Distinguished Guests,
It is a great honor to be here in London for the 13th anniversary of CEFTUS, in this historic building—the cradle of the democratic parliamentary system. I would like to express my gratitude to CEFTUS, its founder and devoted leader, İbrahim Doğuş, and to all the volunteers and staff who have made this event possible.
Today, on the 101st anniversary of the Republic of Turkey, I would like to provide you with an overview of the current state of our country from my perspective. Following a discussion with CEFTUS Coordinator Baran, we decided to focus on the following topics within a 20-minute timeframe: the recent election experiences and debates about the system of governance in Turkey, the general state of politics, the economy, developments in foreign policy, and finally, Mr. Bahçeli’s recent remarks on the Kurdish issue.
Since the Ottoman Empire, Turkey has had 200 years of parliamentary experience, with 95 of those years under the Republic. However, five years ago, a referendum replaced this system with a "presidential system," described as a model unique to Turkey.
During last year's presidential elections, the opposition—comprising six parties, with the support of an additional external party—ran a campaign advocating a return to parliamentary governance and supporting Mr. Kemal Kılıçdaroğlu as their candidate. However, this campaign was overwhelmed by disproportionate use of state resources, manipulative rhetoric about terrorism, security, and national survival, and, notably, by public distrust resulting from internal disputes within the opposition.
In this campaign, we proposed not only to change the presidential system but also to draft a new constitution for the Republic’s second century. To clarify, this was not a promise of a completely new constitution, but rather a commitment to restore the parliamentary system, strengthened with the principles of democracy, pluralism, participation, and a focus on fundamental rights and freedoms. Our approach emphasized that Turkey was at a crossroads: it could either continue with the wounds inflicted by outdated politics or embark on a new path forward.
Over the past decade, Turkey has faced severe political exhaustion. The divisive rhetoric labeling the opposition as "the other," "traitors," "enemies," or "terrorists" has deepened societal divides and caused enormous economic damage. The costs of undermining the rule of law, justice, democracy, and constitutional processes have been borne through high inflation, unsustainable interest rates, and an excessive debt burden.
With President Erdoğan's victory in the elections, the debates on a return to the parliamentary system have been postponed, likely for an extended period. Today, apart from our party, very few political figures are actively keeping this agenda alive.
The defeat of the opposition’s "Table of Six" coalition has had far-reaching consequences. Mr. Kemal Kılıçdaroğlu lost the CHP leadership election, and Meral Akşener, representing the nationalist faction, stepped down as the leader of the IYI Party. Within the CHP, Mr. Kılıçdaroğlu remains active in shaping the party’s agenda, while figures like Özgür Özel, Mansur Yavaş, and Ekrem İmamoğlu dominate public discourse. Both Yavaş and İmamoğlu have declared their intentions to run for the presidency.
In the most recent local elections, voters who refrained from holding the ruling AK Party accountable during the presidential elections directed their frustration at the party. The AK Party lost numerous municipalities and saw a significant decline in its vote share. Meanwhile, the CHP achieved one of its best results in history. Other opposition parties largely fell by the wayside, solidifying the perception of a two-party political system—a dynamic President Erdoğan has deliberately sought to establish.
As the DEVA Party, we continue to believe that the parliamentary system is the most effective mechanism to ensure equitable rights for all citizens and to address the ongoing governance crisis in our country. We advocate for the neutrality of the Presidency, as stipulated in the constitutional oath.
Furthermore, we emphasize the need to strengthen local governance. Local issues are best addressed at the local level. We believe it is neither practical nor effective for Ankara to manage the complexities of this vast country on its own.
We also call for the empowerment of Parliament. The legislature must effectively oversee the executive branch. Opposition parties in Parliament must have access to functional tools for obtaining information. A representative Parliament must be capable of holding the government accountable, ensuring pluralistic participation in legislative activities.
Another key area of focus is the strengthening of civil society. All obstacles to freedom of expression and association must be removed. We envision a Turkey that speaks, debates, questions, and defends its rights. Democracy is not merely a process that operates between elections; it requires constant engagement from civil society, independent media, and public discourse.
We must also rebuild trust in the judiciary. No single party or coalition should have the power to shape the composition of the High Courts. Delayed justice is justice denied, and the judiciary must operate independently to restore public confidence.
Finally, we need to restore the effectiveness of ministries and state institutions. Governing a country of this size requires a balanced distribution of authority and responsibility, empowering all levels of administration.
The root of all the challenges Turkey faces lies in these fundamental principles.
Turning to the economy, Turkey is experiencing one of the deepest crises in its history. Inflation is at record highs, with Turkey ranking among the world’s highest in energy and food inflation. The Central Bank's policy of aggressive interest rate cuts, directed by President Erdoğan, has led to unsustainable economic turmoil, including a significant wealth transfer and debt explosion. While Mehmet Şimşek’s appointment represents a return to traditional economic policies, the government’s current approach—focused solely on financial indicators while neglecting production, employment, and education—cannot yield sustainable results.
In foreign policy, Turkey has shifted back to traditional approaches reminiscent of the Republic’s early years. Efforts to mend ties with Gulf countries, Egypt, and Syria, as well as a focus on normalizing relations with the European Union, signify a departure from the erratic policies of the past decade.
On the Kurdish issue—a longstanding and deeply rooted challenge—recent developments have sparked significant debate. MHP leader Devlet Bahçeli’s surprising proposal advocating for PKK disarmament and recognizing Abdullah Öcalan’s potential role has garnered mixed reactions. While many political parties support the initiative, nationalist factions remain opposed.
We believe that while efforts to disarm terrorist organizations are crucial, democratic reforms concerning Kurdish rights should proceed independently. Resolving this issue requires a comprehensive strategy that incorporates both political and social measures.
In conclusion, Turkey’s challenges are significant, but they are not insurmountable. By embracing democratic principles, fostering economic stability, and restoring public trust, we can pave the way for a brighter future. I firmly believe that the next generation will grow up in a Turkey with a strong democracy, a thriving economy, and a fair justice system.
Thank you.

