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The constitution reflects the policy of hostility to trade unions which
has been pursued sincé the military coup. The right to strike is
subjected to major limitations. The right to collective bargaining has
been interfered with. Trade union freedom of action is further eroded
by granting the authorities the right to inspect their finances and

administration.

Strong Presidential Power

The President is granted extremely wide constitutional powers. He has
the right to dismiss the Prime Minister. He may dissolve parliament
and call new elections, or extend parliament’s mandate period by one
year. He can block parliament's legislative work by refusing to
promalgate laws until they have been examined by the Presidential
Council, a body which acts as a government. The Presidential Council

has the same composition of members as the National Security Council.

The constitution gives very wide powers to declare a state of emergency
in the country, for example, in the event of an economic erisis. Ina
state of emergency, the President may govern the country by decree.
When the proposed constitution was published, it became the focus of
strong international criticism. The referendum which approved the
proposed constitution was not democratic. The criticism of the Turkish
constitution stands, rendering a change in the constitution necessary
if Turkey is to meet the criteria for a democratic state.

The Law On Political Parties

On the 24th April 1983 the National Security Council enacted a law on
political parties. This law introduced widespread restrictions of the
political parties and their activities. Among other things the law

prescribes the following:

- elections to the positions of chairman of a party and chairman of
regional or local party organisations must be held every second
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year. Such positions of trust may not be held for more than 12
years.

- People who are convicted or dismissed from office under the
emergency laws may not join a political party.

- Political parties may not form women's or youth organisations

- Before party congresses a register of all delegates to the congress
must be submitted to the government election authorities.

- A political party or an individual party member may neither question
nor criticise the current constitution.

- Party programmes may not Contain items that can be interpreted as
critical of the constitution.

- The activities of the political parties both at a national and a
local level, and the activities of individual party members shall be
continuously monitored by public prosecutors and governors who
shall report any aspect of their activities which are in breach of
the law, to the chief public prosecutor, who has the power to apply
to the constitutional court for a ban on a political party.

The constitution, the law on political parties and the law on trade
union organisations contain regulations that forbid political parties
to have direct or indirect connections with trade union organisations,
professional associations or voluntary associations. A breach of this
regulation can result in a party being banned. Trade union
organisations, professional associations and voluntary associations may
not carry on any form of political activity, or become involved in any
way with political issues. They may neither support or help finance
political parties.

Under a transitional regulation in the constitution, the leaders and
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central committee members of the abolished parties may not become
involved in politics for a period of 10 years. The ex-members of
parliament may not be elected to the central committee of a party or
any other party for a period of five years.

The ex-social democratic prime minister, Bulent Ecevit, served a prison
sentence for being in breach of the decree which forbade the earlier
politicians from making political statements. Neither was Ecevit
permitted to take part in the referendum of 7th November 1982 nor stand
for parliament.

The Parliamentary Elections of the 6th November 1983

A Parliamentary election was held in Turkey on 6th November 1983.
Prior to the election there was widespread interference in the
electoral procedures by the National Security Council. The Security
Council exercised its powers under the transitional regulations in the
law on political parties to refuse to register 937 out of 2,163
candidates. Only three of the fifteen parties were granted permission
to take part in the elections. In addition, the election campaigns
were the subject of serjous limitations in freedom of speech and the
freedom to conduct meetings. The parliamentary assembly of the Coungil
of Europe declared in a resolution that the parliament which was to be
elected in Turkey on 6th November could be considered to represent the
Turkish people in a democratic way. It should also be noted that only
those parties which achieved at least 107 of the total votes passed
were given a seat in parliament.

The Fatherland party under the leadership of Turgut Ozal won 45% of the
votes and formed a government. The Liberal Party won 30.4% and the
National Democratic Party 23.2%. The remainder of the votes went to 48
independent candidates, none of which managed to win a mandate.

Voting, which was in principle compulsory, was stated as being 927 of
the electorate. Approximately 900 000 votes were declared invalid.
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The parliamentary elections staged by the National Security Council on
6th November did not result in any return to a parliamentary democracy
in Turkey. On the other hand, the election resulted in a formal - but
not an actual - end to the military rule which had been in effect since
the General's coup in September 1980. General Evren, the leader of the
Security Council, remained President after the election, with extremely
widespread powers under the constitution adopted in December 1982,
Before the new parliament met, the Security Council rushed through a
new press law on 17th November 1982 which contains further restrictions
to the already extremely limited freedom of the press.

The Last Law of the Military Junta

On December 6th 1983 the Turkish parliament elected a Speaker. At the
seme time, the four heads of the armed forces left their positions in
the National Security Council and took up office as members of the

Presidential Council. At the same time a law was enacted which imposed

further major Timitations on political life. The law would impede such
"“political opposition and confrontation” which occured before September
12th 1980. Members of the abolished political parties were forbidden
to defend either in speech or writing their person or their party if
this would lead to political opposition and confrontation as was the
case before 12th September 1980. The law was even applicable to people
who were not members of a political party. Even the members of the
parties which were allowed to exist, irrespective of whether they were
represented in parliament or not, were forbidden to criticise, praise

or defend people who had occupied leading positions in the banned
parties.

The Local Elections of 25th March 1984

Shortly after the Fatherland party had formed a government, the
government had decided to hold local government elections in which a

further three political parties were allowed to take part
election the three ;
only

In the
parties represented in parliament won a
57.2% of the total votes. cotel of
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From the election results it may therefore be concluded that a very large
proportion of the population is not represented in parliament. The
largest opposition party, the Social Democratic Party, SODEP, which won
almost 237 of the votes in the local elections, is not represented in
partiament.

SODEP was regarded by many voters as an offshoot of Bulent Ecevit's
banned republican party; before the military coup in 1980 it was one of
Turkey's two leading parties. The other of these, Suleyman Demirel's
conservative Justice Party was considered to have an offshoot in the
True Path party which was placed third in the local elections.

Some Conclusions

The easing of the restrictions which occurred at the time of the local
elections is limited. The drastic restrictions in basic civic rights
and liberties which were introduced after the military coup, still have
a strong effect on Turkish soctety. The situation in terms of human
rights has not undergone any major changes since the military force's
formal renunciation of power. The basis for this is that a
constitution has been introduced that does not meet democratic criteria
and which is still in effect even under the present civil government.
In addition, the emergency laws are still in effect in the greater part
of the country. It is by no means reassuring that these emergency
laws, more than four years after the military seizure of power, should
be necessary to guarantee life and liberty in Turkey, as the
authorities claim. The emergency laws are used to restrict basic civic
rights and liberties. It is totally unacceptable that the Turkish
authorities cannot even state a time for the total abolition of the

emergency laws.

At the meeting of the Council of Europe's parliamentary assembly, May
7-11 1984, a resolution was adopted which called upon the Turkish
authorities to continue the process of democratic normalisation,
rescind the state of emergency throughout the country, proclaim a
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general amnesty, and restore freedom of speech and the freedom for
trade union action, Further, the Turkish authorities are called upon
to respect human rights, among other ways by ensuring that torture does
not take place.

Pressure on Turkey concerning the implementation of these demands must
not be slackened. The measures which have been introduced so far as a
result of the Council of Europe's resolution are wholly inadequate and
unsatisfactory. The Turkish government must be persuaded to take
concrete and convincing steps to show full respect for basic  human
rights and a complete restoration of parliamentary democracy. Naturally,
it is our wish to help and stimulate all democratic powers as well as
the Turkish authorities in discharging their responsibility and duty in
restoring democracy and respect for human rights. We hope that it will
not be necessary once again to start discussions on expelling Turkey
from the Council of Europe. The Turkish government and authorities
must be made to understand that there is a limit beyond which
membership is no longer possible, meaningful or serving any purpose,
since this question concerns not just Turkey, but also the credibility
of the Council of Europe itself.

The Council of Europe offers good opportunities for close monitoring
and influencing of the situation in one of its member countries. In
the committee of ministers, the situation in Turkey has, usually on the
initiative of the Swedish government, been debated at every meeting
since the military coup. Sweden has pressed for concrete demands to be
made on Turkey for the restoration of a genuine democracy and the
respect for fundamental human rights. Together with four other
countries, Sweden has even reported Turkey to the European Commission
for Human Rights.

The opinion campaigns in our country in support of human rights and
democracy in Turkey are intended to give our government and our
delegates to the Council of Europe strong support in their future work.
If the desired result is to be achieved, this work.must be continued

Ea——]
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with determination and resolution. Our opinion campaigns are also
aimed at giving real support to the democratic forces in Turkey in
their efforts to bring about a decisive change,

61

Hadar Cars, the former Minister of
Commerce of Sweden and the president
of the International Council of the
Liberal Party of Sweden

REPORT :

SOLIDARITY WITH TURKEY

We all have good reason to feel warmth towards Turkey - warmth and
pride. The cultures of the world have passed across its land:
Assyrians, Babylonians, Hittites, Persians, Greeks and Romans. When
Istambul was still called Constantinople, it was one of the spiritual,
religious and cultural centres of the world. On Turkisk soil we find
Ararat, Troy, Smyrna and countless places and names that call to us

across the ages, and are part of our own history, our own traditions.

There are few places on earth that are as rich in archeological remains
as Turkey. An historian once said of Turkey, “Scratch the ground with
your toe and you will uncover part of an ancient statue".

But the truly remarkable feature of Turkey is that its diverse cultures
have survived, and merged with a life pattern that always preveails,
that always moves forward. The Turks came from the east with their
traditions, their customs and their values. But their pattern of
living - notable for its high degree of tolerance - combined with the
civilisation that was already established there, giving birth to a new
civilisation from an old. Turkeys' great folk singers, whose epic
songs went on for days on end, had a special stick which, placed on one
knee and under the other, they used to beat time. Homer is portrayed
on ancient vases using exactly the same kind of stick.
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Turkey, then, is a country of memories, and at the same time a state
that both historically, socially and technologically has its rightful
place among those free democratic nations that have based their
judicial systems on human rights. Or, to quote the words of Professor
Server Tanilli yesterday, Turkey belongs to the European constitutional
cultures that are based on the defence of the individual's human rights
against those in power.

This country, Turkey, deserves our respect. Its people have earned our
frendship and our solidarity.

We are therefore alarmed and appatled when we see that this is an
oppressed people, and when citizens are denied democratic and human

rights.

Traditionally, modern Turkey is a European democracy. The majority of
its citizens are muslims, but the state has been secular since the days
of Kamal Attaturk.

The separation of state and religion is a cornerstone of the structure
of Turkish society. People who have attempted to change this,
primarily the so-called fundamentalists, have never attained a strong
position in Turkey in modern times. The major parties, the Justice
party and the Republican Liberal party have developed from the
foundations laid by Attaturk. Turkey's defence forces have also acted
as protectors of the secularised state. This is worth bearing'in mind
in the discussions that are carried on here, in the Council of Europe
and elsewhere, on ways in which we should show our solidarity with the
people in Turkey who work for democracy and the respect of human rights
and liberties for both women and men.

It is often said that Turkey is a bridge between Europe and Asia,
between the humanism of ancient times and christian attitudes to life
on the one hand and the muslim culture on the other. This is true, and
Turkey should be, and wants to be such a bridge. There are however

63

people, for example in the Council of Europe, who conclude that Turkey
is able to choose between these cultures - can opt to bélong to one of
them; that Turkey can make an "either - or" choice. And, for this
reason, one cannot or should not make the same demands for democratic
orthodoxy and respect for human rights and liberty in Turkey as one can
in, for example, Greece, Portugal, Spain or Sweden.

For a number of reasons, it is my opinion that this attitude is wrong.

Firstly, the significance of concepts such as democracy and human
rights and liberties must not become the subject of negotiation for
democrats within or outside the Council of Europe. If this should
become the case, faith in both democracy as such, and those appointed
to be its principal defende;s, will be eroded in the eyes of the rest
of the world. This will then undermine respect for the importance of
the observance of human rights and liberties, which is the most
important contribution the western democracies make towards a better
world, and which have been given concrete expression in the Convention
of Europe.

Secondly, such an interpretation will serve to support the groups in
Turkey who wish to continue to ignore demands for democracy and human
rights and liberties. In the same way, this interpretation would be a
betrayal, a blow below the belt for the teachers, Journalists, trade
union leaders, businessmen, peace workers, politicians, researchers,
members of independent professions, and all other women and men who -
by risking their own liberty - fight for universal freedom.

g
Thirdly, no regime in Turkey has been prepared to renounce membership
of Europe. For Turkey, the Asiatic and Mustim cultural groups are not
an alternative to the European. In the case of Turkey, this is not a
question of an "either - or" choice; rather it is emphatically a
question of "both - and".

There is, therefore, special justification for making the same demands
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on the regime in Turkey for democracy and the observance of human
rights and liberties as we make in Sweden and in the other
member-nations of the Council of Europe. Turkey aims to preserve and
strengthen its European identity. This is of value to us all, because
Turkey is also sensitive to the signals originating in the Council of
Europe and its member-states. If we stand for our own basic values
they will prevail. If we betray them, or compromise them, we cannot

expect others to heed them,

In this context, Sweden has a responsibility, a tradition of its own to

live up to.

Already in 1980, that is to say the year that the armed forces seized
power in Turkey, the Swedish government of the time appealed to the
Council of Europe to demand of Turkey the reinstatement of democratic
institutions and the respect of human rights.

In parliament Ola Ullsten, then Minister of Foreign Affairs and leader
of the Swedish Liberal Party said on December 8th 1980 that “the
Turkish government is anxious to remain a member of the Council of
Europe. A clear statement from our side that the present government in
Turkey is incompatible with membership, can therefore help a speedy

return to a parliamentary system in Turkey".

In his speech, Ola Ullisten also stated that the period prior to the
military coup in Turkey was one of social unrest, increased violence
and political terror, Such trends must be fought with the means
available to a democratic state, said Ullsten, but, he continued, a
freely elected government being deprived of its power by means of a
military coup can never be accepted!

Swedish politicians have played an active part in ensuring that the
unsatisfactory situation that previals in Turkey has remained in the
fore in the ongoing work in the Council of Europe's ministerial
committee and in the parliamentary assembly.

I
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We show our solidarity with Turkey - the Turkey in our hearts - now as
before, not by evasions, by ignoring shortcomings in the democratic
system and ignoring violations of human rights and liberties. The
schisms that existed in Turkey before the armed forces seized power in
1980 do rot justify the state of emergency that is currently in effect
in large parts of the country, the restrictions in freedom of the press
and freedom of speech, in political and trade union work and in the
work carried out by peace organisations. Neither does it Justify the
barring from work, and the arrest, trial and sentencing of people who
have dissenting opinions in Turkey today.

We show our solidarity - now as bef&re ~ by producing and presenting
factually accurate reports on these unsatisfactory conditions, and by
urging the leaders in Turkey to take steps to correct them. We show
our solidarity by giving our support to those both %n and outside
Turkey who are working for the same ideals as we. Finally, we show our
solidarity by appealing to the Council of Europe and our own
governments not to judge Turkey by other criteria than those applied to
countries who are or wish to be regarded as democratic.

[f this conference can make such a contribution, it will not have been
in vain!
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RESOLUTION

The Stockholm Conference on Human Rights and Democracy in Turkey,
which was participated by 200 delegates from 13 countries, inclu-
ding the representatives of all parliamentary parties in Sweden,
have decided, after having concluded its deliberations, to make
the following statement.

Following the military coup in September 1980, the new Turkish
government had promised that "democracy would be restored as soon
as possible". For The Stockholm Conference this statement is the

starting point for the judgement of the situation in Turkey.

Following the takeover, the military regime dissolved the Turkish
parliament and banned all political parties. Later a new Constitu-
tion, which formally grants the country a civilian rule, has been
introduced. It does not, however, meet the fundamental democratic
reguirements, but severely restricts civil, trade union and poli-

tical rights and freedoms.

Only those parties and candidates which were approved by the mi-
litary administration were allowed to participate in the parlia-
mentary elections of November 1983. Three more parties were allowed
to participate in the municipal elections of March 1984, However
the two largest parties were barred from participation. The elec~
tions, held under state of emergency in a large part of the country,
cannot be considered as democratic, even if the increased number

of participating parties may be of significance for further stepg

in the same direction.

The Stockholm Conference states that the policies implemented in
Turkey since the 1982 referendum do not respect basic human rights.
The number of political prisoners is still very high, torture is
still being practiced and many death penalties are being executed.
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The Conference,however, notes that an official commission has been
set up in Turkey with the task of investigating cases of torture
against detainees. Furthermore, sentences have been passed the

policemen who carried out torture.

Freedom of press and expression is severely restricted, as well
as trade union rights and political activities. The fact that a

proffesional ban has been imposed against 70,000 public servants,
teachers and university lecturers constitutes a highly alarming

factor in the Turkish Society, as well as new trails against the
opponents. More than 200 persons have been stripped of turkish
citizenship for political reasons and considerable groups of people,
primarily kurds - whose language and kultur is under oppression -
have been deported from eastern to western parts of the country,

which have been led to severe problems.

The Stockholm Conference therefore state that, the Turkish govern-
ment has failed to undertake adequate measures to restore democracy

and respect for basic human rights and freedoms.

Against this background, the Conference urges the Turkish

government:

~ to establish parliamentary democracy,

~ to respect basic human rights, secure freedom of speech and press
freedom for its citizens, and ensure rights of free :political

and trade union activities,

1

to put an immediate end to state of emergency throughout the

country,
to cancel the death sentences passed, and to stopp executions,

to declare general amnesty for political prisoners,

to dropp all legal proceedings against prisoners of conscience

and trade unionists,
to ensure that torture and other degrading treatment of prisoners

immediately ceases,
- to discontinue deportations, and ensure the return of all those

who wish so.
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Turkey was re-admitted to the parliamentary Assembly of the Council
of Europe in 1984 with the understanding that. violations of basic
human rights and freedoms and democratic freedoms would end. The
Council will rewiev the situation in Turkey in Maj 1985,

The Stockholm Conference calls on the Council of Europe to demand
from Turkey the implementations of the decisions of the Council

of Europe and the restoration of democracy as preconditions of its
continued membership.

The Stockholm Conference also calls upon the governments, political
parties, trade unions, other orgamizations and individuals to show
solidarity with the struggle for a return to democracy and resto-
ration of basic human rights and freedoms.

The best form of support for the people of Turkey is solidarity
with those who are fighting for the same goals and values.

17 February 1985, The Swedih Parliament, Stockholm/Sweden
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The Stockholm Conference therefore state that, the Turkish govern-
ment has failed to undertake adequate measures to restore democracy
and respect for basic human rights and freedoms.
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- to establish parliamentary democracy,
- to respect basic human rights, secure freedom of speech and press
freedom for its citizens, and ensure rights of free political
and trade union activities,
~ to put an immediate end to state of emergency throughout the
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to cancel the death sentences passed, and to stopp executions,

- to declare general amnesty for political prisoners,

- to dropp all legal proceedings against prisoners of conscience
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- to ensure that torture and other degrading treatment of prisoncr:
immediately ceases,
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who wish so.
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human rights and freedoms and democratic freedoms would end. The
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from Turkey the implementations of the decisions of the Council
of Europe and the restoration of democracy as preconditions of its
continued membership.

The Stockholm Conference also calls upon the governments, political
parties, trade unions, other organizations and individuals Lo show
solidarity with the struggle for a return to democracy and resto-

ration of basic human rights and freedoms. . ~

The best form of support for the people of Turkey is solidarity
with those who are fighting for the same goals and values.
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