
6 Decembet 1965

Dear İ{ete Bey,

J share yoıır enthusiaşn for our conıITıon subject, qnd }rill be pleased
1o keep you iıforınerl of rv progre§si I ııill send you under separate cover
a copy of the.first draft of my introduction, ııhich söts out in general
t}ıe İeope and eonelusions of nry ıtork. fhis is stil]- someıoha'b tentative
as T lıave not quite finished a, complete draft of the text. Tn any event,
I ı,ıorıld appreciatc your commenü§.

To dça1 ııİth the questİon t}ıat y9u poscdı I do not agroe entİrely
ı,ri_t}ı your point of vieıg -- though our- difference§ are in degree nrore than
in kind. For example, I sti]-I accord ğreater ı^ıeight lrc ttıe 'blıreat from
Ethem and his Çeteler than you appear to; and I also consider the
possibility of coııınunists .doıırinating t}ıe Çeteti}r as greater tha-n Jıou tıou}d
appear to do.

On the ot}ıer hand, _to me the lıBolshevik-Menshavikl' distinction seems
correct, as you use it, at 1east i-rı general-. Certainly tİ,e more irnportant
ıtaıınevırerlern in _the party (şevl<et S,rreüry, f.ydemirı Nedjm Tor, for example)
,vıere far better lniensheviks than Bolsheviks. Iıın not so sure about figures
Like Hacioglu Salih and Şefik Husnu DeJrmer. Perhaps T have bepn corrupted
by tİıe professionaI ııCoırrarınist huntersr'ı but I stil1 fiıd th*ourse
oı these mcn more ıırevolutionaryıı hence Bolshevik than that of many of the
ot}ıers in the Comınunist movement. I ııould be interested in heariıg your
opinion on üıese tııo men. For both of these tııo, I have _not been ab]-e to
find out much of the_ir baekgrounds. I assume that'Şefik Husnu ııas in
iieıınars ı,ıith Ethem {lejat ııhen Kurtuluş was s tarted. Ts this true? Can
you tel_J_ me anything about his-EEe-and views ,before he turned up in
İstqnbul ,, . }o*dğr of the Turkiye Işçi ve Koylu Sosya}i-st Partisi?
Perhaps_if you tıould te1l ıne ııhere to find tlre Berlin and other issues
of the Istanbul Kurtuluş..I could also fİlI İn my knoııeldge of his
activities aur:-nE:[Effİİsi; fer.: years in istanbu1 a " ı^ıe11.

To get back to your queıtion, it seems to me that there is inore to
be said alıout Coınrnunisın ln Turkey tiran the BolshevikJ{enshevik distinCtİon.
I waş particular§ struck by the rlebt of ma-ny "Communistsıı to T\ırkish
nationalist t}ıinkinga The tına'ı,ional. Conrnunist|ı heresy apparentl-y plagued
the Tırrkish party cönsistent§, albhough in the end I ııould place Şefik ,

Husnu and l{azim Hilçnet squarely in Moscoııts camp. In fact, the minutes
of the various Congresses of the Comintern lead me to believe that the
problem of horı to handle the 'tnational Conrnunistı| problern ı,+as the central
preoccupation of l',ioscoıı in he-nd.ling the Turkish party Ln lı921-1.923. After
79Ü, hoııever, tloscorı seems to have been able to estab]ish more control
over the Turkİsh party in Istanbul. Moscoıı thus saıı to it ürt §Ei9!!ğ,
for example, took the proper stance toışard Trots§. ırIf this vieu is correct, the increasing faithfu]ness to ı"\cscoıg of
f,hg Aydinlik group coineided ı^ıith the return of Şevket Sııreyya and Vedat
*ourf,lfi.]-.hÜile these tııo ııere certain§ not rÖvolutionaries, at 1east
in this period they ref)_ected the ttdnkinğ of the Soıriet, Coııununişt ?arff.
At this period, the |ınationallstıı strain İn Şevket §ureyya seems to have
been oveİshadotıed by his enthusiasm for the 'ıInternationalıı Coı'onunist
moveınent. Yet undoubted]y some of his earlier nationa.list out]-ook remained.
For me, it ,ıas the existence of this ıınder§ing 'ınatioanlistll hase whieh
al]_o^ıed Ataturk to drain off tjıe ı'intellectııalil elements of the TIG to
senre as the İdeologists of üıe Kemalİst movement İn t}ıe 1930ls.
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I have a few spccific problems with ııhich I ııould appreciate your
heJşı. larik Trnaı.a in hiş Siyasi Partiler reports (r, 53Z) Uıat naut
Orbay banncd Ccııııııınist şropaganda in I\ırkey in Ju]ş 1922. This potnt
puzzles nıe, aq I can not firıd arıy Egglg cte. relating to this. Can
you teIL mc ııhat sort of action, if arılr, ııas taken at t}ıls tiıne?

I am also J-ooking for infoımai;ion about Ziynetu3.lah Nevşiıvan.
Was he the author tıZenıınıı.(ııhich I take to stand for the intials ııZ.N.ıı)
ııho ıvrote in:
In any event,

28-2 kanunusani about Etlıernı Nejatıs ııork in Tstanbul?
come originally frorn Rusgia and ı^ıhen did

heı ar:-ive in lgf,6n6u17
Another person ıthose movernents I'have not been able to traee .A.sufficient§ is Ahmet Cevat Emrc. Iie 1eft Is,.anbu]- at some point \ \

toward the end(?) or r9l9 -- I ııould ltte to knoş more precisely when---
ancl ııas in Batıgrı by Ü Jarııary I92O. He apparentllı remained iıı tlıe
Caucasus at least until 2 Apri1 1.921.,, ı,,ıhen he ıırote his famous letter
to Pavlovich. He also had articles in some of the- issues of
Alıdin]ik inlüıe saJne year. I{ere these sent frcrn Bakıı or diC he actual§
retıırn to Istanbıü toward the ıdddle of 1921?

I note t}ıat Naziın Hilgnetı s pogTıs were published in Aydinlik while
Nazim Hilcrnet ııas still in Moscoıı. Do you knoıı hoıı ttıis was accomplished?

Final§, r have not yet been able to get a copy of E #B3 of 30 Ekfun
196l+ which has an article by Tevfik Ruş,tu Aras on the resnıI Komunist
Partisiı s applicaticn to tlıe Comintern for meınbership. I lıould 1ike to get
a ınicrof,ilın of this article. Could you have it done for me?

By ttıe ı,ıay, if you have not seen itryou mi.ght be interes'"ed i-rı the
article entit]_ed ııConrnunists and Socialists in 1\ırkeyıı by Hasan Celal
in the Italian-language periodicaI Corrispondenza Soeialistı, No. 6
(Roıne, Jııne 1965), pages 3O2-3O9. th nothing
very sta.rtling, but it ııas obviorıs§ written i,ıith considerable re}li,nce
on Soviet sources as ııeIl as Tunaya and other Tı.ırkish documentation. . 

1 hope this is of some use tö you. )

Yours1

l o -a

rt seems to me thai T\:naya, Jasbbke etc. have confused Sallh Zekİ
(iormer Zor ka;rmakam) e.rıd ,:aytİr Haciog3_u Sa]_ih (a binbaşİ, an<! lıead of
Ankaııa veterinİry hospital). Tt ııas tİe ]atter, not the- fonner that
}ias associated ıtit}ı Arif "rug and Şerif Manatov in foıınding the TKP in
June 1920. Noın, Jaschke in ifelt des Is]ams, Band 20, 1938, pp. 135_]_36,
prints a deelaration of tne-rFt§6' tfrT-TŞtlrakitrryrı Partİsi- against the
Ankara govern"nent signed by liacioglu Salih ı.ıho is ea]-led 'ıSecretary General
of ühe Peoples Communist Part1- of Tur]çq.ı a.nc] Chüi,rıııan of tl,-it Delegation to
the Jrd Coİıgress of the Cominİern"-- thİu 

"o.,gru", 
took place in Julv J:92J..

tsııt Hacioglu Salih ııas safe§ in prison frorn Januarv I92J- ııntil tl Sept. 1927.
Do you knoı"ı arşrthing more aiıout thj s Ceclaration?

._-,"ir,ı:uır, .,İ3ş
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