{!"r i{’?- -‘1& Copyright © 2017 T.C. Genglik ve Spor Bakanligi ISSN 2147-8473
\f = -,:.f http://genclikarastirmalari.gsb.gov.tr/ Basvuru | 29 Eyliil 2017
ol GaraCLE v WOl L
“5__._ = Genglik Arastirmalari Dergisi « Kasim 2017 « 5(13) « 149-158 Kabul | 10 Ekim 2017
e o

Genclerin Secilme Yasinin
18’e Indirilmesi Konusundaki
Gériislerinin incelenmesi
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Bu arastirmanin amaci genclerin secilme yasinin 18’e indirilmesi konusundaki géruslerini incelemek-
tir. Bu arastirmanin drneklemini, 2016-2017 egitim-6gretim yilinda Kirsehir Ahi Evran Universitesi’n-
de ve Ankara Yildinm Beyazit Universitesi’nde 6grenim géren 60 dgrenci olusturmaktadir. Nitel veri
toplama teknigi ile gerceklestirilen bu arastirmada, yar yapilandirimis gérisme teknigi kullaniimistir.
Arastirmada veri toplama araci olarak arastirmacilar tarafindan gelistirilen yari yapilandiriimis goris-
me formu kullanilmistir. Bu ¢alisma, Universite égrencilerinin secilme yasinin 18’e indiriimesi konu-
sundaki goruslerini ve yapilan bu degisikligin onlarin gelecek hedeflerini nasil etkiledigini incelemistir.
Arastirma sonucu, Universite 6grencilerinin segilme yasinin 18’e indirilmesi ve gelecek hedeflerini
etkilemesi konusunda farkl goriislere sahip oldugunu ortaya koymustur.
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Abstract

The purpose of research what the views of young people on the reduction of their elected age to 18.
The sample of this research consists of 60 students studying in Kirgehir Ahi Evran University and
Ankara Yildinm Beyazid University in the academic year of 2016-2017. Semi-structured interview
technique was used in this research which was dealt with by qualitative data collection technique.
The semi-structured interview form developed by the researchers was used as data collection tool
in the research. This study examined the views of university students on the issue of reducing the
age of elected to 18, and at the same time examined how this change affected young people’s future
plans. The outcome of the study revealed that the reduction of university students’ age of election
to 18 had different views on influencing their current and future goals.

Keywords: Teenager, Elected Age.

Girig

Avrupa’nin en geng niifusuna sahip olan tlkelerinden birisi olan Turkiye’de, secilme yasi
tartismalar gegmisten giniimize kadar siregelmistir. 1924 Anayasasinda belirlenen 30
secilme yasi uygulamasi 1961 ve 1982 anayasalarinda devam etmis; 2006 yilinda AK Parti
tarafindan verilen yasa degisikligi teklifiyle kabul edilmis olan 5551 sayili yasa ile 25’e
dusurdimUstur. Bu tarihten itibaren secgilme yasi konusundaki tartismalar bitmemis ve son
olarak AK Parti ve Milliyet¢i Hareket Partisi tarafindan hazirlanan anayasa degisikligi pa-
ketinde secilme yasinin 18’e indiriimesi istenmistir. Gerceklesen 16 Nisan 2017 anayasa
degisikligi referandumu ile de bu degisiklik gerceklesmistir.

Secilme yasinin 2006 yilinda 30’dan 25’e indirilmesinden sonra gerceklesen 2011 genel
secimlerinde, Turkiye Blyuk Millet Meclisi’'nde gen¢ milletvekillerine yer verilmistir. 24.
Doénem TBMM 2011 albimiindeki verilere gbre toplam vekil sayisinin 550 oldugu mecliste
say itibariyle milletvekillerinin 1’i 75 yas Uzeri, 23’0 65-74 yas araliginda, 359’u 45-64 yas
araliginda, 143’0 35-44 yas araliginda ve en genci 27 yasinda AK Parti’den milletvekili
olmak Uzere 24’ 25-34 yas araligindadir.

1982 anayasasi yUrirlige girmesiyle birlikte sirekli siyasi tartismalarin odaginda yer al-
mistir. Toplumsal ve siyasi alanda yasanan sorunlarin kaynagi olarak bu 1982 anayasasi
gosterilmistir (Coskun, 2017). Bu kapsamda birgok siyasi parti bu anayasay degistirmek
istediklerini se¢im sureclerinde dile getirmislerdir. 2011 genel segimlerinden sonra mec-
listeki siyasi partiler anayasa degisikligi icin gértismeler yapmiglardir fakat bazi konularda-
ki uyusmazliklardan dolayi anayasa degisikligi konusunda herhangi bir adim atilamamuistir.
2016 yilinin sonlarina dogru AK Parti ile Milliyetgi Hareket Partisi anayasa degisikligi konu-
sunda uzlagsmaya varmiglar ve hazirladiklari degisiklik paketini 16 Nisan 2017 referandu-
mu ile halka sunmuslardir. Bu anayasa degisikligi paketinin en dnemli degisikliklerinden
bir tanesi de secilme yasinin 25’den 18’e indiriimesidir. Boyle bir degisikligin yapilmasinin
istenmesi; Turkiye’nin geng bir nlifusa sahip olmasindan ve bu geng nlfusun siyasette
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etkin rol almasiyla birlikte siyasetin genclesecegdi ve dinamiklesecegindendi. Bir bagka
nedeni ise segme ve secilme yaslar arasindaki uyumsuzlugu gidermek istemekti.

Bu degisiklige muhalefet partileri; 18 yasindaki bir bireyin milletvekili olabilecek donanima
sahip olmadigini ve milletvekilligi gibi zor bir gbrevin 18 yasindaki bir birey icin ¢ok zor
oldugu iddiasiyla karsi ¢cikmiglardir. 16 Nisan 2017 tarihinde yapilan halk oylamasi sonu-
cunda anayasa degisikligi paketi %51,41 ile kabul edilmistir.

Diinyadaki secilme yaslariyla ilgili TBMM Arastirma Merkezi’'nin yaptidi ¢calismada; Al-
manya, Avustralya, Avusturya, Bosna Hersek, Cin, Danimarka, Fransa, Finlandiya, Giiney
Afrika, Hollanda, ispanya, isveg, isvigre, Kiba, Macaristan, Makedonya, Sirbistan, Mo-
zambik, Norveg, Portekiz, Uganda, Yeni Zelanda gibi Ulkelerin aralarinda bulundugu 45
Ulkede secgilme yasinin 18 oldugu, 60 Ulkede segilme yasinin 25 oldugu ve 8 (ilkede de 30
oldugu ortaya koyulmustur (Haber 7, 2012).

Bircok gelismis Ulkenin secgilme yasinin 18 olmasi ve Turkiye’nin gittikce gelisen Ulke-
ler arasinda yer almasiyla birlikte secilme yasiyla ilgili atimis bu adimin yerinde oldugu
sdylenebilir. Ayni zamanda Turkiye tarihinde birgcok gencin devlet ydénetmesi ve blyuk
zaferlere imza atmasi, son olarak da 15 Temmuz Hain Darbe Girisimi’nde genclerin gos-
terdigi blyUk gayret, caba ve zafer kamuoyunda, gencligin siyasi anlamda kendini temsil
yeterliligine haiz oldugu kanisini olusturmustur.

Secme ve secilme yaslar arasindaki uyumsuzluk da gii¢li demokrasi anlaminda bir tehdit
olarak ulkelerin karsisina ¢cikmaktadir. 18 yasindaki bir bireyin kendisini ydnetebilecek ki-
sileri segebilmesi fakat lUlkeyi ydnetememesi demokratik anlamda bir eksiklik olarak Ulke-
lerin karsisina ¢gikmaktadir. Ayni zamanda bu durum genclerin parlamentoda temsiliyetini
de distrmektedir.

Secilme yasinin 18’e duslrilmesi; siyasetin genglesmesine ve dinamiklesmesine, gencle-
rin milletvekili secilmese bile yerelde veya aday adaylik sireciyle siyaseti tanimalarina ve
tecriibe kazanmasina olanak saglamaktadir. Ayni zamanda parlamento Uyelerinin yaslar-
nin yliksek olmasi parlamentoda daha radikal ve uzun soluklu kararlarin alinmasini gligles-
tirmektedir. Ciinkl yasin ilerlemesiyle birlikte bireyler muhafazakarlasmaktadirlar. Muhafa-
zakarlik kendi icinde ¢ farkl sekilde agiklanabilir. Birincisi, dindarlasmak; ikincisi, statiiko
taraftarligi; Ggiinciist de sahip olunan gérislerin pekismesidir (Sitembdlikbasi, 2001).

Secilme yasinin 18’e indirilmesi bazi kesimler tarafindan olumsuz olarak degerlendiriimek-
te, yeterli mesleki bilgi ve donanima, hayat tecriibesine sahip olmayan bireylerin milletve-
kili olamayacagini dile getirmektedirler. Erken yasta secilen milletvekillerin siyasi olgunlu-
ga erisemedikleri icin parlamentonun kalitesini dislreceklerine inaniimaktadir. Fakat bir
milletvekili adayinin 18 yasinda olsa dahi onu segenin halk oldugu ve bu kisilerin secimle
goreve geldikleri unutulmaktadir. Bir gencin milletvekili olamasa bile milletvekilligi aday
adaylik sUrecinden ge¢gmesi veya aday olup secilememesi gence siyasi tecriibe kazan-
dirmaktadir.
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Bu bilgiler 1siginda genglerin segilme yasinin 18’e indirilmesi konusundaki gérislerinin in-
celenmesi blyilik 6nem tasimaktadir. Bu kapsamda arastirmamiz; 16 Nisan 2017 referan-
dumu ile 18’e indirilen secilme yasi konusundaki gorislerinin incelenmesi ve bu degisik-
ligin onlarin gelecek hedeflerini hangi yonde etkiledigini belirlemek amaciyla yapilmistir.

Yontem

Arastirmanin bu bdlimiinde ¢alisma grubu, ¢alismada kullanilan veri toplama araci, veri-
len toplanmasi ve analizine yer verilmektedir.

Nitel veri toplama teknikleri ile ele alinan bu arastirmada, yar yapilandiriimis gériisme tek-
nigi kullanilmigtir. Nitel arastirmalar, Urlinlerden ya da ¢iktilardan daha ¢ok sireg ile ilgilen-
mektedir. Dolayisiyla nitel arastirmalarda anlamlar &nem tasimaktadir (Merriam,1988: Akt.
Yilmaz & Altinkurt, 2011). Yan yapilandinimis gérismeler ise sahip oldugu belli dizeydeki
standarth@ ve esnekligi nedeniyle, yazmaya ve doldurmaya dayal testler ve anketlerdeki
sinirliidi ortadan kaldirmasi ve belirli bir konuda derinlemesine bilgi edinmeye yardimci
olmasi (Yildinm & Simsek, 2003) nedeniyle arastirmacilar tarafindan siklikla tercih edil-
mektedir. Yar yapilandinimig gérismeler ne tam yapilandiriimig gérismeler kadar kati, ne
de yapilandiriimamig gériismeler kadar esnektir, iki u¢ arasinda yer almaktadir. Arastirma-
cilara bu esnekligi sagladigi i¢in yari yapilandiriimis gérisme teknigi kullanilimigtir.

Orneklem

Bu arastirmanin érneklemini, 2016-2017 egitim-6gretim yilinda Kirsehir Ahi Evran Univer-
sitesinde ve Ankara Yildinm Beyazit Universitesinde farkli programlarda &grenim géren
18-25 yas araligindaki 60 6grenci olusturmaktadir.

Tablo 1. Katiimcilarin Demografik Ozellikleri

Yas N
18 4
19 17
20 12
21 11
22 10
23 6

Toplam 60

Veri Toplama Araci

Arastirmada veri toplama araci olarak yar yapilandiriimis gériisme formu kullanilimistir.
Gorusme formunda, “genclerin secilme yasinin 18’e indiriimesi konusundaki dustnceleri
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ve bu degisikligin onlarin gelecek hedeflerini nasil etkiledigini’’ belirlemek i¢in 2 soru bu-
lunmaktadir.

Verilerin Toplanmasi

Aragtirmanin verileri, katilimcilarin gérislerini rahat ve objektif bir sekilde ifade edebile-
cekleri sakin bir ortamda gerceklesmistir.

Verilerin Analizi

Aragtirma verilerinin ¢ézimlenmesinde betimsel analiz ve igerik analizi teknikleri kullanil-
mistir. Betimsel analiz; elde edilen verilerin daha dnceden belirlenen temalara gére 6zet-
lenip yorumlandigi, gorusillen bireylerin gorislerinin garpici bir bigcimde yansitmak ama-
ciyla sik sik dogrudan alintilarin kullanildigi ve elde edilen sonuglarin neden-sonug iligkileri
gercevesinde yorumlandigi analiz teknigidir (Yildinm & Simsek, 2003). Veriler Office Word
programinda olusturulan tablolara girilmis ve ardindan tam metine eklenmistir. Verilerin
analizinde birinci soru igin verilen cevaplar olumlu, olumsuz ve gift yénli olarak siniflan-
dinlmis; ikinci soruya verilen cevaplar ise etkiledi ve etkilemedi olarak siniflandinimistir.
Tirk Dil Kurumu Gincel Tirkge S6zIUga 'ne gbre olumlu kelimesi, “gdzetilen amaca veya
beklenilene uygun, yararl, muspet, pozitif; onaylayan, kabul eden, lehte olan”; olumsuz
kelimesi ise “yapici ve yararli olmayan, hi¢cbir sonuca ulagsmayan, gdzetilen amaca veya
beklenilene uygun olmayan, menfi, negatif; onaylamayan, kabul etmeyen, aleyhte olan”
anlamina gelmektedir. Bu dogrultuda segilme yasinin 18’e indirilmesine y®nelik olumlu
tutumlar segilme yasinin lehine ifade edilen pozitif katilimci géruslerini; olumsuz tutumlar
ise secilme yasinin aleyhinde dile getirilen negatif katiimci gérislerini ifade etmektedir.
Cift yonlG tutumlar ise hem olumlu hem olumsuz gérislerin ifade edildigi tutumlar ola-
rak tanimlanmigtir. Tirk Dil Kurumu Gincel Turkce S6zIigu ‘ne gore etkiledi kelimesi,
“etkiye ugratmak, tesir etmek; karsisindaki kisiyi kendi duygu ve istekleri dogrultusuna
yodneltmek’’; etkilememek ise etkiledi sdzctuginun tam tersi olarak ifade edilmistir (Ttrk
Dil Kurumu, 2017).

Bulgular

Katilimcilarin gérusleri, gizlilik esasina dayanilarak, gercek isimleri verilmeden takma isim-
leri ile verilmistir. Arastirmanin bu bdliminde, gériisme formunda yer alan sorulara verilen
yanitlar ele alinmigtir.

Secilme Yasinin 18’e indirilmesi Konusundaki Genel Goriisler

Alinan cevaplar dogrultusunda katilimcilarin segilme yasinin 18’e indiriimesi konusundaki
gorisleri olumlu, olumsuz ve ¢ift yénll tutumlar olmak Gzere siniflandinimistir. Katilim-
cilarin secilme yasinin 18’e indirilmesi konusundaki gérusleri Tablo 2°de yer almaktadir.
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Tablo 2. Katiimcilarin Secilme Yasinin 18’e indirilmesi Konusundaki Gériisleri

Olumlu 39
Gift Yonlu 6
Olumsuz 15

Toplam 60

Secilme Yasinin 18’e indirilmesi Konusundaki Olumlu Gériisler

Katiimcilarin otuz dokuz tanesi secilme yasinin 18’e indiriimesi konusunda olumlu gérise
sahiptir. Ahi Evran Universite’sinden on dokuz, Ankara Yildinm Beyazit Universitesi’nden
yirmi kisi secilme yasinin 18’e indirilmesi konusunda olumlu gérise sahiptir.

Ahi Evran Universitesi’nden “Faruk” takma isimli bir katilimci gérislerini su sekilde be-
lirtmistir: “Milletimiz tarihinden aldigr glic ve kudretle ilerlemis ve gelecegine ydn vermis-
tir. Orta Asya’dan Anadolu’ya kadar ki Tirk Devletlerinin gencleri yénetimde yer almis
ve tarihler yazmislardir. Cumhuriyetin kurucusu Mustafa Kemal Atatlirk’te genclere bliyik
énem vermistir. Simdi ise cumhurbaskanimiz Recep Tayyip Erdogan genclere gcok énem
vermekte ve gelecegdin genclerin elinde oldugunu dile getirmektedir. Ge¢tigimiz yil yasadi-
gimiz 15 Temmuz Hain Darbe Girisiminde de gencler en 6n saflarda yer almis ve bu llke
icin canlarini feda etmislerdir. Yine siyasette genclerin yer almasiyla birlikte siyasetin etkin
bir rol kazanacagi ve dinamiklesecegini diisiinmekteyim. Bu minvalde gerceklesen bu de-
gisikligi yerinde ve dogru bir adim olarak degerlendiriyorum.”

Ankara Yildinm Beyazit Universitesi’nden “Seyyah” takma isimli bir katiimci gériislerini
su sekilde belirtmistir: “Ulkemizde birgok alanda Tiirk Gengliginin fail olma 6zelligi toplu-
mumuz tarafindan kabul gérilmus bir durumdur. Birgok farkl konuda én planda olan Turk
Gengliginin siyasal arenada temsili yet noktasinda yas sinin gibi bir problemle karsilas-
masi dogru degildir. irade kavraminin anayasal gergevede kullaniima yas 18’dir. Bu sinir
dogrudan secilme hakkinin da kullanilabilmesini beraberinde getirmesidir. Nitekim dyle de
olmustur. Genglik, tecriibe haricinde; dinamizm, zindelik, gi¢, gelecege dair aginan umut,
heyecan gibi duygularin ve fiziki unsurlarin en Ust seviyede oldugu, yasamin bir evresi-
dir. Gengligin gelecege yonelik ufku agik goris ve dislnceleri vatanimiza ve milletimize
ciddi anlamda katki saglayacaktir. Cumhuriyet, Ulu dnderimiz tarafindan Turk Gengligine
emanet edilmistir. Bu genglik her yerde oldugu gibi yénetim kadrolarinda tzerine diisen
vazifeyi layikiyla ifa edecektir.”

Ahi Evran Universitesi’nden “Ertan” takma isimli bir katilimei gériislerini su sekilde dile
getirmistir: “Genclerin 6zgdr iradelerini kullanmalarinin, sorumluluk bilincinin arttigini gér-
mekteyiz. Kararli ve istikrarli bir neslin insasinda se¢cme yetkisini kullanan bir bireyin secil-
meden mahrum birakilmasi zaten akil disiydi. Bu ylzden bu degisikligi olumlu ve dogru bir
karar olarak gériiyorum.”
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Ankara Yildinm Beyazit Universitesi'nden “ED” takma isimli bir katilimci gériglerini su
sekilde belirtmistir: “Ben 20 yasinda bir Gniversite égrencisiyim. Hedeflerimin bilincinde
savundugum dogrularin arkasindayim. Bilirim ki Sanli Tirk Tarihi birgok fethi binyesinde
barindirmaktadir. Nice Sanli Tirk yigitleri geldi gecti. Cag acti, cag kapatti. 21. Yizyin
fethi ise yine biz gencler sayesinde sahlanacak biiznillah. Bu dedisiklik; 14 yasinda Istan-
bul’u fethetmeyi aklina koymus Fatih’i, 15 Temmuz’da 7’sinden 70°’ne tanklan durduran
Aziz Milletimizi sahlandirmamiz igin bize verilmis bir sereftir. Biz 18 yasinda secilme hakki
taninan gencler olarak bu duruma tahammdlli olmayanlara karsi yetisen Tlrk gencligiyiz.
Hak yolunda en dogruya zaferle...”

Secilme Yasinin 18’e indirilmesi Konusundaki Cift Yonlii Goriisler

Katiimcilarin alti tanesi segilme yasinin 18’e indirilmesi konusunda olumlu ve olumsuz
gériise sahiptir. Ahi Evran Universite’sinden (i¢, Ankara Yildirnm Beyazit Universitesi’nden
U¢ kisi secilme yasinin 18’e indiriimesi konusunda ¢ift yonli gérise sahiptir.

Ahi Evran Universitesi’nden “Hamit” takma isimli bir katilimci gériislerini su sekilde ifade
etmistir: “Cok gerekli ve glzel buluyorum. Clnkii gelismis llkelerde secgilme yasi diisiik
seviyededir. Ama llkemizde uygulanacagini distinmedigim icin gereksiz bir karar olarak
gériyorum. Daha énceki secilme yasi 25 idi. Fakat Turkiye Blylk Millet Meclisi’nde 25
yasinda hicbir vekil ve adayi yoktu. Uygulanirsa gizel bir sistem fakat uygulanabilecegini
dasinmiyorum.”

Ankara Yildinm Beyazit Universitesi’nden “Kizil Firtina” takma isimli bir katiimci gérisle-
rini su sekilde belirmistir: “ Dogru karari verecek yasta olabilecegini disiinsem bile yeterli
bilgi sahibi olmadidini ve objektif bakmak icin fazla erken oldugunu en azindan (niversite
ya da sosyal yasam ile biraz daha kendini egitip ona gére karar vermeyi gerektigini dligii-
nilyorum. 18 yas benim icin toplum icin artik istedigini yapabilme yasi olsa da yeterince
objektif olup olaylara nesnel bakmak icin yeterli bir yas degildir. Clink( henliz sudan ¢cikmig
balik misali liseden mezun olmak ve hayata dair bir seyler bilse bile bazi kavramlar yeterin-
ce 6grenmemekten kaynakli bir durum oldugunu disiniyorum. Kendi bireysel ¢cevresinde
yasanan hayat disinda sosyal, kiltiirel yasaminda gérdiigi dogu ve bati bélgelerinin sehir-
lerinde yasanan tecriibelere dayanarak konusmak gerekirse objektif olmamak iyi olabilir.
Cunku lisede gérilen egitim disinda kendini bos vakitlerde degerlendirip yeterli bilgi sahibi
olup égrense bile en azindan biraz daha tecriibe eklemesi gerektigini diisiiniyorum. Cok
blylik yas olmasina gerek yok ama 18 olmaz 20 olur gibi.”’

Secilme Yasinin 18’e indirilmesi Konusundaki Olumsuz Gériisler

Katiimcilarin on bes tanesi secilme yasinin 18’e indiriimesi konusunda olumsuz gérise
sahiptir. Ahi Evran Universite’sinden sekiz, Ankara Yildinm Beyazit Universitesi’nden yedi
kisi secilme yasinin 18’e indirilmesi konusunda olumsuz gérise sahiptir.
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Ahi Evran Universitesi’nden “Haydar” takma isimli bir katiimci gérislerini su sekilde be-
lirtmistir: “Dogru bulmuyorum. Clnki tecriibenin bilgiden daha énemli oldugunu ddsind-
yorum. Bilgi olarak donanimlari karsilasa da secim konusunda sikintilar yasayabilecegini ve
yanlig kararlar verebilecegini diistiniiyorum.”’

Ankara Yildinm Beyazit Universitesi’nden “Hayat” takma isimli bir katiimci gérislerini su
sekilde ifade etmistir: “Milletvekili yas sinirini asagi ceken madde sorulari da beraberinde
getirmistir. Henlz yeterli donanima ve hayat tecribesine sahip olmayan genclerimiz lilkeyi
y8netme konusunda ne kadar basarili olabilir? Bu diizenlenmeyle “Avrupa’da secilme yasi
18” gibi cimlelerle bas basa kallyoruz. Fakat yénetim konusunda en bliyiik etkiye sahip
olan egitim konusunu karsilastirmaya gelince herkes sus pus oysa Osmanli Devleti zama-
ninda Ulkeyi yénetecek insanlarin gectikleri egitimi hepimiz biliyoruz. Tim bunlara bakacak
olursak egitim sistemimizdeki aksakliklar diizeltilmeden béyle bir diizenlemenin yapilmasi-
ni dogru bulmuyorum.”

Ankara Yildinm Beyazit Universitesi’nden “Hiilog” takma isimli bir katiimci gériislerini su
sekilde ifade etmisgtir: “ Meclise girecek olan kisilerin tecriibe acgisindan yeterli olmasi
gerekir. Liseden yeni mezun olmusg bir kisinin bu yetkiye sahip olacagini ve savunmasi
gereken vatandaslarin ve onlarin haklanini yeteri kadar savunamayacagini disiniyorum.
En azindan UGniversite egitimi alip gerekli olan bilgi birikimini saglamasi gerekiyor. 18 ya-
sindaki bir gen¢ kendinden bekleneni karsilayamaz. Secilecek olan milletvekilinin kendini
bir sekilde kanitlamasi gerekir. Bu da belli bir zaman birikimi ve egitimle gerceklegir ayrica
Kkurstye cikip yapacadi konusmada da bunu yansitmasi gerekir. Simdiki meclis ortamina
baktigimizda isini layikiyla yapan ve bu ise gercekten yillarini vermis bazi milletvekillerini
gérebiliyoruz bunlarin arasina girecek olan oldukga kl¢lk bir bireyin bu ortamda pasif
kalacagini disdniyorum.”

Ahi Evran Universitesi’nden “PDR’Ci’’ takma isimli bir katilimci gériislerini su sekilde ifa-
de etmistir: “Ben dogru bulmuyorum. 18 yasindaki bir birey henliz hayatinin basindadir.
Tecribe, egitim ve olgunluk olarak devleti yénetme konusunda yetersiz olacagini diistini-
yorum.”

Secilme Yasinin 18’e indirilmesinin Genglerin Gelecek Hedefini
Etkilemesi Konusundaki Genel Gorligler

Alinan cevaplar dogrultusunda katilimcilarin segilme yasinin 18’e indiriimesi ile gelecek
hedeflerini etkilemesi konusundaki goérisleri etkiledi ve etkilemedi olmak Uzere siniflandi-
rilmistir. Katiimcilarin secilme yasinin 18’e indirilmesi konusundaki gorusleri Tablo 3’de
yer almaktadir.
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Genglerin Secilme Yasinin 18'e Indirilmesi Konusundaki Goriislerinin Incelenmesi

Tablo 3. Katilimcilarnin Segilme Yasinin 18’e indirilmesi ile Gelecek Hedeflerini
Etkilemesi Konusundaki Goriigleri

Etkiledi 31

Etkilemedi 29

Secilme Yasinin 18’e indirilmesinin Genglerin Gelecek Hedeflerini
Etkilemesi Konusundaki Etkileyen Goriigler

Katilimcilarin otuz bir tanesi secilme yasinin 18’e indiriimesinin gelecek hedeflerini et-
kilemesi konusunda etkiledi gériisiine sahiptir. Ahi Evran Universite’sinden on, Ankara
Yildinm Beyazit Universitesi’nden yirmi bir kisi secilme yaginin 18’e indirimesinin gelecek
hedeflerini etkilemesi konusunda etkiledi gértsiine sahiptir.

Ahi Evran Universitesi'nden “Firtina” takma isimli bir katiimci bu degisiklikten olumlu
etkilendigini su sekilde ifade etmistir: “Oniimde zaten bir hedefim vardi. Yasimin 23 olma
sebebiyle bu madde bana dogrudan etki etmistir. Genglerin éninin acilacak olmasi he-
deflerine giden yolda bana yardimci olacaktir.”

Ankara Yildinm Beyazit Universitesi’nden “Bulut Cimen” takma isimli bir katiimci bu de-
gisiklikten olumlu etkilendigini su sekilde belirtmistir: “’ Her birey gelecege yénelik hedef-
lere sahiptir ve kimi zaman bu gelecek konusunda kaygiya kapilabilir. Bu durum gayet do-
daldir. Bu kaygi icinde hisseden bliyiik cogunlugu gencler olusturmaktadir. Gengler ifade
ettiklerinin ulasabilmesi ve hayalden cikip tasari oradan da gercek olabilmesinin adimini b
dedisiklikle atabilme yolunu secmistir. Gelecege yénelik kararlarin yasitlar tarafindan su-
nulmasi ve sonrasinda gergeklesmesi elbette olumlu bir sekilde etkileyecektir. Bu degi-
siklik gen¢ insanlarda belirli tutumlan degistirmigtir. Daha sorumlu ve daha bilgili olmaya
istekli genc bireyler yetisecegini umuyorum. Genclerin istekleri ve ifadeleri ile gelecek he-
deflerinin daha da blylyecegdini ve kaygilarin azalacagini diistindiyorum. Bu durum olumiu
yénde beni etkilemigtir.”’

Ahi Evran Universitesi’nden “Haydar”’ takma isimli bir katiimci bu degisiklikten olumuz
etkilendigini su sekilde belirmistir: “Bu degisiklik siyasete olan inancimi dtgiirdi.”

Secilme Yasinin 18’e indirilmesinin Genglerin Gelecek Hedeflerini
Etkilemesi Konusundaki Etkilemeyen Goriisler

Katihmcilarin yirmi dokuz tanesi segilme yasinin 18’e indirilmesinin gelecek hedeflerini
etkilemesi konusunda etkilemedi gériisiine sahiptir. Ahi Evran Universite’sinden yirmi,
Ankara Yildinm Beyazit Universitesi’nden dokuz kisi secilme yasinin 18’e indirilmesinin
gelecek hedeflerini etkilemesi konusunda etkilemedi gérisine sahiptir.
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Ahi Evran Universitesi’nden “Flying Eagle” takma isimli bir katilimci bu degisiklikten etki-
lenmedigini su sekilde ifade etmistir: “Verilen kiymet her ne kadar ortada ise Tirkiye ger-
cekleri bu noktada gencg nifusun evet milletvekili olabilirim demesine hala pek ¢cok engeli
barindinyor. Bu noktada gelecek hedeflerim ile alakall blyik ¢capl degisikliklerin oldugunu
séylemek mimkdn degildir.”

Ankara Yildinm Beyazit Universitesi’nden “Uvercinka” takma isimli bir katilimci bu degi-
siklikten etkilenmedigini su sekilde belirmistir: ©’ Gelecekte llkeme faydali bir birey olmak
istiyorum ama bunu daha farkh bir alanda diisiiniyorum o ylizden se¢men yasi benim
hedeflerimi etkilemiyor. Ama (lke icin zeki, kendine glivenen genclere yardimci olmak is-
terim.”

Sonug ve Oneriler

17 Nisan 2017 Anayasa Degisikligi referandumu ile birlikte anayasamizda degisiklige ug-
rayan segilme yasinin 25’den 18’e indiriimesi konusundaki genclerin gérlslerini ele alan
calismalarin literatiirde bulunmamasi bu calismanin literatlrdeki dnemini arttirmaktadir.
Bu kapsamda bu konu ile ilgili gelecek calismalara da isik tutacagi sdylenebilir.

Genglerin secilme yasinin 25’den 18’e indirilmesi konusundaki goérisleri genel olarak
olumlu olmakla birlikte farkli gériislere sahip olundugu gorilmustar.

Ankara Yildinm Beyazit Universitesi’ndeki katilimcilarin segilme yasina iliskin gérisleri Ahi
Evran Universitesi’ndeki 6grencilere gére daha olumlu oldugu bulunmustur. Yine secilme
yasinin 18’e indirilmesinin genclerin gelecek hedeflerini etkilemede Ankara Yildirnm Beya-
zit Universitesi 6grencilerin lehine oldugu bulunmustur.

Genglerin kendileri ile ilgili gergeklesen bu degisiklige yonelik goérislerinin incelenmesi
onemlidir. Bu siregten sonra siyasi partilerin bu degisikligi g6z 6niinde bulundurarak ¢a-
ismalar yUrttmeleri gerekmektedir.

Bu kapsamda su 6neriler verilebilir:

» Siyasi partiler genclere yonelik siyaset akademileri olusturarak, gencleri siyasetle tanis-
tirmall ve bu konuda gerekli egitimleri vermelidirler.

* Genclerin siyasette tecriibe kazanmalari icin MKYK, MYK ve il yonetimlerine gencler
alinmali ve burada siyasete hazirlanmalidirlar.

* Bu degisiklik ile beraber ylksekdgretim ve ortadgretim programlarina siyaset bilimi ile
ilgili dersler eklenebilir.

« Universitelerin siirekli egitim merkezleri siyaset bilimi ile ilgili temel konular {izerinde
egitimler gergeklestirebilir.

* Genclerin aday adaylik surecine girerek tecriibe kazanmasini saglamak igin siyasi par-
tiler genclere ydnelik har¢ konusunda 6zel indirimler uygulayabilir.
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An Analysis on The Opinions About Lowering The Age of Candidacy
To 18

In Turkey, one of the youngest population in Europe, the debate about the age of candi-
dacy lasted from the past to the present day. The right to be elected at the age of 30, as
set out in the Constitution of 1924, continued in the constitutions of 1961 and 1982. With
the amendment of the law, it was reduced to 25 by Law No. 5551, which was initiated
by the AK Party in 2006. As of this date, the discussions on the age of candidacy have
not ended and finally the age of candidacy in the constitutional amendment package
prepared by the AK Party and the Nationalist Movement Party has been requested to
be lowered to the age of 18. This amendment was also accepted with the constitutional
amendment referendum of 16 April 2017.
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In the 2011 general elections, which took place after the age of candidacy was low-
ered from 30 to 25 in 2006, young parliamentarians were elected to the Turkish Grand
National Assembly. According to the number of parliamentary members whose total
number of proxy is 550 according to the data of the 24th term TBMM 2011, just one
member of the parliament is over 75 years of age, 23 of them between the ages of 65-
74, 359 in the ages of 45-64, 143 in the ages of 35-44 and the youngest is 27-years
old from the AK Party.

With the enactment of the 1982 Constitution, the age of candidacy has always been
at the focus of political debate. The 1982 Constitution was assumed to be a source of
problems in the social and political environment (Coskun, 2017). In this context, many
political parties have expressed during the election process that they want to change
this constitution. After the 2011 general elections, political parties in the parliament
held talks for a constitutional amendment, but no steps were taken about constitu-
tional amendment due to some disputes. Towards the end of 2016 the AK Party and
the Nationalist Movement Party reached a compromise on constitutional amendment
and presented this amendment package to the public on April 16, 2017 referendum.
One of the most important changes of this constitutional amendment package is the
lowering of the age of candidacy from 25 to 18. The aim of such a change is that Tur-
key will have a young population and politics need to become younger and more dy-
namic with the active role of this young population in politics. Another reason was the
desire to avoid the discrepancy between the age of voting and the age of candidacy.

Opposition parties have argued that 18-year-old people are not equipped to be a
deputy and such a difficult task, such as becoming a deputy, is very difficult for an
18-year-old person. As a result of the public vote held on April 16, 2017, the constitu-
tional amendment package was accepted by 51.41% of population.

As the work done by Parliamentary Research Center regarding the election ages in
the world shows in some 45 countries such as Germany, Australia, Austria, Bosnia
and Herzegovina, China, Denmark, France, Finland, South Africa, Netherlands, Spain,
Sweden, Switzerland, Cuba, Hungary, Macedonia, Serbia, Mozambique, Norway,
Portugal, Uganda, New Zealand, the age of candidacy is 18. In some others (60 coun-
tries) the age of candidacy is 25, and 30 in 8 countries (News 7, 2012).

Because the age of candidacy in many developed countries is 18 and Turkey is among
the developing countries, we can claim that the decision about the ages of candidacy
is in place. And also, many young people in the history of Turkey led the government
and had great victories. In addition, the great effort and victory that young people
have shown and grasped in the July 15 Coup Attempt has created the belief that
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young people have the capacity to express themselves politically.

The mismatch between the ages of voting and candidacy is also a threat to countries
in the sense of strong democracy. An 18-year-old person can support and vote for
the people that s/he believes to be competent as a deputy. The idea that s/he cannot
rule the country also undermines youth’s confidence in politics. At the same time, this
situation reduces the representation of young people in parliament.

Lowering the age of candidacy to 18 enables the politics to become rejuvenated and
dynamic. Even if young people were not elected as deputies, they could gain experi-
ence and knowledge of politics in the candidacy periods in local domains or in party
organs. At the same time, the higher age average of members of parliament makes it
more difficult to make more radical and long-term decisions in parliament. Because,
with the advance of age, individuals become conservative. Conservatism can be ex-
plained in three ways in itself. First, to become religious; secondly, the status quo
advocacy; the third is the consolidation of the views held (Sitembdlikbasi, 2001).

Lowering the age of election to 18 is considered by some sectors as negative; people
with adequate professional knowledge and sophistication express that individuals
who do not have life experience cannot be deputies. But even if a deputy candidate
were 18 years old, it would be forgotten that the people who vote for them are these
young people and that these people should have the right to have candidacy. Even
if a young person were not a deputy, even if the deputy passed through the process
of nominating candidates or were unable to be nominated, s/he would gain political
experience at least. It is crucial to examine the views of young people on the issue of
lowering the age of candidacy to 18 in the light of this information. In this context we
investigate the views of young people about the age of candidacy which was lowered
to 18 in the 18th April 2017 referendum, and we discuss to what extent this change
may influence their future plans.

Method

In this part of the study, the study group, the data collection tool used in the study, the
data collection and analysis are included.

In this research, which is achieved through qualitative data collection techniques,
a semi-structured interview technique is used. Obviously, qualitative research deals
with processes more than products or outputs. Therefore, meanings are important in
qualitative researches (Merriam, 1988: Akt. Yilmaz & Altinkurt, 2011). Semi-structured
interviews are often preferred by researchers because of the certain level of standard
and flexibility they have. These interviews are based on writing and filling tests and
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helping to remove the limitations in the questionnaires and to get in-depth knowledge
on a specific topic (Yildinm & Simsek, 2003). Semi-structured calls are between the
two extremes, not as rigid as fully configured calls, nor as unstructured as unstruc-
tured calls. The semi-structured interview technique was used because the research-
er needs this flexibility.

Results

On the basis of confidentiality, the views of the participants are given by their nick-
names, without giving their real names. In this part of the study, the answers given to
the questions in the interview form are addressed.

General Opinions on Lowering the Age of Candidacy to 18

Opinions on lowering the age of candidacy to 18 in the direction of the responses
were classified as positive, negative, and biased attitudes.

Positive Views on Lowering the Age of Candidacy to 18

Thirty-nine of the participants have a positive opinion on the lowering of the age of
candidacy to 18. Nineteen from Ahi Evran University and twenty from Ankara Yildirim
Beyazit University have a positive opinion on the lowering of the age of candidacy to
18.

Ahi Evran University’s “Faruk” alleged his opinion as follows:

“Our nation has advanced with the power it has acquired from its history and has
shaped the future. The youngsters of the Turkish states from Central Asia to Anatolia
have taken part in the administration and written the history. Mustafa Kemal Ataturk,
the founder of the Republic, has given great importance to young people. Now, our
President Recep Tayyip Erdogan gives great importance to young people and ex-
presses that future is in the hands of young people. In the July 15 Coup Attempt that
we experienced last year young people are at the forefront and sacrificed their lives for
this country. | would also think that with the participation of young people in politics,
it will gain an active role and become dynamic. | consider this change as an in-place
and correct step.”

A participant named “Seyyah” from Ankara Yildinm Beyazit University stated his
views as follows:

“In many fields in our country the nature of Turkish youth as a responsible actor is
accepted by our society. It is not true that the Turkish Youth, which is the front-line in

@ Omer Faruk Akbulut ® Edanur Duran



Examination of Opinions on Reducing Young Peaple’s Election Age To 18

many different ways, faces a problem like the age limit in the political arena. The use
of the concept of will in the constitutional framework is the age of 18. The right to use
one’s free will in constitutional base corresponds to the age of 18. This limit should
also have the use of the right of candidacy. Youth is a period that has dynamism,
vitality, power, erosion of hope for the future, excitement and physical aspects at the
highest level but experience. Open-mindedness and the thoughts about the future
of our youth will contribute significantly to our country and nation. The Republic was
entrusted to the Turkish Youth by our Great Leader. This youth will fulfill the duty that
it has in the parliamentarian staff as it does for every aspect.”

From Ahi Evran University, Ertan expressed his views as follows:

“We see that the use of free will of the youth increases the consciousness of respon-
sibility. It was already irrational to deprive an individual who use the right to vote in
the construction of decisive and consistent generations without the right to be candi-
dates. Therefore, | suppose this change as a positive and correct decision”.

A participant, “ED” from Ankara Yildinm Beyazit University stated his views as follows:

ol am a 20 year old university student. | am behind the truths that | defend in the
direction of my goals. | know that glorious Turkish history includes many conquests.
Numerous glorious Turkish warriors had lived. They had started and ended eras. The
conquest of the 21st century will rear up thanks to the young people biiznillah. This
change is an honor given to us to rear up Fatih, who had conceived of conquering
Istanbul at the age of 14 and to cherish our mighty nation who stopped the tanks in
the ages from 7 to 70 on July 15th. We, who are given the right to be candidates at the
age of 18, are the Turkish youth who grow up against those who do not tolerate the
situation. In the light of Hak to the right with viéctories...

Bi-directional Opinion on Lowering the Age of Candidacy to 18

Six of the participants have both positive and negative views on lowering the age
of candidacy to 18. Three from Ahi Evran University and three from Ankara Yildirm
Beyazit University have two-way views.

‘Hamit’ from Ahi Evran University expressed his views as follows:

o | suppose it very necessary and nice. Because in developed countries the age of
candidacy is low. But since | do not think it will be implemented in our country, | im-
agine it as an unnecessary decision. The previous age of candidacy was 25. But in
the Turkish Grand National Assembly there were no deputies and candidates at the
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age of 25. It>s a nice system if it can be implemented, but | do not think that it can be
implemented. o

A participant named “Red Storm” from Ankara Yildinm Beyazit University gave his
views as follows:

“Even if | suppose that they may be at the proper age to decide, | think that they do
not have enough knowledge and that it is too early to have objective opinions until at
least one should educate herself/himself a bit more within life in college or social life
and decide accordingly. Age 18 is the age for me to do what one wants to do for so-
ciety now, but it is insufficient for me to have an objective opinion towards the events.
Because | think that it is a condition stemming from newly being graduated from high
school like a fish out of water and learning enough even if one knows something about
life. It may be good not to be objective to talk about by depending on the experiences
which one has in her/his social, cultural life other than her/his individual life and the
experiences in the cities of the eastern and western regions, Because | think it is nec-
essary to have more experience at least even if one improved oneself in spare time

activities and learned more.”

Negative Opinions on Lowering the Age of Selection to 18

Fifteen of the participants have negative view that the lowering of the age of candi-
dacy to 18. Eight from Ahi Evran University and seven from Ankara Yildinm Beyazit
University have a negative opinion that the candidacy age is reduced to 18.

“Haydar” from Ahi Evran University stated:

“I do not suppose that it is right. Because | think that experience is more important
than knowledge. | think that even if one has the requirements in terms of information,
s/he can experience difficulties in making choices and can make wrong decisions.”

A participant named “Hayat” from Ankara Yildinm Beyazit University expressed his

views as follows:

o The law article that lowered the age of candidacy brings out difficulties as well. How
successful are the young who do not have enough sophistication and life experience
in governing the state? With this arrangement we are confronted with the sentences
like «the age of candidacy is 18 in Europe». But when it comes to compare education
which has the greatest influence on state management, everyone is silent, but we all
know the education process that the people who will govern the country in the time of
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the Ottoman Empire. If we look at all these things, | do not think it is correct to make
such an arrangement without eliminating the problems in our education system.”

A participant named “Hiilog” from Ankara Yildirnm Beyazit University stated his views
as follows:

< People who will elected for the parliament should be sufficient in terms of expe-
rience. | think a person who newly graduated from high school will not be able to
have the potential to do so and defend competently the rights of the people who s/
he has to protect. At the very least, it is necessary to get a university education and
the necessary knowledge. A teenager cannot meet this expectation. The deputy to
be elected has to prove himself. This also happens in a certain amount of time and
with education, and s/he also has to reflect this in her/his speech in the chair of the
parliament. When we look at the current parliamentary environment, we can see some
members of parliament who have performed their jobs properly and who have really
given their years to this work. | think that a very young individual will be passive in this
environment.”

A student with a nickname, “PDR’CI” from Ahi Evran University expressed his views
as follows:

o | do not think it is right. An individual at the age of 18 is still at the beginning of her
or his life. | think s/he will be inadequate to manage the state in terms of experience,
education and maturity.”

General Opinions on Lowering the Age of Candidacy to 18 in
Terms of Its Influence on the Future Plans of the Youth

It is classified in two ways that the opinions of the youth about lowering the candida-
cy age has influenced their future plans. The first group responded that lowering the
candidacy age has influenced their future aims. The second group thinks that it does
not influence their future plans.

The Opinions that Expressed Lowering the Age of Candidacy to
18 Influences the Future Plans of the Youth

Thirty-one participants had the opinion that lowering the candidacy age would have
an impact on their future goals. Ten from Ahi Evran University, twenty-one from An-
kara’s Yildinm Beyazit University have stated that lowering the age of candidacy to 18
influenced their future goals.
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A participant named “Storm” from Ahi Evran University expressed the positive effect
of this change:

o | already had a goal in front. Because | am 23 years-old, this law article has directly
affected me. Providing young people with opportunities will help me on my way to
my goals. o

A participant named “Bulut Cimen” from Ankara Yildinm Beyazit University stated that
he was positively affected by this change:

«Every individual has goals for the future, and sometimes s/he can be worried about
the future. This is quite normal. The great majority who experiences this anxiety are
young people. Young people have chosen the way to express what they are express-
ing and making it possible to transform from being a dream to be real by this change.
This change has transformed certain attitudes in young people. | hope that young
people who are willing to have more responsibilities and knowledge. | think that with
young peopless desires and expressions about their future goals will grow and their
anxiety will decrease. This situation affected me positively. o

A participant named “’ Haydar “’ from Ahi Evran University expressed to be affected by
this change as follows:

“This change has decreased my confidence in politics.”

The Opinions that Expressed Lowering the Age of Candidacy to
18 Does Not Influence the Future Plans of the Youth

Twenty-nine of the participants have the opinion that lowering the age of candidacy
to 18 does not affect their future goals. Twenty from Ahi Evran University and nine
people from Ankara Yildirm Beyazit University have the opinion that lowering the age
of candidacy to 18 does not affect their future goals.

A participant named “Flying Eagle” from Ahi Evran University expressed that he was
not affected by this change:

“Even though the value given is clearly seen, the situations in Turkey still includes
many obstacles for a young person who says ‘ yes, | can be a deputy candidate’. At
this point, it is not possible to state that there are major changes related to my future
goals.”
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A participant named “Uvercinka” from Ankara Yildirm Beyazit University has not been
affected by this change:

“In the future | want to be a beneficial individual to my country but I plan it in a different
field. That is why it does not influence my future plans. But | want to help the intelli-
gent, confident young people for the sake of the country.”

Conclusions and Recommendations

About the April 17, 2017 Constitutional Amendment referendum, there are positive
opinions of young people on the issue of lowering the age of candidacy from 25 to 18
however, there are different opinions, as well.

Those who participated in the survey from Ankara Yildinm Beyazit University were
more positive towards lowering the age of candidacy from 25 to 18 than the students
of Ahi Evran University. Ankara Yildirm Beyazit University students have also stated
that lowering the age of candidacy from 25 to 18 influenced the future goals of young
people.

It is important to examine the opinions of young people about this change. After
this process, political parties need to carry out their work in consideration of this
change.

In this context, the following suggestions can be given:

+ Political parties should establish political academies for young people, introduce
young people to politics and provide them with necessary education.

+ In order to gain experience in politics, young people should be recruited into
MKYK, FMC and provincial administrations and politics should be prepared here.

» With this change, courses related to political science can be added to higher edu-
cation and secondary education programs.

+ Universities’ continuing education centers can provide training on key issues relat-
ed to political science.

+ Political parties can apply special discounts on tuition fees for young people to
ensure that young people gain experience by entering the nomination process.
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