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Why did the military 
coup fail on July 15 in com-
parison with the previous 
coups in the history? 

A military coup which 
could be staged through clas-
sic means (abolition of the 
government and the mili-
tary’s seizing the power of 
civil government) has not 
been structurally possible in 
Turkey since the 1980s. Last 
two recent military interven-
tions, February 28 and April 
27, do not match the classic 
description of coup since the 
military staged those coups 
to warn the governments of 
those times. The coup at-
tempt on July 15, 2016 corre-
sponds to the classic coup in 
terms of methods and objec-
tives. However, it failed even 
though it was eminently orga-
nized and well-planned. The 
reasons why it failed will ini-
tiate and has already initiated 
long-lasting debates. 

In order to contribute to 
these debates, I can say that 
there are 6 different structur-
al dynamics which effectively 
led to the failure of the coup. 
A number of factors such as 
the forced scheduling of the 
coup to an earlier time and 
the leadership of Recep Tayy-
ip Erdoğan, the president of 
Turkey, played significant role 
in this failure. It is more es-
sential to find the answers to 
the question why such an or-
ganized coup failed at such a 
time. 

The first reason is that it 
was not possible to control 
the communication as before 
the 1990s. In other words, it 
was impossible for the coup 
attempters to cut off commu-
nication between those who 
would resist the coup and 
to mobilize this resistance. 
Therefore, this shows us why 
Menderes’ supporters, who 
were the last to learn about 
the coup after all, could not 
resort to disobedience. The 
Prime Minister and, more im-
portantly, the President were 
able to mobilize the crowd 
against the coup when it took 
place in the night between Ju-
ly 15 and 16, which is one of 
the most important structural 
reasons for the failure of the 
coup. 

The second reason is the 
factor which is complemen-
tary to the first reason which 
is not sufficiently explanato-
ry alone. For instance, it can 
answer the question “How 
come did the coup take place 
in Egypt whereas Morsi could 
call all his supporters to the 
streets?” This factor is the 
presence of another armed 
force which would balance 
the force that constituted 
the backbone of the military 
coup in Turkey. This force 
was significantly comprised 
of the Police forces, probably 
including the armed elements 
which were opposed to the 
coup in the army. This bal-
ancing force undertook the 
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critical operations in the ex-
ample of July 15 and led the 
counter-coup units by acting 
together with the public in 
the streets.  

So, why did the police 
take the side of the public 
instead of the military? 

This critical question al-
ready leads us to the third 
structural dynamic. Why did 
the police take the side of 
the civil government but not 
the coup attempters? This 
question is important since 
the police would have most 
probably taken the side of the 
coup attempters if the coup 
had been attempted in 2013 
when the eliminations of the 
Community had not start-
ed yet. Within the following 
three years, the government 
both knew its enemy better 
and significantly eliminated 
it. This is the most signifi-
cant dynamic which enables 
the balancing armed force to 
come into play. 

The fourth structural fac-
tor is again related to the third 
reason. The long time that the 
AK Party has passed in pow-
er brought together a “loyal-
ty” in the public institutions 
(municipalities, governor-
ships etc.), press and business 
world. Therefore, the de facto 
resistance of these institution-
al actors to the coup (e.g. the 
resistance shown when the 
Istanbul Metropolitan Mu-
nicipality was taken under 

control) prevented the coup 
attempters from gaining po-
sition. 

Fifthly, bad memories 
which have been previously 
gone through on both aca-
demic/intellectual and politi-
cal platform caused the emer-
gence of a serious objection 
to the coup. Therefore, sup-
porting the AK Party rather 
than the coup far outweighed 
even among those who have 
strongly opposed the govern-
ment for a long time thanks 
to this anti-coup culture.

What is the last structur-
al reason?

The last but perhaps the 
most important reason is that, 
differently from the previous 
coups, there is a strong and 
large middle class population 
beyond the ideological posi-
tions in today’s Turkey. The 
middle class has the highest 
possibility to lose in political 
crisis. Having been created by 
the economic liberalization 
since the 1980s, this middle 
class constituted a large part of 
the crowd that stood in front 
of the tanks in the streets of 
Istanbul and Ankara and led 
the fight against them. 

What are the similar and 
different aspects of the coup 
attempt on July 15 and the 
other contemporary coups?

The closest and most fa-
miliar coup was staged un-

Bad memories 
which have 
been previously 
gone through on 
both academic/
intellectual 
and political 
platform caused 
the emergence 
of a serious 
objection to the 
coup. Therefore, 
supporting the 
AK Party rather 
than the coup far 
outweighed even 
among those who 
have strongly 
opposed the 
government for a 
long time thanks 
to this anti-coup 
culture.
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der the leadership of el-Sisi 
against the Morsi regime in 
Egypt in 2013. It is possi-
ble to make a comparison, 
excluding the difference be-
tween the social dynamics of 
these two countries and the 
Gulen movement’s structur-
ing. I think the most essential 
question of this comparison 
can be formulated as such: 
Why was the military coup 
successful even though Mor-
si supporters poured into the 
streets in Egypt and it was de-
clared that Morsi would resist 
the coup? 

This can stop us from 
making a romantic analysis 
that the coup will be prevent-
ed only with the people’s tak-
ing to the streets. This does 
not mean denying the role of 
the public in the prevention 
of the coup. On the contrary, 
I am trying to say that the 

barehanded crowd cannot 
succeed in its resistance to the 
armed military coup alone. 
We see that only one of the 
6 dynamics (impossibility for 
the coup attempters to take 
absolute control of commu-
nication) that I indicated as 
an answer to the first question 
is recognized concerning the 
situation in Egypt under the 
Morsi regime. This was not 
even as clear and efficient as 
in Turkey. As a consequence, 
anti-coup resisters who had 
unfortunately no other pro-
tector but the bare force of 
the army in Egypt lost both 
their lives and democracy. 
This detail significantly shows 
to what extent romanticism 
will mislead us.  

How will this coup affect 
the Turkish Armed Forces in 
the future? They have large-
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Turkish Armed 
Forces constitute 
an important 
pillar, that is, 
the mobile force 
in the fights 
against the PKK 
and DAESH. 
The uncertainty 
and insecurity 
within the Turkish 
Armed Forces 
have the potential 
to significantly 
affect the course 
of these two 
fights. 

ly lost their prestige. What 
kind of measures can be tak-
en for compensation?

There are both short-term 
and long-term effects. Every-
one is already aware of the ef-
fects that we will face in the 
short term. Turkish Armed 
Forces constitute an import-
ant pillar, that is, the mobile 
force in the fights against 
the PKK and DAESH. The 
uncertainty and insecurity 
within the Turkish Armed 
Forces have the potential to 
significantly affect the course 
of these two fights. Howev-
er, it is necessary to mention 
two positive situations at this 
point. The first one is that 
the Police which have been 
cleared from the Communi-
ty within the last three years 
play an active role in the fight 
against the two terror organi-
zations and it can compensate 
for the vulnerability that may 
result from the situation of 
the Turkish Armed Forces. 
Secondly, the Turkish Armed 
Forces have got rid of a bot-
tleneck which seriously con-
sumes its energy. The recent 
situation can make Turkish 
Armed Forces more efficient 
in the counterterrorism.

Concerning the long-
term effects, I can only give 
some advices. Firstly, Turk-
ish Armed Forces should be 
regulated according to the 
democratic standards. Efforts 
have long been made to put 
into practice a structural reg-

ulation that should continue. 
It is also necessary to indi-
cate that a military coup has 
been attempted despite the 
efforts of democratization of 
the army which have contin-
ued this structural regulation 
for almost fifteen years. This 
paradox should be explained 
with further detailed studies. 
Secondly, insistence and sen-
sitivity should be shown in a 
loyalty-based personnel sys-
tem generally under all public 
institutions and particularly 
within the Turkish Armed 
Forces. 

Thirdly, the Turkish 
Armed Forces should restore 
its relations with the public. 
The main goal of this resto-
ration should be to replace 
an army which attempts to 
stage military coup and has 
an ideological wall between 
Turkish citizens and itself 
with an army at the disposi-
tion of Turkey’s citizens as a 
bureaucratic institution. Ef-
forts should be made to get 
rid of a culture which can be 
defined as militarism in the 
public, in other words, a so-
cial fact which has such symp-
toms as prioritizing the army 
under each condition and the 
methods of the army to re-
solve the problems. The po-
litical solutions that we have 
found in our ordinary debates 
of daily life should cease to be 
the solutions that normalize 
the military methods.
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Do you think it is not 
necessary to intervene with 
the curriculum and under-
standing of education ad-
opted in the military acade-
mies? 

Of course, this is one of the 
most important steps taken in 
order to regulate the relations 
between the army and society. 
The curriculum adopted for 
the education of the military 
officers creates a hierarchy be-
tween the members of the ar-
my and the rest of the society 
which will be in favor of the 
military. This hierarchy has 
been the fundamental element 
that has made military coups 
possible and rational. 

Finally, what can be done 
in the future to prevent the 
creation of the joint groups 

that will serve the Gulen 
movement or the other 
groups in the army? 

In addition to the advices 
that I have mentioned in the 
previous question, the politi-
cal actors should be aware that 
the phenomenon called the 
“politicization of the army” is 
a very delicate issue. We know 
that the previous coups were 
the result of the politicization 
of the army. One of the most 
important reasons why this 
country has witnessed a great 
number of coups is this polit-
icization and the army’s con-
sidering itself as a protector 
of a political position. One of 
the biggest mistakes of the AK 
Party has been the policy to 
take the shortcut while elim-
inating this political ideology. 
This has opened the doors to 
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another politicization (struc-
turing of Fethullahist move-
ment in the army). Therefore, 
the last coup (attempt) is the 
result of this new politiciza-
tion. The most important 
means which will ensure the 
prevention of such danger is 
to hinder the politicization of 
the army (similarly, the po-
lice).  

It is said that “the era of 
military coups has ended 
for Turkey” as a result of the 
painful event that we have 
recently gone through. Do 
you agree with this? 

The main argument of my 
academic studies has been that 
classic military coups ended in 
Turkey as of the end of the 
1980s. In other words, I have 
defended that a military coup 
may be attempted but this is 
not possible to happen. How-
ever, it would have been pos-
sible to witness more serious 
consequences if the coup had 
been staged as scheduled on 
July 15. This possibility shows 
that we should undermine this 
coup under no circumstances. 
Indeed, we encounter a very 
well-planned and wisely-stud-
ied coup plot. Nevertheless, I 
agree with the argument you 

mentioned in your question. I 
ground this on the structural 
reasons that we have used in 
explaining why the coup has 
not been successful. Further-
more, a new and very import-
ant reason has also been add-
ed to this list. Those who will 
dare to stage a coup do not 
only have successful exam-
ples any longer. There is now 
a country and society which 
have suppressed the coup. The 
mindset of the society is the 
biggest obstacle before those 
who will dare for a military 
coup. 

One of the greatest goals 
of AK Party government 
has been the extension of 
the fundamental rights and 
freedoms by abolishing cer-
tain bans. In other words, it 
was aimed to normalize the 
country. Does the attempted 
coup negatively affect these 
policies?

I don’t think it will have 
negative effects. The coup has 
shown to the AK Party gov-
ernment that the actors and 
institutions in serious ideolog-
ical conflict with it are on its 
side when it comes to the final 
political stage. I don’t think 
this is a negligible experience.  

The curriculum 
adopted for 
the education 
of the military 
officers creates 
a hierarchy 
between the 
members of the 
army and the 
rest of the society 
which will be 
in favor of the 
military.

* This interview is adapted from the August 2016 issue of Derin 
Tarih.
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