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ABSTRACT This article analyzes the voting patterns in eastern Turkey for the
June 24, 2018 elections and examines the cross-sectional and longitudinal
variation in 24 eastern cities where Kurdish votes tend to matter significantly. Based on the regional and district level electoral data, the article
has four major conclusions. Firstly, the AK Party and the HDP are still the
two dominant parties in Turkey’s east. Secondly, HDP votes took a downward direction in the November 2015 elections in eastern Turkey after the
peak results in the June 2015 elections, a trend which continued in the June
24 elections. Thirdly, the pre-electoral coalitions of other parties in the June
24 elections cost the HDP seats in the region. Finally, neither the Kurdish
votes nor the eastern votes move in the form of a homogenous bloc but
intra-Kurdish and intra-regional differences prevail.

T

his article analyzes Kurdish votes specifically for the June 24, 2018 elections by first addressing the political landscape in eastern and southeastern Turkey before these elections. It further elaborates on the
pre-electoral status of the main actors of ethnic Kurdish politics -the People’s
Democratic Party (HDP), Free Cause Party (HÜDA-PAR) and other small
ethnic parties. Then the paper discusses the election results in the eastern and
southeastern provinces where there is a high population density of Kurds. The
June 24, 2018 elections were actually comprised of two elections: parliamentary and presidential. While this article addresses both elections, it primarily
focuses on the general election results.

The elections held on June 24, 2018 made a lasting impact on the political
life of Turkey. In a sense, this election was the most significant election in the
history of Turkey since the first multi-party and democratic1 general elections
held in 1950. Turkey, which underwent the democratization process with the
1950 elections, decided to transform the system with the referendum of 2017
and made the actual transition from a parliamentary system to a presidential
system with the June 24 elections.
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In the 16 years since 2002,
with the exception of the June
7, 2015 general elections, the
AK Party has been the party
most supported by Kurds in
all local, parliamentary and
presidential elections, and
referendums in Turkey

Most of the proposed constitutional
amendments included in the April
2017 referendum, with which Turkey
adopted the presidential system, were
implemented after the June 24 elections. In other words, the elections held
on June 24 were the first elections of the
new system of government2 in Turkey.

The June 24 elections simultaneously
elected the new president on the one
hand (in other words, the first president of the new system) and on the other hand, identified the members of the
parliament who are important in terms of executive-legislative balance in the
new system. Kurdish votes played a key role in the June 24 elections in both
respects (to constitute the majority in legislation and to elect the president).
Kurdish votes played a key role in the June 24 elections for two reasons. First,
whether the HDP would exceed the 10 percent threshold in the parliamentary
elections would determine the AK Party’s chance to hold a majority in parliament. As explained below, most of the HDP seats in the parliament generally came from the eastern and southeastern provinces. There are no effective
parties in the region, other than the AK Party and the HDP, and this has been
the case since the 2002 elections even when considering the HDP’s antecedent
parties. Therefore, in a scenario that the HDP could not exceed the threshold,
the party that would win most of the HDP seats from the eastern provinces
would be the AK Party. This way, the AK Party would have won 50 more seats
in the parliament and could hold the majority.
The second factor that rendered Kurdish votes noteworthy in the June 24 elections was directly related to the presidential election. Winning in the presidential elections requires 50%+1 votes in the first or second round. Just like any
significant segment of society, the Kurdish votes could not be neglected if such
a high rate of votes was to be achieved. For this reason, the Republican People’s
Party (CHP), which sought the HDP votes in the case of a second round being
held in the presidential elections, and the İyi Party put micro Kurdish initiatives into practice in their election campaigns. While İyi Party chairwoman
and presidential candidate Meral Akşener called for the release of the HDP’s
former co-leader Demirtaş, who was imprisoned,3 the CHP’s presidential candidate Muharrem İnce did not stop there and went as far as to visit Demirtaş
at the prison in Edirne where he was jailed.4 Hoping to obtain more votes, İnce
used this visit as a campaign tool in the Hakkari rally, which took place right
after his visit to Demirtaş. As the mainstream opposition parties kept seeking
a share of HDP votes in this way, the HDP largely maintained the position it
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used in the preceding election campaigns. While the HDP emphasized being
a political party for Turkey in general, it highlighted a policy based on ethnic
identity in east and southeast Turkey.
This was an election strategy that the HDP had previously used during the
2015 elections and it was particularly successful in the June 7, 2015 elections.
The AK Party, which took part in the elections as the ruling party, aimed to
preserve and even increase its votes as the only party that could be effective in
the region apart from the HDP.
Small-scale ethnic parties in the region also made a tremendous impact before
the June 24 elections in addition to the parties previously mentioned in the
article. The Free Cause Party (HÜDA-PAR) ran with independent candidates
in Diyarbakir and Batman and with the party list in the rest of the country for
parliamentary elections while supporting the AK Party candidate Erdoğan in
the presidential election. Other small-scale ethnic parties negotiated with the
HDP and HÜDA-PAR under a framework called the Kurdistani Bloc. However,
unable to take what they wanted from these two parties, the bloc did not take a
clear stance as a whole. For example, Rights and Freedoms Party (HAK-PAR),
which was in the bloc for a while, decided to run with independent candidates
in five provinces.
Under these circumstances, the results of the June 24 elections are as follows: (i)
The AKP and the HDP continued to remain as the only two effective parties in
the region, (ii) HDP votes in the region, which had diminished from the June
7, 2015 elections to the November 1 elections, decreased further in the June 24
elections, (iii) Election alliances of other parties cost seats to the HDP, (iv) It
was once again observed that Kurdish voters in Turkey do not act as a bloc but
intra-Kurdish and intra-regional differences prevail in voter behavior.5

Outlook Before the June 24 Elections
Since the 2002 general elections, the first election for the AK Party, the party
has been in competition with the HDP and its predecessors6 for Kurdish votes.
From this perspective, the AK Party, along with the HDP and its predecessors,
has become one of the two parties with which Turkey’s Kurds are mobilized
most in terms of political participation. In fact, in the 16 years since 2002,
with the exception of the June 7, 2015 general elections, the AK Party has been
the party most supported by Kurds in all local, parliamentary and presidential
elections, and referendums in Turkey.7 The AK Party’s inclusion of fractions,
which are economically and politically in the periphery of Turkish society,
may be regarded as the structural reason for this support. This new economic
and political mobilization has been possible with the AK Party’s political and
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Voters from
the province of
Hakkari, a city
with a Kurdish
majority in the
southeastern
part of Turkey,
cast their votes
during the June
24 elections.
MEHMET DAYAN /
AA Photo

economic liberalization politics.8 With such inclusive policies, the AK Party,
which came to power with the November 3, 2002 elections, has considered the
Kurdish issue a priority.9
In order to eliminate problems caused by the Kurdish Question, the AK Party
has taken many rather reformist steps. The AK Party, which has passed many
laws in regards to the teaching and use of Kurdish in public spaces as well as
ensuring the enforcement of these laws, has enabled significant progress in
terms of sociocultural rights. As Alptekin and Köse10 emphasize, the AK Party
has not confined itself to legal regulations while one by one removing the legal obstructions against the use and teaching of the Kurdish language. Turkish
Radio and Television Corporation (TRT) began initiatives to launch a channel
that would exclusively broadcast in Kurdish following the addition of the article
“The institution can broadcast in different languages and dialects other than
Turkish” within the scope of Law No. 5767 (Amendment to the Turkish Radio
and Television Law and Laws that Regulate the Establishment and Broadcasts of
Radio and Televisions11 passed on June 11, 2008 and put into action on June 26,
2008). TRT Şeş (TRT 6, or TRT Kurdî as it is known today), which began test
broadcasts on December 25, 2008, started regular broadcasts in the Kurmanci
and Sorani dialects of Kurdish as well as in the Zaza language on January 1,
2009. Kurdish language, taught by means of private courses since 2004, started
to be taught as an elective course from the 5th grade in the framework of “Living
Languages and Dialects” course in the 2012-2013 academic year. Additionally,
steps were taken for the teaching and academic study of Kurdish at universities.
The first Kurdology Institute was founded within Mardin Artuklu University in
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2009 after its approval by the decree of the Cabinet of
Ministers. Later, the institute was renamed the Living Languages Institute and a Department of Kurdish Language and Culture was constituted within it.

The June 24 elections
have shown that the
HDP and the PKK
cannot appeal to
Turkish socialists
without alienating
conservative Kurdish
nationalists

The AK Party has also enabled a legal space for ethnic political movements. Ethnic Kurdish politics in
the vein of the HDP has been the movement most
plagued by the penalty of party closing actions in Turkey. The last party in the movement to be shut down
was the Democratic Society Party (DTP) in 2009. By
way of legal changes, the AK Party has made it more
difficult to ban parties. With the 2010 constitutional
referendum, it was regulated that 2/3 of the votes of
the Supreme Court was necessary rather than the
previously accepted 3/5 in order to shut down parties or stop them from receiving government aid, thus making it more difficult to take such punitive action.

One other important step was the initiative (as a bundle of recognition, negotiation, and reconciliation) processes undertaken by the AK Party in order to
carry the Kurdish issue outside of the security domain. However, these processes were not able to eliminate violence caused by the Kurdistan Workers’
Party (PKK) terror. The PKK’s attacks ending the ceasefire period showed that
it was not an actor to be conferred with. This reality has blockaded the path of
negotiation and reconciliation processes for Turkey as of today and prioritized
security precautions.12
If we are to look at the last elections (the elections of 2015) before the June 24
elections, we see that the AK Party, which had dropped behind at the June 7
elections, once again emerged as the single party in power after the November
1 elections. While parties with strong ties to Turkish and Kurdish nationalism
increased their votes in the June 7 elections, the AK Party and the CHP, more
centrist parties on the question of nationalism, demonstrated a decline.13 Voters’ quest for a stable and strong government, the AK Party’s consideration of
voters’ criticism and the mistakes made by opposition parties in their campaigns ultimately gave the AK Party, once again, the opportunity to set up a
single-party government with the November 1 elections.14
The AK Party has been favored both by Kurdish voters and by the entire electorate in general. Eventually, it has become a party referred to as a dominant
party citing the political science literature.15 In other words, the answer to the
question of who will win the next elections has become “the AK Party.” Hence,
the AK Party’s main goal has become not only to emerge from the ballot box
in first place but also to become the first party by a wide margin.
2018 Fall
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HDP at the Onset of June 24 Elections
While the AK Party is known in literature as a catch-all party, in other words a
party that appeals to every social segment, the HDP’s situation is not as clear.
Whether the HDP is an ethnic party, an ideological (socialist) party, or both,
is a topic of discussion. Ethnic parties are defined in literature as parties which
prioritize the interests of a certain ethnic group.16 These kinds of parties can
also entertain other issues as part of their agenda, but their focus is on the issues and interests of the ethnic group to whom they try to appeal. We can add
other properties to this definition of ethnic parties. While they may have candidates belonging to other ethnic groups, the majority of their candidates will
generally be of a single ethnic group. Last of all, the majority of those who vote
for the party will be of the ethnic group the party focuses on. The HDP displays
all of these characteristics and thus can be considered as an ethnic party. Still,
being an ethnic party is not its only characteristic.
As well as being an ethnic party, the HDP is considered as a socialist party.
While the party does not use this adjective in its election manifesto, it implies a socialist character by emphasizing “class struggle” in the speeches of its
parliamentary members and co-leaders.17 The party also has the tendency to
choose one of its co-chairs from socialist parties during co-chair selections.
Figen Yüksekdağ, previous co-chair of the party, was a previous chair of the
Socialist Party of the Oppressed (ESP), which partnered with the HDP after an
agreement between the ESP and the HDP. Sezai Temelli, one of the current cochairs, was previously part of the Freedom and Solidarity Party (ÖDP), another
small socialist party. Alongside adopting a socialist discourse and selecting cochairs who represent socialist parties, the HDP forms election coalitions with
many socialist parties in Turkey. For example, socialist organizations, some of
which took part in the elections, announced their support for the HDP in the
June 24 elections.18 In response to this, the HDP has nominated prominent
figures from these parties in the parliamentary elections.
Still, it cannot be said that the HDP balances its ethnic and socialist characteristics without issues. While the party gravitates towards a more socialist rhetoric,
the conservative Kurdish nationalists of the party do not regard it positively.
Additionally, the HDP formed an election coalition with the small socialist parties of Turkey during the June 24 elections, but was not able to do so with small
ethnic (Kurdish nationalist) parties.19 This tendency of the party is largely a
result of the steering and guidance by the PKK. Mustafa Karasu,20 a member
of the PKK politburo, announced right before the June 24 elections why the
HDP was moving in this direction. Karasu thought Turkish metropolitan cities
would definitely be decisive in the success of HDP in the June 24 elections. So,
the votes of the Turkish left are thought to be more significant than the votes
(which are already seen as guaranteed) of conservative Kurdish nationalists.
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However, the HDP’s flirtation with The biggest criticism of these
Turkey’s socialist segment can alienate conservative Kurdish national- small ethnic parties towards
ists from the party. For example, Al- the HDP as a larger ethnic
tan Tan, Diyarbakır parliamentarian
party was that the HDP was not
who was vital in forming a bridge
between the HDP and conservative ethnic enough. In result, they
Kurds, left the HDP and became accused the HDP of betraying
a candidate for the Felicity Party
(Saadet Partisi) in the June 24 elec- Kurdish voters and “the values
tions. According to Tan, the HDP’s of Kurdistan” as an ethnic party
coalition with the marginal left and
rejection of coalitions with conservative Kurdish parties like HÜDA-PAR was
a mistake.21 Thus, the June 24 elections have shown that the HDP and the PKK
cannot appeal to Turkish socialists without alienating conservative Kurdish
nationalists.
Apart from the HDP’s struggle to become more inclusive and expand its support basis without losing its ideologically motivated supporters, the party faced
other problems too. Many high-ranking party officials, including its presidential candidate Selahattin Demirtaş, together with multiple mayors of the party
were imprisoned starting from the fall of 2015 in a response to the hardening
security measures of the government against the new terror wave of the PKK
starting in the summer of 2015. The accusations claimed that the imprisoned
party officials were engaging in the pro-PKK propaganda and, at times, providing financial and other logistical support to the PKK.22

Small Ethnic Parties
Another factor, which presents itself in relation to Kurdish votes before the June
24 elections, is the situation of small Kurdish parties. Socialist Party of Kurdistan (PSK), Kurdistan Freedom Party (PAK), Northern Kurdistan Democrat
Party (KDP-Bakur), Kurdistan Democrat Party-Turkey (KDP-Turkey), Rights
and Freedoms Party (HAK-PAR) and the Azadî Movement prepared a joint
declaration before the elections and then decided to meet with the HDP. The
aim was to form a joint list of parliamentarians with the HDP and compete in
the election together. However, this plan collapsed before it could be further
developed.
The PDK-Bakur declared it would not participate in the elections because
they considered the elections illegitimate. The remaining five parties tried to
form an electoral coalition with the HDP but announced that their initiatives
were unsuccessful. In a joint declaration, the parties said that their demands
2018 Fall
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A more reasonable
and moderate
approach is to
consider HÜDA-PAR
as a movement that
has evolved from a
group with radical
roots to a peaceful
political party

were disregarded by the HDP.23 Another subject of
objection was the HDP declaring its election manifesto without conferring with these five parties.
Moreover, this five-way coalition considered the
HDP’s manifesto to be against the spirit of the negotiations they planned to continue with the HDP.
In summary, the biggest criticism of these small
ethnic parties towards the HDP as a larger ethnic
party was that the HDP was not ethnic enough. In
result, they accused the HDP of betraying Kurdish
voters and “the values of Kurdistan” as an ethnic
party.24

At the end of the day, it is seen time and time again that while these small
ethnic parties have found themselves a place in regional public opinion, they
have not been able to engender significant voter support. It is also observed
that there is an odd conundrum where there are concentrations of Turkey’s
Kurds. What we see in the region is the domination of the AK Party delivering
messages of mainstream politics and the HDP delivering messages of ethnic
politics. Ethnic parties are far from forming a consistent and tight-knit bloc.
The HDP, the largest and most important of these parties is instrumentalized
by the PKK on the legal political stage of Turkey. Thus, the HDP cannot adopt
a peaceful political discourse that will distance itself from the terrorism of the
PKK. Other ethnic parties, on the other hand, cannot find sufficient public
support in the region. Under these conditions, it is not surprising that the election was once again a competition between the AK Party and the HDP in the
region. However, the HÜDA-PAR, one of the small ethnic parties, deserves to
be examined separately.

HÜDA-PAR as a Minor but Influential Ethnic Party
The HÜDA-PAR is one of many small ethnic Kurdish parties, which actively
participate in politics in Turkey. The party was founded in 2012 and has been
active in the Turkish political landscape since then.25 Actually, the movement
has had a problematic past before becoming a party. It is said that the party
has ties to Hezbollah,26 which was held responsible for many kidnappings and
murders in the 1990s. Because of this, some consider the party to be a continuation of Hezbollah. There have also been those who claim that Hezbollah
and HÜDA-PAR are completely unrelated. A more reasonable and moderate
approach is to consider HÜDA-PAR as a movement that has evolved from a
group with radical roots to a peaceful political party. While there is no consensus on the relation between HÜDA-PAR and Hezbollah, the dominant
opinion is that the two are not completely unrelated. Still, it is seen that HÜ218 Insight Turkey
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DA-PAR distances itself from violence as of today, therefore, making the party
a legitimate member of Turkey’s political spectrum.
The HÜDA-PAR has not been able to draw the attention of voters in elections
until today. While the electoral races in the region tend to be between the AK
Party and the HDP, the HÜDA-PAR has partaken in certain elections itself while
abstaining from others for the benefit of other parties. While the HDP attracts
secular and ethnic nationalist Kurds, the AK Party draws the votes of conservative Kurds. The HÜDA-PAR is ideologically positioned between the AK Party
and the HDP. In other words, it has both ethnic nationalist and conservative tendencies. Further, the party is not only conservative but Islamist. The emphasis on
ummah,27 the calls to pay attention to Palestine, the stressing of a system that will
spread an Islamic lifestyle in Turkey are all reasons to consider the party Islamist.
The distinction between the Islamism of HÜDA-PAR and the conservatism
of the AK Party may require further explanation. While both parties embrace
Islamic values, the AK Party does this in a more conservative fashion. According to the AK Party, the national culture of Turkey must be preserved and the
connection to the long history of the country, extending to the Ottoman period, must not be lost. Islam has a central place in Turkey’s national culture and
the AK Party believes this culture must be preserved. However, unlike many
Islamist movements, this conservative tendency of the AK Party is compatible
with the secular constitutional structure of the country. On the other hand, the
HÜDA-PAR has a more problematic view with regards to many of the secular
laws and practices of the country.
While the AK Party tends towards conservatism and the HÜDA-PAR towards
Islamism, both parties share the emphasis on the role of Islam in society and
defend conservative social policies. Promoting the role of religion in the education of children, having an anti-abortion stance and policies aiming to
minimize alcohol and drug consumption can be shown as examples of such
policies. Perhaps because of this shared position, HÜDA-PAR decided to support the candidate of the AK Party, Recep Tayyip Erdoğan, in the presidential
elections of June 24 while competing as a party in the parliamentary elections.
What is the significance of the HÜDA-PAR’s support in the presidential elections? HÜDA-PAR is too small a party to compete with the AK Party or the
HDP in the elections. Still, the support of the HÜDA-PAR has portrayed the
election to the Kurdish voters as a choice between those who have Islamic
sensitivities and those who do not, instead of a choice between Turkish and
Kurdish candidates. HÜDA-PAR’s support of Erdoğan sent a pro-Erdoğan
message to confused, conservative or perhaps even Islamist voters who were
simultaneously Kurdish nationalists. This support was important for the AK
Party, which formed a coalition with a Turkish nationalist party, the Nation2018 Fall
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While the AK Party
tends towards
conservatism and
the HÜDA-PAR
towards Islamism,
both parties share
the emphasis on
the role of Islam in
society and defend
conservative social
policies

alist Movement Party (MHP), thus alienating some
Kurdish voters.
The HÜDA-PAR’s appeals not only mobilized their
own voters to vote for Erdoğan, but also sent a message to wider Kurdish demographics. In other words,
HÜDA-PAR told conservative Kurdish voters that
Erdoğan was still the candidate who was closest to
them. From this perspective, it can be said that HÜDA-PAR played a role in the HDP’s declining votes
in the region while the AK Party found success with
Kurdish voters in the June 24 election results.28

In light of this background, the June 24 elections
can be analyzed more easily. We can speak of four
principal results of the election in regards to Kurdish votes: (i) The AK Party and the HDP still dominate Turkey’s elections in the
east, (ii) The HDP votes, which had declined between June 7 and November
1 elections, continued dropping in the region, (iii) Pre-electoral alliances of
other parties cost seats to the HDP, (iv) Turkey’s Kurdish votes do not act as a
bloc as intra-Kurdish differences prevail in the region.29

The AK Party and the HDP Still Dominate Turkey’s Elections in the East
In the eastern and southeastern regions of Turkey (Hatay included), where the
ethnic Kurdish population is in significant numbers, the competition in this
election took place between the AK Party and the HDP (see Table 1). This is
not surprising due to the factors mentioned above. Whereas the AK Party won
the first spot in 13 cities, the HDP came first in 11. While the AK Party won
62 seats from these cities in total, the numbers for the HDP, CHP, and MHP
seats are, respectively, 46, 11 and 7. Even though the CHP and the MHP had
significant votes in certain locations, they were not able to become the first
party in any city. Nevertheless, the CHP reserved second rank in Ardahan, Erzincan, Gaziantep, Hatay, Malatya and Tunceli. The MHP, on the other hand,
came second in Elazığ, Erzurum, Iğdır and Kilis (see Map 2). The AK Party
and the HDP have also been unsuccessful in certain cities. The AK Party came
third and, hence, is not amongst the top two parties in Iğdir and Tunceli while
the HDP was not among the top three parties in Elazig, Erzincan, Gaziantep,
Hatay, Kilis and Malatya (see Map 3). While the lowest vote for the HDP in the
region was 2.3 percent in Kilis, the lowest vote for the AK Party in the region
was 14.7 percent in Tunceli. When cities where the AK Party was the most
successful are examined, it can be seen that no parties other than the AK Party
had any parliamentarians elected in Erzincan and Kilis.
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As for the minor ethnic parties, the HAK-PAR entered the elections with independent candidates, but was not able to surpass a few hundred votes in the
cities it competed in. HÜDA-PAR can be considered to be more successful
than other minor ethnic parties. When its independent candidates in Diyarbakir and Batman are also included, HÜDA-PAR received over 200,000
votes.
If trends
same,
party
with HÜDA-PAR’s
examined,
it can be in
seenthe
that region
no partiesremain
other thanthe
the AK
Partyahad
any parliamentarians
elected
in Erzincancan
and gain
Kilis. an additional parliamentary seat in general elections or
support
win
an additional municipality in local elections in cities like Batman or
As for the minor ethnic parties, the Hak-Par entered the elections with independent candidates,
Diyarbakır.
but was not able to surpass a few hundred votes in the cities it competed in. Hüda-Par can be
considered to be more

Table
1: 1:
TheThe
TopTop
4 Parties
in Eastern
and Southeastern
Regions (including
Hatay) in the
June 24
Table
4 Parties
in Eastern
and Southeastern
Regions (including
Hatay)
General Elections
in the June 24 General Elections
City
Adıyaman
Ağrı
Ardahan
Batman
Bingöl
Bitlis
Diyarbakır
Elazığ
Erzincan
Erzurum
Gaziantep
Hakkari
Hatay
Iğdır
Kars
Kilis
Malatya
Mardin
Muş
Siirt
Şanlıurfa
Şırnak
Tunceli
Van
Total

AK Party Vote
Rate / Number of
Parliamentarians
55.1
4
28.81
1
37.15
1
24.91
1
55.28
2
44.82
2
21.46
3
54.58
4
44.76
2
54.81
4
51.44
8
20.07
1
36.2
5
20.72
0
37.91
2
50.83
2
53.87
4
30.42
2
32.4
1
38.97
1
52.67
8
18.19
1
14.7
0
31.77
3
62

HDP Vote
Rate / Number of
Parliamentarians
15.41
0
62.23
3
23.38
0
62.07
4
26.81
1
42.54
1
65.54
9
10.05
0
5.65
0
11.96
0
11.88
1
70.17
2
11.02
1
44.23
1
31.9
1
2.3
0
7.02
0
59.28
4
54.48
3
51.07
2
28.92
4
70.24
3
51.03
1
59.32
5
46

MHP Vote
Rate / Number of
Parliamentarians
9.15
0
2.51
0
6.77
0
1.2
0
5.87
0
4.08
0
1.4
0
13.54
0
18.62
0
18.53
1
12.67
2
3.7
0
14.44
1
23.9
1
7.23
0
20.35
0
16.12
1
2.62
0
3.74
0
3.52
0
9.28
1
4.01
0
5.73
0
3.08
0
7

CHP Vote
Rate / Number of
Parliamentarians
12.05
1
2.91
0
25.87
1
1.87
0
2.3
0
2.73
0
2.5
0
10.74
1
25.5
0
4.42
0
15.11
2
3.46
0
30.58
4
2.84
0
14.33
0
14.6
0
16.73
1
3.31
0
2.47
0
2.55
0
3.88
1
2.72
0
26.32
1
2.64
0
11

Note:
forfor
AKAK
Party
wins,
BlueBlue
for HDP
wins wins
Note:Yellow
Orange
Party
wins,
for HDP

The tables and analyses in this section 8are focused on the parliamentary elections which formed one leg of the June 24 elections. When it is considered that
Erdoğan gained more votes than his party, and Demirtaş won fewer votes than
2018 Fall

221

ARTICLE HÜSEYİN ALPTEKİN

his party, it can be said that the AK Party seems to be a clearer winner in the
region in the June 24 presidential elections.
Map 1: Eastern and Southeastern Cities where the AK Party and the HDP Came First30

AK PARTY
HDP

Map 2: Eastern and Southeastern Cities where the CHP and the MHP Came Second

CHP
MHP

Map 3: Eastern and Southeastern Cities where the AK Party Is Not in the Top Two and
the HDP Is Not in the Top Three

AK PARTY
HDP
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party, and Demirtaş won fewervotes than his party, it can be said31that the AK Party seems to be a
The HDP Votes Continue to Decline in the Region
clearer winner in the region in the June 24 presidential elections.
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AK Party, which has become the leading party this past June.
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HÜDA PAR, a
pro-Kurdish
political party,
supported the AK
Party candidate in
the presidential
elections of
June 24, while
competing
separately as
a party in the
parliamentary
elections.
SİNAN GÜL /
AA Photo

ern cities. While the vote percentages of the HDP in Turkey as a whole have
increased above the number of the November 1, 2015 elections, they have decreased in the region. How can this be explained? The HDP tried to conceal its
Kurdish nationalist label and give the impression of a “party of Turkey” in the
western cities of Turkey. While the Kurdish issue does not lose its position in
the center of the party discourse, the movement has been increasingly leaning
towards the issues of rights and political representation of women, lesbian, gay,
bisexual and trans (LGBT) individuals, non-Muslims, and Alevis. Moreover,
the party has followed a strategy of gathering Turkish socialists within itself
and has entered into alliances with many left wing political parties and social
movements in almost every election for which it ran. All of these initiatives
have compounded the claim of being a true “party of Turkey” that the party
portrays in the western cities of Turkey. Additionally, the anti-Erdoğan politics embodied in the HDP slogan “we will not make you president” has been
effective in the CHP voter base and caused vote transfers to the HDP in CHP’s
strongholds in western Turkey. It was observed that in the June 24 elections
strategic votes32 were cast for the HDP in CHP strongholds of İstanbul such as
Adalar, Beşiktaş, Kadıköy and Şişli.
With this intention, some CHP supporters seemed to vote for the HDP in the
parliamentary elections while they cast their votes for the CHP candidate İnce
in the presidential election. For example, the HDP received over 23 percent of
the parliamentary votes in the Adalar district while its presidential candidate
Demirtaş received only 8 percent of the votes. In Kadıköy, Demirtaş received
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2.5 percent of votes while his party The principal difference that
HDP won 13.5 percent. Similiarly,
the percentages for the HDP in Şişili sets apart the June 24 elections
were 18.2 percent and for Demirtaş was that parties were able to
5.5 percent, for the HDP 13.9 perenter these elections with precent and for Demirtaş 2.9 percent in
Bakırköy, and for the HDP 16.5 per- electoral alliance blocks. This
cent and for Demirtaş 2.3 percent in innovation means that parties
Beşiktaş. The difference between the
HDP and Demirtaş votes in these left out of alliances will be
districts more or less corresponds disadvantaged
to the difference between the vote
percentages of İnce and his party CHP. The increase of HDP votes in İstanbul
(and generally in voting regions outside of the east) after the November 1, 2015
elections can be explained with the transfer of votes from the CHP base.33 While
this vote transfer has been able to slightly increase the votes of the HDP in the
whole of Turkey, it should not obscure the party’s decline in the eastern cities.

Alliances of Other Parties Cost Votes to the HDP
The principal difference that sets apart the June 24 elections was that parties
were able to enter these elections with pre-electoral alliance blocks. This innovation means that parties left out of alliances will be disadvantaged. Thus,
while the HDP could not gain a parliamentary seat in Adıyaman with a vote
percentage of 15.41, the CHP was able to produce one with their percentage
of 12.05 in the June 24 elections. The CHP’s alliance partner, İyi Party, having
a vote of over 5 percent in Adıyaman was decisive in this result. The CHP was
also able to elect a parliamentary representative in Elazığ instead of the MHP
who was three points ahead. This result was also strongly influenced by the İyi
Party which had a vote percentage of 7.67 in Elazığ. The CHP-İyi Party alliance
was beneficial for the İyi Party in Erzurum, causing the MHP to be unable to
produce a second representative in the city and the HDP to have no parliamentarians. More examples of changing parliamentary distribution caused by
alliances can be given, but the net result of alliances has been the loss suffered
by parties who entered the election without alliances.

Concluding Remarks: Kurdish Votes Do Not Act as a Bloc as
Intra-regional Differences Prevail
The June 24 elections once again showed that the Kurdish citizens of Turkey
do not vote as a bloc. After all, a homogenous social structure is not observable
in the region. Not only is the region divided into different ethnic groups such
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While the party organization
in the region was significantly
weakened by Turkey’s counterterrorism operations, the value
and functionality of the HDP
has become questionable due
to the continuing terror wave
created by the PKK

as Turkish, Arab, Kurdish, and Zaza
but also the borders between these
ethnic groups are undefined. For
example, while some Kurds perceive their identity to be exclusive
with the Turkish identity, some do
not consider the two as mutually exclusive. The same transience is also
valid for the triangle of Zaza, Turk,
and Kurd. While there are those
who consider their Zaza identity to
be compatible with their Kurdish or
Turkish identities, some feel they are completely and exclusively a part of an
exclusive Zaza identity.

In this situation, the answer to the question “Who did the Kurds vote for?”
becomes more difficult as the issue of ethnic identity is a question of social
psychology, not genetics.34 Partly for this reason, this analysis offers information regarding the votes of a geographical region, the eastern and southeastern
regions of Turkey and the Hatay province, rather than the Kurdish people. It is
seen that cities like Hakkari, Şırnak and Mardin which have continued familial
ties with Iraq and Syria and provinces like Diyarbakır and Van which receive
migration from these cities have higher voting percentages for the HDP. On the
other hand, the AK Party is prevalent in cities with large Zaza populations like
Elazığ and Bingöl and industrialized cities like Malatya and Gaziantep, both demographically more cosmopolitan and more developed in terms of commerce.
Moreover, the electoral diversity in the region is not only ethnolinguistic but
also ethno-religious. These cleavages cut across ethnic identity groups which
are perceived by many as being mutually exclusive. For example, the continuing CHP-HDP competition for Alevi votes is important. While the CHP lost
its eastern Alevi votes to the HDP in the June 7, 2015 elections, some of these
voters returned to the CHP in the November 1, 2015 elections.35 In addition to
these micro-ethnic, linguistic and religious differentiations, the religious-secular distinction has been another decisive factor for Kurdish votes. This fault
line is particularly effective in the differentiation of the HÜDA-PAR and the
HDP amongst the Kurdish nationalist voters.
In addition to these long-term and structural factors, many conjunctural and
temporary factors such as the increase in the terrorist acts of the PKK in certain districts, the candidate profiles of parties in specific election regions, and
local reflections of the general economic state of affairs of the country keep the
Kurdish votes from moving as a bloc. It is very clear that the bipolar structure
(AK Party-HDP binary) will continue in the region. While not as certain, it
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can also be predicted that the decline of the HDP votes in the region is likely
to continue. While the party organization in the region was significantly weakened by Turkey’s counter-terrorism operations, the value and functionality
of the HDP has become questionable due to the continuing terror wave created by the PKK. In such an atmosphere, it can be seen that the AK Party has
stopped the rise of the HDP in the region, which had experienced its peak in
the June 7, 2015 elections. In a nutshell, the HDP failed to monopolize Turkey’s
Kurdish votes in the June 24 elections and the AK Party can still significantly
appeal to Turkey’s Kurds.
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