alliances”. The “politics of alliances,” the various alliances established between a
number of political parties particularly during the transition to the presidential
system of government, is currently grouped around two centers: the People’s
Alliance between AK Party and MHP, and the Nation Alliance between CHP and
IYI Party. Even though it’s not part of the Nation Alliance, HDP has a degree of
influence over election results through its indirect support of the Nation Alli-
ance, as the last elections demonstrated.

The emergence of two separate parties from within AK Party might radically al-
ter this picture in 2020. Even though it seems unrealistic at first to suppose that
two parties emerging from within AK Party itself might form an alliance with
AK Party, considering the changeable nature of Turkish politics and Erdogan’s
pragmatic and flexible approach to politics, 2020 might bring along unexpected
changes for Turkish politics.

Like Erdogan and AK Party, the opposition parties as well as Kurdish politics
- chiefly HDP - are watching out for the new political parties and their public
reception. For CHP and IYI Party, the main thing is the new parties’ potential to
take away from AK Party’s voters; however, the attitude of these two new parties
towards their Nation Alliance is also going to be important.

For Kurdish politics, represented chiefly by HDP, it is a different story. Since the
1990s, the Kurdish movement has upheld its legal struggle in Turkish politics;
however, in the last few years in particular, its legitimacy has been questioned
like never before. Even the CHP - IYI Party alliance, which HDP supported in the
2019 local elections, is afraid of normalizing its relations with HDP. The “political
loneliness” of HDP and the Kurdish movement might be overcome with the atti-
tude and choices of the new political parties. Davutoglu’s Future Party gave the
first positive indication of this when Deputy Chair Ayhan Sefer Ustiin gave an
interview to the Mesopotamia Agency, a news agency known for its proximity
to HDP, on 1January and said, “We won’t push away any parties. We don’'t mean
to marginalize HDP. Not HDP, and not its supporters.” Such a statement might
be thought to be quite unremarkable under normal circumstances; however, in
Turkey in 2020, circumstances are far from normal and so the statement itself is
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CUMHURBASKANI ERDOGAN VE AK PARTI YENi
SiYASi PARTILER KARSISINDA NE YAPACAK?

Gegen y1l oldugu gibi 2020'de de Tiirkiye siyasetinde Cumhurbaskani Erdogan’in
tutum ve tercihleri merkezi bir rol oynayacak gibi gérintyor. Kirt sorunu bag-
laminda oldugu gibi, “ittifaklar siyaseti’nde de Erdogan’in tavri belirleyici ola-
cak. Ozellikle cumhurbaskanligi hukimet sistemine gecis siirecinde ortaya ¢ikan
farkli siyasi partiler arasinda kurulan ittifaklar anlaminda “ittifaklar siyaseti”
ginumiizde AK Parti - MHP eksenli Cumhur ittifak: ile CHP - IYI Parti eksenli
Millet ittifaki ekseninde suruyor. HDP, Millet Ittifakinin icinde yer almasa da
son 2019 yerel secimlerinde goruldagu gibi Millet ittifaki'na verdigi dolayl des-
tekle secim sonuclar: Gzerinde etkili olabiliyor.

Bu tablo, 2020’de AK Parti'nin i¢cinden ¢ikan iki ayr1 partinin varhgryla kokla bir
degisime ugrayabilir. ilk bakista AK Parti'nin i¢inden ¢ikan iki partinin AK Par-
tinin yer aldig1 bir ittifakta olacagini disinmek gercekci olmasa da Turkiye si-
yasetinin degisken yapisi ve Erdogan’in pragmatist ve esneklik katsayis1 yuksek
siyaset anlayisini dikkate alacak olursak, 2020’de Turkiye i¢ siyasetine bugun-
den bakildiginda surpriz sayilabilecek degisikliklere de hazir olmak gerekiyor.

Erdogan ve AK Parti gibi muhalefet partileri ve HDP'nin basini ¢ektigi Kirt siya-
seti de gbzliini yeni kurulmakta olan iki siyasi partiye ve onlarin kamuoyundaki
olasi etkilerine dikmis durumda. CHP ve IYI Parti icin temelde 6nemli olan yeni
partilerin AK Parti'den ne 6lciide oy koparabilecegi olsa da, kurduklar: Millet
ittifaki'na yonelik bu iki partinin tutumlar: da énem tasiyor.

Basini HDP'nin ¢ektigi Kurt siyaseti icin ise durum daha farkli. 1990’lardan bu
yana Turkiye siyasetinde legal micadele gelenegine sahip Kurt siyaseti 6zelikle
son yillarda tarihinde hi¢ olmadig1 kadar mesruiyeti sorgulanir hale gelmis du-
rumda. Oyle ki 2019 yerel secimlerinde destek verdigi CHP - IY1 Parti ittifak: bile
HDP ile iliskilerini normallestirmekten ¢ekiniyor. HDP ve Kurt siyasetinin i¢inde
distugu “siyasi yalmzlik” yeni partilerin tutumu ve tercihleriyle kirilabilir. Bu
cercevede ilk olumlu sinyal, Davutoglu'nun Gelecek Partisinden geldi. Partinin
Genel Bagkan Yardimcist Ayhan Sefer Ustiin, 1 Ocak’ta HDP'ye yakinhgiyla bili-
nen bir haber ajansi olan Mezopotamya Ajansi'na verdigi réportajda, yeni kurul-
mus bir parti olarak tim partilere ziyaret gerceklestireceklerini belirterek, “Biz
hicbir partiyi itmeyecegiz. HDP'yi 6tekilestiren bir konumda degiliz. Ne HDP'yi
ne de HDPoy verenleri...” ifadelerini kullandi. Olagan sartlarda yasayan bir il-
kede son derece siradan algilanabilecek bu sézler 2020 Turkiye’sinde o kadar
da siradan degil. Zira son ug¢ dort yildir, dini ve ulusal bayramlarda tim partiler

1"

27



Pl

28

NEW POLITICAL PARTIES, THE RESOLUTION PROCESS AND POTENTIAL DEVELOPMENTS IN 2020 IN TURKEY

not unremarkable. For the last three or four years, all political parties pay visits
to one another during religious and national holidays; however, no mainstream
political party visits HDP. This is one of the most striking symptoms of HDP’s
“political loneliness”. As such, a visit paid by the Future Party to HDP is signifi-
cant for the future, even if it'’s only symbolic.

At the same time, since Babacan’s party is not yet formed and nobody involved
with the party apart from Babacan has publicly spoken, it is difficult to say what
this party’s attitude and policies concerning the Kurdish problem and HDP might
be. We know from sources close to Babacan that in the run-up to the forma-
tion of his party, 24 different subjects were drawn up, including the Kurdish
problem; that journalists, writers, academics and opinion leaders from diverse
backgrounds were consulted on these subjects; and finally, that Besir Atalay led
the discussion on the Kurdish problem. We noted above that Babacan had said
that the HDP leader should not be kept in pre-trial detention, and that HDP’s
representation was important; this is about the extent of actual information
we currently have on Babacan’s position regarding this matter. In other words,
there is not enough data yet to analyze the movement’s general policies con-
cerning the Kurdish problem. However, the general impression we get from the
backrooms of Ankara and sources close to Babacan is that for the Kurds who
have given up hope for AK Party and HDP, interest in Babacan’s party is higher
compared to Davutoglu’s party.

A- TWO SCENARIOS

Considering all these developments, it looks as if Erdogan is going to have to
adopt one of two possible approaches concerning the Kurdish problem and the
resolution process. In the first scenario, Erdogan will maintain his current po-
sition, and adopt an even harsher attitude. He will try to include IYI Party in
the AK Party - MHP alliance. IYI Party received 10 % of the popular vote in
the last election; regarding the Kurdish problem and the resolution process, its
approach is no different to that of MHP, from which IYI Party splintered. IYI
Party’s unwillingness was the main reason why HDP couldn'’t establish a closer
and more open working relationship with the Nation Alliance. As such, IYI Party
might well become part of a political movement that forces Erdogan to adopt an
even harsher attitude concerning the Kurdish problem. However, there are two
obstacles to this happening. Firstly, MHP wouldn’'t want to be part of the same
alliance with IYI Party. Secondly, even if both the MHP and IYI Party administra-
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birbirilerini ziyaret ederken HDP’ye hicbir ana akim parti ziyarette bulunmuyor.
Yukarida ifade ettigimiz HDP'nin “siyasi yalnizligi’nin en carpici géstergelerin-
den birisi de bu. Dolayisiyla Gelecek Partisi'nin HDP’ye yapacag ziyaret sembo-

lik de olsa gelecek acisindan bir anlam ifade ediyor.

Ote yandan Ali Babacan'in partisi hentiz kurulmadig: ve Babacan disinda parti
calismalarini stirdiren hi¢ kimse kamuoyuna agik bir mesaj vermedigi icin bu
partinin Kurt sorunu ve HDP'ye yonelik siyasetinin ne olacag: ustine bugin-
den bir sey s¢ylemek zor. Babacan’a yakin gevrelerden Partinin kurulusa giden
surecte, icinde Kirt meselesinin de yer aldig 24 farkli konu bashg: belirleyerek
bunlar1 toplumun farkli kesimlerine mensup gazeteci, yazar, akademisyen ve
kanaat dnderiyle istisare ettigini ve Kurt meselesinin Besir Atalay baskanliginda
tartisildigini biliyoruz. Yine yukarida da ifade ettigimiz, Babacan'in HDP lide-
ri Selahattin Demirtas'in tutuksuz yargilanmas: gerektigi ve HDP'nin temsilinin
onemine dikkat ceken sozleri de elimizdeki az sayidaki somut veriden biri. Kisa-
ca hareketin Kurt sorununa yonelik genel siyasetini analiz etmek icin heniz eli-
mizde yeterli veri yok. Ancak kulislerden ve Babacan’a yakin cevrelerden edin-
digimiz izlenime gore, AK Parti ve HDP’'den umudunu kesmis Kirt kamuoyunda
Babacan'in partisine yonelik ilgi, Davutoglunun partisine yonelik ilgiden daha
yuksek.

A- iKi SENARYO

Bu tablo, Erdogan’t Kirt sorunu ve ¢6zUim sireci konusunda iki senaryodan
birisini segcmeye zorlayacak gibi gérunutyor. Birinci senaryoda, Erdogan mevcut
tutumunu daha da sertlestirerek koruyacak. AK Parti - MHP ittifakina Y1 Par-
ti'yi de katmaya calisacak. Son genel secimlerde ytzde 10 oy oranina ulagan IYi
Parti, Kirt sorunu ve ¢o6zim sireci baglaminda icinden ciktigt MHP'den farkli
bir tutum takinmadi. HDP, Millet ittifaki’yla daha yakin ve agik bir iligki kurama-
diysa bunun en énemli nedeni IYi Parti'nin bu konudaki isteksizligi oldu. Dola-
yistyla YT Parti, Erdogan'in Kirt sorunu konusundaki mevcut tutumunu daha
da sertlestiren bir siyasi hattin parcasi olabilir. Ancak bu konuda iki engel var.
Birincisi MHP'nin IYI Parti'yle ayni ittifak icinde olmaya soguk bakacak olmasi.
Ikincisi ise hem MHP yo6netimi hem de IYI Parti yonetimi, Erdogan tarafindan
ikna edilse bile IYI Parti tabaninin buna sicak bakmamas:. Iyl Parti'nin de igin-
de yer aldig1 bir Cumhur ittifaki, Erdogan’a cumhurbaskanlig: se¢iminde gerekli
olan ytzde 51 oyu getirmeyebilir. Dolayisiyla birinci senaryo Erdogan icin ciddi
risk tasryor.
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tions were to be persuaded by Erdogan, IYI Party’s support base wouldn’t want
such an alliance. A People’s Alliance including IYI Party might not be able to
bring 51 % of the popular vote to Erdogan, which he needs for the presidential
elections. As such, this first scenario contains serious risks for Erdogan.

According to the second scenario, in order to prevent his Kurdish constituen-
cy from shifting their support to the new parties, Erdogan might have to bring
back to the table the resolution process which he had shelved, or “put in the
fridge,” in his own words. Of course, this would signify the end of the alliance
between AK Party and MHP. As a result, Erdogan and AK Party would attempt to
form a new alliance with the two new parties, as well as with CHP. Erdogan is a
pragmatist with a talent for political maneuvering; therefore, if he believes that
circumstances necessitate such a scenario, he would do this. If he believes that
this is the way to get the 51% of the popular vote he needs to be elected in the
next presidential election, he would do anything he can to form such an alliance.
In such a context, the attitude of the other parties which might become part of
the alliance would also become important.

A new alliance which aims to restart the resolution process would likely be
well-received by HDP and Kurdish politics. As for the other “alliance candidate,”
CHP, its leader Kemal Kiligdaroglu might be well-disposed towards the reso-
lution process, as well as to an alliance that could bring CHP into power after
such a long time. However, the anti-resolution process nationalists within CHP
still have a certain power, and they would put up a serious resistance to such
an idea. At the same time, sharing power after so many years and enjoying the
benefits of government would certainly attract the attention of the CHP ranks.
In this framework, the attitudes of the two new political parties will also be
important in determining the outcome. If one or both of these two new parties
refuse to be part of an alliance with Erdogan and an AK Party that wants to
restart the resolution process, some of the alienated AK Party supporters might
veer towards them instead. This is a serious electoral risk for Erdogan and AK
Party. Therefore, this scenario would be realized only if a wide-ranging alliance
is formed. If Erdogan believes that an alliance with a wide support base, con-
taining CHP and HDP as well as Davutoglu and Babacan’s parties, would win him
the elections, he might make serious concessions. For instance, he might accept
certain checks and balances to limit the powers of the presidential system of
government. In other words, Erdogan might be persuaded to adopt a presiden-
tial system in which the president is held in check to some degree by the judici-
ary and the legislative.
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Ikinci senaryoya gore ise Erdogan, kendisine oy veren Kurt se¢gmenin yeni par-
tilere kaymasini engellemek icin kendi deyimiyle “buzdolabina kaldirdigl” ¢6ztim
surecini yeniden glindeme getirecek. Tabii bu ihtimal AK Parti - MHP arasindaki
ittifakin sona ermesiyle sonuclanir. Bunun da ilk sonucu Erdogan ve AK Par-
ti'nin hem yeni kurulan iki partiyle hem de CHP ile yeni bir ittifak kurma girisimi
olacaktir. Bu senaryo, Erdogan gibi manevra yetenegi yliksek ve pragmatist bir
siyasi lider icin sartlar 6yle gerektiriyorsa yapilabilir. Ozellikle gelecek cumhur-
baskanlhg: seciminde ylzde 51 oya bu sekilde ulasabilecegine kanaat getirirse
Erdogan bu tir bir ittifak icin elinden geleni yapar. Bu baglamda, Erdogan kadar
bu ittifakta yer alabilecek diger siyasi partilerin tutumu ve tercihi belirleyici
olacaktir.

Cozum sirecine yeniden dénistin hedefleri arasinda yer aldig1 yeni bir ittifak
HDP ve Kurt siyaseti tarafindan olumlu karsilanma ihtimali ytiksektir. Diger “it-
tifak aday1” CHP'de ise Genel Baskan Kemal Kilicdaroglu ¢éziim surecinin yani
sira CHP’yi uzun yillar sonra iktidar ortag: yapabilecek bir ittifaka sicak baka-
bilir. Ancak CHP icinde héla belli bir giici olan ulusalci, ¢6zim sireci karsiti
cevrelerde ciddi bir diren¢ yasanacaktir. Buna ragmen uzun yillar sonra iktidar
ortag: olup, iktidarin nimetlerinden faydalanma ihtimali CHP kadrolarina ce-
kici gelecektir. Bu cercevede yeni kurulmakta olan iki siyasi partinin alacakla-
r1 tutum da bu senaryonun hayata gecip gecmemesinde etkili olacaktir. Bu iki
yeni partiden birisi ya da ikisi birden ¢ézim sirecini dikkate alan Erdogan ve
AK Parti'nin lokomotifi oldugu bir ittifakin parcasi olmay1 kabul etmezlerse, AK
Partiden uzaklasacak se¢menin en azindan bir kismi i¢in alternatif haline ge-
lebilirler. Bu da Erdogan ve AK Parti icin ciddi bir “secim riski” anlamina gelir.
Dolayisiyla bu senaryo ancak ¢ok genis tabanl bir ittifak saglanirsa s6z konusu
olabilir. Iginde CHP ve HDP'nin yan sira Davutoglu ve Babacan'in partilerinin de
yer aldig1 genis tabanli bir koalisyonun kendisine se¢im kazandiracagina inanan
Erdogan, bazi énemli tavizler de verebilir. Bunlarin basinda “cumhurbaskanhig:
hikimet sistemi’nin kuvvetler ayrilig1 cercevesinde bazi denetim mekanizmala-
riyla sinirlanmasi olabilir. Bir baska deyisle Erdogan, yargi ve yasama tarafindan
belli 6lciilerde denetlenebilir bir baskanlik sistemine gecmeye razi olabilir.

Davutoglu'nun Gelecek Partisi, sdylem olarak buna razi olabileceginin sinyalle-
rini simdiden veriyor. Partinin Genel Bagkan Yardimcis: Selcuk Ozdag, partinin
kurulusundan kisa sure sonra 27 Aralik’ta verdigi bir réportajda cumhurbaskan-
1ig1 hikimet sistemine kars: olmalarinin temel nedeninin bu sistemde cumhur-
baskanini denetleyecek herhangi bir mekanizma olmamasiyla agikladi. Ozdag'in
aciklamasindan bir gin sonra bu kez Gelecek Partisinin Sézctsu Selim Temur-
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Judging by their statements, Davutoglu’s Future Party seems to indicate even
now that they might be persuaded to such a solution. During an interview giv-
en on 27 December, shortly after the party was formed, Deputy Chair Selguk
Ozdag said that as a party they opposed the presidential system of government
because there were no checks on the president in this system. One day after
Ozdag’s statement, the spokesperson of the Future Party Selim Temurci joined a
TV programme where he said, “The lack of checks and balances in the presiden-
tial system is an important problem for us.” Such statements by senior figures in
the Future Party indicate that in the coming days, they might be open to nego-
tiations concerning the presidential system of government. It's not possible yet
to say anything about the position of Babacan’s party in this matter, since it is
not yet officially formed. However, in all his statements, Babacan said that they
would support a “strengthened parliamentary system”. Of course, we will see
what exactly is meant by such a statement, and to what degree they are flexible
on this point, once the party is officially formed.

B- SNAP ELECTION IN 2020?

Especially during the last years in Turkey, snap elections or the possibility of
snap elections have constantly been on the agenda. The local elections of 2019
have left a considerable mark on Turkish politics. AK Party lost both Istanbul
and Ankara after a very long time, and so the possibility of a snap election in
2020 arose. The main opposition party CHP hasn’t demanded a snap election
yet; all the same, the public is discussing whether Erdogan and AK Party will ask
for snap elections or not. Here as elsewhere, the important thing is that two new
parties are emerging on the political scene.

Both Babacan’s and Davutoglu’s parties are naturally going to try and address
AK Party’s support base first. The members and local branches of the parties will
be made up of ex-AK Party individuals; similarly, they will primarily reach out
to AK Party’s constituency. Erdogan and AK Party suffered heavy defeats in the
2019 local elections; the possibility that they want a surprise snap election with-
out losing too much of their staff and constituency to these two parties is being
talked about. If Erdogan, AK Party’s sole decision maker, decides to call for an
election before 2021, the only thing he can do is to consolidate and expand the
AK Party - MHP alliance. He can do this only through consolidating his nation-
alist - conservative discourse as well as his anti-resolution process stance to-
wards the Kurdish problem. As for the alliance, he might succeed in persuading
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ci, katildig1 bir TV programinda, “Cumhurbaskanlig: hikimet sisteminde bizim
icin 6nemli olan denetim mekanizmalarinin eksikligidir” dedi. Gelecek Partisi'nin
onde gelen yoneticilerinin bu agiklamalari, 6nimizdeki dénemde cumhurbas-
kanligr hikumet sistemiyle ilgili pazarliklar: bu partinin acik olabilecegini gos-
teriyor. Ote yandan henuiz resmi olarak kurulmams olan Babacan'in partisinin
tutumuyla ilgili net bir sey sdéylemek muimkin degil. Ancak Babacan bugiine
kadar yaptig1 tum aciklamalarda “giclendirilmis parlamenter sistem”den yana
olacaklarini ifade etti. Tabii, bu kavramin icini nasil doldurduklarini ve ne élgtide
bu tutumlarini esnetebileceklerini parti kurulduktan sonra daha net anlayabi-
lecegiz.

B- 2020’DE ERKEN SEGIM MUMKUN MU?

Turkiye'de 6zellikle son yillarda segim veya erken secim ihtimali stirekli gin-
demde olan bir konu olarak éne ¢ikmaktadir. i¢ siyasete gectigimiz 2019 yilina
yerel segimler damga vurdu. Istanbul ve Ankara’y1 uzun yillar sonra AK Parti'nin
kaybetmis olmasi, 2020’de de olas1 bir erken secimi giindeme getirdi. Her ne
kadar ana muhalefet partisi CHP, heniiz erken secim talebinde bulunmuyor olsa
da Erdogan ve AK Partinin erken secimi giindeme getirip getirmeyecekleri ka-
muoyunda tartisma konusu. Bunda da en énemli etken, iki yeni partinin siyaset
sahnesine c¢ikiyor olmasi.

Hem Babacan’in hem de Davutoglu'nun partilerinin dogal olarak seslenecekleri
ilk taban AK Parti tabanidir. Partilerin kadrolar: ve teskilatlar: agirhikl olarak AK
Partiden gelecek ve bunun yani sira seslenecekleri secmen profili de 6ncelikle
AK Parti secmeni olacaktir. 2019 yerel secimlerinden gt kaybederek ¢ikan Er-
dogan ve AK Parti'nin bu iki yeni siyasi partiye kadrolarini ve tabanini kaptirma-
dan baskin bir erken secime gidebilecegi ihtimali kulislerde konusuluyor. Eger
AK Parti'nin tek karar vericisi konumundaki Erdogan boyle bir karar verip, 2020
bitmeden 6nce baskin bir erken genel secim i¢in diigmeye basacak olursa, yapa-
bilecegi tek sey AK Parti - MHP ittifakini konsolide edip, genisletmek olacaktir.
Bu da siyasi s6ylem diizeyinde milliyetci - muhafazakar dili ve Kirt sorununda
¢ozum karsiti tutumu konsolide etmekle mumkun olabilir. ittifak diizeyinde ise
Y1 Parti'nin de AK Parti - MHP ittifakina katilmasini saglamakla mumkun olabi-
lir. Ancak yukarida da ifade ettigimiz gibi IYI Parti yonetimi bu ittifaki kabul etse
bile AK Parti ve Erdogan karsithginin baskin oldugu Ivl Parti'nin ytzde 10'luk
tabaninin baskin bir erken se¢imde bu ittifaka oy verecegi oldukca suphelidir.
Dolayisiyla 2020’de baskin bir erken secim ihtimali simdilik oldukca disuktar.
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IYI Party to join the AK Party - MHP alliance. However, as we stated above, even
if the IYT Party administration agrees to join the alliance, it is doubtful whether
its 10 % support base, decidedly anti-Erdogan and anti-AK Party, would vote for
this alliance in a surprise election. As such, the possibility for a snap election in
2020 is low for now.

Even if there is not an election in 2020, however, the possibility of a general
election before 2023 is going to be on the agenda of Turkish politics in 2020. It
wouldn'’t be a surprise for the two new political parties to call for snap elections
in 2021 after establishing their organisation across the country. Let us remem-
ber that senior figures within the Future Party are talking of a snap election even
now. On a TV programme he joined on 9 January, Deputy Chair Selcuk Ozdag
said that they predicted there would be a snap election in 2021. Future Party is
planning to conclude its countrywide organisation by June 2020 and hold an
ordinary congress; as such, it would be politically rational for them to demand
elections in 2021. So far, the Babacan front has remained silent on this matter.
However, it wouldn't be a surprise for Babacan’s party to also demand elections
once the party is established.

As aresult, snap elections will be high on the agenda for 2020 whether Erdogan
and AK Party want it or not. The two new political parties emerging from within
AK Party are the most important cause behind this.

C-2020: THE YEAR OF FIGHTING FOR THE AK PARTY BASE

In 2020, the struggle for AK Party’s personnel and support base will be the sin-
gle most important factor shaping Turkish politics. This outcome of this struggle
will be very influential in determining the outcome of any snap election, or the
regularly scheduled 2023 general election. The AK Party base, which has pro-
vided the party with 40 to 50 % of the popular vote since the 2010s, will be the
target of Davutoglu and Babacan’s parties.

Looking at the current composition of the Future Party, we see that it includes
figures from AK Party known for their religiosity and Islamism. This choice might
attract the Islamic sections of society which have been alienated by AK Party’s
and Erdogan’s policies of the recent years. The dissatisfaction caused by the AK
Party — MHP alliance will also play a role in this. This might be a particularly
attractive choice for the religious Kurdish constituency.

Babacan’s party, on the other hand, although it is not yet officially formed, wants
to expand its base beyond AK Party’s religious constituency. This is something
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2020'de erken secim olmasa bile 2023’ten 6nce bir erken genel secim ihtimali,
2020'de i¢ siyaset giindeminin 6nemli bir unsuru olacaktir. Ozellikle yeni ku-
rulan iki partinin, tlke genelinde 6rgiitlenmelerini tamamlamalarinin ardindan,
2027de erken secim talebini gindeme getirmeleri stirpriz olmayacaktir. Gelecek
Partisi'nin ileri gelenlerinin simdiden 2021de erken secim talebini dillendirme-
ye basladiklarinin altini ¢izelim. Partinin genel baskan yardimcilarindan Selguk
Ozdag, 9 Ocak'ta konuk oldugu bir TV programinda, 2021de erken segim 6n-
gorduklerini ifade etti. Haziran 2020’ye kadar tlke genelinde 6rgitlenmelerini
tamamlayip, olagan kongresini yapmay1 planlayan Gelecek Partisi'nin 2021de
erken secim talep etmesi siyasi agidan rasyonel bir talep olarak gortlebilir. Ba-
bacan cephesinde ise simdilik bu konuda sessizlik hdkim. Ancak Babacan'in par-
tisinin de kurulus strecini tamamladiktan sonra erken secimi glindeme getirme-
si stirpriz olmayacaktir.

Sonug olarak, Erdogan ve AK Parti, 2020'de erken secimi glindeme getirse de
getirmese de 2020 yili erken secimin konusuldugu ve gindemin 6n siralarinda
oldugu bir y1l olacaktir. Bunun da en énemli nedeni AK Parti icinden ¢ikmus iki
siyasi partinin varlig1 olacaktir.

C- AK PARTI TABANI iCIN MUCADELE YILI OLARAK 2020

2020'de Turkiye siyasetine yon verecek en ¢nemli micadele alan1 AK Partinin
kadro ve segmen tabani icin verilecek miicadele olacaktir. Bu miicadele olasi bir
erken secimin ya da 2023’te olagan tarihinde yapilacak bir genel secimin sonu-
cunda cok etkili olacaktir. 2010’lardan giinimuze kadar yapilan secimlerde ytiz-
de 40’la 50 arasinda bir oy yelpazesine sahip olan AK Parti'nin tabani Davutoglu
ve Babacanin partileri i¢in hedef kitle olacaktir.

Gelecek Partisinin mevcut kadro yapisina bakildiginda AK Partinin daha ¢ok
dindar, Islami kimligi 6n plana gikan isimlerinin agilikta oldugunu goriiyoruz. Bu
kadro yapisi, AK Parti'nin ve Erdogan’in 6zellikle son yillarda uyguladig siyaset-
ten rahatsiz olan Islami gevreler igin cekici olabilir. Bunda AK Parti - MHP itti-
fakindan duyulan rahatsizigin da pay: olacaktir. Ozellikle dindar Kurt segmen
icin bu bir ¢ekim alani yaratabilir.

Ote yandan Ali Babacan'in hentiz resmi olarak kurulmamis siyasi partisi ise AK
Parti’li dindar se¢menin 6tesinde bir secmen tabanina oynamak istiyor. Baba-
can, partisiyle ilgili goruslerini kamuoyuyla paylasirken bunu sirekli vurgulu-
yor. Babacan'in partisi, sadece AK Partili dindar secmene degil, bir kismi AK
Parti’ye de oy veren ya da en azindan son birkag yila kadar oy vermis olan “mer-
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that Babacan constantly underlines in his statements to the press and the pub-
lic. Babacan’s party will try to target not only AK Party’s religious constituency,
but also Turkey’s “centre-adjacent” electorate, some of which vote for - or used
to do until recently - AK Party. Babacan was the Minister of Economic Affairs at
a time when AK Party’s economic policies performed well, and this increases his
chances. The steadily worsening outlook for Turkey’s economy at current time
will be an advantage for Ali Babacan, according to the non-ideologically motivat-
ed, “centre-adjacent” electorate.

Comparing the two parties in this framework, we see that Davutoglu’s Future
Party has the potential to draw the support of religious Islamic circles, whereas
Babacan’s party is likely to be supported by a wider electorate, only some of
which used to support AK Party.

This two-pronged threat is a nightmare scenario for Erdogan and AK Party. This
is why Erdogan’s first reaction to the new parties has been harsh. As we not-
ed above, Erdogan accused Babacan of “taking orders from IMF,” and he also
sent an initial message to Davutoglu’s Future Party. istanbul Sehir University, a
private educational institution personally established by Davutoglu, was seized
under very weak legal justification; the final and official decision was announced
on 20 December, one week after Davutoglu had established the Future Party.
This was interpreted as a sign of Erdogan and AK Party’s harsh attitude towards
the new political parties that might emerge in 2020. However, such severe pol-
icies of oppression and intimidation also carry a high risk of backfiring. If the
public feels that Erdogan is undeservedly victimizing the two parties, this might
cost to Erdogan and AK Party in the next elections. Erdogan would obviously be
aware of this risk. As such, we cannot possibly believe that the coming period
will consist only of policies of oppression and intimidation against the new po-
litical parties.

There is the possibility that Erdogan might change his attitude and discourse in
areas where these might be used against him by the new parties. The current
state of affairs regarding the Kurdish problem is the most important among
these. It is highly likely that both Davutoglu and Babacan will have some degree
of attraction to the Kurdish electorate currently supporting AK Party. As we
noted above, Davutoglu is the less attractive option for the Kurds compared to
Babacan, since he was the Prime Minister between 2014 and 2016. However,
Babacan’s party has considerable potential to draw AK Party’s Kurdish constit-
uency to itself. Rather than Babacan’s rhetorical emphasis on democratization,
the absence of anything either positive or negative about the Kurdish problem
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keze yakin se¢cmen kitlesi’ni hedef almaya ¢alisacak. Babacan'in AK Parti'nin
ekonomide basarili performans sergiledigi yillarda ekonomiden sorumlu bakan
olmasi bu baglamda sansini artiriyor. Turkiye'de son yillarda gittikce bozulan
ekonomik gostergeler, Ali Babacan1 ideolojik olmayan “merkeze yakin se¢men
kitlesi” nezdinde 6n plana ¢ikaracaktir.

Her iki partiyi bu gercevede birlikte degerlendirecek olursak, Davutoglu'nun Ge-
lecek Partisi dindar Islami ¢evrelerden oy alam potansiyeli tasirken, Babacan'in
partisi ise bir kism1 AK Parti'ye oy veren diger kismi ise diger partilere dagilmis
genis se¢men kitlesinden oy alabilir.

Bu iki yonlu tehlike, Erdogan ve AK Parti icin bir kdbus senaryosudur. Bu ne-
denle Erdogan’in yeni parti olusumlarina ilk tepkisi sert oluyor. Yukarida ifade
ettigimiz gibi, Babacan’t “IMFden talimat almak”la suclayan Erdogan, Davutog-
lu'nun Gelecek Partisine de ilk mesaji yollamakta ¢ekinmedi. Davutoglu tara-
findan bizzat kurulmus olan 6zel bir egitim kurumu niteligindeki Istanbul Sehir
Universitesine zayif yasal gerekceler gosterilerek el konuldu; tstelik Gniversi-
teyle ilgili resmi ve nihai karar, Davutoglunun Gelecek Partisinin kurulmasin-
dan bir hafta sonra 20 Aralik’ta aciklandi. Erdogan ve AK Parti'nin bu tutumu,
2020 icinde yeni partilere kars: takinilacak sert tutumun bir gostergesi olarak
dikkat cekti. Ancak bu tir baski ve yildirma politikalarinin ters tepme riski de ol-
dukca ytiksek. Kamuoyunda her iki partinin de Erdogan tarafindan haksiz yere
magdur edildigi algis1 olusursa bunun Erdogan’a ve AK Parti'ye énimuzdeki ilk
secimdeki maliyeti oldukc¢a yuksek olabilir. Siphesiz Erdogan da bu riskin far-
kindadir. Bu nedenle énimuzdeki donemin yeni partilere yonelik sadece baski
ve yildirma politikalariyla gececegini disinemeyiz.

Erdogan’in yeni partilerin kendisine karsi koz olarak kullanacag: alanlarda tu-
tum ve séylem degisikligine gitme ihtimalini de g6z éniinde bulundurmak ge-
rekiyor. Bunlarin basinda da Kirt sorununda gelinmis olan durum var. Hem
Davutoglu'nun hem de Babacanin AK Parti'ye giden Kurt oylar1 tstiinde belli
bir ¢ekim giici olusturmas: yiksek ihtimaldir. Yukarida da ifade ettigimiz gibi
Davutoglu, basbakanlik yaptig1 2014 - 2016 dénemi nedeniyle Kirt oylar: igin
Babacan’a gore daha az cazip bir secenek olsa da Babacan'in partisinin AK Par-
tinin Kurt oylar icin 6énemli bir ¢cekim merkezi olma ihtimali potansiyel olarak
oldukca yuksek. Bunda Babacanin sik kullandig1 demokratiklesme séyleminden
daha cok siyasi ge¢misinin Kirt sorunu ve ¢ézim sureciyle ilgili olumlu ya da
olumsuz bir iz tasimamasinin da bir etkisi olacaktir. Buna Besir Atalay gibi ¢6-
zUm sireci denince akla ilk gelen isimlerden birinin varligini da ekleyince Ba-
bacan’in partisinin Kurt se¢men icin bir alternatif olmasi strpriz olmayacaktir.
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and the resolution process in his track record is the reason behind this. There is
also the presence of Besir Atalay, one of the prominent figures in the resolution
process; as such, it wouldn'’t be a surprise for Babacan’s party to be a serious at-
traction for the Kurdish electorate. Considering that even in the worst of times,
AK Party is able to win 30 - 35 % of the popular vote in the predominantly
Kurdish provinces, this is not a good outlook for AK Party. There is also the high
likelihood that the religious Kurdish constituencies in the major Western cities
such as Istanbul, Ankara, izmir and Adana will behave in a similar way.

Faced with such a negative outlook regarding the Kurdish electorate, AK Party
might attempt to make peace with the Kurdish public once again. This is possible
through new human rights regulations. Erdogan and AK Party will also consider
taking steps towards a new resolution process while taking into consideration
the developments in Iraq and Syria. Of course, such steps would constitute a
serious danger for the AK Party - MHP alliance. However, Erdogan won'’t hesi-
tate to call off the alliance with MHP once he is certain that he’s going to win the
next election. There is also the fact that the AK Party - MHP alliance is not really
winning AK Party any votes.

This is an important reason why both Davutoglu and Babacan are measured in
their statements regarding Erdogan. As discussed above, the “politics of allianc-
es” might totally reshape the Turkish politics of 2020. Regardless of their own
intentions, the presence of the two new parties emerging from within AK Party
is the biggest factor behind this potential transformation.
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Kirt oylarinin yogun oldugu illerde en kéti zamanda bile yizde 30 - 35 oy
alabilen AK Parti i¢in bu tablo hi¢ de parlak degil. Buna Istanbul, Ankara, izmir,
Adana gibi biiytk bati sehirlerindeki dindar Kirt oylarinin da eklenmesi ytuksek
ihtimal dahilindedir.

AK Parti'nin Kurt oylariyla ilgili bu olumsuz ihtimaller tablosu karsisinda yapa-
bilecegi sey, yeniden Kirt kamuoyuyla barisma ¢abasi olabilir. Bunun da yolu
insan haklar: alaninda yapilacak diizenlemelerden geciyor. Irak ve Suriye'de ya-
sanacak gelismelerle de baglantili olarak yeni bir ¢6zim siireciyle ilgili adimla-
rin atilmasi da Erdogan ve AK Partinin giindeminde olacaktir. Elbette bu tur
adimlar, AK Parti - MHP ittifaki icin ciddi bir tehlikeyi de gindeme getirecektir.
Ancak bir sonraki secimleri kazanacagina inanan Erdogan, MHP'yle ittifaki boz-
makta tereddut etmeyecektir. Bunda AK Parti - MHP ittifakinin AK Parti'ye oy
kazandirmadig1 gerceginin de énemli bir pay1 olacaktir.

Gerek Davutoglu, gerekse Babacan cephesinde Erdogan’a yonelik o6lctla bir dil
kullanilmasinda bu tur ihtimallerin de ¢énemli bir pay: var. Yukarida ifade ettigi-
miz gibi “ittifaklar siyaseti” 2020 Turkiye’sinde bambaska bir siyasi tabloyu da
ortaya cikarabilir. Bunda da en buytuk pay, kendi niyetlerinden bagimsiz olarak
AK Parti icinden ¢ikmus iki yeni siyasi partinin varligi olacaktir.
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CONCLUSION

As 2020 begins, Turkey has a chance to end the marginalization and political
loneliness of Kurdish politics as represented by HDP, which has been going on
for the past four or five years. The formation of two new parties emerging from
AK Party ranks at the same time will trigger important changes in Turkish poli-
tics. The prevailing opinion is that the simultaneous formation is a disadvantage
for the new parties, and an advantage for AK Party. There’s some degree of truth
to this opinion, and yet, the situation has its advantages for the new parties as
well.

Had it been only one party emerging from AK Party, Erdogan would very like-
ly target and relentlessly demonise it. The popular accusation of the past few
years, “they are being backed by the Gilenist organization,” would be weap-
onized against the new party. However, since there are two separate parties,
this argument will not hold as much water. Neither Erdogan nor any spokesper-
son for AK Party has implied anything like this so far, which also supports our
prediction. Although there is a general overlap between the targeted bases of
both parties, there are also certain differences which emerge on a closer look,
and this will also give both AK Party and Erdogan a difficult time. The Future
Party is mostly oriented towards the religious-Islamist community, whereas Ba-
bacan’s party will target the non-ideological centrist electorate; its focus on the
economy, an attractive agenda for the “centrist electorate,” will also make things
difficult for AK Party. Ali Babacan’s successful track record in economics, com-
bined with the economic difficulties Turkey has been experiencing in the last
few years, is likely to equal the rise of a worthy political opponent for AK Party.

Also of note is the fact that the deadlock in Turkish politics regarding the Kurd-
ish problem is beginning to dissolve. It's very likely that in 2020, new alterna-
tives with regard to the resolution process will emerge. Considering DPI's 2020
activities in this framework, the matter of representation becomes an urgent
issue. In these activities, it is very important that while representatives from the
two parties are included, pro-AK Party figures also be present. In such a harsh
atmosphere of political rivalry, DPI must take great care to appear impartial at
all times.
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SONUG

2020 yili basinda Turkiye, son dort bes yildan beri stren kutuplasma siyaseti ve
HDP'nin temsil ettigi Kurt siyasetinin marjinallestirilmesi ve siyaseten yalnizlas-
tirilmas: siirecinin sona ermesine yonelik 6nemli bir sansla karsi karsiyadir. AK
Parti icinden c¢ikan iki siyasi partinin ayni donemde kuruluyor olmas: Turkiye
siyasetinde yasanacak énemli degisimleri tetikleyecektir. Kamuoyunda, AK Parti
icinden ¢ikan es zamanl olarak iki ayr1 partinin kuruluyor olmasi bu yeni parti-
ler icin bir handikap, AK Parti icin ise bir avantaj oldugu yolunda goérusler var.
Bu saptamada dogruluk payi olsa da baska bir acidan bakildiginda bunun yeni
partiler i¢in avantaj oldugunu s¢ylemek de mamkin.

Eger AK Parti icinden tek bir parti ¢iksaydi, Erdogan’in bu partiyi “seytanlastir-
ma”s1 oldukga ytksek ihtimal olacakti. Son yillarin en gecerli argimani olan “ar-
kasinda FETO var” argiimani bu partiye yonelik olarak bagvurulacak en 6nemli
silahlardan biri olacakti. Ancak ortada iki ayr1 parti olmasi bu argiiman: zayif-
latacaktir. Henliz bu konuda Erdogan'dan ya da AK Parti sézculerinden boyle
bir ima gelmemesi de bu gérisimuzi destekliyor. Ayrica her iki partinin genel
olarak ayni tabana hitap etmesine ragmen, ayrintilara girildiginde birbirleriyle
farklarini ortaya koyacak olmalar1 da AK Parti ve Erdogan’t gic¢ durumda bi-
rakacaktir. Gelecek Partisi'nin agirlikli olarak dindar, islami duyarliig: yiksek
tabana hitap etmesine karsilik Babacan'in partisinin ideolojik angajmanlar: di-
siik olan “merkez se¢gmen”e agirlikli olarak hitap edecek olmasi ve ekonomi gibi
“merkez se¢men”in birinci 6nceligi olan konularda ¢n plana ¢ikacak olmas: da
AK Parti'yi zorlayacaktir. Ali Babacan’in ekonomi konusundaki basarili ge¢misi,
son yillarda Turkiye'de yasanan ekonomik sikintilarla birlestiginde, AK Parti'ye
guclu bir siyasi rakibin dogmakta oldugunu soylemek abarti olmaz.

Bu tabloya Kiurt sorunu konusunda Turkiye ic¢ siyasetinden yasanan donuklu-
gun da yavas yavas ¢ozilmeye baslamasini ekleyebiliriz. 2020’nin ¢6zim sureci
konusunda yeni alternatiflerin boy vermeye baslayacag bir yil olma ihtimali ol-
dukga ytksektir. DPI'in 2020 faaliyetlerini bu ¢ercevede degerlendirdigimizde,
ilk gbze carpan ihtiyag, temsil meselesinde kendisini géstermektedir. Yil icinde
yapilacak etkinliklerde iki yeni siyasi partinin temsil edilmesi gozetilirken AK
Parti'ye yakin isimlerin de etkinliklerde yer almasi hayati 6nem tasimaktadir. Yer
yer sert gececek siyasi rekabet sartlarinda mevcut yapilardan herhangi birine
daha yakin gérinmemek, DPI i¢in ¢nemli bir ihtiyactir.
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The new, multi-partite political situation must be taken into consideration not
just for activities where political parties are represented, but also - and espe-
cially - for activities targeting media professionals of civil society organisations.
The conventional media, that is, press and TV is by and large controlled by Er-
dogan in today’s Turkey; as such, digital and social media is constantly becoming
more important and popular. In establishing ties with media representatives,
DPI must take this fact into consideration as well.

Finally, it might be productive to discuss the Kurdish problem and the resolution
process in sessions where representatives of the AK Party and the two new par-
ties are present. It would be a considerable contribution to the resolution pro-
cess for DPI to organise such meetings. In 2020, a year in which relations among
these three parties are prone to be changeable, all three parties might feel that
they are better able to express themselves in a setting where no representatives
from the other parties are present. Such discussions might also yield positive
results in the context of the resolution process.
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Sadece siyasi partilerin temsil edildigi etkinliklerde degil, ¢zellikle medya ¢ali-
sanlarinin ya da sivil toplum kuruluslarinin yer aldig etkinliklerde de ortaya ci-
kacak cok parcal: siyasi tabloyu gozetmek gerekiyor. Medyaya deginmisken, gu-
nimuzde konvansiyonel medya olarak tanimlanan yazili basin ve TV'nin buytk
6lcide Erdogan’in kontrolinde olmasi, dijital ve sosyal medyay: daha etkili ve
ragbet gorur hale getirmistir. Medya temsilcileriyle iliski kurarken DPI''n bunu
dikkate almasi gerekmektedir.

Son olarak, sadece AK Parti ve onun icinden dogmus iki partinin temsilcilerinin
bir araya geldigi oturumlarda Kurt sorunu ve ¢dzim sireci konusunun tarti-
silmasi verimli sonuglar dogurabilir. DPI'in bu tur toplantilar: organize etmesi
¢6zUm streci baglaminda 6nemli bir katki saglayabilir. Ozellikle 2020 y1ili gibi bu
U¢ partinin iliskilerinin oldukca degisken olabilecegi bir dénemde, her ¢ parti
de diger partilerin temsilcilerinin olmadig1 ortamlarda kendilerini daha rahat
ifade edebilirler. Bu tartisma stirecinden de ¢6zim streci baglaminda olumlu
sonuglar cikabilir.
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DPI AIMS AND OBJECTIVES

Aims and objectives of DPI include:

>> To contribute to broadening bases and providing new platforms for discussion on
establishing a structured public dialogue on peace and democracy building.

>> To provide opportunities, in which different parties are able to draw on comparative
studies, analyse and compare various mechanisms used to achieve positive results in
similar cases.

>> To create an atmosphere whereby different parties share knowledge, ideas, concerns,
suggestions and challenges facing the development of a democratic solution in Turkey
and the wider region.

>> To support, and to strengthen collaboration between academics, civil society and
policy-makers.

>> To identify common priorities and develop innovative approaches to participate in
and influence democracy-building.

>> Promote and protect human rights regardless of race, colour, sex, language, religion,
political persuasion or other belief or opinion.

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

We focus on providing expertise and practical frameworks to encourage stronger public
debates and involvements in promoting peace and democracy building internationally.
Within this context DPI aims to contribute to the establishment of a structured public
dialogue on peace and democratic advancement, as well as to widen and create new
existing platforms for discussions on peace and democracy building. In order to achieve
this we seek to encourage an environment of inclusive, frank, structured discussions
whereby different parties are in the position to openly share knowledge, concerns and
suggestions for democracy building and strengthening across multiple levels.

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

DPI'ln amaclar: ve hedefleri:

>> Barisin ve demokrasinin insasi Gizerine yapilandirilmis bir kamusal diyalogun
olusmasi icin gerekli olan tartisma ortaminin gelistirilmesi ve genisletilmesi.

>> Farkl kesimlerin karsilastirmali calismalar vesilesiyle bir araya gelerek, farkl
dinya ornekleri 6zelinde benzer durumlarda olumlu sonuclar elde etmek icin
kullanilmis cesitli mekanizmalar: incelemesine ve analiz etmesine olanak sag-
lamak. Farkli kesimlerin bir araya gelerek Turkiye ve daha genis bir cografyada
demokratik bir ¢cozimun gelistirilmesine yonelik bilgilerini, distncelerini, en-
diselerini, 6nerilerini, kaygilarini ve karsilasilan zorluklar: paylastig bir ortam
yaratmak. Akademisyenler, sivil toplum orgitleri ve karar alicilar arasindaki is-
birliginin desteklemek ve guclendirmek.

»> Ortak oncelikleri belirlemek ve demokrasi insas: slrecini ve sirece katilimi
etkileyecek yenilik¢i yaklasimlar gelistirmek. Din, dil, irk, renk, cinsiyet, siyasi
goris ve inang farki gozetmeksizin insan haklarini tesvik etmek ve korumak.
Demokratik Gelisim Enstitist (DPI), Turkiye'de demokratik bir ¢cézimun gelisti-
rilmesi icin, farkli kesimlerin bir araya gelerek bilgilerini, fikirlerini, kaygilarini
ve onerilerini paylastiklar: bir ortami tesvik etmeyi amaclamaktadir. Calismala-
rimiz, demokratik ¢6zimin saglanmasi igin kilit 6nem tastyan konularda fikir
birligine varma ve uzlasilan konular: sahiplenme yetenegine sahip ¢ogulcu bir
siyasi alanin gelistirilmesini desteklemektedir.

Kurum olarak gicli bir kamusal tartismayi; barisi ve demokrasiyi uluslararasi
dizeyde gelistirmeye yonelik katilimlar: tesvik etmek icin uzmanliga ve pratige
dayali bir bakis acisiyla hareket ediyoruz. Bu cercevede baris ve demokratik
ilerleme konusunda yapilandirilmis bir kamusal tartismanin olusturulmasina
katkida bulunmayt; baris ve demokrasi insasi tartismalari icin yeni platformlar
yaratmayi ve mevcut platformlar: genisletmeyi amagliyoruz.

Bu amaglara ulasabilmenin geregi olarak, farkl kesimlerin demokrasinin insast
ve glclendirmesi igin bilgilerini, endiselerini ve 6nerilerini acikca paylasabile-
cekleri kapsayici, samimi ve yapilandirilmis tartisma ortamini cesitli seviyelerde
tesvik etmeye calistyoruz. DPI olarak farkli projelerimiz araciligiyla akademi, si-
vil toplum ve karar alicilar arasindaki isbirligini desteklemeyi ve gticlendirmeyi
de hedefliyoruz.
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BOARD MEMBERS
YONETIM KURULU UYELERI

KERIMYILDIZ
(Chief Executive Officer / fcra Kurulu Bagkani)

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

Kerim Yildiz ¢atisma ¢éziimt, barisin insasi, uluslararast insan haklart ve azinlik
haklar: konusunda uzman bir isimdir ve kariyeri boyunca bu alanlarda cok cesit-
li projelerde calismustir. Kerim Yildiz, 1996 yiinda insan haklarimin korunmast ve
hukuk kurallarimin uygulanmast yéniindeki ¢cabalarindan éttirc Insan Haklart Igin
Avukatlar Komitesi Odiilii'ne, 2005'te Sigrid Rausing Trust Vakfimin Azinlik Haklar
alaninda Liderlik Odtili'ne ve 2011'de ise Gruber Vakfi Uluslararast Adalet Odtilti’ne
layik gérialmusttr. Uluslararast insan haklart hukuku, insancil hukuk ve azinlik hak-
lart konularinda énemli bir isim olan Yildiz, uluslararast insan haklart hukuku ve
insan haklart mekanizmalart tizerine ¢ok sayida yazili esere sahiptir.

NICHOLAS STEWART QC
(Chair / Yonetim Kurulu Baskan:)

Nicholas Stewart, QC, is a barrister and Deputy High Court Judge (Chancery and
Queen’s Bench Divisions) in the United Kingdom. He is the former Chair of the Bar
Human Rights Committee of England and Wales and former President of the Union
Internationale des Avocats. He has appeared at all court levels in England and Wa-
les, before the Privy Council on appeals from Malaysia, Singapore, Hong Kong and
the Bahamas, and in the High Court of the Republic of Singapore and the European
Court of Human Rights. Stewart has also been the chair of the Dialogue Advisory
Group since its founding in 2008.

Tecrtbeli bir hukukcu olan Nick Stewart Birlesik Krallik Yitksek Mahkemesi (Chan-
cery and Queen’s Bench Birimi) ikinci hdkimidir. Gegmiste Ingiltere ve Galler Barosu
Insan Haklart Komitesi Baskanligi (Bar Human Rihts Committee of England and
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Wales) ve Uluslararast Avukatlar Birligi (Union Internationale des Avocats) bas-
kanligi gorevlerinde bulunmustur. Ingiltere ve Gallerde gergeklesen ve Malezya,
Singapur, Hong Kong, Bahamalar, Singapur ve Avrupa Insan Haklart mahkemele-
rinin temyiz konseylerinde goris bildirdi. Stewart, 2008deki kurulusundan bu yana
Diyalog Danisma Grubunun baskanhgini da yurtttyor.

PRISCILLA HAYNER

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

Gecis Dénemi Adaleti icin Uluslararast Merkez'in (International Center for Tran-
sitional Justice) kurucularindan olan Priscilla Hayner, aynt zamanda BM Kidemli
Arabuluculuk Damismanlar: ERibindedir. Hakikat komisyonlari, gecis dénemi ada-
leti inisiyatifleri ve mekanizmalar: konusunda kuresel bir uzman olan Hayner, ha-
kikat komisyonlarint kiiresel olarak analiz eden Unspeakable Truths (Konulmayan
GercekRler) da dahil olmak tizere, alanda pek ¢ok yayina sahiptir. Hayner, yakin za-
manda Kolombiya baris goriismelerinde Norve¢'in gecis donemi adaleti danismant
olarak ve 2008 Kenya muizakerelerinde eski BM Genel Sekreteri Kofi Annan ve Bir-
lesmis Milletler-Afrika Birligi arabuluculuk ekibinin insan haklart damismani olarak
gbrev yapmustir. Hayner, 1999da Sierra Leone ve 2015te Giliney Sudan da dahil
olmak tzere bircok tilkede, baris anlasmast ve gecis sonrast uygulamalart konula-
rinda calismalar yaprmstir.

ARILD HUMLEN

Arild Humlen is a lawyer and Director of the Norwegian Bar Association’s Legal
Committee. He is widely published within a number of jurisdictions, with emphasis
on international civil law and human rights, and he has lectured at the law faculty
of several universities in Norway. Humlen is the recipient of the Honor Prize of the
Bar Association of Oslo for his work on the rule of law and in 2015 he was awarded
the Honor Prize from the international organisation Save the Children for his efforts
to strengthen the legal rights of children.
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Hukukcu olan Arild Humlen ayr zamanda Norveg Barosu Hukuk Komitesinin direkté-
ridir. Uluslararast medeni hukuk ve insan haklart gibi yarg: alanlar: tizerine ¢ok sayida
yazist yayinlanmus, Norvec'te bir dizi hukuk faktltesinde ders vermistir. Oslo Barosu
btinyesinde Siginmacilik ve G6¢menlik Hukuku Davalar: Calisma Grubu baskani olarak
yaptigi calismalardan dolayt Oslo Barosu Onur Odiiltine layik goralmustar.

JACKI MUIRHEAD

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

Su anda Devereux Chambers isimli hukuk firmasinda tst dtizey yénetici olarak gé-
rev yapan Jacki Muirhead bu gérevinden 6nce Cleveland Hukuk Firmast ¢calisma
direktéri, Counsel's Chambers Limited isimli hukuk¢ular odasinda sef katip ve Avu-
Ratlar Faktltesinde (Faculty of Advocates) pazarlama mudtrt olarak calismuistir.

ANTONIA POTTER PRENTICE

Antonia Potter Prentice is currently the Director of Alliance 2015 - a global network
of humanitarian and development organisations. Prentice has extensive experience
on a range of humanitarian, development, peacemaking and peacebuilding issues
through her previous positions, including interim Senior Gender Adviser to the Joint
Peace Fund for Myanmar and providing technical advice to the Office of the Special
Envoy of the UN Secretary General to the Yemen peace process. Prentice has also
been involved in various international organisations including UN Women, Dialo-
gue Advisory Group, and Centre for Humanitarian Dialogue. Prentice co-founded
the Athena Consortium as part of which she acts as Senior Manager on Mediation
Support, Gender and Inclusion for the Crisis Management Initiative (CMI) and as
Senior Adviser to the European Institute for Peace (EIP).

Antonia Potter Prentice, insani yardim kuruluslarinin ve kalkinma érgtitlerinin kiire-
sel agi olan ittifak 2015'in direktéridiir. Prentice, Myanmar icin Ortak Barig Fonuna
gecici Kidemli Cinsiyet Danismant ve Birlesmis Milletler Genel Sekreteri Yemen Ozel
Elcisi Ofisi'ne teknik tavsiyeler vermek de dahil olmak tizere insancil faaliyetler, kal-
Rinma, baris yapma ve baris insast gibi konularda sivil toplum btinyesinde 17 yillik
bir calisma tecriibesine sahiptir. BM Kadinlari, Diyalog Damisma Grubu ve Insani
Yardim Diyalogu Merkezi gibi cesitli uluslararast érgtitlerde gérev yapan Prentice,
kuruculart arasinda yer aldigi Athena Konsorsiyomu Arabuluculuk Destegi, Top-
lumsal Cinsiyet ve Kaynastirma i¢in Kriz Yonetimi Insiyatifinde yéneticilik ve Avrupa
Baris Enstitlistine (EIP) basdanismanlik yapmaktadir.
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CATHERINE WOOLLARD

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

Catherine Woollard, Avrupa Mitilteci ve Strgtinler Konseyi (ECRE) Genel Sekrete-
ridir. ECRE, Avrupa Ulkelerinin ittifakina dayali ve uluslararast koruma alaninda
calisan yaklasik 96 sivil toplum kurulusunun tye oldugu bir agdir. Gegmiste Bagim-
siz Diplomatlar Grubu'nun Briksel Ofis Direktoru olarak calisan Woollard 2008-
2014 yillart arasinda ¢atismanin 6nlenmesi ve barisin insaas: Uzerine ¢alisan sivil
toplum kuruluslarinin olusturdugu bir aj olan Avrupa Baris Insaast Irtibat Btiro-
su'nun direktért olarak gérev yaprustir. Conciliation Resourcesda Siyaset, Iletisim
ve Karsilastirmalt Ogrenme Birimi Direktérd, Transparency Internationalda Guiney-
dogu Avrupa ve Tirkiye Kidemli Program Koordinatért, Minority Rights Groupda
Avrupa ve Orta Asya Program Koordinatért olarak gérev yaprustir. Hiiktimetlere
yolsuzluk konusunda danismanlik hizmeti vermis, akademisyen olarak Birlesik Kral-
lik'taki kamu kurumu ¢alisanlarina siyaset bilimi, AB tzerine egitim ve arastirma ve
uluslararas: politika alanlarinda dersler vermistir.
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COUNCIL OF EXPERTS
UZMANLAR KURULU UYELERI

BERTIE AHERN

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

Tecrtibeli bir siyasetci olan Bertie Ahern bir dizi bakanlik gérevinden sonra frlanda
Cumbhuriyeti Basbakani olarak gérev yapmustir. Bertie Ahern’in basbakanlik yaptigi
dénemdeki en belirleyici gelisme 1998 yilinin Nisan ayinda Hayirli Cuma Anlasma-
styla sonuclanan baris gérismesi muzakerelerinin baslatiimast olmustur. Ahern,
2004 yilinda Avrupa Konseyi baskanligt gérevini ytrttiirken Avrupa Birligi'nin tiye
tlke sayisinin 27ye ¢iktigi tarihsel stirecte payt olan en énemli isimlerden biri ol-
mustur. 2008 yilinda aktif siyasetten cekilen Bertie Ahern o tarihten bu yana biittin
zamanint ¢catisma ¢ézimu calismalarina ayirmakta ve bu amagla pek ¢ok grupla
temaslarda bulunmaktadir. Ahern’in hali hazirda sahip oldugu tinvanlar sunlardir:
The Inter Action Council Esbaskanlg, Clinton Kiresel Insiyatifi Uyeligi, Bask Ulke-
sindeki Catisma Uzerine Calisma Yiirtiten Uluslararast Grup Uyeligi, Irlanda Ulusal
Universitesi Arabuluculuk ve Catismaya Miidahale Béltiimii Fahri Profesérltigi, Ber-
lin Ktiltiirel Diplomasi Enstittst Uyeligi, Varkey Gems Vakfi Damisma Kurulu Uyeligi,
Kriz Idaresi Inisiyatifi Uyeligi, Diinya Ekonomik Forumu Mtizakere ve Catisma C6zu-
mu Forumu Konsey Uyeligi, Harvard Uluslararast Mtizakere Programu Uluslararast
Danismanlar Konseyi Basdanismani.
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DERMOT AHERN

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

Gegmiste Irlanda Parlamentosu milletvekilligi ve kabinede bakanlik gérevlerinde
bulunan Dermot Ahern, 20 yildan fazla bir stire irlanda baris stirecinde anahtar
bir rol oynamustir ve bu stire icinde Belfast Anlasmast (Haywrlh Cuma Anlasmast)
ve St. Andrews Anlasmast icin yapilan miizakerelere dahil olmustur. AB Konseyi
seviyesinde de 6nemli tecrtibeleri olan Ahern, AB Anayasasi ve Lizbon Antlasmalart
stirecinde de énemli bir arabulucu ve imzact olmustur. 2005 yilinda dénemin Birles-
mis Milletler Genel Sekreteri Kofi Annan tarafindan BM Reformu konusunda ézel
temsilci olarak atanmustir.

Prof. Dr. MEHMET ASUTAY

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

Dr. Mehmet Asutay, Ingilteredeki Durham Universitesinin Isletme Fakiiltesinde
Ortadogu'nun Islami Siyasal Ekonomisi ve Finansi alaninda profesor olarak gérev
yapmaktadir. Asutay Tiirk ve Kirt siyasal ekonomisi, Islami siyasal ekonomi, ve Or-
tadoguda siyasal ekonomi konularinda dersler vermekte, arastirmalar yapmakta
ve yapilan arastirmalara damismanhik yapmaktadir.
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ALi BAYRAMOGLU

Ali Bayramoglu is a writer and political commentator. Since 1994, he has contri-
buted as a columnist for a variety of newspapers. He is currently a columnist for
Daily Karar. He is a member of the Wise Persons Committee in Turkey, establis-
hed during the peace process between 2013-2015.

Ali Bayramoglu, yazar ve siyasi yorumcudur. 1994 yihindan bu yana cesitli ga-
zetelerde Rése yazarhg: yapti. Halen, gtinlik Karar gazetesinde kdse yazmaya
devam etmektedir. Ttirkiye'de 2013-2015 yillar: arasinda gerceklesen Cozim Su-
recinde Akil Insanlar Heyeti tiyesidir.

Prof. CHRISTINE BELL

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

Iskogya’min baskenti Edinburgh’ta faaliyet ytriten bir hukuk¢udur. Edinburgh
Universitesinde Anayasa hukuku profeséri olarak ve ayni tiniversite biinyesin-
deki Ktiresel Adalet Projesinde Mudtir yardimcist olarak gérev yapmaktadir. In-
giliz Akademisi tyesi de olan Bell, 1995-1997 yillart arasinda Belfast merkezli
Insan Haklar érgttia Adalet Idaresi Komisyonu baskani ve Belfast Anlasmasi
sartlart cercevesinde kurulan Kuzey irlanda Insan Haklari Komisyonu kurucu
tiyesi olarak gérev yapti. 1999da ise Avrupa Komisyonu Temel Haklar Uzman-
lar Komitesi tiyeliginde bulundu.Temel uzmanlik alanlart Gecis Dénemi Adaleti,
Baris Mtizakereleri, Anayasa Hukuku ve Insan Haklari olan Prof. Bell, aymi za-
manda bu konularda diplomat, arabulucu ve hukukgulara egitim vermekte, BM
Genel Sekreterligi, Insan Haklar: Yiiksek Komiserligi Ofisi ve UNIFEM'in de dahil
oldugu kurumlarda hukuk danismant olarak gorev yapmaktadir.

1"

53



2"

54

NEW POLITICAL PARTIES, THE RESOLUTION PROCESS AND POTENTIAL DEVELOPMENTS IN 2020 IN TURKEY

ORAL CALISLAR

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

Oral Calislar Ankara Universitesi Siyasal Bilgiler Fakiiltesinde egitimini tamamla-
di. Universitede Sosyalist Fikir Kuliibii baskanligini ve Ankara Universitesi Ogren-
ci Birligi genel sekreterligini yapti. 1967de kurulan Tirk Solu ve 1967de kurulan
Aydinlik dergileri icin yazdi. Ayrica Aydinlik dergisinin yayin kurulu tyesiydi. 12
Mart 1971 darbesinden sonra tutukland: ve 1974’te af yasast cikana kadar ¢ yil
cezaevinde kaldi. 1978 yiinda ¢itkan Aydinlik Gazetesi'nin yazi isleri madurligunt
yapti. 12 Eylil 1980 darbesi sonrasinda tekrardan tutukland: ve dort yil cezaevin-
de kaldiktan sonra AJustos 1988de tahliye edildi. Hamburg Senato’sunun daveti
lizerine gittigi Hamburgda 1990-1992 yillar: arasinda yasadi. 1992 ve 2008 yillart
arasinda Cumhuriyet Gazetesinde ¢alisti. TRT, 24TV, 360 ve SKYTURK de ddhil
olmak tizere cesitli kanallarda televizyon programi yapti. 2008 yiinda Cumhuri-
yet'ten Radikal Gazetesine gecis yapti. 2004-2007 yillart arasinda Tirkiye Gaze-
teciler Cemiyeti Yonetim Kurulu'ndaydi. Kendisinin stirekli basin karti bulunmak-
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tadir. 2013 yiinda Taraf Gazetesi Yazi Isleri Mtdiirti oldu. Aymi yil Akil insanlar
Heyetinde yer aldi. Daha sonra, Glilen Cemaati'nin midahalesi sonucunda, Halil
Berktay, Alper Gérmus, Vahap Coskun, Erol Katircioglu, Mithat Sancar, Yildiray
Ogur ve digerleriyle birlikte Taraftan ayrildi. Radikale geri dénts yapti. Radikal
Gazetesi kapandiktan sonra, 2016 yilinda Posta Gazetesi icin yazmaya baslad.
Televizyon programlarina siyaset yorumcusu olarak katilmaya devam etmektedir.
20 kitap yaywinlamistir. Bunlarin arasinda ‘Liderler Hapishanesi, ‘Hz. Ali, ‘Mamak
Askeri Cezaevi, ‘Ocalan ve Burkay'la Kurt Sorunu, ‘68 Anilarim, ‘Aleviler, ‘Denizler
Idama Giderken, ‘Cocuklugumun Tarsus'u’ ve Fetullah¢ihgin Tarihi’ de bulunmak-
tadir. Gazetecilik ve arastirma alanlarinda bir¢ok édtile sahiptir. 1976'dan beri ya-
zar ve gazeteci Ipek Calislar ile evlidir. Yazar Resat Caliglarin babasidir.

CENGIZ CANDAR

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

Kidemli bir gazeteci ve kdse yazart olan Candar uzun yillar Radikal gazetesi icin
Rése yazarhgt yapmistir. Al Monitor haber sitesinde kése yazarligi yapmaktadir.
Ortadogu konusunda 6nemli bir uzman olan Candar, bir dénem savas muhabiri
olarak ¢alismis veTurkiye eski Cumhurbaskant merhum Turgut Ozala ézel dans-
manhk yapmustir.

ANDY CARL

Andy Carl is an independent expert on conflict resolution and public participa-
tion in peace processes. He believes that building peace is not an act of charity
but an act of justice. He co-founded and was Executive Director of Conciliation
Resources. Previously, he was the first Programme Director with International
Alert. He is currently an Honorary Fellow of Practice at the School of Law, Uni-
versity of Edinburgh. He serves as an adviser to a number of peacebuilding ini-
tiatives including the Inclusive Peace and Transition Initiative at the Graduate
Institute in Geneva, the Legal Tools for Peace-Making Project in Cambridge, and
the Oxford Research Group, London.

Andy Carl catisma ¢ézimu ve baris streclerine kamusal katiimin saglanmast
tizerine ¢alisan bagimsiz bir uzmandir. Barisin insaasinin bir hayirseverlik faa-
liyetinden ziyade adaletin yerine getirilmesi cabas: olduguna inanan Carl, ¢atis-
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ma Co6zumu alaninda calisan etkili kurumlardan biri olan Conciliation Resour-
ces’un kurucularindan biridir. Bir dénem Uluslararast Uyari (International Alert)
isimli kurumda Program Direktort olarak gérev yapan Carl, halen Edinburgh
Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi btinyesinde Fahri Bilim Kurulu Uyesi olarak gérev
yapmaktadir. Baris insast tizerine calisan Cenevre Mezunlar Insiyatifi biinyesin-
deki Baris ve Gegis Dénemi Inisiyatifi, Cambridge’te yurttilen Barisin Insast igin
Yasal Araclar Projesi ve Londrada faaliyet ytrtiten Oxford Arastirma Grubu gibi
bir dizi kurum ve olusuma danismanlik yapmaya devam etmektedir.

Dr. VAHAP COSKUN

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

Dr. Vahap Coskun Diyarbakirda, Dicle Universitesi Hukuk FakRiltesinde 6gretim
tyesidir. Lisans ve lisansistu egitimini Dicle Universitesinde tamamladiktan sonra
Ankara Universitesinde Hukuk Doktoru tamamlamustir. Serbestiyet ve Kurdistan 24
online gazetesinde makale yazan Coskun, insan haklari, anayasa hukuku, siyasal
teori ve toplumsal baris konulu kitaplar yaymlamstir. Coskun, Akil Insanlar Komis-
yonu'nun I¢ Anadolu bélgesi tiyesiydi.

AYSEGUL DOGAN

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

Bagimsiz haber platformlarina ¢zel réportaj, haber dosyast ve programlar hazir-
layan gazeteci Aysegtil Dogan; Metz Universitesi Medyasyon Kiilttirel ve Iletisim
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Fakiiltesinin ardindan egitimine Paris Yiksek Gazetecilik Okulu'nda devam etti.
Okul yillarinda, Fransiz Haber Ajansi-AFP'nin Ankara, Courrier International’in Pa-
ris birosunda ve Amerika’nin Sesi Ktirtce servisinde gazeteciligi deneyimledi. Radyo
Ekinde programci, Le Monde Diplomatique Tiirk¢ede cevirmen gazeteci olarak ¢a-
listi. Paris’te yasadigi stre icinde Dogu Dilleri ve Medeniyetleri Enstitiisi Kiirdoloji
bélimtnde okutmanlik yapti. Uzunca bir stire siyaset iletisimi ile ilgilendi. 2011de
kurulan IMC TV 2016da kapatilana dek; program koordinatéru olarak ¢alistt. Ayni
kanalda “Gtindem Mtizakere” programini hazirlad: ve sundu. Halen tilkesindeki pek
cok meslektast gibi etik ilkelere bagl; bagimsiz bir gazeteci olarak ¢calisma aray:s,
istek ve heyecanini koruyor.

VEGARD ELLEFSEN

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

Norvecli bir diplomat olan Vegard, 31 AJustos 2019da disislerinden emekli oldugunda
Ankarada btiytikelci olarak gérev yapmaktaydi. Iki kere NATO’ya atanan Vergard,
Kuzey Atlantik Konseyi Daimi Temsilcisi ve Daimi Temsilci Yardimcist olarak gérev
yapmustir. Daha éncesinde de New York'ta Norvec Birlesmis Milletler Daimi Temsilcili-
gi'nde ve Ottowa Biytikelciliginde bulundu. Norveg Dis Isleri Bakanlginda Siyasi Isler
Direktord, Bélgesel Bolinme Genel Mudiird, bakanin Ozel Kalem Mudirltgu Direk-
tord, Sudan baris muzakereleri ézel temsilcisi ve Suriye ve Irak ¢zel temsilcisi olarak
gérev aldi. Ellefsen Oslo Universitesinde Siyaset Bilimi ytiksek lisanst yapmustir.

Prof. Dr. FAZIL HUSNU ERDEM

Dr. Fazil Husnu Erdem is Professor of Constitutional Law and Head of the Depart-
ment of Constitutional Law at Dicle University, Diyarbakir. In 2007, Erdem was a
member of the commission which was established to draft a new constitution to
replace the Constitution of 1982 which was introduced following the coup d’etat of
1980. Erdem was a member of the Wise Persons Committee in Turkey, established
by then Prime Minister Erdogan, in the team that was responsible for the South-e-
astern Anatolia Region.
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Fazil Hisni Erdem Dicle Universitesi Hukuk FakRiltesi Anayasa Hukuku Anabilim
Dali Baskarudir. 2007de, 1980 darbesinin takiben ytrurltige giren 1982 darbe ana-
yasasini degistirmek tizere kurulan yeni anayasa hazirlama komisyonunda yer al-
mustir. Erdem, 2013de Tirkiye Cumhuriyeti Hiikiimeti tarafindan Demokratik acihim
ve ¢ézum stireci Rapsaminda olusturulan Akil Insanlar Heyeti tiyesidir.

Prof. Dr. SALOMON LERNER FEBRES

Professor Dr. Salomon Lerner Febres holds a PhD in Philosophy from Université
Catholique de Louvain. He is Executive President of the Center for Democracy
and Human Rights and Professor and Rector Emeritus of Pontifical Catholic Uni-
versity of Peru. He is former President of the Truth and Reconciliation Commis-
sion of Peru. Prof. Lerner has given many talks and speeches about the role and
the nature of university, the problems of scholar research in higher education
and about ethics and public culture. Furthermore, he has participated in nume-
rous conferences in Peru and other countries about violence and pacification.
In addition, he has been a speaker and panellist in multiple workshops and sy-
mposiums about the work and findings of the Truth and Reconciliation Commis-
sion of Peru. He has received several honorary doctorates as well as numerous
recognitions and distinctions of governments and international human rights
institutions.

Prof. Salomon felsefe alarindaki doktora egitimini BelgikadakiUniversité Catholique
de Louvainde tamamlamustir. Perudaki Pontifical Catholic Universitesinin onursal
rektérd sifatini tasiyan Prof. Salomon Lerner Febres, ayru tUniversite btinyesindeki
Demokrasi ve Insan Haklart Merkezi'nin de baskanligini yapmaktadir. Peru Hakikat
ve Uzlasma Komisyonu eski baskanidir. Universitenin rolt ve dogasi, akademik ¢a-
lismalarda karsilasilan zorluklar, etik ve kamu Rultiiri konulu ¢ok sayida konusma
yapmus, siddet ve pasifizm konusunda Peru basta olmak tizere pek ¢ok tilkede yapi-
lan konferanslara konusmact olarak katilmistir.

Prof. MERVYN FROST

Professor Mervyn Frost teaches International Relations, and was former Head of
the Department of War Studies, at King's College London, UK. He was previously
Chair of Politics at the University of Natal, Durban, South Africa and was President
of the South African Political Studies Association. He currently sits on the editorial
boards of International Political Sociology and the Journal of International Political
Theory, among others. He is an expert on human rights in international relations,
humanitarian intervention, justice in world politics, democratising global governan-
ce, the just war tradition in an era of New Wars, and ethics in a globalising world.
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Londradaki King’s College’in Savas Calismalart boliimiintin baskanligint yapmakta-
dir. Daha 6nce Guiney Afrika’min Durban sehrindeki Natal Universiteside Siyaset Bi-
limi bélimutinin baskanligint yapmustir. Gtiney Afrika Siyaset Calismalart Enstitiisi
Baskanligt gérevinde de bulunan Profesér Frost, Insan Haklart ve Uluslararast Ilis-
kiler, Insancil Midahale, Dinya Siyasetinde Adalet, Kiiresel Yénetimin Demokratik-
lestirilmesi, Yeni Savaslar Déneminde Adil Savas Gelenegi ve Kiiresellesen Diinyada
Etik gibi konularda uzman bir isimdir.

DAVID GORMAN (Director, Eurasia)

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

David'in baris insast alaninda 25 yildan fazla deneyimi bulunmaktadir. David kari-
yerine Orta Doguda baslad: ve daha sonra uluslararast kurumlarda, dinyanin ce-
sitli yerlerinde olan catismalar tizerinde ¢alisti. Kendisi Filipinler, Endonezya, Liber-
ya, Bosna, Bati Seria ve Gazzede bulundu. Son birkag yildir da Avrasya bélgesinde
calismaktadir. David London School of Economicsden mezun oldu, 6dtillt ‘Miles and
War’ filminde ve cesitli yayinlarda yer aldi ve arabuluculukla ilgili cesitli makaleler
yayimladi.

MARTIN GRIFFITHS

Martin Griffiths is a senior international mediator and currently the UN’s Envoy to
Yemen. From 1999 to 2010 he was the founding Director of the Centre for Huma-
nitarian Dialogue in Geneva where he specialised in developing political dialogue
between governments and insurgents in a range of countries across Asia, Africa and
Europe. He is a co-founder of Inter Mediate, a London based NGO devoted to conf-
lict resolution, and has worked for international organisations including UNICEF,
Save the Children, Action Aid, and the European Institite of Peace. Griffiths has also
worked in the British Diplomatic Service and for the UN, including as Director of
the Department of Humanitarian Affairs (Geneva), Deputy to the Emergency Relief
Coordinator (New York), Regional Humanitarian Coordinator for the Great Lakes,
Regional Coordinator in the Balkans and Deputy Head of the Supervisory Mission
in Syria (UNSMIS).
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Ust diizeyde uluslararast bir arabulucu olan Martin Griffiths, uluslararast bir ara-
bulucudur ve yakin zamanda BM Yemen Ozel Temsilcisi olarak atanmustir. Asya,
Afrika ve Avrupa kitalarindaki cesitli tilkelerde hiikiimetler ile isyanct gruplar ara-
sinda siyasal diyalog gelistirilmesi tizerine calisan Cenevredeki Insani Diyalog Mer-
kezi'nin (Centre for Humanitarian Dialogue) kurucu direktért olan Martin Griffit-
hs 1999-2010 yillart arasinda bu gérevi sturdirmustir. Catisma ¢ézimu Uzerine
calisan Londra merkezli Inter Mediate’in kuruculart arasinda bulunan Griffiths,
UNICEF, Save the Children ve Action Aid isimli uluslararast kurumlarda da gérev
yapmustir. Ingiltere Diplomasi Servisindeki hizmetlerinin yani sira Birlesmis Millet-
ler biinyesinde Cenevre Ofisinde Insani Faaliyetler Bolimiinde y6netici, New York
ofisinde Acil Yardim Koordinatéri yardimciligi, Biytk Géller (Great Lakes) bélge-
sinde Insani Yardim Koordinatéri, Balkanlarda BM Bélgesel Koordinatéri ve BM
eski Genel Sekreteri Kofi Annanin BM ve Arap Birligi adina Suriye ¢zel temsilciligi
yaptigi donemde kendisine bas danismanlik yapmustir.

KEZBAN HATEMI

Kezban Hatemi holds an LL.B. from Istanbul University and is registered with the
Istanbul Bar Association. She has worked as a self employed lawyer, as well as
Turkey’s National Commission to UNESCO and a campaigner and advocate during
the Bosnian War. She was involved in drafting the Turkish Civil Code and Law of
Foundations as well as in preparing the legal groundwork for the chapters on Reli-
gious Freedoms and Minorities and Community Foundations within the Framework
Law of Harmonization prepared by Turkey in preparation for EU accession. She has
published articles on women’s, minority groups, children, animals and human rights
and the fight against drugs. She is a member of the former Wise Persons Committee
in Turkey, established by then Prime Minister Erdogan, and sits on the Board of
Trustees of the Technical University and the Darulacaze Foundation.

Istanbul Universitesi HuRuk Fakiiltesinden mezun olduktan sonra Istanbul Barosu-
na kayith olarak avukathik yapmaya baslamistir. Serbest avukathik yapmanin yan
sira UNESCO Ttrkiye Milli Komisyonu'nda hukukc¢u olarak gorev yapmis, Bosna
savast sirasinda stirdurtlen savas karsitt kampanyalarda aktif olarak yer almustir.
Ttrkiye'nin Avrupa Birligine tyelik stireci geregi hazirlanan Uyum Yasalar: Cerceve
Yasastnin Dini Ozgurlikler, Azinliklar ve Vakiflar ile ilgili bélimlerine iliskin hukuki
calismalarda yer almus, Turk Ceza Kanunu ve Vakiflar Kanunu'nun taslaklarinin
hazirlanmasinda gérev almistir. Insan haklari, kadin haklari, azinlik haklart, gocuk
haklari, hayvan haklar: ve uyusturucu ile micadele konularinda ¢ok sayida yazil
eseri vardir. Recep Tayyip Erdoganin basbakanligi déneminde olusturulan ARil In-
sanlar Heyetinde yer almistir. Bunun yanu sira Istanbul Universitesi ile Dartlacaze
Vakfi Mttevelli heyetlerinde gérev yapmaktadir.

YENI SIYASI PARTILER, COZUM SURECIH VE 2020 TURKIYE'SINDE OLASI GELISMELER

Dr. EDEL HUGHES

Dr. Edel Hughes is a Senior Lecturer in Law at Middlesex University. Prior to joining
Middlesex University, Dr Hughes was a Senior Lecturer in Law at the University of East
London and a Lecturer in Law and the University of Limerick. She was awarded an LL.M.
and a PhD in International Human Rights Law from the National University of Ireland,
Galway, in 2003 and 2009, respectively. Her research interests are in the areas of inter-
national human rights law, public international law, and conflict transformation, with a
regional interest in Turkey and the Middle East. She has published widely on these areas.

Dr. Edel Hughes, Middlesex Universitesi Hukuk Faktltesinde kidemli 6gretim tye-
sidir. Daha énce Dogu Londra Universitesi Hukuk Faktiltesi ve Limerick Universite-
si'nde gérev yapan Hughes, doktorasimi 2003-2009 yillart arasinda Irlanda Ulusal
Universitesinde Uluslararast Insan Haklari Hukuku alarunda tamamlarmstir. Hug-
hes’un bir¢ok yayininin da bulundugu calisma alanlart i¢inde, Orta Dogu'yu ve Tur-
Riye'yi de kapsayan sekilde, uluslararas: insan haklart hukuku, uluslararast kamu
hukuku ve ¢atisma ¢éziimu yer almaktadir.

KADIR iNANIR

Kadir inanir was born in 1949 Fatsa, Ordu. He is an acclaimed actor and director, and has
starred in well over a hundred films. He has won several awards for his work in Turkish
cinema. He graduated from Marmara University Faculty of Communication. In 2013 he
became a member of the Wise Persons Committee for the Mediterranean region.

Unlii oyuncu ve yénetmen Kadir Inarur, 100G askin filmde rol almus ve Tirk sinema-
sina katkilarindan dolay: pek ¢ok édiile layik gorismistir. 1949 senesinde Ordu,
Fatsada dogan Inamur, Marmara Universitesi Iletisim Fakiltesi Radyo-Televizyon
Bélimtinden mezun olmustur. 2013 senesinde bartis stirecini yonetmek amactyla ku-
rulan Akil Insanlar Heyeti'ne Akdeniz Bélgesi temsilcisi olarak girmistir.

Prof. Dr. AHMET INSEL

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

Iletisim Yaywnlar Yayin Kurulu Koordinatérligind ytriten Ahmet Insel, Galatasaray
Universitesi ve Paris 1 Panthéon-Sorbonne Universitesinde 6gretim tiyesi olarak gérev
yaprmustir. Birikim Dergisi yayin kolektifi tiyesi ve Cumhuriyet Gazetesinde kdse yaza-
ridir. Ttirkge ve Fransizca olmak tizere ¢ok sayida kitabt ve makalesi bulunmaktadir.
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ALEKA KESSLER

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

Aleka Kessler Insani Diyalog Merkezinde (HD) proje sorumlusu olarak calismaktadir.
Suriye tizerinde calismak icin 2017 yilinda HD'ye katilan Kessler, karmasik ¢atisma or-
tamlarinda arabuluculuk projesini ytrtitmektedir. Kessler daha 6nce Stnir Tanimayan
Doktorlar ve Meksika Birlesmis Milletler Dernedinde ¢alismustir. Lisans egitimini Ce-
nevre Universitesi Uluslararasi fligkiler Béliimi'nde tamamlayan Kessler, daha sonra
yliksek lisansinu yine Cenevrede bulunan Uluslararast ve Kalkinma Calismalar: Yik-
sek Lisans Enstittisiinde (IHEID) Kalkinma Calismalart alaminda yapti. Kessler insant
yardim, arabuluculuk ve catisma ¢éztimu alanlarinda uzmanlasmustir.

AVILA KILMURRAY

Avila Kilmurray is a founding member of the Northern Ireland Women’s Coalition.
She was part of the Coalition’s negotiating team for the Good Friday Agreement and
has written extensively on community action, the women’s movement and conflict
transformation. She serves as an adviser on the Ireland Committee of the Joseph
Rowntree Charitable Trust as well as a board member of Conciliation Resources
(UK) and the Institute for British Irish Studies. She was the first Women’s Officer
for the Transport & General Workers Union for Ireland (1990-1994) and from 1994-
2014 she was Director of the Community Foundation for Northern Ireland, mana-
ging EU PEACE funding for the re-integration of political ex-prisoners in Northern
Ireland as well as support for community-based peace building. She is a recipient
of the Raymond Georis Prize for Innovative Philanthropy through the European
Foundation Centre. Kilmurrary is working as a consultant with The Social Change
Initiative to support work with the Migrant Learning Exchange Programme and
learning on peace building.

Avila Kilmurray, Kuzey Irlanda Kadin Koalisyonu'nun kurucusudur ve bu siyasi par-
tinin temsilcilerinden biri olarak Hayirli Cuma Anlasmast miizakerelerine katilmistir.
Toplumsal tepki, kadin hareketi ve catismanin déntisiimt gibi konularda ¢ok sayida
yazili eseri vardir. Birlesik Krallik ve frlandada aralarinda Conciliation Resources
(Uzlasma Kaynaklart), the Global Fund for Community Foundations (Toplumsal Va-
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Riflar i¢in Kirsel Fon) , Conflict Resolution Services Ireland (frlanda Catisma C6zi-
mt Hizmetleri) ve the Institute for British Irish Studies (Britanya ve Irlanda calisma-
lart Enstittsu) isimli kurumlarda yénetim kurulu tyesi olarak gérev yapmaktadir.
1990-94 yillart arasinda Ulasim ve Genel Isciler Sendikasrnda Kadinlardan Sorumlu
Yonetici olarak ¢alismis ve bu gérevi yerine getiren ilk kadin olmustur. 1994-2014
yillart arasinda Kuzey Irlanda Toplum Vakfinin direktérligiini yaprms ve bu gérevi
sirasinda eski siyasi mahkumlarin yeniden entegrasyonu ile barisin toplumsal ze-
minde yeniden insasina dair Avrupa Birligi fonlarinin idaresini ylritmustir. Avrupa
Vakiflar Merkezi tarafindan verilen Yenilikgi Hayirseverler Raymond Georis Odu-
lt'ntin de sahibidir.

Prof. RAM MANIKKALINGAM

Professor Ram Manikkalingam is founder and director of the Dialogue Advisory
Group, an independent organisation that facilitates political dialogue to reduce vi-
olence. He is a member of the Special Presidential Task Force on Reconciliation in
Sri Lanka and teaches politics at the University of Amsterdam. Previously, he was
a Senior Advisor on the Sri Lankan peace process to then President Kumaratunga.
He has served as an advisor with Ambassador rank at the Sri Lanka Mission to the
United Nations in New York and prior to that he was an advisor on International Se-
curity to the Rockefeller Foundation. He is an expert on issues pertaining to conflict,
multiculturalism and democracy, and has authored multiple works on these topics.
He is a founding board member of the Laksham Kadirgamar Institute for Strategic
Studies and International Relations, Colombo, Sri Lanka.

Amsterdam Universitesi Siyaset Bilimi Bolimiinde misafir Profesér olarak gérev
yapmaktadir. Sri Lanka devlet baskanina baris stireci icin danismanlik yapmustir.
Darnusmanlik gérevini hala strdirmektedir. Uzmanlik alanlar: arasinda catisma,
cokkulturlilik, demokrasi gibi konular bulunan Prof. Ram Manikkalingam, Sri Lan-
kadaki Laksham Kadirgamar Stratejik Calismalar ve Uluslararast Iliskiler Enstiti-
si’ntin kurucu tyesi ve yénetim kurulu tyesidir.

BEJAN MATUR

Bejan Matur is a renowned Turkey-based author and poet. She has published ten
works of poetry and prose. In her writing she focuses mainly on Kurdish politics,
the Armenian issue, minority issues, prison literature and women’s rights. She has
won several literary prizes and her work has been translated into over 28 languages.
She was formerly Director of the Diyarbakir Cultural Art Foundation (DKSV). She is
a columnist for the Daily Zaman, and occasionally for the English version, Today’s
Zaman.
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Ttrkiye'nin 6nde gelen sair ve yazarlarindan biridir. Siir ve gazetecilik alaninda ya-
yimlanmus 10 kitabt bulunmaktadir. 2012 yihmin basina kadar yazdigt diizenli Rése
yazilarinda Kurt siyaseti, Ermeni sorunu, gtindelik siyaset, azinlik sorunlari, cezaevi
yazilart ve kadin sorunu gibi konulart islemistir. Yapitlart 28 degisik dile cevrilen
Matur, ¢cok sayida edebiyat 6diilt sahibidir. Diyarbakir Kiiltiir ve Sanat Vakfi Kuru-
cu Baskanhgi gérevinde bulunmustur.

Prof. MONICA MCWILLIAMS

Professor Monica McWilliams teaches in the Transitional Justice Institute at Ulster
University in Northern Ireland. She currently serves on a three-person panel establis-
hed by the Northern Ireland government to make recommendations on the disband-
ment of paramilitary organisations in Northern Ireland. During the Northern Ireland
peace process, Prof. McWilliams co-founded the Northern Ireland Women'’s Coalition
political party and was elected as a delegate to the Multi-Party Peace Negotiations,
which took place in 1996 to 1998. She was also elected to serve as a member of the
Northern Ireland Legislative Assembly from 1998 to 2003. Prof. McWilliams is a sig-
natory of the Belfast/Good Friday Agreement and has chaired the Implementation
Committee on Human Rights on behalf of the British and Irish governments. For her
role in delivering the peace agreement in Northern Ireland, Prof. McWilliams was one
recipient of the John F. Kennedy Leadership and Courage Award.

Prof. Monica McWilliams, Ulster Universitesindeki Gecgis Dénemi Adaleti Ens-
tittist'ne bagh Kadin Calismalart Bolimii'nde égretim tyesidir. 2005- 2011 yillart
arasinda Kuzey Irlanda Insan Haklart Komisyonu Komiseri olarak Kuzey Irlanda
Haklar Beyannamesi icin tavsiyeler hazirlamaktan sorumlu olarak gérev yapmustir.
Kuzey Irlanda Kadin Koalisyonunun kurucularindan olan Prof. McWilliams 1998
yilinda Belfast (Haywrlh Cuma) Baris Anlasmastmin imzalanmastyla sonuglanan Cok
Partili Baris Gortismelerinde yer almustir.

HANNE MELFALD

Hanne Melfald worked with the Norwegian Ministry of Foreign Affairs for eight
years including as the Senior Adviser to the Secretariat of the Foreign Minister of
Norway before she became a Project Manager in HD’s Eurasia office in 2015. She
previously worked for the United Nations for six years including two years with the
United Nations Assistance Mission in Afghanistan as Special Assistant to the Spe-
cial Representative of the Secretary-General. She has also worked for the United
Nations Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs in Nepal and Geneva,
as well as for the Norwegian Refugee Council and the Norwegian Directorate of
Immigration. Melfald has a degree in International Relations from the University of
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Bergen and the University of California, Santa Barbara, as well as a Master’s degree
in Political Science from the University of Oslo.

Hanne Melfald, basdarismanlik dahil olmak tizere 8 yil boyunca Norvec Disisleri Bakan-
g biinyesinde cesitli gérevlerde bulunmus, 2015 yilindan itibaren Insani Diyalog icin
Merkez isimli kurumun Avrasya biriminde Proje Mtdtirt olarak ¢calismaya baslamustir.
Gegmiste Birlesmis Milletler btinyesinde gdrev almus, bu gérevi sirasinda 2 yil boyunca
Birlesmis Milletlerin Afganistan Yardim Misyonunda BM Genel Sekreteri Ozel Temsilcisi
olarak gérev yapmustir. Ayrica Birlesmis Milletler Cenevre Yerleskesi btinyesinde bulu-
nan Nepal insani Yardim Koordinasyon Ofisinde de gérev almustir. Bir dénem Norveg
Siginmacilar Konseyi ve Norveg Gégmenlik Isleri Mudiirligiinde cahsan Hanna Melfald
Norveg'in Bergen ve ABD'nin Kaliforniya Universitelerinde aldigi Uluslararast fliskiler egi-
timini Olso Universitesinde aldigi Siyaset Bilimi ytiksek lisans egitimiyle tamamlamustir.

ROELF MEYER

Meyer is currently a consultant on international peace processes having advised
parties in Northern Ireland, Sri Lanka, Rwanda, Burundi, Iraq, Kosovo, the Basque
Region, Guyana, Bolivia, Kenya, Madagascar, and South Sudan. Meyer’s experien-
ce in international peace processes stems from his involvement in the settlement
of the South African conflict in which he was the government’s chief negotiator
in constitutional negotiations with the ANC’s chief negotiator and current South
African President, Cyril Ramaphosa. Negotiating the end of apartheid and paving
the way for South Africa’s first democratic elections in 1994, Meyer continued his
post as Minister of Constitutional Affairs in the Cabinet of the new President, Nel-
son Mandela. Meyer retired as a Member of Parliament and as the Gauteng leader
of the National Party in 1996 and co-founded the United Democratic Movement
(UDM,) political party the following year. Retiring from politics in 2000, Meyer has
since held a number of international positions, including membership of the Strate-
gy Committee of the Project on Justice in Times of Transition at Harvard University.

Roelf Meyer, Gliney Afrikadaki baris stirecinde iktidar partisi Ulusal Parti adina basmui-
zakereci olarak gérev yapmustir. O dénem Afrika Ulusal Kongresi (ANC) adina basmi-
zakereci olarak gérev yapan ve su an Gtiney Afrika devlet baskani olan Cyril Ramapho-
sa ile birlikte ytrtttiigu miizakereler sonrasinda Guiney Afrikadaki irk¢t apartheid rejim
sona erdirilmis ve 1994 yilinda tilkedeki ilk ézgtir secimlerin yapilmast saglanmustir. Ya-
pilan se¢im sonrast yeni devlet baskani segilen Nelson Mandela kurdugu ilk htikiimette
Roelf Meyere Anayasal Iliskilerden Sorumlu Bakan olarak gérev vermistir. Roelf Meyer
2011-2014 yullart arasinda Gtiney Afrika Savunma Degerlendirme Komitesine baskanlik
yaprus, ayru zamanda aktif olan bazi baris stireclerine dahil olarak Kuzey Irlanda, Sri
Lanka, Ruanda, Burundi, Irak, Kosova, Bask Bélgesi, Guyana, Bolivya, Kenya, Mada-
gaskar ve Gliney Sudanda catisan taraflara darismanhk yapmustir.
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MARK MULLER QC

Mark Muller, QC, is a senior advocate at Doughty Street Chambers (London)
and the Scottish Faculty of Advocates (Edinburgh) where he specialises in pub-
lic international law and human rights. Muller is also currently on the UN De-
partment of Political Affairs Standby Team of Mediation Experts and is the UN
Special Envoy to Syria in the Syrian peace talks. He has many years’ experience
of advising numerous international bodies, such as Humanitarian Dialogue (Ge-
neva) and Inter-Mediate (London) on conflict resolution, mediation, confiden-
ce-building, ceasefires, power-sharing, humanitarian law, constitution-making
and dialogue processes. Muller also co-founded Beyond Borders and the Delfina
Foundation.

Mark Muller Londra merkezli Doughty Street Chambers Hukuk Birosu'na ve
Edinburg'daki Isko¢ Avukatlar Birligine baglh olarak calisan tecriibeli bir hu-
kRukcudur. Uluslararast kamu hukuku ve insan haklart hukuku alaninda uzman
olan Muller, Afganistan, Libya, Irak ve Suriye gibi cesitli catisma alanlarinda
uzun seneler catisma ¢ézimd, arabuluculuk, catismasizlik ve iktidar paylasimi
konusunda darugmanlik hizmeti vermistir. 2005'den bu yana Insani Diyalog i¢in
Merkez (Centre for Humanitarian Dialogue), Catisma Otesi (Beyond Borders) ve
Inter Mediate (Arabulucu) isimli kurumlara kidemli danismanlik yapmaktadir.
Harvard Hukuk Fakiltesi tyesi olan Muller bir dénem Ingiltere ve Galler Baro-
su Insan Haklart Komisyonu baskanhgi ve Barolar Konseyi Hukukun Ustiinligu
Birimi baskanligi gorevlerini de yuritmisttr. Kiltirel diyalog yoluyla barisi ve
uluslararast anlayist tesvik etme amaciyla Iskogya'da kurulan Siurlar Otesi (Be-
yond Borders) isimli olusumun kurucusu olan Muller halen BM Siyasal iliskiler
Birimi btinyesindeki Arabulucular Destek Ekibinde Kidemli Arabuluculuk Uzmani
olarak gérev yapmaktadir.

AVNi OZGUREL

Mehmet Avni Ozgurel is a Turkish journalist, author and screenwriter. Having wor-
ked in several newspapers such as Daily Sabah and Radikal, Ozgtirel is currently the
editor in chief of the daily Yeni Birlik and a TV programmer at TRT Haber. He is the
screenwriter of the 2007 Turkish film, Zincirbozan, on the 1980 Turkish coup détat,
Sultan Avrupa'da (2009), on Sultan Abdulaziz’s 1867 trip to Europe; and Mahpeyker
(2010): Kosem Sultan, on Késem Sultan. He is also the screenwriter and producer
of 2014 Turkish film, Darbe (Coup), on the February 07, 2012 Turkish intelligence
crisis. In 2013 he was appointed a member of the Wise Persons Committee in Turkey
established by then Prime Minister Erdogan.
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Gazeteci-yazar Avni Ozgurel, uzun yillar Milliyet, Aksam, Sabah ve Radikal gibi
cesitli gazetelerde haber mudurligu ve kRése yazarligi yapti. 2013 yilinda Ttrkiye
Cumhuriyeti Hiiktimeti tarafindan Demokratik acilim ve ¢dzim stireci kapsamin-
da olusturulan Akil insanlar Heyeti tiyesidir. 1980 darbesini konu eden belgesel
film Zincibozan (2007), Sultan Abdilaziz'in 1867de Avrupa’ya yaptigt yolculu-
gu konu eden Sultan Avrupada (2009), Mahpeyker: Késem Sultan (2010) ve 7
Subat Milli Istihbarat Tegkilati (MIT) operasyonunun anlatildigt “Darbe” filmleri
senaristligini ve yapimcihiginu tstlendigi projeler arasindadir. Ozgtrel, su anda
Yeni Birlik gazetesinin sahibi ve genel yayin yénetmenidir. Ayrica TRT Haberde
program yapmaktadir.

Prof. JOHN PACKER

Professor John Packer is Associate Professor of Law and Director of the Human
Rights Research and Education Centre (HRREC) at the University of Ottawa in
Canada. Prof. Packer has worked for inter-governmental organisations for over
20 years, including in Geneva for the UN High Commissioner for Refugees, the
International Labour Organisation, and for the UN High Commissioner for Hu-
man Rights. From 1995 to 2004, Prof. Packer served as Senior Legal Adviser and
then the first Director of the Office of the OSCE High Commissioner on National
Minorities in The Hague. In 2012 - 2014, Prof. Packer was a Constitutions and
Process Design Expert on the United Nation’s Standby Team of Mediation Ex-
perts attached to the Department of Political Affairs, advising in numerous peace
processes and political transitions around the world focusing on conflict preven-
tion and resolution, diversity management, constitutional and legal reform, and
the protection of human rights.

Dr. John Packer Kanada'da Ottawa Universitesi HukRuRk Fakultesinde dogent ve
Insan Haklart Arastirma ve Egitim Merkezi (Human Rights Research and Edu-
cation Centre) muduridur. 20 yil boyunca Packer BM Miilteciler Yiiksek Komi-
serligi, Uluslararast Calisma Orgtitd ve BM Insan Haklart Yiiksek Komiserligi
gibi Cenevrede bulunan hiikimetler arasi érgtitlerde calismistir. 1995°ten 2004
kadar Laheyde Packer Kidemli Hukuk Danismani, ardindan da Ulusal Azinhiklar
Yiiksek Komiserligi birinci miduirt olarak gérev almistir. 2012-2014 yillarinda
Packer BM Arabuluculuk Uzmanlar ERibi siyasi iliskiler biriminde Anayasa ve
Stireclerin Tasarimi Uzmani olarak yer aldi. Diinyadaki bircok baris stireci ve
siyasi gecisler konusunda danismanlik yapan Pecker, catisma énleme ve ¢ozu-
md, cesitlilik yonetimi, anayasa ve hukuk reformlart ve insan haklart korumasina
odaklanmustir.
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JONATHAN POWELL

Jonathan Powell is the founder and CEO of Inter Mediate, an NGO devoted to conflict
resolution around the world. In 2014, Powell was appointed by former Prime Minister
David Cameron to be the UK’s Special Envoy to Libya. He also served as Tony Blair’s
Chief of Staff in opposition from 1995 to 1997 and again as his Chief of Staff in Dow-
ning Street from 1997 to 2007. Prior to his involvement in British politics, Powell was
the British Government’s chief negotiator on Northern Ireland from 1997 to 2007 and
played a key part in leading the peace negotiations and its implementation.

Ortadogu, Latin Amerika ve Asyada yasanan c¢atismalarin ¢ézimu lizerine ¢alisan
ve devletten bagimsiz arabuluculuk kurumu olan Birlesik Krallik merkezli Inter Medi-
ate’in kurucusudur ve Icra Kurulu Baskarudir. 2014 yiinda Birlesik Krallik Basbakani
David Cameron tarafindan Libya konusunda Ozel Temsilci olarak atanmustir. 1995-
2007 yilart arasinda Birlesik Krallik eski Basbakani Tony Blair kabinesinde Basba-
kanlik Personel Daire Baskanligt gérevinde bulunmus, 1997 yilindan itibaren Kuzey
Irlanda sorununun ¢éztimii icin yapilan gériismelere Britanya adina basmiizakereci
olarak katimustir. 1978-79 yillar1 arasinda BBC ve Granada TV igin gazeteci olarak
cahsmus, 1979-1994 yillart arasinda ise Britanya adina diplomathk yapmustir.

Sir KIERAN PRENDERGAST

Sir Kieran Prendergast is a former British diplomat who served as the Under-Sec-
retary General for Political Affairs at the United Nations from 1997 to 2005 and
as High Commissioner to Kenya from 1992 to 1995 and to Zimbabwe from 1989 to
1992. During his time at the UN, Prendergast stressed the human rights violations
and ethnic cleansing that occurred during the War in Darfur and was involved in
the 2004 Cyprus reunification negotiations. Since his retirement from the UN, he
has conducted research at the Belfer Center for Science and International Affairs
(United States) and is a member of the Advisory Council of Independent Diplomat
(United States). Prendergast also holds a number of positions, including Chairman
of the Anglo-Turkish Society, a Trustee of the Beit Trust, and Senior Adviser at the
Centre for Humanitarian Dialogue.

Birlesik Krallik Disisleri Bakanligi biinyesinde aralarinda Kibris, Ttirkiye, Israil, Hol-
landa, Kenya ve ABDde diplomat olarak ¢alismustir. Birlesik Krallik Disisleri ve Mil-
letler Toplulugu Biirosu'nun (Foreign and Commonwealth Office) Gtiney Afrikadaki
Apartheid rejimi ve Namibya konulartyla ilgilenen birimine baskanlik etmistir. Bir
dénem BM Siyasal Iliskiler Biriminde Mitistesar olarak calismis, BM Genel Sekrete-
rinin Baris ve Guvenlik konulu yénetim kurulu toplantilarinin diizenleyiciligini yap-
mis, Afganistan, Burundi, Kibris, Demokratik Kongo Cumhuriyeti, Dogu Timor gibi
bélgelerde baris ¢cabalarina dahil olmustur.
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RAJESH RAI

Rajesh Rai was called to the Bar in 1993 with his areas of expertise including
human rights law, immigration and asylum law, and public law. He has been trea-
surer of IMCB Chambers (London) since 2015 and has also been a Director of an
AIM-listed investment company where he led their renewable energy portfolio.
Rai is a frequent lecturer on a wide variety of legal issues, including immigration
and asylum law and freedom of experience (Bar of Armenia), minority linguistic
rights (European Parliament), and women’s and children’s rights in areas of conf-
lict (cross-border conference to NGOs working in Kurdish regions). He is also
Founder Director of HIC, a community centred NGO based in Cameroon.

1993 yilinda Ingiltere ve Galler Barosu'na kaydolmustur. insan Haklart Hukukuy,
Gocmenlik ve Siginma Hakki hukuku ile Kamu Hukuku temel uzmanhk alanlari-
dir. Kamerundaki HIC isimli sivil toplum orgtiti ile Uganda'daki Human Energy
isimli sirketin kurucusudur. Bir dénem The Joint Council for the Welfare of Im-
migrants — JCWI - (Gé¢menlerin Refaht icin Ortak Konsey) direktorligund yap-
mustir. Basta Ingiltere ve Galler Barosu Insan Haklart Komisyonu adina olmak
tizere uluslararast alanda ézellikle Avrupa, Asya, Afrika, ABD ve Hindistan'da
cok cesitli hukuki konular tizerine seminerler ve dersler vermistir.

Sir DAVID REDDAWAY

Sir David Reddaway is a retired British diplomat currently serving as Chief Exe-
cutive and Clerk of the Goldsmiths’ Company in London. During his previous
career in the Foreign and Commonwealth Office, he served as Ambassador to
Turkey (2009-2014), Ambassador to Ireland (2006-2009), High Commissioner
to Canada (2003-2006), UK Special Representative for Afghanistan (2002), and
Charge d’Affaires in Iran (1990-1993). His other assignments were to Argentina,
India, Spain, and Iran, where he was first posted during the Iranian Revolution.

Halen cesitli ézel sirket ve tiniversitelere danisman, yénetim kurulu tiyesi ve kon-
stiltasyon uzmani olarak hizmet etmektedir. 2016 yihinin Ocak ayindan bu yana
Londra Universitesi biinyesindeki Goldsmith Kolejinde Konsey tyesi ve Gol-
dsmith sirketinde yénetici kRatip olarak gérev yapmaya baslamistir. Bir dénem
Birlesik Krallik adina Tirkiye ve Irlanda Cumhuriyeti Biytikelgisi olarak gérev
yapan Reddaway bu gérevinden 6nce Birlesik Krallik adina Kanadada Ytiksek
Misyon Temsilcisi, Afganistanda Ozel Temsilci, Iranda ise Diplomatik temsilci
olarak gérevyapmstir. Bu gérevlerinin yani sira Ispanya, Arjantin, ve Hindis-
tanda diplomatik gérevler tstlenmistir.
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Prof. NAOMI ROHT-ARRIAZA

Professor Naomi Roht-Arriaza is a Distinguished Professor of Law at the Has-
tings College of Law, University of California (San Francisco) and is renowned
globally for her expertise in transitional justice, international human rights law,
and international humanitarian law. She has extensive knowledge of, and expe-
rience in, post-conflict procedures in Latin America and Africa. Roht-Arriaza has
contributed to the defence of human rights through legal and social counselling,
her position as academic chair, and her published academic works.

Prof. Naomi Roht-Arriaza Amerika Birlesik Devletlerinin San Francisco sehrin-
deki UC Hastings College of the Law isimli Hukuk okulunda égretim tyesi olarak
gérev yapmaktadir. Gegis Dénemi Adaleti, Insan Haklart Ihlalleri, Uluslararasi
Ceza Hukuku ve Kiresel Cevre Sorunlart gibi konular uzmanlik alanina girmek-
tedir.

Dr. MEHMET UFUK URAS

Mehmet Ufuk Uras is a co-founder and member of social liberal Greens and the
Left Party of the Future, founded as a merger of the Greens and the Equality
and Democracy Party. He was previously a former leader of the now-defunct
University Lecturers’ Union (Ogretim Elemanlar: Sendikasi) and was elected the
chairman of Freedom and Solidarity Party in 1996. Ufuk resigned from the le-
adership after the 2002 general election. Ufuk ran a successful campaign as a
“common candidate of the Left”, standing on the independents’ ticket, backed by
Kurdish-based Democratic Society Party and several left-wing, environmentalist
and pro-peace groups in the 2007 general election. He resigned from the Free-
dom and Solidarity Party on 19 June 2009. After the Democratic Society Party
was dissolved in December 2009, he joined forces with the remaining Kurdish
MPs in the Peace and Democracy Party group. On 25 November 2012, he became
a co-founder and member of social liberal Greens and the Left Party of the Fu-
ture, founded as a merger of the Greens and the Equality and Democracy Party.
Ufuk is a member of the Dialogue Group and is the writer of several books on
Turkish politics.

Dr. Mehmet Ufuk Uras Istanbul Universitesi Iktisat Fakiltesinde lisans, ytiksek
lisans ve doktora égrenimini tamamladiktan sonra, milletvekili segilene kadar
Istanbul Universitesi Iktisat Fakiiltesi, Siyaset Bilimi ve Uluslararast Iliskiler
Boélimi'nde yardimet docent doktor olarak gérev yapmustir. 22 Temmuz 2007
genel secimlerinde Istanbul 1. Bélge'den bagimsiz milletvekili aday: olmustur. Se-
cimlerin sonucunda %3,85 orantyla yani 81.486 oy alarak Istanbul 1. Bélge'den
bagimsiz milletvekili olarak 23. dénem meclisine girmistir. Secimler éncesinde li-
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derliginden ayrildigi Ozgtirliik ve Dayanisma Partisi (ODP) Genel baskanligina 11
Subat 2008de yapilan 5. Olagan Kongresi'ni takiben geri dénmusttr. 17 Haziran
2009 tarihinde, partinin dar grupcu bir anlayisa kaydig: distincesi ve sol siyase-
tin daha genis bir yelpazeye ulasmast iddiastyla bir grup arkadastyla Ozgurlik
ve Dayanisma Partisinden istifa etmistir. ODPden ayrilistyla birlikte Esitlik ve
Demokrasi Partisi kurulus stirecine katilmistir. DTP'nin 19 Risiye dusip grupsuz
kalmasindan sonra, Kirt sorununun parlamentoda ¢éziilmesi gerektigini savu-
narak Baris ve Demokrasi Partisi (BDP) grubuna katilmustir. Ufuk Uras, sec¢im
stirecinde, kurulus cagrisint yaptigi Esitlik ve Demokrasi Partisi’ne tiye olmustur.
25 Kasim 2012'de kurulan Yesiller ve Sol Gelecek Partisinin kurucularindandir ve
ayni zamanda PM tyesidir. Uras'in ¢ok sayidaki yayinlart arasinda “ODP Soyle-
sileri’, “Ideolojilerin Sonu mu?” (Marksist Arastirmalart Destek Odlili), “Sezgici-
ligin Sonu mu?’, “Baska Bir Siyaset Mumkin’, “Kurtulus Savasinda Sol’, “Siyaset
Yazilar” ve “Alternatif Siyaset Arayislart” “Sokaktan Parlamentoya” “Séz Meclis-
ten Disart” ve “Meclis Notlart” adli kitaplart da bulunmaktadir.

Prof. Dr. SEVTAP YOKUS

Professor Dr Sevtap Yokus is a Law Faculty Member at Istanbul Altinbas Univer-
sity in the Department of Constitutional Law. She holds a PhD in Public Law from
the Faculty of Law, Istanbul University, awarded in 1995 for her thesis which
assessed the state of emergency regime in Turkey with reference to the Europe-
an Convention on Human Rights. She is a widely published expert in the areas
of Constitutional Law and Human Rights and has multiple years’ experience of
working as a university lecturer at undergraduate, postgraduate and doctoral
level. She also has experience of working as a lawyer in the European Court of
Human Rights.

Prof. Dr. Sevtap Yokus Istanbul Altinbas Universitesi Anayasa Hukuku Anabi-
lim Dali 6gretim tyesidir. istanbul Universitesi Hukuk Fakiiltesi Kamu HuRuku
Doktora Programu biinyesinde basladigi doktorasint “Avrupa insan Haklart Séz-
lesmesi'nin Ttirkiye'de Olaganusti Hal Rejimine Etkisi” bashkl tezle 1995 yilinda
tamamlamistir. Akademik gorevi sirasinda lisans, ytiksek lisans ve doktora asa-
masinda dersler veren Prof. Dr. Yokus 6zellikle Anayasa Hukuku ve Insan hakla-
ri Hukuk alaninda uzmanlasmistir. Ayrica Avrupa Insan Haklari Mahkemesine
basvuruda pratik avukatlik deneyimi de bulunmaktadir.
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