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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

The Process Leading to 12 July

By the spring of 1947, there was no sign that the Republican People Party (RPP)
would carry out the terms in the Charter of Freedom. On the contrary, their expansion of their
offensive campaign caused trouble in the Democrat Party (DP). The RPP continued their
attacks targeting idealist members of the DP. These members demanded a return to the public
in the case of not-applied Charter of Freedom terms. They were accused of being “greedy”
and “rabid” and the provocations in the DP increased. Following the DP’s First Grand
Congress, the RPP’s offensive campaign intensified relationships. This situation forced the
DP administrators to search for contacts within the RPP.

Pre-contacts were conducted by Recep Peker, Nihat Erim and Fuat Kopriilii. Well-
known business man Vehbi Kog also served as negotiator. The first contact between Nihat
Erim and Fuat Kopriilii, took place during a visit of the Grand National Assembly of Turkey
(GNAT) group to England in May 1947. In this meeting, it was decided to have a mild
mediation between the parties, so the process of indnii-Bayar contacts began. Meanwhile,
those around the RPP accelerated their propaganda, saying that these contacts were to take
radical precautions against the extremist members in the DP. The idea of the “domestication”
and “taming” of the DP was put into the press directly from the Prime Minister’s mouth. In
his declaration in Ulus, on 2 July 1947, Prime Minister Recep Peker said: “Bayar promised to
rearrange the DP’s organization and warn the extremist members about their propaganda
extremism in these meetings. All of this gives the impression of a stable party.”

The text of the declaration read by Inonii on the radio on the night of 11 July, known
as the Declaration of 12 July in Turkish political history, there are sections that would prove
these evaluations right. The declaration implied that the DP used abnormal propaganda
methods such as the display of power and provocative speeches. The founder and the
administrators of the DP in accepting the Declaration of 12 July indirectly admitted they had
approved the use of the extremist and unacceptable propaganda by their party. The

preparation of the Declaration, Inonii had judged the content of the declaration, worried the

1 Ulus, 2 July 1947.



DP. Opposition against the Declaration among the DP members included General
Administration Board members Y. K. Tengirsenk, Sadik Aldogan, Ahmet Tahtakili¢ and
Ahmet Oguz and Party Inspector Osman Boliikbasi.

The DP assembled a Small Congress on 22 July 1947 to review the Declaration of 12
July, and released a notice after the congress. The hesitations caused by the Declaration were
explained: “Under today’s political and administrative circumstances, it’s hard for the
opposition to become a true inspector, even impossible; that is a well known fact to all
attendants as well as the public. So it has been decided that a symbolic opposition is harmful
to the country, and will not help improvement. On the contrary, this could help to continue

... 2
today’s conditions.”

After these events, Osman Boliikbasi resigned from party inspection on
23 July 1947. In his resignation letter, he said: “Against the government party’s request for
the elimination of extremists, maybe | can serve your mild policy with this resignation that

can be considered as a compromise by the General Board.”

Towards Disintegration

The Declaration of 12 July sharpened the disagreements in the DP, activating the
disintegration and elimination process in the party irrevocably. The challenge arose between
the groups of this negotiation, considering it noncompliant with the Charter of Freedom. An
administration group led by Fuat Kopriilii, with the silent support of Celal Bayar and Adnan
Menderes, made the final encounter inevitable. Hopes and expectations for a mild political
environment with the Declaration of 12 July appeared empty and the RPP’s attacks on the
opposition increased just after the declaration. The RPP front continued to carry out
provocations inside the DP for disintegration between “extremist” and “mild” while accusing
the DP of “being destructive and provocating public for convulsion but unsuccessfully” to
silence the opposition. “The ‘extreme and soft’ differentiation came out not because of the

events, totally became from the personalities and the charaters of the party members.”

2 The DP Congress on 22 July 1947.

® Deniz Béliikbas1, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayincilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 68.

* Metin Toker, Tek Partiden Cok Partiye (Ankara: Milliyet Yayinlari, 1970), Tarih Serisi,
Vol. 2, p.302.



Three weeks after the Declaration of 12 July, he said: “Acting with determination and
decision to tear apart the single-party cancer that has been eating the national body, the DP
fights against a conservative and dictatorial coterie which wants to maintain illegal
domination by principles of denial and persistence. Osman Boliikbasi, saying relieving hopes
and expectations from the Declaration of 12 July should be evaluated in the light of the
experiences, in an article in Kuvvet newspaper on 1 August 1947, stated that there should not
be any pessimism until the active results were received and told the RPP administrators of the
hopes for the discussions in the DP after the declaration: “Democrats who consider discussion
‘tradition’ and cooperation ‘obligation’ should unite in the ‘Charter of Freedom’. Member
whose creeds are the ‘Charter of Freedom’ and are determined to quit old traditions in the
new house cannot be classified as ‘mild’ or ‘extremist’. Our friends are people who carry the
Kuvay1 Milliye soul and seek the real warrant of freedom and the democracy in their own
determination and fortitude, who know that the cruelty is no crueler than the fear of cruelty.”
Hiiseyin Cahit Yalgin, in an article in Tanin newspaper on 31 July 1947, compared the DP
members who asked for the resignation of Prime Minister Peker to rebels who wanted the

head of the Grand Vizier at the doors of the palace and lost their own heads instead.’

Trust in Turkish Judges

The violent policy of the Recep Peker government targeted the press as well as the DP
administrators. After Adnan Menderes’s speech in Izmir, on 24 April 1947, Kuvvet, Tasvir,
Demokrasi, Yeni Astr and Demokrat 1zmir newspapers published this speech, and prosecutors
decided that the text was felonious. The responsible manager of that issue of Kuvvet
newspaper; Samet Agaoglu, Mithat Perin, Fuat Arna and five other journalists were subject to
the judicial inquiry and their arrest warrants in absentia were decided for the crime of
insulting the parliament. They were accused of publishing Menderes’s speech, which was
insulting to the moral identity and legality of Parliament. Fuat Arna, submitting himself to the
prosecution, was arrested and taken to prison. Arna was in handcuffs even while he was in the
Justice Hall and being taken to court for trial. Minister of Internal Affairs Sokmensiier tried to

explain this as a precaution to prevent any “bailout.” These persons accused with the 159th

> Hiiseyin Cahit Yalgin’s article, Tanin newspaper, 31 July 1947.



article of Turkish Penalty Law, stayed in the prison for three days, then were freed with the

decision of the Izmir High Criminal Court.®

The DP is a Toddler with the Smell of Milk in his Mouth

While the DP was waiting for Inonii’s promises of the Declaration of 12 July to come
into effect, the pessimism in the party increased. The political rights and freedoms of the
Turkish people, to be returned in the future, were not conveyed to the RPP. In his Erzurum
speech, Minister of Public Works Cevdet Kerim from the RPP said that the DP was not
working sincerely; they were ambitious for their power and trying to separate the country. He
ended with the following threats: “We can not leave the competence to this ‘one-year-old
toddler with the smell of milk in his mouth’ acting with the principle of motive validates

instruments. The government has the power to stop them and crush them if necessary.”

Hilmi Uran, General Secretary of the RPP sent a circular to the party organization in
late August 1947 on the Declaration of 12 July. The circular had accusations against the DP.
The editor-in-chief of Ulus newspaper, the press representative of the RPP, Nihat Erim wrote
an article on 24 August 1947 supporting this circular. The circular of the RPP’s General
Secretary, included the following allegations: “The DP tried every possible provocative way
throughout the country for the last time, when they realized they weren’t getting results they
went to Inonii, and the Declaration of 12 July was issued after this.”

Nihat Erim, defending the RPP circular, wrote: “The DP couldn’t get any results
despite all the provocations, then turned to President Inonii’s mercy.” Hilmi Uran's circular
included this statement: The process of preparation of Declaration of 12 July. “President
Inénii heard our complaints about the DP walking in illegal paths. We have been complaining
about the DP administrators seducing and provoking citizens with false hopes.” He wrote:
“There are people who seek and find their political foulante from the disagreement of two
parties, also who seek and maybe find an advantage —yes, a personal advantage- from this
situation” in his article implying “extremists” among the DP members,

The DP boycotted the municipal election of 26 May 1946 because of the still-valid

antidemocratic laws. The low participation in elections (49% in Istanbul, 22% in 1zmir) made

® Deniz Béliikbast, Tirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayincilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 72.



the RPP angry, and these results were considered an outcome of the DP’s provocations. The
Declaration of 12 July caused a disturbance in the RPP. On 26 August 1947, the RPP
parliament group gathered and considered the events after 12 July and criticized Recep
Peker’s government. Following this, Recep Peker requested a vote of confidence. After
voting, he received 35 negative, 303 positive votes of confidence. After this event, Recep
Peker made changes to the government on 4 September 1947. Siikrii Sokmensiier, Minister of
Internal Affairs was left out and a new cabinet was created with five changes.

Following the events of the Declaration of 12July, it was shown that the RPP did not
fully intend to take steps towards democracy. Recep Peker received the majority of votes
against 35, from the RPP parliament group. Thus his “democratic pressure” of which the DP
had complained was approved and maybe legalized. “The RPP is not friendly and using the
DP for their secret agenda” was declared one day before 30 August 1947, the day it was going
to be published in Kudret newspaper. However, the DP’s General Center requested that the
article in Kudret paper be examined by the General Administration Board. The examinations
concluded that the article did not comply with the party advantages and Kudret newspaper
was exposed to the pressure because of this situation. As a result, article was not published the
next day.’

The last article of Osman Boliikbasi as a DP member was published on 23rd
September 1947 in Kudret, before he cut his all connections with the DP on 3 October 1947.
An article entitled “Deadlocks and Sword of National Sovereignty” examines the events
during the three months after the Declaration of 12 July and includes some observations about
the Turkish nation’s expectations. In the RPP’s official newspaper, Ulus, it was said of the
resignation: “Osman Boliikbasi, who writes and gives speeches in measured and non-
measured terms and has made new organizations with travelling villages since the day DP
was formed, also his leaving the party has aroused contradictory comments.”

This speculation was written about the resignation, which was said to have happened
in Yozgat,

“Osman Boliikbas1t who came to Yozgat to attend a session dated 30 September 1947
for insulting the Board of Election of Sorgun, said hard words about Celal Bayar at a
dinner at the DP’s provincial chairman’s house. Because of this, there was a
discussion between him and his lawyer, Osman Sevki Cicekdag. It is guessed that
there is a connection between this incident and Boéliikbasi’s resignation from DP. It is

" Deniz Béliikbast, Tirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayincilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 74.



assumed that Boliikbasi left DP of his own will after saying such hard words about

Celal Bayar”. ®

Osman Boliikbasi disclaimed this news with an explanation in Ulus newspaper dated 6
October 1947, saying “these are unrealistic, he felt amazement and sorrow and he applied the
DP to determine true nature of this scam. He continued: “In view of your news trying to elicit
some comments against the DP by evaluating my resignation as a mystery, | am content with
declaring that Boliikbas1 will be in democracy suit till death even outside the DP and as a
citizen he will continue to do his part in this holy struggle with his old passion and

determination, and he will always be respectful of the memory of his companions.”®

® Deniz Béliikbast, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayincilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 84.

% Ulus, 6 October 1947.



CHAPTER 2
FORMATION OF THE NATION PARTY

Marshal Fevzi Cakmak and His Role in the Nation Party

Before continuing our story about the Nation Party it is very important to describe the
role and effect of Marshal in the formation of the party. Marshal Fevzi Cakmak was a great
commander for the great majority of the public. He proved his military genius in the Turkish
Independence War. He was one of the founders of the Nation Party and he was very different
than the other founders. He was born on 12" January 1876, in Istanbul. After a successful
military school career and as a result of his successful achievements in the Balkan Wars, he
was ascended to Colonel rank. He was appointed to be the Governor of Taslica and he
commanded 35" army, there. After the declaration of Constitution 11, Fevzi Pasha remained in
Taslica, until he was appointed to be the commander of the Army Corps organised against
Russia, in 1910. Then he was designated to Western Army Corps organised against the Italian
attacks in Trablus.

In the following years, he worked in the Ministry of War, as the chairman of the
department of action. After the Balkan wars, he was designated as Ankara Division
Commander, and then to fifth Army corps. In March 1914, he was ascended to be a Brigadier
General. In the First World War, he fought in Gallipoli. In 1915, he commanded the
Anafartalar Group. In 1916, he was appointed to be the Commander of the Second Army
Corps of Caucasia. In 1917, he designated to be the Commander of 2" Army Corps. In 1918,
because of his successes in Syria, he was promoted by the Divisional General rank. After the
Peace Treaty of Mondros; he was designated to be Minister of War, but he resigned from his
duty with the occupation of Izmir by the allies. On 3™ February 1920, he supported the
organisations of the War of independence in Anatolia. On 8" April 1920, after the occupation
of Istanbul, he left Istanbul and went to Anatolia. He joined the Army of Mustafa Kemal
Ataturk and he worked him, until he died.

In Ankara, Turkish National Assembly was designated him as the director of the
cabinet as an appreciation of his joining. After the Inonii Triumph, in 3™ April 192I, he was
designated to be General. In 1921. After the Sakarya War; in 29" September 192I, he was
given the rank of Marshal. In 1946, he was elected as the Istanbul deputy and in 1948, he



established the Nation Party. He died, in 10™ April, 1950. It can be seen that Marshal had had
very important missons and had known as a very serious personality.

Beside these military creer, Marshal was a conservative and religious person. And he
was more like one of the public than the other elite people on the administration. Therefore
had had a great influence over the public. Therefore, if there wold be a real opposition,
Marshal was the most convenient leader for this task. And we may say that Marshal had never
been an active executive of the Nation Part, however, the Nation Party had been formed under
the effect of his soul.

All the life span of the Nation Party, Marshal had been known as the founder and the
leader of the party eventhough he had not been in the party along its existance. We may say
that public had always thought that Marshal had been the only leader of the party.

The Ideas and the Personality of Marshal

In the history of Turkish Republic, being religious have never become a problem,
however, the role of the religion in the government have been always the most important
problem. Kemal H. Karpat is giving notes from American Scholar magazine that was issued
in 1936 and he is explaining the personality of Marshal. Karpat says that Marshal was very
religious person. But he was always at the very top administration of the government. Atatiirk
had always deep respect to him and it has been said that he had not drink any alchol at the
same table with Marshal.*

To make a very characteristic analysis about Marshal, we may give the following
words of Karpat’s same book which had been taken from : “Since Marshal entered into
politics with a very strong and angry defense of himself, he explained that he had many
different nicknames: Just because he visited the grave of his daughter, he had been called as
‘reactionary’, just because he spoke to public as “my children”, he had been called as
‘conservative’, finally, just because he defended his rights and freedom, he had been called as
‘communist’.”*! We may find the same explanations about Marshal in the book “Hiir

Ufuklara Dogru —Toward Free Horizons” written by Fevzi Boztepe, Istanbul, 1952.

10 Kemal H. Karpat, Turk Demokrasi Tarihi (Istanbul: Istanbul Matbaasi, 1967), p. 56.

1 Ibid., p. 157.



However, the very well known organ of the NP, Millet newspaer, made very clear anti-
communist publication in all its life span. It is a very important evidence to understand how
easy to make a bad nickname to a very valuable person in the politics understanding of this

period.*?

DP’s Decomposition Process, Reasons and Results

The Democratic Party faced a decomposition process at the very beginning of its
political life. After a short period of two years after its formation the DP was partitioned when
it was in opposition.The underlying reason for its decomposition was the member did not
have a common ideology except for being dissenters. The DP had no clear program to provide
to its electors except for an opposition role. Discussions in the party after the 1946 elections
about “going to the country” and different point of view about opposition strategies lasted in
the first Grand Congress. These discussions, which were renewed after the 12 July Statement
period, caused the “moderate-extreme” partition to be more sharpened. As a result of the DP’s
decomposition process reached a point from which there was no return. Timur writes that
“The DP founders had targetted to criticize the policies of Indnii rather than his personality.
The others called as extremists in the DP.”*3

In this difficult period, the majority of 1946 staff resigned, were forced to leave or
were sent down. Osman Boliikbas1 was first to leave the DP. In 1948 two-thirds of the staff
present at the DP’s formation process was out of the party. The DP’s president candidate
Marshal Fevzi Cakmak, Istanbul provincial chairman Kenan Oner, General Sadik Aldogan,
Fuat Arna, Hikmet Bayur, Mustafa Kentli, Osman Nuri Koni, Suphi Batur, Enver Kok, Emin
Sazak, Ahmet Tahtakilic, Ahmet Oguz, Hasan Dinger, Yusuf Kemal Tengirsenk, Enis
Akaygen and Osman Boliikbasi were out of the party. After these discharging processes, two
formations came into existence: one in the parliament forming a new group, and the other
forming a new opposition party. A group of members of parliament discharged from the DP
formed the Separate Democrats Group, and the other discharged staff formed the Nation Party

on 6 July 1948. These staff who stuck to 1946 ideals and formed a new political party

12 Millet, Haziran-Aralik 1947.

3 Taner Timur, 7 lirkiye ’de Cok Partili Hayata Gecis (Ankara: Imge Kitabevi, no. 3, 2003), p.
47.



continued the struggle with the RPP and the DP. On the other hand, later, some DP managers
who had been effective in facilitating the “moderate-extreme” dialogue that caused the
decomposition of the DP left the DP and wored to the RPP. The DP, which got rid of these
“extreme and strong opposition supporter” staff, started a voyage which ended up with the
over throw of the party with “revolution” in 1960.

Much has said and written about the reason for internal upheaval and its results in the
DP in the period 1947-1960. Those who lived through the events made evaluations that reflect
their points of view on this subject. To better understand the real reasons for the events in this
period, which became an important milestone in Osman Boliikbasi’s political life, it is
appropriate to consider the political backgrounds and views of the parties to this internal fight.

To be able to make a healthier evaluation about this process which resulted in DP’s
decomposition, these questions must be answered:

Was it a difference in ideals and beliefs or a character conflict that was the basic reason for
DP staff departures?

What was the effect of the confidence crisis in this period revealed by doubts about DP
founders’ sincerity and commitment to democracy? What ideas mainly affected the
“moderate-extreme” polarization in the DP?

Was the struggle about discharging idealist staff that learnt politics in the DP by the DP
founders who came from the one-party tradition? Did the idea of authoritarian discipline in
the party of the the DP founders who grew up in the RPP and their will and search to establish
domination over the DP have any effects on this discharge process?

What was the effect of the disturbance felt by the DP founders for questioning their
responsibilities while they were criticizing the totalitarians of the RPP about the one-party
regime?

Obijective answers to these questions will help us to understand the real dynamics of
the past events. Four founders of the DP in 1946 who had been members of the parliament at
the RPP until 1945 were important members of the DP. Celal Bayar was vice chairman at
RPP in 1938 and was the prime minister of Ismet Inénii. Adnan Menderes also began his
involvement in politics in the RPP with National Chief Inonii. He became a RPP member of
parliament in Aydin in 1931, and an inspector of the RPP sport organization. Adnan
Menderes’ interview with Inénii, when he wanted to become agriculture minister in RPP’s
one-party government, did not show results. Fuad Kopriilii and Refik Koraltan also took some

responsibilities at RPP’s various degrees. Samet Agaoglu, who participated with these four
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founders in the struggle within the DP and who were ministers in the DP governments
continuously until the 1960 revolution, also wanted to be candidates for member of the
parliament in 1943-1944, but this demand was not accepted.

It is seen that nearly all the people in “traditional — moderate “ group in the DP were
past generation members and they were representatives of the RPP’s one-party tradition’s
political view. They were professional politicians who had grown from the RPP School. They
had shared the responsibility of the RP P management during 23 years before 1946. On the
other hand, those who were discharged with the claim of being “extreme* had had no political
adventures in their past. They had adopted the 1946 suit just like the Kuvay: Milliye (National
Forces) spirit and they were staff who considered it an Anatolian movement. These staff lived
through the 1946 struggle with missionary spirit and enthusiasm like militants. It is true that
except for differences in idealism and concept between these two groups, there is a character
difference in this sense.

The DP founders that grew up in the RPP and come from the one-party tradition, did not have
the idea to form an opposing party at the beginning. On 7 June 1945, they demanded by
making a motion known as the ‘Quad Declaration’ to the RPP Parliament Group, that the RPP
party program and policy guidelines should be modified to effectuate the present Fundamental
Law. Assistant Professor Esat Oz makes these identifications in his research, “Transition
Process to Democracy in Turkey” published in ‘Ozgiir Diisiince’ in 1966 : You can examine
the DP for its founders and mass support’s composition or its program (its ideology) and its
organizing structure; it is seen that it represents change and continuity.

It represents continuity because they grew up in the RPP school. Consequently, in
view of party management and organization, since they had similar comprehension and
values, they did not have a structure much different that of the RPP. Accordingly, they
defended a “change”, which meant returning to origin, not a break-away. Political opposition
coming from the same tradition did not have the purpose of destroying the one-party ideology
and its institutions or even to question it seriously. The DP’s basic attitude was to oppose the
republic’s authoritarian and state partisan interpretation, which was assumed to be represented
by the RPP, and to protest the exercises of the National Chief period. * Examining by

comparing the DP’s democracy and independence perceptions and exercises in the DP’s

14 Transition Process to Democracy in Turkey” published in ‘Ozgiir Diisiince’ magazine
number 3 in 1966.
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government and opposition periods will explain an objective judgment about the DP’s
managers’ belief in democracy. It seen, from the formation of the DP there were two groups
with different structures and ideas. With incidents over time, the borders of this grouping
became sharper and after the departure of the staff seen or exposed as “extreme,” discharge
process completes.

Metin Toker says this about the subject in his book ‘From Single Party to Multi
Party "

The separation of extremist and moderate in the DP did not start with the incidents, it
started with people’s nature and character. If Bayar was so patient and rational, Kenan
Oner was as impulsive and irrational. Marshal did not have a tiny bit of Menderes’
calmness. The founders were from the RPP school. The others had refused to obey
authority all their lives. Character conflicts appeared at the beginning. Oner and
Kopriilii, Kopriilii and Tengirsek, Bayar and Boliikbasi, Menderes and Aldogan did
not ever like each other, they did not agree. They did not even believe in each other.

These evaluations in Samet Agaoglu’s memoirs, ‘Political Diary’, are very important on the
subject: “Adnan Menderes started the struggle to become the DP’s second man after Bayar.
He thought Fuad Kopriilii was his closest helper in this until the DP rose into government. For
this, Adnan Menderes’ self-sacrifice was to take no notice of Kopriilii’s being too free and
easy, his conceit and rudeness. He would take no notice of these, but he would hit those who
would and could oppose him in his way to become first in the second stage, second in the first
stage, with Kopriilii’s hand until this hand got tired or retreated from this idea or feeling. The
most important of effects that caused the DP’s internal struggle was the contradiction and
conflict between the states of minds of the politicians that had grown under one-party
management and their sincere belief in democratic regime with idea and reason. The source of
delusion that bothered the DP arose from politicians who had grown up with the one-party
state of mind and the mentality, the conflict between this state of mind and mentality and
sincere democracy ideal. The totalitarian system gets its power from the individual’s
egocentric tendency. The democratic system does not get along with this tendency. | can say
that the real reason of internal conflicts that started from the day the DP had been formed
appeared from this contradiction.

As Samet Agaoglu confessed years later in this discharge process, “the Democratic

Party Discipline Board acted like the Independence Court.” Expressions in Samet Agaoglu’s

> Metin Toker, Tek Partiden Cok Partiye (Ankara: Milliyet Yaynlari, 1970), Tarih Serisi,
Vol. 2, p. 308.
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notes that he kept about conversations at party headquarters display the DP managers’ states
of mind: Fuad Kopriilii said the following at a meeting of the DP General Management Board
on 18 December 1947: “We had this gangrene because of moving with friendship feelings
until now. We have to get rid of it. “At the same meeting Refik ince said “We are in a party
matter, we are facing a state of mind that is opposing us. Whom do we have to get rid of for
this main case? We have to talk about these,” to advocate the discharge of his close friends
who had started in the party together in 1946, by using party discipline mechanisms such as a
revolution court. As a natural result of this mindset, in an announcement made by DP
Headquarters on 13 March 1948, people discharged from DP by these methods were
characterized as “buyer ups, in pursuit of hatred and revenge and the people who don’t want
the country to have a stable and harmonious political and social structure.”

Sevket Stireyya Aydemir’s findings and evaluations on this subject were expressed as
follows in his book, ‘Logic of the Revolution’: “About the New Party Chiefs! It seemed that
they would be absorbed sometimes into courage, sometimes confusion, sometimes leadership
and pride in being chief, but generally, into drift that comes from the feeling that old system
has expired its lifetime. Hesitation would be over fast and easy, because time was on their
side. They will have the power. Their power was not just ones that had their names written in
new party books. Their conscious and subconscious waves wrapped the country like winds, as
we tried to explain above, that don’t support each other, but all of them opposing the present
government, that rioted to fret and destroy it, or else new booming winds, were blowing for
them. At the same time, spirit and nature disagreements that showed up not very late even if it
was not revealed during the first days, was getting stronger between the new chiefs revealed
in Ankara and intellectuals that joined the movement in centers like Istanbul and Izmir.
Because, in the past, from the beginning of Independence War, the leaders of new attempts,
the new formations, the formation of the Republic and the new regime were all in Ankara.
Democrats in Istanbul and in many provincial centers felt they were unknown, but always
present foreignness in heads towards monopoly of this Ankara group, whereas the new party
was organized to spread politics to the whole country and create new leaders throughout the
whole country by destroying this monopoly tradition. Then, it was time for these centers. In
this new movement, Istanbul and other centers reveal their own leaders without taking cover
of this or that leader of Ankara. Then, intellectuals of the country should now take their place
in this party and at the front. For example, famous lawyer Kenan Oner in Istanbul and similar

figures seemed to be leaders of this new development at the time, but these expectations and
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hopes showed a deficit and were put aside. Because Ankara was Ankara. Leaders of the new
formation were also people representing Ankara who had grown up with the Ankara
professional politics tradition. It was possible to make politics with them, but it was not
possible to talk equally with them. This was not a law. It was a matter of tradition, nature. As
a matter of fact, national celebrities who came out of this tradition of Ankara, but not the
regular people of the new party, and who deluded themselves with the dream of becoming
important people in the new party and masters of tomorrow, put their feet on the ground of
reality. In a short time, they disappeared.*

Politicians who refused to become regular people along with the new chiefs and mass
public speakers like Osman Boliikbagt were sent away from the new party in a short time. In
the new party, the Ankara hegemony and leadership tradition settled in the first election
(1946). It lasted until the end. In other words the one-party regime and discipline were
conducted in the Democrat Party as a continuity of the tradition lasting from 1923. Therefore,
it can be said there was no difference between the old RPP government and the new Democrat
Party. Sevket Siireyya Aydemir makes this striking evaluation, in his same work, about the
results of this fragmentation in the the DP: “Especially after this decomposition, there started
to be an authoritarian air at the DP. Habits of being the only voice in management of leader
staff that moved from the RPP to the the the DP and that had grown up with the RPP’s one-
party tradition, were increasingly settling at party’s high levels and especially in Bayar’s
attitude and comportment. What would have happened if these staffs weren’t discharged in
the decomposition before the DP government? | assume that if it were like this, the (one-man)
spirit at the DP and one-party state of mind coming from the RPP that could not be
renounced, could be prevented.”16

Osman Boliikbasi’s explained his opinions about sources of conflict at the Democrat
Party and reasons for its having spread so widely response to the question, “What are the
reasons for the conflict in the Democrat Party and its spreading so widely? In your opinion,
how could this conflict have been overcome?” in an interview titled “We Faced the
Government That Belongs to the People That Transformed Their Suspicion into Witness and

Their Ambition into Judgement.” Published in Tasvir newspaper, dated 2 April 1948.

“In my opinion, the conflict at Democratic Party appeared in time because people of
different habits and states of mind gathered together and as a result old traditions came

18 Sevket Siireyya Afdemir, fhtilalin Mantig.
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up in the new home. You can add any kind of personal weaknesses. A one-party
system that continued fora long time, tried to transform people according to one
pattern and into chickens that wait for their feed, and it brought up a group of people
of a weak character to support every process and case. The Democratic Party, which
was formed fast, more or less settled this kind of people at every level. The
differences, which did not appear at first, arose with the development of the case. The
12 July Announcement especially dragged some people to the intoxication and they
made a mistake inadvertently by thinking that this announcement and its promises
were a solid step that could take them to success.*’

One-party supporters that knew very well that domination would go on as long as fear went
on, characterized people that had states of mind and characters to play a role to destroy the

domination in order to enlighten and encourage public, as “extreme”.

To the question; “Your name is also said to be among the founders of a third party.
What do you say about this?” he said: Appearing of a lot of things coming from the
DP’s own weaknesses is possible if the DP cannot get rid of the chaos, for which in
my opinion a handful of people are responsible who refuse the concept that is based on
100 percent morality. | am sure that even the people said to be forming a party will
serve the DP even if they are not included, when the DP proves that it represents a real
opposition by getting rid of the current situation which makes all of us sad.*®

Osman Boliikbasi believed that the main source of the DP’s internal decomposition was Celal
Bayar’s insincerity, that it was executed by Prof. Fuad Kopriilii, who was in control of him,
that Menderes was used by them in this game. In the same way, Boliikbast who thought that
Inénii and Bayar did not believe in real democracy during the passage to multi-party political
life, that they wanted to play a democracy game, and believed that this lack of faith was the
underlying reason for distress during the 1946-1950 period.

It can be concluded that in the place of Inonii and Bayar’s formerly executed artificial
opposition trials, they conducted a strategy to clamp down on the public by just putting the
opposition in order. Mehmet Altay Kéymen, a professor at Ankara University in the
Language-History-Geography Faculty, said in his research “Prof. M. Fuad Kopriilii’s political
life,” published by Yeni Forum dated 11" August 1981:

“Democracy is a regime of morality. This simple reality is forgotten in Turkey in the
implementation of democracy that we took from the West. In place of that, insincerity
and lack of good have appeared. In that way, democracy degenerates in the hands of
civil politicians. We try to learn tricks of democracy before learning it. Therefore, on

Y Tasvir, 2 April 1948.

18 Ipid.
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the basis of the attempted democracy movement in Turkey, even from the beginning
there was insincerity and lack of good will and it could not be corrected anyhow.

It is possible to observe the same insincerity and lack of good will also during the
DP’s time. K&priilii, with his writings and his scientific popularity, and Osman
Boliikbasi with his political speeches that dragged public and his organizational skills,
played the leading roles in DP’s development and being government. Osman
Boliikbas1 who made these services before being government, and many democracy
apostles were discharged or forced to resign in one way or another. Fuad Kopriili
should notlghave allowed this kind of conduct without thinking that one day it would be
his turn. «

Osman Boliikbasi expressed his unchangeable opinions about this subject, about pardoning
Celal Bayar and the old DP politicians, in the interviews made in Turkish Grand National
Assembly on 14 May 19609:

“Things wouldn’t have ended with revolution if inénii had not followed small
estimations while entering in democratic life, if he had not appointed Celal Bayar, as
we all know very well that he does not believe or like him, with the opposition duty in
an artificial way, if while he had had the chance he could have prepared social,
economic, cultural and legal grounds to make it possible to have a democratic life and
if he could have brought up a secured constitutional charter, today there wouldn’t be
the memory of hung up unfortunate prime minister and friends in this unfortunate
country which faithless politicians are preparing to embrace.

Our opinion is that the Turkish public will have the opportunity for peace and our
political life will be able to settle into its regular order without embracing these two
former presidents on the political scene who the ones most responsible as in Turkey’s
past crises and distress, but allowing them to withdraw into a corner. It is not
impossible to think with mercy and grace of those hundreds of Harbiye students and
young officers who became the victims of incidents created by others and to remember
with a much bigger feeling of compassion for the unfortunate Menders and his friends,
Talat Aydemir and Fethi Giircan, who were hung as a result of the last scene created
by these two presidents who tried to seem like apostles of forgiveness and
tolerance.”*

The Beginning of the Story

Important names of the 1946 movement that separated from the DP started to work to
form a new party at the beginning of 1948. This work accelerated after Istanbul Province
President Kenan Ozer’s resignation from the DP on 16 January 1948. This incident caused

great disturbance and unrest among the DP managers. As a result, a widespread smear

% Yeni Forum, 11 August 1981.
20 Interviews made at the Grand National Assembly of Turkey on 14 May 1969.
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campaign was organized to destroy the new party before its formation. Irrelevant of the NP’s
and its managers’ ideology and opinions, in this campaign, publications saying that “those
who separated from the DP were being used by Communists to divide the DP into two” were
made. These expressions, published in the Vatan newspaper dated 12 January 1948, reveal the
dimensions of psychological operations: “One must be very careful and prudent. We are
facing a Communist trap. The remiss who are trying to divide DP into two are victims of red

intrigues. “

Ahmet Emin Yalman, the editorial writer of Vatan who made these ugly accusations,
had made speeches which complimented the DP managers. On 20 March 1948, he wrote that:
“the destructive and defeatist movements made by a handful of men who follow their personal
hatred and ambition threaten the country’s existence, independence and citizens’ rights and

freedom. « %

It should be noted that a very interesting similarity in the “used by Communist
desires” accusation made formerly by the RPP of the DP, was being used by the DP managers
to discredit their former friends with whom they were accused by the RPP.

At the same time, the DP managers tried to denounce the discharged people’s efforts
to share their ideas with the DP organization and to influence them in a planned assassination
attempt. In reality, the decomposition was unavoidable. After a victory obtained just by
disturbing the RPP, at this second stage, the opposing idea that had won would want to
distinguish itself. The other accusation made by the DP managers of their discharged
colleagues was that they intended to form a new party to become ministers and members of
parliament to satisfy their own ambitions. These developments were greeted with pleasure by
the RPP. The RPP managers who were pleased by this decomposition in the DP said that it
revealed a fight between “extremist and moderate” and one of the opinions would discharge
the other at the end of this fight for power.

The DP managers who were uncomfortable with the decomposition and grouping in
the party and started a struggle against them made a huge effort to defend themselves against
the trumped-up claims to prove that the DP voters were not affected by it. Celal Bayar gave a
speech at the Istanbul Congress on 17 January 1948: “The 12 July Announcement is a bill of a
promise. When its time comes it will be demanded that it be paid, but the aim has not been

2 vatan, 12 January 1948.
22 Ahmet Yalman’s editorial column, Vatan, 20 March 1948.
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achieved yet.” Bayar was talking about the opponents of the 22 July Announcement on 22
January 1948 in Balikesir: “I don’t appreciate this. A party appreciates aims, not tactics. Aims
are achieving the purpose without giving importance to this or that way. We want this.” He
ended his speech with this threat after his speech reflecting a point of view that every illegal
way was possible to achieve the purpose: “Democrats are connected to regulations. The ones
that get out of line will be pulled by their ears and sent to the discipline committee. If that’s
not enough, they will be discharged from the party and they will be gone.” 3

DP Headquarters, at the same time, gave information to the press saying that Kenan
Oner had met Osman Béliikbasi in Ankara and that he had sent Osman Béliikbasi to Hatay
and Maras to organize conferences to spread the propaganda that the DP was a party in a
trumped-up fight. Kenan Oner made this explanation on 10 February 1948 in view of this
claim: “I saw Osman Boliikbasi because he did me a favor by visiting me. He told me that he
thought my resignation reasons were right and that his experiences also proved his opinion.
As Osman Boliikbasi, who proved by his every movement that he did not have a slave spirit
until now, isn’t so helpless to take orders from me I don’t have the capability to teach this
kind of man.*

One of DP founders, Refik Koraltan, compared those who left the party with Cerkez
Ethem’s betrayal in his speech at the DP Ankara Center on 20 March 1948. Osman Boliikbasi
gave this answer to this accusation in a speech published in Yeni Sabah on 27 March 1948.
Like other accusations, the old DP politicians who would become NP founders, answered that

they did not accept these accusations, either.

The NP Formation Application

The Public Party was formed by eight people on 19 July 1948 with this application to
the Ankara Governorship.

To the Ankara Governorship:

We, the founders whose names, surnames, professions, addresses and signatures are
written at the bottom, have formed a new party with the name ‘“Public Party.”
Founders appointed Marshal Fevzi Cakmak as the honorary president of the party.
Two copies of the party’s program and policy guidelines are attached. We respectfully

2% The NP Istanbul Congress on 17 January 1948.
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request that certification be provided and this application sent to the Internal Affairs

Ministry in accordance with Associations Law article 4.

19 July 1948

Party Center: Adakale st. Nr: 4, Yenisehir-Ankara

1. Maresal Fevzi Cakmak. Istanbul member of the parliament.

Cankaya St. Nr: 8

2. Enis Akaygen, Istanbul member of parliament. Sanatoryum St. Nr: 4, Yakacik

3. Hikmet Bayur. Selanik St. Nr.72, Yenisehir-Ankara

4. Prof. Dr. Kenan Oner, Lawyer. Vali Konagi St. Yiice Apt. Nr: 9.

5. Dr. Mustafa Kentli. Atatiirk St. No: 334, Izmir

6. Osman Boliikbasi, Farmer. Kusdili Quarter Nr: 20, Kirsehir

7. Osman Nuri Koni, Istanbul Member of Parliamnet. Karanfil St. Nr: 32, Ankara

8. General Sadik Aldogan, Afyonkarahisar Member of Parliament. Serce St. Nr: 28,

Yenisehir-Ankara

Marshal Fevzi Cakmak was appointed honorary president of the NP, Hikmet Bayur
was elected president, Osman Nuri Koni was elected vice president and Doctor Mustafa
Kentli was elected General Secretary.

After NP’s formation, these members of parliament also participated in the party along with
four founding members of parliament: Bahattin Ogiitmen (Edirne), Mehmet Oktem (Mugla),
Asim Giirsu (Mugla) and Denizli Member of Parliament Resat Aydinli, who later would be
famous as messenger of the “assassination” claim. During the formation process of the NP,
retired Admiral Rauf Orbay, “Hamidiye” hero, was also wanted among the founders.

Osman Boliikbasi visited Orbay, Atatiirk’s brother-in-arms, at his home and gave him
Marshal’s greetings and this wish. Rauf Orbay’s answer was: “It is an honor for me to work
for the Marshal. But, | entered politics once, and | saved my honor and my life with great
difficulty. Thank you very much for your attention, but I will never enter politics again.” The
incident that Rauf Orbay said he had saved his honor and his life with difficultly was his
forming Terakkiperver Cumhuriyet Firkasi in 1925, and being sentenced to 10 years for
suspicion of participation in the Izmir assassination attempt on Atatiirk, and then being

forgiven.?

24 Deniz Béliikbas1, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yaycilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 102-103.
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The Main Principles of the Nation Party’s Program

The basics of the party’s political philosophy in the NP program, which consists of 11
chapters and 135 articles, are grouped 34 main principles. Bringing people and their natural
rights to the foreground, based on morality and excellent justice concept, defending economic
liberalism and employees’ right to strike were in the NP program along with topics about
relations between state-individual and religion-state, which became the subject of intense
discussions starting in the 1990s.? It is the third political party in the real sense after the RPP
and the DP after the beginning of multiparty life. The basic principles that the NP defended
can be grouped as expressions such as: “Independence is the cornerstone of all our political
program,” that were being made. The individual’s natural rights and freedom were listed like
this in the NP program: “Living, person and habitation immunity, conscience, idea,
publishing, travel, communication, compact, work, acquiring a property, heredity, liberty for
forming an association.”

In the NP program: Rights “legal resistance to every kind of injustice and criticizing
government” were especially added to inviolable natural rights and freedom. In fact, what
seemed like very unnecessary details when evaluated from today’s point of view were the
reason for that time’s specific crisis. In the program which accepts that every individual’s
right and freedom are bordered with others’ equal rights and freedoms, harming somebody
else is specified as evil and since goodness and evil are matters of morality, individual
independence is specified with a moral basis and sense of mission. One of the most interesting
and important points of the NP program is bringing extensive preservation to individuals
against the state’s pressure and any kind of coercion. In the program where it is specified
“The individual’s personal and political freedoms are in danger because of the extensive
authorization given to states.” It is emphasized, for that reason, that “Authorization given to
government should be fully limited.”

In the NP program, the former illegal limitation of these natural rights is considered a
social and political crime as a result of a totalitarian state concept and sorrow and pain caused
by state coercion. Therefore, it was argued that the violation of these rights by anyone,
including the state, should be judged in the justice courts regarding the system’s general

regulations. The state concept was attached to law: The NP program evaluates right and

2% Millet Partisi, Program ve Tiiziik (Istanbul: Teknik Basimevi, 1948), see Appendix-F.
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justice as an excellent behest which is above the state and guiding state, limiting state’s
authorization. This justice and right concept is accepted as not only a principle of execution
and appreciation, but at the same time as a matter of a moral aim and faith.

The NP program, which also takes the principles of Western democracy, accepts that it
is illegal when the majority overrides the minority and demands that provisions of the 1924
Constitution which do not fit into real democracy, especially the second article which uses the
political principles of the RPP as the government’s main qualifications, be abolished. In the
program by which the law-dependent government principles are put forward, constitutional
guarantees that will protect the individual against the government are demanded. It is claimed
that in order to be able to inspect legislative power, it is necessary to establish a Constitution
Court. The MP, which accepts equality before the law, also adopted the principle that the
obligatory equality for everyone in law is valid for relations between individuals, individual
and government institutions, social classes, politial parties, religions and sects as well.

In the program which emphasizes the fact that public power which takes its source
from national willpower cannot be used against an individual or group and as a result of this,
it is said that the NP’s “wisdom of the government” mentality, which makes the laws
dependent on whim, and the mentality of “use of the treasure,” which continuously causes
unfair losses the society, are seen as the basis of enforcement and will be tought against the
NP’s understanding of liberalism: it is emphasized in the program that the NP supports
“moderate liberalism” in the economic field, but it is not the classical, the cruel liberalism
based on the principle of “let them do it, let them pass (birakiniz yapsinlar, birakiniz
gegsinler).”

The party’s economic ideology was based on the principles of “individual ownership,
individual entreprenuership and free trade,” but the government’s regulatory role and
interference in social policies were accepted. In the program it is stated that the government
cannot be ignorant of the following fields and will interfere: Establishing monopolies,
unfairness in capital, extreme profit desire, tricky trade, unfair misuse, the sorrow and poverty
of big masses caused by the crisis. In the program, the following interference by the
government is protested: breach of individual ownership rights on the work and production
vehicles for the government’s benefit and etatism with the tendency to limit individual
entrepreneurship and government capitalism. The government’s role in the economic field is
stated as follows in the program: "as the principle, the government cannot deal with industry,

trade and agriculture. However, the war industry and ports which are not in demand by
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individual and domestic capital, dam and energy facilities, railways and installation of the
PTT (post, telephone, telegraph) can be established and operated by the government. The MP
recognized the workers’ right to strike, which was an important innovation, and supported the
idea of establishing worker insurance institutions to include all workers with agricultural
insurance.

The NP's understanding of nationalism and conservation was as follows : The
political ideology of NP, which adopted a kind of conservative Turkish nationalism close to
traditional moderate Turkism ideology, represented a distant stand to nationalism. In the
program of the NP, which was a nationalist-conservative right party with the importance it
gave to institutions such as the family, national customs and religion, the principle of
nationalism is explained as follows:

“Nationalism, one of the main qualifications of the Republic of Turkey, is also one of
the main principles of our party. According to us, the most important element of the
idea of being a nation is a kind of unity of thought and feeling that comprises a
national conscience and is composed of a common life and belief in the future. We
accept the great role and share of the language in composing the national awareness.
The party accepts everyone who says ‘I am a Turk’ and regards himself as a Turk and
believes the long and honourable civilized history and the hopeful future of the Turks.
It regards following a suitable curriculum and program which would strengthen the
national awareness at educational institutions as a national duty and thinks it is
necessary to try to raise the youth with this belief even outside the schools.”?

Relations between religion and government: The MP adopted the principle of
secularism, which supports that religion and traditions are out of the influence field of the
government. However, those principles on some issues subject to discussions in this field

today in Turkey appeared in the party program:

“The party accepts the great importance of beliefs, morality, traditions, customs and
manners in the composition of social order. The party is respectful of the institution of
religion and national customs. The party accepts the idea of separating religious facts
from governmental works. They regard it as sacred for everyone to have the right to
worship God in any language and in any form they wish and respects everyone’s
conscience and freedom of belief. The party approves people from various religions
and sects to form organizations with religious purposes and transferring religious
associations to these organizations in Turkey. This organization must be authorized to
order and manage its own members’ religious actions. The party regards it appropriate
to add religious instruction in the primary and secondary school curricula and divinity

28 Deniz Béliikbast, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayincilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 106.
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faculties at universities. However, children’s attendance of religion lessons depends on
the parents’ wishes and is voluntary until the student of full age.”*’

The other important ideas that the NP supported: One of the properties of the NP program
were the concepts of moralism and superior justice on which the program was based. The
party carried the following suggestions to the political agenda, which represents an important
renovation of that period: These are establishing a Second Parliament (senate), choosing the
President for one period; reducing the number of deputies; not counting the time spent as a
deputy and the allowances of deputies while calculating retirement; running the justice works
based on the unity-of-justice principle; not establishing private courts except for the cases for
crimes related to the army's exclusively military works; keeping the appointment, promotion,
transfer and assignation of judges separate from political effects and performing those
operations in their own institutions, establishing a second stage between country courts and
Supreme Court; forming a separate law with the name of "Air Law" depending on the
conditions of the day; adopting jury form for media crimes; connecting judicial police
independently to the attorney; establishing private courts for juvenile crime and preferably

assigning female judges for such courts.

2" Deniz Béliikbast, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayncilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 107.
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CHAPTER 3
THE DEVELOPMENT DURING THE STRUGGLE PERIOD OF THE NATION PARTY

The 22 July Declaration of Marshal and the Struggle Getting Stronger

As is known, although Marshal Fevzi Cakmak was elected Istanbul deputy from the
DP list in the 1949 elections, he preserved his independence and his identity beyond the
parties, and did not join the DP. Upon the NP’s establishment, Marshal published a
declaration on 21 July 1948 and explained the reasons why he had abandoned independence
and entered into active politics, as well as the aims of the NP.

Marshal emphasized that the NP was a sincere opposition party and invited the people
who accepted the party program and believed in the characters of the founders to get together
under the roof of the party. After the NP was founded and its members went to Anatolia to get
organized, a struggle between the DP and the NP started. Celal Bayar, who provoked this
strong struggle with a speech in Cesme on 22 August 1948, attacked the NP with harsh words,
saying: “Some persons who were once with us now have revealed their true identities and
moved onto the political stage. These persons should deal with their parties’ work instead of
damaging the people’s, the DP's honour. They mustn’t think of spending their time
performing artificial, negative, galling actions.”?® The writers who were supporters of the DP
also attended this campaign. In this campaign, where Vatan newspaper’s head writer Ahmet
Emin Yalman took place in the first row, Marshal Fevzi Cakmak was accused of wanting to
become the new chief and he was targeted. The NP was accused of being "a merciless excess
party" and "a revolutionary party." The RPP spokesmen and press organs also followed a
campaign targeting Marshal and the NP.

Against these attacks the NP directors who reacted in the same harsh manner started to
struggle with both the RPP and the DP. Kudret newspaper was the only media organ of the
NP and the General Directorate of the DP sent a confidential circular letter to the organization
with the signature of Fuad Kopriilii on 30 October 1948 telling them not to read Kudret
newspaper. Osman Boliikbas1 went to Yozgat as a guest of the independent young people of
Yozgat at the beginning of November 1948. When he returned from Yozgat, he gave an

28 Deniz Béliikbast, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayincilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 109.
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interview to Kudret and said the following about his trip: "I told of the conditions when |
resigned from the Democrat Party and the embarrassing games and conspiracies of the
Democrat Party leaders by revealing the events and stating the names of the witnesses during
the biggest meeting that has ever been held in Yozgat. | said that | had not left the democratic
idea by resigning from the DP and that | would struggle for democracy until | died, and
added that my attitude was not to change religion, but only to leave the mosque where there is
no imam to stand behind and perform salat and go to another mosque. By being able to
account before the public very easily about my brief political past, | can pay my debt to
citizens who once voted for me. I am committed before the public that our opponents who are
trying to tarnish our good reputation with cafe gossip should clearly express their opinions

and that | am giving the right to the newspapers which will write about them to prove."*°

The Additions to the NP

After the NP was established on 20 July 1948, there were important people joined the
party: Fuat Arna, who resigned when he was DP Inspector; and DP Sinop deputy Yusuf
Kemal Tengirsek, Suphi Batur and Enver Kok joined the NP. The General Administration
Commission membership which had consisted of eight people was increased up to ten people
and Fuat Arna and General Sefik Cakmak were also taken onto the Executive Board. Within
the frame of the party’s organizational works Osman Boliikbasi and Fuat Arna were sent to
Anatolia. By the end of 1948, the NP was organized in Ankara, istanbul, Izmir, Aydm, Sinop,
Edirne, Burdur, Kayseri, Denizli, Kastamonu, Amasya and Kirsehir. Meanwhile, in 1949,
when Prime Minister Hasan Saka resigned on 14 January 1949, Semsettin Giinaltay was
assigned to form the government. On the NP side, 1949 started with the news of a death
which which had happened during the first quarter of the year. Kenan Oner who had played
the leading role in forming the NP, passed away on 9 March 1949. The NP was deeply
affected by the death of this man who had played the leading role.

Meanwhile, the deputies who had left the DP before and formed the Miistakil
Demokratlar Grubu (Independent Democrats’ Group) in the Parliament published a
declaration with the name "DP Founders Are Not the People of this Case” (DP Kurucular1 Bu
Dvanin Adami Degildirler) and joined the NP. The Oz Demokratlar (Pure Democrats) Party
also joined with the NP. After these additions, Ahmet Oguz, Ahmet Tahtakili¢, Hasan Dinger,
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Ali Riza Kirsever and the General President of the Oz Demokratlar Party Hasan Tiryakioglu,

were taken to NP Executive Council and Ahmet Tahtakili¢ became the General Secretary.

The Political Reaction Accusations of the NP

After the foundation of the NP, the RPP supporter not only aimed at Marshal Fevzi
Cakmak’s prestige and honour, but also started a campaign against the NP based on the
accusation of political religious reaction. In the media tool of the RPP, Ulus newspaper, an
NP spokesman talking about Allah in his speeches was accused of being a religious political
reactionary. A new side was opened against the NP with expressions such as "swearing der-
vishes party." This accusation is very important in order to reveal how the opposition was
conducted in this period, because the same people had been accused of being Communists a
very short time earlier. There was no connection between these two accusations. In an article
published on 5 January 1949 in Ulus, Hiiseyin Cahit Yal¢in likened the NP members to
“Dervish Vahdeti caliphs” and wrote the following accusations: “The NP chiefs who appear
as if they want to bring followers of sharia of the 31 March Event back to life, these ominous
provocateurs who want to play a role by hiding behind the religion curtain on the political
stage, want to place the fear of Allah in the hearts of the Turkish nation instead of the fear of
law. | take it as a responsibility to inform people when | see the followers of sharia of the 31
March event and the ghosts of Vahdettin before us.”*

The Democrat Party also used accusations of political reaction in order to weaken the
NP in its early days and carried out this campaign although not as apparent as the RPP. Celal
Bayar accused the NP at the Bursa DP congress and said, “We will not let sharia live.” When
he was asked what he had meant by that, he changed his attitude and tried to disclaim it with
unclear and unreasonable words. Similarly, in a meeting that Celal Bayar had with the prime
minister in mid-1949, it was reflected in the media that Bayar tried to accuse the Turkish
nation of non-existent political reactions. Prime Minister Saragoglu described this meeting in
the parliament at a time of anger. In the negotiations held in GNAT in June 1948 regarding
the amendment to be made to penal law, he said the following to the DP deputies who cheered
against the prime minister for the reason that this also addressed extreme right trends: "I

talked to DP president Bayar a few times about this issue. Bayar always stated his worries
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about political religious reaction. I told him | would prepare a law draft to prevent political
reaction. Should I believe you or your president? Please be sincere gentlemen!”

In June 1949, the RPP Government brought The Law to Struggling with Extreme
Trends into the GNAT. The amendment to be made in the law draft which aggravated the
articles 141, 142 and 163. of the Turkish Penal Code proposed, “No matter what the condition
is, abusing religion or religious emotions to ruin the principle of secularity, regardless of the
reason, making propaganda or inculcating requires penal servitude up to five years.” During
the GNAT debates, the NP spokesmen stated that the NP was the enemy of Communism and
in the same way they also showed the same sensibility towards political reaction movements
and reactionaries. They added that the draft was aimed at the extreme right and left trends and
also with the amendment to be made in article 163, it seemed that the article was to be
exaggerated as if secularism was about to be lost and this attitude was at a level that would
hurt Muslims’ conscience freedom and that it forced the limits of secularity.

Those ideas that the NP supported in the parliament sped up the political reaction
accusation campaign started against the party. Faced with those accusations, the NP published
a declaration on 15 June 1949. In this declaration, it stated that the Turkish nation and NP
were faced with a common character assassination from the RPP and the DP together and
with this aim they were trying to mark NP unfairly and speculatively as “reactionist-
puritanical.” In the declaration, the following ideas were given:

"Appropriate to the clear provisions of the Constitution and the mentality in civilized
countries, the NP which demands the application of religion and freedom of
conscience with all its requirements in a country and by detecting the idea of
separating religion and governmental issues in its program and carrying the honour of
answering a great need of the nation with its activities loyal to this principle, the NP
rejects those kinds of evaluations seriously and with hatred. "

In the NP declaration that reminded that during negotiations held in parliament about
article 163, the NP deputies declared from the desks, “there is no reactionary tendency in this
country, the ones who say there is are slandering the nation.” The following statements were
made about the aim of the RPP: "Since there isn’t a real need for this law, making a law
including fluid elements with the aim of supressing the opponents by using possibility and

worry as an excuse is an expression of searching for a gun against a fictitious danger. The
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purpose of this is to keep the present group in power and political reaction alive by making
fictitious religion as the reactionist mask.”

In the NP declaration, the NP supported the ideas regarding the latest amendments in
the Penal Law that focused on fighting Communism and reaction. The mentality that directed
the Marshal Plan, from which Turkey also benefited, showed that in all countries ruled by a
national sovereign, the best way to fight Communism was to prevent poverty, profiteering,
and a high cost of living and secure financial development. Trying to suppress the Communist
wave in the country which was fed by unhappiness, poverty and profiteering with legal
violence, clearly indicates incompetence and insincerity. While claiming that they enacted
laws to protect laicism, the RPP and the government only interfered with Muslims’ religion;
thus they were the ones violating laicism, and freedom of conscience and religion. Therefore,
this freedom must be protected from them. The NP’s opinions about this situation are clear in
the program. The party declared to the Turkish nation that the slanders were products of dark
political motives.

The RPP and their helpers trying to keep their coterie rule and political reaction under
the mask of democracy, and they created a religious reaction cloak to obtain legal weapons
and shoot brave, serious, sincere opposition the NP, this is clear from the written reasons
above. They are trying to keep from the public by altering ideas of our parliament members.
The NP will continue its legal fight against this cooperated assassination and secure the
victory of legal rights and freedom. It appears that the war between laicism and religious
reaction, which still goes on today, was in fact a concept created in a period when the RPP

had the majority in the parliament, the bureaucracy and the judgment.

The Arrest of Boliikbasi for
Founding an Organization to Assassinate indnii and Celal Bayar

Osman Boliikbasi’s home in Ankara Itfaiye Meydani, Kurtulus Apartmani, Ne5, was
surrounded by police. Armed police officers were placed even on the roof of neighboring
apartment buildings roofs on 16 November 1949 when he was with Fuat Arna and Nurettin
Ardigoglu. Ankara prosecuter on duty Liitfii Musluoglu and the police notified Osman
Boliikbasi at one o’clock about the decision of the Ankara Criminal Court of the First Instance
taken the same day for his search and arrest. He was wearing his pajamas and chatting with

his friends when the police started to search his house, and after four hours of searching, they
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confiscated his papers and books.*? The decision of Third Criminal Court of First Instance of
Ankara, taken under the supervision of Judge Emin Gebizoglu and announced to Boliikbasi
by a prosecutor, was as follows:

“Note of Ankara Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions dated 16 November
1949 and Ne 949/1107 has been read and reviewed. Event: Destroying President inonii
and Leader of DP Celal Bayar by killing them, with a declaration signed by Marshal
Fevzi Cakmak for propoganda to cacel the Board of Minister with the NP members;
Osman Boliikbasi, Fuat Arna and Afyon representative in the parliament retired
General Sadik Aldogan, and denounced by Aydin representative in parliament Resat
Aydinli. Held: Considering the high criminal quality of action attributed to the
defendants and considering the possibility of destroying evidence which has become a
reality: The Arrest of Osman Boliikbasi and Fuat Arna in absentia and taking
precaution, to prevent decimation of evidence, a search of the houses, and offices and
upon Osman Boliikbasi, Fuat Arna, Sadik Aldogan and Nuri Leflef in question have
been decided."

It is important to see that the crime Osman Boliikbasi and his colleagues were accused
with the death penalty, to understand the influence of the RPP and the DP on the judgment.
Even though Sadik Aldogan, Istanbul representative in parliament, had immunity from
prosecution, he was searched too. When Aldogan said that it was against The Fundamental
Law to search the house of a parliament member, the prosecutor replied, “The Fundamental
Law says that a parliament member can’t be arrested; it does not say he is immune from a
search of his house.”

This dubious answer to a parliament member from a judicial member raises the
question of how he could be that confident. It has simply because the prosecutor felt superior
to the parliament member. Arrested Boliikkbasi and Fuat Arna were brought to the court of
justice, then to The Central Prison of Ankara with a police chamber. While Béliikbas1 and
Arna were brought to court, the denouncer Resat Aydinli was leaving. When he famously
said, “I didn’t denounce,” Boliikbas1 and Arna motioned to the room of Riistli Kayik¢ioglu
Ankara prosecutor, without giving any answer.>* Boliikbas1 and Arna stayed for four hours in
the room which includes Deputy Prosecutor Zeki Kumrulu and Police Chief Ekrem Anit. At

21:30 they were taken to the Second Magistrate Criminal Court, where the continuation of
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their arrest was decided and they were sent to Ankara Prison at night. In the same hours, the
Ministerial Council reviewed the subject and the Prime Ministry gave the following
explanation: “Parliament member from Denizli, Resat Aydinli announced the Parliament
member from Afyon, Sadik Aldogan, Osman Boéliikbasi and Fuat Arna, and all members of
the NP were planning to kill Inonii and they asked Resat Denizli to join them. The subject is
now under the control of the Ankara Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions. The
investigation continues.”

Celal Bayar, answering the question of journalists on the day of Boliikbasi’s arrest,
laughed and said,

“I have a bulletproof amulet; no one can Kill me.” The same day, so-called denouncer
Resat Aydinli gave the following declaration to the press: “According to the Criminal
Court of First Instance, Sadik Aldogan’s house was searched after my denunciation.
Fuat Arna and Osman Boliikbasi were arrested. They say my denunciation explains
their plot against both inénii and Bayar. I didn’t do such a thing. Sadik Aldogan made
these accusations. | ran to the Ankara prosecutoer after that. Asked when | denounced
such a thing. The prosecution was waiting for my testimony. The prosecutor of Ankara
confirmed that | had just given any testimony, neither in person nor written. But he
told me ‘you said this to a high position officer. You have denounced. There was an
official notice on 12 November 1949 to our office from Ministry of Justice, and to
them from the Prime Ministry. Considering the importance of subject, we obtained a
decision from the court™”

The next day, the prosecution turned to Celal Bayar and General Kazim Ozalp,
parliament member of Baliksesir, for information. While leaving a one hour-long interview,
Celal Bayar said that he had nothing to say about this. On the same day, the NP leaders gave a
press statement about denouncer Resat Aydinli being sent to the Discipline Board for
discharge based on his provocative acts in the NP. Meanwhile, the government applied to the
GNAT for the cancellation of the immunity of Sadik Aldogan, parliament member of Afyon.
The Commission decided to cancel Aldogan’s immunity on 17 November 1949. The reason
of commission was as follows: "Despite Resat Aydinli’s denial in testimony at the prosecutor,
a report of the MIT, the testimonies of Celal Bayar and Kazim Ozalp prove existence of this
denouncement.” Resat Aydinli resigned from the NP on the same day.

During negotiations in the GNAT Commission, it was declared that the police reports
stated that Resat Aydinli went to one of his acquaintances in the National Security

Organization at first to convey information about the plot, then repeated the same subjects
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before the Prime Minister. Three days after event, it was understood that Celal Bayar was the
person who had reported these allegations of Resat Aydinli to the government. General
Leader of the DP, Celal Bayar, in his statement to the prosecution on 18 November 1949,
said:

“I was returning from an Aegean trip. Resad Aydinli was on the train too. Some
friends told me of his desire to greet me. | told them that he could visit me when I was
alone. He came to my compartment. We talked. We went to the dining hall together.
We ate. Aydinli told me that he had a personal matter to discuss with me. I said ‘we
can talk here.” He expressed the importance and secrecy of the subject. We went to the
compartment. He narrated the plot of three persons mentioned. | told this incident to
General Ozalp when I returned to Ankara. And I told him to tell this Indnii, if he wants
to take precautions.”®

When the allegations of Resat Aydinli proved incorrect, Osman Boliikbasi and Fuat Arna
were released on 21 November 1949. Boliikkbasi and Arna left prison by car. When they saw
Celal Bayar at the Sihhiye bus stop, Fuat Arna stopped the car and got out to face him. He
answered Celal Bayar’s accusations about using money from an unknown source, implying
that he had been receiving money from the Russians: “I have heard you dishonored me with
the allegations about that I received money from the Russians. | have already declared that
you are a fraud, a fake freedom hero!”

Boliikbast said these following words to Bayar:

“You have hid a letter from Erzurum in the past that says Indnii should be killed. Now
you are being an actor in this plot against us, telling Kazim Ozalp, maybe it’s
necessary to take precautions. Inform Inénii, you are flirting with inénii and trying to
shoot us, uncovered opposition. Also you have the opportunity to show yourself like
an important statesman who suffers from assassinations. | will expose all of the facts.
Why didn’t you tell indnii about the letter from Erzurum? If we have to kill, we would
kill people, not the dogs! Celal Bayar left without answering.”*’

As it would be understood from these relations, essentially the law system, the ruling party
and the main opposition are fully united against the idea of the NP.

The new developments about the assassination clearly revealed that this was a conspiracy.
President Inénii distributed the following note on this issue to the press on 25 November 1949

and sent it to the Speaker’s Office. The complete text of the note with the heading;
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"Minutes of the Meeting Held in the Presidential Palace in Cankaya on 9 November,
1949” are given below: “We were having dinner with Hilmi Uran, Tevfik Fikret Silay,
Faik Ahmet Barutgu and Nihat Erim. We were informed that Kazim Ozalp demanded
an urgent interview. He arrived at the end of the dinner. Celal Bayar had demanded an
urgent interview with him in the evening and said some unimportant things regarding
some actual events. After he had said these, he dropped a hint that there were things to
talk about when the servants had left at the end of the dinner and he told us these after
a while: On his last journey by train, a deputy, who is now with the NP, came up to
Celal Bayar and, after telling him that he wanted to talk to him alone in private and
asking him not to tell his name to another person, he informed Celal Bayar of the
following:

During the discussion where Osman Boliikbasi, Fuat Arna, izzet Miihiirdaroglu and
Sadik Aldogan, who were among the notables of the NP, were also present, they
discussed the question of assassinating Celal Bayar and Ismet Inénii. They had
planned to eliminate Celal Bayar and attain their goal in the country by making the
Marshal announce with a declaration that this assassination was committed by the
RPP. However, they preferred to assassinate Indnii considering that since ismet innii
and the government would have command of this case, they might suppress the
possible chaos and response. They evaluated the fact as in this case, the ruling party
would lose power as a result of Indnii being lost and also the event would be attributed
to the Demokrat Party, so that a disastrous end for this party would be prepared when
the declaration is again given by the Marshal. Celal Bayar added that those men were
capable of doing this, and that if Fuat Arna was not taking his expenditures from
national security, he made expenditures whose source was not apparent. He said the
Communists might play an active role in this event and that they could prepare the
opportunity for the politicians’ visions to become real by providing the man and the
media. Bayar requested that Ozalp give this information to me. He said that the man
who informed him had also talked to Mr. Naci, Chief of Police, about the issue.During
the talk, Ozalp attempted twice to learn the name of the deputy who had informed
Celal Bayar and Celal Bayar did not utter the name after either attempt. It is the
President's note. It has been seen. Kazim Ozalp the Presidency Secretariat."®

Bayar denied the allegations about himself in this note of Presidencyand, with an

explanation he made on 29 November, he stated: "The note sent from Cankaya also included

the expressions that he had not said to Ozalp and his words that he denied in the eye of

Attorney Generalship.”

Celal Bayar, who panicked in his attempt to defend himself, said: "If | had not

informed those concerned about the possibility of the assassination that | had learned about, |

could have made such an assassination become easier by keeping quiet.” The exemption of

Resad Aydinli, who had made the denunciation, was cancelled by the Parliament on 31

October 1949 and he was taken to court. Throughout his judgement in Ankara Criminal Court
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of First Instance, Resad Aydinli kept on claiming that he had not denounced anyone. | would
like to finish this slander event which was recorded in the Turkish Political History with the
observations and determinations of one of the leading names of the DP, Samet Agaoglu,
which appear in his memoirs, called Political Diary (Politik Giindem). Agaoglu wrote the
following:

"Does Inonii have anything to do with Resat Aydinli's slander? In addition, did Celal
Bayar think of benefiting from this plan against NP? | must admit that the answers to
these questions, either positive or negative, cannot be given easily. This assassination
denunciation event reveals clearly how immoral and ill-bred the democracy struggle
between 1945 and 1950 could become. A mentality which does not abstain from
hitting its rival with the most horrible slanders shows itself in every age and all the
time in the country’s political life."*°

Osman Boliikbasi published a brochure with the heading “The Lowdown on the
Assassination Slander and Celal Bayar” after the articles published in the DP’s spokesman
Zafer newspaper and aimed at Boliikbasi and his friends in order to clear Celal Bayar’s name.

The main outline of the brochure is as follows:

"By using the insult of Celal Bayar who planned the assassination slander which is
known by the citizens, the people have been encouraged to be against us for days.
Therefore it is time to help the public to make a correct judgement by answering these
attempts and the circular letter that Celal Bayar had sent to the party organization.” We
are certain that the citizens who would consider our following explanations by reason
and fairness will understand the aims of the people who are trying to hide Celal
Bayar’s terrible attitude and the realities behind the event of insult and they will see
that Celal Bayar, who evoked the government by informing Inénii of the personal
comments and some additional information which was not considered to be worthy by
the government in the court, is much more sinful in this event compared to Resat
Aydinli, who is actually an instrument in this event. Celal Bayar, who cannot deny
our honourable services to the Democrat Party, knew me and my friends very well. In
this respect, despite all the events that have happened between us, it was a virtue of
humanity and loyalty that it should first have been him who stated that we could not be
the heroes of such a bloody attempt that would lead the country to a catastrophe and
said ‘they are not people to do such a thing’ even if someone who is more reliable than
Resat Aydinli claimed so, because a proverb makes the suggestion as ‘Kill the brave
man but don't be unfair to him.” When | resigned from the inspectorship of Demokrat
Parti on 23 July 1947, as was long ago explained in Kudret newspaper, it was today’s
Celal Bayar who said to me, “We are like a father and son. We cannot be separated.
We will continue with that case together. I do not accept your resignation” and
informed me with a letter dated 6 September 1947, saying that he had that he accept
my resignation with grief after | had insisted for one and a half months to accept my
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resignation in which I accused the democrats seriously by expressing that a bargain
had been made with the 12 July agreement on the heads of the so-called brave and
extremist democrats. This time the same man, Celal Bayar, talks privately with Resat
Aydinli on the Soma train and then as soon as he comes to Ankara, he makes an
appointment and runs to Kazim Ozalp's house and sends him to inform Inénii.
According to what Ozalp published in newspapers and said in Cankaya and based on
his statements in the office of the attorney general, Celal Bayar said the following
about us: They are capable of doing such a thing. They are not very reliable. In fact,
Fuat Arna, if he doesn’t have a confidential role in these actions as the man of national
security, and if he isn’t receiving his expenditure from them, that means he is making
expenses whose source is not known. He spends more than what he earns. I don’t
know how they live. Communists may play an active role in this event.

By this means, upon Bayar’s attempt to introduce us as people who are capable
of cooperate with Communists and even as people who would play bloody
assassination games, the government took action and decided to arrest us. This shows
that Bayar’s responsibility in this game is much heavier than Resat Aydinli’s whom he
had found and used as an instrument.

It must be considered that Celal Bayar is a man who claims to be seen as the
hero of the democracy, which is impossible to be established as long as morality and
virtue are not taken as the basis. When we were arrested, he should have said to the
journalists, “I cannot say anything on a subject which has been passed to court,” but
instead, with an attitude as a man who is satisfied with his action and is relieved and in
a manner which is not suitable for a leader of the party which seems to be the
opponent, he said: “I have a bullet-proof amulet. Nobody can kill me.” And by saying
so, he both adopted the event and also demonstrated a ridiculous bravery show in
karpig restaurant as he did not take the confidentiality precautions that he himself
advised for the President.

This former Galip Hoca who writes his amulet himself shows with his words
that he is in control of a sadistic feeling and with his laughter which is published in
Vatan newspaper and thus reveals his role and share in this assassination game. It is so
sad that Celal Bayar who sent a telegraph numbered 4196 on 26 July 1946 to
Boliikbagt who was in Sorgun Prison saying that, "We are following your fight for
democracy with appreciation. We are also suffering due to the problems you are
suffering. We expect that justice will become effective soon.” This time shows the
loyalty of not being able to prevent himself from insulting Béliikbasi and his friends'
arrest with his bullet-proof amulet and laughter. The people of this nation easily
recognize the ones who move away after causing chaos. With coincidence, | met Celal
Bayar, our old faithful case friend, who played with our honour and independence,
while I was coming home from prison. As a man whose honour and independence
were damaged and who had come out of prison ten minutes earlier, | apparently
returned the attribution and insult he had made behind the curtains. The citizens who
learned about the real facts about Bayar's terrible actions will certainly appreciate how
they want to make our reaction bigger and add to the legend that we make a fist.

The fact that Celal Bayar, who brought a libel suit against several innocent
citizens who repeated these words believing the ‘Plane Sale’ attribution which was
once done by the RPP members, did not sue against us for the insult we had made is
clear evidence that shows he is in a situation of not being able to sue, because Celal
Bayar is worried about his actions being detected with a court order. This is why he
uses the words saying that his friends in the party did not regard it necessary to sue
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due to the insult made to him as an excuse. If Celal Bayar, who attempted to prove his
behaviour honesty with the telegraphs sent to him, had addressed the nation with a
court order by suing against us instead of these telegraphs, he possibly would have
gained more trust. We, who struggle believing that as long as the RPP government is
not closed, the country’s future is in danger, are not such people who could be
provoked by any source other than our conscience. Despite the evil game he played,
Celal Bayar behaved so bravely that in the circular letter he sent to the party
organization, he could claim that he was faced with a moral assassination plan and he
wanted to pretend he was innocent. With this behaviour, he seems to be ‘the cruel thief
who fools the landlord.’

This attitude of Celal Bayar, who experienced in politics and wanted to deceive people
by putting on wool like an innocent lamb, reminds one of the following lines of the
late poet Mehmet Akif:

The cruel wanders around, lively, and the innocent is dying,

The guilty one is the other, then why is another convicted?

Thousands of questions can be asked to the free man,

But man is terribly guiding against these questions!

Boliikbast and Arna, whose lives and honour were damaged and who were put
into the comfortable alcoves of prison, were sinners, while the intriguer and informer
Celal Bayar was innocent! We will be contented only by saying this for now: “God
makes everyone fall into the trap they prepared for others."*

Marshal’s Death and the Events at his Funeral

Marshal Fevzi Cakmak was put into hospital in September 1949 when his disease got
worse, and he passed away on 10 April 1950, one month before the election. The death of this
important man, who was regarded as the only soldier to deserve the title “Marshal” after
Atatiirk, the founder of the Republic, caused great sorrow country-wide. When it was
expected that a national day of mourning for the death of the Chief of Defence of the
Independence War would be announced, the RPP government was ignorant and radios
continued to broadcast music on the day of his death and the day after and flags were not
lowered. The State Radio only gave a short announcement of this great soldier’s death, and
they did not commemorate his memory with even a few words. Due to the time of the
entertainment programs on the radio, a group of Istanbul University students gathered at night
in Taksim Square and went to the radio station building to protest.

As a result of this attitude, which naturally got a reaction from the public, especially

young people at universities, the environment in Istanbul became very tense on the day of the
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funeral. The university students who came to Marshal’s house in Nisantas1 at a very early
hour in the morning, and his politician friends, including Osman Boliikbasi, escorted the
funeral procession to Beyazit Square. When the funeral cortege came to the old Harbiye
building, the young people saw that there was no flag on the pillar and they wanted the flag to
be pulled on the pillar. The young people gave more reaction when the military authorities
said that they had not received a command on this issue.

More than 300,000 people attended the funeral. Among the public some people said
“Allahu Ekber” in Arabic and knelt in prayer. After the funeral salaat, when they were about
to continue with the military ceremony, the coffin of Marshal could not be put on the gun
carriage due to the fact that discipline could not be provided. As a result, the coffin was taken
to the grave in Eylip Sultan by the hands of a very big crowd.

Because of the events during the funeral, 72 people were placed under arrest and the
Nationalists Association (Milliyet¢iler Dernegi) and Turkish Culture Association (Tiirk Kiiltiir
Ocag) in Istanbul were searched. The young people put under arrest were accused of “acting
as protagonists for political reaction using the death of the Marshal as an opportunity.”** The
RPP government considered this event an activity to provoke political reaction and regarded
saying “allahu ekber” as taking a position against the reforms. Ahmet Emin Yalman, the head
writer of Vatan newspaper, wrote in an article dated 18 April 1950 that those events were "the
rebellion attempts of those representing fanaticism and political reaction after finding courage
to do so," and showed the NP as responsible for those. The reaction the agitated university
students showed because of the disrespect shown to Marshal’s memory was regarded as an
attempt at rebellion. Therefore, the Ministry of Transport made a surprising decision on 20
April 1950. With the aim of preventing students from travelling from one place to another in
groups, they cancelled the discount for students travelling in groups by bus. These
advancements hastened the reaction claims started against the NP, the personal troubles that
had arisen at the funeral were exploited and used as material for the slander campaigns. The
NP headmen answered the “reaction faction” accusations as follows: There is not religious
reaction, but political reaction in the country. Saying “Allahu Ekber” is not a crime;

conducting mawlids for their deceased relatives is the natural right of every Muslim.

* Deniz Béliikbas1, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayncilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 122.
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The DP leaders also supported this smear campaign which the RPP hadstarted, and in
this way, they expected political benefit from the attenuation of the NP. Yet, they took the
tactic of continuing the incitements from backstage without coming to the forefront. One year
after Marshal’s funeral, in March 1951, the funeral became the object of a disagreement
between Osman Boliikbasi and Adnan Menderes during the meetings held in the GNAT
beyond the 2nd Menderes Government’s agenda. Boliikbasi, also mentioning the statements
about religion and conscience which took place in the government’s agenda, stated as follows
in his speech in the GNAT:

“If it is the desire to lay solid foundations for the future of this country, the freedom of
religion issue must be fully solved and this issue must be removed from the speeches
of the factions from now on. Dear people, it is not possible to handle the issues
discretely. There are such events this country witnessed in the past and they should be
remembered. As you know, citizens said ‘Allahu ekber’ during a funeral. This event,
which is not prohibited by any law, was made an instrument for those who wanted to
draw the country into chaos. Many words have been said in the RPP ruling party
period to the effect that reaction is rising again, it is becoming involved in politics. But
most sadly, the DP who says ‘we will defend freedom of conscience’ today, has
Walkeg side by side in those groundless accusations with the RPP as if it was an

ally.”

On the occasion, Prime Minister Menderes interfered from his chair saying, “You
wanted to make use of a funeral.” Osman Boliikbas1 answered as follows: “Nobody wanted to
make use of the funeral. | return this word to you on behalf of my faction. Menderes, in the
capacity of a friend of yours who said, ‘it is an indignity to give a factional colour to a funeral
of a national hero,’ I return these ascriptions of yours to yourself. The accusations are totally
intolerable.”

The NP was preparing for the 14 May 1950 elections in such an environment and
under very negative conditions. Meanwhile every day a new legal investigation about the NP
leaders was added to the old ones. Faction Supervisor Fuat Arna was arrested in Ankara on 17
April for statements humiliating the government in an article published in a magazine and
brought to Istanbul by Erzurum mail train.

On the other hand, the reaction the accusations the RPP and DP addressed to the NP
continued and gained new dimensions each day. Vatan editorial writer Ahmet Emin Yalman
proposed the following allegations for the agenda in his article published in April 20 1950,
three weeks before the elections:

*2 Deniz Béliikbas1, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayincilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 123.
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“There are reputations of NP as if it is drawing up a new plan. According to this, three
days before the election, in 20 mosques which are spread among 20 districts of
Istanbul, Mawlids will be conducted for the Marshal to provoke the emotions of
society and the fuzzy atmosphere which was left half-finished at the funeral will be
repeated. By this means, the elections will be undermined in the biggest city of the
country and an uprising will be realized on behalf of the destructive powers.”*?

This behaviour of the editorial writer -who carried this incogziable and groundless
claim to his column in the journal basing it on a reputation of no authorship that he had only
heard- is expedient to constitute the subject to another argument and researched from the
point of journalistic ethics. No uprising attempt was experienced in connection with Mawlid,
which was a religious obligation, in Istanbul before or during the election day. The first
universal direct suffrage held under adjudicator guarantee and secret balloting and open
counting principles in Turkey was hence carried. The 14 May 1950 elections: The NP
participated in 22 cities in the 1950 elections.

The elections which 7, 957, 055 of the 8, 905, 743 electors voted resulted as follows:

Table 1. The 1950 Election Results.

Votes Gained Vote rate (%) Deputies
DP 4,241, 393 53.34 397
RPP 3, 276, 656 38.76 69
NP 250, 414 3.10 1
Independents 383, 289 4,80 9

The only representative entering the GNAT from the NP who did not find what he

expected was Osman Boliikbasi from Kirsehir. Boliikkbagi made the following assessment in

relation to the result the NP accomplished:

“The DP completed two and a half years in politics and secured its position
colloquially when the NP was established. It was not easy to draw the masses -who
already entered into Democrat Party desiring to try the DP once to see what it will do-
towards the NP side. Just in the same manner, the concern that the one-party regime of
the RPP would continue on the condition that the opposing fractions breakup drew the
electors towards the DP. The Marshal, the strongest weapon of the NP related to this
issue, fell ill before finding time to travel to Anatolia and he passed away one month
before the elections. Kenan Oner was also lost before Marshal. On the other hand, the
NP’s financial capabilities being far limited, the lack of support from the press caused
this result. At long last, the NP participated in the 1950 elections in the shade of a

%3 Vatan Journal of April 20 1950.
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“reactionist-puritanical” the fraction accusation, these baseless rumours affected
people psychologically in a certain manner.”*

The NP Deputy Osman Boliikbas in the GNAT Alone

Osman Boliikbasi, who won 28, 039 votes, entered the GNAT on 22 May 1950 as the
only NP deputy. He stated the following from the Assembly platform on 31 May 1950 in his
first speech, which he gave during the Menderes Government Consultations: “The five-year
lasting sttruggle of the Turkish Nation to overthrow the long years of dictatorship, culminated
on 14 May. | salute all friends gathered here in the name of the deputies of this nation
struggling for independence.”

Boliikbasi refered to the common past when the DP founders who had been groomed
by the RPP school themselves shared the responsibility for the one-party period and said that
“many years have been wasted and the improvement of the country precluded in the one-party
period” on the government’s agenda and said: “With this assignation, those who compare the
propagandas as the ‘RPP Governance’s fitting centuries into years’ time’ which have been
repeated for a long time, will be deeply amazed. We will be contented with abandoning the
solution of this amazement, this paradox to the members of new and former ruling parties
who share a common past.”

Pointing out that those who have illegally oppressed the people in the past should be
called to account, Boliikbasi criticized the parrying of the issue in silence by saying “we will
not accuse people of the previous crimes,” and added:

“Judging of the Government Officers Law is creating an actual distinction wall rather
than being judicial. As long as this wall remains, justices buttonholing the officers for
their crimes is quite difficult. The mission of the new ruling party is to assure the
society on struggling with evil and clarifying the past reckonings by abolishing these
judicial walls. A government which has been selected by such a nation that has strived
hard to discharge a feckless government has no right to wipe the slate clean with a
brilliant statement like ‘we will not accuse people of the previous crimes.” We are not
demanding a violent atmosphere to be created as was done in Bolshevik Russia, when
we ask the new ruling party make the past pay to account. We only want the walls -

* Deniz Béliikbas1, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayncilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 124-125.
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which have prevented normal justice conditions from passing through until this day-
be abolished.”*

In his first speech in the GNAT, Osman Boliikbasi asked, “The law about the
government officers’ giving declaration of properties is also to be applied to deputies,
ministers and the president, making all the politicians give declaration of properties to prevent
gossip that may cause people to suspect, and not to discredit the goverment in the view of the
people.” Criticising that there was no certainty in the governmental programme also about the
laws against the fundamental law as the DP always used in its propaganda, Boliikbasi stated
that these laws, primarily the Press Law, were to be changed immediately, or else the
democracy revolution should not be achieved. He finished his words as follows: “We do not
see certainty in the programme of the new ruling party; however, we would like to state that
we understand that the new ruling party took charge in very difficult conditions, and we wish
the May 14 ruling party would be prosperous acting appropriately within the frame of
democratic concerns.”

The criticism issues in question here naturally continued, causing both the RPP and the
DP to be uncomfortable with the NP. Prime Minister Adnan Menderes, who took the stand by
the end of the meetings on governmental programmes, grew angry and denounced
Boliikbasi’s words as “attacks a single man addressed to us on behalf of the NP,” and
disbursed such sentences like “the society has discharged them completely and absolutely.”
“In these elections, they could not manage to keep even one deputy amongst more that 20
which they had taken away from the DP earlier.” However, he did not give answers that
totally elucidated the criticisms. When the RPP’s proposal of letting the opposition speak was
rejected and the competency motion the DP deputies gave was accepted, the RPP group and

Osman Boliikbasi left the chamber and did not participate in the vote of confidence.

The General Amnesty Law

The first act of the DP government was to send the draft law envisaging amnesty for
crimes before the election date, 15 May 1950, to Parliament on July 3, 1950. Osman
Boliikbasi, who spoke during draft law discussions on the nature of the postponement of

crimes in Parliament, also criticized amnesty covering the illegality committed by officials in

*® Deniz Béliikbas1, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
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the one-party era and irregularity of the dubious 1956 elections. Boliikbast brought the

following considerations to the attention of the iesP in his speech:

“How we can go to the way of amnesty of sinners violating the votes that are the
chastity of a nation. How is one person, charging 10 liras to his debt because of a need,
condemned, but on the other hand the people who compromise the votes, the future of
a nation, are forgiven? The incidents that occurred from the Tanzimat draft, something
that everybody wants: to connect government to law, as well as to connect the law to
the nation's conscience. If we are not punishing these crimes, how we will impart to
the nation that a new era will be opened on 14 May? Friends, the opening of a new era
will be possible by the disappearance of the old mentality and the appearance of the
new mentality, establishment of new institutions instead of old institutions. Otherwise,
only the parties will have changed. Friends, the Turkish nation did not fight to change
masters, we fought to be the master. There is no right of this parliament to forgive
those that stole the votes and rape the rights and freedoms of this nation. We should
not go this way. | think punishment is the future of the charity. In this regard | would
like not to forgive them.”*®

Only the NP was opposed the amnesty law covering Pre-corruption, lawlessness and
profiteering before 1950. The DP spokesmen and supporting press tried to defend this with an
abstract reason such as peace of mind. DP Ahmet Emin Yalman, known for his closeness to
the DP, based his defense of this issue on the following in his editorial in Vatan on 13 June
1950:

“However few are the mistakes of yesterday’s one-party government, this is required
in terms of not running over to please this party. While opening a new administrative
era, we cannot wangle through if we are not discharging (forgiving ) the arbitrary
actions that were respected as usual in that era, performed according to the measures
%f one-party era. We will expose ourselves in a hideous way before the world’s eyes.”

The RPP, taking courage from the DP’s attitude, entered into a mood of challenging about
questioning the single-party era. The NP evaluated the long conversations of the RPP
speakers, saying ‘why are you holding, call them to account’ as these are ‘setting forth with
bluff” and sourced by RPP’s power being sure that DP will not take this setting forth.

The NP displayed their opinions on this issue in Kudret of 15-16 June 1950 as follows:

“The RPP says openly to the DP, ‘come to power’. Your members are blaming too
much about me. If it is not overstepping your line, you trust yourself, call me to

*® Deniz Béliikbas1, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
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account based on these words. You cannot, because there are people in your party
doing the same things.” *®

The NP says on every platform that this challenge intimidates the DP. Another blackmailing
weapon in the hands of the RPP is the fact that RPP shared the joint responsibility in every
issue with the DP governors so that the DP governors were stepping back by saying ‘we will
not create the previous era.” Another objection of the Nation Party about the scope of amnesty
law was stated about not to forgive the officers tortured the nationalist young people including
Alparslan Tiirkes in 1944. Known as "Tabutluk" (coffin-store) event, opening of the case
about tortures made under the electric light of 1500 candles has faced many obstacles. As a
result, during the period that the case opened at Court of Appeal 5th criminal department
about the officers who put these tortures, DP forwarded the law that is forgiving these also to
parliament.

The NP objected to the fact that the following officers seen as responsible for torture
would be covered by the amnesty: Governor Kamuran Cuhruh, Ahmet Demir and Sait Kogak,
General Sabit Noyan and Yusuf Ziya Yazgan, Colonel Cevdet Erkut and Galip Kaan and
martial law prosecutor Kazim Al6g. The NP argued that the amnesty law was obtained on the
DP’s demand and all perpetrators of the “tabutluk’ event would be forgiven, as were the
government officers who “committed crimes by abusing influence officialdom against rights

and freedoms of citizens.” *°

The First Grand Congress of the Nation Party

The NP’s grand congress was held with 210 delegates on 17 -19 June 1950 in Ankara,
in the Bomonti Salon. In the discussions in the first congress the movement of the press
against the NP was criticized. Also emphasized were the “reaction" accusations which the DP
and the RPP were continuing against the NP. The following issues were expressed in
conversations on the subject: The NP was not a fanatic adherent party, but is a secular party.
The NP both objected to fanaticism controlling the government and the government acts
against any religion with fanaticism. There was no tyranny in the Muslim religion. Freedom

of conscience was the modern meaning of this understanding. Another verse in the Qur’an

8 Kudret of 15-16 June 1950.
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said, "you have a religion, I also have a religion.” This is the expression of secularism. To be
both religious and nonreligious is included in freedom of conscience. Osman Boéliikbasi also
said in his speech in the Congress, “the NP is a party that wants morality and accuracy in
political life, democracy, and rights to dominate in Turkey. The DP and former governors are
allied in stamping out reactionaries in the NP.

In the Congress, at which the failure of the 1950 elections was questioned and its main
reasons were discussed, the NP’s strong opposition prevented the degeneration of the
democracy revolution. It emphasized playing the first role in the eventualizing of the 14 May
revolution, the struggle which frays class domination in Turkey and the collapse of the RPP’s
domination, highlighted that the NP remained the only opposition party in the country, as the
RPP’s situation was known after the DP had come to power. Hikmet Bayur was brought to the
party chairmanship in the elections. Boliikkbas1 was the general executive board member.

The result of this congress on the structure of the opposition is also valid for present-
day Turkey, because the parties are quite similar to each other, in fact, except for the classical
ideas the RPP defends.

The Korean War and the Parliament Permission Discussion

The Menderes Government, on 25 July 1950, decided to allocate a military force of
4,500 people to the United Nations for participation in the Korean War, which had started a
month before. An assembly decision on this issue was not given, nor was information given to
Parliament. The Council of Ministers’ decision to send troops, made during a holiday of
parliament, was not published in the Official Gazette. It is understood from an examination
conducted in 1996 that the decision of the Council of Ministers did not exist in the State
archives either. This situation caused heated discussions between the government and the
opposition. The subject came up 18 times in Parliament. The opposition maintained that
important decisions such as war and peace had to be taken by Parliament according to the
Avrticle 26 fundamental law. On the other hand, the government stated that the Security
Council of Turkey that was party to UN law was dependent on decisions taken. Furthermore,
Parliament’s permission is not needed. The DP government stated that Turkish troops had
been sent to Korea for peacekeeping and not combat. It declared that the authority to send
troops abroad had been transferred from the Parliament’s authority to the executive branch

with the approval of UN law by the government.
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Osman Boliikbasi moved the issue onto the agenda of parliament. Boliikbasi and
Mardin deputy Kemal Tiirkoglu together gave the interpellation proposal on the prime
minister on 20 November 1950. Boliikbas stated that the issue should be handled as a
constitutional issue concerning the non transferable authorities of the parliament, first a legal
issue free from emotional factors and said the following against the claim: “Bringing the issue
to the parliament bench in the current extraordinary world situation would be harmful.”

Osman Boliikbasi criticized not having received the same guarantees by the Soviet
Union against sending troops to Korea in a period when Turkey’s entry to NATO had been
rejected. As a result, Boliikbas1’s lack of confidence behaviour was rejected by the DP votes.
Obtaining an additional decision from parliament on this issue was not seen to be necessary,
as the government’s political explanations were found to be sufficient. Comprehensive legal
evaluations and discussions of UN Charter Article 40, 41, 42 and 43 were done in these
negotiations in 1950. Years later, discussions were held on the same base about sending
troops to Cyprus, Bosnia, Afghanistan and Iraq. These discussions were held on the minutes

of the 1950 Parliament’s meetings.

The Second Menderes Government

After the adoption of the 1951 budget Prime Minister Menderes drew back to form a
new government in 8 March 1951. The Menderes government started working by forming the
next day. A concrete decision on changing the antidemocratic laws, which they said they
would dispose of in one month after coming to power while the DP is opposition was not
stated in the new government's program. The NP spokesman and Osman Boliikbasi attributed
the DP’s attitude to “they are democratic by habit as they were trained at the RPP school,”
and they became persistent followers of this issue. While speaking during the 1951 budget
meeting at parliament, Boliikkbasi stated that looking into the nine months’ practices of the DP
government, “they are attempting to cancel the laws which are the basis of dictatorship and
prevent freedom, besides issuing new pressure laws covering elastical provisions.” He
implied that “they cannot say that they did not have the opportunity to change important laws
concerning the political nature of the country during the nine months of the DP’s government,
which shouted freedom during five years in opposition.” Boliikbasi pointed out that the

government had not undertaken any serious attempts to rectify this issue during the nine-

44



month executing period, but instead saved this as a sorrowful fate “a law about animal thieves
was brought to parliament as the freedom movement of government.”

When Osman Boliikbasi said, “The first Menderes government promised to change the
antidemocratic laws but antidemocratic laws on a turtles back cannot reach parliament in ten
months.” Adnan Menderes objected from his seat, saying “Béliikbasi you proposed these.”
Boliikbasi’s replied: "Mr. Menderes desires that these laws will be proposed by me. He has all
the states organizations, scholars, the professors, technicians. Even so, a person who was the
opposition spokesman for five years and criticized the antidemocratic laws cannot perform

this work, but offers this to Boliikkbasi, who is alone in parliament.”50

The Second Grand Congress of the Nation Party

427 delegates participated in the congress on 30 May - 2 June 1951 in Ankara’s new
cinema. In the General Executive Committee report presented to the Congress, the need to
struggle at every opportunity against fundamentalist propaganda especially and to eliminate
the hostile alliance with the DP and the RPP formed against the NP was highlighted. Hard
criticisms made against the DP and the DP had forgot its promise about opening a new era,
the DP that had been willing freedom while they had been in opposition, had been using the
state facilities for themselves, the DP was in large error as they identified citizens rights and
freedom wants with only their being in charge on report that proportional electoral system on
the election of delegates was suggested.

Osman Boliikbasi said "The NP will struggle with the DP government which is the
continuation of the RPP.” The NP General President was changed for a first time in Turkish
political life during the 2nd major congress Mustafa Kentli was selected as general president.
The previous general president, Hikmet Bayur, was appointed General Executive Board
Member.

After the 1950 general elections, the first interval election was held for 20 deputies in
17 provinces on 16 September 1951. The NP participated in this election with 14 candidates
in 11 provinces. The NP increased its vote portion by over 100 percent in the interval
elections, increased its vote portion to 11.31 percent by polling 5.24 percent vote. On 14 May
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1950 it had candidates in the elections in 11 provinces. The DP added 18 deputies and the
RPP two.

The Parliament President Elections

The DP ran Refik Koraltan as a candidate again in the parliamentary presidential
elections on 2 November 1951. He was elected as president for a second term as a result of
voting but a vote was given to Feridun Fikri Diisiinsel, Bing6l Deputy. Diisiinsel, who had
been the vice president of the RPP for many years, joined the DP after the 14 May 1950
elections. The vote went to Diisiinsel and was reflected in the press as Osman Boliikbasi
having voted for him, which was considered a joke. The quotes given by Boliikbasi to Ankara
Agency reporters on this topic on 3 November 1951 should be transferred exactly as an
example of humor.

“This vote is not a result of a joke, but rather it is very serious. The Democratic Party
gave its heart to Diisiinsel. | gave only my vote, is it too much? Everyone knows that Refik
Koraltan is not acting impartially as parliament president. Nevertheless, the DP Parliament
Group stated that they do not want an impartial parliament president by running Koraltan as
candidate again. Since a partial parliament president is willed, Feridun Diisiinsel, who made
difficulties as vice president of the 1946 parliament —this issue was known by Menderes and
DP deputies- therefore is a master of Refik Koraltan by comparison. | wanted to protest the
government, which is known for not respecting democratic principles, which disregarded
specialization by not running Feridun Fikri as candidate. And | voted for him. This is the

issue. "

The Domination and Violence Policies of
the DP Government in its First Year

When the first year of the DP, which came to power on 14 May 1950, is considered, it
is seen that he showed intolerance of even the most natural criticisms and resorted to harsh
precautions. The following words said by Menderes on 29 May 1951 at the Seyhan state
congress, express the DP executives’ nervousness and their mood: “We have all the required
power to avoid disturbance of the peace in the country. If needed, we have the power to take
precautions so strict no bird could fly.” The Managers’ reaction to the discomfort arisen in the

DP came from the same mood. President Menderes, who came to Parliament platform after A.
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Hikmet Pamukoglu, DP Giresun Deputy, who criticized the government during 1952 budget
meetings, said the following: "The friend inside us should leave, climb to mountain, and get
detached."”

Six DP deputies broke from the DP by resigning or being sent down as a result of the
DP’s executives’ behavior using the debarment. Abdurrahman Boyacigiller, A. Hikmet
Pamukoglu ve Nazim Onen entered the NP among these deputies. As a result, the NP
parliament group reached four deputies. A. Hikmet Pamukoglu, President Menderes
suggested climbing the mountain, registered to the NP’s Altindag Association, by abiding this
terse advice.

Meanwhile, the DP government passed a law on confiscating the RPP’s goods on 8
August 1951 and transferred all of the party’s goods including the RPP General Central
Building to the treasury on September 1951. One of the main targets of this violence and
domination policy of the DP government aiming to intimidating the opposition was the NP.
Kudret which was the NP’s organ did not delay in saying that the DP was constantly
qualifying the NP as “hatred and revenge party”. The DP was forced to end up the publication
life of Kudret by obstructing official advertising on November 1951. Instead of the NP
executives’ decision to continue publication with the limited financial opportunities which
they could provide Kudret stopped publication on 27 July 1952.

The DP government, which sought to dominate the public press with state sources,
forced the opposition newspapers to close and transferred, gradually, a large amount of money
to newspapers that portrayed the government acts as good in the name of official advertising.
The NP speeded up its Anatolian meetings and chose the way of revealing the DP’s acts
directly to the public in view of this government’s hostile policy. The NP spokesman appealed
to large crowds. Coming in early to mid-1952, the NP’s growth and rapid establishment of

organizations will be seen.

The Third Grand Congress of the Nation Party

The NP’s Third Major Congress gathered on 15 May 1952 in Ankara’s Ulus Cinema.
Arif Hikmet Pamukoglu and Adnan Menderes separated from the DP “to climb the mountain”
as they voiced different concepts in the party. The NP’s evaluations of current political
statements and basic elements of the party’s strategy were stated in a General Executive

Board Work report submitted to the Congress. The following issues were stated in the
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recorded report showing that the DP would resort to any illegitimate method to destroy the NP
by charging Osman Béliikbasi and the NP with Communism that the DP was fighting with a
vengeance in spite of all efforts for relations with the ruling party to be based on mutual

respect and tolerance:

“We would like to inform to the power that there is no possibility to destroy us, nor
should it intimidate us. It is understood that the opposition is looking for a custom-
made soft power. The reason for this is available in the form of the DP. If you
remember that Inonii said in his speech from Giresun State Hall’s balcony five years
ago: ‘I wanted the DP's establishment, | made establishment easy, and the party was
founded.” This statement is never contradicted by DP. An opposition party, born with
the help of the former chief, surely will want an opposition candidate just like him
when acceded.”™

That the RPP had a front against the NP by making an alliance with the DP and
entered into plots was stated, and the NP's readiness to fight on two fronts was implied in the

report.

In a report, the democratic philosophy of the NP, founded as a social moderation
movement against movements representing excess and immoderation, was defined as follows:
"laws and laws of a state statute according to the conscience of the people.”

Fundamentally people with anti-religious opinions may normally perceive this sort of
statement as a blurring of government and religion and may show a hostile attitude, as the
expression of conscience according to law naturally defines moral rules only based on
religion. The main comments about the Nation Party’s press and publication functions and
press freedom are stated in the report as follows:

“We appreciate that the press criticizes us. There is no constructive or destructive
criticism for us. Even the bitterest criticism, the most relentless attack, has a
constructive character. However, handling the Turkish press as a whole has become
inevitable because of the unfair and arbitrary delivery of official announcements.
Infrequent discussion of these facts in our independent newspaper gives us grief. Press
freedom is destroyed not only by undemocratic laws. This freedom may be sabotaged
by the newspapers qualified as ‘reptile press’ in press history and fed by the
government not doing its primary task. This issue has been an event since then in our
Turkey. But it was not handled, as the one-party system was in place and opposition
newspapers were not published at that time. Feeding some newspapers with millions,
and trying to deter the others constitutes a new offense for the regime called
democracy after the 14th. The only daily newspaper struggling clearly with this
deplorable situation is Kudret. Because of its courage, we are grateful to this
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newspaper. Our General Executive Board wants to remind the press again that the first
political party to defend press freedom sincerely and bravely is the NP. Our party will
never betray this cause and will remain the eternal friend and defender of this
fundamental freedom."*2

At this point, emphasizing the democratic understanding of the NP inside the party
will be a correct approach. The understanding and application of the NP on this topic will be
explained in the summary below to show an important example, which will show how the
“leader authority” and “democracy inside party” discussions held in the 2000s, were put
forward by an opposition party newly emerging 56 years ago.

The NP held four major congresses during the period of establishment on 19 July
1948, and closure because of "fundamentalism™ charges on 27 January 1954. At each
congress the general chairman changed with election; four presidents served in five and a half
years. General presidential elections were held with many candidates at each congress.
General presidents changed with the votes of delegates in Congress working as general
executive committee members under the newly elected general presidents.

The NP staffs claiming and hoping to end the chief system in government
administration and political institutions implemented this first sample in their parties. Seeing
discussions within the party as a valuable source of development and believing that the
grouping inside the party showed freedom of thought and vitality in the party, the NP made
this call to delegates on this issue in a report presented at the third major congress:

"Dear delegates (...) although our political opponents want to ascribe to us corruption
and factionalism, our party is represented as an indivisible and stable entity. You will
protect this great unity and integrity. You will listen to all speeches with tolerance
even if they are deprived of moderation. And you will always remember that the most
important factor of developing of a political formation is its experiencing a wide
diversity of ideas. Those who think that freedom inside the party will weaken us, will
always fail. We invite your comments and salute all of you with respect.”®

>2 Deniz Béliikbas1, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayincilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 137.

>3 Ibid., p. 138.
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CHAPTER 4
THE CLOSURE OF THE NATION PARTY

The Hikmet Bayur Problem and the Kemalism Discussions

The Kemalist reform discussion, initiated by the NP’s first general president Hikmet
Bayur, marked the third major congress. Hikmet Bayur’s attitude toward this issue prepared a
base for the “fundamentalism" accusation campaign initiated by the RPP and the DP against
the NP and was an important stage of a period resulting in the NP’s closure. Bayur said in his
speech at the third grand congress, "there is a group within the party that is against the
Kemalist reforms, large movements in the Atatiirk era were called wrong by some deputies
and this period was qualified as domination era by these environments” and he said that he
would not stay in the party if this situation were not fixed.

He based his complaints and discomfort on this issue, mainly, on speeches by some
delegates at the Istanbul city, county and district congresses and the opposition of Segkin
Haydar to the suggestion of placing a wreath at Ataturk’'s mausoleum by the president council
which was adopted with great applause at the third grand congress. Bayur, whose ideas about
the protection of the Kemalist reforms were interspersed in the work report presented to
Congress, wanted reflection of these ideas by changing some articles of the party’s program.
In this context, from the position that the Ottoman Empire and the Turkish-Islamic traditions
needed to be clarified, the NP's revolutionary policy change in this direction was proposed
with the principle of respect for the national traditions and the customs followed in the the
NP’s program.

The Party leaders stated that the matters put forward by Hikmet Bayur as vision
differences were not valid, he had shown extreme sensitivity. General Sadik Aldogan, who
spoke first to answer criticisms during meetings on the General Administration Council, said
the following about the discussion initiated by Hikmet Bayur:

“Freedom of criticism in the NP is an example of freedom of criticism in the civil
liberties. There is no freedom in a community if people be afraid to criticize. We say
what we think. We will not be afraid to reveal any idea. There is no dispute among the
members of the General Administration Committee, including Hikmet Bayur. The
regime applied for the fulfillment of a revolution at that time during the establishment
of the Turkish Republic was seen as only a vehicle. This is the result of a necessity.
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Criticizing; this term is not correct. The limiting of criticisms has been needed for
equity s’nce 1945.°>*

Sadik Aldogan completed his speech by stat’ng that Bayur’s concerns had been misplaced
with the warning about the abuse of Atatiirk’s name. “We are asking all parties not to use the
names of the holy people, in order not to offend the blessed spirit of Ataturk.”

Osman Boliikbas1 made a speech for two hours targeting the suppression policies of
the DP on 17 May 1952. Boliikbasi said “the country is against a political chaos” headlines of
the newspapers stated that first the DP had planned a conspiracy to close the NP. Adnan
Menderes was disturbed by the NP’s development, and had said““not worry about the NP, we
will lock its doors.” Boliikbasi called Menderes as follows: "I am inviting Menderes to
accommodate, locking the door of the opposition means taking the country to dictatorship
under a different name. The DP can say that he is not promising anything, but cannot deny
that he promises that he will establish a state governed by the rule of law at the end of a
freedom struggle.” Boliikbas1 was saying that the DP did not keep his promises about
democracy and freedom while he was in the opposition then said that "the DP, denying all his
words, formed an oppressive regime under the guise of Turkey's interests. As a result Turkey
faced political fundamentalism and the DP executors were political reactionaries” and made
the following evaluation of the DP’s understanding of democracy: “Friends, to understand the
DP, it is necessary to know history. The DP has struggled to establish a state governed by the
rule of law and has come to power. What are the results? They have become democratic to
the proportion that their needs permit.” Boliikkbasi, emphasizing the Turkish Penal Law article
159 issues brought to the subject by the DP said “the change that the DP wants aims to punish
every criticism as an insult.”

He finished his speech with these words: “Menderes, we will not sleep. But we will
make sure you do not sleep either, by telling you your accomplishments and the status to the
public.”®
The Congress was held in an electric environment in which Hikmet Bayur left the
salon for minor reasons, and ended with the selection of Enis Akaygen as general president.

Hikmet Bayur also was involved in the 21-person Executive Board as a member. The

>* Deniz Béliikbas1, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Béliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayincilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 139.

> Ibid., p. 140.
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delegates at the congress cheered for Osman Boliikbasi to become general president and
endorsed him as a candidate. Boliikbasi told the delegates: "Maybe | am a good orator, but |
have a major short-coming. | am inexperienced. | will keep your countenance as an eternal

souvenir. Please do not vote for me."

The Offer from Osman Boliikbasi

These developments show that the DP was preparing an assassination on the basis of
"fundamentalism™ against the NP. In this situation Osman Boéliikbasi presented a proposal to
the new General Executive Board meeting on 19 May 1952 at 15:00, one day after the
congress. The text of the proposal was about adding an “idea-movement* report that was
accepted with alliance in congress in order to prevent misnderstandings about the party’s
thoughts and accusations against the NP, as an addendum to the NP program and internal

regulations is stated below:

“These complications which were caused by the desire to attach ideas and affections
which do not exist in the program to our party were revealed with the events at our
grand congress. | demand and offer to state the comments and the elements determined
on the “idea-movement” part of the General Execution Council report approved by the
grand congress and to take the decision of reports, this part in writing, as addendum to
legislation and program to be printed. A first caution to be prevented from the
misunderstandings and refuting the attributes of backwardness against our party which
always aims to move forward.”®

The part, stated in the above-mentioned proposal and entitled idea-movement of the General

Execution Council’s report, accepted by the grand congress of the NP, was as follows:

"Having reached this part of our report, our general council finds it useful to
emphasize the main principles of our party that brought a new idea-movement. We
would like to indicate before everything that our party was founded as a political and
moderate social movement in the middle of the movements that represent excessive
and extremist side. In this regard the NP takes the historical responsibility and duty
that any political organization could share. Our party believes that beliefs, morals,
traditions and customs make up a large part of social order and these should remain
outside the influence of the state and the government. Article 12 of our program on the
character and the freedom of conscience has always tried to be out of the wrong and
lying propaganda spread by our political opponents. However, we are obviously
evolving at the same time. Article 13 of our program shows our qualifications with
clarity. We would like to remind those who denounced us for giving assistance to the

*® Deniz Béliikbast, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Béliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayincilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 141.
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reactionaries that these are not more than claims conformed without shame if we were
in power, we would bring caliphs and sultans, we would accept old letters we would
revive veils and the cage era. This irreversible movement will never occur in our
Turkey.”

The DP’s and the RPP’s Exploitation of the Hikmet Bayur Incident

The RPP opposition, taking a place at the forefront of this swear campaign against the
NP, made an alliance with the DP on this topic by using Hikmet Bayur. After the third major
Congress, in an editorial published on 21 May 1952 by Hiiseyin Cahit Yalgin, the editor of
Ulus newspaper, he stated that the use of “Allah and fear of Allah” by some orators in their

speeches in congress showed that the NP was a reactionary party and said:

“It is seen that the NP is having a growth and development attack and is soul-
searching. Taking place in the NP of educated intellectuals who were formed in the
revolution of Atatiirk, such as Hikmet Bayur is an enigma which is impossible to
explain. Those who are against the Ataturk revolution, accusing Atatiirk's era of
domination, are saying this in the name of freedom and democracy. They are against
the freedom of conscience. The conflict is a secularist fight."*®

The RPP spokesman not only executed a sharp condemnation campaign against the
NP, but offered to migrate to RPP in order to pull Hikmet Bayur onto their side. The DP
followed a double line, on one hand inviting Hikmet Bayur to join the DP, on the other hand
continuing to provide financial aid to Biiyiikdogu Society. The DP government, trying to
strangle NP with “fundamentalism” charges, allocated a large amount of credit to the owner
of Biiyiik Dogu (Grand East) magazine, Necip Fazli Kisakiirek, and provided large amounts
of official advertising to allow the magazine to publish as a daily newspaper. However, there
was a change of 180 degrees in the DP's attitude after the assassination of Vatan s editor,
Ahmet Emin Yalman, on 22 May 1952 in Malatya. The NP spokesman saw the DP’s
behavior reforming and acting as freedom defender who had transferred a large amount of

money to Biiyiik Dogu newspaper after the Malatya incident.

The Malatya Assassination

> Deniz Béliikbas1, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Béliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayincilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 141-142.

*® Hiiseyin Cahit Yal¢in, Ulus, 21 May 1952.
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An inconclusive assassination was attempted on the Vatan s editor, Ahmet Emin
Yalman, in Malatya by writer Hiiseyin Uzmez. The DP government took harsh measures and
Tiirk Milliyet¢iler Birligi (Turkish Nationalists Association) with whom a connection with the
assassination incident cannot be definitively made, was closed on 22 January 1953. The
President of the Association Sait Bilgi¢'s immunity was removed and Osman Yiiksel
Serdengegti, a member, was arrested. Likewise, proceedings against Biiyiik Dogu society
were initiated with the reason that they were using religion in politics. Necip Fazil Kisakiirek,
Biiyiik Dogu’s leader, to whom the DP government had transferred large financial resources

and supported at every opportunity up to that date, was arrested too.

The Recorded Democracy

As the preparations of the DP government to close the NP gained acceleration, Osman
Boliikbasi requested the government record his speeches at the Anatolian meetings so that his
speech could not be altered while it was written. His speeches at the GNAT Budget
Committee on 5 January 1953 were recorded in the parliament minutes as follows: He stated
that the government had detected the president’s opponents’ speeches in the meetings during a

speech in the parliament:

“l want to learn with whom and which procedures they detected the opponents’
speeches, because it has great importance. It was seen that proceedings started because
of words spoken at a political meeting, after a long period as government, president,
parliament were insulted. However, the task of the police is to identify a minute when
criminal words were expended on meetings and to make the ones who are claimed.
Doing so, citizens are protected from defamation and one has the right to protect
himself. Standing before citizens after six months or even one year with the wrong
notes about a speech thousands heard cannot be accepted with the concepts of liberty
and safety. Because the speaker does not know the listeners, the listeners can forget
the speeches also. The government, caring for its opponents’ safety, should follow a
procedure which does not give the opportunity for slanders while occupying the
speeches with public safety considerations. For example, speeches should be recorded
by a dictaphone. Maybe some of our friends’ speeches can be recorded by people who
know shorthand or typing. But as | speak very quickly, for example, the parliament
president felt the necessity of recording my speeches with a dictaphone as even
parliament’s expert stenographers failed to record my speechs. As I felt my friend’s
intention, | needed to record my speech on the twenty-first of last month at a Bursa
meeting of the NP and have it placed in front of a notary. Recently I showed these files
to my friends and minister of justice with an occasion during the discussions of
ministry of justice’s budget. If an undemocratic demand, concession demand is not
regarded, | would suggest that the minister of interior dedicate a dictaphone under the
order of security organization at least for me. If | need to speak in a place, | shall
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inform security. They will record my words and my voice with the dictaphone.
(Smiles) We will appreciate the movement of the Minister, stating that he had outfitted
our safety organization with modern equipment, if he delivers dictaphones to security
organizations aiming to protect opponents against slander. There is no need to worry
about calling the administration in the country ‘democracy with Dictaphone,’ because
this is a safety measure, it can be said."*

The Minister of Interior, Ethem Menderes, responded to the speech by Osman
Boliikbasi saying, "They were determining the spoken words at these meetings as public
meetings are movements concerning safety. The government did not think of slandering
anyone and the determining of speeches would protect against slanders being invented later at
the same time.” Boliikbasi, having the last word again said, he could not agree that the
Ministry of Interior’s opinion about the minutes kept by officers at meetings would prevent
defamations because these notes could be based on defamation and repeated his request for a

dictaphone.

The Letter to Hiiseyin Cahit Yal¢in

The smear campaign initiated by the DP leaders against the the NP was continued,
gaining new dimensions in early 1953. Adnan Menderes, charging the NP of using religion in
politics, stated that “a law is needed in order to prevent mixing of religion in politics” at the
DP consultative congress collected on 7 February 1953. Menderes held a press conference on
4 March 1953 at which he stated that the DP had started an illegal movement against the NP
with these suggestive words. Menderes, in an attempt to intimidate the NP, said: Religious
issues will be excluded from political struggle. Those who want to use religion in politics will
be forced to separate from this way in the near future. The publications against the NP of the
DP’s newspapers, primarily Zafer, gained acceleration. Miimtaz Faik, in an article entitled,
“Are We Going to Turn a Blind Eye on the Nationalist Movements?" wrote “it is time to
manage the NP and to provide this is a country duty that the DP government should do this
duty” in a Zafer article dated 4 March 1953.%°

A decree about using religion in politics was sent to the prosecutor's office a few days

after this open threat on the press conference of Menderes. A RPP spokesman also joined the

% Deniz Béliikbas1, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Béliikbag: (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayincilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 144-145.

80 zafer, 4 March 1953
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DP's attacks. The DP was unanimous with the RPP against the NP. Ulus editor Hiiseyin Cahit
Yalc¢in led the RPP side of this partnership. Boliikbasi gave a statement to the press on 28
February 1953 in response to Yalgin. He invited the accusers to prove their claims and said
the following against these multi-pronged attacks:

"People struggling to smother political reactionaries, moan the nation in grip, will not
think of making religious fundamentalism an additional problem for the nation. If you
do not invite the government to fulfill its duty and to punish the people of whom you
wrote that they were using the religion in politics by delivering a proposal to the
parliament immediately, you would fit the definition of blackmailer, following a
strange aim such as pressuring and threatening your opponent. Although you have
accused us of using religion in politics, no judicial inquiry about us had been held.®*

As should be remembered, Hiiseyin Cahit Yal¢in committed to judicial Independence
Court and judged the single-party era. At that time Yalgin, consumed heavy words to the RPP,
then joined the RPP and became one of the five RPP deputies selected from Istanbul in
elections declared to be invalid. Osman Boliikbasi published a clear letter, criticizing the
single-party era, denouncing the NP as a “foul-mouthed party” again, and reminding Hiiseyin
Cahit Yalgn:

“Please remember those who once called the opposition Russian agents and
Communists. Those who want manners and grace to command political life faithfully,
should obey these rules first. In the struggle for democracy, those who got low marks
in morality and virtue, if they try to defend manners and grace against their opponents
one day, they will be met with disgust as a faithless bride asking for earrings from her
in-laws even though she came to the groom’s house pregnamt.“62

When Osman Boliikbasi arrested Hiiseyin Yalgin to be judged in the Independence Court after
saying “you asked for fundamentalism that has no refugees” against his claim “the NP uses

religion in politics,” he recalled his crying daughter’s words and concluded:

"Mr. Yal¢in, your charges smell of the reactions and intentions that sent you to exile
and independence court! Your daughter, who saw the policies to arrest you, hugged
your neck and said “Dad, you said such things would not be able to happen anymore,
the country has achieved freedom, why did you deceive me?” If history were to repeat
and we had someone to cry and hug our necks one day, we would tell your daughter’s

*! Deniz Béliikbast, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayincilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 146.

%2 Ibid., p. 147.

56



adventure and we would say to them that we would struggle until an administration
that was not making innocents such as Hiiseyin Cahit’s daughter cry.”®®

The NP’s Fourth Grand Congress: Hikmet Bayur’s Resignation

The NP’s fouth congress was held on 27-29 June 1953 in Ankara is new cinema salon.
The NP completed its organizations in all districts and provinces across the country, founded
approximately 20,000 divisions and the foundation period of the party was completed
successfully before the congress. In the congress, which started with a tense atmosphere in
which the shadow of the discussions about “Atatiirk revolutions” in last congress could be
felt, Yusuf Kemal Tengirsek was selected to the court presidency. He first withdrew from his
task with an excuse. After the elections, after with discussions and done with the open voting,
when Professor Vasfi Rasit Sevig, standing by Hikmet Bayur, lost the elections, Hazim Bozca
was selected. The need to comment on the "moderate-conservatism" and "evolution-assertion”
principles at Article 7 and 13 of the NP program in the literal sense against the accusations of
“opposition revolution™ and the "reaction” that were initiated on the purpose was highlighted
in the Executive Committee report presented to the General Assembly and it demanded that
the Congress take a decision in that direction. During the meetings about the report Hikmet
Bayur, who had started the discussions on the previous congress, rejected the concept of
“moderate-conservatism” and stated “a nation that stroke for a hundred years could not be
conservative and moderate-conservative is suited to the developing nations.” Bayur, besides,
stated that “the party should choose one of two ways, revolutionary or conservatism and could
not get rid of the reactionary accusations of the opposing party if it stayed at midpoint.”

Osman Boliikbasi came to the podium on the second day of the congress and invited
Hikmet Bayur to correct the misunderstandings. Osman Boliikbasi stated following issues: "It
is not true to show a whole party guilty just because of several of people’s individual acts.
Ahmet Emin Yalman wants to stamp a party as reactionary. There is a Hikmet Bayur incident
inside the party. | as one of your friend have noticed this for a long time. I told him many
times to defend his ideas and tell the public at squares and meetings. But he ignored these and
stepped away, saying “I throw out a thesis, do not step in others” as a child. I do not fit this to

an honorable person.

% Deniz Béliikbas1, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Béliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
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Hikmet Bayur, did not answer Boliikbasi's speech and said those who wanted to run
him as a candidate “my stay at the party is not clear and do not waste your votes.” Hikmet
Bayur and his colleagues resigned from the NP the next day on 29 June 1953. Mustafa Kentli
was selected as the General President on the last elections at the Congress and Osman
Boliikbas1 became a member of the General Executive Board.

The below “statement” which confirms the reforms of Atatiirk against the smear
campaign targeting theNP. At the end of the congress, it was accepted with the strong
applause of 300 delegates.

"The NP charged with the political opponents for his ideas and his trends that do not
exist in the political activities and the program’s text and the spirit such as retardation.
The truth is that the NP designated with the need of the program would not cover the
backwardness on the arrangement of the social life and believed that the world is
going to a common civilization. As a matter of fact, statements, legislations, by the
General Council, it reports presented to the grand congress and the explanations made
by our deputy about our party at the assembly showed our sincerity on the issue.
However, in order to reject finally the on-purpose acts against our party, the Fourth
Grand Congress’ purpose as against the party to reject the finally, the Fourth Congress
clearly determined and declared these major principles: The Nation Party confirms
again that he adopted completely the Republic reforms, done in order the Turkish
society to reach the level of contemporary civilization such as the ban of marrying
more than one woman, civil law, the closing of dervish lodges, separating religion and
state affairs from each other to prevent using the religion in the politics, the gender
equality law, the principle of national sovereignty and Republican regime that is the
main reform.”®*

Hikmet Bayur, Prof. Vasfi Rasit Sevig and his seven friends defining themselves as
"those who fight for the sake of the protection of Atatiirk's reforms” explained their
resignation with a statement including their claims “the NP executers are making the
concession of being the revolution enemies.” The claims such as some weakness in the
Charter of the NP put the party under the domination of those who were guided by Atatiirk
hostility some NP executers get along with backwardness ideas in order to gain votes. The
separation of Hikmet Bayur from the NP was met with enthusiasm by the newspapers and the
editors, speakers of the RPP and the DP. Zafer and Vatan newspapers, as the DP’s press
organs, evaluated this as "the triumph of advanced ideas™ and continued to make heavy
accusations against the NP; on their articles. Ahmet Emin Yalman, editor of Vatan, who

showed aggressive attitude against the NP and went most forward and wrote "two-headed

% Deniz Béliikbast, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
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inside the NP ended with the resignations, the NP that is the party of hatred, hate and
backwardness completely and aim to service the evil forces, would questioned by Turkish

justice.”®

The Final Scene of the Assassination against the NP

The last part of the political war that was initiated with the accusation of using religion
in politics against the NP was opened with the initiation of questioning of the NP on 4 July
1953. The party was closed temporarily on 8 July 1953. The Nation Party, which had one and
a half million members and approximately 20,000 divisions, and had completed its
organization throughout the country, was one of the three parties in Turkey. The NP court
case started on 15 September 1953. The party was closed on 27 January 1954. The political
life of the party that was in real opposition to the DP government was ended with the decision
of the police court and a fire of 250 piaster, which covered two kilos of spinach. The incidents
and developments was lived at the last part of this political complot left deep scars on all the
NP’s people, who expressed their grief and reactions at every opportunity are stated below.
Ankara Republic Prosecutor’s Office, which accepted declarations published by Hikmet
Bayur and his friends, defined themselves as "reformist group”, while they resigned, as notice,
started the preparations of the legal proceedings with reason of acts against reforms and
assigned Prosecutor Cemil Bengii personally. The need to prove the claims of those who had
separated from the party was declared in a statement published by the NP about the issue. The
Ministry of Justice and Republican Prosecutor’s Office were invited to task in order to reveal
the truths by accepting these claims as a criminal complaint. These words were stated on
statement published with the signature of Mustafa Kentli, the NP General President, dated 2
July 1953:

“A small and mixed minority, who had wanted to corrupt the National Party's Fourth
Congress resigned from party as they had not succeeded. They both attributed the
reaction to the NP to their statements in the Turkish press and offensed a crime
according to Turkish laws. The NP General Administration Council, which examined
carefully all of the publications of the political opponents decided to apply justice. We
are demanding from the prosecutor and the Turkish Justice Attorney to warn all these
journals and take action. We regard this task to be transferred to justice and take a

% Deniz Béliikbas1, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
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provision as first condition in order to understand the truth and public dignity and
honor of immunity. This event is a second defamation conspiracy from the foundation
of the NP. The first one was recorded in history an assassination conspiracy against
Inénii and connected to a decision in the national historic court. We are still deciding
to revert this second conspiracy to a judicial decision. It is concluded that the
consulting phrases of the party executers were needed at the investigation executed by
Cemil Bengii, Ankara Public Prosecutor. <66

Osman Boliikbasi was not called for the prosecutor as he was deputy, but he
voluntarily went and gave statements on 4 July 1953. Boliikbasi stayed at the Prosecutor's
Office one and a half hours, and said the following after coming out: “This is a second Resat
Aydinli incident. We've survived the storm before will we be afraid of the rain?"

The declaration on this issue of prosecution sources that is carrying out the
investigation was published on 5 July 1953 in the series, with headline "The NP's secret
aspirations™ in Vatan, the DP's organ: “The NP Istanbul Provincial Organization divided into
two groups, reformist and right-wing. “The rightists formed two groups, the caliphates and the
mecelle. The NP Headquarters did not consider pursuant reports on this issue, a passive
behavior were followed. If these claims were found valid and the case would be opened of
acting based on religion against the NP.”

Hikmet Bayur’s real intentions and goals were revealed by the NP executors on the
investigation, started with the claims of supporters on the prosecutor and Hikmet Bayur’s
resignation statement. The NP General Leader announced the following issues on 1953 at
Istanbul about his attitude on the issues and objections about “adherence to the national
tradition, to the customs and the traditions" on Hikmet Bayur’s NP program:

“We know that all along, there was a small grouping movement in the NP. But the
conflict is also possible of each idea of turning into each group. Each group will gather
around an idea. It is a mistake to think groups inside the Parties are a result of passion.
The National Party collected around Marshal and was formed with a program
presented to the public. It should be regretted that one of the founders of the party
heading grouping made an opposition to us. This dispute began at the first time of my
presidency. Mr Bayur attempted a program amendment at that time and wanted to
hook our programs to article 7¢”. All of you know this item: have shares on order of
the assembly formation of the creed, morality, the tradition of customs and traditions.
They often can not be changed and falls outside the state's influence area. Bayur
wanted to make a sense of tradition, or rather according to him, the understanding of a
tradition was propounded. And presented to me as an amendment bill, and wanted to
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be accepted and in the case of the refusal of the draft he said he would resign from the
party. If he has the courage he has been submiting all his offers to the public. The draft
said that: 'Our tradition begins with the Republic. "Upon which | said to him: I can not
take this bill to Congress, the General Assembly, even the Presidency of the court,
because 30 years are not enough time for the formation of a nation's tradition. This
period does not allow even the establishment of a human character.”

Finally, the second draft came after this proposal was refused. 'The tradition has good,
and bad. Keep the good and get rid of the bad, he said. “So, you are right but, who will
decide if a tradition is good or bad? Instead of the old Sheikhulislam, will we
substitute the new mufti of revolutions? If this proposal | would give is rejected, give
it to Congress, but here if you can not obtain a majority, what do you? "l asked, |
immediately left the party,” he said. We took this proposal to Congress last year. But
the Bayur said “if the NP would not amend article 7, it would be a very harmful party
for the country” by giving the statement on various agencies and and did propaganda
in this way. Bayur imputed to us what not even our opponents wanted to say. Finally
the Fourth Congress was convened, the current incident occurred. | also would like to
say that, the word tradition was just a fake. It’s taken from French. The government is
a despotic administration on the day it tries to determine which is wrong or right. After
Bayur has run riot Malatya incident this time he did not focus on tradition alone. He
wanted a state with the right to change of creed, ethics, customs and traditions at any
time. However, the state can not intervene in everything human. Bayur attempted to
change the substance ten days before the 12th. But therein and finally he did not
succeed and congress gathered around us. The amendment that does not believe in the
public explicit and the decisions of elected the deputies of the nation is illegitimate.
We take this revolution as evolution and that assertion of freedom of conscience ideas
does not exist in this country. The state will make a law changing a nation's tradition.
Our strength is our program."®

The NP Inquiry in the DP Parliament Group

Menderes gave a press conference on 4 March 1953 at the Prime Ministery. He

accused the NP and Tiirk Milliyetciler Dernegi (Turkish Nationalists Association) for the

“green act ivities” and named the NP “against the parties abusing religion for politics, we

should take precautions.” Journalists Hiiseyin Cahit Yal¢gin and Cemil Sait Barlas’s

suggestion to the Prime Minister, “taking precautions against the NP and application of the

penal code” was published in Vatan, on date 5 March 1953.° The inquiry into the NP started

on 4 July 1953, still should have been conducted silently in the pre-stage, but on 7 July 1953,

% Deniz Béliikbas1, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayincilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 159-160.

%9 vatan, 5 March 1953.

61



it was taken to the DP Parliament Group, to an open meeting with the participation of Prime
Minister, where comments were made on this legal subject.”

A motion for “pronouncement of government on NP case” was carried in the meeting
of the DP Parliament Group, on 7 July 1953. Despite the rejection of some DP parliament
members who said “It is not right to have a meeting on the inquiry into the NP as it has been
transferred to justice”, there were long discussions about an urgent review of this matter. The
result of the voting was, “the majority of the DP’s parliament members voted positive for a
debate on the subject in group meeting.” Osman Sevki Cigekdag, Minister of Justice, gave a
long speech about the legal conduction of the case, and Prime Minister Adnan Menderes
followed his speech. Menderes started his speech with answers to the opposing members by
saying “The NP uses religion as an instrument for politics, taking this political view so far that
it disturbs the peace and calmness of the public” and claiming “persons in this party, who
appear to be supporting this religious reactions must be identified individually, those exist in
every status and expand in society”. He also predicted the conclusion of the case: “The NP
abuses religion, follows illegal paths and all these facts will be revealed after a legal
investigation.” The day following Prime Minister Adnan Menderes’s speech, on 8 July 1953,

the NP was closed temporarily.

The Nation Party Case and the Permanent Abolition

One month after the date when the investigation started on 4 July 1953 and the
temporary abolition of the NP on the 8 of July, there was no lawsuit brought against the NP,
but the media continued campaigns aimed to condemn the party in advance. So the NP
consulted the prosecutor and the government. The NP General Secretary Fuat Arna applied to
the Republic Attorney General and the Prime Minister on 30 July and on 16 August and asked
for a public lawsuit against the NP as soon as possible. Ankara Republic Attorney General
Cemil Bengii finished the investigation on 26 August 1953 and brought a lawsuit for the
abolition of the NP with a 61 page indictment on the 15 September 1953. The indictment of
the attorney was released as a free newspaper supplement by Vatan, which supported the DP.
The next day Osman Boliikbasi made a statement about the delayed indictment of the

Attorney General which asked for the abolition of the NP: "Against all the efforts of the

" Deniz Béliikbast, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayincilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 161.
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Republic Attorney General which seemed to be politic, did nothing more than asking a 10-
Lira fine and one-day prison sentence for the directors of the NP, so it’s enough to show how
unfair and improper the charges against the NP were.”

On the other hand, the NP published a statement on 6 September 1953 :

"There is nothing against the law and the human rights in our requests. The 7and 12
articles of our program shown to be the reason for the abolition of the NP today, are
the same as the United Nations Law, which is supported by Turkey itself. We may be
imprisoned today, the privacy of our homes may be violated, but the true lovers of
liberty are never afraid of tyranny and menace. No poor excuse for a dictator can Kill
the love of liberty in our hearts. We will not change our way in spite of the crisis! Our
mission is not complete. "

The NP lawsuit started on the 26 September 1953 in the Ankara Fourth Lower Criminal Court,
with presiding Judge Memduh Balamir. Before the stages of the court, we should summarize
the evidence, claims and the charges in the indictment of the NP.

The Attorney General asked for the permanent abolition of the NP by this charge in
his indictment:

"Since the establishment and especially from the end of 1950, the broadcasts and the
activities and finally the Fourth Grand Congress and the following events show their
direction and the mentality, and the party program and rules have sentences
completely available to confirm this mentality. Every member of this party and the
organization and the General Council, grand congress and the general president,
governance and general politics and applications and program and rules are totally
against all the revolutions achieved since the establishment of the republic and
confirmed by the constitution and our other laws. They are after a removal of laicism
and the replacement of laicism by applications fitting society, willpower, traditions
and beliefs according to their aims and mentalities such as garments, veils, turbans, the
Arabic alphabet, mecelle code, polygamy, and private Islamic community
organizations, and thereby caliphate and Islamic Law and a strong Atatiirk antagonism
dominates them.""

The conclusion and request part of the indictment asked for a total abolition of the
party governance by suggesting that "The NP stands for an illegal corporation based on
religion, denomination and religious orders which hides its real purposes,” and claimed the
party director was expected to be punished according to Turkish Criminal Code section Ne
526, which was about "establishing a corporation based on religion, denomination and

religious orders with its purpose kept disguised."

™! Deniz Béliikbast, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayincilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 167-168.
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The 13 party director suspects in the the NP case were: Dr. Mustafa Kentli , Enis
Akaygen, Fuat Arna, Nurettin Ardigoglu, Ahmet Tahtakil1 , Ertugrul Akea, Liitfii Bornovall,
Suphi Batur, Dr. Yesari Bilgisev, Galip Bilge, Mehmet Ali Derman, Cemal Islak, Hasan
Dinger. Osman Boliikkbas1 was a member of the Parliament, so they appealed to the Minister
of Justice for the cancellation of his privilege of arrest. Prosecutor Cemil Bengii could not
bring solid and serious evidence in his indictment accusing the NP’s members and
organizations, which had 1.5 million registered members and 20,000 organizations
countrywide. These strong accusations remained a thesis based on newspapers and rumors on
a fragile background.

The accusation on the indictment was based mainly on Hikmet Buyur’s and his allies’
public declaration given in the press as they were leaving the NP. The Prosecutor suggested
that the arguments in the letter of resignation confirmed that the NP was making religion an
instrument for politics. He was so exaggerated that he even put this "subjective
determination™ in his indictment: "Hikmet Bayur and his allies fought against the actions of
Atatiirk and revolution antagonists inside the party as a general president until 1950, but they
were deprived of effective opportunities from the middle of 1950." "MP Istanbul City
Governance had 25 members who wanted to reestablish the constitutional reign by destroying
the revolutions™ and that was given as an other strong support for the accusations in the
prosecutors indictment actually had come true. The events was brought to court as evidences
that the party had interfered with reactionism, such as reading the Fatiha prayer before the
homage in the opening ceremony of the NP Istanbul Kagithane Association, and Dr. Mustafa
Kentli’s reading a verse of the Qur’an saying "there is no enforcement in religion" in a party
meeting organized in Malatya. A picture showing Haceriilesved in the Ankara Giilveren
Association and in the local centers was suggested to be clear enough to show "how far the
mentality settled in the NP and the religious propaganda and the inspiration generalized.”

Prosecutor Cemil Bengii showed the first part of the 12" section of the party program
as important evidence revealing that the NP had become a political association with secret
aims that The Community Law forbid in its indictment. The first part of the 12" section of the
NP party program said: "Party accepts that it will keep religious issues separate from
government issues. It accepts everyone’s conscience and religious freedom and the right to

practice prayers in their own way and chosen languages sacred. "3

® Millet Partisi, Program ve Tiiziik (Istanbul: Teknik Basimevi, 1948).
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This part of the indictment is given below without any interpretations to show how a
principle which appeared in the United Nation’s basic international statements was interpreted
by the prosecutor who in this case sued for political purposes. Prosecutor Cemil Bengii, who
became a member of the Parliament and a minister from the DP later, stated in his deep jural
argument which made an history about the law and the justice:

"The NP added nothing to the Fundamental Law and the religious and conscience
freedoms with its statement which accepts everyone’s right to perform religious
practices in their chosen language in the 12" section. So, there must be another secret
purpose. This interesting statement may be accepted to be prone to the accusations of
citizens who have the right to perform prayers in their chosen language may learn
Qur’an alphabet, read and write with the Qur’anic alphabet, so they may leave the
Latin alphabet which means to refuse the Alphabet Revolution because as a result of
the changes led by the revolution in the alphabet used for Turkish writing, Latin
alphabet is used instead of the Arabic alphabet and the the Latin alphabet is not
suitable for religion."™

In the first trial of the NP case on those accusations on the date of 26 September 1953,
the NP directors rejected the accusations in the indictment which took 2.5 hours to read,
saying this case was a political conspiracy and the justice had been made an instrument of
that. By the way NP directors were sued for personal cases other than the NP case and
General Sadik Aldogan, Nurettin Ardigoglu and Fuat Arna were arrested and stood trial. NP
General Secretary Fuat Arna underwent a trial in military court on the charge of "performing
activities to harm national benefits.”

While the NP case was going on, Osman Boliikbasi sent a telegraph to Prime Minister
Menderes on 30 September 1954 stating, "Menderes used the sentence justice abolished the
NP’ as a defense for himself but in reality be abolished the NP himself, and one day he will
pay for this.”

The text of the telegraph which Béliikbasi sent to Menderes reveals Boliikbasi’s deep
feelings regarding this sad situation for a part of the nation which had voted for the NP and
his balanced Menders.” The last trial of the NP case was on 27 January 1954 and Judge Emin
Gebizlioglu asked the suspects for their last words of defense. The charged directors of the
NP stated that they were not guilty and made no defense and accepted the decision on the

’* Deniz Béliikbast, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayincilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 170.
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judge’s conscience. Nurettin Ardigoglu answered the judge with his last statement, "we are
waiting for your decision; may this comedy end now.”

The Fourth Lower Criminal Court declared the abolition of the NP, sentenced the nine
leaders one day in prison day prison, abolition of all organizations of the party and a 250
Kurus fine to the suspects with the sentence.”® The directors of the NP appealed this result. On
7 May 1954, the Second Penalty Department of Court of Appeal reversed the judgment of the
court approving the objection of the NP. The Court of Appeal’s reversal of the judgment was
based on this argument:

"For the NP to become a corporation based on religion, denomination and religious
orders is possible by showing illegal activities identified with legal entity. There is no
evidence in the file to abolish the party. Likewise it is not determined in the file what
kind of accusations are bound to the suspects who underwent the trial representing the
General Administrative Council and the legal entity of the party. Conclusion of
sentence is reversed on this legal ground."”’

The Republic Attorney General objected to the Court of Appeal’s reversal of the judgment
and the file went to the General Council of Appeal Penalty Department for the final decision.
The General Council of Appeal Penalty Department accepted the abolition decision of the
Lower Criminal Court and confirmed it on 21 June 1954. After that the Minister of the
Treasury published a statement on 20 July 1954 to transfer all NP properties to the treasury.

Thus the Nation Party became history. The abolition of this party which had over 20,
000 organized groups, overnight by a political scam which Menderes personally led, while the
elections were close, caused widespread reactions. Istanbul University Fundamental Law Ord.
Professor Ali Fuat Basgil, known as a supporter of the DP, made a statement about this issue
to the press against the DP."

Menderes Leaves the Parliament Bench

During this political conspiracy process resulting in the abolition of the NP, Menderes
charged the NP with using religion as an instrument for politics in every means and openly

tried to affect and direct the justice mechanism by speaking out on his oral assaults on the

’® See Appendix E.
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issue which is transferred to the court. He accused the NP directors with such heavy claims as
"having the ambition to commit treason against our country.”

Osman Boliikbasi invited Menderes to declare solid evidence and the base of his
accusations and gave a censure motion on the issue. The enquiry was rejected by the votes of
the DP parliamentarians. Boliikbasit and Menderes had heated arguments in the Parliament
about this topic. Two examples of this are given below. The DP brought the legislation about
the Protection of Conscience and Meeting Freedom on 20 July 1953 to the Parliament. Heavy
punishments were brought for propaganda that aieds to use religion as an instrument of
politics in this stage legislation. In the discussion meetings of the draft, Minister of Justice
Osman Sevki Cigekdag mentioned the abolition case of the NP which had been transferred to
the court, and illegally started to read some of the statements from the file of prep
investigation. Thereupon Osman Boliikbasi took the floor and said that it was against the law
and there was no support for the accusations directed against the NP. He spoke directly to
Menderes, who was up for the commission meeting:

"The Prime Minister knows well what kind of anti-revolutionist and polity opponent
reactionary ideas are brought up in the Democrat Party congresses. For the anti-
revolutionist events that took place in the Democrat Party Corum congress, even the
President felt the urge to make a political visit to Corum. If an investigation is
necessary for an accusation, Adnan Menderes must be the first man to investigate the
misuse of religion for politics in this country and provoke reaction. The RPP General
President inénii accused Menderes and his government with provocation of reaction in
Parliament. Ahmet Emin Yalman, who stands for the best man in government today,
accused Menderes of misuse of religion for politics and provocation of reaction for
years in the past. While they were repeating the arguments that "they give the official
bulletins to the newspapers that have the qualifications of a newspaper and are useful
to the democratic life of the country”, Adnan Menderes was feeding the Biiyiik Dogu
newspaper which supports reactionists, from the national treasury. He was a sponsor
of reaction by this way. ""°

In a response, Adnan Menderes stood up and said: "I cannot stay here while this man
speak this way in front of me,” and left the commission hall. Boliikbasi replied to Menderes as
he was leaving the hall: "The killer of democracy, you will always encounter us as long as
you act in this manner. You were not that sensitive while accusing us, honorable sons of this
country, with treason on the Parliament bench. You did not think about our honor at all. You

have to be patient enough to hear the truth now."

" Deniz Béliikbast, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
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The second argument between Boliikbasi and Menderes which took place in the
Parliament on 18 November 1954. While Menderes was speaking on the bench about the past
accusations of the RPP against the DP in the past, Boliikbasi interrupted from his seat:

Menderes: We know that he (Indnii) traveled village by village by white train despite
that he was a president. He defined Demokrat Party members as ‘Balkanic
Komitadjies’ and accused the Demokrat Party members of being ‘Communists’.
Osman Boliikbasi: You do the same thing today, we encounter the heaviest
accusations from you.

Chief: Boliikbasi, do not interrupt the prime minister’s words.

Prime Minister Adnan Menderes: (continues) we all know how far he misused the title
of president, the national tools and money. We have fresh memories of them. We all
remember these. (continuous claps from the left side)

Osman Boliikbagi: Be a man to bring the censure motion to the bench.

Prime Minister Adnan Menderes: (to the Chief) Silence this man.

Osman Boliikbasi: I am a member of the Parliament, you cannot call me ‘this man’.
Prime Minister Adnan Menderes: Dear friends...

Osman Boliikbasti: this place is not your farm. Be a man to bring my censure motion to
the bench. I will prove here what kind of a slanderer you are.

Chief: Boliikbast, I invite you to silence...®

8 Deniz Béliikbast, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Boliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayncilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 176.
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CHAPTER 5
CONCLUSION

The Political Conditions

This thesis presented the information about the events that took place in the NP life
cycle. No comment any was made effort was made to give the dialogs, debates and the events
as they were. However, it should be considered that the meaning of each event were different
than was declared or said. After the single-party period, all the suppressed oppositions came
out suddenly and a double-faced speaking method emerged for the sake of being careful. For

the public, this scary period lasted much longer than it did for the elite.

Between 1946 and 1960, instead of free will and self-determination, a feudal
environment led the public. Surely, the desire to escape from the despotic single-party
administration and the economic progresses effected this process.®* The common
characteristics of the single-party and the following new parties were that there were no
certain economic or political programs. The sayings and the ideas were always about the
regime or the promptly developed opposite ideas of the opponents.® Saribay writes that
“Historically the parties came out from the parlements that they had been in. The different
ideas in the same parliament led these people to make their own groups in the same
parliament, and it’s called a political party. However, this situation is an exceptional event for
today. Now the main resource of the political parties are their born out of the parlemen‘[.”83

If this principleis followed, it is seen neither the NP nor the DP came out of the
parliament. The leaders of each party had been in the same RPP group with a couple of
exceptions. It is also the proof of suppressive administration in the single-party period. Then

the same people of the same party —the RPP- made different parties. Even Marshal Fevzi

81 Atilla Hun, Cok Partili Sisteme Gegisten Giiniimiize Siyasi Degismeler (Ankara: Umit
Yaymcilik, 1995), p. 18.

82 Millet, 12 June 1947.

8 Ali Yasar Saribay, Tiirkive'de Demokrasi ve Politik Partiler (istanbul: Alfa Yayinlari,
2001), p. 16.
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Cakmak showed his ideas in the Independence War. The reason is the events that happened
were the result of the very different process that was executed in the new Turkish Republic.
There was another experience that made people hiding their real ideas or believes. It was in
the very close history and had terrible consequences. The first demonstration of the opposition
party was the TcCF (Terakkiperver Cumhuriyet Firkasi-Progressive Republican Party). ‘Seyh
Sait’ rebillion, the murder of the Ardahan deputy Halid Pasa in the corridor of Parliament,
[zmir assasiantion had been realized in this period and six deputies had been executed by the
Independence Court in the same period. The most important one, ‘Takrir-i Siikun Kanunu’
(Law on the Maintenance Order) had been accepted in this 1923-1927 period and the basis of
the single party regime had been settled.”®*

All these situations kept the public from expressing their real ideas. To speak in
opposition did not exist as to say the real opinions instead it was to criticize the opposite idea
of the dominant power with their arguments. It is thus very normal to search for other ideas
behind the statements of the people of this time. Especially the ones who make opposition to

the regime party —the RPP- are always trying to say something else.

The Role of the Religion

Looking at the NP members and the supporters, it is seen that they have a common
sense of religious values. They were sensible regarding religious beliefs and the traditions.
But together with these feelings their ideology did not contain a pure religious will. The
dominant religious idea was to think about the religion as the tradition of the Turkish nation.
It is just like Ziya Gokalp’s idea. The NP supporters had no vision of a universal religion
concept like the Ottoman Empire sultans. If it is proposed that some people in the NP
defended the universal ideas about religion, it was not a Qur’an based religion idea these were
more in the tradition of Ottoman nationalism. Ottoman nationalism meant the latest times of
the Ottoman Empire and these Ottomans also considered religion as a tradition.

Also the very well known religious leader of the time expressed his ideas about the NP
as follows: “If the NP’s ideological bases depend on Islam nationalism not racist nationalism,
the NP should be integrated to the DP. It is not suitable for there to be two different paties

with the same ideology.” “During these times when the Islamic moral values are growing

8 Nevin Yurdsever Ates, 7} tirkiye Cumhuriyeti 'nin Kurulusu ve Terakkiperver Cumhuriyet
Firkasi (Istanbul: Der Yayinlari, 1998), p. 105.
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weaker and the civilized moral values are growing stronger, if the NP takes the majority of the
votes and if they make the government, the NP -with only 30% pure Turk citizens inside the
party- they will force the 70% of other nationalities to be against the Turks and Islam.”®®
Therefore, while we are researching the NP we can not say that they were more
religious than the DP. It means that the religious people may have choosen the DP to make

politics. Then it may be asked what the main difference of the NP was.

The Extremists and the Moderates

In the formation period of the NP party, a quarrel brake out about the characters of the
people. It was not about their religious thoughts, how they expressed their ideologies. Some
wanted to use soft political methods and moderate sayings and the others wants to make their
speeches with very extreme ideas. So we may discuss which one was a more religious way of
expressing ideas. Therefore, the NP can be seen to have been defending their religious values
at high volume, but it is only a matter of method. It did not mean that the DP did not defend
religious ideas.

However a distinction must be made between the reactionists and the religious people.
It can not be said that the reactionist or fundemantalist people were religious. It means that we
would accept that religion represented or taught these negative philosophies. But it is clear
that it was not acceptable, especially if the greatest times of the Roman Empire or the
Ottoman Empire are concerned. We may easily see that the fundemantalism or reactionist
behaviours destroy nations. Of course it may be another study but the NP is considered to
have been reactionist, it doesn’t mean that the NP was a religious party. It may be said that the
NP defenders were under the effect of reactionist traditions.

Another character of the NP was liberal thought. According to the NP party program
and the declarations of the party leaders, they did not accept the tradition of a man having
more than one wife. They also did not accept caliphate. Under these conditions, if they did not
accept these two very important Islamic treats we they could not have been religious party. It

may be considered to have been a kind of revolutionist party which had more traditional

8 {smail Mutlu, Bediiizzaman i Gériisleri Isiginda Parti ve Siyaset (Istanbul: Mutlu
Yayincilik, no. 2, 1994), p. 118.
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ideas.®® The extremist nature of the party leaders and their imotional speeches made the NP
different than the DP.

The Indnii Opposition

In fact the main characteristics of the NP policy came from the Inénii opposition.®’
The DP leaders sought to keep the level of tension low against the leaders or people. They
targeted the executions. However, the NP leaders insisted on criticizing the personalities of
their opponents. The biggest target of the NP was Inénii. indnii would mean the regime and
the government and the opposition to Inonii wouldn’t be acceptable by the bureaucracy.
Therefore the NP fought with Inénii, but their real fight was with the whole regime and the
whole bureaucracy. But the DP fight was with the specific events and their fight does not
seem to have been against the whole regime in this period. Of course, the non-religious
applications and anti-democratic history of Indnii put the NP into a different position even if

they did not have very strong religious ideas.

The Supporters and the Effect of the Press
Millet versus Biiyiik Dogu

Likewise the other things, the press was also under the control of the single-party
regime for a long time. Parallel to the multi-party formation, new newspapers came out with
the different ideas but these were not independent press, they were the media of the each party
to announce their politics to the public. Millet and Kudret newspapers were the supporters of
the NP. Kudret was more like a communication media with the public. But, especially Millet
was accepted as the organ of the Nation Party’s ideology. The main one of the main focus of
Millet was communism. They were opposed to communism strongly. There were many
articles about the red-danger —communism. They called it the “Red-Plan”.2® They published
news about the different kinds of attacks of the Russia. Their biggest concern was education.

8 Kemal H. Karpat, Turkey’s Politics: The Transition to a Multi-Party System (New Jersey:
Princeton University Press, 1959), p. 364.

8 Ibid., p. 364.
8 Millet, 14 August 1947.
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They thought that the first step was to change the education items. The red-plan removed the
religious lessons from the education list of items.

Millet polled the religion lessons in the school from the first day of its publication and
the polls said that they were very much necessary.®
Millet also promoted Atatiirk and Ziya Gokalp. The main enemies were the RPP and inénii
and it was matched these dangers with the Red-danger.
One of the idea for the basis of the Red-Danger scenarios was as follows: “After 1946, despite
the multi-party period, religion and the nationalism were used to fight Soviet communism. In
the struggle between the parties, the religion motive had the priority. And the exploitation of
the religion became a competition.”*® We may compare the Millet newspaper with Biiyiik
Dogu. The Biiyiik Dogu was a religious group and the DP was the supporter of the group led
by Necip Fazil Kisakiirek. It shows us that the DP and the NP can not be differentiated by

their religious thoughts, we may only catagorize them by their approach to the RPP.

The End of the Nation Party Movement

In conclusion, during and after the Independence War, there was a long, hard struggle
against the thoughts of the Ottoman Empire. The policy of the new republic was to claim that
the Ottoman traditions were the enemy of the civilization and so was the religion. Despite the
successful establishment of the new regime, the public did not forget their traditions and they
did not absorbed the sayings of the single-party leaders. Hanioglu writes “The success of the
westernism of ‘ikinci Mesrutiyet” was argued everytime. The influence of the westenism on
the absorbtion of the republican ideology can be a criteria, however, the resistance of the
public to the republican regime can give us another idea.”*

The people liked the new economical opportunities and the new life style compared to

the Ottoman era, but they never fogot their traditions or their religion.%? The establisher of the

% Millet, 12 June 1947.
% Hiiseyin Atmaca, Bir Koy Cocugunun Seriiveni (Ankara: Abis Yayicilik, 2009), p. 558.

%L M. Siikrii Hanioglu, Osmanli ’dan Cumhuriyet’e Zihniyet, Siyaset ve Tarih (Istanbul:
Baglam Yaycilik, 2006), p. 48.

%2 Bernard Lewis, The Emergence of Modern Turkey (London: Oxford University Press,
no.4,1966), p. 307.
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single-party was very far from the public. However, the regime was very strong and
determined to continue. Therefore they fought with the opposite ideas in the public over their
representatives in the Prliament. They closed parties, they sentenced deputies, they tried to
chang the traditions. They had a very long period of training under the single-party regime.
The Nation Party was established at the time that the single-party regime founders requested
to change the system under their control to integrate the country to the global system.
However the NP founders interpreted this new conditions as unlimited freedoms. They
attacked the regime directly and used the traditions and the nationalism to keep the people on
their side. However, they were not successful because of their extremist methods. And the

party was closed.
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APPENDIX A
THE ESTABLISHMENT OF REPUBLICAN NATION PARTY (RNP)
AND
THE 1954 ELECTIONS

The Establishment of the RNP and the Pressures of the DP

Two weeks after the abolition of the Nation Party on 27 January 1954, they
established the Cumhuriyetci Millet Partisi - CMP (the RepublicanNation Party — RNP) on 10
February 1954. Except for general president Mustafa Kentli, all of the directors of NP took
place as the creators of CMP. Creators who have signatures in the establishment application
of the party are: Enis Akaygen, Ertugrul Akc¢a, Sadik Aldogan, Fuat Arna, Suphi Batur, Liitfi
Bornovali, Abdurrahman Boyacigiller, Mehmet Ali Derman, Cemal Islak, Saadet Kagar,
Enver Kok, Ahmet Oguz, Ahmet Tahtakili¢c and Osman Boliikbasi. It is another issue to
examine if this party is really an extension of the NP by comparing the differences and
similarities with NP.

The RNP represented by two members in the Parliament, Osman Boliikbasi and
Abdurrahman Boyacigiller, explained the party’s mission "to establish a national order to rule
human rights over Turkey and to guarantee them with trustable laws" in the party program.
The guaranteed principles they wanted to take place in the Fundamental Law for such a
national order are listed below:

Section 3- The rights and freedoms that take place in the Human Rights Universal
Manifesto published by United Nations to be clearly identified and guaranteed in our
Fundamental Law.

To have the right to sue against laws against the Fundamental Law.

To forbid and prevent the notice of motion against the Fundamental Law.

The change of the Fundamental Law will be bound to more secured restrictions than
we have today.

Independence of the courts and keeping the judges distant from affects and influences
of every kind to be guaranteed by the Fundamental Law.

The government officials are subject to rules and principles described by the
Fundamental Law.

Modern national principles such as laicism, religion and conscience freedom are
described and confirmed by the Fundamental Law.
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Political parties to become corporations identified and guaranteed by the Fundamental
Law.%

It may be argued if those principles appeared in our laws and Fundamental Law even in
2000’s Turkey, it was also requested to have double parliament, to establish a Constitutional
Court and a Noble Judges Parliament in CMP’s program.

The Noble Judges Parliament which may be compared to the High Commission of Judges and
Prosecutors of today, was predicted to have no relation to legislation and executive power,
and this parliament which no component of the executive power including the Minister of
Justice cannot affect to be the one and only authority about assignment, appointment,
promotion and the transfer and all the other personal rights and discipline issues of the judges.
On the other side, the laicism principle was defined as below in the program:

Section 12- Separation of religious and government issues, preparation and
administration of the national and government laws according to scientific principles
and national demands, besides to respect and guarantee the religious and conscience
freedoms as every other kind of rights and freedoms is the description of our party’s
laicism concept. Laicism is never an antagonism of religion.**

The 1954 Elections

Eighty-one days after the establishment of the RNP, general parliament elections were
held. Adnan Menderes, the Prime Minister, suggested the elections be held on 2 May 1954
and the GNAT confirmed it on 12 March 1954. The RNP -formerly the NP-, that all of its
organizations abolished, had to continue election work in very difficult conditions and
restricted opportunities in such a short period as 11 weeks. The RPP and the RNP came up to
make an alliance in the elections in March 1954 and directors of the two parties started to
contact each other. The idea of the alliance of the two opposition parties worried many,
including the DP in the 2 May elections, which gained a great importance for the future of the
polity, because it was clear that the DP government was determined to commit every kind of
illegal act and pressure to establish a dictatorship. This possibility of alliance was one of the
most important indications that there were great differences between the RNP and the NP.

Hikmet Bayur, who had been a tool of the government during the abolition of the NP,
did not waste time joining the press campaign against the possibility of this alliance. After he
left the NP, ran as the Manisa candidate in 1954 elections from the list of DP, which he had

protested and criticized heavily for years. He published a statement directed to the RPP on 18

% Cumbhuriyetci Millet Partisi Programd ve Tiiziik, 1954.

% Ibid.
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March 1954. He claimed that the RPP was no longer the party of Atatiirk and the revolutions,
and he invited the true members of the RPP to resign if the RPP made an alliance with the
RNP in the elections. But there was no need for "the true members of the RPP" to leave their
party following the invitation of the DP’s new transfer Manisa candidate Hikmet Bayur, who
lobbied to protect the revolution even against the party of Atatiirk.

The RPP-RNP alliance did not happen because they could not come to an agreement
on a common list and candidate decision, so the two parties decided to go to elections
separately. The RNP worked out their election campaign in a short period of time. They did
the last meeting one day before the election restrictions started, on 28 April 1954. Osman
Boliikbasi as the final speaker, spoke to a big crowd in Kiztast Square in front of Fatih
Mosque. He made a comparison of the promises that the DP had given before his government
and their actions of the present time. He said: " They neither gave up the totalitarianism, nor
abolished the laws that support it. If Menderes calls something white, you should know that
he definitely has called the same thing black four years before. The trick is the same; the only
difference is the Democrat Party novices are replaced with the masters of the RPP."

Boliikbast also criticized the words of Adnan Menderes about the RPP leader Ismet
Inénii: "Adnan Menderes who made the Law of National Welfare in order to protect the
honesty and reputation of the citizens, is swearing at inénii, who is a glorious commander
who won in the war in spite of all his faults today,” he said. "Who is swearing?" he asked, "it
is Menderes who kissed the hands of Inénii for 16 years."

As we see, Osman Boliikbasi spoke in the same manner as politicians do today, and
his tactics moved away from the political view of the NP party completely. In fact, the RPP
spirit travels from party to party in different forms. Actually it is well understood that every
winner of the elections would be the spirit of the RPP. Five political parties attended the
elections on 2 May 1954. By the end, 9,095,563 people voted, of a total number of 10,262,063
recorded electors. The DP had 5,513,659 votes and a rate of 58.42% won 93% of the chairs in
parliament with 503 members of 541 total. RPP had 3,193,471 votes, got 31 parliament
members. The CMP was the third party, with 480,249 votes and a rate of 5.3% got 5 chairs in
the parliament. He sent these 5 members to the parliament: Osman Boliikbasi, Ahmet Bilgin,
Tahir Tager, Mehmet Mahmutoglu and Osman Alisiroglu.

The CMP directors published this statement about the result of the election: "The CMP
was established on 10 February and in 81 days until the elections we had to establish our

organizations and work for the election at the same time, and we had nearly half a million
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votes. This result is very valuable under the circumstances today. The majority of the
members were exposed to every kind of slander in old the NP, underwent great pressure,
thousands of organizations were locked all over the country, but still it means that the Turkish
people showed great sympathy to the new established the CMP after all those misfortune. We
were sadly worn out under very heavy pressure. We could reorganize 81 days before the
election and went to election in 41 cities. If the Turkish people had not vote for us because
they thought that we could not win under this circumstances and their votes would have been
wasted for nothing, they are completely right for their own sake. They were unfair to us, but
we willingly gave up our rights. There is no doubt that the people did the right thing, and they
are excused to act this way. We lost the elections but the loser should be accepted as the

winner under this circumstances."
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APPENDIX B
THE HISTORY OF THE NATION PARTY’S FOUNDERS
IN THE DEMOCRAT PARTY

First Steps with the Democrat Party

Since the Nation Party (NP) came out from the Democrat Party movement, it is
important to show the development of the opposition to the single-party system with the DP
and then we may understand the NP’s notions with this perspective. The Democrat Party (DP)
was born in 1946 as a public movement that sought national power over social and
governmental life in the process of transition from a single-party to a multi-party system. The
DP’s activities, from its formation in 1950 to its dissolution by the military revolution of 27
May 1960, does not comply with the foundation ideas or motives of the DP in 1946; however,
the inspiration for the Turkish Nation for ideas of freedom, democracy, and claiming their
own future were certain.

This fight for law, honor and justice under heavy and negative circumstances of
repressive governance in the single-party period inspired the Turkish nation for democratic
struggles, thus a new period in our political life was started. The 1946 movement is a
milestone in the history of our democracy. The Republican Public Party (RPP) and National
Chief (Milli Sef) Ismet Indnii started this introduction process for the multi-party system. The
first serious opposition movement, the DP, was founded by people nurtured by the RPP that
actively participated in the single-party dominance in significant positions. Many members of
the Nation Party (NP) had entered into political life in the DP. They were charged with the
duty of inspection. Osman Bolukbasi is one of the closest witnesses and performers of the
NP’s political journey throughout his 28 year political life span. For this reason, his memoirs
have significant importance for research on the NP.

Organizing the DP in Anatolia was not easy under the circumstances of 1946, under
the single-party rule. The Governor, district governor, gendarme and police pressure,
systematic harassment and tracking, physical obstacles including the use of violence and
provocations were the main obstacles in the DP’s way. Psychological insecurity caused by the

recent multi-party system experiences (the 1925-1930 Terakkiperver Firka and Serbest Firka)
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and the reluctance of the people because of the pressure of the RPP, made their efforts to form

a new party more difficult. The DP entered into the political world under these conditions.

The Zonguldak Meeting

The Zonguldak Meeting exemplifies the tense and the bizarre media activities within the
transition process to a multi-party system. There was a serious crisis between the RPP and the
DP after the elections of 1946. Prime Minister Recep Peker accused the DP of provoking
people to rebel and he reminded the DP to act according to the Independence Court laws
which still existed. He threatened them openly and directly. Minister of Interior Sokmensiir
accused the DP of following the tactics of the communists and said that they were trying to
create “Red Fascism.” Minister of Public Works Cevdet Kerim implied that the DP had been
founded only one year earlier, declaring “competence should not be left in the hands of a one-
year-old toddler with the smell of milk in his mouth.”

Osman Boliikbasi’s talk in the Zonguldak meeting of the DP within this tense environmental
conditions was considered a crime, was published on 16 May 1947 by Kuvvet newspaper:

“Party Inspector Osman Boliikbasi came to platform with applause, delivered his
unscripted 130-minute oration frequently interrupted by applause. He started by
addressing the accusers which were claiming the party meetings were provocations,
Boliikbast said: ‘I am happy to address you as a representative of a party that accepts
obedience to law as the highest honor and duty, and desires the same for all people.
Considering the legal self-defense of an injured party to be a provocation shows the
loss of the humanistic feelings of our opponents. Threats such as the still-valid
Independence law will not take us away from our legally drawn way. We have trust in
justice, as we have infinite courage and determination against injustice. Like the story
of the German peasant who said to the Prussian King, “You are the King, but Berlin
has German judges,” we say, “You can do nothing, there are unnamed Turkish judges
of rising justice of Turkey who take their orders from their consciences.”%

As is clear from these arguments, the politicians of this period were far from the media of
party programs, country problems, foreign policy or similar concrete topics.

After a short period of time the DP rose continuously and became stronger and
completed its organization very fast. The masses showed great interest in the public
movement of the DP and supported it despite the negative circumstances. The Anatolian
peasants especially felt revulsion for the RPP and supported the DP as a light of hope. This
caused great worries in the RPP, and pushed them to undemocratic solution searching. One of

% Kuvvet, 16 May 1947.
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the solutions was pulling the elections to be held in October 1947 to 21 July 1946; a method
that was encounter frequently until a short time ago. This decision was made on 10 June 1946
in the Grand National Assembly of Turkey GNAT) with an absolute majority of the RPP. The
RPP aimed to make the elections early to keep the DP unorganized and inefficient in the
elections, considering that the DP was founded in 7 January 1946, just five months before
election. After the decision of an early election, the DP had only six weeks to prepare.

In this time span, the DP organized in 63 cities, 300 district centers and many villages, and
could nominate only 273 candidates for 465 parliament members in 45 cities where the DP
participated in elections.

21 July 1946 election was the first parliamentary election with multiparty and the
direct suffrage was enacted on 5 June 1946. According to this law, the inspection of the
elections were left to governmental attendants and municipal council members selected in the
last elections without the DP’s participation, instead of independent courts. A majority system
was accepted instead of a relative system. Elections were made by the rule of open vote and
closed counting. Moreover, the entire government’s mechanisms were united to make
propaganda to the RPP’s advantage by fait accompli. Governors, district governors, and all
official attendants were mostly working to the RPP’s advantage. The Governor of Yozgat
openly accused the DP of having communist motives, while governors sent written orders to
regional attendants telling them to help the RPP nominators. The Governor of Bolu, Naci
Rollas, sent an official instruction to Akcakoca’s district governor advising him to help and
support the RPP’s nominee. The district governor of Ak¢akoca did not accept this, and
resigned on 16 July 1946 after revealing this instruction. The so called district governor who
later joined the DP was Fuat Arna. Governor Naci Rollas, who gave this order to Fuat Arna,
was awarded with four months of vacation by the RPP cabinet, under the name of
punishment.

That and similar applications were spread around the country and intensified antipathetic air
over the RPP while increasing the DP’s power. President indnii entered elections as the leader
of RPP apart from his official title. Marshal Fevzi Cakmak, one of the heroes of the the
Turkish War of Independence, was on the DP’s list as an independent Istanbul nominee.
Osman Boliikbasi became the Yozgat nominee, six months after his entrance to politics. The
elections of 1946 were a shady and unfair episode in our political history. Elections with a
high participation rate, 75 percent, the DP had positive results at the beginning, when the vote

counting proceeding. The returning news from countryside showed that the RPP was advance
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than the rest. In addition to the injustice elections and pressure on the DP before the elections,
the RPP government managed to destroy the security of votes and ballot boxes. DP
nominators were not allowed into the rooms where votes were counted. The counting of votes
was done under the supervision of the governors, the district governors and the RPP
nominees. In the elections of 1946, where every possible deception was made, the election
papers and thus the election results were changed. The DP won the elections in Istanbul, with
18 of 27 parliament members. This was done with the help of the personal efforts of Marshal
Fevzi Cakmak by limiting the distortion on election papers and additionally with the help of
the the organized works of the head of the DP Istanbul President advocate Kenan Oner on the
night of election.

According to the election results, which were declared after three days, the RPP won
395 and the DP won 64 of 456 parliament members. Considering the reports of the DP’s
regional representatives, the DP must have won nearly 280 of the parliament members.
Despite having 93,000 votes, Yozgat nominee Osman Boliikbasi did not win a seat in the
parliament because of the vote-box tricks, according to the DP reporters. The dubious election
results caused a great reaction and anger throughout the country. The change of the votes -by
considering the homor of the Turkish people, started arguments in the DP about not entering
the GNAT and returning to the nation’s bosom (sine-i millet). These arguments started the
process of separation and disjunction in the DP.

Disintegration Process of the DP

In the first multi-party election during the transition to a democratic parliamentary
regime, held 21 July 1946, the Turkish people proved their political majority and strengthened
the hope for a real democracy. Although the DP’s political reckoning with the single-party
authoritarian regime was prevented by vote-box scams, the Turkish people won their first
round against the RPP mentality which is underestimated their political culture and mind.
Even though the public willpower did not reflect on this parliament, the Turkish people made
clear their will to protect democracy, political rights and freedom. Just after the declaration of
the election results, the public discussions began in the DP. Marshal Fevzi Cakmak and
Kenan Oner led a group requesting the DP’s return to the nation’s bosom instead of the
GNAT, and development of a new policy for a heavier opposition. In return for this strategy,

the administrators in the DP, including the four founders, wanted to ease the tension and
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continue the opposition in parliament. Finally, this vision prevailed and the DP group joined
parliament on 5 August 1946. Discussions on the legality of the 1946 parliament and nation’s
bosom continued until the first congress of the DP on 7 January 1947 and became the major
factor in the disintegration and the discharge process.

The year following the elections of July 1946 was a tense and depressive period with
the government party and the opposition then their relationships became to breaking point.
After the resignation of the Prime Minister Siikrii Saragoglu on 6 August 1946, Recep Peker,
one of the founders of the single-party system, a hawk, became the Prime Minister. The pro-
violence policy of Peker’s government increased the tension in an environment already
fraught with the anger and the negative reaction to the 1946 elections. The transition to a
multi-party system was jeopardized. After the opening of GNAT, the DP group continued
questioning the legality of Parliament and followed an aggressive opposition policy. Those
DP members that could not get into parliament started to an intense program in public to
strengthen the DP’s organization. Osman Boliikbasi participated in the DP meetings as a
speaker and was on the front-lines in propaganda activities. The Anatolian meetings of the DP
caused major worries in the RPP. The RPP press made provocative publications against these
meetings, with unfair criticism such as “idle crowds” and “street shows.”

The RPP's provocations were featured in the parliament platform heavily. After the
response by the Prime Minister Recep Peker to the criticism of Adnan Menderes on 18
December 1946 during the hearing of the budget law for 1947, the DP group left the
parliament. The Prime Minister Recep Peker, a hawk in the RPP, said: “We have listened to
the reflections of an aspect which is describing the life of a powerful country. We have
listened to a pessimistic and psychopathic speech from the voice of Adnan Menderes”. In
reaction to these insulting words, the DP group left the parliament and boycotted it for 10
days. They returned to the parliament on 28 December 1946, on the intervention of the
President Inonii.

With or without intention, there is a picture harmonious with the transition process.
According to this picture, nobody defended his real opinion, belief or ideology. No one
followed a political or an economic program with their criterias. The opposition was only
against the RPP’s methods, which thus can be called opposition of the RPP’s existence.
However, while protesting the RPP members and policies, nobody dared to oppose the
ideology of the RPP. The government of Recep Peker, apart from their violent policy to

suppress the opposition, also started a provocation strategy to break up the DP. The RPP
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government conducted a systematical manipulation campaign to control the “extremist” group
inside the DP, thus trying to deepen the separation of the ideas in the DP. It can be argued
weather it was useful for the development of Turkish democracy since it led to the more

mature ideas of later political parties.

First Grand Congress of the DP

The DP's first big congress gathered in Yeni Sinema on Anafartalar Street in Ankara on 7
January 1947, on the first anniversary of the party. The congress continued for four days with
the participation of 906 delegates, and ended on 10 January 1947 with the declaration of the
Charter of Freedom. The first congress worked with great enthusiasm in the environment of
ongoing discussions on the legality of the parliament and the intense political conditions
caused by the RPP’s violent policy against the opposition. Nadir Nadi, the editor-in-chief of
Cumbhuriyet newspaper, described the air of the first congress in his article on 11 January
1947: “The city congress of the DP ressembled a founder parliament meeting rather than a
political party meeting. All speakers in the congress touched on the subject of the constitution.
We also heard poetic and lyrical words trying to describe a romantic longing for freedom. A
speaker, for instance, said that the rulers without crowns have been ruling the country for 23
years. Another said that the red sultans had pounded the public during the same period.”

Miikerrem Sarol, one of the leading administrators of the DP, describes the congress
as follows: “We considered ourselves as the first rebels of the French Revolution. Some of us
talked like Danton, some like Robespierre.” Miimtaz Faik Fenik associated the DP congress
with the Erzurum and Sivas Meetings in an issue of Vatan on 8 January 1947. Years later
Celal Bayar said, in his book My Prime Minister Menderes (“Basvekilim Menderes”), there
was a “revolution air” in the Main Cases Commission where the Charter of Freedom was
reviewed.

The most detailed evaluations on the DP’s first grand congress submitted by Samet
Agaoglu’s book, Siyasi Giinliik, Demokrat Partinin Kurulusu (Political Diary, The
Establishmet of the Democrat Party). The most important source on this subject is this
above-mentioned memoir of Agaoglu.

The congress became a show and it witnessed the first rebellion of national power
idealism in Turkish democratic history. The DP’s opposition strategy after the shady elections
of 1946 and the aggressiveness of this strategy were the most debated subjects of the
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congress. The congress focused on soft or hard opposition strategies, and it results with
grouping in the DP. The struggle between these two opinions continued at the Main Cases
Commission led by Adnan Menderes which was formed for national issues. The supporters of
heavy opposition said that entering parliament would mean legalizing the RPP’s totalitarian
policy and 1946 elections. This group included the names of Kenan Oner, Miikerrem Sarol,
Mustafa Kentli, Osman Kapani, Samet Agaoglu and Osman Béliikbasi. As written in Samet
Agaoglu's memoir, Adnan Menderes said, “The friends who insist on that idea are free to
leave us,” in the discussions at the Main Cases Commission, thus seeding the disintegration in
the DP.

The congress’ decisions were opened to the Turkish nation with a declaration under
the name of the Charter of Freedom. This was an indication of a determination to fight for
democracy and was a national oath. The Charter of Freedom with great reflections and
reactions from the RPP included the following terms:

“Laws against constitution, that suppresses the legal rights and the freedom of the
citizens and the emergence of the free national will, should be voided. A democratic
election law should be enacted to secure the national sovereignty principles and the
citizens’ votes. This law should be under the inspection of the courts and the judges.
The administration should be objective. The presidency and the leadership of a party
should not be one and same person, they should be separated from each other.”®

A vital verdict of the Charter of Freedom was the authorization of the party
administration to withdraw from parliament. With the majority of the votes and with the
applause from the standing delegates of the congress, it was decided that if the RPP resisted
these democratic requests of the DP, the RPP would be on its own with responsibility to the
Turkish nation, who were the most important judges.

In the case of rejection of these requests in the GNAT, the DP group fully authorized its
General Administration Board to go back to the nation’s bosom and continue this fight there.

Soft and hard opposition debates were solved with this compromise.

The DP General Administration Board Elections and the Seperation

The second contention in the congress was the question of who should be chosen to
the central decision organs. The party founders wanted General Administration Board

members among parliament members, so they could easily keep their influence stronger.

% Kemal H. Karpat, Turk Demokrasi Tarihi (istanbul: istanbul Matbaasi, 1967), p. 159.
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Celal Bayar, Adnan Menderes and Fuad Kd&priilii were openly active in ensuring that people
close to them would be chosen and they wished to limit the number of members, against the
trend in the congress for selection of the young members. The developments in the grand
congress had deep and permanent reflections on the DP’s future. Samet Agaoglu considered
the selection of only four young generation members to the General Administration Board to
be a victory of Celal Bayar and the old generation, and said: “The main reason behind the
domestic competition in the DP was the contrast between the moods of politicians brought
up by the single-party administration and sincere belief in the democratic regime, and the
clash of these contrasts. The grand congress events are the best examples of this; these
examples constitute the beginning of the later disintegrations.”

Samet Agaoglu comments on the events and the developments in the DP’s first
congress in his memoir, Siyasi Giinliik: “The congress witnessed the events that would affect
the entire political life of the DP. It staged fights between the old and the new guard. The DP
left the first grand meeting with an image of solidarity, but in fact, it was separated into two,

even three parts.”

Disturbances after the First Congress

Starting a provocative campaign for the exclusion of “extremists” in the DP before the
congress, the RPP reacted greatly on the congress results, especially to the Charter of
Freedom and cherished the defeat of “extremists” in the congress. Nihat Erim, in his article
“After the DP Congress” in Ulus newspaper of 12 January 1947, said: “Extremists gathering
around Marshal could not defeat Celal Bayar. The selection of Bayar for the party leadership
is a guarantee of the continuation of democratic life.”

The RPP’s provocations increased. They especially targeted the full authorization of
the party administration with the Charter of Freedom, with heavy criticism and accusations.
Prime Minister Recep Peker accused the DP of provoking the public with the threat of
returning to the nation’s bosom and he reminded him of the still valid laws of the
Independence Courts as a threat.

The Ministry of Internal Affairs Sokmensiier answered an oral question about
Communist activities in January 1947, saying, “suggesting the lawlessness in the elections
and shading the legality of parliament and government, resigning from the parliament and

taking this challenge to the public is a tactic of communists.” Newspapers that supported the
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RPP published articles accusing the DP of wanting revolution thus the DP members were

made the targets of the heavy accusations.

Resignation of Boliikbasi from Party Inspection

The DP administrators wanted to stop to these extremists in the party after the
congress. Fuad Kopriilii was the focal point of nearly all conflicts inside the party that caused
disintegrations. In an interesting statement in Siyasi Giinliik by Samet Agaoglu, who left the
DP in 1957 and got close to Indnii, he wrote that one week after the congress, Fuad Kopriilii
wrote an article targeting and criticizing the people in the party whom he considered to be

aggressive opposition supporters very strongly.

Campaign against Marshal and the Accusation of Communist

The Minister of Internal Affairs, Siikrii Sokmenstier, in a speech on 29 January 1947
in parliament about the communist activities in Turkey, said that Communists were following
the tactic of questioning the legality of the parliament and the government, thus taking the
opposition out of the parliament. The Minister went further, saying the DP had been following
this communist tactic and that Marshal Fevzi Cakmak was an instrument of the communists.
This ugly accusation towards the well-known Marshal, a hero of the War of Independence, a
brother-in-arms of Atatiirk and an anti-communist, was made based on Zekeriya Sertel’s letter
and a note found from the papers of the chief of the illegal Communist Party, Sefik Hiisnii.

An article alleged to have been written on 29 July 1946 by Sefik Hiisnii, entitled,
“Class Struggle Views after the Elections,” makes the following statements: “The democratic
opposition and Marshal can state that they do not accept the legality of the elections, and
national will power was unable to show itself in parliament, and they have taken the struggle
to the public. Once the struggle is taken to the public, to the villages, we have to join with all
our power and support Marshal and the DP, arranging all of our organization and activities.”

Zekeriya Sertel’s letter, dated 2 September 1946, bears similar opinions and states that
the communists consider that Marshal’s resignation from the parliament and the defense of his
thoughts the most natural and necessary act. Marshal answered the accusations of the RPP
with his explanation in Yeni Sabah on 5 February 1947:

"I am one of the people who considers communism is very harmful to this country. For
this reason | was insulted deeply when they wanted to take communists into the army
and the navy. I insisted despite the intervention of significant members of the RPP.
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But they gave the authority of founding a party to Sefik Hiisnii and to 34 certified
communists to guide the workers. I officially warned the government of the supportive
activities of the old National Education Minister. They did not listen to me and later,
they talked about a nest of communists in the Village Institute of Hamidiye.”®’

After the explanation of Marshal of an old education minister supporting the
communist activities, Hasan Ali Yiicel, who had been on duty for many years during the
single-party government of the RPP, asked Marshal the following question in an open letter
published in Ulus on 8 February 1947: “Is it really me, old national education minister, in
your declaration? Who are the supported communists and how were they supported?” The
answer came from Kenan Oner, former counselor of the Ministry of Justice and President of
the DP Istanbul. Kenan Oner, in his “open letter to the former National Education Minister” in
Yeni Sabah on 16 February 1947, said: “I will remove your curiosity about the communists
that have been supported by you and how you have supported them. In fact, | could not decide
if your hesitation is feigning ignorance.”

After this, Hasan Ali Yiicel sued Kenan Oner for libel and slandering. On the first day
of the trial, 17 February 1947, Kenan Oner asked for the right to prove his allegations and
declared that he was ready them. After receiving the right to prove, Kenan Oner proved his
allegations. Finally, the court decided that the allegations of Kenan Oner -Hasan Ali Yiicel
was a communist had been proven, and so decided on the abatement. The Supreme Court
cancelled this appealed decision. However, the case was closed after the death of Kenan Oner.
Administrators in the DP were quiet about these ugly accusations against Marshal.

For this reason, Dr. Mustafa Kentli, one of the leading members of the DP, resigned
from the 1zmir DP Court of Honor and wrote the following in an article, titled “Marshal and
Parties” in Yeni Asir newspaper on 11 February 1947: "As a democrat, | regret that only
individuals supported Marshal against the RPP’s war against him. Marshal himself as a major
power equals a few opposition parties. If Marshal wants to lead the DP, we accept that as a
certain victory factor. If there are people among us who can not accept that, they will not only
be defeated in the party, they will also be wiped out from freedom challenge.”

One of the main reasons for the DP’s founders’ silence on this subject was their
discomfort with Marshal’s moral weight, reputation and influence in the party. Some of the
dissident members called in the First Grand Congress for the selection of Marshal as DP

Leader instead of Celal Bayar. But Marshal was reluctant in this matter. The spokesmen of the

%" Yeni Sabah, 5 February 1947.
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RPP were pleased with this. After the elections of 1946, Marshal was unhappy with events in
the DP, and he distanced from the DP administrators. Worried because of Marshal’s influence
in the party, founding members of the DP searched for ways to get rid of him. An independent
nominee in the DP’s list in elections of 1946 who contributed greatly to the DP’s
development, Marshal was excluded. These statements in Siyasi Giinliik are important, as they
show the true feelings of the DP founders towards Marshal:

“Celal Bayar, in his presenting of Marshal in a General Administration Board meeting
speech on 27February 1947, said: “Marshal is not as naive a person as we think. He
wants to rule every side, as he has his whole life. On one side, he is trying to supervise
the left world with Tevfik Riistii Aras and Zekeriya Sertel; on the other side, he is
trying to supervise us.”®

These attitudes toward Marshal showed that the DP’s founders wanted to have absolute
leadership in the party. They were determined to use every method to exclude Marshal from
the party, and they would not regret using undemocratic methods. Their new target was
Marshal. The DP’s administrators who were not brave enough to take a stand openly became
hopeful because of the RPP’s accusation and the libel campaigns.

In reply to the RPP’s “Danger of communism and Marshal as an instrument,” in a
speech in Adana on 24 February 1947, Osman Boliikbasi said:

“People are trying to scare the public with empty and unreal words, such as there is a
close foreign danger, and there is a danger of communism.” They should not forget
that their mistake, based on the motives of the party benefit, may cause public apathy
against a real threat in the future. People are saying “Communists, working with
Russian Money” about the Democrat Party, and now implying the same words for
Marshal. They are people who try to use a false coin again. Saying ‘There is a threat of
Communism’ in a country like Turkey, where people are attached to their property and
traditions, is nothing but political fraud. Like the fact that you can not reach the sun,
these accusations and stains cannot reach us. A threat against the Turkish country, will
face no party, they will face a bayonet party which is the warrant of our freedom.
Lastly, we should say that we are the instrument of the public interest, Fundamental
Law. In a word, we are the party of the Turkish people’s freedom fight, not an
instrument of the communism and the ambition.”®

Behget Kemal Caglar’s article in Ankara Aksam Haberleri on 26 February 1947, titled

“goofs of an inspector,” Boliikkbas1’s declarations were criticized and accused of “hypnotizing

%8 Siyasi Giinliik, 1947.

% Deniz Béliikbas1, Tiirk Siyasetinde Anadolu Firtinasi: Osman Béliikbagi (Istanbul: Dogan
Yayincilik, no. 3, 2008), p. 63-64.
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the public toward the threat of communism and helping communism actively.” The article

also says that the DP members idolized Marshal.
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APPENDIX C
THE TELEGRAPH OF BOLUKBASI TO MENDERES

Boliikbasi’nin Menderes’e Telgrafi
Adnan Menderes
Demokrat Parti Genel Baskant
Ankara

Millet Partisi'nin sahsinda, Tiirk demokrasisine karsi hazirladiginiz suikastin

mesuliyetini acikca omuzlariniza alacak kadar cesur ve diiriist olunuz. Atatiirk ve inkilap gibi
hiirmete sayan varliklarin goélgesine sigimmmayimiz ve biitiin inkilaplarin temeli olan milli
hakimiyet prensibine "dini irtica var, inkilaplar elden gidiyor" bahanesi ile kiymayiniz. Sonra,
hicbir hizmetiniz bu lekeyi alninizdan silemez.
21 kasim 1952 tarihinde Kayseri'de soylediginiz nutukta, intaki hak kabilinden "Tiirk
Milletinin siyasi haklarin1 gasbetmek i¢in daima dini irticai tehlikesi ileri siiriile gelmigtir"
diyen ve dini irticain ve inkilap aleyhtarliginin bayraktarligini yapan, Biiyiik Dogu gazetesini
her ay devlet kasasindan on iki bin lira vererek besleyen ve biiyiiten Adnan Menderes
oldugunuzu bu millet unutmayacak ve kalbinizle agziniz arasindaki farki isabetle teshis
edecektir.

Milletin yegane siginacagi yer ve limit kaynagi saydigi adalet miiessesesinin seref ve
itibarini, bircok miiesseselere musallat olagelen siyasi ihtiraslariniz ugrunda lekeleyerek, onu
pesin kararlarinizi tescile memur muti bir alet haline getirmek ve bodylece suikastinizin
kurbanlar1 arasina sokmak tesebbiisiiniizden vazgeginiz. Boyle hareket ederseniz, "Padisahin
niifuzu her yere girebilir, fakat adaletin kapisindan igeri giremez" diyen Abdurrahman Pasa
gibi serefli bir adliye nazirma tahammiil gosteren miistebit bir Sultan Abdiilhamit'ten daha
kotii olarak tarihin sizi kaydetmesine mani olabilirsiniz: Insanlik ve tarih cesur olan
diktatorleri korkaklarindan ayirir ve onlart bir nevi takdir eder. Cesaretiniz varsa "Millet
Partisi'ni adalet kapatt1" soziinii kendinize siper yapmaz, maksadiniza baska yoldan
ulasabilirsiniz. Filhakika Demokrat Parti Meclis Grubu'nda milletvekillerine hitaben
"Mahkeme elbette Millet Partisi'ni kapatacaktir. Kapatmadig: takdirde iki satirlik bir kanunla
bu partiyi kapatmak sizlere diisen tarihi bir vazifedir" dediniz ve bdylece iki satirlik
kanunlarla parti kapatmak ve zuliim yapmak tasavvurunuzu agiklayan meshur Bolu

nutkunuzu teyid ettiniz. Sizin i¢in bu ikinci yol daima agiktir. Zira 400 mebuslu bir gruba
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hakimsiniz. Bu yolu tercih ederseniz, bir basl istibdat ile dortyiiz bash istibdat arasinda bir
fark olmadigini, esasen Demokrat Parti iktidar1 devrinde kavramis bulunan Tiirk milletine, bu
hakikati, bir kere daha anlatmak suretiyle belki kayda deger bir hizmette de bulunmus
olursunuz.

Millet Partisi'nin kapilarina vurdugunuz kara kilidi, azmimize ve vicdanlarimiza asla
vuramayacaksiniz. Miicadele sahast bos kalmayacaktir ve sug¢larinizin hesabini vereceginiz
giin gelecektir.

Unutmayiniz ki, yillarca Sefim diye elini Optiigiinliz ve temsil etti§i nizamin
alkiseiligin1 yaptiginiz Inonii'ye sovmek imkanini size veren felegin carki donmekte devam
ediyor. Meclis kiirsiistinde Millet Partisi'ni vatan ihaneti ile itham ettikten sonra sokaga
tilkiirmek cezasi olan bir lira hafif para veya bir giin hafif hapis cezasi ile koca bir partiyi
bogdurmak isteyisinizin ilhami ile bu teli ¢ekiyorum.

Hiikiim, "Magrurlanma padisahim, senden biiyiik Allah var" diye gelmis olan Tiirk
milletinindir.

Osman Boliikbasi
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APPENDIX D
FOURTH LOWER CRIMINAL COURT DECISISON

Dérdiincii Sulh Ceza Mahkemesi Karari

4. Sulh Ceza Mahkemesi, metni asagida aynen yer alan hiikiimle, MP'nin
kapatilmasina, dokuz yoneticisinin birer giin hapislerine, partinin tiim teskilatlarinin
feshedilmesine ve saniklarin 250'ser kurus para cezasina ¢arptirilmasina karar vermistir:

"Siyasi bir cemiyet olan ve Cemiyetler Kanunu'nun hiikiimlerine tabi bulunan Millet
Partisi'nin mucib sebepli kararimizda tahlil ve izah olundugu sekilde kurulus ve programinin
7, 12 ve 13. maddelerinin tagidig1 mana, maksad yoniinden din, mezheb ve tarikat esaslarina
dayanan ve gayesinin saklayan dernekler durumunda bulundugu anlasilmis, idareci
maznunlarin bu yoldaki sozlii, yazili ve miisamahali hareketleri de bunu teyid etmis ve
mahkemenin vicdani kanaati de bu yolda hasil olmustur. Boyle bir cemiyetin idaresini bilerek
deruhde eden maznunlardan Doktor Mustafa Kentli, Enis Akaygen, Fuat Arna, Ahmet
Tahtakili¢, Ertugrul Akca, Liitfi Bornovali, Suphi Batur, Doktor Yesari Bilgisev, Nureddin
Ardigoglu'nun sabit goriinen suglarina uyan Cemiyetler Kanunu'nun bazi maddelerini
degistiren 4919 sayili kanunun 9. maddesinin b ve d fikralarini, ayn1 kanunun 5927 sayili ka-
nunla degisik 1/33 maddesi ile Tiirk Ceza Kanunun 526/1. maddesi geregi birer giin hafif
hapislerine ve Millet Partisfnin Ankara'da bulunan merkez ve diger bucak, ocak ilge ve il
biitiin merkez sube teskilatinin feshine ve 250'ser kurus cezanin maznunlarindan ayr1 ayri
alinmasina ve devlet hazinesinden pesin sarfedilen masraflarin da maznunlardan alinmasina,
Enis Akaygen ve Doktor Yesari'nin 65 yaslarin1 doldurmalarindan Tiirk Ceza Kanunu'nun 29.
maddesi geregince adli tevbihlerine ve diger maznunlarin mani bir halleri bulunmadigindan
89. madde geregince cezalarinin teciline, maznunlardan Galib Bilge, Mehmed Ali Derman,

Cemal Islak ve Hasan Bilge'nin beraatlarina, temyiz yolu agik olmak tizere karar verilmistir."
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APPENDIX-E
THE REACTION OF ALI FUAT BASGIL
Ali Fuat Baggil’in Tepkisi

MP'nin segimler yaklasirken bizzat Menderes'in onciiliiglinii yaptigi siyasi bir tertiple,
20 bini askin ocak teskilati bir gecede kapatilmasi biiyiik tepkilere yol agmistir. DP'ye
yakinlig1 bilinen Istanbul Universitesi Anayasa Ordinaryiis Profesérii Ali Fuat Basgil bu
konudaki tepkisini 13 temmuz 1953'de basina su sozlerle dile getirmistir:

"Millet Partisi'nin kapatilmasini, demokrasi yolunda gelismemiz i¢in miithis bir darbe
telakki ederim. Bugiinkii Demokrat iktidarin is basina gelisine az ¢ok hizmet etmis bir adam
sifatiyla, Millet Partisi hakkinda bu iktidarin aldig1 son karari teessiif ve teessiirle karsilarim.
Benim nazarimda bugiin Tiirkiye'de demokratik manada bir iki parti varsa bunlardan biri ve
basta geleni Millet Partisi'dir. Halk Partisi ancak 1945 tarihinden itibaren, Ikinci Diinya
Harbi'ni Garp demokrasisinin kazanmasi {izerine parti olmaga baslamistir. Ondan evvelki
Halk Partisi demokratik manada bir parti degildi. Sadece bir kuvvet oligarsisi teskilati idi.
Tipk Italya'daki Fasist Parti, Almanya'daki Nasyonal Sosyalist Parti gibi.

Demokrat Parti'den kuruldugu andan itibaren ¢ok seyler bekledik ve Tiirkiye'de
demokrasinin koklesmesini temine hizmet edecek bir teskilat telakki ettik. Benim bu
goriisiime memleketin biiyiik bir ekseriyetinin de istirak ettigini, 1950 secimleri ayan beyan
gostermistir. Boyle bir timit ve temenni ile iktidara gelen bu partinin diisiinecegi tek bir sey
vardi. Dort sene zarfinda Tiirkiye tarihine karsi borglu oldugu vazifeleri yapmak ve dort sene
sonraki se¢imlerin neticesini hi¢ distinmemekti. Halbuki Demokrat Parti iktidar1 bunun
tamamiyla aksini yapmis ve is basina geldigi giinden itibaren 1954 secimlerinin akibetini
diisiinmiis, yani sandalyesine dort elle sarilmistir. Bunda da memleket ve tarih nazarinda
miithis bir hataya diismiistiir. Milliyet¢iler Dernegi'nden sonra bugilin de Millet Partisi
hakkinda bu iktidarin reva gordiigii antidemokratik muamele ve hareketler, bu hatanin bir
devam1 ve neticeleridir.

Millet Partisi'nin bildigimiz sekilde kapatilmasi, memleketin miistakbel demokratik
inkisafi bahsinde maalesef ¢ok kotii bir ornek teskil etmistir. Yazilarimla ve sert denilecek
tenkitlerimle bir zamanlar ¢ok hiicum ettigim sef rejimi bile Millet Partisi gibi yirmibin kiisur
subesi olan, memlekette hi¢ olmazsa bir buguk milyon vatandasi sinesinde toplayan bir siyasi
fikir ve kanaat gruplarini kapatma yoluna gitmemistir. Muvaffakiyetleri ugrunda c¢alistigim,
hatta bir ¢ok maddi ve mesleki menfaatlerimi feragatle feda ettigim Demokrat iktidarin

cesaret bulup bunu yapmasimdan cidden eza duydum."
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APPENDIX F
THE NATION PARTY PROGRAM
ORIGINAL TEXT
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MADDE 1 — Cumhuriyet, Adalet, liberallik tilkiilering ve Milliyetci-
ILLET PARTISI> adi ile siyasi bir Parti kurulmugtur,

MADDE 2 — Pértinin ‘gayesi samimi ve emin secim ile tezahiir ede-
cek olan Milli ixadeyi»hak.i_m kllmak, bu iradeye ve insan haklarima uygun

bir Hﬁkﬁ_rn:etin tesisine V_é_;beka_syl'nval 'gahsvrtnaktlr. il

islah ve tadiline calismaktan feragati tazammun etmez, ¢ 00 o ol

MADDS 4 But, Do, nsar semise mins 52 bt
¢inde yasamak ve birbirine yardim etmolk hususunda duyduklar: tabii ar-

U ve ihtiyacdan dogmus devamly ve medeni bir zaruret telé__l;l{i"'é_di‘éxf'; iy
s et gayesi vt eyl Ve on sengin s tenaol st 42
lismesi zaruri olan insan sahsiyetinin serbesstce tesekkiil ve inkisafina en-
gel olmamak, sahs faaliyetleri ‘halk i¢in ve halkim muvafakati ile uzlagtir-
mak ve adaleti temin etmekitir, Binaenaleyh fert hgklarihl'_;é_emixet:.f}fxéklé‘-‘
st Sitarak onun duninda bir mahiyet tasmasi, ve Sl pon
Dinlanth b oarsc goeecle ararn ez e st

..o Cemivet Kadar, fordin de hayati mentaating Koruyacak usullerin fatbi.
kini isteriz el 23
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v MADDE5 < Parti, adaleti, herkese hakkini vermek husustnds sar-
silmayan-devamli bir irade olarak kabul ‘eder:' Bu mahiyet ‘Devletin eseri
dlmayan; Devlete tekaddiim ve ora rehberlik eden, oniun seldhiyetlerini taha
dit eden iistiin bir hak mefhumunu zaruri kilar. Normal her insan nefsinde
Pu hak ve adaletin manasim tagir, |

PRI RI GG FSeo ritadslinrald £ JGCIAM
io - Hak, bizim icin yalnyz ameli bir takdir, prensibi. degil;-ahlaki bir gaye
Ve bir iman unsurudur, ., . tieaminitaiioy. ds1alo gebustay 1etid ididas
‘i Biz hak Ve adalete inaniyéruz; magsd sruaslesediliiog itvg 5 8




MADDE 6 — Parti, hakiki Demokrasinin samimi taraftar: ve miidafii-
dir. Biz bundan fert hak ve hiirriyetlerini devamli teminat altmda tutan;
ve her biri bir hukuk devleti tegkil eden Bat1 demokrasilerini kast ediyo-
ruz. Bir ziimrenin, bir ictimai sinifm dlktatorlugunu istihdaf eden dogu
ornegi demokrasiyi magsus ve “totaliter bir. rejim addederek reddediyoruz.
Partimizin demokrasi teldkkisine goére azligin cokluga tahakkiimii nasil
gayri mesru ise, coklugun azliga ait insan haklarini ¢ignemesi de ayni de-
recede gayr: megrudur.

Parti, anayasamizin hakiki demokras1ye uymayan hiikiimlerinin ve
bilhassa Cumhuriyeet Halk Partisi siyasi umdelerini Devletin ana vasiflar:
hahne sokan 1k1nc1 maddesinin kaldlrllmasml ister.

MADDE e Parti, 1gt1ma1 mzamm te§ekkulunde itikatlarm, ahlakm,
geleneklerm, orf ve adetin bityiik hisselerini tanir. Bunlar sik sik deg1§mez-
ler ve devletin niifuz sahasmmn d1§1nda kalirlar.: SRR e

-~ 'MADDE 8 — Parti, memleketin lstlklahm ve tOprak butunlugunu boz-
mak ve insan haklarmi ihlal etmek maksadini gliden veya yabanci 51yass1
partilere alet olan, fert ve cemiyetlerin faaliyetlerini gayr1 mesru sayar. Bu
: cumlgden olarak devletin ve devlet adamlarinin hayat haklarm: inkar eden

' gnar§1st1er sahsi ve siyasi hiirriyet ve milkiyet hakklarmi reddeden komii-
nistler ve insanlarin ve milletlerin hukuk esitligini tanimayan naziler hak-
kmda kanuni korunma tedbirlerinin almmas1n1 zaruri goriir.

Part1 dm muessesesme ve m1111 ananelere hurmetkardlr SRR

MADDE 9 — Turklye Cumhurlyetmln ana vamﬂanndan olan mllhyet-
cilik Partlmlzlnde ana prensiplerinden biridir. Blze gore millet mefhumunun
'en_ ehemnuyeth unsuru bir nevi du§unce ve. b1r h1s b1r11g1d1r k1 rmlh vic-
cian £ e§k11 ve mu§terek b1r hayat ve 1st1kba1e 1nan1§1 tazammun eder Mﬂh
§i1’ un. te§ekkulundevd11 blrhglnm buylik hissesini kabul edenz ;

biiyiik iimitle dolu istikbaline mamr egltlm ve ogretlm muesse§ ermde
milli suurun kuvvetlenmesine elverigli bir programin tatbikini milli blr
vazife' bilir; ve okul diginda dahi genghgm bu imanla yetlgmesme gahgma-
¥y1 lizumlu sayar.

<152 MADDE 10 —Aile miiessesesini, cemiyetin temeli ve yiiksek manevi
bir kaymet olarak kabul eden Partimiz onu tehdit eden kotii cereyanlarla
miiicadele etmeyi ve aile baglarini: kuvvetlendxrecek her turlu tedblrlerl a]—
may1 cemiyetin bir varhk sartisayar:s: elee [ cedifali wah

MADDE 11 — Memleketin mesnet ve istikbali olan genghgm demokra-
tik ve milliyétei bir ruh ve zihniyetle yiksek ahlaki vasifta ve §ahs1yet
sahibi birer vatandag olarak yetistirilmesini bir gaye kabul ‘eden partimiz
onlara parti miilahazalarina kapilmadan tahsil .cagmda her tiirlii yardim

4

102



Ve kolaylig, saglamak ve hayata a'tIIdIklé.r; zaman layik olduklar: kiymeti
vermek v’e’gem’§ inkisaf imkénl_am hamrlamak azmindedir. ;

MADDE 19 __ Parti, din islerinin devlet islerinden ayri tutulmasin; ka.
bul eder. Herkesin Viedan ve itikat hiirriy'etini ve diledigi dilde ve diledigj
sekilde ibadet etmek hakkin, Mmukaddes’ tanyy. ' ‘

" Parti Tirkiyede muhtelif din ve mezheplere mensup Cemaatlarin ding

hiyetli omatqiy.
Parti ik ve ort
lerde iléhiya‘t_ fakiil

a tedrisata 'din ders]eri ilave edilmesini ve iiniVersitef

: teleri ihdasing muvafik gortir. Fakat din derslerine is-

tirak, Ogrenciler Tesit oluncays kadar, ajle reisinin - iraqe Ve ihtiyarine
tabidir, | o :

MADDE 13 2 i kabul ettigiri, deviimeilik; fnsan {pisim, ve
ictimai amj) ; ]

ve sartlar; zorlamadan daima ilerlemek man
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timai sigorta plénlar; hazirlamak azmindedir, Yiyim, giyim, siikna ve is
alanlarinda asgari maiget hadleri her tiirlii ihtikar ve istismar hamlelerin-
den masum tululmalidir. Ve muhtekirler agwr surette cezalandirilmalidir.

MADDE 16 — Parti, miilkiyet ve tasarruf hakkinin adilane ohﬁayan

bir surette tahdidini ve servetin devlet eli ile idaresini tervic eden biitiin

rejimlere aleyhtardir. insanlar mallarmn miustereken tasarrufu rejiminden,

sahsi miilkiyeti saglayan, medeni kanunlarm himayesi altinda yasamak icin’

vazgecmiglerdir, , .

Parti, smme menfaati namma yapilacak kamulagtirmalar: ancak mah-
kemelerce takdir edilecek deger pahas: pegin verilmek sartiyle tecviz eder.
Mal ve miilkii bu suretle elinden alinan fert, hadisede amme menfaatinin
meveut olup olmadig:, miilkiyet hakkimin lizumsuz ihlal edilip edilmedigi
hususunda mahkemeye itiraz hakkina malik olmalidir. Meveut istimlak ka-
nunlarimn birlegtirilmesini bu esasin bir icabi sayariz.

'MADI:)E 17 — Parti, vadantagin calisma hevesini kiran ve yasama sart-
larini giigle§tiren,a§1r1 vergilere aleyhtardir. ~

' MADDE 18 — Parti, gayri mesru yollardan servet edinilmesine karg:
siddetle miicadele azmindedir. v, ‘ s
MADDE 19 -- Parti, huk'p:lki ve iktisadi e'mn_iye't_ ve istikrar1 ihlal eden,
kati ihtiyac olmadan sik sik kanun ’degi_§tiifme' itiyadma ve vatandagm 'ka-

nuna uyma imkanini giiclegtiren kanun cokluguna aleyhtardir ve bu du_m-
mu islah azmindedir. : i s ; :
~ MADDE 20 — Siyaseti, milletin refah ve saadetini temin icin yapilan

ve ahlak esaslarma dayanan bir faaliyet olarak kabul eden partimiz bu

esaslara uymayan hareketleri siyasette mubah telakki eden sakat ve za-

rarly ‘Zihniyetlge miicadeleyi baglica hedeﬂerinden sayihaktad;r.

MADDE 21 — Himaye, iltimas, haksizlik, fﬁ§vet, S{giig;c'imél, kaf%abbréé-"

cilik ve israflarla miicadeleyi parti milli ve ahlaki bir bore telakki eder.
' MADDE 22 — Parti, ekonomi sahasmda mutedil liberal akideye sa-
diktir. Sahsi miilkiyete, sahsi tegebbiise, megru rekabete, acik pazarda ser-
bestce ayarlanan fiyatlara ve ig béliimiine dayanan serbest miibadele eko-
nomisine taraftardir. 1 tee racdmdl i ' -

.....

- Bizim liberalligimiz (birakin yapsm) formiilii ile ifade edilen bag1 bog
liberalizm degildir. Biz gerek devlete, gerek fertlere ait her tirlit tekele,
sermaynin haks1zlik1ar1na;‘a.§1r1 kar ihtirasina, hileli ‘ticarete, haksiz istis-
mara, ikiisadi buhranlardan dogan biiyiik kiitle istirap ve sefaletine, milli

ve milletler arasi.ekonomi ahenk ve miivazenesinin bazulmasma lakayt
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- Biz bu hususlarda devletin tanzimei miidahalesine taraftariz . Bizim
reddetfigimiz meslekler mahsul veya istihsal vasitalars lzerindeki sahsi

6
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miilkiyet hakkini devlet lehine ihlal ve ferdi tesebbiisleri tahdid ve ilgaya
meyyal olan devletcilik ve sosyalistlik ile halen Tirkiyede en miifrit. gekli
tatbik edilmekte olan devlet sermayeciligidir, :

Bir tarafdan ferdj tegebbiisii ve sahsi milkiyeti servetin istihsal, teda-

edecekleri anonim sirketlere devrederek memur kadrolarini ve vergi yiikii-
ni hafifletmek azmindeyiz, 43 ; Ve g9l
Niimune, {iretme ve tohum islah ciftlikleri milstesna, devlet ciftlikleri

koruma ’tedbivﬂér‘ii:dame‘ ‘\fé'teké_rzx_imii'll ‘-:gﬁti:r‘ilmélzi\dir.‘ i :
* Parti ferdi ve yerli Sefmay_e_lerden ragbet ‘giir‘rr';eyen iglerin, bu arada

limanlar, biiyiik su igleri ve enerji kaynaklari, demir yollari, posta, telgraf
ve telefon tesisatinin devlet eli ile yapilmasmi ve isletilmesini tasvip ‘eder.

MADDE 23 — Memleketin her sahada hakiki ihtiyac ve imkanlarini
miitehassislara tetkik ve tesbit ettirerek umumi bir kalkinma ve gelisme

ADDE 24 — Parti, diinya milletlerinin miigterek big medeniyete do-

M
-gm, ﬁekéimﬁl ettigine, Tlrkiyemizin de bu maksafcla biitiin milletlerle samimi

is birligi yapmas I_ﬁz‘ﬁmuha,kanidii«; o ik a ;
~ “'Fakat her hangi bir millet kendi ihtirasim tatmin' icin bagkalaria ta-
hakkiimden ﬁaigeﬁmedikge'dné karsi nefsimizi muhafaza zaruretlerine uy-
r'ria"yiw"%zai'hk‘ééi‘ti"s;él‘y:yoruz.'5‘” OWISSHED velminlid oy o R eease o

' Parti, Tiirkiyehin Birlegmis milletler ‘milessesesinin’ sadik bir iiyesi ve
faydali bir unsury kalmasini ister. TINE OAnee b, S

7
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MADDE 25 — Part1 her vatandagm diinya icin baris ve emniyet un-
suru olmasini saglayan insani bir kiiltiire sahip olarak .yetismesini, insani
dayamgma, iyi komguluk, muahedelere sadakat, itidal ve biitiin insanlara
kars1 sefkat terbiyesi icinde gelismesini kendi mllletlmlz ve mﬂletler alle-
sinin refahi ve saadet1 1<;1n temel dava addeder

MADDE 26 — Hiirriyet, biitiin siyasi programmizin temel ta§1d1r Biz-
ce her fert d11ed1g1 gibi hareket "edebilir '; yeterki bagkasinin ‘esit hiirri-
yetine zarar vermesin. Bagkasina zarar vermenin bir kotiiliik olduguna ' ve
hayir ve ger mefhumlan ahlak sahasina ait olduklarma gore hurrlyetm ah—
1ak1 bir temeli ve Vaz1fe hissi- ile bir irtibati vardir. :

Partlmlz sahsi ve sxyam hurrlyetlerm asrimizda, ferdi tecavuzlerden :

zlyade hiikimetlere verilen genis selahlyetler yuzunden tehlikeye du§tugu-
ne, ve bu selahlyetlerm azarm derecede taky1d1 luzumuna kamdlr ;

MADDE 27 — Ferdi ve siyasi hurr1yetlerm zaruret hududunu asan
her takyxdl tahakkum ve 1st1bdad1n 1fades1d1r ® -

' Partlmlz tegru kuvvetm d11ed1g1n1 yapab11eceg1 flkrme, devlet muva-
cehesinde hig bir ferdi hak ve hiirriyetih meveut olm1yacag1 prens1bme da-
yanan totaliter devlet teldkkisini reddeder. Tbiris RESGIT T e

MADDE 28 — Partlmxze gore msanlarm 1h1a1 edzlemez tabn hak ve
hurrlyetlen §un1ard1r._. S p ; A

: Hayat §ah1s ve bmnetlce mesken masunlyetx, v1cdan fzklr soz ne§1r,
seyahat, haberlesme, soz1e§me gah§ma, miilk edinme ve onlan saklama ve
kullanma, veraset, toplanma cemiyet ve §1rket kurma, her turlu haks1z11ga
kargx megru mukavemet ve hukumetl tenklt hurrlyetlen

Partlmlz ferdin hak ve hurnyetme tecavuz korkusundan masun’ yaga—
mak hakkim tabii sayar. ik 3 B

AT
DAY

" 'Bu esasli insan haklarindan’ Seyahat ve haber1e§me g1b1 bazﬂarmm
yalmz milli'’kanunlarla teminat altina’ alinamiyacagma kani olan par’cl ‘il

letler arasi miinasebetlerde de kanun devrlmn ba§lama51 1g1n azamx gay-

ret sarfetmek azmmdedxr. e

i MADDE 29 — Bu tabu hakIarm kanun d1§1 takyldhm 1gt1ma1 ve»'(s‘;yesx
bir sug sayar ve istibdadin kotii b1r alam,e’u addederlz Bmaenaleyh; .

lara tecaviiz klmln tarafmdan vaki olursa olsun. hi¢_bir. ‘hususi .meras;me
tabn o]madan umumi hiikiimler dairesinde adalet mahk 1 rinde yargi-

lanarak terhip ve. tecziyesini saglayacak tedbn'lerm b1r an evvel almmasml i

bir zaruret sayariz. vadel impsciad proeine Hid by

8
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MADDE 7 e Partj, Kanuni miisavats ana prensiplerinden addeder.

Hi¢ bir fert veya topluluk esit olmayan bir hak iddiasinda ‘bulunamaz';'

bagkalarmna yasak olan fiilleri kendisi icin miibah géremez.
Kanunun herkes icin'mecburi ve miisavi vasfi fertler; fertle devlet

- miesseseleri, ictimai siniflar, siyasi partiler, dinler ve mezhepler arasmdaki
miinasebetlerde de muteberdir.

Parti, herkesin sahsi liyakat, kabil
tabii ve megru telakki eder, ’
Cumbhuriyet her tiirlii imtiyaz ve inhisarlarin ilgasin1 muktazi oldu-
gundan, parti, Cumhuriyeti miisavat ulkiisiine en uygun idare sekli olarak

iyet ve mesaisine gore hisse almasini

MADDE 31 — Mengeini milli iradeden alan Amme kudreti bir fert veya
ziimre lehine ve binnetice digerleri aleyhine kullanilamaz.

. MADDE 32 — Parti, k_anunlarl keyf ve hevese tabii kilan hikmet’i hii-
kmet telakkisini, halk; devamli ve haksiz zararlara sokan nef’i hazine zih-
niyetini istibdat mesnetleri olarak tanir ve bunlarla miicadeleyi bore bilir,

MADDE 33 — Tﬁrkiyedg hi¢ bir makam ve hi¢ bir kimse kendisine

MADDE 34 — Parti, memleketimizde hiirriyetin teessiisii icin  fert
haklarinin teminat altina almmasini zaruri gorur., :

I
Devlet ve Hilkémet isleri
“MADDE 35 - Parti, bazi fevri céreyanlarm» kanunlagmas: imkaning

onlemek ve kanunlarm daha esasli surette incelenmesini saglamak - icin
Halk tarafindan secilmig bir Ayan Meclisinin kurulmasimy zaruri goriir,

- s MADDE 36 2 Her iki meclis iiyelerinin adetleri, vazifeleri ve intihap

usul ve sartlarmin milli ihtiyaca uygun gekilde yeniden tanzimini liizumly
goriiyoruz. .., ¥ RE BHRT Bends Fosleiin Vv ;

MADDE 37 — Cumhurbag,lfé;m_bibir devre 1gm ségilmeﬁ; ayni zatin bir
secim dénemi gecmeden tekrar se¢ilmesi caiz olmamalidir, :

|
|
|
i
|
1
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MADDE 38 — Cumhurbagkani her iki meclisin birlikte yapacag1 bir
oturumda bu meclislerin uyelerl arasmdan segllmehdm - .

MADDE 39 — Cumhurbagkani, ‘hitktimet bagkanin bu iki meclls uye-
leri arasmdan se¢melidir. Ba21 bakanlarm meclisler d1§1ndan segxlmes1 de
mimkin olmalidir. - i a0a]

MADDE 40 — Cumhurbagkam partiler d1§1nda bagunsxz kalmah ve
seglmden itibaren parti ve ziimre cereyanlari ile alakasml keserek kendl-
sini biitiin millete maletmelidir.

MADDE 41 — Her iki meclis iiyelerinin secimlerine ait usul ve vazife-
lerini icra tarzinin millet hakimiyetine ve demokrasi icaplarina en uygun
yeni bir secim kanunu ile tesbitine gah§11acakt1r

Millet vekili adedinin azaltilmasima; ve vekillikte gecen muddetlerle
tahsisatlarmin emekhhkte hesap edllmemesme taraftariz.

MADDE 42 — Biitiin secimlerin her ge'glt miidahale ve tesu‘den h11ei

ve tahakkumden masun yapllabllme31 ve segm netlcelem tizerinde h1§ bir
fesat ve tahrif olmadan millet irade ve haklmlyetme uygun olarak tahakkuk
edebilmesi icin liizumu kadar miieyyideler' teminine caligmay: bir vazife
saylyoruz. Seglmlerln adli kuvvet murakabes1 altinda- yap1lmas1n1 dogru'
buluyoruz : ' 12

: MADDE 43 — Bakanlarm va21fe ve mesuhyetlm gosterecek hususx ka-
nularin yapﬂmas1n1 1st1yen anayasanm 47 nci maddesmm biran evve;
tahakkukunu lstlyoruz

MADDE 44 —- Bakanllklara alt murakabe ve teftis iglerinin sallm bir,
tarzda yapilmasi ic¢in teft1§ te§kllat1nm icra kuvvetinin tesirinden kurtara-
rak, tam bir istiklale sahip kilmak maksadiyle gerekli tedbirlerin alinmasini
zaruri gormekteyiz.

; i . MADDE 45 — Adama is degil, ise adam duisturuna bagh olan parti-
miz, mesuliyet ve halka hizmet duygusu tagiyan yiiksek vasifta ve az sayida
miireffeh memurlarIa 4mme hizmetlerinin goriilmesine taraftardir.

{ Memurlarin hal ve istikballerinden emin olmalari, terfi, tayin, nakil
ve tecziyelerinin amirlerin keyf ve arzusuna gore degil, liyakat ve istihkak-
larma goére yapilmasini, devlet iglerinin emniyet verici esaslara baglanarak
salim bir ‘tarzda ylritiilmesini istiyoruz. - 1 i 4lg

i " MADDE 46 — Emeklilerle dul ve yetimlerin ve maliillerin maaglari-
o nin ' adaletli olarak tayinini ve zamanin gecim gartlarina gére uygulan-
! masini, vazife goriirken alman para ile emekli maag: arasmdakl farkin da
isabetli bir sekilde tesbitini dogru buluyoruz.

o Emeklilere ait kanunlar b1r1e§t1r11mehd1r

:1:_0
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MADDE 49 . Memlekette adaletin tam tecellisini temin edebilmek
icin adli tegkilatm ve bilhassa yargiclarimizin her tiirlii tesirden masun ve

kamil bir istiklal Ig¢inde calismasini adaletin ilk sarti olarak kabul ediyoruz,

bunun icin de hékimlerimizin tayin, nakil ve terfilerinin hi¢ bir tesrii ye
idari makamin miidahalesi olmadan bizatihi kendi tegkilatlar: arasinda icra-.

te§kﬂétin daginik 'Iii_ik:ii'n_lle‘ijden kurtulmas: sarttir, - :
MADDE 5 e Asliye mahkemeleriyle yargitay arasinda ikinci bir
kaza k_ademesinin bulunmasini adaletin esash bir teminati saylyoruz.
MADDE 52 — Sulh _ﬁl&hkémeleri diginda kalan biitiin mahkemelerde
u hakim s mals,
bilmelidir,
" 'MADDE 53 . Adaletin kabil oldugu kadar kiilfetsiz, masrafsiz ve ko-

"'ka1d1r11masma calismakla beraber iglerde siirat olsun diye adaleti alt st
etmek zihniyetine aleyhtariz,

MADDE 54 — Adélet cihazinin ihtisasa yol acacak bir ¢1irda isleme-
sini istiyoruz, :

igin, ayr1 hitkiimler konulmalidir, - :
T MADDBE 56"tk sartlarina tabi olarak (Hava Hukuku) adiyle
ayri bir hukukun viicude getirilmesi lizumuna inaniyoruz. RO T

i




MADDE 57 — Adli Tip Miiessesesine layik oldugu énem verilmesi ve
adli tablplerm cogaltilmasi ve memleketin bagka yerlerinde de adli tip tes-
k11at1 viicude getirilerek bu meslegin cazip b1r hale sokulmas: adalet umde-
lerimizdendir.

MADDE 58 — Yargitay bagkanlarinin muayyen muddetle ve 1nt1hap—
la yargitaym bitiin yargiclar: tarafindan secilmesini ve bunlara yargichk
maagindan fazla olarak ve vazifelerinin devami miiddetince bagkanlik tahsi-
sat1 verilmesini esash bir teminat olarak nazara aliyoruz.

MADDE59 — Matbuat suglarmda juri usuliniin kabuliine taraftariz.

. MADDE 60 — Adh Zab1ta kuvvetlerl mustakﬂ olarak savcmm em-
rme ver11me11d1r

MADDE 61 — Yargiclarimizin, butcenin miisaadesi nisbétinde, azami
huzur ve refaha erismesini adalet sartlarindan biri sayiyoruz; bitiin adalet
cihazinin sikintisiz yasayacak imkén ve vasitalarla techizini istiyoruz.

MADDE 62 — Memleketin kalabalik ve miiterakki yerlerinde ¢ocuk
suglarma bakmak i¢in hususi mahkemeler acilmasimi ve bu mahkemelere
tercihan kadmn yarglglar secilmesi Istlyoruz ve cocuklarimizin ar hlslerml

zedelememek icin bu kabil davalarin gizli gorulmesml medemyetm 1cap1a-
rmdan saylyoruz

MADDE 63— Tevklf evlermm ceza yerlerlnden ayrilmasini ve tev-
kithanelerin kabil o]dugu kadar ceza mahkemelerine yakm olarak teSIS‘:
suretiyle saniklarin, bilhassa hukumden evvel te§h1r1ne imkan verllmeme-
sini luzumlu goruyoruz 3

MADDE 64 — Ceza evlermm 1nsan11k hislerine uygun, saghk ve me-
demyet §art1ar1na muvafik bir hale get1r11mes1n1 ve hitkiim ylyenlemn ma-
nen ve maddeten yukseltlp is sahibi yaparak, iyi ‘bir Vatandae halmde cem1-'
yete jadesini sagliyacak mahiyeti haiz olmasim istiyoruz.

_ MADDE 65 — Bu béliim hiikiimleri askeri adalet, te§k11at1na de samll- :
olma11d1r f

Ly

IV

Ordu ve Askerllk isleri

MADDE 66 —— Yurdun Savunmas1m saglayacak olan Ordumuzun bur'
vazifeyi daima ve serefle basaracak bir kudrette teskillenmesi ve bu mak-
sat dahilinde techlz edilmesi esastlr
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¢+ -Milli Saviunma ihtiyacina gére daha barig zamaninda her tiirlii: hazir-
liklarin yapilmis olmasi ve takip olunacak Egitim ve Ogretimde by esaslas
rn daimal g06zoniinde bul_un_durulma_s1 liizum.upa'_l_{__a;;i bulunuyoru_z._

- 1:MADDE 67 — Yurdun biitiin millete ve milli kudrete dayanan saviun-
i masin: layik oldugu onemle daima 0n planda tutmak icin A Yiitksek miidafaa’
1 Meclisi) nin bir kanunla ve kat’i olarak ihdas ve teskil edilmesini ‘veribat
meclisin vazife ve selahiyetlerinin de bu suretle belirtilmig olarak igleme=
sinin teminini liizumily goriiyoruz, P 5390 aoldemrtiy srslitteg tas

R ERe AT T NIRRT OGS TN SRS

mesi ve bu esaslara gore diizenlenmesi lizumuna inaniyoruz.

; MADDE 69 — Yurdun savunmasini temin etmekle miikellef olan Or-
] dumuzun askerlik, terfi, emeklilik ve by gibi esasl kanunlarinda Zamanin

A icap ve ihtiyaclarima gore gerekli olan tekdmiil ve islahlarin Yapilmasin: da
il ltizumlu buluyoruz, : 3 i o 478

4 MADDE 70 — Parti, Ordunun k-apah‘vveya acik sekilde siyasetle istigal
e etmesine ve siyasete alet'edilmesine giddetle aleyhtardir. U Al

Y

yerine) _bqlunqul1d1r,

5 MADDE 73—~ Ill_éi‘e ve 'bl_i_cakl.éra: verllen yetkﬂér ‘sahsa 'degil bueak!
meclislerine ve Il Genel Mec,lislerin;e-,ait; olmalidr; Valilerin, ‘kaymakamlas

rm ve bucak baskanlarimin yetkileri tamamen idare islerine miinhasir
kalmahdyr. . . brsial! ablards? civeliyyoV

*+ MADDE 74 - Belediye Baskan 've iiyeleri ile nishalli mieclislerin bil
laistisna Millet Vekilleri hakkinda kabiil olunan’secim usulitne ‘migvazi 'bir!

- S 18
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tarzda vatanda§1ar1n serbest 1rade1er1y1e yapllacak seglmle te§k11 edxlmemm
istiyoruz. | B3 e j W ) i 5l

MADDE 75 "L e SR B haita i htal TaeR 1
let Tegkilat: lizerinde miidahele ifade ‘edebilecek biitiin faaliyetlerden mut-
lak surette uzak kalmasmi ve memlekette meveut siyasi partilrin hic bir:
faaliyetine istirak etmemelerini isteriz. Muhtariyeti haiz Miiesseseler men-
suplari hari¢ olmak iizere Devlet ve Hiikimet Tegkilatina mensup herkes
siyasi partilere girmekten, ceza tehdidi altinda, men edilmelidir. (Secvme
1§1:1rak mustesnadu')

- MADDE 76 — Amme hlzmetl 11e vaz1feh olan hlg b1r klmse hususxf
luzmetlerde istihdam: ed11meme11d1r Jixs i |

D|§ lglerl

MADDE 77 - D1§ 51yaset1mlz 1st1k1a1 ve mulkl temamlyetlmlzm mus=
hafazas: esassina dayanlr Meri ittifak_muahede ve hiikiimleri mahfuz kal-
mak gartiyle biitiin diinya devlet ve milletleriylee dostluk ve barig icinde
yasamak dig siyasetimizin hedefidir.

MADDE 78 — Partimiz, b1r1e§m1§ .milletler anayasas: hiikiimleri dai-
resinde, kendileriyle tarihi, manevi ve kulturel alakamiz olan milletlerle
dostlugumuzu kuvvetlendirerek miitekabil tesaniit temin edecek bir siyaset
takip etmeyi tarlhi b1r borg ve dunya bar1§1m saghyacak en esash b1r am1l
telakkleder; it b isdo) posiadi ssbadtsiomisd

SN

MADDE 79 — Mali siyasetimiz yalniz seklen degil hakikaten de denk
bir biitge ile hitkimet idaresini teminden ibarettir. Masraf biitcelerinin milil
takatla! mutenaSIp,;haklkx ve ‘zaruri 1ht1yaglara uygun tarzda tanmmml Is-!
tlyoruz rr oeitslzi axsbi os { v icireinesdgsd  dAasond Bv iy

Vergllerm tahakkuk ve tahsﬂlermde adéalete riayet edllmeSI sarflarm-
‘da kayitsiz; sartsiz her tiirlii Jisraf, sefahat ve likksten sakinilmasi luzumuna
kaniiz. Imkan bulundukea muterakk1 vergi sistemini tercih ediyoruz. =

b
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Vergi itiraz mercileri heyetinin Belediyelerden ve Ticaret Odalarmdan:
secilmis-iiyelerden viicude getirilmesini bitaraflik: icabmdan buluyoruz. .

MADDE 80 == Dahili ve Hariei borclarla biitcede muvazene tesisine

caligmak miisrif hiikimetlerin giar1 olabilir, Bor¢lanma ancak Milll Savun<’

ma zaruretleriyle ve milletin istihsal kudretini yikseltecek maksatlarla ya«
pimalidir. Her ne sebeple olursa olsun, Milli ve Tktisadi Istiklalimizi tehli<

keye diisiirecek biitiin hareketlerden i¢tinap edilmelidir, -

den vergi alinmamalidir.

~ MADDE 81 — Asgari I_n_aige;c haddine tekabiil eden kéié_ri:g':ve_g.elii'ler—'

MADDE 82 — Mali iglerimizin yuriitiilmesinde ihtisasa bliyiik bir yer
verilmesini, Aamme hizmetl'erir_;i gorecek olan her turlii devlet teskilatinin
makul ilmi esaslara gore kurulmus ’olmas_m_lv_zaruri goriiyoruz.

MADDE 83 — Memlekette meveut enfilasyonu inkir edecek yerde
bunu énliyecek tedbirlerin alinmasina, emisyonlardan kabil oldugu kadar
kacinilmasina dikkat etmek va\_zif‘e‘n'i‘i_z_'o'lapaktm_ PG s

MADDE 84 =~ Acik ve gizli miitemadiyen genisletilmekte ‘olan: fnhic
sarciligr tedricen tahdit etmek ve bunlarin de. istihsal masrafiny azaltmak
ve memleket iktisadiyatini harap etmiyecek ve miistahsilleri tazyikten kur-,
taracak tarzda usullere baglamak hedefimiz olacaktir. . -

MADDE 85 — Sihhi ve zaruri seyahatlerde doviz tedarikini gliclestiren
engellerin miimkiin olabildigi kadar hafifletilmesini; ve. liizumsuz yere
doviz israf edilmemesini istiyoruz . . : heA

- MADDE 86 — Devlete menfaat temini bahanesiyle ferdin tasarruf ve
miilkiyet haklarini ihlal eden ve miisadere: mahiyetinde rolan dstimval ve
istimlaklere nihayet verilmesine taraftariz. ¥ ey immsno s mSrkifiac

 MADDE 87 — Iktisadi faaliyeti daraltan, millet tizerinde gayritabii te-

sirler yaratarak ‘miibadeleyi giiclestiren vergi ve resmilerin yavas'yavag

ortadan kaldirilmasini temin azmindeyiz, '

i EgGitim o ve Ogretim isleri
1= MADDE :88~—;,-,.Parti, Milli Egitim ve 6gretim islerini biitiin faaliyeti-

nin temeli 'sayar. Devlet ve mahalli idare biit¢elerinden bu ise ayrilacak
masraf ihtiyaci karsilayacak ve gegen ihmalleri telafi edecek bir hadde wva=!
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g1l olmalidir. Tirk milletinin ileri mllletlerm kuItur ve medemyet sev1ye-
sine yiikselmesi hedefimizdir. - {3 aua gin ] i zinttline

511 MADDE 89, = Parti, biitiin. 0gretim ve egitim iglerimizin ‘memleket
ihtiyacini en iyi kargilayacak umumi bir plana baglanmasinyizaruri gér-
mektedir; drfan faaliyetimize saglam ve istikrarli bir yol ve gidis hazirla-
mak; 0gretim islerinin-ana programini viicuda' getirmek -ve biitiin « igleri
buna gére ayarlamak igin (Milli Egitim ve Ogretim Strasi) kurmak! Tizu-
muna inanmaktadir.

"Bu’ slranin ‘nastl te§k11 olunacagl klmlerden vucuda get1r11eceg1 ve
vazifesi bir kanunla tesbit edilecektir.

rMADDE 90 - Yapxlacak programlar mlllete 111m ve tekmk b11g11er1e

ligine milli iman ve ulku a§11ayacak ve kuvvetlendu'ecek b1r maksat taklp
etmehdxr it poovenlitas dusvers sitedslos v ;

MADDE 91 — Tahs111n devam1 muddetmce ogrgancﬂere §ah51 te§ebbus
ve ictihat kabiliyeti ile yarat1c111k ve yapicilik fikir ve terbiyesi verilmeli
ve onlar ameli hayatta muvaffak olacak surette yet1§1;1r11me11d1r '

MADDE 99/ Mﬂletm ilim've tekmk alanlarmda yukselmes1n1 sagla-
mak maksadiyle rﬁ’uhtehf ilim ve fen §ube1ermde ara§t1rma enstltulem ku-
rulmasini 1uzum1u gormektey1z a % ,

2 TMADDE 93 == Parti, buittin' b11g11er1n 11er1emesm1 saglamak i¢in ‘her
bolume ‘menstp en degerli bilginlerden murekkep ve tam 1st1k1a1e sahlp
(Akademi) lerin kurulmasin: faydali goriir. :

-+ MADDE 94— Memlekette sanat ve meslek okullariyle fabrika cirak
kullarini ‘¢ogaltmak, kiiciik sanat: ehlini bollagtirmak ve okullarin hayata
bagliifina ehemmiyet vermek egitim umdelerimizden olacaktir. Fianbke

 MADDE 95;— Mektep ¢agm okumadan gegirmis vatandaglara okul-
lar diginda ve bllhassa askerlik hizmeti esnasinda okuma yazma ve miim-
kiin olabildigi kadar liizumlu bilgiler verilmesine ¢alisilacak, okuma yazma
bilmiyen is sahiplerinin bu ihtiyaclarini kargilamak {izere aksam dersane-
leri ac¢ilacakfir, -

MADDE 96 — Biitiin egitim ve &gretim {iyelerinin maiset darhig: ¢ek-
meden vazifelerinde muvaffakiyetlerini saglamak ve layik olduklar: yiik-
sek itibar ve mevkn*kendllerme temin etmek azmindeyiz, ..

flkokul 6gretmenleérinden kabiliyeti tahakkuk edenler egitim tegkilat:
nin en yiiksek derecelerine kadar cikabilmek firsatin1 bulmalidirlar.

1“MADDE 97 — Partimiz, yabanci"dil tahsiliné liizumu kadar' ~ohem:
venlmem1§ ‘oldugunu kabul etmektedir. Bunun i¢in de okullarumzda bunaa
lizumu kadar yer ayrilmasini zaruri goriiyoruz.- (ETR2 D8V R O Li1as!
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Yurdumuzun mubhtelif yerlerinde ‘yabanei:dil tizerine tedrisat yapan
okullar acilmasini ve bu okullarda yabanc: dil bilir. ogrenciler yetigtirilme-
sini istiyoruz.

MADDE 98 — 11k 6gretim, egitim faaliyetinin temelini tegkil eder. Bu
sebeple parti; biitiin yurt cocuklarinin bir ilkokulda yer bulabilmesini ve
ilk 6gretimden istifadeyi giiclestiren 4millerin en kisa bir zamanda: orta-
dan kaldirilmasimi vazife bilir. :

; MADDE 99 — Koy okullarmm de beser sinifli olmasinin teminine ca-
| hisilacaktr.

} MADDE 100 — Kalkinma planina gére kdy okullary yapilirken esasen
i varliklar: pek dar bulunan kéy halkinin durumunu biisbiitiin gliclegtirecek
i miikellefiyet ustiliinden kacmilmas: liizumuna inaniyoruz. Insaat ve te-

‘sisatta liks ve israftan sakimilarak en saglam ve en sade yapi tipleri tercih
edilmelidir. : ' '

MADDE 101 — Dogu ve Gliney bélgélerimizde I"Iniversi.te..agﬂmasma
{ ve Universite bulunan yerlerde icabeden muesseselerin yapilmasi suretiyle
3 birer Universite sitesi kurulmasima taraftariz. -

1 MADDE 102 — Liselerle yiiksek okullarda ehliyet ve liyakat gosteren
' seciyeli ve memlekete bagl ve itina ile ‘secilmis genclerden ‘devlet hesa-
bina kabil oldugu kadar ¢ok okuyucularin miiterraki yabanct memleketleree
gonderilerek memleket ihtiyacina gore yiiksek ihtisas sahibi'olmalarini wve
bunlarm ciddi mirakabeye tabi tutulmasmi . .temine calisacagiz.

MADDE 103 — ‘Beden Terbiyesi ve her nevi ‘sporun: memleket ¢apm-
da tesvik ve tamimine, spor islerinde ‘hayatimiza ve maddi- gartlarimiza
uymayan geylerden kacmilarak imkanlara gére yerli malzeme ile. kazir-
lanmak suretiyle ucuz ve elverigli bir hale getirilmesini dogru buluyoruz.

MADDE 104 — Sehit ¢ocuklarmin devlet okullarinda parasiz ‘ve yatili
olarak okutulmasmi istiyoruz.

IX

Saghk ve Sosyal Yardim isleri

MADDE 105 — Milﬂlet"s_aghgrmeéelési’ni; ='fop~fan ele alinmas: gereken
bir memleket davas: olarak goriiyoruz. Hastaliklar: iyi eden, hastalik se-
beplerini ve hastaliklara karsi mukavemeti artiran iyi edici ve koruyuc_u

bir saglik politikas: giidiilmesi esas: amacimizdir.
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- MADDE 106 — Liizumlu sthhi tesis ve tedbirlerin az zamanda plan-
lastirilip 'gerceklegtirilmesi icin: yiitksek sihhat surasia kafi seldhiyetlerin
verilmesini lizumlu goriiyoruz.

- 'MADDE 107 — Memleketin sihhi durumunu iyilegtirmek; bilhassa co-
cuk Oliiminii azaltmak igin lizumlu tedbirlerin alinmas: hedeflerimizden
biri olacaktir. Bu gayeye erisilmek icin halkin ihtiyacini kargiliyacak su-
rette sehir ve kasabalardaki hastane noksanlarmin ikmaline calisilacak; do-
i gum evleri islah ve tevsi edilecek ve hitkimetle mahalli 1dare7ere a1t has-
taneler fakir halk i icin bedélsiz agik tutulacaktir. .

MADDE 108 — Illerin miimkiin olan yexlerlnde sanatoryomla pre-
ventoryom te51s ed11ecekt1r

MADDE 109 ——:Koylerln s1hh1 durumlar1y1e me§gul mmak dizere
miimkiin olan bucaklarda bir hekim bulundurmay: ve kiigiik bir eczane ile
dispanserler agmayi lizumlu gérmekteyiz. Buna imkan bulunmayan bucak-
larda hi¢ degilse birer kiigik sihhiye memuru ile birer ebe ga11§t1rmay1
1hma1 edﬂmlyeCek bir zaruret olarak kabul etmekteyzz

. MADDE 110 - Verem frengl trahom sitma ve bu g1b1 hastahklarla
mucadele te§k11at1 tevsi ve takv1ye edilecektir.

MADDE 111 e Klmsesm ve yoksul gocuklara cemiyet yardlm kollarml
acmali ve onlarin 1st1dat ve kabiliyetlerine gore tahsil ve terblyelerme yar-
~dim etmelidir. i i ; g :

MADDE 112 — Partimiz, memlekette fuhus, kumar, sefalet, serse-
rilik ve dilencilikle miicadeleyi kendisine bir borg: bilir. =

" MADDE 113 - Dlgarldan gelen ‘géemenlerin memlekette yer1e§t1r11-
mesi hususunda, sefaletlerme meydan vermeden itiyat ve kab1hyet1er‘~ve
yufdun milli ihtiya¢ ve savunma zaruretleri bakimmdan hem vatanm, hem

,,,,, e, gocmenlerin menfaatine en: uygun bir usulun temin ve taﬁblklm isti-
yoruz. e

MADDE 114 — Yurdumuzda her medeni ve ictimai faaliyetin hayiri
ve tam neticeler verebilmesi icin gok esash bir iskdn ve imar plani tatbikini
lizumlu gérmekteyiz.

. Kalkinma igleri

MADDE 115 — M1111 1st1hsal kuvvetlerlm uyand1rmak ve. goglatmak ;
milletin daimi menfaatmdan 11ham alan bir harici ticaret siyaseti takip et-

18
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: mek, hususi tesebbisleri tegvik ve bilhassa fertleri ekonomi hayatimda ken-
: | dilerine diigen isleri gérmege hazirlamak gibi gekillerde devletin iktisadi
! faahyete tanzimei olarak kar1§mas1n1 caiz gormekteylz

~MADDE 116 — Milletimizin en bityiik ve en cok ihmal ed11m1s kutlesml
te§k11 eden koyliilmiiziin bir an 6nce kalkinmasini' milli refah ve ictimai
adaletin icabi sayiyoruz. Bu sebeple kanunlarmmizda bilhassa koylii ve -ig- -
g11er1m121n medeniyet sev1yesm1 yikseltmek, istihsallerini artiracak ve
degerlendlrecek butun tedbulerl almak, hak ve menfaatlerlm korumak
en muhlm davalarimizdan biri olacaktir. ' '

o N LIS

Koylu ve cifteinin kendisine ve aﬂesme yetecek topraga ve onu 1§1ete—
‘cek vasitalara sahip olmasi hedeflerimizden biridir. = - i e

Bu maksatlar: temin i¢in bilhassa asagidaki maddelerde gosterilén ted="
birlerin alinmasini liizumlu goriiyoruz: T

a) En Kisa zamanda devlet topraklarmi top*aksm veya topragl yetmis=
yen ciftciye en uygun sartlar altinda dagitmak ve bu ige adalet. ka1de1er1n1
bozmadan asgiri buyuk arazileri satin alarak devam etmek '

' b) Umumi ahkéma gore toprak satin almak isteyen glfgiye kolayhk 208
termek

. c) Sulama 1sler1ne onem vermek ve sularm zararlarlm onleyecek ted—
birler almak.

~d) Sihhi ve ucuz koy evleri yapilmasin saglayacak tedbn‘ler almak

& :”;e) Kos j yollarmm ana yollara biran evvel baglanmasm1 temm etmek
f) Zirai sigortalarin kurulmasini tesvik ve temm evlemek

g eraat Bankasmm sermayesml art1rmak ve glftclye daha faydah
olmasml saglamak

h) fotcmm muhtag onugu 21raat alet ve rmakinalariii ‘en kisa zaman-
da temin ederek maliyeti ucuz ve bol mahsul elde étmesini saglamak M-
na51p yerlerde bu alet ve makmalar; hig degllse tamlr edecek atelyelerm
vucuda getirilmesini tesvik etmek

i) Cifcinin’ muhtag oldugu hayvanlarl kolay ve ucuz tedarlk edebllmeSI
icin memleketin hayvancilik politikasini buna gore diizenlemek.

A1) Tarim bdlgelerinin hususiyétlerine gore gerekli tarim denerhe, islah
ve liretme ‘istasyonlar agarak ¢ift¢inin muhtag oldugu her tiirlii hububat
ve yem nebatlar: tohumlari tedarik etmek ve bu muesseselerle g1ft91n1n
ziraat bilgisini kuvvetlendirmek. . - ~ [CT A

k) Memleketin zirai mahsullerini kxymetlendlren ve glftcmm kalkin-
masini-saglayan ziraat sanatlarini memleket: sanaynmn “On plamnda tut-
mak ve bu igte kooperatif¢ilikten de faydalanmak.

19
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MADDE 117 — Memlekette sanay1c1hg1n inkigaf1 ziraat. aleyhmde bir::
1st1kamet almamalidir. '

MADDE 118 — Tarmm iglerinin mahalli hususiyetleri iizerinde fikir
ve miitalaa beyan ve rehberlik etmek ve halkin ziraat bilgisini cogaltmak
icin kurulan ziraat odalarinin yetkileri art1r11ma11 ve bu odalar isler bir
hale getirilmelidir.. ;

MADDE 119 — Memlekette veteriner tegkilatini mevcut hayvanlarr
sthhi miirakabe altinda bulundurarak salgin ve bulagik hayvan hastalikla-
riyle ciddi surette miicadele edecek; at, sigur, koyun ve keci gibi hayvan
neslinin islah ve teksirine yardim eyleyecek ve hayvan saghgmi korumak
icin tesisi faydali olan kurslarin idaresini temin edecek bir hale getlrmeyx--
zaruri gormekteyiz. .

MADDE 120 — Her is ve meslek i¢in ucuz kredi saglayacak miiesse-"
selerin viteut bulmasmz: tesvik etmek ve kolaylagtirmak kararindayiz

' MADDE 121 — Is¢inin grev yapmak hakkini kabul ediyoruz. Ancak -
bu hak igci ile ig veren arasindaki mukaveleleri ve diger iscilerin caligma
_hakkmi ihlal edemez. Grevler hususi bir kanunla tanzim edilmelidir.’

MADDE 122 — Ekonomimizin ¢abuk gelismesi i¢in ko,operatiﬂerin'h'é’r
tiirlii siyasi tesirlerden kurtularak ¢ogalmasimi en muessir vasitalardan sa-
y1yoruz. : o A

MADDE 123 — Memleket sanayiinin gelismesi icin bilhassa ham mad-
desi yurttd ‘bulunan' sanayiin tegviki liizumuna inanan parti, bu sahada
gliimriik himayesini zaruri goriir. Bununla birlikte bu himayenin. sanayi-
cileri eski usullerle ve az ¢aligarak agir1 kazang saglamak ve fuzuli bir pa-
hahhga sebep olmak yoluna sevk etmiyecek olgude olmasimni isteriz.

MADDE 124 — Yabanci memleketlerden getirilecek . olan her turlu
ulagtirma vasitalar: (Binek otomoblllen ve emsalleri haric) ile. memlekette .
temini kabil olmayan ziraat ve sanayi alet ve makineleri ve memleket. ik-
tisadiyatinda miuessir olan iptidai ve ham maddeler ile makine, kitap, t1bb1..
ecza ve levazim, matbaa alet ve edevati gibi maddelerin glimriik re51mler1
ile muamele vergileri asgari hadde indirilmelidir.

MADDE 125 — Kiiclik sanat erbabimin himayesini ve bilhassa iptidai
maddeleri memlekette yetisen sanayiin ve ev tezgahlarinin te§v1k1m s~
tiyoruz.:

MSADDE 126 — Parti, ta ¢iraklik ve 8grenme devrinden ihtiyarlik ve"
emeklilik devrine kadar:suurlu ve diizenli bir ig¢i siyasetinin tesbit ve' tatbi-
kini ve imkén dairesinde biitiin ihtimalleri karsiliyan bir igcisigorta susulii=
niin ihdasmi ve tekemmiil ettirilmesini 6n planda tutar. - :
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MADDE 127 — Parti, yurdumuzun: ¢abuk kalkinmas igin: yerli ser=

* mayelerin kifayet etmiyecegini takdir eder. Bu bakimdan faydals biyik

islede kullanilmak {izere yabanci sermayenin memlekette karsilikli bir
glven icinde calismasinin teminini lizumlu gériir. '

MADDE 128 — Yurtta belediye hudutlar1 icinde ve disimda ..g.lvIa's;:tnfma-f~
ve tasima vasitalarinin hususi tegebbiislere birakilmasimi ve hiikiimet ve

belediyelerin daha zlyade miirakabe vazifesi gérmesini tercih ‘ediyoruz,

MADDE 129 — Emniyet ve istikrar: Ticari hayatin zaruri bir sart1 say-
maktayiz. Sun’i tedbirlerle tesisine caligilan ticari muvazeneye, devletin
liizumsuz miidahalelerine ve megru rekabeti ihlal eden biitiin hareketlere
aleyhtariz.

MADDE 130 — Deniz mahsulleri istihsal -vé-zticaretine staalluk eden
tegebbiislerin gelismesi icin icabeden biitiin tedbirlerin almmasina ve bu

tegebbiislerin tegvikine 6nem verilecektir.

X1

Orman isleri

MADDE 131 — Orman iglerinde diisturumuz ormanm ve gelirinin sa-

hibine, verginin hazineye, isletmenin hususi tegebbiise ve miirakabenin
devlete ait olmasidir.

MADDE 132 — Devlet ormanlari yalniz sahipsiz ormanlara hasredil-
meli; evvelce eshasa ait olanlar sahiplerine iade edilmeli ve kamulagtirmg
yuziinden vukua gelen zararlar adildne tazmin olunmalidur. '

Milli ormanlar genigletilmeli ve eghas tarafindan yetistirilmis ve yetis-
tirilecek olan ormanlara bilhassa onem verilmeli ve bu nevi tesebbiisler teg-
vik edilmelidir,

MADDE 133 — Baltaliklar oteden beri onlardan faydalanan kéylerin
manevi sahsiyetine mal edilmelidir,

MADDE 1384 — Devlet ormanlarinin muhafazas: mabhalli idarelere, ig-
letmeleri de devlet murakabesi altinda hususi tegebbiislere birakilmali; ve
yeri kalmayan bugiinkii igletme tegkilat tasfiye edilmelidir,

MADDE 135 — Ormanlarda devlet murakabesinin sekil ve tatbik tar-
z1 ile bunlarin muhafazasin saglayacak hususi kanunlarin millet menfaa-
tina en uygun gekilde tanzimini istiyoruz.

MADDE 136 — Baltaliklarin kéylii i¢in haiz olduklar: hayati &nemi
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gozéhunde tutan partimiz bunlardan lstlfade tarzmin agagldakl §ek1lde tes-
bi‘t}m zarurl gormektedlr ELHA YOS ETH ¥

a) Baltahklarda tesblt edllecek maktalarm koylulerm 1ht1yac1na g> e

taksim ve tefriki koy ihtiyar heyetlermm murakabes1 altznda ve kend1 aQ
rararmda yamlmahdrr. fzs1 : /

s

b) Baltahklarda topragm kuvvetlne gore 10 20 seneye ayr11m1§ kesme

planlarl yapﬂarak koy odalarma evvelden a511m1§ ve 11an ed11m1§ buhxnma—"

"koy" 1ht1yar heyetlerl tarafindan istifade edeceklere adllane'takmm :
edilerek kesim mevsiminden once, muhtarlarca gereken memurlara makbuz
mukabﬂmde teshm ed11me11d1r. vz ¢ winal] — 081

dahale edﬂmemehdlr.
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fi, MADDE 1 — Partmm adl (MILLET PARTISI) dlr Merkez1 A ka-

ra'dir. " : syl
Yurdun luzum gorulen yerlermde Tuzukde yazlh te§kllat_', lemel.

Olacaktlr ubhtse dded sseridt alissseriine saulowd omiin

Gl

 MADDE 2 — Partinin maksat ve gaye31 programina uygun §ek11de mil-
let ve memlekete hizmettir. ' ‘

Oyeter
. ; \

MADDE 3 — Partlye glrebllmek 1gm

v b) §eref ve haysiyet, kmcl, insan haklarini . glgneyxm blr sug yuzun—
,den ‘hapis cezas1yJ,e mahkﬁm wve kot §ohrete sah1p bulunmamak.., .1

d) Millet vekili segmek hakkina malik olmak garttir:- {hrasd seser

MADDE 4 — Partiye girmek istiyenler iki partili tarafmdan talibin
ikametgahinin bulundugu yerdeki tegkildta tanitalir. o

. MADDE 5 — Tanlt@gy,; yapan. partzhlgr«'t%b,blga’ tg¢iinctt maddede ya-
zil1 sartlarl haiz olduguna kefalet etmis mevkiindedirler.

. MADDE 6 — Yartiye kaydolmak: 1stey§:n yurttas programi ve tiizik

123

. ¢) Tirk kiiltiiriinii ve partinin program ve: tuzugunu kabul- etmeki . -
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hiikimlerini kabul ettigine ve senede 120 liray: gecmemek tizere muayyen
bir aidat verecegine dair bir taahhiitname itasina mecburdur.

Kayitlar miiracaat edilen Ocak karari, Bucak veya ilce ylriutme Ku-
rullarinin tasvibiyle tekemmiil eder. Intisap eden sahislarin hiiviyeti kayd-
‘olundugu mahal ile Bucak ve Ilge kiitiigline yazilir.

MADDE 7 — Talebi kabul veya Bucak ve Ilce kurullarinca tasvip olun-
miyanlarm II ylirtitme Kuruluna miiracaat-ederek itiraz etmiye selahiyeti

- vardir. Il Kurullarmin verecekleri karar katidir.

Girmek sartlarmi haiz olmadiklari halde kaydedilenler inzibat divam
karariyle partiden ¢ikarilir. Bu karar katidir.

MADDE 8 — Bagka siyasi tegekkiillere 1ntlsab1 dolayisiyle hiikiimet
tegkilatinin iist tabakalarinda vazife almig ve o tegekkiilleri temsilen Millet
Meclisinde, Il ve Il Belediye Kurullarinda calismig veyahut partilerin ge-
nel ve Il yiiriitme kurullarinda faal bir vazife kabul etmis olanlarin, par-
tiye kayit ve kabulii 11 yiiriitme kurullarmin tasvibine baglhdir. Bu kurullar
tereddiide duigerlerse genel yuriitme kurulunun miitaldasina miiracaat eder-
‘ler. ‘Bu hususta verilecek 1 karar: menfi mahiyette-olursa talibin Genel
yiriitme Kuruluna miiracaatla itiraza hakk: vardir. -

VIII
Teskilat

MADDE 9 — Partinin selahiyetli uzuvlar: gunlardir:

A) Kademelerin ylriitme- kurulian.

B) Bunlarm kongrelerl

C) Il ve Genel Inzibat Divanlari.

D) Genel Yiriitme Kurulu. "
“Ey Buyuk Kongre.
' “Bunlardan bagka Parti Meclig Gurubunun da ayri b1r yurutme kurulu
11e inzibat divani vardir.

"' MADDE 10 — Parti te§kllatx idart taksimata 'tabi degﬂdn" Luzum go-
riilen yerlerde Gerel Kurul miinasip gordiigii kademe tegkilatmi kurabilir.
Ancak'Bucaklara tabi olacak Ocak Te§kllatmm tesiri ﬂge ryurutme kurulla-
rmin tasvibine baghdir. ; . . 8 i

) V.ZI.V '.

. MADDE 11 — ‘Her' Yiiriitme Kurulu kendi kongresi tarafmdan gizli
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oyla secilir. Bu kurul Heyetleri Ocaklarda iic kisidir. Bucaklarda ticten az
ve besten fazla, ilcelerde besten az ve yediden fazla, illerde yediden az ve
dokuzdan fazla, Genel Yiiriitme Kurulunda da dokuzdan eksik ve onbegten
ziyade olamaz. Bu hadler dahilinde miktarlarin azaltilip cogaltilmasi kendi
kongrelerinin ve acele hallerde ‘de ‘iist yiriitme 'kurullarmin = tasvibi ile
mumkindur, £ 3 PERINTIS 3%, ; { i

 MADDE 12 — Tegkil edilen her kurul, ilk toplantisinda gizli oyla ara~
larindan birini Bagkan, birini bagkan vekili, birini katip ve birini de mu-
hasip secerek keyfiyeti Karar defterinde tesbit ettikten sonra tasdikli sure-

tini tist kademe kuruluna yollar. Adedi miisait olmayan kurullarda katip-
lik vazifesi Bagkan vekili tarafmdan gorilir. ~ '
 Genel Yiirlitme Kurulu kendi iiyeleri arasmdan bir genel bagkan ve-
kili, bir genel sekreter ve bir miihasip seer, A
3 MADDE 13 — Yiiriitme Kurullarmin vazifeleri gelecek kongreye ka-
if dar stirer. Uyelerin tekrar secilmesi caizdir. Yiirtitme Kurullarmmn Bag-
kanlar: ilk kongreden sonra, bir devre gecmedikce yeniden Baskan secile-
mezler. Nesebi birinci ve ikinei derecede olanlar ayni yiiriitme kurulunda
birlesemezler. AT DG e
|t 'MADDE 14 — Ocaklarda 10, Bucaklarda 25, Tlcelerde 50, fllerde 100
i ve Genel Kurulda 200 liradan fazla sarfiyatm Kurul karariyle yapilmast
i lazimdir; Her tesekkiiliin borclarindan dolay1 Yiiriitme Kurulu heyetleri
partiye karsi miiteselsilen mesuldiir. Parti namima dava acmak Il kurulla-~
rmin tasvibiyle miimkiindiir.

'MADDE 15 — Her Yiirutme Kurulu en az haftada bir gin heyetin ¢ok-
lugu ile toplanir. Ve kararlar meveudun ekseriyetiyle verilir, Her kararm
karak defterine gegirilerek onu verenlerin imzalariyle tevsik edilmesi mec-
buridir: 16 iy iy elixeed ,

©+ MADDE 16 — Kongre, Yiiriitme Kurullar: igin, muayyen miktarin bir
mislini de yedek iiye olarak secer. Herhangi bir suretle vazifeden ayrilmig
olan iiye yerine bu yedeklerden en ¢ok oy almig olan getirilir. Bu suretle
ikmal kabil olmazsa o kademenin delegeleri tekrar ve ‘derhal toplanarak
hasil olan noksani doldururlar. : ; 25

= :"MADDE 17 — Yirtitme Kurullarinin mutad ii¢ toplatisinda arka ar-
kaya bulunmiyan ve 'mazeretini de bildirmiyen kimse'istifa etmig sayilarak
yerine yedek azadan biri getirilir: Kuruldan ayrilan iiye, vazife sahiplerin-
den biri ise heyet arasinda tekrar’ yapilacak gizli se¢imde en ‘cok oy alan -
liye bu vazifeye gegipilipav io¢iitdinz.ov tayad sutbals veali) ' ¥
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_ MADDE 18 — Her Yiriitme Kurulu her seyden eyvel menssuplary
arasinda sevglyi artirmaga, gecimsizligi dnlemege, teskilati azami surette
genisletip kuyvetlendirmeye, yapacag! toplantilarla partililer arasmda pro-
gram ve prensiplerimizi izah ederek partiye baghliklarim cogaltmaga, eline
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~gecen her firsattan istifade ile tertip edecegi konferans ve mitinglerle hal-,
kin partiye kargt giivenini tezyide, program ve tiizik ile karar ve talimat-.
namelerin muktezasini yerine getirmege, partililerin inzibat cezasimi istil-
zam eden hareketlerinden dolay: takibat yapilmak, tizere §1kayette bulun-
maga, se¢imlerde parti namma aday gosterilmesi memlekete _faydah, go-
riilenler hakkinda gerek dogrudan dogruya ve gerek iist kademenin sorma-
s1 lizerine miitalda ve kanaatlarini vakit gecirmeden b11d1rmege, parti tes-
kilat: arasinda samimi yardxm ve faahyetl temine, kongrelerm kararlarim
tatbika, kabul edllen dlleklem yetk1s1 dahﬂmde olanlari icra ve olm1yanlar1v
iist kademe Yurutme Kurullarina ve. ilgili makamlara iblaga, st kurullar-
dan kendilerine sorulan hususlarr vakit geglrmeden cevanlandlrmaga mu-
fassal faaliyet raporlariyle butge bilanco ve hesap hulasalarml kongreye
yetistirmeye mechurdur. .

‘Her Yiriutme Kurulu kendlsme bagh kurullar {izerinde teft1§ ve mu-'
rakabe selahlyetml halzdlr ’I‘uzuk ve programa ayk1r1 olmamak §art1y1e
bunlarm mesal tarzlarlm taym edebilir. - ;

: Yurutrne kurularmm hesablarlmn teft1§1 ve murakabe51 part1 mufet-‘
tiglerile {ist yiiriitme kurullar: tarafindan yap111r '

MADDE 19 — Bunlardan baska Genel Yurutme Kurulu a§agldak1 go-"
revlerle de mukelleftlr %

a) Parti program ve tuzugunun tatb1k1 mesai tarzmm tanzimi, ihtisas
kom]syon ve biirolar: tegkili ve genel sekreterle mufett1§ler1n vazife ve'se-
lahiyetlerinin tesbiti gibi faydal gérdiigi seylere dalr tahmatname‘er yap-"-
mak. : 2.

~'b) Bliylk kongre mukarreratina, program ve tuzuk hukum erine uy-
gun §ek11de biitiin tegkilati idare etmek: ! { :

‘¢) Liizum goérdiigii Il veya Ilcelerde tegkilat’ kurmak

d) II Yiiriitme Kurullar: ve Inzibat Divanlari secimlerini tetkik ede:
rek tiiziik' hitkmiine aykirt oldugu anlasilanlar: mucip' sebebi gostenlmek
sartiyle feshederek yenilenmesini mahallerine bildirmek. b el

e) ‘Tegkilatm butiin muamelelerini teftis ettirmek, uygunsuz olanlarL
islah ettirmek ve inzibat cezasini mucip goriilenleri a1t o“ldugu divana sevk-'
ettirmek. : raddiesd

. £) Istisari mahiyette olmak lizere tayin. edeceg1 §ek11de 111erden dele-
geler celbederek lizum. hasil oldukca: parti meselelerini — mesuhyetl ku-:
rula ait olmak sartiyle — tetkik ve muzakere etmek. s bt

. g), Liizumu halinde butcelere tahsisat ilavesine, muayyen hususlara sar-
fedllmek uzere istikraz akdine karar ve seldhiyet vermek.. .. . v ud ;

! h) Cemlyetler kanununun kabul ettlgl §arﬂara uygun tarzda gaym
. menkul iktisap ve tasarrufu dev1r ve fe 'agl icin karar ve 11 kurullar 1a se-
lahlyet vermek ;

mak.
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1) Uc ayda bir partinin umumi faaliyeti ve muhtelif meseleler hakkim-
da goriis ve diisliniisiinii tamimlerle bildirerek teskilaty tenvir etmek ve
tiiziik ve programa uygun sekilde direktifler vermek.

k) Parti, tuziigiiniin miphem ve tefsire muhta¢ hiikiimlerini 11 Yiirtit~
me Kurullarinin gdsterecegi liizum tizerine — yeni bir hiikiim ifade etme-
mek ve program ruhuna uygun olmak sartiyle — tefsir etmek.

‘1) Partinin hiikkGimet 've diger Partilerle olan miinasebetlerinin seklini
tayin ve muayyen meselelerde parti goriistint ' tesbit ve ilan etmek.

'MADDE 20 — i1 Genel Meclisi uyeliklerine secilecek adaylar ilce yii-
ritme kurullariyle bir arada yapilacak miizakere neticesinde, gizli oyla
tefrik ve Il Yiiriitme Kurullar1 Bagkanlar: tarafindan ila olunur. :

: Belediyelere secilecek uyeler, belediye hududu iginde bulunan Bucak,
Ilge ve 11 Yiiriitme Kurullarinin tyelerinden tegekkiil edecek miisterek he-
yetin ‘ekseriyeti 've gizli oylariyle verilecek karara gére yine Il Yiiriitme
Kurullar: Bagkanlari tarafindan ilan olunur. "+ 1 2 i '

 MADDE 21 — Millet Vekili adaylarmih dortte tigli mahalli tegkilat,
dortte biri de Genel Kurul tarafindan tesbit edilir. Aday hesaplarmdaki
kesirler Genel Kurul lehine vahide iblag olunur.

- Mahalli tegkilata birakilan kismin' tesbiti Bucak Bagkanlariyle Il ve Ilce

~ Yiirtitme Kurul iiyelerinin  bir arada toplanmasiyle tegekkiil ‘edecek aday

meclisinde gizli oy ile: secilerek yapilir. i BETREY 2 : (

~ Her adaymn kazandig: oy miktarini géstermek suretiyle netice bir tuta-
nal_ﬂa_tes'bit.‘edilerek Genel Kurula bildirilir, G o B ;
. Genel Yiiriitme Kuruluna birakilan dértte bir kisim bu, kurulca gizli

oyla tesbit olunarak illerden gelen listelere ilave edilir, Bu suretle tekem-

‘miil etmis olan umumi aday listesi Genel Kurulca miinasip vasitalarla yur-

dun her tarafinda ilan edilecegi gibi her ile ait adaylar da mahallerine
bildirilir. ' gk i : el s i i P i i

v MADDE 22 — Genel Yiiriitme Kurulu icabinda Ankara’dan baska bir
sehirde de toplanabilir, o gidss o1l i b :

. 'MADDE5'23"-¥¥l'Bﬁyiik kongre partiye bir fahri bagkan secebilir. Fahri
bagkan genel yiirtitme kuruluna dahil oldugu takdirde bu kurulun toplan-
tilarmna bagkanlik ve parti namma nesir edilecek beyannameleri imza
edebilir! ivoiovi | : - Pl '

. “/“MADDE 24 “= Genel Bagkan veya genel sekreter Genel Yiiriitme Ku-

rulunca alinmig olan kararlara dayanan beyannameleri imza eder. -
MADDE 25 — Yiirlitme Kurullar: cemiyetler kanununda yazili def-

terleri muntazaman tutmaga mecburdurlar.

' MADDE 26 — Yiiriitme Kurullarinm tiizitk hiikmiine gére selahiyetle-
ri olmiyan hususlarda yapacaklari tebligat muteber olmaz. Bu yolda hasil
olacak ihtilaf bir iist kademe Kuruluneca hallolur. sesdd -
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InZIbat Dlvanlarl G0
MADDE 27 — Parti mensuplarlmn program ve tuzuk hukumlerme uy-
miyan hareketlerinden dolay: haklarmda inzibat takibatr yapmak tizere par-'
tinin inzibat Divanlar1 vardir. Bu Divanlar Genel 11 ve Yiiriitme Kurullari-
nin bulunduklari yerde vazife gériirler. Bunlar illerde- be§ ve merkezde yedi
Uye meveut. olmadlkga vazife goremezler ;

‘MADDE 28 = - Inzibat Dlvanlarmm uyelerl il kongrelemyle buyuk
kongre tarafindan muret'cep mlktarm 1k1 mzsh (111erde 10 ve merkezde 14y’
olarak glzll oyla seclhr v Gl it

MADDE 29— Inz1bat Dlvanlarx kendﬂerme tevdx olunan her 1§1n tet—
k1k1ne baslamadan tekmil mlktarm yarismdan b1r fazlasini kur a ile ayinr,
Bu fazla, yardime: uye famfesml '_,r ve mazeretl halmde asﬂ JUyenin va-

kadar uye 1k1nc1 kur’ a 11e seglhr ;

. MADDE 30 —: Heyet te§ékku1 edlnce gmh oyla 191er1nden bmm »Ba§-
3 kanhga, digerini de katiplige secer. Kura ve segim: keyhye’u b1r zabfc}a'
tesbit olunarak dosyasma konulur uligey Alesslivea all Yo

i |

rulunun Baskanma vé‘ya tnvkﬂ edecegh ‘ujeye al'ctxr Aleyh né takibat ya- '
pﬂan klmse de partxh bir* arkada§1 kendl mudafaasma tevkll edeblhr 0
' MADDE 32 ' ‘

ﬁhmn veya Yiiriitme Kurullarmdan b1r1n1n yaz111 §1kayette bulunmaSL
§artt1r

) MADDE 33 - C1dd1 dehllere sahlp olmad1g1 halde partlh bu‘ arkada§-
aleyhme kotu n1yet1e_7§1kay(§tte bulunup ta 1sbat edem1yen1er aleyhme mu-

MADDE 34 — Il Yurutme Kurulu ve Inmbat D1vam uyeler1 hakkm~ :
da a<;11acak inzibat tahkxkan genel mszat d_wanma ve Geneleuru’cme Ku-

alttlr stk

MADDE 35 — Savc1l1k vazxfesmx gorecek Yurutme'~Kmrqu rBa§kam'
veya Vekili inzibat divaninda dsbati viicut. imkanini; ‘bulamadigr takdirde
mazeretlnl d1vana bﬂdlrmeye ve: yurutme ,kurul a yerine baskasmi ika-
meye mecburdur. i . i SRR g YetEh 351
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MADDE 36 — Inzibat divanlarina kura ile secilen vazife sahiplerinin
huv1yet1er1 bu divanca bir hafta icinde taraflara bildirilir. Aldkadarlarmn
bes giin zarfinda muhik sebeplere istinaden bitaraflig ihlal edeceg1 tahmin
edilen {iyenin reddini istemege haklar1 vardir,

Boyle bir talep vukuunda aleyhine itirazda bulunulan iiye veya iiye-
lerin yerine tefrik haricinde kalan tiyeler arasinda kura ile ayrilacak yeter
say1da liye, red hakkinda bir karar verilinceye kadar, ikame olunur. Red |
talebi hakl goriiliirse yeni segilen iiye veya uyeler esas, karara baglaninca- |
yva kadar vazifelerine devam ederler.

~ Red hakklnda verilen karar 1ster musbet ister menfi olsun kat’idir.
Inzibat divanina kura ile secilen iiye va21feye ba§1amadan evvel kend1m
3 reddetmek hakkina maliktir.

MADDE 37 — Inzibat tahkikati, savc1hk vazifesini goren zatin iddia<
| . namesi okunmakla baglar. Bundan sonra davalimnm hiiviyeti tesbit edilir; ve
hadise hakkinda miidaffas: dinlenir. Sahitler dinlenir, yazili ve yazisiz de-
liller tetkik olunur; bunlar hakkinda alakadarlarin diyecekleri anlagilir.
Tahkikatin gen1§1et11mes1 icap eden bir nokta kalmayimnca saveinin esas hak- i
kindaki miitalaas: dinlenir. Aldkadarlarin da, son diyecekleri anlagildiktan
sonra tahkikatin hitami anlatilir. Bundan sonra divan heyeti kendi aralarin-
da keyfiyeti miizakere ile karara baglar. Yapilan tahkikat yalniz davalilarm
aleyhinde degil, lehindeki delillerin de tetkikini istilzam eder. Gosterilecek
miidafaa delilleri nazara alinmadan karar verilmesi caiz degildir:

: MADDE 38 — Inzibat dlvanlarmdan verllen kararlar ~aleyhine tefhlm
tarihinden itibaren onbes giin 191nde saveilik vazifesini goren kimsenin ve
bu kararin yazili olarak kendilerine tebliginden itibaren aym miuddet icin-
de de alakadarlarm itiraza selahiyetleri vardir.
Itiraznameler diger tarafa teblig ve o kimse bir hafta zarfinda cevap
vermege davet olunur. Kat’i ¢ikarma kararlari itiraz vaki olmasa bile,
~ middetin hitamin miiteakip, vakit gegirilmeden itiraz merciine sevk olu-
nur. Bu mercilerin verecekleri karar kat’i dir. Diger cezayi ihtiva eden ka-
rarlara muddeti bittikten sonra 1t1raz edilemez.

MADDE 39 — Katiyet kesbe’cmedlkge h1c bir karar infaz olunamaz. i
Ancak isin Inzibat Divanimna tevdiinden evvel il Yiriitme Kurullar: tara- :
findan, ;htlyatx Dbir tedbir olarak, hiikiim sonuna kadar parti islerinden mu-

vakkaten ayrilma karari verilebilir. Evrakin tevdiinden. sonra bu tedblrl,

almaya In21bat Dlvanlan de selahlyethdlr Bu karar aleyhine itiraz edile-

7 mez. y x
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MADDE 40 — Inzibat divanlarinin vereceklen kararin ltlraz mercn'
bu hukum i d1van1nca verilmis ise genel inzibat d1van1, genel 1n21bat dlva—-‘
& nmdan sad1r olmussa buyuk kongredlr v :




: t1den glkauhr Sot T

MADDE 41 — Inmbah taklbat buna sebep olan fiilin ikaindan 1t1ba~ '
ren bir sene gegtlksen sonra zama.n agxmma ugrar ;

MADDE 42 — inzibat cezalarl 1htar gegici ve da1m1 cikarma ceza—-
sidir.

_ Ihtar cezasi, buna. mustahak olan parnhye fuhnden dolay1 na31hat ede-.
rek benzer hareketlerde bulunmamas1 i¢in, yaz1 ile dikkat nazarini gek—
mekten 1barett1r

Geg1c1 g1karma cezasi b1r haftadan bn' seneye kadard1r

Gecici ¢ikarma cezasl, buna mahkum olanimn kararda ya2111 muddet zar-
fmda partl ile alakasmni kesmekten 1barett1r Bunlar muddetm devamm-'
ca parti lokallerine giremezler. :

Daimi ¢ikarma cezasi, bu karara layik gorulen kimsenin hayatl miid-
detince parti ile aldkasini kesmekten ibarettir. Bu cezaya miistahak olanlar
memleketin hi¢ bir yerinde parti lokallerine glremezler ve partmm hi¢ bir.
teglulatma tekrar kaydolunamazlar. ' (2Rt - { St

MADDE 43 — Butun cezalar buna mahkim olan sahsin kayitl oldugu‘
tegekullun kutugune kaydolunur Gegici glkarma cezalari, i1 Yurutme kuru—,_
lu Bagkani tarafindan ‘kendisine bagl te§k11ata, daimi cikarma cezas1 o.a,'
genel merkez tarafmdan butun te§k1lata tamlmen b11d1r111r R

MADDE 44 — Ba§ka part1 ve te:gekkuller nam ve hesabma ga11§anlar,
partl tesaniidiinii ve muvaffakiyetini ihlal edecek surette fesad hareketine:
kalkanlar, partl namina gosterilen adaydan ba§kasma oy veren, Oy topliyan
ve partl aday1 aleyhlne halk yamnda propaganda yapan da1m1 olarak par—_

Part1ye intisap i 1gm muayyen §artlar1 kaybedenler hakkmda da bu ceza'
vemhr .

VI,. |
Bagkanlar

'MADDE 45 — ‘Partinin herhangl bir kademesmdekl ba§kan1n, hak"'
hususunda dlger mensuplardan farky yoktur Ancak vazﬁe baklmmdan ken-'
dllerme ait husus1 yetkllen bulunur i

MADDE 46 — Bagkanlar bulunduklan kademenm (;evre31 dahﬂmde;
part1y1 temsil eder.

'MADDE 47 — Partinin resmi sozculen genel yurutme kurulu uye51_
bulundugu takdirde fahri Ba§kanTa ‘Genel Yurutme Kurulu Baskam B’ag—ﬂ-
kan Vekili, genel sekreter ve bu kurulun sececegi sézetilerdir. Yalniz bu'
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sine gonderirler.

sbzciilerin beyanati partiyi ilzam eder. Illere taalluk eden hususlarda
il yuriitme kurulu bagkani veya kurulun sececegi kimse sozciiliik vazifesini
goriir. ; :

MADDE 48 — Bagh bulunduklar iist ve kendilerine bagli alt kademe
ile muhabere ve evraka imza vaz’1 Bagkan veya vekiline ve genel sekretere
aittir. , : , ) ‘

MADDE 49 — Her bagkan imzasini tasiyan evrak ve yaptigi her mua-
meleden dolay: mesuliyeti kabul etmis mevkiindedir.

MADDE 50 — Parti, s6zciilerinin partiye izafe etmedikleri makale ve
beyanatlari sahsi addolunur. ; ' "

VII
Kongreler

MADDE 51 — Kongrelerin toplanma zamani mevsim ve iklir sartlari-
na gore illerin Yiirfitme Kurullar1 tarafindan tayin edilerek vaktinden bir
ay evvel Genel Yiriitme Kurulu ile alt kademe tegkilatlarma bildirilir. Bu
kongreler, biiyiik kongrenin yapilma tarihi olan Mayis ayma kadar vazi-
felerini bitirmig olmalidir. =~ 1 fhs RY MG

" MADDE 59 —'"Qca_k kongreleri ocaga kayith tiyelerin umu:ﬁundan te-

- rekkip eder. Bu iyelerin ylize kadar olan miktar: icin iic, bundan yukar:

her elli {iye icin de birer delege secerek onlar vasitasiyle Bucak kongreleri-
ne igtirak ederler. Ocag1 olmiyan Bucaklar da birer Ocak addolunurlar.

- MADDE 53 — Bucak kongreleri kendi delegeleri adedinin yaris: ka-
dar {iye secerek bunlarla ilce kongrelerinde kendilerini temsil ettirirler.
Ocag olmiyan bucaklar da kendisine kayith tiyelerin yiize kadar olan kis-
mi icin iki, bundan fazla her yiiz iiye icin de birer delege secerek dogrudan
dogruya Ilce kongrelerine istirak ederler. _ e 2 eroy

Bucagl olmiyan ocaklar kendi mevcutlarmin yiize kadar olani i¢in bir,
ve bundan yukar: her yiiz ve kiisuru icin birer delege secerek ilce kongre-

MADDE 54 — Ilce kongreleri, kendi delegelerinin iigte biri, Il kon-
greleri de meveut delegelerin beste biri nisbetinde delege secerek ust ka-
d_e,m_e,:kongf_elefine4i§tiral:<i_ bunlarla temin ederler. Miirettep adetten fazla.
olan her kiisur birer iblag olunur. »

MADDE 55 — Segilecek;‘delegelerin mutlaka secen kongreye istirak
edenlerden olmasi icabetmez. Ko_ngrésir_xi yapan Kurula dahil bir Ocakta

~ kayith bl_ilunma"s1 yeter..
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; Kongrelerde bir vazife alabilmek veya tegkilatta her hangi bir vazifeye
secilmek icin de o kongrenin delegesi olmak sart degildir. Yalniz segllecegx'
te§ekku1e bagh bir Ocak veya Bucakta kayith olmas: kifayet eder. SR

MADDE 56 — Her kongre taym edeceg1 delegenin bir misli kadar da
yedek delege secer. Bu yedekler mazeretleri dolayisiyle kongrelere gelemi-
yecek delegeler yerine kaim olur. Fakat bu hal asil delegelerm mazeretlerx
olmadan igtirak etmemeleri 1g1n kendilerine’ bir hak vermez

i ... MADDE 57 — Her Partlh huv1yet varakasml gostermek §art1y1e —
o her kademe kongresmde ‘ziyareteilere tahsis olunan . yerde bulunablhr
Fakat bunlar miinakasa ve miizakerelere istirak edemezler.

Kongrenin yapildigi kademenin Yiuritme Kurulu tyelerinin oya istirake
haklar: yoktur. Ancak alt kademe kongresinden delege secilmislerse rapor
ve hesaplarin tetkik ve miinakagas1 bittikten sonra oy vermek hakkima
malik olabilirler. o

MADDE 58 — Herhang1 b1r uyenln kongrelere istirak edebilmesi 1g1n
aidat, borcunu tamamen tediye etmis. bulunmasi lazimdir. il

) ' MADDE 59 - Meclis Gurubu de’ mevcudunun ugte biri nlsbetmde de-
i lege segerek buyuk kongreye 1§t1rak eder iy

£ { £5 ,,/. ;

MADDE 60 — Kongrelerm toplan’u mahal ve zamanl, muzakere olu--

| i nacak hususlarla b1r11kte yirtitme kurullar: karariyle bagkan tarafmdan

i vaktinden en a§ag1 yed1 gun, evvel 11an ve alt kademe ba§kan1 va51ta51y1e
delegelere bﬂdlnlmehdlr

MADDE 61 ~—vKongre yurutme» kurullarmm ba§kam, buhmmazsa
vekili tarafindan yapllacak yoklama ile delegelerin en asag: yarist bulundu-
gu an1a§11d1ktan sonra ag111r Muayyen ginde bu nisap hasil olmazsa toplan~
t1 erteSL gliniin ayni | saatme birakilarak mevcut 11e faahyete baglar e

% Yoklama yalmz mevcudun adedini taym icin degﬂ segﬂen delegelerln
tiizitk hitkiimlerine uygun §ek11de intihap ed111p edllmedlgmm de tesbltme
samildir. Bir alt kademenin kongresmde secim, 1g1n bir yolsuzluk 1ddia th— _
mig bulunursa kongre mesaisine ba§1amadan evvel bu ciheti secee ,gl)blr
komisyon vasitasiyle tetkik ettirdikten sonra karara baglar. Aleyhine itiraz
olunanlarin mudafaa hakk1 olmakla beraber bu husustakl reye 1§t1rak“ede- ;

ezler 2 A WA G e
Ttiraz kongrece kabul edilirse ‘usulsiiz secildigi an1a§11an uyeler mi-
rahhaslar arasmdan cekilirler ve' onlara a1t 1nt1hab1n yen11enmes1 bekle-
mlmeden 1§1ere devam olunur

i demm konu§u1mas1na gegxlmeden evveI faahyetm 1ntlzamm1 temm etmek :
v jem: bir ba§kan bir bagkan vekili ve liizumu kadar katip secilir. Biiyiik
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kongrede baskan vekili ikidir. Kongrelerde bagkanlik divaninin isari dyla

secilmesi caizdir.

- 'MADDE 63 —- Secimlerin hepsinde 'delegelerin gésterecekleri “divan
adaylarinin mutlaka delege ‘olmas: icap etmez. Ancak delegeler diginda ‘se-
¢ilenler oy 'sahibi olamazlar, = L s e

. MADDE 64 — Her kongrenin giindemi o tesekkiiliin yiiriitme kurulu
tarafindan tertip olunur. Fakat alelade kongrelerde delegeler kendi giin-
demlerine hakimdirler. Meveudun coklugu ile giindemi tadile, bagka madde-
ler ilavesine ve siralarmi degistirmege seléhiyetleri vardir. Islerini kolay-
lagtirmak icin iclerinden liizumu kadar komisyon tegkil edebilirler,

“/ MADDE 65'— Her kongrede iist kademe icin secilen'delegelerin isim
ve adresleri kongre bagkan: tarafindan derhal yukari kademenin idare ku-
rulu baskanina yazi ile bildirilir ve secilen delegelere de birer vesika verilir.

MADDE 66 — Yoklama 'I'Bit’cikt.e'r;x"s,dhfa "kongf'e 'Zamanlndakiv yurtit-
me kurulu evvelki deyreye ait faaliyet raporu ile bilango ve biit¢esini kon-

grenin '_cé;évibihe_ atzedeny Ve Bovi :
~ Bundan sonra giindemin diger maddelerine gecerek partinin mahalli
hareket ve faaliyetini inceler, alt kademe kongrelerile kendi delegelérinin
dileklerini tetkik ederek selahiyeti dahilinde olanlar: kendisi hal ve olma-
yanlari iist kademelere arzedilmek fizere oranin yiiritme kuruluna tevdi

~eyler. Kendi idaresine bagh tegekkiillerin yiiriitme' kurullari heyetinin, on

birinci maddede 'muayyen hududu agmamak tzere, arttirilip eksiltmesini,
tegkilatin genigletilip daraltilmasini karara baglar, tist kademe teskilatina
yapilacak nakdi yardim miktarm: tayin eder, varidati arttirmak ve aidat
tahsilatini tanzim etmek icin icap eden tedbirleri arar ve bulur, parti faa-
liyetinden azami fayda temin edebilmek icin tatbik edilmesi icap eden ca-
releri diigiiniir. | viis Fiali ov dibsre iraldil arlila aate

- “Her kongre iist kongreye génderilecek delegeleri ile kendi yiiriitme ku~
rulunun- iiyelerini bir misli yeédekle beraber secer ve faaliyetine' son verir:
. MADDE 67 — 11 kongreleri bittikten sonra genel yiiriitme kurula on
uygun zamani — mays1 gecmemek iizere — tayin ederek vaktinden en az

¥ 2y evvel Biiyiik Kongrenin yerini giindemi ile birlikte il yiiritme ku-

' Biiyiik Kongrede genel' bagkdn ve genel ‘yiiriitme ku-

ADDE 68
ruluna dahil iiyelerin diger kongrele;gen farkl bir seldhiyeti yoktur. Bu
kongreye secilecek delegelerin kendirii secen il tegkilatina dahil {iyelerden

olmasi lazimdir. €5 e S

 MADDE 69 — Biiyiik Kongrenin mesai tarz1 diger kongrelerinki gi-
bidir. Ancak partinin en yitksek organ ve hakimi, adeta tesrii kuvveti ol-
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masina gore partiyi ilgilendiren her .§ey1 incelemek yetklsme maliktir. Ge—_
nel yiiriitme kurulunun hesaplarina’ bakar, biitcesini tetkik ve ‘muvafik
goriirse tasdik eder, partinin biten sene zarfindaki faaliyetine dair genel
yiiriittme kurulunun tanzim edecegi tafsilli raporu dinler, icap ediyorsa ten-
kit eder, parti ve memleketin hayrina faydali buldugu direktifleri verir.
Partinin umumi faahyetmde gordiigii hata ve aksakliklari gostererek isla-
h1 carelerini tavslye eder, itirazen tetklkl kendlne ait olan genel inzibat di-
vaninin kararlari ile dogrudan dogruya kendi bakacag1 inzibat 1§1erm1 tet-
kik ve muktazasm1 tayin eder. Genel bagkani ve yurutme kurulu 1gm mii-
rettep {iye miktarinin 1k1 misli ile genel inzibat divaninin 14 iiyesini seger

Genel bagkan bir secim devresi gecmeden tekrar secilemez Genel
bagkanlik inhilal ederse kongreye kadar vazifesi bagkan vekili ‘tarafindan
yapilir. N oy o al tht ¢ o B code e e TR Y
“MADDE 70 — Genel Yurutme kurulunun verd1g1 karar veya: meveut
delegeler yeknunun beste birinin ileri siirdiigt talep. ile tluziik ve progra-
min tadlh Buyuk kongreden istenebilir, Ancak tadilatm yapllma51 Tuziikte
beste iic ve programde iicte iki nisbetinde ekserlyetle miumkiindir. Pro—
gramdakl ana prens1pler1n tadili teklif -olunabilmek 1g1n delege mevcudu—’
nun tugcte ikisi tarafmdan 1stenme ‘_ ve be§te dordu tarafmdan kar,
rllme51 1a21md1r Fa
MADDE 71 — Fevkalade hallerde buyuk kongrenm vaktlnden e\{vel
de toplan’uya davetl mumkundur Ancak bu davet ya genel yliriitme . ku-
rulunun veya tekmil il_yuriitme kurullarmdan dortte birinin, yahut parti
uyelerlnln be§te blrlnln taleblyle yapllablhr b qilidal ;

. Fevkalade 1gt1ma1arda gundeme dahil olmayan maddeler. muzake;r

MADDE 72 — Her kongre delegelerlmn muzakere mevzuuna: dal‘nl

. hususlar ‘hakkinda irad ettikleri nutuk ve ileri siirdiikleri miitaldalardan

dolay1 haklarinda inzibat takibati yapilamaz: Ancak kongre bagkaninin mev-
zu ile ilgili. gormed1g1 sozleri kesmege «ve nezaket dahilinde: miizakerenin
devamini temin edecek tedblrler almaga yetkisi oldugu gibi. bunlara rlayet '
etmlyen’len o ceIsedel' i delege ul karai‘ﬂe d1§ar1 g1karmaga da e-
iahlyet 3t 3 OYBIOR | SAGERERS %

MADDE 73 L Her oturummun’ ‘tutanak hu1a5a51 ertest toplantlda on
celsenin tutanak hiilasast da kongrenln sonunda okunarak’ bagkanh‘léI ivani
tarafindan imza 11e tevsik. edﬂlr 2 abargse Aivid 8 JdOaAM

i lideh goulory

: ¢
IG lu\ 3 2841598 SYBIRI0E

Mall Hukumler arhoresil sesoalo

% MADDE 74" Partinin gelirleri §unlard1r' Adpgiid ~ €9, 300 PAM—-: o
2y 'Senede 120 Tiray1 gécmemek tizere tiyelerin vereceklen aidat. 10

34
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o 4t LMADDE 89 118 'Bagkan ve bulunmad1g1 zamanIarda Ba an Ve ili

PR A

: 0 uzgmne "verece-klen kaféi‘ié 1h't1sas kdmlsyonlarma ,a,ymhr Bunlarm adech-
nin tayml de guruba aittir. i

b) Partlye yapilacak bagislar.

¢) Genel Yiiriitme Kurulunun ter’clp edecegl plyangolarla il Yurutme
Kurullarmin tasvibiyle yapilacak miisamereler hasilati. -

MADDE 75 — Hicbir Kurul giindelik - ihtiyacmdan fazla ‘pavayr ya-
ninda bulunduramaz. Bu paralar, mevecut olan yerlerde, Bankalarmn birin-
de ve olmiyan mahallerde Yiiriitme Kurullarmin miigterek mesuliyetleri
altmda saklanabilir. Paralarm bankaya Vemhp ahnma51 ba§kanla muhaSSI-
bin miigterek imzasiyle yapilir. ;

- MADDE 76 — Cemiyetler kanunun 2. inci maddesmln 12 f1kras1n1n

# tatblk §ek11n1 tayln Buyuk Kongreye azttlr

MADDE 77 — Tahsilat icin Parti muhurunu hav1 makbuz vermek ve

- sarfiyat icin vesika ve makbuz alarak bunlari Parti defterine gecirmek

mecbundl_r Hllafmda hareket hadlsemn ehemrnlyet ve mahlyetme gore
‘InZl_b ,,D::Lvanlarmca takdlr olunacak cezay1 1st11zam edecegl g1b1 1cabederse
adli takibata da yol acar, =

MADDE 18 — Kiymetli evrak ve makbuzlar Genel Yurutme Kurulu

4 tarafmdan bastmlarak te§k11ata tev21 olunur

Partl Meclls Gurubu

MADDE 79 — Partlye mensup Mﬂlet Veklllerl Partlnm Meclls Gu-
rubunu te§k11 ederler

aavitl

MADDE 80 — Bu gurup mevcut Mﬂlet Veklllerlmn yar1dan blrxfab
laslyla toplanir.

(/(:.- CF ST 5,‘r.-, oy ety { _u"_..!', '!‘:..f-“:

‘MADDE ‘81 ' Partlye mensup Mﬂlet Vek111er1 Mechsm ‘her toplanti

: dévresmdg b1r1e§erek gizli oy ve ekseriyetle bir Bagkan, ‘bir Bagkan Vekili,

ve bes {iye secerler. Gurup Yiiriitme Kuruluna te§kil edent bu yedi Mlllet
Vekili yme glzh oyla 1gler1nden b1r1n1 katlpllge dlgerlm de muha51plige se-
Qer xy GLTI s tesivntes vl isdival i 3L ;

ixJ

*up ve Yiiriitme Kurulu toplant1larma Baskanhk ede

~ i JI SUH s ()

‘111ef Vekﬂlen gorecekle




~ MADDE 84 — G_urﬁp Yiiriitme Kurulti, Meclis faaliyetinin devami
miiddetince hi¢ degilse haftada bir toplanir: Meclis faaliyette bulunmadig
zamanlarda da Bagkanlari lizum gordiikce iiyeleri toplantiya cagirir,

- MADDE 85 — Yiiriitme Kurulu dort ayda bir gurubun mah va21yet1—
ni Mlllet ‘vekillerine izah eder. Sa ’ . shaailizd &b

MADDE 86 — Mechste Gurup namma 0z soylemek Gurup Umum’..‘l‘
Heyetlnm tayin edeceg1 sOzcliye aittir. Muzakere sp:asmda dlger uyeler. de
sozcuye yardlmda bulunabilirler. :

" MADDE 87 — Gurup Heyetmce karar ver1lmed1kge Mechste Huku- |
metten istizahta bulunulamaz. Sual takrlrl vermek icin boyle blr karara
zl'myac yoktur. ik oy iae 2 efg] LA

‘ MADDE 88 — Partlye mensup Mﬂlet Vekﬂlerl Mechste Gurup ve_
Mechsm kay1th olduklarl komlsyonlarmda haz1r bulunmah muzakerelere
1§1:1rak etmeli ve Partiyi ilgilendiren hususlarda : azami hassa51yet gosterme-—
hdlrler :

1 "' 'MADDE 89 — Guruba dahil her millet Vekili ‘program ve e Gurup 'U-'.
- mumi Heyetinin karar1 hilafina hareket edemez; ve oy veremez ve 'bu '
i hareketi mazur gostermek igin hi¢ bir sebep ileri sliremez. :

MADDE 90 — Gurup Uyesi, kendi heyetlerinin miinasip gérecegi. mlk- ‘
tarda aidat vermege mecburdur.

MADDE 91 — Parti. Gurubu. Uyelerinin te;rn _vazifelerinden dogan

hareketlerinden dolay1 “tatbiki decek inzibat muameleSI icin - gizli
oyla lglerlnden on uye segerler Bunlar Gurubun Inszat D1van1n1 teskil
ederlerooMininiia S rallido V. 1alliM guams AT o BV OO AM :

MADDE 92 — Gurup Inzibat Divaninin tegekkuI ve vazﬁesfm
tarzi Parti Inzibat Divanlarinin | aynidir. Bovioa i

MADDE 93 — Gurup {iyelerinin partiyi alakadar eden’ hafekeﬂenn- _J
den rdolaya. yap;lacak inzibati takibat da Genel Inmbat Divani ile- G;urup 3
Ipmbat ‘Divam -icin  secilmisg . o}an uyelerden ayri.ayn kura ile ayrxlacak 4
icer; k1§1den tesekkiil eden heyete aittir. Bu. Dlvana iki In21bat D' i 4
lerinden; biri kura ile seg:ilerek Ba§kan11k €984 rivaloi slvo i

MADDE 94 — Gurup Inzibat Divanmin kararlar aleyhme ltlraz g&x& ‘

rup umumi heyetine; ve muhtelit Inzmat_.Dlvgnmm karari aleyh}neA% Bu-
yilk Kongreye yaplhrk'.,,~ :

AU

{

3 lgod minrudl sndiaiy ov'gny
} MADDE — 95 — Gurup Yiiriitme Kurulu ile Inzibat D1van1 uyelem- i
; nin tegrn vazxfelennden dolayi aleyl‘ﬂemhe yapraca'k‘ Hfzibat i'aki’batPGurup

Uniitifni’ Heyeti' tarafindan’ gizli‘oyla’ secilecek’ dokuz klsxhk htisusx bir Di-
i vana aittir. A sy b uivel mia

86

e e AT S L O
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 tesebbis kurullar yucuda getirmektir, -

Gegici Maddeler

' 'MADDE 96 <= Genel Miitegebbis Kurulu Partinin Genel Yiiriitme Ku-~
rulu vazifesini goriir; partiyi takdim edenler (miiessisler) biiyiik kongreye
kadar bu kurulun tabii tyeleridir; bunlar iicte iki coklukla ve daha sonra
alman iiyelerin de istirakile tiye sayisini on bese kadar cikarabilirler, Fa-
kat bu kurulun iiye sayis1 yediden az olamaz. i

. Madde 97 — Genel miitesebbis kurulu nisabi haiz olunca gizli oyla ve

~adi coklukla iclerinden birini Bagkan, birini Ba§kan vekili, birini genel

sekreter ve digerini de muhasip secer.
© Takdim ediciler Partiye Fahri Bagkan secebilitler. ey
~ Biiyiik Kongre toplantisina kadar Genel Miitegebbisler Kurulu iiyeler

.1l Rurullarinda da vazife alabilirler.

MADDE 98 - 11k teskilatta Yiiriitme Kutullar garurd olarak yuka-

- ridan asagi teskil olunur; ve: Miitesebbisler Kurulu adim1-alir;

MADDE 99 — Genel Miitegebbis Kiirulii bit 1lde teskilat yapmay: -

.zumlu-‘. gordiigii takdirde, orada bu gartlar: en ziyade haiz olanlardan biri~

ni tercih ederek kendisinin - dé’ samimi muvafakatini aldiktan sonra o il
miitegebbis kurulunu. kurmak vazifesini: kendisine tevdi eder. :

Bu zat, kendisiyle siyasi kanaat birliginde olduguna ve beraber ¢aligmak-
ta ahenk ve muvaffakiyet temin edecegine emin oldugu ilk arkadasim

~seger. Bunu miiteakip onlarin ittifakiyle ticiincii, uctiniin ittifakiyle dér~

&

dinci ve dordiiniin oy birligiyle besinci secilir. Ve bu usul ile Miitegebbis
Kurulu tamamlanir, B NATEES 8

Bu secimlerin her biri istirak edenlerin imzalarini ihtiva eden bir tu-

tanakla tesbit ve il miitegebbis kurulu karar defterinin ilk niimarasina derg

- olunur. I Miitegebbis Kurulu bége ‘balig olunca ¢aligmaya baglayabilir.

MADDE 100 — Kurul ¢alisacak hale gelince gizli oyla aralarindan bi-
rini Bagkan, digerini Bagkan vekili, birini katip ve bir digerini de muhasip

intihap ederek bunu da karar defterine irdikten 'sonra tasdlkhsuretml
) n tasvip karariyle vazife

nel - Mittesebbis Kurula gonder

aifesi Kendising bigh mi-

aninin. kurulmast, 11 miitesebbis

_ Tige, Buca ve lar) kurulm
Ancak bunlarm tegekkiilit iist ka-

llge, Bucak ve Ocak miitesebbis. kur
kurullar i¢in tayin

olunan usul'e<tab£;1if. .

- deme kurulunun tasvibi ile tekemmiil: ederb(Madde=-11) 1107 Lo

%
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MADDE 102 — MutegebeS kurullarin yeter derecede faaliyet gos-
teremedikleri veya iiyeleri arasinda esasli gegimsizlikler hasil oldugu tak-
dirde tist kademedeki kurul daha ust_:kademe kurulunun tasvibi ile, o ku-
rulda degisiklikler yapablh g

' MADDE 103 — inzibat divanlar: tegkil edilinciye kadar vamfesx Il ve
merkez Mute§ebbls 'Kurullar: tarafmdan gorulur i . T
 MADDE 104 — Yapllacak_te§k11.‘
kurullara aittir.

toplams zamanlarin: ayarIar. ;

MADDE 106 — Bu ilk kongreler tuzuk hukumlerme gore tegekkul e-'
derler; vazifeleri te§k.11at1 sah1p1er1ne devretmek ve, kurullamm te§k11 et-
mekfir. _ 3
Biyiik Kongre, Genel Yurutme Kurulu 11e Genel Inz1bat Divanin se-"
ger ve partinin’ program ve: tuzugunde ‘gerekli' degigiklikleri yapar.
Delegeler partinin program wve tiiziigii lizerinde liizum* goreceklen de-
g1§1khkler 1gm ha21r11k11 olmahdlrlar (Madde 70) 708 HGGAM-

MADDE 107 —' Meclis Gurubunun meveudu ’bu Tuzukte ;yazﬂl'bian“
yurutme Kurulu ve Inzibat Divaninimn tegkiline imkan verinceye kadar: bun-'
lara mevdu vaz1feler Mechs Gurubu UmumI Heyetmce goru}ur.ﬂ A

Lahlka

risolaabs

”?J“;J{i

ik i {i 1 g dAaytrel 1 1 i swmn} el

MADDE 108 = Tuzugun 66.c1: *maddemnm t)atblkmda,CemkyeblersKa*__
nununun /2 ci.maddesinin 7. numarah -bendi delaletile /19 wve 20 ei maddelen N
esas tutulur (1) I (l&

AN

£33y

3 tleg Kanununun 9l cq, n‘ladde$z
umi

)‘J

399
’ ¢ amnamesme gore ,plunamasx ,.lazn? ge—
¥ 3 X h

ve en az ug gun Sniceden 1gt1ma1n gunu, “saati, yeri, e—

en azal

si en az iki gazete ile ilan, olunur ve Hilkimete bildirilir.
Madde 20— - Umumi. %xeyetu; 1gt1ma1;, 'ﬂ»é;& lunap ve hiikumete gzl@:x}l?p gun
ve saatte muayyen yerde yaplhr

2S04

i
] Ighma geri birakildig: takdlrde en az {i& 4%,‘11«{ evvei aza fyeméh “gg’n'h‘f*“\!r mr’“‘i {
, 2l 0 pirhkiima’ sebeplerile’ et etimain Yariti vl yen Vrusiaie 16 érhbgr ki

~il igetéiiierilan olunur ve Hiikamete bifdiritirsior merulo mival miod o fﬂm’h %
3
i

Umumi i¢timain’ birden; ziyade-geri’ blrak*;\-lmasl ;{alzedegxldim.u;:yis}mﬂ sarah
88

< ¢
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: (2) Cermyetler Kanununun 21 - 26 c1 maddeleri:

AR

%

MADDE 109 — Tiziiglin VII kongreler boliimiinde yazili 68 ci madde-
den 73 cii maddeye kadar olan alti madde hiikiimlerinin tatbikinda Cemi-
yetler Kanununun 21, 22, 23, 24, 25 ve 26 c1 maddelerine uyulur (2)

MADDE 110 — Tuzigiin 76 c1 maddesinin tatblkmda Cemiyetler Ka-

; nununun 27 ci madde51 esas tutulur (3)

'Madde 21 — Umumi heyette! yalniz: ruznameye konan maddeler mizakere olu-~
S nur Ancak meveut azanin en az yirmide biri tarafindan miizakeresi istenen
maddelerin ruznameye konmasi mecburidir. Kararlar mevcut azanin ekseriye-
 tile verilir. Her azanin yalniz bir reyi vardir. R 100
-Maddee 22 — A.saglda yazili hususlara umumx heyet tarafmdan karar verilir:
a). Ana nizamnemenin tadili,
b) Hesaplarin tedkiki,
~¢) Biitcenin tasdilki,
d) Cemiyetin feshi.

; ;‘;’!,‘5_}_‘.Madde 23 — Umumi heyet 1<;t1ma1 reis veya jv :'sa veklh yoksa 1dare heyeti

'relsl tarafmdan a(;11arak 1gt1ma nisab1 anlasllmak Hizere yoklama vapildiktan
sonra ‘aza arasindn bir reis ile reis vekili ve lizumu kadar katip secilir.

gtlma ‘busuretle se¢ilen: reis veya reis: vekili tarafindan idare olunur. Zabit
Ve yam 1§1erm1 de katipler idare -eder. :
 Madde 24 — Umumi heyetm miizakere zabltlan reis ve rezs ve lle‘m ve kat1b—
r tarafindan imzalanarak saklantr, : :

'Madde 25 - Umum1 heyet 1gt1ma1nda idare heyetme segllecek azanin hiiviyet-
-"-lerlle ana mzamnamede yapilacak degisikliklerin bir hafta icinde o yerin en

:_sbuyuk ‘miilkiye’ &mirine bildirilmesi mechburidir.

~ Madde 26 — Cemiyetlerin merkez idare heyetlen ug,zattan az olamaz Bu he-
_yetler resmi ve husus1 1§1erde cemiyeti temsn eder _'dare heyet1 azasindan bir

6ya bir _jagma temsil selahiyeti verebilir. ;

Idare ‘heyeti heer yil o yil icindeki muameleleri, hesablan ve geleeek yila aid

;«butceyl umumi sheyetin tasdlkme,,arzetmege mecburdur: -

~ Ancak ana nizamnamesine gore umumi heeyti bir kac yllda b1r toplanan ce-

-v_‘rmyetlerde idare heyetleri, yukar: fikrada yazili mecburiyeti gegen ve gelecek

~ ictima devresine ait olmak iizere ifa ederler.

5%.(3) _'Cemlyetler Kanununun 27 ci maddesi:

o Madde 27 — (*) Derneklerin feshi, genel olarak, Medeni Kanun hukumlerme

e baghdu' Su kadar ki, bir dernegin keéndi kendini feshe karar verebilmesi icin
: tiziigtine gore toplanacak olan genel kurul Uyelerinin enaz iicte ikisinin huzuru
sarttir.

: Bu suretle cokluk elde edilemedigi takdirde ikinei defa toplanmak icin 20 nci
-maddeye gore iiyeler cagrilir. Bu ¢agri iizerine toplanacak iiyelerin sayisi ne
olursa olsun fesih keyfiyeti goriisiilebilir. Ancak bu suretle yapilan toplanma ve

R gorugme sonunda fesih hakkindaki kararin mevecut iyelerin ticte iki oyu ile

~ verilmesi sarttir.

o Dernegm feshx, idare kurulu tarafindan bes giin icinde 4 lincii maddede yazilx
idare makamlanna bildirilir.

_(*) 4.!_919 _sayzlz kqnunla degisik sekli.
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Umumi heyet kararlan da ayrica karar hahnde yazﬂarak ayni suretle imza edi~
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