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position is quite predictable since t
primarily concerned about Islamization
authoritarian tendencies of the gove
This position is particularly embraced
Republican Peoples Party (CHP), t
opposition force in the Turkish Parliam
CHP considers the Ergenekon case a
judicial plot to silence all the secularist
the government in order to establish a
and authoritarian

h
 a
rnment
 

he
e

 p
 c
n 

 state. As a result, th
 
p

p
F
a

t p

 b
.

, th new 
fo
p
t

th

th
mocracy Party

p
il

n 
ff

 p

a
have so far supported the AKP are divided over 
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argue that instead of such partial attempts, the 
whole constitution needs to be replaced.  
Erdogan’s authoritarian style of leadership, 
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the tax penalty imposed on the Dogan group – 
the country’s largest media conglomerate – 
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Instead, they support the vision of a “privileged 
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continue between European countries and 
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