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Ahmet Demirel*
Last month the Justice and Development Party (AKP) won
the general election for the third time. This was not the first
three successive election victory of a governing party in
Perspective Paper by Ahmet Turkey. The Democrat Party (DP) which had been in power
Demirel. e ] between 1950 and 1960 had also consecutively won the general
elections in 1950, 1954 and 1957. But there is an important
Perspective Paper by Abel difference. The DP’s vote percentage had decreased about 10
Polese 4 points in 1957 compared to the previous election held in 1954.
Contrary to this, the AKP’s vote percentage steadily increased.
While it was 34.3 % in 2002, it increased to 46.6 in 2007 and to
49.8 in 2011. This impressive election victory was generally
explained in terms of stability, and improvement of services
and economy during the last nine years. These explanations
are, of course, reasonable. However there is another important
IN THIS ISSUE reason: The opposition parties could not be able to develop a
Thursday Screenings................ 2 strong alternative to this governing party within the last nine
MURCIR PanelS. .o, 5 years and the political agenda was always determined by the

Wednesday Talks.......cccceueuruenes. 7 2t o o
MURCIR NEWSwoooorooo T .If the voFes cast for the Provmmal councils 1r.1 local
elections held in 2009 had been ignored, the comparison of
NEWE W) DEPE TR orecnss o 1B 2007 and 2011 elections would have been straight forward. The
Academic Contributions......... 12 AKP which increased its percentage from 46.6 to 49.8 and the
Republican People’s Party (CHP) which increased its
percentage from 20.9 to 26.0 percent between 2007 and 2011
would have been regarded as the winners. The 3.2 point
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THURSDAY SCREENING
(Coordinator: Nursen Giirboga)

Women’s Rebellion (isyan-1 Nisvan)
March 08, 2011

Director: Melek Ozman

(Turkey / 2008 / 58’)

In the 1970’s while the second
wave of  Feminism has
influenced the whole world,
right after the announcement
of 1975 as the ‘Year of Women’
in the world, women and
feminity becomes issues of
conversation and debate in
Turkey, too. Hence YAZKO
(The Cooperation of Writers
and Translators) wants to
translate several books on
women to Turkish with the
suggestion and initiative of
women again. Women, who
come together intending to do
these translations, but whose
roads have intersected already
while looking for solution to
the very question of woman
condition, give up on doing
those translations since, from
that point onwards, their new
objective becomes ‘starting a
feminist movement’.

The documentary gives an
account of the women’s
experiences of  discovery,
action and rebellion together,
hence it tells the story of the
first year of the formation of
the feminist movement in
Turkey.

increase in the AKP’s votes and the 5.1 increase in the CHP’s
votes would have been explained by the 4.8 point decrease in
the votes of DP and 3.0 point decrease in the votes of Young
Party (GP). The conclusion would have been something like
this: “The DP and GP lost their popular support completely in
2011 and the AKP and the CHP shared their former votes. The
secular supporters of DP and GP voted for the CHP and the
others voted for the AKP. As there are no significant
differences between the 2007 and the 2011 vote percentages
of all the other parties, nothing else of significance was
observed in 2011 compared to 2007”.

In fact the reality is far away from this and the 2009
local elections challenge such conclusions.

As it is known, the AKP had lost its public support to a
certain extent in the local elections and its vote percentage
had decreased to 38.4 %. This meant an 8.2 point decrease in
its votes. The 3.0 % votes of GP which did not take part in the
local elections had gone to the other parties and there had
been a 1.6 point decrease in DP’s votes. Thus the sum of loses
of the AKP, the GP and the DP had been reaching to 12.8
points. However these votes had not gone to a specific party.
None of the parties had increased its votes above 3.0 points.
While the Felicity Party’s votes (SP) had increased 2.8 points,
the CHP’s 2.2 points, the National Action Party’s (MHP) 1.7
points; the Democratic Left Party (DSP) which had not taken
part in the 2007 elections had received 2.9 percent and the
Great Union Party (BBP) which competed with independent
candidates in 2007 had received 2.3 percent in 2009. In other
words there was not a considerable vote shift from the AKP to
the strongest opposition parties - namely the CHP and the MHP.

What Changed between 2009 and 2011?

First of all, the AKP took back more than what it lost in
2009. There is an impressive increase of 11.4 points in its vote
percentage in 2011 compared to 2009. The only other party
whose vote percentage increased in 2011 is the CHP - however
it is only 2.9 points - and all the other parties lost their support
to a certain extent within these two years.

Let’s start with the CHP. The 2.9 point increase in the
CHP’s votes can simply be explained by the 2.7 point decrease
in DSP’s votes. While the DSP completely became an
insignificant party, almost all its supporters shifted to the CHP.
The outcome has two important meanings: First, today CHP
remained as the sole party of “the central left voters”. At last,
the voters realized “the unity of the central left” - which has
been sought since the military coup in 1980 - in the polling
box. However the second outcome is disappointing for the CHP:
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Despite to all efforts and sayings of “the new CHP”, the party cannot succeed to attract the voters
other than those who locate themselves in the “classical central left”. Moreover it seems that the
upper limit of the “central left” is around 30 % and unfortunately it is not enough for a political
party aiming at being the winner of a general election.

On the other hand, it is clearly seen that the AKP was successful in attracting the former
supporters of the SP, the DP, the MHP and the BBP. The sum of the decreases of these four parties
is 11.6 points (3.9 points for SP, 3.2 for DP, 3.0 for MHP, and 1.5 for BBP), and the total increase in
AKP is 11.4 points. This shows that the increase in the AKP can easily be explained by the decrease
in these four parties. It is clear that, today, one voter out of every two voters is voting for the AKP.

Political Parties 2007 2009 2011 Difference Difference Difference
between between between

2011 and 2009 and 2011 and
2007 2007 2009

AKP 46,6 38,4 49,8 3,2 -8,2 11,4
CHP 20,9 231 26,0 5,1 2,2 2,9
MHP 14,3 16,0 13,0 -1,3 1,7 -3,0
Independents and / DTP-BDP 5,2 6,1 6,6 1,4 0,9 0,5
SP 2,4 5,2 1,3 - 1,1 2,8 - 3,9
BBP - 2,3 0,8 0,8 2,3 -1,5
DP 5,4 3,8 0,6 -4,8 -1,6 - 3,2
DSP - 2,9 0,2 0,2 2,9 -2,7
GP 3,0 - - - 3,0 -3,0 -
Others (Less than 1 % in these 2,2 2,2 1,7 -0,5 0,0 -0,5
three consequent elections)

Finally, one needs to discuss the effect of the 10 % threshold which was added to the electoral
system after the military coup in 1980. For the first time this antidemocratic threshold did not have
any significant effect on the election results. Among the political parties which took part in the
election under their emblems, the strongest party following the AKP, the CHP and the MHP is SP
which only received 1.3 % of the total votes. The threshold only took back two or three deputyships
which might go to this party with an electoral system without any threshold. There are almost no
losses for the other parties. However the situation is different for pro-Kurdish Peace and Democracy
Party (BDP) which took part in the elections by its independent candidates in order to eliminate the
effects of the 10 % threshold. This party which won 22 seats in the parliament in 2007 as Democratic
Society Party (DTP) won 36 seats in 2011 thanks to its better organization in several provinces and
towns. However it should also be added that with an electoral system without a threshold this party
would have won more seats in the parliament. So, as it was the case in the previous elections, the
only disadvantaged party of the threshold was again this party.

* Ahmet Demirel is an associate professor at the Department of Political Science and International Relations of Marmara
University. He analyzed the 1919 and 1920 elections in his latest book titled Itk Meclisin Vekilleri (The Deputies of the First
Turkish Assembly) and recently wrote an article on the representation of the eastern and southeastern provinces in the
Turkish Parliament during the National Struggle and Single-Party Era in New Perspectives on Turkey, Spring 2011.

(E-Mail:ademirel@gmx.net)

MURCIR Bulletin No. 5, July 2011




