L ,“l'u n'uu -muu-. to keop m mty a ssall sect were
i unhr to. m-o A m previous nrtuc uuunt nnr-am
‘harassment, m& u-phu npport of m Turkish people. tor i
Kemal's utlmult rcnhtlon ‘and ‘u- ooi-rupcuu‘ lack of h-
Serest in .a-ums rovohuu. a smali and ‘dackward m-nn.

hu. tho m-qu»u ot tu Turkish utton. and & 'nry uu-

ntuﬁnnﬂm *m n-uht -m-ns in- rnrlqr was-. s _L

|mmall and fneignifiesnt that the enly signs tat-i% vas astive’
I.n the udournu were the -rruu and trials ot its mlm-- 4
i . and the reports pruoutn by su delegates at the phn.u of the

i -;-:cc: and st the S1xth. Congress. of the Gomtdtern in 1988, .

1 tewara thie ond of 1926 the leader's of the party, aftsr \he
'gonruont 'I Iurlh lunru aﬂd &r*dl.nolutl.on of tho oouinht-

: l'ho c—-ut l’u-ty Qt‘ !'u-hy/ du'hc m. pcrlod m tu A
’“tm u-smun ‘of roulnnc m Iut uuwuuun ut nl i
thd Balkan uctam of uu cul-tom 'mu . -ubcr-up ot nbut ‘
!00 w-m. ’oﬂqn -n omuuth-. m puﬂy was in’ tutrm-
tu ‘wore il-n u lmmount seet of wua.-n umpiuwu hudu 1;\-"
by hullutm-. who, Y wesns; were wore poorly cronndod (e
mun-musa tluu M ouruu in’ tlu othor Btlm oennm-t SEe T
oth udor- and rank and rile wore guilty. at1uﬂm=- -
dluu Mn‘iol and’ uvuum ocaused lnluly by their unloml- ‘
latie eutlook. Despits the tin that the kish -emmun nro ;
. ssverely perssouted by Kewal Pashs .nahs;n they Bitterly attecked
‘ 'i him in their pnmnhla. nny 0 tlul -upporud his toroun polioy :
nmlou tudoponlunu n-ol m 'llpornun' powers cnd rrund- M s ;
*1 ship with the ﬂllll. as. well " as nis in“ml ‘polieyof . .,4,,,,‘,1_“ : il ‘also ruuod work An -the hbor field whers thers was the possi- ,
. Terkey. Mersever, most Turkish comsunists as Turke found 1%

"‘urumt to oritieise his achisvements and they no doubt asoretly; g o N .
e e “u'_- A e ':"nny aia not cumln any strike aotivity, The two sain strikes

Mm with u‘ non toot pruo ‘in mt he was dol.uc.i L
alent attitude nmd lonl. stonned frém tho f“' ot that wost. of the. b at that time, the ‘”““ '"“" in cmatwtfn‘ontmnfﬁpﬂif
hu ““ nuud o ey 1986 and the bontnn'o lt.ruo. were led iy pro-xunult
; ! .}1.««-." e ' ’ 1

Tue revival ot uthuy was ucupmhd by dcvhuou u :f ; :

;‘dc-tnund Orunu-uon tor Iorlm-c' Progress in lnl. made an -
i : ntupt to ruuc ntlvuyr They began to- iuuo. ﬂononr pw :
_ublo. ‘their l'uuul. organs and other pnpqmda lncrnl. myw-‘fff

um.y ror hcn louvt\ty. Their efforts thers were dlrcqhd :
"'tonrd rc-ntubnlhlnc tlu Organisation for Workers' Progress. '

! 'nrluh u-uuu were uumlun at h«rt.
‘-vhttm th‘t pleagued the cumut Party of ?urkoy qontimw-ly. i /
nm ln-\lu uol oal.y o:phtu ln groat purt nu ru-cn the plr- febis o

"."'tho pu-t of n-b-u o! m Oontul Committes no. ancrnu te l 5

gt @Y
.. 'ppe 1561




" ‘Cemintern report, wera guilty of "Nenshevik 1iquidatory devia~

‘ tions," For instance, the Turkish oo'nllnipﬁ Leadlers favored the .
' seomomie instead of the political or mors revolutionary type of
‘ nrmlg. whioh would seem to be Justified eonsidering the diffi= '

oult eonditions in which they had tc;_opoutl@ Then, during She 4
_boatmen's strike they took an "inadmissable” position when they

supported the XKemalist lsaders on the ground that the hnnnn;._v NP

represented the "proletarianized petty-bowrgeeisie® and that ‘tlt.'
was the party’'s task ta "accelerate their proletarianisation.*
They irked the Comintern leadars further by demanding the inde-
__pendsnss of Sheir party frem the Comintern, . Tha RCOI reasted ..
| swiftly to this heretioal vto'polnt of tha ‘l'urkl by cennnlu a

conference with the ‘l'llrkhh 10.‘-" in lonn. ‘at which the en~

tire lnmrihlp waa rurnnhod.” I‘ wan irbhgbly after tin
eonferense that the EOGI, dissatisfied at ihi’prca‘rui of the
/Turkish movement, sent Dr, Husni Bay, who in 1928 hsa'i--.p-a i
e novtot Rusaia, baqx to turk.; to roor;aatnu nnd aar--s the
Cparty®® e A 3

The rovtul nt pnrty uttvuy was nu«m 'l,t.hln less than
A year hy new government’ nuurn o -uppron th.oaonnnt. bu-' {ter

unn it was dimcovered to have seoret oonmoﬂom ‘with an ucmy
of the Sovlot nnm-nt tn cn-mum’x-. An '&hq autumn of

1987 the unmon\ agein dhulnd tha Ornnlnuon ot Workera' ‘ i
Progreass and arrested ita leaders aud nay nunra 1- aonn-nuno- (\ b g

ss. nm.swnu.mu ps m«- s
...’ u. Nov, Bl. l.". ‘

,buud its owmn class ornatnuon-. and wage & nrnulo for um

' l.ibouuon from the yoke of oxplonon.

'j_1sc1-ca.

X

Ple, Smyrna, and Adana. Despite the fast that the Organisatien

.. for Workers' Progress was not an affiliate, the Executive Buresn
./ of the RILU issued an ippul .a,a‘ 1ts Dehalf whioh charged Kemal's ‘ ar
i"Puph'n Party with trying to 'monopolise the Turkish treds wnies ik
' movement and "imbus it with n Fasoist spirit.” It declared that.

the Turkish working olass would “shake off the Kemalist yoke,

In November the police arrested over 50 n-mn party nu-
bers, inoluding its leaders, Husni Bey and V. Nedim, Many ef '
them were put -ol; trial in b.“lb.l‘ and sentenced to leng prisen
terms, ' During the trial tn-ot'th'o Turkish eossunist leaders ade

il mitted hotu employeen. ot the Boviet Areos Corperatien in Cen-
ntmunoph. while the publia prosecutor revesled that the eruh
" ‘smployees of Argos nn. attempting to spread communism among the

Turkish intelligentsia, This was the seoond time this firm was

‘found to be involved 1:\" ilplonqo and propqmdn. although it had

been pledged not: to o‘ud‘o'tu suek activities, In Mareh 1927 eone
of its o-ploynl. /Akunov; had bun urnt.od in pnnutou of many

,aclprolhtng doouments unondly eouusmu “data on the Turkisk-
. ‘qut frontier. Beoause of. jihe cloae relations between Noscow
T A Anlun ‘at, that time, both sides preferred hot to lodge motes .
of pronn in aither cARe; ‘llounr. in hbmry 3.”1 Areos ters
ltmhl its bunmu oponnolu u:d loﬂ u- interests in m ’{;:f‘

> {

m. NOVs 17. un. pp. M“-“; Dn. l. ll”. ”. :
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o uums osmarlal m.“. N “, Woruar “,,m.u 0 BTN L are dirscted Sovard war against the Boviet Union.® Tarkey wader |
15 » resetion of the Turkisk .m.s ’l“’.‘lﬂ‘ilt. “ v : j ‘ i _ meﬁ‘mrﬁwrf' I

Kemal's sstions against party members was mot as vehementas . § . tiem, but enly.the Furkish proletariat can "take uwp the task of
. Shat of e RILU, AN "5“.1. by the ‘l'-'kllh sommunist Al{ Rize ¥ o the transition from the nrkor.' and peasants' dietatership te
' refrained from u’loﬂu the epithet .‘u““. And: sondemned e i i ™ proletarian uauuﬂhlp. Ms one of the malnm tasks of the
Kemal in a'mers mederats toms. It lasented that, inm viewor 1tk seetten, 5' pointed out that, in ‘“*““ bo Siguting
 Mis perssention of scamwiste, Kessl's'friendship with whe Ussr ik - both rigntist and 1efy Gviations, s

; W " Gl R L e wust demounce the Kemalists to m masses of wverkers
was iooh. overy nntttmu and that the Turkish nnm‘nt S e 3 o8 Purkay an A MoSrayers of the indepondonce of by ¢

- f e SN T ey e e betrayers of the revolution, as a somnters
T "“““ - tonrdq g u’"h“."' I‘ Gl e g ,roz;luthnr olass, Wy must esteblish s reveluti

o S L R peent o workers and peasants egainst the Kemalist bourgeeis
e a m wore u«n\o M @‘ of tlu arw u «nud that i U111 ‘ale,  We wus sarry on an inersasing Gampaigm sgainet Femels

| YN8 Turkish workers and peasants must then turn avay g,... i ey b dsm and its propnuuon ter war againet th. Boviet Uniem,

sush a government, they must put the question as t decis e :
sive ﬂ:ht cahinet iy overnaent.  he fight egainst tas fia 't e (It in obvious’ that Fashri vas Merely parroting the Comintern

for &:‘.’.::,{ : :‘Jlu‘gm,::::n:::.',:'r:n:::‘“ g "1ine 1n 1ts Turkish context in order not to appsar guilty of de-
. ' : B 5 .

::::.I::::.‘:or the .?ri..'-:‘i? x,;:::.;h 4 :::‘-::ﬁ::' o:.:l-l o @ S viatien wefere the songress. ' It is unlikely that sither he or

;m:;‘:; :::‘{:.::::'.:‘2:.;::":: ﬁ:‘:::r;’::n“ Syl W .| many other Turkish sommunists thought of Kemal in the abeve corme

i ::::;."".“‘.’}‘&t’,"‘m"" :‘::,,{,;‘;ff::d‘ ohoklnc okl "h. 1““’ or bolund that lu was pnpn‘tu for war against the Soviet

G iy speseh of Twkish communist ,..,h,., at! ,,,,, ,,,m, c,m..,, v T AR Union, This was rovnhd_ by Fachri himself when he wdmitted that !*
of \he Gomtntern revealed a sharpening of crtuolu against Kemal, . Vhe party was still split over Kemalisw and the line that should
which was uutlunt .“. the leftward “,.. of the c,.g“.m. It. . @ . 'be pursued toward it. One faction indulged in the deviationist
was also dus, uuvor. to oo--:t't lrrlunon at ‘rnrluyv. B hm e % ' notion that Turkish capitalist develepment bors an anti-militars
; _w wita the '..g.m povers.. . "ue ‘...n“ bowguuh d | : nuo clnrutor and tnn the bouruouu represented Gho interests
somrade Fashri ...,1.1,,.‘. has "gone over Lo the camp of the ! of all tho ol.u-n. :t opposed & polluul or class nrmh
' ..-“,..,.."““,u- and is u“"“, soneluding ‘,““" with the | A ;  against Kemal and at most advocated only an uono-lo struggle ror i3

umrunn iotuolnq. tor onlpli. !ulhn npﬂnu-. They L) nd e purt-hl. donndl and I.Iprond uudnunu It went to the antie
il £ ‘ ; Billluvuc -xtrclq of uypouu not only a rovoluuonry attack

i qnnlt uptnnnq bll ullo oppesed the OOII\IM"; Plny'c bnulu

Vel Iem. Dees 8, 1987 uu-u; lur rr i, 1»7;
meve ok 3 sni-i""-"!' u- Al

P m. Du. n. un. e m:.u.




: p m »N:. xutrhuu u n\m nntu ° I'vﬁl‘I olnh. A ,

T tomy o danp Wmhml Muuo of tha |
L ,nnmonul. m«- .u m atruunmu of m w

; 7: oomnitted errors s of momr tna. !G nJuud mass pcuon aml

.uuu to nrtu t» nuu-y ot m ‘party .M t“ indo nntou.
o Inetead, 1t ruortu u\uu (14 u«ucm Mrotm that were :
. anarshistie 0w utnro. It was alse ;ul.ny of netuamau in

"_,tn ntum .M the -).um it um«u" 'Muur these a.vu-

tionists were omn-d or dlutpltud ta airvy out thn mkn u ,

| aessribed »on By Pachri is not kao-u. :_t. u num.. um. uuy

wora nulm- upquod uor Mntpuma. e

_Thare. 14 avidense that the Turkish ceunhn. touo-su the
! ,ltxu ctngnu of uu cntnhrn. ntuptad to «rry nnt Y prop&- L f ‘
M uipnm\ pnpuouac m Yot nm-nuuﬁ um tut. the cvut- ‘. i

‘ul. SRARY of the umu !” the mttonun nnrnouh. -huh

"daidy lotuyu the u.un of ‘the mploml. rﬂointm."ﬂ nu nuv- iy
ity was brought to an abrupt end: Jut« hnrnrn Iluy Day. ).lno. when !

e poliee uunnd the ooutu; otun of ﬂu pnrt.y in Oomtnt«-
' Amople -un vas ullluuu tu-inuuonv Mﬁ prgmndn to ﬂu
pr"uuu. The mmmrntu alleged te qu nmsu-h.a that’ the -

perty was ””“m money ".. .ur”d. pruuuhly Moseow. Onr

80 party nuborn tn Omnununopla. a-yrnn. Md nuul oihor

: : untou were nrnlhl. It was the ooun&on o! th-!.r trial aml
i nnnnﬂ.n& thn prompted Kemal to warn t.ho mntn co—muu
| vmat wmey -«u b nnnm." A’ m.mo vy the m»uuu

", m. on. ao. ma, pp. ma..g. 5

i Jno
i v‘“l ". in

co-lm,ht P. l!unmcln lt.r.qn, .;m‘ “. .‘”‘..,““ ” N . :
y AP"P“M ”ﬂ.!tt’ Md“ “mg ‘o .W “. .’.. Cf e N kiak

g :.orm- teo tho &ru mrhcnr Qt t.bo houuuuh. It d.hud»
!u‘rth.m‘t L'.’“J“-,-'-'“. 19 At -m'-a", e : : i ,: m u

!V v

' 'The rnnnc I(oulut bourgoouu duiru to lhov the hw- ,

i 4dalist western countries. that the radical enthusiasa of

. 4te youth has already been outlived. The Kemalists are

i doing their bast to flatter the finanaial ea u;u-u. !or

they desire to get a loan at any price. .., The Turkiah oy

‘i 'workers have come to see that the uuonnu“«boruohh.

/whem they assisted in attaining independence, are merely

. out to securs their own power and prosperity by an mn—

; udonhd;uplounuon of tho worktu class, i

The aruul.o ‘then madel the _ﬂutu cuphuly taln. ol eonru. Fe

. that the- Mknh nrkcu were paying inereased ‘attentien to th i ;

' P aoumht- and that thu recognined the Conaunist Pu-;y ot Ture
i I key s Fineir only protestor,® Finally, it made the puanuon. o

whioh nonr oame w-, that “the -orhrn -onld unnu under the -

| flag of sonmwnism, "under which thay will figat tA1) Ahe fimal.
':'qutory onr ‘the. houu-outo.... 98 This artiole duphyl mors
Mnamou at l«ul'l nn tien wtt.h tm 'Oﬂ-lﬂl powers tlun at.
j ‘:Mn blows againat the Turhhh ommn.‘ anno its hﬂ ox=
‘. ‘inut phunouﬂ. u, utrai.no# !Ml dntmuu m :ouxmm

-

L en tuohh. ',

. The . p-ruauttou or tho oounnuu aonunud m.nmuu G

gt ‘1988. -hm t-horq;n- t.ho lut -onuon or ny ornnu. In hphﬂn T“‘kﬁ‘;
ber 1930, 80 more comauniats nrn arrut.oa in Conatantineple and

Ankara for qu-o-amuu propuumh. nnd in D“onblr Hulu A

lloy. 4he puﬁy'a raprnontntn to the coltnurn. and I.l .mro

U were 'a.rrutodﬁta Qu\nuun‘oph and sentenged to twe years'

o b Ak

o8, mn June llt‘,”’b,’fﬁ;\“"}‘;’o; St




‘ !

1 l.lprunnnt. !n lq 108!, a wty »u ‘was ‘unrod at Aldin .

FORIES R C RS SRS L

‘ and -rmuud.. 0! 'obrwy 86. 1988 the. pol,tn qonduud & uu
L whien netted 38 aonuauu, ‘They: wers trud bahtnd elosed doors
i and 18 were ssntenced to “ totad. 2 80 ynn. !h- t.rm. ‘was

marked Iy Ruch commeotion and' dttorlor on i t of the. dorcn-

‘dante. It 1 very ‘Aikely that uong thon a.rruud

" tAre lesdership of the perty; ‘for some nnl\u Afterwards an ,

article describing these svents was signed by Ghn.'Provtuzonn;r%;“
Central Cosmittes ot ﬂu Comsunist Party. o Turkny.'“ !'huc '
nrro-tc seen to have h-on LY virtunl death blov ta tha Turkish par- ;
‘t¥; Lt meems to have disappearsd onunly lrn» uu Turkish sesne, '
. It is interesting to note that dur;ng the pcraneutton trol 1929 i
/%0 1933 there was no vloxant propaganda cnlpsiaa ncninnt the
Kemalist regime .a there was qcnlnltlAloxAndor'n rost-. tn>!n;;-
-lnvtn. In the ]g&g;n.gggnlx Ereas gg:;.gngnﬂgngg zhoro wap only«
ene nrttol.. by tho votor.n Turkish no-nnnlnt Bs rhrdt. -ﬁlch was

: oruhd of the x.nun-' sotions and it .went Ro. ‘further than to

' attack their regine u (y ltctnouhtp.", F i A |

‘ The only plase that the Turkish oo-imhn wers able Seal
lstu active was 'tthtn the cuntntorn polttteal olrolo tn IQIIOI.

' '?he party's ropruonnun in Moseow at that-time-seems to luu i
been Pordi,  Hias report te the ‘!'M.rholml P!.ouu br this BOCI in

| December 1933 contains the last bit of tnrornuan Availsble eon- ;!

.. esrning the status of tho Turktlh purty nnd &hn !urktlh ea-uni-t'_ ;

ol 8. Septe 4, 19505 Decs 6, 1930; Feb. i
1081 1:!0 an, g,'lﬂil, ’.I‘D" 8 l 308 ‘q‘ll. 1’813 Nay 23, 4

o7, m. Au. eo. nn. Pe m.

i ";  ‘, f ’ '_ .'su‘

attitude tomrd un polnhn of the x.-mn s u. luu repers
 Fadlested thal Wis Turkish sosmwist atRHIN WA BLTT e
' vnuhuon. The touo of his report was “aptirely. luo“ of eritie ;.,‘z
eish of tho ll-unna and in certain l.n.t.mnl nnrohun.' Perdy
| gave the Pellowing tntorprotntu aid onlunon of Kemalist »"'*v“
: ponohu and the stand of the ‘Nrkl-h. partys. . i l e

fiyl Binee Ate rouuuou m loul acpuutl has bun e {ll.
(op with rswarksble wonsistency an unchanged foreign pol
in entire agresment with -its nationalist and beurgeels -hnr-
/scter, The nationalism of the Kemal par‘{ which, at the
head of the tolling masses, with arms in its hands and with

. the moral .and superior support of the Soviet Union agesinst
the attempts of the foreign imperialists te subjugate Turkey,
achieved ita national independence, olings with both hands
to its alliance with the country of socialist eenstruetion,.
We Communists fight against the nationalism of the Turkish
‘bourgeoisie in 80 far as 1t is directed ltllnlt other na~-

/' tionalities and leadsa towards- the destruotion or the vielent

" assimilation of thg,nanirurktuh peoples in Asia Minor. The
nationalism of the Kemalist bourgeocisis embodies ita desire
to retain ‘the monopoly of the exploitation of the native
"workers and the natural resources of the eountry in !urkoy.
i The Kemalimta are fully aware of the fact that the inde~ -
.‘pendence of Turkey is linked up with the existenge and
friendahip of the Boviet Union, and that if it were not tor
‘“this they would not be in a position to offer aven the
'slightest resistance to: the underhanded sttou ts of 1lzortl3~ o
[ ist enpttnl to subjugate them anew, : That he secre
sntnra ) oontlnuoua loyalty to ita. ullinnno uthh the lovtot

nioRe

However; rordi oxplatna. -htlo on onc hand tha Ktl:ltls dictntor-

'.lhip'l nattonultun drivas it to seek lovtot lupport. its honr.uol‘
i,oharaotcr and oapitulllt paltoy. on the other hand, “"drives it to

'thro' ‘Ateell lnto the ur-p of 1ntornattonl1 finance capital and

_the ilporSaIL-t Powers tht dominate 1t," He warns, moreover, |

'thqt '1hn t-portqllltn... hnv- not given up hope of foreing the

{ x.ualt-t- to thoir katoa. !tsntttoapil!. Pordt no longer makes
-ontton of lolnltnt 'hotrﬂysl or thn nattonnl ravelution® boc;naq

v




~‘ "om-ou un ot ma;m the mn-z reging i mmm.- qnd, ety

on the contrm. P!'ounu t-lu ‘!'urkuh «uuut nnmh m-

e umun.-n ul.nnuytu i 3 m—luun. He roumd that '

In yiew of the fact ﬂut at tho hulnnw tlu Po lo‘-
Party smpleyed its measures of eppression above all
otntut resction and clericalism, that it Played a pulg ‘
ve role in the vieterious war for national. tmpluonu.

; that it {Lmd itself at the head of the armed anti-
¢ ‘uporl.cl st struggle of the toiling masses of Asia Minor g
and that to mew it has proved loyal in its friendship
to the Boeviet Union, the Communist Party of oy be~
1ieved that it eould not qua u:{ its utlm t digtas—~
tership as a fasoist. diotatorsh P bt duhrod it to be

A masked diotatorship, a parliamentarism of the bourgeei~
sie and the h.uo lendowners directed ageinst the pecple.

Kenal's People’'s Party has been pursuing an interrupted '_ Ml _‘._._w___v

~poittey of terror pmtcnlurli since- To wsv It-4n
striving physieaily to annikilate the Communist Party

Hewever, Fordi pointed omt; ‘while the Kemalisti were puu\uu ‘an’
nurmud poliey of hrror qutmt the au-uaut Party of 'hu'-' w

‘kpy and were nrh!n. u mthuqh u. thnr *nn ncld.uc nt the

ot

sane tlu by the dtttutn of their 4-: "oonfuud' and 'do-uogu" i
ideology-te kil nu e).ul conn!.ouuu or &ho -orlur- and anou s

Shetir uuouun. tuuul 1n order to "lntool t.ho-. \ Eu.uu of
this the co-man Purty of h\rkcy In uﬁrlvtu to "expose the .
ul.nnou. tnomutony. and the- ngtru of “ﬂruung of all’
the nationaliast Propaganda® lnd e trn tho nrkorl from: m
: ntumsnu 1deelogy ll!l bring hen -ur lu omn influeness’ ‘ ‘
i Perdi's report did net oponly suto. Mnur. that the party aimed

. 8% 'the overthrew of loul. n 1t dld nnnl qn.n urumq” “ o)

MI -"Q .. l.“. ”. .”—”. I

1 obvieus that uum 1n 1ias vas due 40 the Sovies .u Gane

hnn huon' uttntnthn with l-ul.‘n torotn pouay. shieh

tnk o I.normod upormn with the rtu ot ll.tur. ey m

‘abvhuly m.tm..a o 1save. well snough u-n. W
' rorw- npon. despite 180 ‘olaim that, uu Peimmiat Party

ot ‘harkoy m buon "a real pnlnu-hn pnﬂr ‘and that it nru

' ‘flud' 'l\ndupnud hﬂ.wn -nu the nrttu .1n-+m¢-cw
‘ help botny u- I,npouuy and bul orgutuuml lutu. It was
"' met strong muh to conlouuh 311 up uuttu oruntnum. A

It was. ury weak in the trade union movement md nndum an
truuoul work: tn t.tu Konuu ornntuum. md A% had hhn s
‘hd nop- to set up a nnth nrnnlnuen. c-ut“u with the i
cougtrntdq uro:_o,!gaﬂd_ u\orq '9_}3 nrk nm thc !:tl_g_u""

m. Kuuy. work uon. the women was "just u' pnp.' The la!.y
'-umn' it oo\ud nonuon was the donotm.uun tn covl by

o nuur- o.rrund tn l‘obrulry 1953-"’

. ‘Thus, by 10&0 the Cosmuniat Pnrt.y o! 'hwluy hu prond u
hn 8 pcor tnvuu-nt for uu cutnun. Itq conuuan was not
even as good a8 in 10“. when it had uen lauuonn uou ‘the

‘ -ornn. Aﬂ.cr 1t hod lu}. this .nntut. u booq\n-puuly

: uohhd tro- the furktlh llll.lf ‘l‘ho ofﬂount poliee were
qblo to Sntutnto she uny purty und u-rnt most of ita lulou 1

o "“ mambers, so that 4% was kept a tiny and dimorganised seet.

ﬂu gononl ¢ronh of lhn Bulkcn u-mut novement uur 193}
a8 net - r-tlutod ll tlu Turkish mty. !uuud u m-n-ny

m. m-. n. :.m.. pp. au-u. i B
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oy va-tnhod tron Gha --ouo. !hn matn factor for ltu dtoa;poarancc;1'> 
at nonr-a. -qa the ottoottvnnno- of the aultaaz holuvnr. it must

ba nl-tttnd &h.t Turkey provtdcd the worst notl and ‘elimate ln j

‘ ‘the palkans tor the groewth of ao-unlul boeuulo of tb- Lfastors

nlroudy onu-orgtcd. Because ‘of this, it is llkoly that the
Gemintern, althongh it continued to anbltdiuo oxilod Turkt-h ocna
sunists, thereafter geased to prass the- qltnblllhlont of'a ytnblo
party in Turkey as 1§'did'tninnidﬂii oither begause 1t was im~
possible considaring the conditions nnd'thn eadres it B;d to

work with, or because it was no longer ncennnury Anasmuch as

o oot R ¢

Kemal's !orolgn pclicy was pro-sovtct. By 1934 ihe conintorn no
dowbt boon-o reconeiled to the fact thnt lt !ould not be ublo Ln

the near future to proletarianize Kemal's bourgeois and nagtou— ik

| alist revolution through the Communist Party of Turkeys .

"lovtot'rbrdtsnlroltoj7in¢”¢hi’luil Menale
)

rho yoar 1936. as nhoun in tho provionl part. !ll a "yaar '
-r dnnlnton' ror thn lovtct Polltiuro. It qltorod the forsign -

e,

" poltoy of tho uasn to ono of olouo relations with the demosracies

of Weatern Europn. atlnltancounly. 1t caused the Comintern to
;-ttiuon gradually it lutt extremist llao in !nvar of one more
te zu- roghts e ‘j‘ A S :
‘ - Up to 1988 tho novtot Polttburo pnruund s poltoy on: th.
diplolatle 1ov-1 that eould be desoribed ‘as on. ot relative

uloornol- or tlolntlon. The USSR was still a hostile member 6!

. the European r-zl: of. nations. It conuiltontly sttachod the

torrttorinl -rrungonontn of the Parti Ponoo contnranco and chose
‘%0 remain outntdo thc Lanauanot Huttona. which tho Bolsheviks Ind
uttnokod as the 'Holy Alll;nqo of the baurg.otntn tor the suppres- .

‘ -1on of tho proloturtnn rcvalutton.'- Any trontlcn thnt Moseow had .

nlcncd 'oro lootly with neighboring ltnton and they provided for
"nothing mere than noulrallty and tr&oﬂdlhtp. The USSR had otgnod ,
‘no nutuai assistance pnats and therefore bolon.od 40 no alliance

‘aystem, Its elololt ttol vnro with Kemaliat Turkey and Weimar
"‘foor-iuy.1 Its only ronl nnd"dnngoronl oneny up t411 1933 was in
"Antu. thn Empire of Japan,  In Europe ita Professed ensmies were

'1npnrlclllt' Groot lrltnla and Frange; but qotnaliy the danger
tro- this dtrcetxon after tho rntluro of tho Intorvontlon during
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