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Abstract: The Kurdish issue is a long-running political problem of the Republic of Turkey. It 
has two main dimensions, an identity rights dimension and its armed conϐlict counterpart. The 
Republic tries to resolve the issue via its securitization approach. According to this article, the 
securitization approach would prevent Turkey from resolving the identity rights dimension of 
the issue. This dimension would be solved by multiculturalist political arrangements that recog-
nize, preserve and promote Kurdish identity in both public and private realms. The securitiza-
tion approach would be problematic even for the resolution of the armed conϐlict dimension of 
the issue. It puts individual Kurds in an awkward position in the Kurdish-populated provinces, 
where they face various economic, educational and social problems. All these problems may 
signiϐicantly damage the brotherhood of Kurds and Turks, and accordingly, dampen the Kurds’ 
desire for coexistence. Moreover, they may radicalize ethnic Kurds, especially Kurdish youth, 
who may begin to consider violent methods as the sole way of persuading Turkey to satisfy 
Kurdish demands, stimulating them to join the outlawed Kurdistan Workers’ Party (PKK). This 
radicalization would produce a constant and dramatic increase in the number of PKK recruits, 
making the resolution of the armed conϐlict dimension of the Kurdish question very difϐicult.

Keywords: Kurds, Turkey, Armed Conϐlict, Terrorism, Multiculturalism.

Introduction

The Kurdish question is one of the biggest 
political problems of the Republic of Turkey. 
The question has two main dimensions, an 
identity rights dimension and its armed 
conϐlict counterpart. The identity rights di-
mension is the result of numerous assim-
ilationist Turkiϐication policies enforced 
through the cultural togetherness policy 
– an ofϐicial policy embraced by the early 
republican regime, the military administra-
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tions taking up the reins of government in 1960, 1971 and 1980, and their successor gov-
ernments. The second dimension is the corollary of the armed conϐlict between Turkish 
security forces and the Kurdistan Workers’ Party (Partiya Karkerên Kurdistanê, PKK), 
an internationally-recognized terrorist organization, that has continued since 1984.1

Since the early 2000s, Turkey has made various reforms in order to resolve the Kurdish 
question by democratic and peaceful means. These reforms have transformed the assim-
ilationist Republic. This had recognized, protected and promoted only Turkish identity 
– the identity of the majority ethnic group (Turks) – in both public and private domains 
and banned the recognition, protection and promotion of all minority identities, includ-
ing Kurdish identity, in both domains. Turkey is now an integrationist republic where 
not only Turkish but also Kurdish and other minority identities are recognized in the 
private area, but only the majority identity is recognized, preserved and promoted in 
the public realm.

The reforms have not, however, resulted in a political resolution to the Kurdish problem. 
The armed conϐlict between Turkish security forces and the outlawed PKK is continuing 
at the time of writing. The Republic is employing security methods in order to resolve 
the Kurdish issue.  In accordance with its securitization approach, Turkey deϐines the 
Kurdish question as the PKK problem that threatens its national unity and territorial 
integrity. The armed conϐlict dimension of the question might be called ‘the PKK prob-
lem’, but the question also has another dimension – the identity rights dimension – that 
would be resolved only with multiculturalist political settlements.

The securitization approach would be problematic even for the resolution of the armed 
conϐlict dimension of the Kurdish issue. It puts individual Kurds in an awkward position 
in the Kurdish-dominated provinces, where they encounter numerous economic, educa-
tional and social problems. All these problems would damage the brotherhood of Kurds 
and Turks, and accordingly, dampen the Kurds’ desire for coexistence. Furthermore, 
they may radicalize ethnic Kurds, especially Kurdish youth, who may begin to consider 
violent methods as the only way of convincing Turkey to fulϐill Kurdish demands, urg-
ing them to join the PKK. This radicalization would produce a constant and dramatic 
increase in the number of PKK recruits. In this atmosphere, it would be unlikely for 
Turkey to end its armed conϐlict with the outlawed PKK.

This article is organized as follows. In the subsequent section, the article seeks to un-
derstand Turkey’s Kurdish issue. It then examines the recent transformation process 
that has rendered Turkey an integrationist republic. Afterward, the article critically 

1 The PKK is recognized by Turkey, the European Union (EU), the United States of America (USA) 
and many other sovereign states as a terrorist organization. For more details, see http://www.
mfa.gov.tr/pkk.en.mfa.
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examines Turkey’s securitization approach on the resolution of the Kurdish issue and 
answers why the Republic is unlikely to resolve the issue via security methods.

Turkey’s Kurdish issue and its main dimensions

The Kurdish question is a long-running political problem of Turkey that has led to many 
democratic, humanitarian and economic costs. The question has two main dimensions, 
an identity rights dimension and its armed conϐlict counterpart. The identity rights 
dimension is the consequence of the Republic’s assimilationist Turkiϐication policies, 
e.g. (1) the deϐinition of ethnic Kurds as Mountain Turks [Dağlı Türkler] (Kurban, 2003; 
Morin & Lee, 2010); (2) the prohibition on the use of the word ‘Kurd(s)’ (Al, 2015; 
Heper, 2007; Zurcher, 2003); (3) the ban on the usage of Kurdish in courts and schools 
(Moustakis & Chaudhuri, 2005; Robins, 1993; Yegen, 2011); (4) the ϐilling of adminis-
trative appointments in Eastern and South-eastern Anatolia with ethnic Turks (Kurban, 
2004; Villellas, 2013; Yegen, 2009); (5) the prohibition on the use of Kurdish personal 
and place names (Muller & Linzey, 2007; Yegen, 2016b;  Zeydanlioglu, 2012); (6) the 
conϐiscation of Kurdish books, ϐilms and newspaper (Hughes & Karakas, 2009; Olson, 
1989); (7) the ban on the broadcasting, explanation and publication of ideas and opin-
ions in Kurdish (Morin & Lee, 2010; O’Driscoll, 2014; Yegen, 2016a); (8) the forceful 
deportation of ethnic Kurds from their historic territory to Western Turkey, where 
they were expected to become assimilated into the dominant Turkish culture (Muller 
& Linzey, 2007; Xypolia, 2016); and (9) the construction of many boarding schools in 
the East and Southeast with the task of educating Kurdish pupils in an environment 
that physically separated them from their cultural habitat (Bilali, Celik & Ok, 2014; 
Ince, 2012; Yanarocak, 2016).

These coercive assimilation policies were enforced not only by the early republican re-
gime, which ruled the country between 1923 and 1945, repressive Turkiϐication policies 
were also implemented during the second half of the twentieth century when Turkey 
witnessed three military coups staged in 1960, 1971 and 1980. In this atmosphere, 
the outlawed PKK was established in 1978. It carried out its ϐirst terror attacks against 
Turkey in August 1984 by assaulting gendarmerie stations in the provinces of Hakkari 
and Siirt, resulting in an armed conϐlict between Turkish security forces and the PKK 
(Bozarslan, 2018; Gutaj & Al, 2017; Gourlay, 2018).

The armed conϐlict has not only left at least 50,000 people dead so far, but it has also 
generated other signiϐicant humanitarian costs, including village evacuations, forced 
migrations, extrajudicial killings and persecutions (Barkey, 1993; Belge, 2016; Calislar, 
2013; Candar, 2013). In addition, the conϐlict has cost the economy at least 300 to 450 
billion USA dollars (Ensaroglu, 2013; Yayman, 2011). Even the lowest estimates would 
enable the Republic (a) to build 30,000 kilometers of expressways (almost ϐifteen times 
longer than the current length); (b) to cover its last 80-year health expenses; (c) to open
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5 million new classrooms; (d) to build 375 new health campuses identical to the Ankara 
Etlik Healthcare Campus, the largest health campus in Turkey; (e) to construct 1500 
new sports complexes the same as the Afyonkarahisar Sports Complex, the largest 
sports complex in Turkey; (f) to build 60 new railway tunnels similar to the Marmaray 
Tunnel, Turkey’s Bosphorus sub-sea tunnel linking Europe and Asia; and (g) to construct 
75 new dams akin to the Ataturk Dam, the largest dam in Turkey. The list can easily 
be extended, but what I would like to underscore here is just to demonstrate how the 
conϐlict has held back development. 

Since the early 2000s, Turkey has made various reforms in order to resolve the Kurdish 
issue in a democratic and peaceful manner, e.g. i) the abolition of the emergency rule 
in the Kurdish-dominated provinces (Coskun, 2015; Kolcak, 2015a); ii) the foundation 
of a compensation mechanism for harm caused by terrorism or ϐight against terrorism 
(Kolcak, 2015b; Leezenberg, 2016); iii) the elimination of constitutional and legal pro-
hibitions on Kurdish broadcasting rights (Gunter, 2016; Kolcak, 2016); iv) the estab-
lishment of TRT KURDÎ, a publicly-funded television channel broadcasting in Kurdish 
for twenty-four hours a day (Kayhan-Pusane, 2014; Kolcak, 2015b); v) the authoriza-
tion of municipalities, private language centers, universities and non-governmental 
organizations (NGOs) to offer Kurdish language courses (Kolcak, 2016; Weiss, 2016); 
vi) the authorization of public secondary schools to offer elective Kurdish language 
courses (Kolcak, 2015a, 2016); vii) the authorization of private schools to form bilingual 
(Kurdish-Turkish) education systems (Kolcak, 2016); viii) the authorization of public 
and private universities to offer Kurdish degree programs (Kirisci, 2011; Kolcak, 2015a); 
ix) the abrogation of the ultranationalist morning oath (Andımız) (Kolcak, 2016); x) the 
removal of legal bans on the use of Kurdish personal and place names (Hemmerechts, 
Smets & Timmerman, 2017; Keyman & Ozkirimli, 2013; Kolcak, 2015b); and xi) the 
elimination of legal bans on the usage of Kurdish in courts, prisons and making political 
propaganda (Koker, 2013; Kolcak, 2015a; Kuzu, 2016).

The above reforms have transformed the assimilationist Republic. Turkey is now an 
integrationist republic that recognizes not only Turkish but also Kurdish and other 
minority identities in the private domain. In its public counterpart, the integrationist 
Republic recognizes, safeguards and promotes only the majority (Turkish) identity and 
calls on all minority ethnic groups to converge on this identity.

The Republic has some multiculturalist features that enable Kurdish identity to be 
recognized, secured and promoted in the public area, such as the foundation of the pub-
licly-funded TRT KURDÎ; the authorization of public secondary schools to offer elective 
Kurdish language courses; the authorization of municipalities and public universities to 
provide Kurdish language courses; and the authorization of public universities to provide 
Kurdish degree programs. All these multicultural policies, however, are exceptions to 
the characteristics of the integrationist Republic.
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The Constitution of Turkey recognizes Turkish as the only language of the Republic 
(Article 3). It hampers public schools from using any language other than Turkish as the 
language of instruction or education (Article 42(9)). In addition, it deϐines all citizens 
as Turks by stipulating that “[e]veryone bound to the Turkish state through the bond 
of citizenship is a Turk” (Article 66(1)).2 Hence, the phrases ‘no Turk’, ‘every Turk’ and 
‘all Turks’ are the common words in the Constitution and other legal sources, including 
statutes, regulations, decrees, etc. (Kurban & Ensaroglu, 2010).

The Constitution enshrines Turkishness in its preamble and other sections. The pre-
amble states that “no protection shall be accorded to an activity contrary to Turkish 
national interests, Turkish existence and the principle of its indivisibility with its State 
and territory, historical and moral values of Turkishness”. It also states that “[this con-
stitution] has been entrusted by the TURKISH NATION to the democracy-loving Turkish 
sons’ and daughters’ love for the motherland and nation”. Many such phrases as ‘Turkish 
citizens’ [Türk vatandaşları], ‘Turkish Motherland’ [Türk Anavatanı], ‘Turkish existence’ 
[Türk varlığı], ‘Turkish Nation’ [Türk Milleti], ‘Turkish State’ [Türk Devleti] and ‘Turkish 
society’ [Türk toplumu] are incorporated into a signiϐicant number of constitutional 
provisions (e.g. Articles 5, 7, 9, 41, 42, 59, 62, 66, 67, 76, 81, 101, 103, 104 and 174) 
as well as numerous other primary and secondary laws (Kurban & Ensaroglu, 2010).

The reforms have transformed the assimilationist Turkey into an integrationist re-
public, but they have not resulted in a political resolution to the Kurdish question. 
 The last round of the armed conϐlict between Turkish security forces and the PKK has 
been continuing since July 2015.3 It has cost at least 2,748 lives so far (International 
Crisis Group [ICG], 2017).4 In addition, around 100,000 Kurds lost their homes, while 
up to 500,000 were temporarily displaced when the State imposed curfews in order 
to remove the barricades and trenches set up by PKK militants in the central areas of 
several Kurdish-populated towns and provinces (ICG, 2016, 2017).

2 The Constitution is available at: https://global.tbmm.gov.tr/docs/constitution_en.pdf. 
3 The PKK declared a unilateral ceaseϐire in April 2013 in response to several reforms made with 

the goal of resolving the Kurdish question by peaceful means. On 11 July 2015, the PKK announced 
the end of the two-year-long ceaseϐire on the grounds that Turkey used the ceaseϐire not for a 
democratic solution but for preparing for a new war and strengthening its hand in this future 
war by constructing dozens of military roads, posts and dams for the use of Turkish security 
forces. Following this announcement, the PKK waged a new terror campaign, leading to a new 
round of armed conϐlict between Turkish security forces and the PKK (Cicek and Coskun, 2016; 
Hamsici, 2015).

4 ICG is a prestigious independent organization aimed at preventing wars and shaping policies 
that would construct a more peaceful world. For more details, see its ofϐicial website: www.
crisisgroup.org.
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Limits of Turkey’s securitization approach

Turkey tries to resolve the Kurdish issue via security methods. The Republic is unlikely 
to solve its long-running political problem through such methods. In accordance with 
its securitization approach, Turkey tries to convince its citizens to accept the Kurdish 
question not as a political problem but as the PKK question threatening its national 
unity and territorial integrity. It acknowledges the eventual victory of its security forces 
against the PKK as the only way of resolving this question.

The Republic is unlikely to resolve its Kurdish issue via security methods. The main 
reason for this failure is the inaccurate deϐinition of the issue under the securitization 
approach. It is true that the issue has an armed conϐlict dimension that might be called 
‘the PKK problem’, but it also has political dimensions that can only be solved by dem-
ocratic and peaceful means rather than the securitization approach.

If Turkey had defeated the PKK, would this dissolution mean the solution of the Kurdish 
problem? The answer is no. This dissolution might solve the armed conϐlict dimension 
of the problem, but its identity rights dimension would still be waiting for a political 
formula without which it is unlikely to be solved. Ethnic Kurds would not give up their 
multiculturalist demands for a new pluralist constitution, mother tongue education and 
a comprehensive decentralization policy (Coskun, 2016c). The identity rights dimension 
can only be resolved by political reforms recognizing, protecting and promoting Kurdish 
identity and its characteristics in both public and private realms. Having dissolved the 
PKK, Turkey would still need to resolve another dimension of the problem by satisfying 
multiculturalist Kurdish demands.

One may still argue that ethnic Kurds would give up their multiculturalist demands 
after the dissolution of the PKK. This is unlikely to happen. These demands are made by 
almost all segments of Kurdish society. According to a report prepared by the Wise Men 
Center for Strategic Studies (Bilge Adamlar Stratejik Araştırmalar Merkezi, BİLGESAM) in 
2011, almost 90 percent of Kurds ask for the elimination of all discriminatory ethnic bi-
ases in the Constitution of Turkey and laws.5 The report ϐinds that 30.2 percent of Kurds 
want no reference to ethnicity; 57.4 percent of Kurds want all ethnic groups, including 
the Kurds and Turks, mentioned; and the rest (12.4 percent) back the present legal 
discourse that incorporates only Turkish-based ethnic phrases into the Constitution 
and laws (Akyurek & Bilgic, 2011).

The ϐindings of the 2011 BİLGESAM Report are conϐirmed by many subsequent reports. 
According to a report prepared by the Economic and Social Studies Foundation of Turkey 
(Türkiye Ekonomik ve Sosyal Etüdler Vakfı, TESEV) in 2012, 71.6 percent of Kurds want 

5 BİLGESAM is a well-known research center based in Istanbul. For more details, see its ofϐicial 
website: http://www.bilgesam.org/en.
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all ethnic groups, including the Kurds and Turks, mentioned in the Constitution and 
laws; 13.1 percent of Kurds want no reference to ethnicity in the Constitution and laws; 
and the remainder (15.3 percent) support the status quo (TESEV, 2012).6

Whilst the 2011 BİLGESAM Report and the 2012 TESEV Report hear Kurdish opin-
ions from all regions of Turkey, another report published by the Political and Social 
Studies Center (Siyasal ve Sosyal Araştırmalar Merkezi, SAMER) in 2012, pay attention 
to Kurdish perspectives only from the Kurdish-majority regions (Eastern and South-
eastern Anatolia).7 The 2012 SAMER Report ϐinds the followings: 62 percent of Kurds 
want all ethnic groups mentioned in the Constitution and laws; 33 percent of Kurds 
want no reference to ethnicity in the Constitution and laws; and the rest (5 percent) 
want solely Turkish- and Kurdish-based ethnic phrases mentioned in the Constitution 
and laws (Gurer, 2012).

Similar results were also found by a report published by the International Cultural 
Research Center (Uluslararası Kültürel Araştırmalar Merkezi, UKAM) in 2013.8 
According to this report, most sectors of Kurdish society want Turkey to strip all 
discrimination from its Constitution and laws by either recognizing all ethnic groups 
or using a neutral legal language that does not give priority to any ethnic groups 
(UKAM, 2013 ). In a similar vein, a report published by the Justice Defenders Strategic 
Studies Center (Adaleti Savunanlar Stratejik Araştırmalar Merkezi, ASSAM) in 2015 
states that most Kurdish tendencies want Turkey to remove discriminatory ethnic 
biases in its Constitution and laws (ASSAM, 2015).9 The ϐinal report supporting all 
the above studies was published by the KONDA Research and Consultancy (KONDA 
Araştırma ve Danışmanlık, KONDA) in 2016.10 This report ϐinds that almost all Kurdish 
circles want Turkey to eliminate any sense of ethnicity-based discrimination in its 
Constitution and laws (KONDA, 2016).

A similar consensus has been reached on the ofϐicial use of Kurdish. According to the 
2011 BİLGESAM Report, four-ϐifths of Kurds support that Kurdish should be an ofϐicial 
language in Turkey (Akyurek and Bilgic, 2011). Similarly, the 2012 TESEV Report ϐinds 
that almost three-fourths of Kurds want Kurdish recognized as an ofϐicial language 

6 TESEV is a prestigious think-tank based in Istanbul. For more details, see its ofϐicial website: http://
tesev.org.tr/en/.

7 SAMER is a research institute based in Diyarbakir. For more details, see its ofϐicial website: http://
www.ssamer.com/index.html.

8 UKAM is a research center based in Istanbul. For more details, see its ofϐicial website: http://www.
ukam.org/en.

9 ASSAM is a think-tank based in Istanbul. For more details, see its ofϐicial website: http://www.
assam.org.tr/en/.

10 KONDA is a leading research and consultancy company based in Istanbul. For more details, see its 
ofϐicial website: http://konda.com.tr/en/home/.
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(TESEV, 2012). The 2016 KONDA Report conϐirms that nearly three-fourths of Kurds 
ask for the ofϐicial usage of their native language (KONDA, 2016).

Another consensus has been made on the matter of mother tongue education in Kurdish. 
According to the 2012 TESEV Report, 78 percent of Kurds dream of the adoption of a 
new education system that allows Kurdish to be used as the language of instruction from 
the kindergarten level to the end of higher education in both public and private schools 
and universities (TESEV, 2012). Similarly, this Kurdish aspiration is identiϐied as one 
of the most widely-heard Kurdish demands by the 2013 UKAM Report and the 2015 
ASSAM Report. Finally, the 2016 KONDA Report ϐinds that 85 percent of Kurds would 
like to exercise the full right to mother tongue education in Kurdish (KONDA, 2016).

In the presence of a mass-based consensus upon the above Kurdish demands, it is un-
realistic to expect that these demands would be renounced by the Kurds following the 
dissolution of the PKK. Anyone with a knowledge of the history of Turkey would dismiss 
this argument. Multiculturalist demands were voiced by the Kurds in the early years of 
the Republic (Olson, 1989; van Bruinessen, 1992). They rebelled against the coercive 
or repressive assimilation policies of the Republic eighteen times, including the Sheikh 
Said Riot of 1925, the Ararat Rebellion of 1927 and the Dersim Resistance of 1936 
(Celik, 2010; Mumcu, 1992; Strohmeier, 2003). The Republic succeeded in quashing 
all these uprisings but failed to convince its Kurdish citizens to give up their identity 
rights and demands for political representation. These unsuccessful Kurdish insurgent 
movements did not lead the Kurds to renounce their multiculturalist demands. Even 
though they encountered numerous social, political and judicial problems, the Kurds 
continued to ask Turkey to satisfy the demands (Boyraz & Turan, 2016; van Bruinessen, 
1993, 2000). The Republic’s refusal to fulϐill the demands resulted in a better organized 
and more powerful insurgent movement with the establishment of the outlawed PKK. 
In the absence of such a political formula, the Kurds not only continued to voice their 
demands but also formed a new insurgent organization using violent methods.

A similar scenario is likely to occur following the dissolution of the PKK. Having dissolved 
the PKK, Turkey might expect the Kurds to become integrated into its republican values 
without asking for the adoption of any multiculturalist policy. The Kurds are unlikely to 
meet this expectation. They would still call on the Republic to fulϐill their identity rights 
and demands for political representation after the dissolution of the PKK. Turkey may 
still insist on refusing to offer a political resolution formula satisfying the demands. 
This refusal would stimulate a new Kurdish insurgent movement voicing more radical 
demands and using more violent methods than the PKK.

Turkey is unlikely to solve the identity rights dimension of the Kurdish question through 
the securitization approach. This approach may not solve the conϐlict either. Turkey 
had used various repressive security methods in order to end the violence in the 1980s 
and 1990s (Yegen, 1996, 1999, 2007; Zeydanlioglu, 2008, 2009). These methods have 
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not resulted in the dissolution of the PKK, but a PKK strengthening its support among 
ethnic Kurds (Gunes, 2012, 2013a, 2013b, 2016; Marcus, 2007). It is likely that Turkey’s 
current securitization approach will have similar consequences.

The last round of the armed conϐlict has been continuing since July 2015. It has cost at 
least 2,748 lives (ICG, 2017). Almost 500,000 Kurds were asked to temporarily evacu-
ate their homes during months of security operations aimed at clearing out the PKK in 
several Kurdish-majority provinces and towns (ICG, 2016; Human Rights Foundation 
of Turkey (Türkiye İnsan Hakları Vakfı, TİHV), 2016; Ofϐice of the United Nations High 
Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR), 2017). The operations worsened education 
and social life in the East and Southeast (Amnesty International, 2016, 2017; OHCHR, 
2017). They inϐlicted psychological and social damage to the Kurds (Human Rights 
Foundation [İnsan Hakları Derneği,  İHD], 2017). They damaged cultural and historical 
heritage of several Kurdish-dominated provinces (Human Rights Joint Platform [İnsan 
Hakları Ortak Platformu,  İHOP], 2018; ICG, 2017; İHD, 2017). It caused traumas that 
would be difϐicult to heal, particularly for Kurdish children (ICG, 2017; İHOP, 2018; 
TİHV, 2017).

All these problems may signiϐicantly damage the brotherhood of Kurds and Turks in the 
long run (Belge, 2016b, 2016c; Cemal, 2016a, 2016c; Coskun, 2016a, 2016b). They may 
dampen the Kurds’ desire for coexistence (Belge, 2016a; Cemal, 2016b; Yanmis, 2016). 
Moreover, they may radicalize ethnic Kurds, especially Kurdish youth, who may begin 
to consider violent methods as the sole way of persuading Turkey to satisfy Kurdish de-
mands, stimulating them to join the PKK (Akyol, 2016; Bayramoglu, 2015; Candar, 2016; 
Coskun, 2016d). This radicalization would produce a constant and dramatic increase in 
the number of PKK recruits, making the resolution of the armed conϐlict dimension of 
the Kurdish question very difϐicult (Cemal, 2016d, 2017; Cicek & Coskun, 2016; Sevinc, 
2016; Todorova, 2015; Ustundag, 2015). Hence, the securitization approach might also 
prevent Turkey from ending the armed conϐlict.

It seems that ordinary citizens are aware of the inability of the securitization approach 
to solving the Kurdish problem. According to a survey-based report prepared by the 
Euroasia Public Opinion Research Center (Avrasya Kamuoyu Araştırmaları Merkezi) in 
2016, a vast majority of Turkey’s population (74.4 percent) are of the belief that the 
Kurdish issue can be resolved through political dialogues, but not through the securi-
tization approach, while only 22.2 percent of the population regard security methods 
as enabling the Republic to solve the issue (Aslangul, 2016).

Conclusion

The Kurdish question is a long-running political problem of Turkey that has two main 
dimensions, an identity rights dimension and its armed conϐlict counterpart. The ques-
tion has led to many democratic, humanitarian and economic costs. Turkey has made 
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several reforms in order to resolve its Kurdish problem since the last two decades. These 
reforms have transformed the assimilationist Turkey into an integrationist republic, 
but they have not resulted in a political resolution to the problem.

This article has sought to scrutinize whether Turkey can resolve its Kurdish issue via 
security methods. The article has eventually reached the conclusion that it would be very 
difϐicult to resolve the issue through Turkey’s securitization approach. This approach 
deϐines the issue as the PKK problem while recognizing the ultimate victory of Turkish 
security forces against the PKK as the sole way of resolving the Kurdish question. The 
Kurdish question has an armed conϐlict dimension that might be called ‘the PKK prob-
lem’. However, the question also has another dimension, the identity rights dimension, 
that would be resolved only by multiculturalist political settlements enabling Kurdish 
identity and its characteristics (e.g. language, culture, history, traditions, etc.) to be 
recognized, preserved and promoted in both public and private areas.

It is unlikely for the securitization approach to resolve even the armed conϐlict dimen-
sion of the Kurdish issue. The approach puts individual Kurds in an awkward posi-
tion in the Kurdish-majority provinces, where they face many economic, educational 
and social problems. All these problems would damage the brotherhood of Kurds and 
Turks, and accordingly dampen the Kurds’ desire for coexistence. This would engender 
a radicalized Kurdish movement using violent methods to persuade Turkey to adopt 
a political settlement satisfying Kurdish demands. This would provide the PKK with a 
chance to increase its recruits, making the resolution of the armed conϐlict dimension 
of the Kurdish issue difϐicult.

References
1. Akyol, T. (2016, March 16). En zor sorun. Hürriyet. Retrieved from http://sosyal.hurri

yet.com.tr/yazar/tahaakyol_329/en-zor-sorun_40069937. 
2. Akyurek, S., & Bilgic, S. (2011). Yeni anayasadan toplumsal beklentiler. Ankara: BİLGE-

SAM Yayınları.
3. Al, S. (2015). An anatomy of nationhood and the question of assimilation: Debates on 

Turkishness revisited. Studies in Ethnicity and Nationalism, 15, 83-101.
4.  Amnesty International. (2016). Displaced and dispossessed: Sur residents’ right to re-

turn home. London: Amnesty International.
5. Amnesty International. (2017). Amnesty International report 2016/17: The state of the 

world’s human rights. London: Amnesty International.
6. Aslangul, A. (2016, November 24) AKAM araştırması: 15 Temmuz’dan erken seçime, 

kürt sorunundan HDP’lilerin tutuklanmasına son anket ne diyor. T24. Retrieved from 
http://t24.com.tr/haber/akam-arastirmasi-15-temmuzdan-erken-secime-kurt-so
runundan-hdplilerin-tutuklanmasina-son- anket-ne-diyor,372717.

7. ASSAM. (2015). Çözüm sürecinin ulaştığı aşamada ASDER - ASSAM raporu 2015. İstan-
bul: ASSAM Yayınları.



38

Conϔlict Studies Quarterly

8. Barkey, H. J. (1993). Turkey’s Kurdish dilemma. Survival, 35, 51-70.
9. Bayramoglu, A. (2015, July 15). Çatışma sahne almasın. Yeni Şafak. Retrieved from http://

www.yenisafak.com/yazarlar/alibayramoglu/catisma-sahne-almasin-2016071.
10. Belge, C. (2016). Civilian victimization and the politics of information in the Kurdish 

conϐlict in Turkey. World Politics, 68, 275-306. 
11. Belge, M. (2016a, March 27). IŞİD ve PKK. T24. Retrieved from http://t24.com.tr/

yazarlar/bilinmeyen/isid-ve-pkk,14199.
12. Belge, M. (2016b, April 10). Kör döğüşü – planlı. T24. Retrieved from http://t24.com.

tr/yazarlar/bilinmeyen/kor-dogusu--planli,14297.
13. Belge, M. (2016c, August 27). ‘Terör’: Bir muamma. T24. Retrieved from http://t24.

com.tr/yazarlar/bilinmeyen/teror-bir-muamma,15318.
14. Bilali, R., Celik, A. B., & Ok, E. (2014). Psychological asymmetry in minority-majority 

relations at different stages of ethnic conϐlict. International Journal of Intercultural Re-
lations, 43, 253-264.

15. Boyraz, C., & Turan, O. (2016). From system integration to social integration: Kurdish 
challenge to Turkish republicanism. Philosophy and Social Criticism, 42, 406-418.

16. Bozarslan, H. (2018). When the present sends back to the past: Reading the Kurdish 
issue in the 2010s. Middle East Critique, 27, 7-24.

17. Calislar, O. (2013). The Kurdish issue in Turkey: Its social, political and cultural dimen-
sions. In F. Bilgin & A. Sarihan (Eds.), Understanding Turkey’s Kurdish question (pp. 29-
46). Plymouth: Lexington Books.

18. Candar, C. (2013). On Turkey’s Kurdish question: Its roots, present state, and prospects. 
In F. Bilgin & A. Sarihan (Eds.), Understanding Turkey’s Kurdish question (pp. 59-72). 
Plymouth: Lexington Books.

19. Candar, C. (2016, March 13). Suriçi ‘canımın içi’. Radikal. Retrieved March 14, 2016 from 
http://www.radikal.com.tr/yazarlar/cengiz-candar/surici-canimin-ici-1527867/.

20. Celik, A. B. (2010). Turkey: Kurdish question and the coercive state. In T. Paffenholz 
(Ed.), Civil society and peacebuilding: A critical assessment (pp. 153-179). Boulder: Ri-
enner.

21. Cemal, H. (2016a, August 15). Bölünme korkusu. T24. Retrieved from http://t24.com.
tr/yazarlar/hasan-cemal/bolunme-korkusu,15254. 

22. Cemal, H. (2016b, October 26). Kürt kartı: Kimin eli, kimin cebinde. T24. Retrieved from 
http://t24.com.tr/yazarlar/hasan-cemal/kurt-karti-kimin-eli-kimin-cebinde,15737.

23. Cemal, H. (2016c, November 29). Tahir Elçi’nin birinci yılı! Barışı gömmekte olan bir ik-
tidarla uçuruma doğru. T24. Retrieved from http://t24.com.tr/yazarlar/hasan-cemal/
tahir-elcinin-birinci-yili-barisi-gommekte-olan-bir-iktidarla-ucuruma-dogru,16011.

24. Cemal, H. (2016d, December 1). Kürt sorununda barış. T24. Retrieved December 2, 
2016 from http://t24.com.tr/yazarlar/hasan-cemal/kurt-sorununda-baris,16024.

25. Cemal, H. (2017, February 23). Kürtler dün de yalnızdı, bugün de yalnız. T24. Retrieved 
from http://t24.com.tr/yazarlar/hasan-cemal/kurtler-dun-de-yalnizdi-bugun-de-yal
niz,16645.



39

Issue 29, October 2019

26. Cicek, C., & Coskun, V. (2016). Dolmabah çe’den günümüze  çözüm süreci: Başarısızlığı 
anlamak ve yeni bir yol bulmak. Ankara: Barış Vakfı Yayınları.

27. Coskun, V. (2015). Çözüm süreci: Kazanımlar ve tehditler. London: Democratic Progress 
Institute.

28. Coskun, V. (2016a, October 31). Rüzgâr ekmek. Serbestiyet. Retrieved November 1, 2016 
from http://www.serbestiyet.com/yazarlar/vahap-coskun/ruzgar-ekmek-731366.

29. Coskun, V. (2016b, November 8). Perşembenin gelişi. Serbestiyet. Retrieved November 
9, 2016 from http://www.serbestiyet.com/yazarlar/vahap-coskun/persembenin-geli
si-733615.

30. Coskun, V. (2016c, November 29). Sessizlik bir onay mı. Serbestiyet. Retrieved Novem-
ber 30, 2016 from http://www.serbestiyet.com/yazarlar/vahap-coskun/sessizlik-bir-
onay-mi-740509.

31. Coskun, V. (2016d, December 8). Makul seslere hasret kalmak. Serbestiyet. Retrieved 
December 9, 2016 from http://www.serbestiyet.com/yazarlar/vahap-coskun/makul-
seslere-hasret-kalmak-743443.

32. Ensaroglu, Y. (2013). Turkey’s Kurdish question and the peace process. Insight Turkey, 
15, 7-17.

33. Gourlay, W. (2018). Oppression, solidarity, resistance: The forging of Kurdish identity 
in Turkey. Ethnopolitics, 17, 130-146.

34. Gunes, C. (2012). The Kurdish national movement in Turkey: From protest to resistance. 
New York: Routledge.

35. Gunes, C. (2013a). Explaining the PKK’s mobilization of the Kurds in Turkey: Hegemo-
ny, myth and violence. Ethnopolitics, 12, 247-267.

36. Gunes, C. (2013b). Accommodating Kurdish national demands in Turkey. In E. Nimni, 
A. Osipov & D. J. Smith (Eds.), The challenge of non-territorial autonomy: Theory and 
practice (pp. 71-84). Oxford: Peter Lang.

37. Gunes, C. (2016). Kurdish political activism in Turkey: An overview. In M. M. Gunter 
(Ed.), Kurdish issues: Essays in honour of Robert W. Olson (pp. 80-105). California: Mazda 
Publishers.

38. Gunter, M. M. (2016). The Kurdish issue in Turkey: Back to square one. Turkish Policy 
Quarterly, 14, 77-86.

39. Gurer, C. (2012). Toplumsal sorunlar ve yeni anayasa: Algı, beklenti ve talepler. Diyar-
bakır: SAMER Yayınları.

40. Gutaj, P., & Al, S. (2017). Statehood and the political dynamics of insurgency: KLA 
and PKK in comparative perspective. Journal of Balkan and Near Eastern Studies, 19,
91-104.

41. Hamsici, M. (2015, July 29). Kandil: Çözüm süreci yeniden başlatılabilir, Zor Değil. 
BBC Türkçe. Retrieved July 30, 2015 from http://www.bbc.com/turkce/haberler/
2015/07/150728-kandil-roportaj.

42. Hemmerechts, K., Smets, K., & Timmerman, C. (2017). Perceived human rights in Van 
Merkez, eastern Turkey. Journal of Balkan and Near Eastern Studies, 19, 388-402.



40

Conϔlict Studies Quarterly

43. Heper, M. (2007). The state and Kurds in Turkey: The question of assimilation. New York: 
Palgrave Macmillan.

44. Hughes, E., & Karakas, S. (2009). Human rights in the Kurdish region of Turkey: Three 
pressing concerns. London: Kurdish Human Rights Project.

45. ICG. (2016). The human cost of the PKK conϔlict in Turkey: The case of Sur. Brussels: ICG 
Publications.

46. ICG. (2017). Managing Turkey’s PKK conϔlict: The case of Nusaybin. Brussels: ICG Pub-
lications.

47. İHD. (2017). Doğu ve Güneydoğu Anadolu Bölgesi 2017 yılı ilk 3 ay insan hakları ihlalleri 
raporu. Diyarbakır: İHD Yayınları.

48. İHOP. (2018). Olağanüstü hal tedbir ve düzenlemeleri güncellenmiş durum raporu – Tür-
kiye (21 Temmuz 2016 – 31 Aralık 2017). İstanbul: İHOP Yayınları.

49. Ince, B. (2012). Citizenship education in Turkey: Inclusive or exclusive. Oxford Review 
of Education, 38, 115-131.

50. Kayhan-Pusane, O. (2014). Turkey’s Kurdish opening: Long awaited achievements and 
failed expectations. Turkish Studies, 15, 81-99.

51. Keyman, E. F., & Ozkirimli, U. (2013). The ‘Kurdish question’ revisited: Modernity, na-
tionalism, and citizenship in Turkey. In F. Bilgin & A. Sarihan (Eds.), Understanding Tur-
key’s Kurdish question (pp. 47-56). Plymouth: Lexington Books.

52. Kirisci, K. (2011). The Kurdish issue in Turkey: Limits of European Union reform. South 
European Society and Politics, 16, 335-349.

53. Koker, L. (2013). Yeni anayasa sürecini izleme raporu: Yeni anayasada temel ilkeler ve 
hükümet sistemi tercihi. İstanbul: TESEV Yayınları.

54. Kolcak, H. (2015a). A new constitution for a stable nation: A constitutional study on 
the long-running Kurdish question in Turkey. Journal of Ethnic and Cultural Studies, 2, 
29-48.

55. Kolcak, H. (2015b). A more but not fully constructed arena: A critical analysis of the 
AKP’s policy toward Kurdish ethno-cultural rights (2002-2014). The Age of Human 
Rights Journal, 5, 63-97.

56. Kolcak, H. (2016). Unϐinished building: Kurdish language rights during the ϐirst AKP 
ruling period from November 2002 to June 2015. Journal on Ethnopolitics and Minority 
Issues in Europe, 15, 26-56.

57. KONDA. (2016). Vatandaşlık araştırması. İstanbul: KONDA Yayınları. 
58. Kurban, D. (2003). Turkey’s path to the European Union. Columbia Human Rights Law 

Review, 35, 151-214.
59. Kurban, D. (2004). Unraveling a trade-off: Reconciling minority rights and full citizen-

ship in Turkey. European Yearbook of Minority Issues, 4, 341-372.
60. Kurban, D., & Ensaroglu, Y. (2010). Kürt sorununun  çözümüne doğru: Anayasal ve yasal 

öneriler. İstanbul: TESEV Yayınları.
61. Kuzu, D. (2016). The politics of identity, recognition and multiculturalism: The Kurds in 

Turkey. Nations and Nationalism, 22, 123-142.



41

Issue 29, October 2019

62. Leezenberg, M. (2016). The ambiguities of democratic autonomy: The Kurdish move-
ment in Turkey and Rojava. Southeast European and Black Sea Studies, 16, 671-690.

63. Marcus, A. (2007). The PKK and the Kurdish ϔight for independence: Blood and belief. 
New York: New York University Press.

64. Morin, A., & Lee, R. (2010). Constitutive discourse of Turkish nationalism: Atatürk’s 
Nutuk and the rhetorical construction of the ‘Turkish people’. Communications Studies, 
61, 485-506.

65. Moustakis, F., & Chaudhuri, R. (2005). Turkish-Kurdish relations and the European 
Union: An unprecedented shift in the Kemalist paradigm. Mediterranean Quarterly, 16, 
77-89.

66. Muller, M., & Linzey, S. (2007). The internally displaced Kurds of Turkey: Ongoing issues 
of responsibility, Redress and resettlement. London: Kurdish Human Rights Project.

67. Mumcu, U. (1992). Kürt-İslam ayaklanması. İstanbul: Tekin Yayınevi.
68. O’Driscoll, D. (2014). Is Kurdish endangered in Turkey? A comparison between the 

politics of linguicide in Ireland and Turkey. Studies in Ethnicity and Nationalism, 14, 
270-288.

69. OHCHR. (2017). Report on the human rights situation in south-east Turkey, July 2015 to 
December 2016. Geneva: OHCRH Publications.

70. Olson, R. (1989). The emergence of Kurdish nationalism and the Sheikh Said rebellion. 
Texas: University of Texas Press.

71. Robins, P. (1993). The overlord state: Turkish policy and the Kurdish issue. Internation-
al Affairs, 69, 657-676.

72. Sevinc, M. (2016, November 4). DEP’lilerin tutuklandığı dönemde, Çarkıfelek’i Tarık 
Tarcan sunuyordu. Diken. Retrieved from http://www.diken.com.tr/deplilerin-tutuk
landigi-donemde-carkifeleki-tarik-tarcan-sunuyordu/.

73. Strohmeier, M. (2003). Crucial images in the presentation of a Kurdish national identity: 
Heroes and patriots, traitors and foes. Leiden: Brill.

74. TESEV. (2012). Anayasaya dair tanım ve beklentiler saha araştırması. İstanbul: TESEV 
 Yayınları.

75. TİHV. (2016). TİHV dokümantasyon merkezi verilerine göre 16 Ağustos 2015-16 Ağus-
tos 2016 tarihleri arasında sokağa çıkma yasakları ve yaşamını yitiren siviller. İstanbul: 
TİHV Yayınları.

76. TİHV. (2017). Curfews in Turkey within the last 2 years since 16 August 2015. İstanbul: 
TİHV Yayınları.

77. Todorova, A. (2015). Turkish security discourses and policies: The Kurdish question. 
Information and Security, 33, 108-121.

78. UKAM. (2013). Kürt sorunu ve çöz üm süreci algı araștırması. İstanbul: UKAM Yayınları. 
79. Ustundag, N. (2015, November 14). Hendeklerden müzakereye. T24. Retrieved Novem-

ber 15, 2015 from http://t24.com.tr/yazarlar/nazan-ustundag/hendeklerden-muzak
ereye,13217.

80. van Bruinessen, M. (1992). Agha, shaikh and state: The social and political structures of 
Kurdistan. London: Zed Books.



42

Conϔlict Studies Quarterly

81. van Bruinessen, M. (1993). Kürdistan üzerine yazılar. İstanbul: İletişim Yayınları.
82. van Bruinessen, M. (2000). Mullas, suϔis and heretics: The role of religion in Kurdish so-

ciety (Collected articles). İstanbul: The ISIS Press.
83. Villellas, A. (2013). New peace talks in Turkey: Opportunities and challenges in conϐlict 

resolution. Insight Turkey, 15, 19-26.
84. Weiss, M. (2016). From constructive engagement to renewed estrangement? Securiti-

zation and Turkey’s deteriorating relations with its Kurdish minority. Turkish Studies, 
17, 567-598.

85. Xypolia, I. (2016). Racist aspects of modern Turkish nationalism. Journal of Balkan and 
Near Eastern Studies, 18, 111-124.

86. Yanarocak, H. E. C. (2016). Turkish staatsvolk vs. Kurdish identity: Denial of the Kurds 
in Turkish school textbooks. The Journal of the Middle East and Africa, 7, 405-419.

87. Yanmis, M. (2016). Resurgence of the Kurdish conϔlict in Turkey: How Kurds view It. 
Washington, DC: Rethink Institute.

88. Yayman, H. (2011). Şark meselesinden demokratik açılıma: Türkiye’nin Kürt sorunu 
hafızası. Ankara: SETA Yayınları. 

89. Yegen, M. (1996). The Turkish state discourse and the exclusion of Kurdish identity. 
Middle Eastern Studies, 32, 216-229.

90. Yegen, M. (1999). The Kurdish question in Turkish state discourse. Journal of Contem-
porary History, 34, 555-568.

91. Yegen, M. (2007). Turkish nationalism and the Kurdish question. Ethnic and Racial 
Studies, 30, 119-51.

92. Yegen, M. (2009). Prospective Turks or pseudo citizens: Kurds in Turkey. The Middle 
East Journal, 63, 597-615.

93. Yegen, M. (2011). The Kurdish question in Turkey: Denial to recognition. In M. Casier, 
& J. Jongerden (Eds.), Nationalisms and politics in Turkey: Political Islam, Kemalism and 
the Kurdish issue (pp. 67-84). London: Routledge.

94. Yegen, M. (2016a). The Turkish left and the Kurdish question. Journal of Balkan and 
Near Eastern Studies, 18, 157-176.

95. Yegen, M. (2016b). Armed struggle to peace negotiations: Independent Kurdistan to 
democratic autonomy, or the PKK in context. Middle East Critique, 25, 365-383.

96. Zeydanlioglu, W. (2008). The white Turkish man’s burden: Orientalism, Kemalism and 
the Kurds in Turkey. In: G. Rings, & A. Ife (Eds.), Neo-colonial mentalities in contempo-
rary Europe? Language and discourse in the construction of identities (pp. 155-174). 
Newcastle upon Tyne: Cambridge Scholars Publishing.

97. Zeydanlioglu, W. (2009). Torture and Turkiϐication in the Diyarbakır Military Prison. 
In W. Zeydanlioglu, & and J. T. Parry (Eds.), Rights, citizenship & torture: Perspectives on 
evil, law and the state (pp. 73-92). Oxford: Inter-Disciplinary Press.

98. Zeydanlioglu, W. (2012). Turkey’s Kurdish language policy. International Journal of the 
Sociology of the Language, 217, 99-125.

99. Zurcher, E. (2003). Turkey: A modern history. London: I.B. Tauris.


