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Introduction: Turkey and Its Minority Groups

I) By Official Standards: 

- Reasons: a) Historical: Millet S. and Lausanne; b) Political: prevent intervention; c) Ideological: Nation-State is a state which views its nation as a homogenous entity and uses assimilation to realize this dream.

· “Interpretative Declaration” narrower than Lausanne. 

- Non-Muslims: Armenians, Jews, Rums. But also Syriacs, Bahai, Protestants.
II) By International Standards:

A) Alevis: 

· Reasons of not accepting “minority”: numbers, Millet S.

· “essential & constituent element”.

· Religious identity (Dr.R.Nur) 1) Real Muslims; 2) Faith composed of different beliefs; 3) Anatolian philosophy and cultural outlook; 4) An Islamic confession; 5) Different branch of Islam.
· A minority? 1) small; 2) not dominant; 3) different; 4) citizen; 5) conscious.

· Linguistic identity: 
1) Azeri Turkish; 2) Arabic (Nusayris); 3) Turkish; 4) Zaza and Kurdish (Zazas triple minority).

B) Arabs

C) Balkan immigrants: Slavic, Albanian, Roma


D) Caucasia immigrants: Ciscassians, Georgians, Laz.

- Ethnic consciousness of Circassians


E) Kurds: Very conscious: 1) number and density; 2) isolated; 3) autochthonous; 4) dialectically motivated.

- 
Not minority; “Essential & constituent element”.
I) Legislation and Implementation (until May 2001)

A) Constitution Art.3/1: “The State of Turkey, with its territory and nation, is an indivisible entity. Its language is Turkish”. 

1) Indivisibility: nation indivisible = rejection of infra-identities = accepting the monopoly of the dominant ethnic/religious values’ = rejection of democracy.  

Result: The crime of “Violating the indivisible integrity of Turkey by creating minorities” in various important laws.
2) The “language of the state”: vs. “official language”. 


- 2932, art.3: “The mother tongue of Turkish citizens is Turkish”. 


- Despite Lausanne 39/4: “No language other than Turkish can be used by political parties in their by-laws, congresses, meetings, propagandas, slogans, posters, banners, brochures, declarations, etc.”. (Law on Pol.Parties, art.81).


B) Constitution Art.66: “Everyone bound to the Turkish State through the bond of citizenship is a Turk”. Modern definition; but what is a Turk?
1) Race:
- 1934 Settlement Law: “Turkish race” (Türk Irki and Türk Soyu). “Türk soyu” in 1989 additional article 33 and 1992 add.art.34.

- Until end of 1940s, prerequisite for entering civil service and even to go and study in Europe: “To be a Turk”, “To be of Turkish race”.

- 4 May 2004 Citizenship Law amendment: “investigation of racial situation (soy durumu) of applicants for Turkish citizenship”

- Law no.625 on Private Schools, art.24/2: “Assistan Director will be a Turkish citizen of Turkish descent” (Türk asıllı”)


2) Religion:

- Birth register for non-Muslims until 40s: Foreigners’ Book (Ecanip)

- G category in 1942 Wealth Tax Law: 8 times.

- 1988 (repealed in 1991) by-law against saboteurs, art.5, dangerous categories: “Domestic foreigners in the country (Turkish citizens) and those from foreign race”. 

II) Case Law
A) Constitutional Court: Kurdish party closures based on “indivisibility of the nation” and “creating minorities”.
- “…to transform unlimited rights to limited rights, and prefer being the nation itself to being a minority”: a) ignores classification positive-negative rights; b) considers the minority members 2nd class citizens.

- “To say that minorities exist is not a crime in itself as long as a special protection regime is not asked for them. But to say that minorities exist amounts to creating minorities and this is asking for special rights, therefore a crime”. 

- “Demands for recognition of different cultural identities may seem as acceptable at the beginning. But these demands will, in time, serve to being detached from the nation”.

- Constitutional Court fears that the “Human Rights State” will demolish the “National Security State”. 

B) The Supreme Court of Appeals (“Yargitay”):

- The notorious “1936 Declaration” Case: 
- The story: a real-estate list; “bring in your constitution”.

-“Juristic persons founded by non-Turks cannot acquire real-estate” (1971, 1974)

C) The High Administrative Court (“Danistay”):

- Decision concerning a Rum citizen of Istanbul: “A foreign subject Turkish citizen” (1996).

III) Analysis of Turkish practice concerning minorities
A) Basic Patterns of the Mentality
1) “Singleness” and “unity” are considered the same thing: Limitation of freedom is not based on fear of disintegration (Syriacs); “different” is forbidden (Melissa).

2) As a result, “minority” is harmful to “indivisible unity of the territory and nation”

B) Sources of the Mentality
1) Theoretical: Blood Approach & Territorial Approach and Infra-identity & Supra identity:

a) France as a “territorial” nation-state: assimilationist, but only linguistically. No assertion of a single ethic group dominance. Supra-identity: Français.

b) Turkey as a “mixte” nation-state: “How happy is who says: I’m a Turk”;  assimilation by a dominant ethnic-religious group. Supra-identity: Turk; it does not represent the Kurds. 


2) Politico-Historical: The Sevres Syndrome: Prof. V. Volkan’s “chosen trauma” (sacrosanct fear): “Turkey will disintegrate like in 1920”. 
