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The main message in the election campaign conducted by the Justice and Development 
Party toward the snap parliamentary elections held in Turkey on November 1, 2015 was 
the need to restore stability to the country. The argument was that one of the main 
reasons for the lack of tranquility in Turkey and the relative stagnation experienced by 
the country’s economy recently was the Justice and Development Party’s failure to win a 
large enough majority in the June 2015 elections to form a government without coalition 
partners. The issue of governance and the need to jumpstart the economy were also 
principal factors cited by Turkish President Recep Tayyip Erdogan to justify his effort to 
turn the governmental system in Turkey from a parliamentary democracy to a presidential 
regime. The stability argument persuaded many voters who voted in the previous 
elections for the Nationalist Movement Party or for the pro-Kurdish Peoples’ Democratic 
Party to change their votes and vote for the Justice and Development Party. 

The impressive replay in the recent elections of the achievement attained by the Justice 
and Development Party in the 2011 elections, when the party won almost 50 percent of 
the votes, reflects the continuing trend of its electoral success, evident since it was 
founded. From this perspective, the June 2015 elections, when the party’s support fell for 
the first time and earned it only 41 percent of the votes, were an exception. The gamble 
by Erdogan, who undermined the coalition talks following the June elections and dragged 
the country into another election round, was successful, and even surprised his 
supporters. The Justice and Development Party was expected to regain the votes of some 
of its voters who had stayed home in the June elections because they were dissatisfied 
with the plan to change the political system, but then became alarmed at the weakening of 
the party. It was also believed that the Justice and Development Party would be able to 
make inroads among those who voted for the nationalist party, given the tough policy 
adopted by the government toward the Kurds since the June election, but the drop of 
more than 4 percent in the support for this party (from 16 percent in June to 12 percent in 
the November elections) was significant. The more surprising aspect of the election 
results was the Justice and Development Party’s success in regaining the support of 
religiously devout Kurdish voters, who had supported Erdogan in the past, but who voted 
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almost unanimously for the pro-Kurdish party in June 2015 (support for this party fell 
from 13 percent to 11 percent). 

From an internal perspective, along with the advantages of regained political stability, the 
negative trends of restrictions on freedom of speech and freedom of the press, persecution 
of opposition groups, and Erdogan’s growing autocratic tendencies are expected to 
continue. Political stability may encourage foreign investment in the country; on the other 
hand, structural problems and growing government intervention in the economy are liable 
to continue and in turn deter foreign investors. As for the peace process with the Kurds, 
which collapsed in July 2015, it appears that as of now, there are a number of factors that 
could expedite its resumption, even if not immediately. The mandate given by almost 50 
percent of the population to the Justice and Development Party could encourage it to 
adopt a more proactive policy in this context. At the same time, the return of some of the 
religiously devout Kurds as Justice and Development Party voters, resulting in the 
weakening of the pro-Kurdish party, could encourage the negotiations that took place in 
the past between government representatives and Abdullah Ocalan, the leader of the 
militant Kurdish nationalist organization, the Kurdish Workers Party (PKK). For the 
PKK, the strengthening of the pro-Kurdish party in the June election was regarded as a 
questionable development that could be at its expense. 

Regarding foreign policy, the picture is complicated by the many challenges facing 
Turkey, following the upheaval in the Middle East, as well as the crisis in relations 
between Russia and the West. Even before the elections, the terrorist attacks carried out 
in Turkish territory by individuals identified with the Islamic State led to closer 
collaboration between Turkey and the United States and permission by Ankara to the 
coalition fighting against the Islamic State to operate from bases in Turkish territory. At 
the same time, the United States and Turkey are divided on the advance of the Syrian 
Kurds against the Islamic State. While the Americans regard the Syrian Kurds as allies, 
the Turks perceive them as a threat and affiliated with the PKK. 

Where relations with the European Union are concerned, for the first time in many years, 
Turkey has a bargaining chip in its deliberations with the EU. The EU’s need for Turkish 
help in stemming the flow of refugees into Europe led to the visit by German Chancellor 
Angela Merkel to Turkey some two weeks before the elections. Merkel promised 3 
billion euros in financial aid for Turkey; she also promised progress in eliminating the 
visa requirement for Turkish citizens visiting Europe and the start of negotiations on new 
chapters in the process of Turkey’s accession to the EU. In addition to Merkel’s visit, the 
postponement until after the elections of the publication of the annual report on progress 
in the process of Turkey’s accession to the EU, given the critical attitude in the report to 
the state of the rule of law in Turkey and the politicization of the public sector, was 
regarded as part of the European efforts to improve relations with the Justice and 
Development Party and Erdogan. 
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Political stability in Turkey is an essential condition – though not the only one – for 
progress in the rebuilding of relations between Israel and Turkey. One reason is that a 
possible agreement with Israel will probably require approval from the Turkish 
parliament, which could have been more difficult to achieve had the Justice and 
Development Party been weakened. The party’s dizzying success in effect gives it a 
blank check to pursue any foreign policy issue it wishes. It remains to be seen, for 
example, whether Israel’s greater openness toward Gaza Strip reconstruction efforts will 
be regarded by Turkey as sufficient grounds for adopting a slightly more positive attitude 
toward Israel. At the same time, it also remains to be seen whether the expected 
governmental stability in Turkey, combined with the domination of the Justice and 
Development Party until at least 2019, will encourage or deter Israeli Prime Minister 
Benjamin Netanyahu from making progress toward rebuilding relations with Turkey.       

 

 


