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By Sait AKSIT

Early legislative elections were held in the Turkish
Republic of Northern Gyprus (TRNC) on 28 July
2013. The results brought a period of coalitions.
For the first time since the early 2000s Turkish
Cypriot politics was solely dominated by domes-
tic issues and the ideoclogical differences between
parties. Policy differences on the Gyprus issue
were almost absent. Indeed, given the economic
crisis in the south and the loss of pressure in
Turkey-EU relations, the Cyprus negotiations did
not present any prospects to champion or criti-
cise.

Background to the elections

The decision on early elections was taken in col-
laboration with two rival dominant parties: the
UBP (Ulusal Birlik Partisi - National Unity Party)
and the CTP (Cumhuriyetgi Turk Partisi/Birlesik
GUg¢ler - Republican Turkish Party/United Forces).
The election date was set at the earliest possible
time, in the midst of summer holidays. It was a
pragmatic decision aimed at preventing possible
new rivals in the midst of the increasing dissatis-
faction and mistrust in politics and politicians. The
decision on early elections was taken in late May
following the vote of no confidence on the ruling
UBP government, which was initiated after eight
parliamentarians resigned from the party. The
UBP was going through a leadership struggle, a
lengthy quagmire that resulted in political dead-
lock, thereby negatively influencing the function-
ing of not only the government but also the state.
irsen Klglk assumed the leadership in the UBP
following the election of the former UBP leader
Dervis Eroglu to the Presidency in 2010. Kicik
was considered unsuccessful by many, including
Eroglu, and attempts at challenging his leadership
ended in an inter-party struggle and divisions
within the party. The split was very much reflected
in the domestic politics. Domestic politics in-
creasingly appeared chaotic with UBP govern-
ment unable to deal with economic difficulties and
social problems, such as the Nicosia municipality
crisis.

Following the decision on early elections, a tech-
nocratic government was formed by a CTP politi-

cian, Sibel Siber, who led the Turkish Cypriots to
the 28th of July elections.

The 2013 Contest

The Rules of the Game

The TRNC has a parliamentary system within
which the government acts as the executive
power. The President has a symbolic role with
regards to domestic politics, yet he represents the
Turkish Gypriots as chief negotiator of the com-
munity. The 50 members of the legislative assem-
bly are elected for five-year terms based on pro-
portional representation with a five per cent
threshold. The Turkish GCypriot political system
allows voters to cast their votes in three different
ways. Voters can cast their vote for one of the
parties in their election constituency where the
candidates of that party receive one vote each.
Voters can also cast their vote for a party and
choose between the candidates of that party. In
this case, voters can pick and choose half of that
party’s candidates in their constituency. Lastly,
voters can cast a mixed vote (‘karma oy’) and
choose between candidates of different parties
and independents. In this case voters have to pick
and choose at least half the number of candidates
in their constituency. The second and third ways
gain importance in determining the winning can-
didates, regardless of their place in the party list.

The Parties and the Campaign

The election was contested by five political par-
ties (See Table 1). The UBP, a right wing strong-
hold, asked for a consecutive term in power to
establish continuity of its economic programme
with the campaign slogan ‘Tam Yol lleri... Oyunu
Bozmak icin Davana Sahip ik’ (‘Full Speed
Ahead...Maintain Your Cause to Disrupt Games’).
The opposition parties concentrated on economic
situation, the UBP’s style of government and
problems in the state structure with differing tones
of criticism. CTR, a left wing stronghold, presented
itself as the party, which symbolised change sup-
ported by the slogans ‘1 Parti Var’ (‘There is One
Party’), ‘Vesayet Degil Ozgur Irade’ (No guardian-
ship, but the free will of the people’), ‘Ayak-
larimizin Uzerinde duracadimiz bir sistem yarata-
cagizl’ (‘We will create a system that will help us
stand on our own feet!’).
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Thus, CTP prioritised a renewed and strong un-
derstanding of state structure, as well as an
economic understanding that would ensure
Turkish Cypriot self-rule. DP-UG, a mid-size
right wing party led by Serdar Denktas — a son
of former TRNG President Rauf Denktas - ap-
pealed for voters who were dissatisfied with the
UBP. The DP campaign used slogans, such as
“Yeni secenek, yeni gelecek’ (New alternative,
new future’), “Yeni bir dénem, yeni bir gelecek.
Biz gelecediz.” (A new era, a new future. We are
coming’). TDP, a minor left wing party, con-
tested in the elections with slogans, such as
‘Zincirleri Kirmanin Zamani Geldi’ (lt's time to
break the chains’), ‘Hedef Gercek Egemenlik’
(Our aim is real sovereignty’), ‘Kokll Gelenek,
Yeni Siyaset’ (‘Well established tradition, new
politics”), ‘Hedef Avrupa’ (‘Aim Europe’). BKP-

The turnout, 69.61 per cent, was the lowest in
the history of Turkish Cypriot elections. Indeed
domestic political and economic issues and
mistrust in politics and politicians were the main
factors determining this outcome.

The CTP won the elections with 38.38 per cent
of the votes cast, with a nine per cent increase
in its vote share compared to the 2009 results
(see Table 2). Yet, CTP was short of securing a
ruling majority in parliament by gaining only 21
seats out of 50. Cautious support of the CTP is
related to its record in government between
2003 and 2009, in particular, its failure to
achieve a breakthrough on international isola-
tion of the Turkish Gypriot community, deadlock
on European integration, and inability to restruc-
ture the economy and the state. GTP politicking

Table 1: Political Parties in the 2013 electoral contest

2013 elections

Parties BKP-TVG TDP CTP-BG UBP DP

Year founded 2002 2007 1970 1975 1992

Leader izzet Izcan Mehmet Cakict  Ozkan Yor- irsen Kiiciik Serdar Denktas
(2002} (2007) gancioglu (2011} |(2009) (1996-2000, 2002}

Political and Economic Leftist Left of Centre Centre Left Centre Right Centre Right

Ideology

Policy on the Cyprus  [Strongly pro- Strongly pro- Pro-federation  |Pro-two-state Pro-two-state

Problem federation federation solution solution

Votes received in the [3.15 % 7.41 % 38.38 % 27.33 % 23.16 %

Notes: BKP-TVG (Birlegik Kibris Partisi — United Cyprus Party); TDP (Toplumeu Demokrasi Partisi - Conmunal
Democracy Party); DP-UG (Demokrat Parti-Ulusal Giicler - Democratic Party-National Forces)

TVG, the only non-centrist party — with a social-
ist inclination — in the 2013 elections claimed to
continue its struggle for Gypriot existence, iden-
tity and emancipation calling for a Cypriot
community standing on its own feet, free from
intervention by Turkey. The parties used similar
PR strategies of organizing public meetings and
demonstration, holding banners at major round-
abouts in the country, visiting villages, and,
above all, appearing in media. Despite the ex-
tensive use of media, the parties were never
involved in any debate over their party pro-
grams.

Explaining the Results

120,287 Turkish Gypriots — out of a total of
172,803 voters — went to the polls on 28 July
2013 to elect new members of the assembly.

Cormmeniary

on the way to the elections — especially with

respect to decisions on the date of the elections
and on the limited use of state television taken
in collaboration with the ruling UBP — also cre-
ated concerns for the undecided voters. All of
these created pessimism on CTP’s ability to
change.

Perhaps the major winner appears to be DP-
UG, which came third with 23.16 per cent of the
votes - substantially increasing its vote share by
12.52 per cent - and gained 12 seats. DP faired
its second best result after the foundation of the
party in 1993 by pro-Rauf Denktas politicians
who were critical of Eroglu’s style. The DP elec-
tion success can partly be attributed to the con-
tribution of the members who defected from the
UBP and partly to Denktas's appealing rhetoric
on the economy.
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Howevet, the presence of defecting parliamen-
tarians, and the share of mixed vote reflecting
dissatisfaction with the UBP rule leaves certain
question marks rather than exhibiting the real
strength of DP support. What is more interesting
is that DP was still left behind the UBP despite
the widespread dissatisfaction with the UBP
rule.

UBP and its leader, irsen Klglk, are the major
losers: UBP vote share was 27.33 per cent - a
historic low - with a 16.64 decrease from 2009
that resulted in the loss of 12 parliamentary
seats, including that of its leader. TDP was the
other loser receiving 7.41 per cent of the votes
cast, a minor increase from 2009, with only 3
seats in the parliament. The BKP was unable to
gain representation in the parliament despite
increasing its vote share.

In particular, high percentage of mixed votes
cast on 28 July 2013 — around 20.5 per cent as
compared to a high 8.9 in previous elections —

some of the candidates and elevate others from
unfavourable positions in party lists and thus
was a decisive factor in determining the winning
candidates. 47 of the 50 MPs appealed to be
re-elected, yet 18 of them, mainly old guards,
were left out. For the first time, indeed, a party
leader, UBP leader Klglk, as well as the gen-
eral secretaries of both the UBP and the DB
failed to be elected. Combined with the fact that
UBP vote share was at a historic low, this elec-
tion result indicates discontent among the UBP
voters with KilgUk’s style of handling the inter
party struggle and government.

There were three potential alternatives for a
coalition government: A CTP-DP coalition - the
two parties collaborated between 2003 and
2006 as well; a grand coalition between GTP-
UBP, which seemed more likely to continue the
existing economic programme; and a nationalis-
tic UBP-DP coalition. Mehmet Ali Talat, former
CTP leader and former TRNG President, argued

Table 2: Results of the 2013, 2009, 2003 and 2003 Legislative Elections

Year 2013 2009 2005 2003
Turnout rate: 69.6% Turnout rate: 81.7%  Turnout rate: 80.8% Turnout rate: 86.0%
Party Vote share, Vote Vote share, Vote share,
% Seats share, % Seats % Seats % Seats

CTP 38.38 21 29.34 15 IlL7 24 35.2 19
UBP 27:33 14 43.97 26 44.5 1bg) 329 18
DP-UG 23.16 12 10.64 5 185 6 129 7
TDP 7.41 3 6.87 2 - - - -
BDH - - - - 5.8 1 - -
TKP - - - - 2.4 - 13.2 6
BKP 3.15 - 2.42 - - - - -
Independent 0.57 - 0.05 - - - - -
ORP - - 6.2 2 - - - -
His - - 0.5 - - - - -

Source: High Electoral Council of the TRNC, http://ysk.mahkemelernet
Notes: ORP (Ozgiirliik ve Reform Partisi — Freedom and Reform Party); HIS (Halk icin Siyaset Partisi — Politics for
People Party); TKP (Toplumcu Rurtulug Partisi - Communal Liberation Party); BDH (Barig ve Demokrasi Hareketi -

Peace and Demacracy Movement)

had an important impact on the results of the
elections.? Encouragement of the voters to cast
mixed votes was an important propaganda tool
by civil society organisations and movements,
such as ‘Toparlaniyoruz’,® calling on the public
to elect new and young politicians who repre-
sent social and political change in Northern Gy-
prus. This strategy allowed voters to punish

that a CTP-UBP coalition would have been
more rational given that the UBP was going
through a process of restructuring and this op-
tion would prevent President Eroglu’s interven-
tion in domestic politics.* Yet, the strong so-
cialist wing of the GTP was against formation of
such a coalition.
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Following talks among the parties, the CTP-0OF
coalition government was formed. Indeed, the
CTP-OF governrrent prograrmme  addresses
issues that were part of the parties® electoral
campaign. These include changing the electaral
law, creating a single electoral region rather
than a divided district-based system; drafting a
new constitution; removal of the transitional ar-

supported Kigik and LIBR It iz important to
note that no Turkish Cypriot ruling party can
afford to disregard the Turkish governrrent, on
which it is dependent economically and diplo-
matically. Whether the TRNC coalition parties
are ready fo encounter the consequences of
their promises yet rermains to be answered. This
preparedness shall determine the coalition gov-

ticle 10 of the TRNGC constitution, which cedes
responsibility for public security and defence
“termporanly” to Turkey; restnicturing the state
by addressing issues of transparensy, account-
ability and corruption; and a reevaluating of the
economic austerity prograrmme, especially its
privatization dimension.

Hegardless of an encouraging programime, the
CTP-OF coalition government’s ability and suc-
cess in restructuning and transforming the Turk-
ish Cypriot econarmy and state institutions in a
more efficient way presents a limited glirmer of
hope. This is related not only to the past record
of the two parties but also to the possible high
cost of social reforms. In addition, all issues
imvalve a level of CTP-DF government's akbility
to foster good relations with the Justice and
Cevelopment Party [AKF - Adalet ve Kalkinma
Fartisi] government in Turkey. The parties’
rhetoric on economic austerity measures and
privatisation indirectly indicate a cnticism of
AKF approach on Cyprus as the measures are
perceived as ‘imposed’ by the Turkish govern-
ment and inwestrrents through privatization
schemes involve businessmen close to the AKFE
The socialist wing of the CTP and particulary
OF are preserted to be at odds with the AKF
govemment which seemed to have indirecthy

emment’s attermpts at establishing a healthy
econonty and a better functioning state as well
as a sound relationship between TRNG and Tur-
key.

1 Nicosia munic ipality faced a budgetary crisis far the
last two years triggering a series of strikes and protests
by the wiotkers. The government trarsfered duties of

the municipality to local governors office, yet was un-
able to handle problems such as mbbieh collection. This

led to the esigration of Major Cemal Bulutodlulan and
an earhy local electionin Micosia.

2 Warma'@r UBF e yaramadi!', Yenidizen, 01 August
2013, avaibble at

C Toparlanyone medns “Weare pulling oursshes to-
gether.

Kl Cumhurbagkan Talat: "En martikh hikimet model

CTP-UBP koalisyonu", Kibns Postas), 08 August 2013,
available at
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