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Danish MP Elmuist asked the Committee if it had
obtained guaranties as to the complete lifting of mar-
tial-law by the time of the mini-session. In teply, the
chairman of the session pointed out that Mr Inan, the
head of the Turkish delegation, had not been able to
guarantee absolutely that martial law will not be in
force in Istanbul next year.

Despite this statement, the holding of the mini-
session in Turkey was approved by 59 votes, against
49 “no’s"” and three abstentions.

In this respect, it should be reminded that prior
to the Assembly’s plenary session in Strasbourg, ano-
ther Committee, the Budget and Programme Commit-
tee, had met in Istanbul on April 12, 1985.

As regards the presence of the representatives of
the Turkish regime within the Assembly, French MP
Pignion pointed out that the Socialist Group ques
tioned the Turkish delegation’s credentials, “consider-
ing that concrete progress has not been accomplished
by the Turkish government for a return to a real dem-
ocratic life and for a full respect of human rights.”

Thereupon, at a meeting of the Rules Committee,
the validation of the Turkish delegation’s credentials
was approved by 9 votes against 6,

This decision of the Committee was opposed by
the Communist and Socialist Groups, whereas the Li-
beral Group gave it its backing.

Communist Group spokesperson Gianotti: “The
statutes of the Council of Europe has laid down very
strict conditions for affiliation to this body: It is not
possible to respect the human rights on even days and
not respect on odd days. Although the Council wanted
to continue its dialogue with Turkey, dialogue did not
imply recognition or admission to full membership.”

Socialist Group spokesperson Pigntion: ““Had Spain
and Portugal returned to democratic life only in ho-
moeopathic doses just as Turkey does today, they
would never be members of the Council of Europe.”

In order to consolidate the backing given by the
Conservatives and Liberals, the spokesperson of the
Turkish delegation, Kamran Inan, resorted to the Tur-
kish regime’s usual demagogy and blackmailing: *“To-
day, the Western World spends each year about 400 b
billions dollars for the defence of its freedoms, its way
of life, its civilisation and its institutions against a cer-
tain imperiglism. 1t is pity to dostroy by internal con-
flicts the values which we defend... We arc sure that
our partners will never leave us alone in the way of
democracy.”

Following these interventions, the Turksih dele-
gation’s credentials, after a roll-call vote, were declar-
ed valid.

In addition, the head of the Turkish delegation,
Mr Inan was re-elected deputy chairman of the Parlia-
mentary Assembly.

After these two fait accompli, the European MP's
started discussing the reports of both the Political and
Legal Affairs Committees.

The rapporteur of the Political Affairs Committee,
Mr Steiner, pointed out that since May 1984 a great
many events have occurred and that several political
realities coexist: the Government, the Turkish Grand
National Assembly which resulted from a restricted e-
lection, the Army and the political parties. He reminded
that martial law has been lifted in 44 out of 67 prov-
inees, but that it remains in force in the most densely-
populated. He pointed out that although the parties
which are represented at the Grand National Assembly
are allowed to develop their activities, some subjects
remain taboo. Mr Steines, found out that, even though
some progress has been made with regard to human
rights, lots of shortcomings still exist. For cxemple, a
great many universtly professors have been ousted; es-
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tirnates range from 500 to 1,600 if those who reported-
ly quitted on their own decision, —out of discourage-
ment— are taken into account. He added that all legal
political parties of Turkey deny the very existence of
any problem with regard to ethnic minorities,

As for the Legal Affairs Committee's rapporteur,
Mr Stoffelen, he noticed no change in the Turkish Con-
stituion nor in Turkish laws, He emphasized the inter-
ferences of the National Security Council in the gene-
ral election and the restrictions laid on the powers of
the Grand National Assembly. Mr Stoffelen cannot
understand how it is possible that martial law is still
in force in Ankara and Istanbul. He expressed concern
about the fate of the prisoners of opinion: “How could
a trade-unionist understand that membership of a
trade union is a scrious crime. 1've got indignant at
the news of the opening of a new investigation against
the members of the Peace Movement. If some mem-
bers of this Assembly (of the Council of Europe) were
Turksih citizens, they could be jailed!” The rapporteur
expressed his concern about the number of death sen-
tences and went on to say: “All those who visited Tur-
key last year will remember well the shocking descrip~
tion of the serious restrictions on the rights of defence,
The present situation is as least as bad. There is no
free contact between the detainnee and his or her
lawyer. The pecnal legislation, especially Articles
142 and 146, follow the example of Itallan penal law
during the Fascist regime.”

Mr Stoffelen, after having repeated his preoccu-
pations concerning human rights, concluded his view
as follows: *'It is clear that we can detect real progress
towards the full restoration of a normal parliamenta-
1y democracy and full respect of human rights... Yet,
there Is a long way to go to the restoration of normal
parliamentary democracy and full respect for human
rights,”” Nevertheless, he advised the Parliamentary As-
sembly to maintain dialogue with the Turkish regime.

After the presentation of the reports of the com-
mittees, Furopean deputies were called to express
their views on the situation in Turkey. Having obtain-
ed the validity of their credentials, Turkish deputies
also stood up to speak and even interrupted the Euro-
pean deputies criticizing the Turkish regime.

While French MP Dreyfus-Schmidt was speaking
of the rights of the minorities in Turkey, the former
foreign minister BayUlken interfered by shouting:
“The minorities question is not the subject.” He was
responded by the orator: ““This the freedom of expres-
sion!”

The Turkish spokespcrson, Inan accused French
socialists: “Instead of insisting upon European spirit,
they try to win agreement for socialist ideology. They
create gap between us. Your country (France) is the
place of refuge for Italian terrorists, the center of ter-
rorism... Your are member of a Parliament of Louis-
Philippe style, Mister Dreyfus-Schmidt!’

Another Turkish deputy, Ozarslan accused Euro-
pean countries by claiming that “Thousands of terro-
rists who had been obliged to flee from Tuzkey have
found refuge in European countries. The aim of these
persens is to do cverything in order to provoke a rup-
ture in Turco-Europcan relations.”

His colleague Celikbas made himself ridiculous
by asking a question: “l would like to know if the
existence of communist party is a sine qua non condi-
tion of a parliamentary democracy?”’

While the right-wing deputies, Lord Reay, Geof-
frey Finsberg and Corrie (United Kingdom), Cavalicre
and Bianco (ltaly), Spies von Bullesheim and Schwartz
{FRG) and Blenk (Austria) were defending the Tur-
kish regime, the progressive deputies criticized it as
follows:
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Mr Riesen (Switzeland): “Turkey showed a new
open-mindedness towards the Council’s criticisms but
that had to be followed by action, The Turkish dele-
gation had to justify Turkey’s policies in relation to
the Council’s resolutions. Turkey had scorned Recom-
mendation 974, which demanded the withdrawal of
Turkish troops from Cyprus. Although immediate
withdrawal of their troops could not be expected, they
should reduce the numkter of their troops in Cyprus.”

Mr Dreyfus-Schmidt (France) said that the report
showed too much optimism about Turkish democra-
cy. The only question at issue was whether democr-
cy currently existed in Turkey. The rapporteurs should
have added to their reports the fate of minorities in
Turkey. Everybody knows that, aceording to the Tur-
kish authorities, there is no Kurds in Turkey. They
are banned to say that they are Kurds and to have an
educaticon in their mother tongue... Somebodies hope
a spring of Ankara... Qur rapporteurs belicve in seeing
one swallow. But ono swallow does not make a sum-
mer."”

Mr Hesele (Austria) took note of the comment in
Mr Stoffelen’s report that the situation in Turkey did
not comply with the statutes of the Council of Eurg-
pe. It was important to remedy that. He regretted that
there had been no amnesty. He regretted the continu-
ation of torture and the death penalty. Finally, he said
that too little had been said of the situation of the
Kurds.

Mrs Aasen (Norway): “A political refugee from
Turkey came to Norway in 1975, He belonged to the
Kurdish minority in Turkey, He was a journalist and
had earlier been imprisoned in Turkey because he
protested against the wey in which the Kurds were
treated. In 1982 he wasgranted Norwegian citizenship.
Last year he returned to Turkey for seeing his aged
mother. Although he has been Norwegian since 1982,
Turkey has not taken the conzequencesof thischang e
of citizenship. It still insists on his being a Turkish cit-
izen. He has been imprisoned. Mts Reha Isvan, a pea-
¢e worker and the wife of the former mayor of Istan-
bul, has been in a military prison for 18 months. I ag-
ree with Arthur Miller that there is either democracy
or none of it, The Turkish people do not deserve a se-
cond-class democracy.”

Mr Anastassakos (Greece) said that Amnesty In-
ternational had reported last month that the Turkish
Government continued to torture and exccute politio-
al prisoners. The draft resolution was over-optimistic
about the slight liberalisation that had occured, Free-
dom c¢ould not be achieved through a dictatorship,
which would create fresh social problems, Greece had
experienced that. The Turkish delegates should tell
their government that public opinion in Europe was
shocked by the violation of human rights.

Mr Budtz (Denmatk}: “In the draft resolution we
say that we shall once more instruct our Political Af-
fairs Commmittee and Legal Affairs Committec to conti-
nue to follow the evolution of the position of Turkey
and report back. Nothing more. What it mcans in prac-
tise si that we shall do nothing, because it has btecn
proved that the Turkish authorities, which are strictly
controlled by the Turkish forces and the generals,
could not care in the slightest about what we say.
Two reports also prove that the so-called Turkish par-
lament is not representative, yct representatives from
the so-called parliament are sitting in this Agscmbly
and participating in the democratic votes. It is absurd,
and it harms the reputation of and respect of the
Council of Europe.”

Mr Martinez (Spain): *“‘Progress in Turkey towards
democracy and human rights has been unsatisfactory.
Turkey has to te judged by the standards members
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set for their own countries. There cannot be first-class
and second-class democracies. Turkey was only a semi-
democracy in a forum of full democracies.”

Mr Alemyr (Sweden): “‘Even if some progress can
be noted in the restoration of democracy in Turkey,
this Assembly of the Council of Europe must ask for
more, because we must be guided by the statutes of
our organisation and the principles laid down in the
European Convention on Human Rights. The fact re-
mains that Turkey cannot be regarded as democracy.
The reports provide evidence that things are a little
better in Turkey than they were a year ago, but that
they are not good enough for a member state of the
Council of Europe.”

Mr Alegre (Portugal) said that fact and fiction
about Turkey was not in accord with the statutes of
the Council of Europe. The fiction was that the Coun-
cil could influence Turkey. The reports simply put
forward regrets and hopes about a situation that was
not democratic at all. The so-called progress was sim-
ply the institutionalisation of a regime comprising ele-
ments of boths democracy and dictatorship. Either a
country was a democracy or it was not. The Council
of Europe should be aware of the more vigourous at-
titude of the EEC to human rights and should not
confine itself to lactical consideration of these mat-
ters - unless it was prepared to reduce its credibility.
He did not have double standards: he was against all
dictatorships,

Mr Vial-Massat (France) regretted that, despite
the evidence in the two reports, the Assembly had ra-
tified the credentials of Turkey. One year later there
was no decisive change but the draft resolution noted
with satisfaction that progress had been made... The
Assembly should rcmcmber the experience of some
of its own members in those situations where the im-
prisonment of communists was followed by the im-
prisonment of democrats and the rise of fascism.

Mr. Gianotti (Italy) emphasised that, unlike the
Atlantic Assembly, WEU or the European Parliament,
the Council of Europe had a specific responsibility to
defend the ethics and the culture not only of Europe
but of other countries. At the further risk of displeas-
ing the rapporteur of the Rules Committee, he would
reassert the indivisible principlc of freedom. Did the
Council of Europe want to support democracy or frus-
tatc it? The bechaviour of the majority of the Assem-
bly in 1984 had not encouraged but prevented demo-
cracy in Turkey. He was not satisfied with all aspects
of the draft resolution.

Mr Ncumann (FRG) observed that Mr Inan had
said thet Turkey had been criticised by socialists for
several years, It was not true. Socialists had criticised
only those in Turkcy who were denying their fellow
Turks basic human rights. Socialists and Conservatives
could agree on the defend of these rights. Turkey had
many mor¢ prisoners than any other country belong-
ing to the Council of Europe. People there were im-
prisoned for reasons not considered criminal elsewhere.

Mr Hardy (United Kingdom): *“The absence of
proper democratic structures and inadequate concern
and provision for human rights would disqualify Tur-
key from membership of the Assembly were it to be
merely an applicant country... I am told that a tea-
chers’ organisation has suddenly been declared illegal,
Its members are banned from public employment be-
cause of their membership of an illegal organisation. [
am told that members of another organisation have
been imprisoned because they seek to change the so-
cial order. What a precedent for members of the British
Labour Party, who make no secret of their beltef that
the social order should be changed. I suppose that
some Conscrvative members of the Assembly would
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rather like to see some of my colleagues and me be-
hind bars."”

Lady Fleming (Greece) said that in five years lit-
tle had changed in Turkey. The Council of Europe
consisted of twenty democracies and one dictatorship.
There was no such thing as a part-democracy, Turkey
did not accept the basic principles of the Council of
Europe. It continued to deny frcedoms: people were
in prison for reasons of conscience. The Greeks had
experienced dictatorship and wished to help the Tur-
kish people gain their freedom, The Assembly knew
that Turkey was a bloody dictatorship: she wondered
what the Council was waiting for.

Mr Gardia (Portugal): “The changes sought in
Turkey have not happened. There has been dialogue
with some results, but 1 doubt whether dialogue pre-
vails when the Assembly is discussing Turkey. The
overweaning arrogance and vehemence of many spea-
kers is alarming and 1 whother on certain major issues
the Assembly is becoming a forum for reaipolitik.
The future is uncertain and one day the Turkish con-
cept of democracy may be considered applicable to
other member states. The Assembly’s members are
friends of Turkey but greater friends of democracy.”

Mr Cox (United Kingdom): “If the powers-that-
be in Turkey wish Turkey to remain a member of the
Council of Europe, they must be in doubt about what
the rules of the Assembly are, Where is the real power
in Turkey now? Isit with parliament or with the army?
They both cannot have it. There have been comments
about visits to prisons, 1t is no good just walking a-
round a prison; one has to know what is going on
within it,”

In spite of all these cricisims, the two rapporteurs
defended their position at the end of the dabate and
insisted that the proposition of Resolution should be
adopted without any changement. Nevertheless, Mr
Steiner admitted that there was a great problem with
minorities in Turkey, but rapid progress could not be
expected and such a problem could te resolved only
if there were movement towards genuine democracy.

Finally, after having made a few changements,
the Parliamentary Assembly of the Council of Europe
adopted the following text of Resolution:

RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF EUROPE

The Assembly,

1. Having examined the reports of its Political Af-
fairs Committee (Doc, 5378)and its Legal Affairs Com-
mittee (Doc. 5391), which take account of the fact-
finding mission carried out in Turkey by the respective
rapporteurs from 5 to 9 March {985;

2. Recalling its previous positions, in particular
its Resolution 822 (1984), detailing a number of mea-
sures which would be conductive to furthering the res-
toration of democratic normality and respect for hu-
man rights, in accordance with the statutory obliga-
tions of Council of Europe membership;

3. Noting with satisfaction the progress achieved
over the past year towards the normalisation of polit-
ical and parliamentary life, although it is still restrict-
ed, notably due to martial law which implies the sus-
pension of several rights and liberties as well as of the
separation of powers;

4, Noting with satisfaction the progessive lifting
of martial law, this measure having been implemented
in a further 11 provinces on 19 March 1985, but re-
gretting that these emergency provisions still remain
in force in 23 of Turkeys's 67 provinces,

5. Noting that the press today is more free in dis-
cussing and criticising the government, the Grand Na-
tional Assembly and political life in general, while still
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being subject to certain restrictions especially where
radioftelevision is concerned;

6. Welcoming the spirit ih which the seven-mem-
ber committec of the Grand National Assembly on
prison conditions is approaching its work, which it has
chosen to interpret as a long-term mandate;

7. Concerned at the restrictions imposed in the
life of the universities;

8. Concerned also by the fact that mass trials, like
those of members of DISK and the Turkish Peace As
sociation (TPA), are still continuing, and that new
trials are being prepared against TPA, several of whose
members are still in prison;

9. Reiterating its sorious concern at the restric-
tions on the right of defence which affect both the
accused and their lawyers in the ongoing mass trials,
some of whick have entered their final stages;

10. Recalling its Resolution 727 (1980}, appeal
ing to parliaments of those member states of the Coun-
cil of Europe which have retained capital punishment
for crimes committed in times of peace, to abolish it
from their penal systems, and deploring that the death
sentence is so often asked for and pronounced in Tur-
key, before being submitted for ratification by the
Grand National Assembly, in accordance with the
Constitution;

11, Expressing its indignation at the continued
terrorist attacks on Turkish citizens, and diplomats in
particular, and stressing that this sort of action in no
way serves the cause of democracy, but on the con-
trary tends to strengthen the enemies of democracy
in Turkey;

12. Reaffirming its interest in the result of the
procecdings currently pending before the European
Commission of Human Rights which recently carried
out its decision, following an invitation by the Tur-
kish Government, to send a delegation to Turkey to
gather first-hand information on the current situation
as it relates to Turkey’s obligations under the Euro-
pean Convention on Human Rights;

13. Noting the express assurance of the Turkish
Prime Minister that the period of remand in custody
without contacts with family or lawyer, still legally set
at 45 days, is now in practice restricted to ten days,
subject to two extensions each for a further ten days,
and noting also that this practice is likely soon to be
given legal force, but expressing its concern that any
period of such detention is a grave infringement of
human rights and its anxiety that such detention
should be reduced to an absolute minimum as soon as
possible;

14, Recalling its constant concern for the remov-
al of the restrictions which continue to affect the ex-
ercise of the rights of trade unions, of political parties
and of minoirities,

15. Urges the Turkish Government and the Grand
National Assembly that they should continue to give
attention to all the measures listed in Resolution 822
(1984}, and in particular:

i. to make full use of their constitutional powers
to secure the continued abolition of martial law and
of the state of emergency which has often replaced it
in most of the provinces, until normal civilian courts
have full jurisdiction over the whole country;

ii. to take immediate stepstoward granting amnes-
ty to those prosecuted or convicted for their opinions,
exploiting to the full those possibilities which exist
short of amending the Constitution, such asspecifying
the notion of “‘crime against the state” in such a way
that those who are not condemned or accused of cri-
mes of violence can be freed, at least conditionally;

iii, to accelerate progess towards the necessary
full affirmation of political pluralism and human rights,
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The European Parliament,
the Kurdish minority,

of Diyarbakar,

Aslan who was hung in the Burdur prison.

of human rignts;

RESOLUTICN COF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT

While the Parliarientary Assembly of the Council of Europe was adopting a moderate texte con-
cerning the situation in Turkey, the Europcan Parliament, on April 18, 1985, adopted ¢ Resolution
accusing the Ankara regime of pursuing the violation of human rights and a bloody State terror.

On the other hand, many members of the European Parliament have tabled oral and written gues-
tion and propositions of resolution on the situation in Turkey.

We are reproducing below the full text of the adopted Resolution:

A. whereas the present regime in Turkey has launched a systematic campaign of genocide against
B, having regard to tho recent death sentence given to 30 Kurdish soldiers by the military court

C. having repard to the new trial of 84 Kurdish fighters in the specinl military court of Diyarbakir
for 13 of whom the prosccuting officer requested the death penalty (including two who were youths
under the age of 16), whilc 4 othar persons were unable to appear in court since they had died in the
meantime from the torture inflicted upon them during their imprisonment,

D. aware that the Turkish authorities carry out death sentences, as happened in the case of Hhdir

E. having regard to the recent condemnation by twe famous playwrights, namely the American,
Arthur Miller ond the Briton, Harold Pinier who, on a visit to Turkey, said thot human rights were
being violated there and intellectuul freedem suppressed by torture,

1, Calls for an end to the death sentences issued by the Turkish military courts which provoke
the justified abhorrence of international public opinion;

2. Pemands that the death scntences that rave Leen issued arc not carried out;

3, Calls on the Turkish authorities to bring an ¢nd to the inhuman conditions surrounding the
treatment, detention and interrogation of political detainees since this constitutes a ruthless violation

4, Calls on the governments of the Member States and, in particular, the Foreign Ministers meet-
ing in political cooperation to exert as much pressure as possible to ensure that a halt is called to the
death sentences and ¢xecutions, and the human rights and freedoms of the Turkish people upheld;

5. Instructs its President to forward this reselution to the Councit, the Comiuission, the Govern-
ment of the Member States ang the Turkish authotitics.
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encompassing freedom of association including witiin
trade umions, freedom for political personalities in-
cluding those temporarily excluded from parliament,
all rights of minoritics, of the press, and especizily
broadcasting, and of education;

16. Express the hope that the Grand Mational As-
sembly will not ratify the dcath sentences at present
referred to it;

17. Instructs its Political and Legal Affairs Com-
mittee to continue to follow the evolution of the sit-
uation in Turkey, and to report back to it at the latest
at the beginning of the 38th session of the Parlisinen-
tary Assembly, in the light of the response and con-
crete action taken by the government and Grand Na-
tional Assembly.

FAILURE AT THE MINISTRERIAL COMMITTEE

On the other hand, despite all cfforts of the “Tur-
kish lobby" in Strasbourg, the Turkish Goverument
did not succced in having itz Foreien Affairs Minister
appointed to the presidency of the Councit of Europe
Ministerial Committee of the next 6-month term.

In may 1981, under thc imilitary government,
Turkey had “voluntarily™ rcnounced to hier turn which
falls successively, every six months, to a member
country of the “21", in nlphabetical order. The Minis-
terial Commlttec had decided that Turkey could as
sume the presidency, as soon as democracy will be
restored in that country.

At the meeting of the Ministerial Committec of
November 22, 1954, a few months after the Turkish
“parlinmentarians’” reintegration into the Parliamen-
tary Assembly, Turkey had claimed the presidency of
the Ministerial Committec, but, for lack of a favora-
Lle consensus, the Ministerial Cormuitice postponed

once again the discussion on the presidency to the
next year,

Furthermore, following this decision, the Turkish
Government has withdrawn its ambassador from the
Ministerial Cominittee, where she rerresented the Tur-
kish Minister sincc Novembeor 1984,

PIET DANKERT iN TURKEY

Former Speaker of the European Parliament,
Dutch Parliamentarian Piet Dankert made a onc-week
visit to Turkey to find out atout the state of human
rights in this country.

After mecting some prominent journalists, frade
union officials, academics and public figures in Istan-
bul on Moreh 23-24, Mr Dankert procceded to Anka-
1a and aftcrwards to Diyarbakir.

In Ankara, he inet with thie Speaker of the Tur-
kish National Assembly, Necmettin Karaduman, Pri-
me Minister Turgut Ozal, Justice Minister Necat El-
dem, the lcaders of the present political parties as
well as with former Prime Minsiters Ecevit and Demir-
¢l, who have heen banncd from taking part in pofiti-
cal activities for ten years.

During his Ankara talks, Mr Dankert said perti-
nent clements exist to revive ties between Turkey and
the EEC and insisted that the Turkish regime should
make further effoits on some burning questions such
as granting a general amnesty, abolishing the death
penalty, full respect for human rizhts, “As a member
of the Council of Europe, Turkey should act in con-
formity with the human rights standards adopted by
Europe. Of all Vestern EBuropean countries Turkey is
the only one which keeps capital punishment in force.
Trade union richts should be entircly respected. Since
Turkey is a member of the Council of Europe, no one
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can accept the establishmernt of an ‘oriental demo-
cracy’ in this country, Tuckey should abide by the
provisions of the European Convention on Human
Rights as one of its signatories,’ he said.

With regard to the practice of tortures, he remind-
cd that “if a Turkish migrant worker is beaten in @
police station in Holland, not only the staff of this
center but the Dutch Government as well beors res-
ponsibility for this act. Therefore, it is not convincing
to clairn that the beating in some pulice stations in
Turkey is out of the spherc of responsibility of the
Turkish Government.”

After his talks with city administraters and his
vigit to tho military prison in Diyarbakar, Air Dankert
told the press that he had been able 1o obtain all in-
formation required concerning the conditions of poli-
tical detainecs znd that hc contemplated elaborating
them afterwards.

Speaking about his contacts with the Turkish so-
cial-denrocrat leaders who are divided in three politic-
al parties, Mt Dankert cxprossed his hope that the So-
cisl democrats wiil win in the ncxt jenera) election,
but he refused to favor any of the three parties.

Before leaving Turkey on March 30, Mr Dankert
held a press conference in Istanbul and revealed that
priscacrs in Diyarbakir Military Prison told him they
had teen tortured.

“Allegations on torture, procceding according to
the Turkish authorities from western sources, are more
or less the samc as those prisoners made in my pre-
sence,” he sald.

He urzed the Turkish parliament to be mote acti-
ve¢ on human rights issues so as to remove all obstacles
preventing the stalled relations betwecn the Eurcpaoan
Community and Turkey from taking a fresh start.

The former Speaker of the European Parliament
is to report to the Socialist Group of the Evnropean
Parliament and fo submit his impressions to the five
countries which have lodged a complaint against Tur-
key with the Furopean Commission for Humarn Rizhts,

TURKS OF BULGARIA, KURDES OF TURKEY

During the recent mectings of the Parliamentary
Assembly of the Counceil of Europe, the Turkish de-
legation madc attemps for putting on the agenda a
rcport and a draft resolution on the fate of the Turkish
minority in Bulgaria, but this demand was not accept-
ed by the Standing Commitize.

Thereupon, the spokosman of the Turkish delega-
tion, Kamran Inan, tabled the following amendment
to the Resclution on the situation in Turkey:

“(The Assamnbly), expressing its concern that the
Turkish minority in Dulgaria is deprived of the right
to enjoy its own culture, to excrcise its religion, to
speak its own language and is subjoct to a systematic
campaign which includes violeiwce and murder in ord-
er to force the wmembers of this minority to change
their neines into Bulgarian ones, calls on the Gavern-
ment of the Popular Republic of Bulgaria to put un
immcdiate end to this tepressive policy snd to allow
the Turkish minoirty to enjoy fully all the rights stip~
ulated in international agreoments and in the Bulgarian
Constitution.”

Releting to this draft amendment, some Euro-
pean depvties inade the following remarks during the
debatos:

Vial-Massat (France): “If it is {rue, as underiined
by this proposition, that the right to cnjoy their own
culture, to excrcise their own regligion, to speak their
own language, to maintain their traditions and raorals
and to safeguard their national and cultural unity
should be a reality in all countries as woll as in Bulpa-
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ria, that should be nyjore necessary for a country which
is memter of the Council of Europe. And the Kurdish
pecple, that is to say 10 million citizens of Turkey,
should benefit from the same rights of ethnic minori-
ties a5 they arv defined by our Assembly. It is very far
from being the case, For me, this draft amenment is &
maneuvre of diversion, I remind a famous French pro-
verb: ‘Thosc who wish to sweep others’ homes should
sweep first of all the front of their houses.”

Gianotti (Italy): “After the drsfe smendment of
Mr Inan on the Turks of Bulgaria, 1 intend to present
a new amcndinent in order that the Kurdish minority
of Turkey should no more be deprived of its cultural
and religious rights and that it should no more be vic-
tim of the violtice and man-huntiigs banned by in-
ternztional apgrecments and the Turkisih Constitution.”

Neumann {FRG): “If it is legitimate to examine
the violation of human rights of which the islamic
minorities of Bulparia are victims, it seeins reasonable,
as underlined by Gianotti, to evoke the situation of
the Kurdish minority in Turkcy as we are debating the
sitwztion in this country. I wonder if the Turkish Go-
vernment freats its own minority in the way which it
waits that the Bulgarian Government should respect?”

In order to avoid the insertion of a harsher para-
#raph concerning the fate of Kurds and other minori-
ties into 1he Resolution, Iman was obiiged to with-
draw his amendment.

Howcver, Inan and two other Turkish deputies
as well as seven European deputies have made 8 writ-
tcn deelaration to the press, “doploring that no op-
portunity is to be given during this plenary session to
debate the appalling breaches of human nights teing
inflicted on the Turksih minority in Bulgaria.”

On the otlicr hand, two Belgian deputies, Vande-
meulebroucke and Knijpers, tabled on March 22, 1985
the following draft resoiution at the European Parlia-
ment on the fatc of the Turkish minority in Bulgaria:

The European Parliament,

A, having regard to its resolutions of May 1984
on human rights in the world,

B. having regard to Article 27 of the Internation-
a! Covenant on Civil and Potitical Rights which stip-
ulates that in those States in which cthnic, ruligious
or linpuistic minorities cxist, persons belonging to
such miroritics shall not be denicd the rights, in com-
munity with thc other members of their group, to en-
joy their culture, to profess and practice their own re-
ligion, or to use their own language,

C. whereas the Bulgarian security forces are con-
ducting a reign of wrror in hundreds of town and vik
lages in Dulparic where the Turkish community is re-
sisting Covernment pressure on them to adopt Bulgar-
ian namc¢s and whergas many people have died in
these attacks,

i. Protests strongly at the represzion of the Tur-
Kish minority in Bulgaria;

2. C4lls on Bulgaria to observe Article 27 of the
International Covenant on Civil an Palitical Rights;

3. Instructs its President to forward this resolu-
tion to the Council, Commissior and foreign Minis-
ters meeting in political cooperation,

WCL BEHIND DISK

At the end of March, the Deputy Secretary Gen-
eral of the World Confederation of Labor, Mr Flor
Bleux, paid a working visit to the leaders of DISK
who had recently been releascd. FEven though the
WCL considers that it is a step in the good dircction,
the fact remains that the DISK leaders are still under
pressure of a trial which is not expected to come to
an end in the near future, During his meeiing with the
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DISK leaders, Flor Bleux said the WLC is prepared to
support DISK in its stmuggle for frecdom of trade un-
ion osganization in Turkey.

ICFTU ADDRESSING COUNCIL OF EURCPE

Prior to the session f the Council of Europe Par-
liamentary Assembly, the International Confederation
of Free Trade Unions (ICFTU) has scnt a letter to the
Speaker, Mr Ahrens, expressing the Confedcration’s
concern about the violation of trada union rights and
besic liberties.

The ICFTU once apain insisted that the unjust
trial of the DISK leaders e halted and that DISK's
property be returned to its legitimate owner,

SOLIDARITY WITH PEACE ACTIVISTS

In late March, severzl personalities of the VWest-
. German Pcace Movement addressed an appeal te_the
“Prosident of the Turkish Republic”, Kenan Evren,
. -calting for the release of those among the membets of
the Turksih Peace Committee who were already im-
prisoned, and caliing for an cnd 1o arrests and trials as
well as the possibility to develep freely activites in fa-
vOr of peace.

In their appeal, these German personalities say:
“¥e have learned from the history of our eountry
what danzers can result from the nersecution of
groups and persons commnitted to peace. Fersecuticns
of groups working for peace always have had the ef-
feet of reinforcing those poiitical forces which were
seeking to attain their objectives by brandishing in tie
end military threats or by rcsorting 1c violence - and
which, by doing so, plunged the people into waz."”

CENSORSHIP IN AUSTRALI/A

As port ol a prograin called “Our Songs Are Sis
teis...”, Kurdish singers Sivan Perwer and Gitlistan, o-
long with Turksih artists Mclike Demirag and Sanar
Yurdatapan, performed two congcerts in Melboume,
Australia, on February 9 and 16.

On this occasion, all of them were intervicwed by
KRadio 2EA, a radio station based in Sydney. But tie
broadcasting of this interview wnrs cancelled under
oressute of the Turkish Censulate and of socme sym-
pathizers of the Turkish rerime within this broadeas-
ting corporation. This act of cencorship has subse-
quently been denounced by Kurdish and Turkish as
saciaitons in Ausiralia and by a great many demociat-
ic orcanizgtions, As a result of these strong reactions,
Kadio 2EA was forced in the end to broadcast it none-
theless, but cortain parts remained censored.

Several domocratic organizations, both in Austra-
lia znd in Eurape, have blamced this radio station for
yviclding to the Turkish regime’s pressuge.

BLATANT DISTORTION BY
TURKISH AMBASSADOR

Mrs Raymonde Dury, hiember of the Euroncan
Paramens, addressing 1o the Turkish Embassy in
Brussels, has drawn the Turkish regime's attention to
two alarming cases:

1. Mr Tamer Kayas, a Turkish journalist who was
sentenced to 10 years' imprisonment simply because
he had made use of freedom of expression,

Z. Mr Recezp Marash, former chicf editer of Xo-
mal Pubiishing House, who was sentenced to several
prison terms totallinz 19 years’ jail. These scniences
were upheld by the Military Court of Appeal.

Both were convicted of contravening articles 142,

Info-Tiirk, E.102-p.7

143, 155, 159, 173 and 311 of the Turkish Penal Code,
pertaining to propaganda of cocialist or “separatist”
ideas.

The reply of the Turkish Ambassador in Brusscls,
Mr Faik Melek, to iirs Dury’s letters illustrates once
azain the Turkish regime’s concepticn of “‘opinion of-
fenses”. This conception i in no way compatible
with the Eivopean Convention on biuman Righits,

We have reprinted below the Turkish Ambassa-
dor’s reply, dated February 15th 1985, with regard
to journalist Tamer Kayas.

“To the Honorabie Member of Parliament,

I have rcceived yonr fetter of Junuary 28th
§985, in which you refer to the scntence passed by
the Turkish Courts on hir Tamer Kayas,

“Having gathered all necessary mfomation on this
subject, 1 would like io inform you that Mr Tamer
Kayas,, journalist, has not teen sentenced to 10 vears’
imprison:nent simply for making use of the freedom

~ _of expression every Turkish citizen fully enjoys, but in

fact becaise -he has Yeen convicied of contravenimy-
articles 142, 143, 155,159 and -¥73 of 1he Turkish .

""" ""Pemal Codg pertaining to offenses against the stateand -

its institutions, notably illegal attempts aiming at sup-
pressing the Constitution of the Republic of Turkey,
gither directly or throuyh propazanda, at enforcing the
tule of onc class upon the nthers or at introdueing
discriminations based on language, race or religion,

“Since then, the fact hos been established tl:at
the propaganda used to this end, far from being 2 sim-
ple use of freedom of expression, has had the effect
not ounly of inciting, but zlso of fueling terrorism,
which from 1975 to 1980 resulted in a death toll of
over five thousand.

“] weuld also like to emphasize that the Turkish
Penal Code, which is in force since 1926, comprises
precise provisions with regard to the acts and offenses
it defines.

“On the other hand, T would like to draw yout
sitention to the fact that the articles of the Turkish
legislation are de jure invalidated, if they happen to
e in contradiction with the international documents
which have been signed and ratified by Turkey. There-
fore it is impossible for me te share the view you put
forward on the incompatibility of article 142 of the
Turkish enal Code with article i@ of the Europcan
Conventicn on liuman Rights. o addition, to my
knowledge, paragraph 2 of artizle 10 of the afore-
meationed Convention is in perfect harmony with the
Turkish Penal Code,”

In his reply, the Terkish Ambassador is trying to
distrot blatantly tne fucts,

- First, all articies of the Turkish Penal Code which
are heinp referced to, have no relation to {he “ilegal
attempts’ described in the leiter, They are merely ar-
ticles relating to *‘offenses” of propapanda, that is to
tive use of frecdom of cxpression. A publication mcant
to bring about some changes in the Constitution and
to defend claims of the working class or of an ethnic
community does never eonstitute an “offcnse™ in the
countrics which have signed the Luropean Conven-
tion on Humanr Ri;hts,

- Second, thie aforementioned articles wers taken
from Afussolini's Penal Code and integrated into the
Turkish Penal Cude in 1936, These anti-democmtic
articles are no loager in foree in Ialy,

- Third, despite the fact that thesc articles are in
contradiction with the Eurcpean Convention on Hu-
man Rights, whicli hus bteen signed and ratified by
Turkuy, they have not yet been invalidatcd de jure,
on the contrary, the present repime is enforcing them
systematically against all hiy opponens, both left-
wingers and Kurds,
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- Fourth, paragraph 2 of articie 10 of the Euro-
pean Convention regarding restrictions to the cxercice
of frecdom of expression, must not be interpreted ar-
bitrarily by any signatory country. If a text published
by a European journalist docs not constitute an “‘of-
fense” aand if it is not subjected to any restriction of
frecdom of cxpression in the other signatnry coun-
trics, onc single country cannot be entitled to jail thus
journalist,

Whereas the communist parties are fully legal and
represented in the national assemblies as well as in the
European Parliament and in the Council of Europe,
puarantor for the Evropean Convention on Human
Rights, the enforccment of article 142 opainst a
marxist journalist in Turkey is o blatant abuse of pa-
ragraph 2 of article 10 of the European Convention,

LAWYERS REBUFFED 3Y AMBASSADOR

The Turkish Ainbassador in Srusscls is not the
orly one to behave as diplomatic miscions of dictato-
rial regiimes use to do.

One March 29, 1985, the Turkish Anibassador in
the Netherlands, 3t Avhan Kamel, refused {o receive
a delegation of the Dutch Bor Association, As part of
Amnesty Inigrnational’s campaign apainst torture, the
Bar Association wanted to express its concern gbout
the fact that in Turkey too prisoncrs arc subjocted to
torturc.

According to lawyer G.A. Stuyling de Lange, tbe
Bar Association wished to get further information
about the fate of their colleague Mtimtaz Kotan, who
was arrésted in 1980, After g first cight-year prison
sentence was quacshed, he was again put on trial.

According to the Dutch daily Volkskrantof Mazch
30, A.1. has learned from several sources that Xotan
was tortured on sevcral occasions, since his arrest. A
colleague of Xotap, who was arrested at the same
time in April 1980, described afterwards how they
had been treated on their way back from the court
room to the prison,

“Soldiers werc sitting on top of the van. Three
soldiers got into the van behind us. Beforc the van

the coining issee to be published in a few weeks.
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shot off, vne of them said: ‘Why did you submit a writ-
ten defence (to the court)?” Thercupon, they started
striking on my head and back, then in my recr and
on may back. During the ride, all of s were being hit
by them. Particularly Miimtaz Kotan was mercilessly
beaten nevertheless he didn't say anything...”

f-ollowing a previous intervention on behalf of
the political detainees, Ambassador Ayhan Kamel re-
counized, in a letter addressed to A.L, that there had
been human rights violations in his country. But, in
his view, these events were isolated ones which have
been investigated, He blamed AL for not Leing ob-
jective. It would have been better, iie said, that ALl
underlines dursing its eampaign that things had im-
proved in Turkey as regards Iuman rights,

THE TIMES  REPORT ON KOTAN

The case of Milmtaz [otan had been mads public
a few mcnths ago by the British daily The Times. On
November 27, 1984, the correspondant of tho daily,
Mrs. Caroline Moorehad reported the detnils below:

“A 42 ycar-old lawycr from Ankara, imprisoned in
Diyarbakir military prison since April, 1983, is believ-
¢d to have beon torturcd repeatedly since his arrest.

“Milmtaz Kotan is a Kurd and hc has besn sent-
cneed to eight years in prison to be followed by two
years and ecight months internal cxile, on charges of
belonging to the illegal Kurdish organization Rizgari,
Hc has not becn charped with any involvement in vi-
olent activities.

“This is Miimtaz Kotau's sccond prison sentence,
In 1971 he was arrested and tried for membership of
a Kurdish cultural organization, In Lis defence speech,
he uphcld the Kurdish language and culture and stat-
¢d that he believed Kurds were being wrongly oppres-
sed, He was then sentenced to 16 years in prison, but
released after the peneral emnesty of 1974,

“There have been several hunger strikes at Diyar-
bakir military prison to protcst against torture and
prison conditions. In Auyust last year, Mimtaz Fo-
tan’s health was said to have been critical because of
repcated torture.”
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