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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 Köprülü. Well-

known business man Vehbi Koç also served as negotiator. The first contact between Nihat 

Erim and Fuat Köprülü, 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 İnönü-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.”
1
  

The text of the declaration read by İnönü 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, İnönü had judged the content of the declaration, worried the 

                                                
1
 Ulus, 2 July 1947. 
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DP. Opposition against the Declaration among the DP members included General 

Administration Board members Y. K. Tengirşenk, Sadık Aldoğan, Ahmet Tahtakılıç and 

Ahmet Oğuz and Party Inspector Osman Bölükbaşı. 

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 

today‟s conditions.”
2
 After these events, Osman Bölükbaşı 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 I can serve your mild policy with this resignation that 

can be considered as a compromise by the General Board.”
3
 

 

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 Köprülü, 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.”
4
  

                                                
2
 The DP Congress on 22 July 1947. 

3
 Deniz Bölükbaşı, Türk Siyasetinde Anadolu Fırtınası: Osman Bölükbaşı (İstanbul: Doğan 

Yayıncılık, no. 3, 2008), p. 68. 

4
 Metin Toker, Tek Partiden Çok Partiye (Ankara: Milliyet Yayınları, 1970), Tarih Serisi, 

Vol. 2, p.302. 
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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 Bölükbaşı, 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 

Kuvayı 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.” 

Hüseyin Cahit Yalçın, 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.
5
 

 

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 Asır and Demokrat Izmir newspapers published this speech, and prosecutors 

decided that the text was felonious. The responsible manager of that issue of Kuvvet 

newspaper; Samet Ağaoğlu, 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 Sökmensüer tried to 

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

                                                
5
 Hüseyin Cahit Yalçın‟s article, Tanin newspaper, 31 July 1947. 
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article of Turkish Penalty Law, stayed in the prison for three days, then were freed with the 

decision of the Izmir High Criminal Court.
6
 

 

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

While the DP was waiting for İnönü‟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 İnönü, 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 İnönü‟s mercy.” Hilmi Uran's circular 

included this statement: The process of preparation of Declaration of 12 July. “President 

İnönü 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 İstanbul, 22% in Izmir) made 

                                                
6
 Deniz Bölükbaşı, Türk Siyasetinde Anadolu Fırtınası: Osman Bölükbaşı (İstanbul: Doğan 

Yayıncılık, no. 3, 2008), p. 72. 
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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. Şükrü Sökmensüer, 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.
7
 

The last article of Osman Bölükbaşı 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 Bölükbaşı, 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 Bölükbaşı 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 Şevki Çiçekdağ. It is guessed that 

there is a connection between this incident and Bölükbaşı‟s resignation from DP. It is 

                                                
7
 Deniz Bölükbaşı, Türk Siyasetinde Anadolu Fırtınası: Osman Bölükbaşı (İstanbul: Doğan 

Yayıncılık, no. 3, 2008), p. 74. 
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assumed that Bölükbaşı left DP of his own will after saying such hard words about 

Celal Bayar”. 
8
 

Osman Bölükbaşı 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, I am content with 

declaring that Bölükbaşı 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.”
9
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                
8
 Deniz Bölükbaşı, Türk Siyasetinde Anadolu Fırtınası: Osman Bölükbaşı (İstanbul: Doğan 

Yayıncılık, no. 3, 2008), p. 84.   

9
 Ulus, 6 October 1947. 
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CHAPTER 2 

FORMATION OF THE NATION PARTY 

 

Marshal Fevzi Çakmak 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 Çakmak 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
th

 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
th

 army, there. After the declaration of Constitution II, 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
nd

 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
rd

 February 1920, he supported the 

organisations of the War of independence in Anatolia. On 8
th

 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 Inonü Triumph, in 3
rd

 April 192l, he was 

designated to be General. In 192l. After the Sakarya War; in 29
th

 September 192l, he was 

given the rank of Marshal. In 1946, he was elected as the Istanbul deputy and in 1948, he 
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established the Nation Party. He died, in 10
th

 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. Atatürk 

had always deep respect to him and it has been said that he had not drink any alchol at the 

same table with Marshal.
10

 

  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‟.”
11

 We may find the same explanations about Marshal in the book “Hür 

Ufuklara Doğru –Toward Free Horizons” written by Fevzi Boztepe, İstanbul, 1952. 

                                                
10

 Kemal H. Karpat, Turk Demokrasi Tarihi (İstanbul: İstanbul Matbaası, 1967), p. 56. 

11
 Ibid., p. 157. 
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  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.
12

 

 

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 İnönü rather than his personality. 

The others called as extremists in the DP.”
13

  

In this difficult period, the majority of 1946 staff resigned, were forced to leave or 

were sent down. Osman Bölükbaşı 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 Çakmak, Istanbul provincial chairman Kenan Öner, General Sadık Aldoğan, 

Fuat Arna, Hikmet Bayur, Mustafa Kentli, Osman Nuri Koni, Suphi Batur, Enver Kök, Emin 

Sazak, Ahmet Tahtakılıç, Ahmet Oğuz, Hasan Dinçer, Yusuf Kemal Tengirşenk, Enis 

Akaygen and Osman Bölükbaşı 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-Aralık 1947. 

13
 Taner Timur, Türkiye’de Çok Partili Hayata Geçiş (Ankara: İmge Kitabevi, no. 3, 2003), p. 

47. 
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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 Bölükbaşı‟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? 

Objective 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 İsmet İnönü. Adnan Menderes also began his 

involvement in politics in the RPP with National Chief İnönü. He became a RPP member of 

parliament in Aydın in 1931, and an inspector of the RPP sport organization. Adnan 

Menderes‟ interview with İnönü, when he wanted to become agriculture minister in RPP‟s 

one-party government, did not show results. Fuad Köprülü and Refik Koraltan also took some 

responsibilities at RPP‟s various degrees. Samet Ağaoğlu, 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 Kuvayı 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 Öz makes these identifications in his research, “Transition 

Process to Democracy in Turkey” published in „Özgür Düşünce‟ 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. 
14

 Examining by 

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

Öner 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. Öner and 

Köprülü, Köprülü and Tengirşek, Bayar and Bölükbaşı, Menderes and Aldoğan did 

not ever like each other, they did not agree. They did not even believe in each other.
15

  

These evaluations in Samet Ağaoğlu‟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 Köprülü was his closest helper in this until the DP rose into government. For 

this, Adnan Menderes‟ self-sacrifice was to take no notice of Köprülü‟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 Köprülü‟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. I 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 Ağaoğlu confessed years later in this discharge process, “the Democratic 

Party Discipline Board acted like the Independence Court.” Expressions in Samet Ağaoğlu‟s 
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notes that he kept about conversations at party headquarters display the DP managers‟ states 

of mind: Fuad Köprülü 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 İnce 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.”  

Şevket Süreyya 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 Öner 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 Bölükbaşı 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.  Şevket Süreyya 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? I 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 Bölükbaşı‟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 
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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.
17

  

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. I 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.
18

 

Osman Bölükbaşı believed that the main source of the DP‟s internal decomposition was Celal 

Bayar‟s insincerity, that it was executed by Prof. Fuad Köprülü, who was in control of him, 

that Menderes was used by them in this game. In the same way, Bölükbaşı who thought that 

İnönü 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 İnönü 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 Köymen, a professor at Ankara University in the 

Language-History-Geography Faculty, said in his research “Prof. M. Fuad Köprülü‟s political 

life,” published by Yeni Forum dated 11
th

 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 
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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. Köprülü, with his writings and his scientific popularity, and Osman 

Bölükbaşı with his political speeches that dragged public and his organizational skills, 

played the leading roles in DP‟s development and being government. Osman 

Bölükbaşı who made these services before being government, and many democracy 

apostles were discharged or forced to resign in one way or another. Fuad Köprülü 

should not have allowed this kind of conduct without thinking that one day it would be 

his turn. “
19

  

Osman Bölükbaşı 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 1969:  

“Things wouldn‟t have ended with revolution if İnönü 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 Gürcan, 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.”
20

 

 

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 Özer‟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 
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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. “
21

  

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. “ 
22

 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 
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achieved yet.” Bayar was talking about the opponents of the 22 July Announcement on 22 

January 1948 in Balıkesir: “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.” 
23

 

DP Headquarters, at the same time, gave information to the press saying that Kenan 

Öner had met Osman Bölükbaşı in Ankara and that he had sent Osman Bölükbaşı to Hatay 

and Maraş to organize conferences to spread the propaganda that the DP was a party in a 

trumped-up fight. Kenan Öner made this explanation on 10 February 1948 in view of this 

claim: “I saw Osman Bölükbaşı 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 Bölükbaşı, 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 Çerkez 

Ethem‟s betrayal in his speech at the DP Ankara Center on 20 March 1948. Osman Bölükbaşı 

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 Çakmak as the honorary president of the party. 

Two copies of the party‟s program and policy guidelines are attached. We respectfully 
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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, Yenişehir-Ankara 

1. Mareşal Fevzi Çakmak. Istanbul member of the parliament.  

Çankaya St. Nr: 8 

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

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

4. Prof. Dr. Kenan Öner, Lawyer. Vali Konağı St. Yüce Apt. Nr: 9. 

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

6. Osman Bölükbaşı, Farmer. Kuşdili Quarter Nr: 20, Kırşehir 

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

8. General Sadık Aldoğan, Afyonkarahisar Member of Parliament. Serçe St. Nr: 28, 

Yenişehir-Ankara 

Marshal Fevzi Çakmak 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 Öğütmen (Edirne), Mehmet Öktem (Muğla), 

Asım Gürsu (Muğla) and Denizli Member of Parliament Reşat Aydınlı, 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 Bölükbaşı visited Orbay, Atatürk‟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, I entered politics once, and I 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 Fırkası in 1925, and being sentenced to 10 years for 

suspicion of participation in the Izmir assassination attempt on Atatürk, and then being 

forgiven.
24
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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.
25

 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 
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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 (bırakınız yapsınlar, bırakınız 

geçsinler).”  

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.”
26

 

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 
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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.”
27

  

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.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                
27

 Deniz Bölükbaşı, Türk Siyasetinde Anadolu Fırtınası: Osman Bölükbaşı (İstanbul: Doğan 

Yayıncılık, no. 3, 2008), p. 107.   



24 

 

 

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 Çakmak 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 Çeşme 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.”
28

 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 Çakmak 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 Köprülü on 30 October 1948 telling them not to read Kudret 

newspaper. Osman Bölükbaşı 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 
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interview to Kudret and said the following about his trip: "I told of the conditions when I 

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. I said that I had not left the democratic 

idea by resigning from the DP and that I would struggle for democracy until I 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, I 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 I am giving the right to the newspapers which will write about them to prove."
29

  

 

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 Tengirşek, Suphi Batur and Enver Kök 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 Şefik Çakmak were also taken onto the Executive Board. Within 

the frame of the party‟s organizational works Osman Bölükbaşı and Fuat Arna were sent to 

Anatolia. By the end of 1948,  the NP was organized in Ankara, İstanbul, İzmir, Aydın, Sinop, 

Edirne, Burdur, Kayseri, Denizli, Kastamonu, Amasya and Kırşehir. Meanwhile, in 1949, 

when Prime Minister Hasan Saka resigned on 14 January 1949, Şemsettin Günaltay 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 Öner 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 Müstakil 

Demokratlar Grubu (Independent Democrats’ Group) in the Parliament published a 

declaration with the name "DP Founders Are Not the People of this Case" (DP Kurucuları Bu 

Dvanın Adamı Değildirler) and joined the NP. The Öz Demokratlar (Pure Democrats) Party 

also joined with the NP. After these additions, Ahmet Oğuz, Ahmet Tahtakılıç, Hasan Dinçer, 
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Ali Rıza Kırsever and the General President of the Öz Demokratlar Party Hasan Tiryakioğlu, 

were taken to NP Executive Council and Ahmet Tahtakılıç 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 

Çakmak‟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, Hüseyin Cahit Yalçın 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. I take it as a responsibility to inform people when I see the followers of sharia of the 31 

March event and the ghosts of Vahdettin before us.”
30

 

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 Saraçoğlu 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 I 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.“
31

 

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 Bölükbaşı for 

Founding an Organization to Assassinate İnönü and Celal Bayar 

Osman Bölükbaşı‟s home in Ankara İtfaiye Meydanı, Kurtuluş Apartmanı, №5, 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 

Ardıçoğlu. Ankara prosecuter on duty Lütfü Musluoğlu and the police notified Osman 

Bölükbaşı 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.
32

 The decision of Third Criminal Court of First Instance of 

Ankara, taken under the supervision of Judge Emin Gebizoğlu and announced to Bölükbaşı 

by a prosecutor, was as follows:  

“Note of Ankara Office of the Director of Public Prosecutions dated 16 November 

1949 and № 949/1107 has been read and reviewed. Event: Destroying President İnönü 

and Leader of DP Celal Bayar by killing them, with a declaration signed by Marshal 

Fevzi Çakmak for propoganda to cacel the Board of Minister with the NP members; 

Osman Bölükbaşı, Fuat Arna and Afyon representative in the parliament retired 

General Sadık Aldoğan, and denounced by Aydın representative in parliament Reşat 

Aydınlı. 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 Bölükbaşı and Fuat Arna in absentia and taking 

precaution, to prevent decimation of evidence, a search of the houses, and offices and 

upon Osman Bölükbaşı, Fuat Arna, Sadık Aldoğan and Nuri Leflef in question have 

been decided."
33

 

It is important to see that the crime Osman Bölükbaşı and his colleagues were accused 

with the death penalty, to understand the influence of the RPP and the DP on the judgment.  

Even though Sadık Aldoğan, Istanbul representative in parliament, had immunity from 

prosecution, he was searched too. When Aldoğan 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 Bölükbaşı and Fuat Arna were brought to the court of 

justice, then to The Central Prison of Ankara with a police chamber. While Bölükbaşı and 

Arna were brought to court, the denouncer Reşat Aydınlı was leaving. When he famously 

said, “I didn‟t denounce,” Bölükbaşı and Arna motioned to the room of Rüştü Kayıkçıoğlu 

Ankara prosecutor, without giving any answer.
34

 Bölükbaşı and Arna stayed for four hours in 

the room which includes Deputy Prosecutor Zeki Kumrulu and Police Chief Ekrem Anıt. 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, Reşat Aydınlı announced the Parliament 

member from Afyon, Sadık Aldoğan, Osman Bölükbaşı and Fuat Arna, and all members of 

the NP were planning to kill İnönü and they asked Reşat 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 Bölükbaşı‟s arrest, 

laughed and said,  

“I have a bulletproof amulet; no one can kill me.” The same day, so-called denouncer 

Reşat Aydınlı gave the following declaration to the press: “According to the Criminal 

Court of First Instance, Sadık Aldoğan‟s house was searched after my denunciation. 

Fuat Arna and Osman Bölükbaşı were arrested. They say my denunciation explains 

their plot against both İnönü and Bayar. I didn‟t do such a thing. Sadık Aldoğan made 

these accusations. I ran to the Ankara prosecutoer after that. Asked when I denounced 

such a thing. The prosecution was waiting for my testimony. The prosecutor of Ankara 

confirmed that I 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‟”
35

 

The next day, the prosecution turned to Celal Bayar and General Kazım Özalp, 

parliament member of Balıksesir, 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 Reşat Aydınlı 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 Sadık Aldoğan, parliament member of Afyon. 

The Commission decided to cancel Aldoğan‟s immunity on 17 November 1949. The reason 

of commission was as follows: "Despite Reşat Aydınlı‟s denial in testimony at the prosecutor, 

a report of the MİT, the testimonies of Celal Bayar and Kazım Özalp prove existence of this 

denouncement.” Reşat Aydınlı resigned from the NP on the same day.  

During negotiations in the GNAT Commission, it was declared that the police reports 

stated that Reşat Aydınlı 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 Reşat Aydınlı 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. Reşad Aydınlı was on the train too. Some 

friends told me of his desire to greet me. I 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. Aydınlı 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. I told this incident to 

General Özalp when I returned to Ankara. And I told him to tell this İnönü, if he wants 

to take precautions.”
36

  

When the allegations of Reşat Aydınlı proved incorrect, Osman Bölükbaşı and Fuat Arna 

were released on 21 November 1949. Bölükbaşı and Arna left prison by car. When they saw 

Celal Bayar at the Sıhhiye 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. I have already declared that 

you are a fraud, a fake freedom hero!”  

Bölükbaşı said these following words to Bayar:  

“You have hid a letter from Erzurum in the past that says İnönü should be killed. Now 

you are being an actor in this plot against us, telling Kazım Özalp, maybe it‟s 

necessary to take precautions. Inform İnönü, you are flirting with İnönü and trying to 

shoot us, uncovered opposition. Also you have the opportunity to show yourself like 

an important statesman who suffers from assassinations. I will expose all of the facts. 

Why didn‟t you tell İnönü about the letter from Erzurum? If we have to kill, we would 

kill people, not the dogs! Celal Bayar left without answering.”
37

  

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 İnönü 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; 

                                                
36

 Deniz Bölükbaşı, Türk Siyasetinde Anadolu Fırtınası: Osman Bölükbaşı (İstanbul: Doğan 

Yayıncılık, no. 3, 2008), p. 116.   

37
 Ibid., p. 116-117. 



32 

 

"Minutes of the Meeting Held in the Presidential Palace in Çankaya on 9 November, 

1949” are given below: “We were having dinner with Hilmi Uran, Tevfik Fikret Sılay, 

Faik Ahmet Barutçu and Nihat Erim. We were informed that Kazım Özalp 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 Bölükbaşı, Fuat Arna, İzzet Mühürdaroğlu and 

Sadık Aldoğan, who were among the notables of the NP, were also present, they 

discussed the question of assassinating Celal Bayar and İsmet İnönü.  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 İnönü considering that since İsmet İnönü 

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 İnönü 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 Özalp 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, Özalp 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. Kazım Özalp the Presidency Secretariat."
38

  

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 Çankaya also included 

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

Attorney Generalship.”  

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

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

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

Reşad Aydınlı, 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, Reşad Aydınlı kept on claiming that he had not denounced anyone. I 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 Ağaoğlu, 

which appear in his memoirs, called Political Diary (Politik Gündem).  Ağaoğlu wrote the 

following:  

"Does İnönü have anything to do with Reşat Aydınlı's slander? In addition, did Celal 

Bayar think of benefiting from this plan against NP? I 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."
39

 

Osman Bölükbaşı 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 Bölükbaşı 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 İnönü 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 Reşat 

Aydınlı, 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 

Reşat Aydınlı claimed so, because a proverb makes the suggestion as „Kill the brave 

man but don't be unfair to him.‟ When I 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 I 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 Reşat 

Aydınlı on the Soma train and then as soon as he comes to Ankara, he makes an 

appointment and runs to Kazım Özalp's house and sends him to inform İnönü. 

According to what Özalp published in newspapers and said in Çankaya 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 Reşat Aydınlı‟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 

karpiç 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 

Bölükbaşı 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 Bölükbaşı 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, I 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, I 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!   

Bölükbaşı 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."
40

 

 

Marshal‟s Death and the Events at his Funeral 

Marshal Fevzi Çakmak 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 

Atatürk, 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 Nişantaşı at a very early 

hour in the morning, and his politician friends, including Osman Bölükbaşı, escorted the 

funeral procession to Beyazıt 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 Eyüp 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 (Milliyetçiler Derneği) and Turkish Culture Association (Türk Kültür 

Ocağı) 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.”
41

 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. 
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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 Bölükbaşı and Adnan Menderes during the meetings held in the GNAT 

beyond the 2nd Menderes Government‟s agenda. Bölükbaşı, 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 

walked side by side in those groundless accusations with the RPP as if it was an 

ally.”
42

 

On the occasion, Prime Minister Menderes interfered from his chair saying, “You 

wanted to make use of a funeral.” Osman Bölükbaşı answered as follows: “Nobody wanted to 

make use of the funeral. I 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:  
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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.”
43

  

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 Bölükbaşı from Kırşehir. Bölükbaşı 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 Öner 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 
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“reactionist-puritanical” the fraction accusation, these baseless rumours affected 

people psychologically in a certain manner.”
44

  

 

The NP Deputy Osman Bölükbaşı in the GNAT Alone 

Osman Bölükbaşı, 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. I salute all friends gathered here in the name of the deputies of this nation 

struggling for independence.”  

Bölükbaşı 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, Bölükbaşı 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 -
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which have prevented normal justice conditions from passing through until this day- 

be abolished.”
45

  

In his first speech in the GNAT, Osman Bölükbaşı 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, Bölükbaşı 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 

Bölükbaşı‟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 Bölükbaşı 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 

Bölükbaşı, 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 
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the one-party era and irregularity of the dubious 1956 elections. Bölükbaşı 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. I think punishment is the future of the charity. In this regard I would 

like not to forgive them.”
46

 

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 

of one-party era. We will expose ourselves in a hideous way before the world‟s eyes.”
 

47
  

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 
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account based on these words. You cannot, because there are people in your party 

doing the same things.” 
48

 

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 Türkeş 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 Çuhruh, Ahmet Demir and Sait Koçak, 

General Sabit Noyan and Yusuf Ziya Yazgan, Colonel Cevdet Erkut and Galip Kaan and 

martial law prosecutor Kazım Alöç. 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.”
 49

 

 

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 
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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 Bölükbaşı 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. Bölükbaşı 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 

Article 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 Bölükbaşı moved the issue onto the agenda of parliament. Bölükbaşı and 

Mardin deputy Kemal Türkoğlu together gave the interpellation proposal on the prime 

minister on 20 November 1950. Bölükbaşı 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 Bölükbaşı 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, Bölükbaşı‟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 Bölükbaşı 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, Bölükbaşı 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.” Bölükbaşı pointed out that the 

government had not undertaken any serious attempts to rectify this issue during the nine-
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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 Bölükbaşı 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 “Bölükbaşı you proposed these.” 

Bölükbaşı‟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 Bölükbaşı, 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 Bölükbaşı 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 Düşünsel, Bingöl Deputy. Düşünsel, 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 Düşünsel and was reflected in the press as Osman Bölükbaşı 

having voted for him, which was considered a joke. The quotes given by Bölükbaşı 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 Düşünsel. I 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 Düşünsel, 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.   I wanted to protest the 

government, which is known for not respecting democratic principles, which disregarded 

specialization by not running Feridun Fikri as candidate. And I 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 Pamukoğlu, 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 Boyacıgiller, A. Hikmet 

Pamukoğlu ve Nazım Önen entered the NP among these deputies. As a result, the NP 

parliament group reached four deputies. A. Hikmet Pamukoğlu, President Menderes 

suggested climbing the mountain, registered to the NP‟s Altındağ 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 Pamukoğlu 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 Bölükbaşı 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 İnönü said in his speech from Giresun State Hall‟s balcony five years 

ago:  „I wanted the DP's establishment, I 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.”
51

  

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."
52

 

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.”
53
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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 Atatürk 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 Seçkin 

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 Sadık Aldoğan, 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.”
54

 

Sadık Aldogan completed his speech by stat‟ng that Bayur‟s concerns had been misplaced 

with the warning about the abuse of Atatürk‟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 Bölükbaşı made a speech for two hours targeting the suppression policies of 

the DP on 17 May 1952. Bölükbaşı 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.” Bölükbaşı 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.” Bölükbaşı 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.” Bölükbaşı, 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.”
55

  

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 
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delegates at the congress cheered for Osman Bölükbaşı to become general president and 

endorsed him as a candidate. Bölükbaşı told the delegates: "Maybe I am a good orator, but I 

have a major short-coming. I am inexperienced. I will keep your countenance as an eternal 

souvenir. Please do not vote for me." 

 

The Offer from Osman Bölükbaşı 

These developments show that the DP was preparing an assassination on the basis of 

"fundamentalism" against the NP. In this situation Osman Bölükbaşı 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. I 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.”
56

  

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 
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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.”
57

 

 

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 Hüseyin Cahit Yalçın, 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 Atatürk, such as Hikmet Bayur is an enigma which is impossible to 

explain. Those who are against the Ataturk revolution, accusing Atatürk'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."
58

 

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 Büyükdoğu Society. The DP government, trying to 

strangle NP with “fundamentalism” charges, allocated a large amount of credit to the owner 

of Büyük Doğu (Grand East) magazine, Necip Fazlı Kısakürek, 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 Büyük Doğu newspaper after the Malatya incident. 

 

The Malatya Assassination 
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An inconclusive assassination was attempted on the Vatan’s editor, Ahmet Emin 

Yalman, in Malatya by writer Hüseyin Üzmez. The DP government took harsh measures and 

Türk Milliyetçiler Birliği (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 Bilgiç's immunity was removed and Osman Yüksel 

Serdengeçti, a member, was arrested. Likewise, proceedings against Büyük Doğu society 

were initiated with the reason that they were using religion in politics. Necip Fazıl Kısakürek, 

Büyük Doğu‟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 

Bölükbaşı 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:  

“I 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 I 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, I 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, I would suggest that the minister of interior dedicate a dictaphone under the 

order of security organization at least for me. If I need to speak in a place, I 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."
59

 

The Minister of Interior, Ethem Menderes, responded to the speech by Osman 

Bölükbaşı 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.” Bölükbaşı, 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 Hüseyin Cahit Yalçın 

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. Mümtaz 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.
60

 

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 
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DP's attacks. The DP was unanimous with the RPP against the NP. Ulus editor Hüseyin Cahit 

Yalçın led the RPP side of this partnership. Bölükbaşı gave a statement to the press on 28 

February 1953 in response to Yalçın. 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.
61

  

As should be remembered, Hüseyin Cahit Yalçın committed to judicial Independence 

Court and judged the single-party era. At that time Yalçın, 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 Bölükbaşı published a clear letter, criticizing the 

single-party era, denouncing the NP as a “foul-mouthed party” again, and reminding Hüseyin 

Cahit Yalçın:   

“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 pregnant.“
62

 

When Osman Bölükbaşı arrested Hüseyin Yalçın 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. Yalçın, 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 
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adventure and we would say to them that we would struggle until an administration 

that was not making innocents such as Hüseyin Cahit‟s daughter cry.”
63

 

 

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 “Atatürk revolutions” in last congress could be 

felt, Yusuf Kemal Tengirşek 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 Raşit Seviğ, standing by Hikmet Bayur, lost the elections, Hazım 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 Bölükbaşı came to the podium on the second day of the congress and invited 

Hikmet Bayur to correct the misunderstandings. Osman Bölükbaşı 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. I 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.  
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Hikmet Bayur, did not answer Bölükbaşı'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 

Bölükbaşı became a member of the General Executive Board. 

The below “statement” which confirms the reforms of Atatürk 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.”
64

 

Hikmet Bayur, Prof. Vasfi Raşit Seviğ and his seven friends defining themselves as 

"those who fight for the sake of the protection of Atatürk'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 Atatürk 

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 
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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.”
65

 

 

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 Bengü 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 
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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 

İnönü 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 Bengü, Ankara Public Prosecutor. “
66

 

Osman Bölükbaşı was not called for the prosecutor as he was deputy, but he 

voluntarily went and gave statements on 4 July 1953. Bölükbaşı stayed at the Prosecutor's 

Office one and a half hours, and said the following after coming out: “This is a second Reşat 

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 

İstanbul 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
67

. 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 I 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 I would give is rejected, give 

it to Congress, but here if you can not obtain a majority, what do you? "I asked, I 

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. I 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."
68

 

 

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 Türk Milliyetçiler Derneği (Turkish Nationalists Association) for the 

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

should take precautions.” Journalists Hüseyin Cahit Yalçın 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.
69

 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, 
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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.
70

  

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 Şevki Çiçekdağ, 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 Bengü 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 Bölükbaşı 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 

                                                
70

 Deniz Bölükbaşı, Türk Siyasetinde Anadolu Fırtınası: Osman Bölükbaşı (İstanbul: Doğan 

Yayıncılık, no. 3, 2008), p. 161. 



63 

 

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 7
 
and 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. "
71

  

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 Atatürk antagonism 

dominates them."
72

 

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 № 

526, which was about "establishing a corporation based on religion, denomination and 

religious orders with its purpose kept disguised."  
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The 13 party director suspects in the the NP case were: Dr. Mustafa Kentli , Enis 

Akaygen, Fuat Arna, Nurettin Ardıçoğlu, Ahmet Tahtakılı , Ertuğrul Akça, Lütfü Bornovalı, 

Suphi Batur, Dr. Yesari Bilgisev, Galip Bilge, Mehmet Ali Derman, Cemal Islak, Hasan 

Dinçer. Osman Bölükbaşı was a member of the Parliament, so they appealed to the Minister 

of Justice for the cancellation of his privilege of arrest.  Prosecutor Cemil Bengü 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 

Atatürk 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 Kağıthane 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 Hacerülesved in the Ankara Gülveren 

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 Bengü showed the first part of the 12
th 

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
th 

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. "
73
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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 Bengü, 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
th 

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."
74

 

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 Sadık Aldoğan, Nurettin Ardıçoğlu 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 Bölükbaşı 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 Bölükbaşı sent to Menderes reveals Bölükbaşı‟s deep 

feelings regarding this sad situation for a part of the nation which had voted for the NP and 

his balanced Menders.
75

 The last trial of the NP case was on 27 January
 
1954 and Judge Emin 

Gebizlioğlu 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 
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judge‟s conscience. Nurettin Ardıçoğlu 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 

Kuruş fine to the suspects with the sentence.
76

 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."
77

  

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 Başgil, known as a supporter of the DP, made a statement about this issue 

to the press against the DP.
78

 

 

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 
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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 Bölükbaşı 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. Bölükbaşı 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 Şevki Çiçekdağ 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 Bölükbaşı 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 Çorum congress, even the 

President felt the urge to make a political visit to Çorum. 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 İnönü 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 Büyük Doğu 

newspaper which supports reactionists, from the national treasury. He was a sponsor 

of reaction by this way. "
79

 

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. Bölükbaşı 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." 
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The second argument between Bölükbaşı 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, Bölükbaşı interrupted from his seat: 

Menderes: We know that he (İnönü) 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 Bölükbaşı: You do the same thing today, we encounter the heaviest 

accusations from you.  

Chief: Bölükbaşı, 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 Bölükbaşı: Be a man to bring the censure motion to the bench.  

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

Osman Bölükbaşı: I am a member of the Parliament, you cannot call me „this man‟.  

Prime Minister Adnan Menderes: Dear friends... 

Osman Bölükbaşı: 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: Bölükbaşı, I invite you to silence...
80
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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.
81

 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.
82

 Sarıbay 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 parlement.”
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 
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Çakmak 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 Fırkası-Progressive Republican Party). „Şeyh 

Sait‟ rebillion, the murder of the Ardahan deputy Halid Paşa in the corridor of Parliament, 

İzmir 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 Sükun 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.”
84

 

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 Gökalp‟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 İslamic moral values are growing 
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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.”
85

  

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 
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ideas.
86

 The extremist nature of the party leaders and their imotional speeches made the NP 

different than the DP. 

 

The Inönü Opposition 

In fact the main characteristics of the NP policy came from the Inönü opposition.
87

 

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 İnönü. İnönü would mean the regime and 

the government and the opposition to İnonü wouldn‟t be acceptable by the bureaucracy. 

Therefore the NP fought with İnönü, 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 İnönü 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 Büyük Doğu 

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”.
88

 They published 

news about the different kinds of attacks of the Russia. Their biggest concern was education. 
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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.
89

 

Millet also promoted Atatürk and Ziya Gökalp. The main enemies were the RPP and İnönü 

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.”
90

 We may compare the Millet newspaper with Büyük 

Doğu. The Büyük Doğu was a religious group and the DP was the supporter of the group led 

by Necip Fazıl Kısakürek. 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. Hanioğlu writes “The success of the 

westernism of „İkinci Meşrutiyet‟ 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.”
91

 

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.
92

 The establisher of the 
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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 Cumhuriyetçi 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, Ertuğrul Akça, Sadık Aldoğan, Fuat Arna, Suphi Batur, Lütfü 

Bornovalı, Abdurrahman Boyacıgiller, Mehmet Ali Derman, Cemal Islak, Saadet Kaçar, 

Enver Kök, Ahmet Oğuz, Ahmet Tahtakılıç and Osman Bölükbaşı. 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 Bölükbaşı and 

Abdurrahman Boyacıgiller, 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.
93

 

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.
94

 

 

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 
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March 1954. He claimed that the RPP was no longer the party of Atatürk 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 Atatürk.  

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 

Bölükbaşı as the final speaker, spoke to a big crowd in Kıztaşı 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."  

Bölükbaşı also criticized the words of Adnan Menderes about the RPP leader İsmet 

İnönü: "Adnan Menderes who made the Law of National Welfare in order to protect the 

honesty and reputation of the citizens, is swearing at İnönü, 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 İnönü for 16 years." 

As we see, Osman Bölükbaşı 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 Bölükbaşı, Ahmet Bilgin, 

Tahir Taşer, Mehmet Mahmutoğlu and Osman Alişiroğlu. 

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." 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



82 

 

 

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 Şef) İsmet İnönü 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 Fırka and Serbest Fırka) 
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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 Sökmensür 

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 Bölükbaşı‟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 Bölükbaşı 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, 

Bölükbaşı 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.”
95

 

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 
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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 Akçakoca‟s district governor advising him to help and 

support the RPP‟s nominee. The district governor of Akçakoca 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 İnönü entered elections as the leader 

of RPP apart from his official title. Marshal Fevzi Çakmak, one of the heroes of the the 

Turkish War of Independence, was on the DP‟s list as an independent İstanbul nominee. 

Osman Bölükbaşı 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 İstanbul, with 

18 of 27 parliament members.  This was done with the help of the personal efforts of Marshal 

Fevzi Çakmak by limiting the distortion on election papers and additionally with the help of 

the the organized works of the head of the DP İstanbul President advocate Kenan Öner 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 Bölükbaşı 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 Çakmak and 

Kenan Öner 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 Şükrü Saraçoğlu 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 Bölükbaşı 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 İnönü. 

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 

Cumhuriyet 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.” 

Mükerrem 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.” Mümtaz 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 (“Başvekilim 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 

Ağaoğlu‟s book, Siyasi Günlük, Demokrat Partinin Kuruluşu (Political Diary, The 

Establishmet of the Democrat Party).  The most important source on this subject is this 

above-mentioned memoir of Ağaoğlu. 

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 Öner, Mükerrem Sarol, 

Mustafa Kentli, Osman Kapani, Samet Ağaoğlu and Osman Bölükbaşı. As written in Samet 

Ağaoğlu'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.”
96

  

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. 
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Celal Bayar, Adnan Menderes and Fuad Köprülü 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 Ağaoğlu 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 Ağaoğlu comments on the events and the developments in the DP‟s first 

congress in his memoir, Siyasi Günlük: “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 Sökmensüer 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 Bölükbaşı from Party Inspection 

The DP administrators wanted to stop to these extremists in the party after the 

congress.  Fuad Köprülü was the focal point of nearly all conflicts inside the party that caused 

disintegrations. In an interesting statement in Siyasi Günlük by Samet Ağaoğlu, who left the 

DP in 1957 and got close to İnönü, he wrote that one week after the congress, Fuad Köprülü 

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, Şükrü Sökmensüer, 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 Çakmak 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 Atatürk 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, Şefik Hüsnü.  

An article alleged to have been written on 29 July 1946 by Şefik Hüsnü, 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 I 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 Şefik Hüsnü 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.”
97

  

After the explanation of Marshal of an old education minister supporting the 

communist activities, Hasan Ali Yücel, 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 Öner, former counselor of the Ministry of Justice and President of 

the DP Istanbul. Kenan Öner, 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, I could not decide 

if your hesitation is feigning ignorance.” 

After this, Hasan Ali Yücel sued Kenan Öner for libel and slandering. On the first day 

of the trial, 17 February 1947, Kenan Öner asked for the right to prove his allegations and 

declared that he was ready them. After receiving the right to prove, Kenan Öner proved his 

allegations. Finally, the court decided that the allegations of Kenan Öner -Hasan Ali Yücel 

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 Öner. 

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 Izmir DP Court of Honor and wrote the following in an article, titled “Marshal and 

Parties” in Yeni Asır newspaper on 11 February 1947: "As a democrat, I 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 
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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 Günlük 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 Rüştü Aras and Zekeriya Sertel; on the other side, he is 

trying to supervise us.”
98

  

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 Bölükbaşı 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.”
99

  

Behçet Kemal Çağlar‟s article in Ankara Akşam Haberleri on 26 February 1947, titled 

“goofs of an inspector,” Bölükbaşı‟s declarations were criticized and accused of “hypnotizing 
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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 BÖLÜKBAŞI TO MENDERES 

 

Bölükbaşı‟nın Menderes‟e Telgrafı 

Adnan Menderes 

Demokrat Parti Genel Başkanı 

Ankara 

Millet Partisi'nin şahsında, Türk demokrasisine karşı hazırladığınız suikastın 

mesuliyetini açıkça omuzlarınıza alacak kadar cesur ve dürüst olunuz. Atatürk ve inkılap gibi 

hürmete şayan varlıkların gölgesine sığınmayınız ve bütün inkılapların temeli olan milli 

hakimiyet prensibine "dini irtica var, inkılaplar elden gidiyor" bahanesi ile kıymayınız. Sonra, 

hiçbir hizmetiniz bu lekeyi alnınızdan silemez. 

21 kasım 1952 tarihinde Kayseri'de söylediğiniz nutukta, intakı hak kabilinden "Türk 

Milletinin siyasi haklarını gasbetmek için daima dini irticai tehlikesi ileri sürüle gelmiştir" 

diyen ve dini irticaın ve inkılap aleyhtarlığının bayraktarlığını yapan, Büyük Doğu gazetesini 

her ay devlet kasasından on iki bin lira vererek besleyen ve büyüten Adnan Menderes 

olduğunuzu bu millet unutmayacak ve kalbinizle ağzınız arasındaki farkı isabetle teşhis 

edecektir. 

Milletin yegane sığınacağı yer ve ümit kaynağı saydığı adalet müessesesinin şeref ve 

itibarını, birçok müesseselere musallat olagelen siyasi ihtiraslarınız uğrunda lekeleyerek, onu 

peşin kararlarınızı tescile memur muti bir alet haline getirmek ve böylece suikastınızın 

kurbanları arasına sokmak teşebbüsünüzden vazgeçiniz. Böyle hareket ederseniz, "Padişahın 

nüfuzu her yere girebilir, fakat adaletin kapısından içeri giremez" diyen Abdurrahman Paşa 

gibi şerefli bir adliye nazırına tahammül gösteren müstebit bir Sultan Abdülhamit'ten daha 

kötü olarak tarihin sizi kaydetmesine mani olabilirsiniz: İnsanlık ve tarih cesur olan 

diktatörleri korkaklarından ayırır ve onları bir nevi takdir eder. Cesaretiniz varsa "Millet 

Partisi'ni adalet kapattı" sözünü kendinize siper yapmaz, maksadınıza başka yoldan 

ulaşabilirsiniz. Filhakika Demokrat Parti Meclis Grubu'nda milletvekillerine hitaben 

"Mahkeme elbette Millet Partisi'ni kapatacaktır. Kapatmadığı takdirde iki satırlık bir kanunla 

bu partiyi kapatmak sizlere düşen tarihi bir vazifedir" dediniz ve böylece iki satırlık 

kanunlarla parti kapatmak ve zulüm yapmak tasavvurunuzu açıklayan meşhur Bolu 

nutkunuzu teyid ettiniz. Sizin için bu ikinci yol daima açıktır. Zira 400 mebuslu bir gruba 
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hakimsiniz. Bu yolu tercih ederseniz, bir başlı istibdat ile dörtyüz başlı istibdat arasında bir 

fark olmadığını, esasen Demokrat Parti iktidarı devrinde kavramış bulunan Türk milletine, bu 

hakikati, bir kere daha anlatmak suretiyle belki kayda değer bir hizmette de bulunmuş 

olursunuz. 

Millet Partisi'nin kapılarına vurduğunuz kara kilidi, azmimize ve vicdanlarımıza asla 

vuramayacaksınız. Mücadele sahası boş kalmayacaktır ve suçlarınızın hesabını vereceğiniz 

gün gelecektir. 

Unutmayınız ki, yıllarca Şefim diye elini öptüğünüz ve temsil ettiği nizamın 

alkışçılığını yaptığınız İnönü'ye sövmek imkanını size veren feleğin çarkı dönmekte devam 

ediyor. Meclis kürsüsünde Millet Partisi'ni vatan ihaneti ile itham ettikten sonra sokağa 

tükürmek cezası olan bir lira hafif para veya bir gün hafif hapis cezası ile koca bir partiyi 

boğdurmak isteyişinizin ilhamı ile bu teli çekiyorum. 

Hüküm, "Mağrurlanma padişahım, senden büyük Allah var" diye gelmiş olan Türk 

milletinindir. 

Osman Bölükbaşı 
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APPENDIX D 

FOURTH LOWER CRIMINAL COURT DECISISON 

 

Dördüncü Sulh Ceza Mahkemesi Kararı 

4. Sulh Ceza Mahkemesi, metni aşağıda aynen yer alan hükümle, MP'nin 

kapatılmasına, dokuz yöneticisinin birer gün hapislerine, partinin tüm teşkilatlarının 

feshedilmesine ve sanıkların 250'şer kuruş para cezasına çarptırılmasına karar vermiştir: 

"Siyasi bir cemiyet olan ve Cemiyetler Kanunu'nun hükümlerine tabi bulunan Millet 

Partisi'nin mucib sebepli kararımızda tahlil ve izah olunduğu şekilde kuruluş ve programının 

7, 12 ve 13. maddelerinin taşıdığı mana, maksad yönünden din, mezheb ve tarikat esaslarına 

dayanan ve gayesinin saklayan dernekler durumunda bulunduğu anlaşılmış, idareci 

maznunların bu yoldaki sözlü, yazılı ve müsamahalı hareketleri de bunu teyid etmiş ve 

mahkemenin vicdani kanaati de bu yolda hasıl olmuştur. Böyle bir cemiyetin idaresini bilerek 

deruhde eden maznunlardan Doktor Mustafa Kentli, Enis Akaygen, Fuat Arna, Ahmet 

Tahtakılıç, Ertuğrul Akça, Lütfı Bornovalı, Suphi Batur, Doktor Yesari Bilgisev, Nureddin 

Ardıçoğlu'nun sabit görünen suçlarına uyan Cemiyetler Kanunu'nun bazı maddelerini 

değiştiren 4919 sayılı kanunun 9. maddesinin b ve d fıkralarını, aynı kanunun 5927 sayılı ka-

nunla değişik 1/33 maddesi ile Türk Ceza Kanunun 526/1. maddesi gereği birer gün hafif 

hapislerine ve Millet Partisfnin Ankara'da bulunan merkez ve diğer bucak, ocak ilçe ve il 

bütün merkez şube teşkilatının feshine ve 250'şer kuruş cezanın maznunlarından ayrı ayrı 

alınmasına ve devlet hazinesinden peşin sarfedilen masrafların da maznunlardan alınmasına, 

Enis Akaygen ve Doktor Yesari'nin 65 yaşlarını doldurmalarından Türk Ceza Kanunu'nun 29. 

maddesi gereğince adli tevbihlerine ve diğer maznunların mani bir halleri bulunmadığından 

89. madde gereğince cezalarının teciline, maznunlardan Galib Bilge, Mehmed Ali Derman, 

Cemal Islak ve Hasan Bilge'nin beraatlarına, temyiz yolu açık olmak üzere karar verilmiştir." 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



97 

 

APPENDIX-E 

THE REACTION OF ALİ FUAT BAŞGİL 

Ali Fuat Başgil‟in Tepkisi 

MP'nin seçimler yaklaşırken bizzat Menderes'in öncülüğünü yaptığı siyasi bir tertiple, 

20 bini aşkın ocak teşkilatı bir gecede kapatılması büyük tepkilere yol açmıştır. DP'ye 

yakınlığı bilinen İstanbul Üniversitesi Anayasa Ordinaryüs Profesörü Ali Fuat Başgil bu 

konudaki tepkisini 13 temmuz 1953'de basına şu sözlerle dile getirmiştir: 

"Millet Partisi'nin kapatılmasını, demokrasi yolunda gelişmemiz için müthiş bir darbe 

telakki ederim. Bugünkü Demokrat iktidarın iş başına gelişine az çok hizmet etmiş bir adam 

sıfatıyla, Millet Partisi hakkında bu iktidarın aldığı son kararı teessüf ve teessürle karşılarım. 

Benim nazarımda bugün Türkiye'de demokratik manada bir iki parti varsa bunlardan biri ve 

başta geleni Millet Partisi'dir. Halk Partisi ancak 1945 tarihinden itibaren, İkinci Dünya 

Harbi'ni Garp demokrasisinin kazanması üzerine parti olmağa başlamıştır. Ondan evvelki 

Halk Partisi demokratik manada bir parti değildi. Sadece bir kuvvet oligarşisi teşkilatı idi. 

Tıpkı İtalya'daki Faşist Parti, Almanya'daki Nasyonal Sosyalist Parti gibi. 

Demokrat Parti'den kurulduğu andan itibaren çok şeyler bekledik ve Türkiye'de 

demokrasinin kökleşmesini temine hizmet edecek bir teşkilat telakki ettik. Benim bu 

görüşüme memleketin büyük bir ekseriyetinin de iştirak ettiğini, 1950 seçimleri ayan beyan 

göstermiştir. Böyle bir ümit ve temenni ile iktidara gelen bu partinin düşüneceği tek bir şey 

vardı. Dört sene zarfında Türkiye tarihine karşı borçlu olduğu vazifeleri yapmak ve dört sene 

sonraki seçimlerin neticesini hiç düşünmemekti. Halbuki Demokrat Parti iktidarı bunun 

tamamıyla aksini yapmış ve iş başına geldiği günden itibaren 1954 seçimlerinin akıbetini 

düşünmüş, yani sandalyesine dört elle sarılmıştır. Bunda da memleket ve tarih nazarında 

müthiş bir hataya düşmüştür. Milliyetçiler Derneği'nden sonra bugün de Millet Partisi 

hakkında bu iktidarın reva gördüğü antidemokratik muamele ve hareketler, bu hatanın bir 

devamı ve neticeleridir. 

Millet Partisi'nin bildiğimiz şekilde kapatılması, memleketin müstakbel demokratik 

inkişafı bahsinde maalesef çok kötü bir örnek teşkil etmiştir. Yazılarımla ve sert denilecek 

tenkitlerimle bir zamanlar çok hücum ettiğim şef rejimi bile Millet Partisi gibi yirmibin küsur 

şubesi olan, memlekette hiç olmazsa bir buçuk milyon vatandaşı sinesinde toplayan bir siyasi 

fikir ve kanaat gruplarını kapatma yoluna gitmemiştir. Muvaffakiyetleri uğrunda çalıştığım, 

hatta bir çok maddi ve mesleki menfaatlerimi feragatle feda ettiğim Demokrat iktidarın 

cesaret bulup bunu yapmasından cidden eza duydum." 
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APPENDIX F 

THE NATION PARTY PROGRAM 

ORIGINAL TEXT 
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