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1. What Does the CHP Think About The Resolution of the Kurdish 

Question? 

The CHP considers the Kurdish question primarily as a problem of 

democracy and therefore thinks it cannot be resolved through ‘security-

oriented’ means. Militaristic methods for the resolution of the Kurdish issue 

should be permanently removed from the agenda. The CHP accepts the full 

resolution of the Kurdish issue with all its dimensions, the elimination of 

violence as a method and the establishment of permanent peace as Turkey’s 

most fundamental political priorities. With this understanding, the CHP 

supports every step that augments hope on the road for peace.  

2. What Does the CHP Think about the “Resolution Process”?  

The launch of the state of non-conflict, the end of armed violence and the 

significant decrease in deaths are without a doubt very valuable 

developments. For the CHP, the priority is for arms to never again form part 

of the agenda within the context of the Kurdish question. For this reason, it 

is our common responsibility to be very delicate with ‘peace.’ We should not 

sacrifice the opportunity to establish permanent peace, where youth not only 

today but will never again die in conflict, to political ambitions and flawed 

methods. The reason for the CHP’s objections to the current model of the 

‘resolution process’ and its insistence on its proposal for a concrete method 

is the responsibility it accepts to prevent sacrificing the opportunity to 

establish a Turkey where youth will not die as a result of the government’s 

insincerity and political ambitions. Thus the CHP objects to the conduct of 

the current process not due to political concerns but because it foresees that 

permanent peace cannot be achieved through it.  

3. What is the CHP’s Political Attitude towards the “Resolution 

Process”? 

Since the beginning, the CHP has foreseen that the model employed for the 

current process is not the right model and thus cannot ensure the resolution 

of the Kurdish question or the establishment of permanent peace. A number 

of actions taken by the AKP government during the process have confirmed 

the CHP’s convictions; refusing CHP’s concrete legislative proposals that 

would assure significant progress in the resolution of the Kurdish question, 

insisting on withholding the process from the Grand National Assembly of 

Turkey and the public even though this is the only way to achieve ‘societal 

normalization of peace’, and consistently changing its attitude on the 



resolution according to the political context. The AKP is not conducting 

‘politics for peace’, it is taking the hope for peace hostage for its 

political objectives. Even though it foresees that the current model will not 

establish permanent peace, the CHP has not objected to or blocked any step 

taken as part of the process because it believes that every such effort that 

raises hope for peace is valuable. In fact, it has contributed to it with 

concrete proposals.  

4. What has the CHP done so far during the “Resolution Process”? 

The CHP thinks that peace should be sought through political means instead 

of military ones and that the current method is flawed. As a necessary 

outcome of these convictions, since the beginning of the process, the CHP: 

 Supported political reconciliation and put forward the priority that arms 

should not become tools for enforcing the rehandling of the issue, 

 Gave the government a blank check due to its determination not to 

forestall any step in the way of peace, 

 Stated that the current model is not right and cannot establish permanent 

peace. It explicitly put forward the correct model for peace and proposed 

legislation within this framework.  

 With the belief that increasing democratic standards, meeting Kurdish 

people’s demands for their rights and implementing equal citizenship 

principles are non-negotiable, it introduced proposals that will ensure the 

highest democratic standards. 

 While on the one hand proposing a concrete model for the resolution of 

the constitutional dimensions of the Kurdish question, it also introduced 

27 legislative proposals for the resolution of the legal dimensions of the 

issue.  

5. What are the Main Pillars of the CHP’s Model for Resolution?  

There are 4 main pillars of the CHP’s model, which will generate societal 

normalization of peace and create a permanent resolution. It has been 

designed through an investigation of global models and by taking into 

account the unique nature of Turkey’s Kurdish question.   

 Urgently undertaking steps that will increase Turkey’s democracy and 

human rights standards, resolve the legal aspects of the Kurdish question 

and ensure serious progress in the path towards full democracy and 



equal citizenship: the CHP introduced 27 concrete legislative proposals 

in the Grand National Assembly for this purpose.  

 

 Establishment of a Societal Consensus Commission in the Grand National 

Assembly of Turkey with participation of political parties: This 

commission, which will be created with the participation of all political 

parties, will form the basic consensus platform for the resolution of the 

question with all its dimensions, including those that are constitutional.  

The Commission will take the government’s ideas and recommendations 

for the resolution of the Kurdish question. With participation from all 

political parties in its work, it will then formulate feedback and 

suggestions on the government’s approach. In addition, relevant 

institutions of the government will relay their opinions to the Commission. 

Following 12 months of work, the Commission will present its report, 

prepared and approved through consensus, to the General Assembly of the 

Grand National Assembly of Turkey. As a body that functions as a basic 

platform and mechanism of reconciliation, the “Societal Consensus 

Commission” will also confer responsibilities to the “Committee for 

Shared Wisdom.” 

• Committee for Shared Wisdom: The Committee for Shared Wisdom will 

work as the main mechanism for actors not represented in the Grand 

National Assembly, such as civil society organizations, syndicates and 

professional chambers to relay their thoughts on the process to the 

Consensus Committee and thus contribute to the societal normalization 

of peace. In addition, within the responsibilities conferred to it by the 

Consensus Committee, it will be able to organize meetings, present its 

own opinions and take on the “Monitoring Committee Function” 

during the organization’s disarmament process.  

 

• Turkish Model for a Truth Commission: All around the world “Truth 

Commissions” have been necessary mechanisms for the resolution of 

questions like the Kurdish one. They function to confront the past, to 

reveal injustices so they can be appropriately dealt with, to allow 

segments of society to permanently ‘make peace’ and to reinstitute a 

culture of living together. In the CHP’s peace model, a “Truth 

Commission” in the Grand National Assembly, which will take into 

account Turkey’s Kurdish question’s unique aspects, will be established 

so that the wounds of past traumas can be healed. 



 

6. Why is the CHP Insistent on the Conduct of a Transparent and 

Participatory Peace Process on the grounds of the Grand National 

Assembly? 

The Kurdish question is a multidimensional issue that has deep historical 

and sociological roots. Implementing political and economic measures and 

ensuring equal citizenship and full democracy through constitutional and 

legal guarantees are necessary for the resolution of such an issue. However, 

these measures are not sufficient by themselves. For permanent peace to be 

achieved, there needs to be societal buy-in to the process, the widest possible 

social consensus has to be achieved, and trust and unity has to be instituted 

between different segments of society. The issue is not limited to the 

institutionalization of equal citizenship and fundamental rights legally but 

extends to the adoption of an equal and free practice of life. Therefore, the 

only way to ensure societal buy-in and secure peace is to conduct a pluralist 

process within the Grand National Assembly. Conduct of the process on 

the legal grounds of the Assembly will also remove one of the most 

significant issues that the current model possesses; the danger of making the 

hope for peace hostage to the political calculations of a single party, to the 

personal will of a single person.  

None of the criticisms that the CHP has expressed with regard to the process 

was undertaken for the sole purpose of opposition. They have all been 

supported by concrete legislative proposals. These proposals are proof that 

the CHP has not ignored any dimension of the Kurdish question.  

The CHP has introduced 27 concrete legislative proposals in order for the 

Kurdish question to be resolved within the framework of democratization 

and equal citizenship. These proposals have been rejected in the Grand 

National Assembly with votes from the AKP’s majority. They were 

formulated to fully resolve the legal dimensions of the Kurdish question.  

(For the 27 legislative proposals see: ADDENDUM-1) 

7. Is the CHP Unanimously Agreed on its Proposed Peace Process? 

The CHP, with its management, organization and party base, is in agreement 

on the process. Naturally, there may be individuals within the party who 

have differing opinions on the method employed for peace. However, the 



CHP’s official policy on the resolution of the Kurdish question is self-

evident from the legislative proposals it has introduced. The CHP views the 

Kurdish question not as a vote-seeking tool but as a problem that 

deteriorates societal peace. For this reason, the CHP’s priorities are the 

adoption of a democratic, constructive method in light of the experience of 

other countries who have confronted similar problems and an urgent focus 

on the resolution of the problem. 

8. What Role Does the CHP Envision for the New Constitution in the 

Resolution of the Kurdish Question? 

The CHP foresees that the Kurdish question cannot only be resolved through 

legal reforms. There are Constitutional steps that need to be taken for peace. 

The Constitution, as opposed to laws, is the basic foundation document that 

reflects the widest consensus of society. It is a societal contract that defines 

the main framework of political and societal life. Therefore, as a founding 

document, the Constitution has to be designed not as the proposal of one 

political party but as the end-result of a broad-based democratic 

process during which all societal groups discuss and meet on common 

denominators.  

With reference to the Kurdish question, the CHP has proposed legislation for 

“The Creation of a Societal Consensus Commission and a Committee of 

Shared Wisdom” so that this democratic process can function within the 

Grand National Assembly and can be institutionalized independently of one 

single party’s will. While the Kurdish question has Constitutional 

dimensions, their existence is not an obstacle to legal steps that can be taken 

to create significant progress in the resolution of the question and to improve 

democracy and human rights standards. The CHP has put forth concrete 

legislative proposals with the belief that societal ease achieved through legal 

reforms would facilitate further societal consensus. These proposals have 

been rejected with the AKP’s votes. 

9. What Does the CHP Think about Education in the Mother Tongue 

and on Issues regarding Education in the Mother Tongue? 

The CHP accepts the mother tongue as a basic human right. It is the 

CHP’s priority for all obstacles regarding citizens’ learning and usage of 

their mother tongue, in addition to the common language Turkish, to be 

removed. The CHP advocates the right of every citizen to learn their mother 

tongue as their basic right. The CHP thinks that the framework for education 



in the mother tongue should be designed without any political prejudices and 

in light of pedagogical evaluations that consider children’s highest benefit.  

 

10. Why Has the CHP not been ‘Part in the Resolution Process’ in its 

Current Form? 

The CHP has provided concrete contributions to the resolution of the 

Kurdish question through introducting legislative proposals, expressing 

concrete methodical suggestions that would truly ensure permanent peace 

and voicing constructive criticism in every stage of the process despite the 

government’s deliberate propaganda that aimed to portray the CHP as 

an ‘opponent of peace.’ Being part of the resolution process cannot be 

regarded as being included externally to a flawed model imposed by the 

AKP. The model imposed by the AKP aims not to install permanent 

peace but to ‘hold in the cards’, ‘keep hostage’ the Kurdish question for 

political gain. For this reason, it rests on the fact that it is impossible for 

either the CHP or any other political party to contribute to the process.The 

CHP cannot participate in a completely non-transparent process handled 

between the AKP’s security bureaucracy and the armed organization.  

11. What is the Turkish Model for a Truth Commission, Why is it 

Necessary? 

Truth Commissions are mechanisms that have been used all around the 

world in the resolution of problems that have created societal traumas. These 

commissions have taken on very important functions by ensuring the open 

and transparent confrontation of past traumas, securing societal buy-in and 

peacefully reconciling segments of the population affected by emotional 

raptures. In Turkey, in order for permanent peace with regard to the Kurdish 

question to be achieved, it is essential that past events do not remain as open 

wounds subject to political exploitation. The “Truth Commission” that the 

CHP has proposed aims to reinstitute the notion of justice in society by 

handling past traumas and painful events by means of a public, 

objective and inclusive mechanism.  

12. What is the CHP’s Proposal for ‘Establishing a Societal Consensus 

Commission and a Committee of Shared Wisdom'? Why is this 

Committee Necessary? 

In the model that the CHP is proposing for the resolution of the Kurdish 



question, the ‘Consensus Commission and Wise People Group’ holds a 

central position. These will ensure the establishment of permanent peace 

with the widest consensus through the conduct of an inclusive and 

democratic process within the framework of the Grand National Assembly 

with legal guarantees. All political parties in the Consensus Commission will 

present their views on the process in a transparent manner, on a legal and 

official platform, in every stage. There will be a democratic debate on these 

views thus ensuring that the process will not only remain limited to the 

government/bureaucracy and include a much broader societal base. 

Such a mechanism will prevent the political party or political parties that 

form the government from backtracking from the process based on their own 

political interests and deceiving the public. The main function of the Shared 

Wisdom Committee, which will work as part of the Consensus Commission 

in the Grand National Assembly, will be to serve as a bridge for segmentss 

outside of the Assembly including intellectuals, syndicates, professional 

organizations and civil society groups so that their views can be also 

included in the process. In addition, intellectuals who will be members of the 

Shared Wisdom Committee will closely follow the process and 

independently express their views. Thus they will monitor the democratic 

conduct of the process and will be able to organize meetings with other 

actors.  

13. What is the Difference in the CHP’s Proposal for a “Shared Wisdom 

Committee”? 

The CHP foresees that a “Shared Wisdom Committee”, the way it is 

implemented elsewhere in the world, can act as an independent, objective 

body that will play a role in developing the process, expressing ideas for the 

peace framework and directly being in touch with society. Instead of 

contributing to the design of a peace process for the Kurdish question, the 

“Wise Men’s Committee” that the AKP established worked as a public 

relations mechanism tied to the government and facilitated public acceptance 

of the model advocated by the government. Furthermore, even the report that 

this committee prepared on the Kurdish question was disregarded by the 

AKP and no steps have been taken to resolve the issues highlighted in this 

report.  

14. Does the CHP oppose the Imrali Meetings? 
 



The CHP disapproves of the possibility that the rights and freedoms that 
concern the Kurdish Question become an issue of bargain. It emphasizes 
the fact that the Imrali meetings that are currently continuing under the 
control of the AKP serve to aggravate the problem rather than help to 
address it, and that it breeds suspicion in the public opinion regarding 
the process. The dimensions of the problem and the ways for reaching a 
resolution have by now become clear. Therefore, what needs to be done 
is to make the necessary legal and constitutional regulations that will 
open the path to a resolution on parliamentary grounds and through 
legitimate actors. In the meantime, diplomatic meetings can be held 
insofar as these meetings do not overstep the role accorded to the 
Grand National Assembly. Relevant state institutions shall realize the 
duties that fall upon them in the phase of disarmament.  
 
15. What does the CHP think about the disarmament of the 
organization? What method does it offer? 
 
What is essential for the CHP is that arms cease to be a method for 
the resolution of the Kurdish Question, and that armed struggle 
never again becomes an alternative. The necessary legal and 
administrative regulations need to be made for the social integration of 
the members of the organization after disarmament.  The Committee for 
Shared Wisdom that will work under the supervision of the Commission 
for Societal Consensus that will be established on parliamentary 
grounds will be responsible for overseeing the process of disarmament 
of the PKK and for making the necessary contacts in the process of 
disarmament.  
 
16. What is the CHP approach regarding the issue of "sick 
inmates"? What is the AKP approach? 
 
It is an uncontestable fact of basic human rights that sick inmates need 
to be released from penal institutions. It is unacceptable that the right to 
life of sick inmates be made into an issue of negotiation in a democratic 
country that respects human rights. With this regard, the CHP has 
introduced legislative proposals for the release and adequate treatment 
of sick inmates; which have been rejected in the Assembly through the 
votes of the AKP majority. The AKP, having refused to carry out the 
necessary measures for the release and adequate treatment of sick 



inmates, now turns the issue of sick inmates into a matter of 
negotiation. The fact that a basic human rights issue is turned into a 
matter of negotiation is an indicator of the AKP approach towards the 
Kurdish Question.  
 
17. What was the CHP's line of conduct after the massacre of 
Roboski/Uludere? What is the AKP's line of conduct regarding the 
massacre? 
 
From the very first day onwards after the massacre, CHP has been 
following the matter closely with the aim to uncover the truth about 
what has happened in Roboski and to make sure that those who have 
responsibility for the massacre be brought to justice, regardless of the 
position that they occupy. Proposals have been introduced to the 
Assembly for uncovering the truth about the massacre in all its 
dimensions. Even though the AKP government had guaranteed through 
the word of the Prime Minister of the time that those who were 
responsible would be identified; the massacre has been covered up, the 
persons who are responsible for the massacre have been protected, and 
the investigation has been lost in the shadowy halls of Ankara. CHP is 
determined to reinvestigate this massacre of conscience that has 
taken place in Roboski/Uludere and to bring to justice those individuals 
who have committed this crime against their citizens, no matter what 
position they occupy.  
 
18. Why the AKP cannot resolve the Kurdish Question. 
 
The Kurdish Question is, at the very base, a question of democracy and 
equal citizenship. A permanent resolution to the Kurdish Question can 
only be possible through the democratization of Turkey in both its 
Eastern and Western regions; through the formation of a political 
system at the basis of 'equal citizenship' whereby all citizens will be 
treated equally regardless of their identity, religious conviction or 
lifestyle preferences; and discrimination on the basis of identity or 
religious conviction will be brought to an end. The AKP government has 
demonstrated through its practices that it is fundamentally against 
equal citizenship and the democratization of Turkey. The principal 
target of the AKP is the formation of a repressive political structure in 
which power will be singlehandedly concentrated, and a uniform 



citizenship that will support this political structure. Accordingly to this 
"majoritarian" understanding, all who remain outside of the AKP 
definition of the 'favorable citizen' for one reason or another (identity, 
religious conviction, ethnic origin, sexual orientation, lifestyle, political 
opinion) are "others". It is evident that this sort of a political 
understanding cannot realize the principles of full democracy and 
equal citizenship, which are the absolute requirements for a 
permanent solution.  
 
19. How do we know that the AKP is not genuine about the 
Resolution Process and that it exploits the Resolution Process for 
political gains? 
 
Concrete legislative proposals by the CHP that aimed to resolve the legal 
problems regarding the Kurdish Question have been rejected by the 
AKP - which means that the AKP has deliberately prevented the making 
of important progress concerning the resolution of the Kurdish 
Question.  
 
Despite the fact that a lasting peace requires the widest societal 
consensus that is possible, and the fact that the CHP was genuine in its 
desire for a resolution; the AKP has endeavored to designate the CHP as 
an opponent of the peace process and has prioritized political gain. 
 
Against the demands by the opposition for transparency, the AKP has 
insisted on carrying out the process behind closed doors and keeping it 
secret from the public. 
 
Refusing to separately address the issue of disarmament and the issues 
of democratization and recognition of the fundamental rights of our 
Kurdish citizens, the AKP has created the impression that the demands 
of the Kurdish citizens of the Republic of Turkey and the constitution of 
the Republic were being used as items of bargain with an armed 
organization.  
 
Instead of following a steady and consistent path on the issue of 
resolution, the AKP determined its stance with an eye on short-term 
political conjunctures. At times it made various commitments, at other 



times it went so far as to refuse to acknowledge the existence of a 
Kurdish Question.  
 
While the prerequisite for a permanent resolution to the Kurdish 
Question is 'full democracy', the AKP took systematic steps (such as the 
Internal Security Act) that hindered democracy and liberties in Turkey 
and transformed the country into a centralized authoritarian police 
state.  
 
Although another prerequisite for a resolution is equal citizenship; the 
AKP adopted a discourse that alienates, disregards and penalizes all 
social segments that it considers to be outside of its political 
constituency.  
 
The AKP opposed the lowering of the 10% electoral threshold, which is 
the greatest obstacle before a fair political representation and 
participation, despite the proposals made by the CHP.  
 
Basic steps that are required for the realization of human rights and the 
rule of law, such as the release of sick inmates or the elimination of the 
possibility of case dismissal through lapse of time in cases of murder by 
unknown assailants; were obstructed despite concrete legislative 
proposals by the CHP. These issues have been made into, and still used 
as, items of bargain in the resolution process.  
 
20. What is the logic behind the current AKP model for Resolution, 
what are its defaults and drawbacks? 
 
The current model that has been set up by the AKP with the claim to 
resolve the Kurdish Question is one that aims to allegedly resolve the 
issue through nontransparent negotiations carried out exclusively 
between the armed organization and the intelligence/security 
bureaucracy; to a great extent casting aside the general public and 
politics. The first mistake in such an approach is that it mortgages the 
resolution of the Kurdish Question, one of the most profound and 
multidimensional social issues of Turkey, on the issue of the 
disarmament of the PKK.  
 



In a democracy, a legal and constitutional framework is expected to be 
drawn through a participatory, broad-based and democratic discussion 
that takes place in and outside of the parliament; not through 
negotiations made with an armed organization. When the public has the 
impression that the basic constitutional framework of the country is 
being negotiated with the organization, even the most simple steps that 
are necessary for the resolution of the Kurdish Question are viewed 
with suspicion and prejudice by some segments of the society, leading 
to a contraction of the sphere of politics.  
 
The fact that the government declares each step that it is supposed to 
take to be conditional on the phases of the disarmament of the PKK, 
amounts to a failure to address the legitimate demands of our Kurdish 
citizens for democratization and equal citizenship, and to a situation 
whereby their basic rights are taken hostage. On the other hand, the 
nontransparency of the process creates contradicting emotions in 
different segments of society: where one part of the society is anxious 
that 'the country is being divided in return for the disarmament of the 
organization', another part is anxious of the possibility that 'no concrete 
steps are being made' and that 'they are being put off' - a contradiction 
that serves to aggravate the emotional raptures within the society.  
 
Similar experiences in other parts of the world show us that the only 
way for attaining a peace that lasts is to socialize the peace while 
making sure that none of the segments of society feel suspicious or 
defeated. In order for this to be possible, the resolution process needs to 
be run transparently, participatorily and democratically on the grounds 
of the Grand National Assembly; with a democratic ideal and a 
constitutional framework that will serve as a basis for this ideal.  
 
While the issue of disarmament of the PKK is one of the dimensions of 
the process of resolution for the Kurdish question; it should not be 
regarded as the main axis of the process in a manner that will lead to the 
hijacking of democratic demands as issues of bargaining and prevent 
the resolution of the other dimensions of the question. The constitution 
and laws of Turkey need to be designed not behind closed doors but by 
the society, with a view of universal democratic standards, on 
parliamentary grounds, in a transparent, participatory, broad-based, 
consensual way; and the organization must disarm as the requirement 



of a democratic society. The current method, which conditions the two 
processes upon each other, leads the resolution to the Kurdish question 
to a dead-end.  
 
21. Why does the AKP choose to continue the process in the 
current way instead of carrying it out on the grounds of the Grand 
National Assembly of Turkey? 
 
The AKP is well aware that the process that is carried out 
singlehandedly by the security bureaucracy through negotiation with 
the organization will not generate a consensus that will be accepted by a 
broad base of the society. Therefore, the problem is not one of 
'methodical error', but one of 'intention'. It is evident, through its 
discriminatory/uniform discourse and authoritarian practices, that the 
AKP does not intend to establish a socio-political mentality of 
progressive democratic standards in which all segments of society will 
be free, in the framework of which the Kurdish question can be 
resolved. The AKP aims to keep the process running behind closed 
doors, without taking any democratic steps towards resolution; saving 
time through creating the impression of 'actually doing something' and 
keeping the Kurdish issue under 'control'; all the while as it obstructs 
the concrete democratic steps brought forward by the CHP. In other 
words, the AKP regards the peace process not as the means for a 
lasting peace, but as a lever that will help control both the Kurdish 
constituency and the Turkish-nationalist constituency. 
 
22. What is the aim of the negative propaganda about "the CHP 
being against Peace"?  
 
The AKP, with political gain in mind, runs a propaganda that aims to 
designate the CHP as 'anti-peace'; despite CHP's positive attitude and 
concrete proposals regarding the peace process. The only justification 
for this propaganda is that the CHP refuses to accept the flawed model 
for the peace process that is imposed by the AKP as it is and that, 
demonstrating its flaws, it proposes an alternative, concrete, democratic 
model. The CHP, regarding peace as the main priority, takes it to be its 
duty to demonstrate the correct method for the process in a 
constructive and concrete way. The AKP not only disregards the 
concrete model proposed by the CHP but it also deliberately prevents 



concrete steps towards the resolution of the Kurdish question by 
rejecting the concrete legislative proposals brought forward by the CHP 
for the democratization that is required for a solution. By designating 
the CHP as 'anti-peace' through its propaganda, the AKP aims to 
establish the impression in the pro-peace segments of society that 
those who want peace are bound to support the AKP, thus holding 
the resolution process as its hostage. The fact that the AKP, instead of 
seeking to establish the widest possible societal consensus, is making a 
special effort to designate the main opposition party as anti-peace; is 
clear evidence that the government's aim is not to resolve the issue but 
to hijack it for political gain.  
 
ADDENDUM - 1 
 
27 LEGISLATIVE PROPOSALS BY THE CHP TARGETING THE 
RESOLUTION OF THE LEGAL DIMENSIONS OF THE KURDISH 
QUESTION, INTRODUCED TO THE PRESIDENCY OF THE GRAND 
NATIONAL ASSEMBLY OF TURKEY 
 
1. Lowering the electoral threshold to 3% in general parliamentary 
elections to ensure democratic representation; elimination of the 
practice of "one-tenth threshold", which leads to the elevation of the 
electoral threshold to up to 17% in local elections. 
 
2. Complete elimination of all language restrictions in politics.  
 
3. A more just regulation of state subsidies for political parties in order 
to make sure all political parties benefit from subsidies.  
 
4. The formation in the Grand National Assembly of a Commission for 
Societal Consensus and a Committee for Shared Wisdom to work under 
the supervision of this Commission. 
 
5. The formation of a Commission in the Grand National Assembly that 
will determine the structures and locations bearing names that are 
reminiscent of past suffering and traumas; such as squares, avenues, 
boulevards, streets, parks or entreprises, facilities, buildings or similar 
structures belonging to public institutions; and to change those names.  
 



6. Concerning the villages, townships, districts and other geographic 
locations whose names have been changed; the necessary regulations to 
ensure that the old names be used alongside with the new ones.  
 
7. The collection and publicization by the Grand National Assembly of all 
the archived documents concerning the Dersim Incident, which are 
currently kept by various state institutions, in order for the incident to 
be thoroughly researched in all its dimensions.  
 
8. The proclamation of March 21, the Nevroz, as an official holiday. 
 
9. The transformation of the old Diyarbakir Prison into a "Museum of 
Human Rights and Democracy". 
 
10. The dismantling of the village guard system, through creating other 
public employment opportunities for village guards.  
 
11. The reformation of the Law No. 5233 that envisages state aid to 
citizens that have been adversely affected by the evacuation of areas of 
settlement, the introduction of measures for the reparation of these 
adverse effects and for encouraging citizens to return to their villages.  
 
12. The cleaning of mine fields and their allocation to poor peasants for 
agricultural purposes.  
 
13. The necessary legal amendments to ensure the freedom of assembly 
and demonstration, which is a prerequisite for a functional democracy.  
 
14. The cancellation of provisions in the Prevention of Terrorism Act 
and the Turkish Penal Code that bar the freedom of speech.  
 
15. Introduction of restrictions to the duration of detention without 
conviction, to make sure that detention does not turn into a method of 
punishment.  
 
16. Putting an end to the practice of the relocation of trials to other 
towns, which hamper the principle of fair trial.  
 



17. The introduction of the possibility of retrial for sentences given by 
Special Authority Courts.  
 
18. Restrictions over the police against the use of disproportionate force 
and pepper gas.  
 
19. The recourse of sentences for damage reparation given by the 
European Court of Human Rights or by the Supreme Court against all 
responsible persons, including the Prime Minister if deemed necessary.  
 
20. Granting of rights such as monetary reparation, monthly pension or 
public employment to the people who have been wounded, and to the 
people whose family members have been killed by the disproportionate 
use of force by the police during the exercise of their basic rights and 
freedoms. 
 
21. The termination of the practice of "secret witnesses" that harm the 
principle of fair trial and the right to defense.  
 
22. The annulment of the rule of "lapse of time" for trials that concern 
murders by unknown assailants.  
 
23. Annulment of the rule of "lapse of time" and ruling out of the option 
of a penalty fine for hate crimes.  
 
24. The reduction by half of the duration of time lapse for the sentences 
given by State Security Courts, which were the courts of the coup d'état 
period.  
 
25. The destruction of personal data obtained and stored in illegal ways 
and the calling off of all practices of citizen profiling.  
 
26. Prevention of injustices in penal institutions, which are exercised 
based on abstract and open-ended regulations.  
 
27. The naming of an avenue in Istanbul after Hrant Dink.  
 
 
 



Notes:  
 

 

 

 

 


