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Oz

Parlamentolar, modern demokrasilerde ulusu temsilcileri araciligiyla bir araya getiren
muzakere mekanlaridir. Bu muzakereler, onemli sosyo-politik sorunlarin semantik ve
sembolik olarak temsil edilme bicimlerinin ve dislanan anlamlarin niteliklerini belirleyen
sinirlarin ortaya cikarildig: bir zemin olusturmaktadir. Bu dzellikleriyle parlamento
muzakerelerinin analizi son yillarda giderek artan bir sekilde yeni bir arastirma alani
olarak karsimiza ¢ikmaktadir. Bu calismada, 1982 Anayasasi'nda ilk degisiklikleri
gerceklestiren 1987 tarihli ve 3361 sayili yasanin Tirkiye Buyiik Millet Meclisi (TBMM)
genel kurul tartismalar1 incelenmistir. Yasa, secmen yasini 21’den 20’ye dusiirmiis,
TBMM’deki milletvekili sayisin1 400°’den 450’ye cikarmis, Anayasanin degistirilme
proseduriinde Cumhurbaskani karsisinda TBMM’ye goreceli bir kolaylik saglamis ve 1980
askeri darbesiyle getirilen siyasi yasaklar1 diizenleyen Anayasanin gecici dorduncii
maddesini kaldirmak tzere halkoylamasina sunmustur. Yasa, darbe sonrasinda
demokrasiye gecis stuirecinde olan Tiurkiye’de anayasa, halkoylamasi, demokratik hak ve
ozgurlukler ve halkoylamalarinin demokratik islevleri tizerine bir tartismay1 da
beraberinde getirmistir.

Bu calismada yasaya iliskin TBMM tutanaklar, elestirel retorik analizi araciligiyla
incelenmis ve donemin politik iklimine ve demokratik ufkuna iliskin ¢ikarimlarda
bulunmak amaclanmistir. Calismada 6ncelikle TBMM tartismalarinda taraflarin ele alinan
konuya iliskin temel iddialar1 ve bunlari nasil gerekcelendirdigi saptanmis, daha sonra da
tartismalara yon veren temel retoriksel stratejiler ortaya ¢ikarilmistir. Calismanin bulgulari,
yasaya iliskin TBMM tartismalarinda taraflarin argiumanlarim ¢ temel retoriksel strateji
etrafinda orduginii gostermektedir: 11k strateji ele alinan konuyu politik ve felsefi
yanlarindan soyutlayarak “kisi”lerin ¢ikarlari ve niyetleriyle iliskilendiren ‘kisisellestirme’
stratejisidir. Ikincisi, ele alinan konuyu genel baglamindan soyutlayarak, belirli bir geye
‘indirgeme’ stratejisidir. Ugtnciisii de kars: tarafi istedigi yasa maddesini gecirmek
karsiliginda kars1 ciktign maddeleri de onaylamak durumunda birakan ‘ikilem’ stratejisidir.
Tartismalarda belirleyici olan bu t¢ retoriksel strateji sadece TBMM mtizakerelerinin
demokratik ufkunun simirhiligim degil, ayni zamanda Tirkiye'de politika yapim stireclerinin
cogulcu ve demokratik bir katilima olan uzakligini da gostermesi acisindan onemlidir.
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Abstract

Parliaments are spaces of delibaretions that gathers nation through its representatives in
modern democracies. These deliberations provides us a general frame, by which we can
infer the way the important socio-political problems are (mis)represented semantically and
symbollicaly. As a result of this feature, the analysis of the parliamentary negotiations has
increasingly become a new research area during the last two decades. This study analyses
the negotions at the Grand National Assembly of Turkey on the law no. 3361 in 1987
which made the first amendments in the Constitution of 1982. The law decreased the
voting age from 21 to 20, increased the numbers of parliamentarians from 400 to 450,
enhanced the position of the assembly vis a vis the president in terms of procedure of
consitutional amendments and repealed the political bans those enacted by the National
Security Council after the 1980 coup d’etat. So, the law brought about a debate on the
constitution, referandum, democratic rights and freedoms and democratic functions of the
referandums in Turkey in a transition to democracy following a coup detat.

In this study, minutes of the proceedings of the grand assembly were analysed through
critical rhetorical analysis to make inferences about the political climate and democratic
horizon of that period. During the analysis, the basic arguments and the rhetorical
strategies of the sides of the debate in the grand assembly are defined. The analysis shows
that parties of the debate in the grand assembly constructed their arguments with the help
of three rhetorical strategies. First strategy is ‘personalisation’ which relates the topic with
the interests and intentions of the “individuals” by ignoring its political and philosophical
aspects. The second strategy is the “reduction” of the topic to a specific issue. Third one is
the strategy of ‘dilemma’ which obliges the opponent to ratify the articles of the law that
they oppose in return for repealing the political bans on their leaders. Three rhetorical
strategies determinant within the debates not only shows the constraints of the democratic
horizon of the deliberations in the Grand National Assembly but also the distance of the
policy making processes from pluralist and democratic participation in Turkey.
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