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In my book on the early history of the Turkish Left, I made @
distinetion between 'political' and 'administrative' periods inqthe
history of contemporary Turkey periods, that is, in which national

lite was characterized by intensified political activity or wds

dominated exclusively by state administration. Since 1908,Ekjitical
and adiinistrative periods have alternated. 1908-1925 wé@hfhus a
political period and 1925-45 an administrative one. /“The period

atter 1945 can be characterized as political with two year interludes

in 1900-62, 1971-75 and 1980 to the present. The'developments after

The wadines ©
the return to normalcy in 1973, and the dramatic.rise inAterrorism,
are still too fresh to be analyzed objectively. I will therefore
confine my observations to the period 1908£1973.

Ihe tirst of our 'political'~periods, 1908-1925, witnessed the
growth ot a number of Leftist' movements. These movements, however,
were relatively unimportant in the general context of politics in
Turkey; they almost never reached /the dimensions of popular movements
and were confined to small intellectual circles. The same is true of
Marxism, not only in its early'stage when it enjoyed relative freedom
of expression, but also of its entire history down to the present.

Let me translate the remdrks with which I concluded the above-mentioned
study:

lhe Turkish Left between the years 1908-1925, from

the wiewpoint of the struggle for political power ,

has “@apparently been a small and insignificant

movemnent. What renders it a subject worthy of study,

besides satisfying a purely historical curiosity, is

the attempt undertaken by the Left on the intellectual

plane. Our first leftists, revising the socialist
theory so as to fit it to the realities of Turkey, s
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Ndave taught us, through their practice-oriented
labors, much about the formation of politics in

this country. But it is obvious that they have
falled both in approaching their long-term objectives,
and in achieving the short-term goal of preventing
Turkey from taking a route leading to the establish-
ment of bourgeois capitalism based on private
property. It is possible to explain these failures
by saying that the leaders of the leftist movement
even 1f they made sound analyses, were mistaken Win
their tactical decisions. However, there may be. a
deeper reason of this failure. Could it be that

the leftist theory [meaning Marxism, of course)

is too alien to the structure of the Turkish/society
to be salvaged through revision or by avoidance of
tactical errors. The best reply to thistwill be

supplied by the future development of the Turkish
Left.

From 1908 to 1925

| ¥
In the Second Constitutional Period 1908-19 ﬁﬁffh can be

regarded as the beginning of the Turkish bourgeois-democratic revolution,
various socialist parties made their appearance. Socialist party of
Husi;in Hi lmi and his Ishtirakﬁﬁs the most famous of these. These
parties did not represent on ‘the whole a real contact with Marxism, let
alone any extension of its theory. Even their level of understanding of
socialism was rather shallow. Yeét, the declared aim of Hilmi's party

for instance, was to better thevpolitical and social conditions of the
people and to transform a)l.capitalist societies into a collective

single unmit through the/international collaboration of workers. The
internationalism of HiJmy's party was also reflected — _jin the periodical

organs that appeared/safter Ishtirak“;- by a motto deriving from Victor

Hugo's "avoir pouripatrie le monde et pour nation 1'humanite."
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[E is significant that Hilmi's Socialist party sought a rapprodch-
ment with Islam and tried to represent socialism as an application of
the Islamic principles of social justice. This party in its preSFivst

World War life, though frequently referred to the "working classy" did
not succeed to recruit many members , workers or otherwise.eIn 1919-20,
the party did becowe a mass organization, but this was due'not to its
flirtation with Islam, but to its functioning as a labor um’on.‘3 The

leader of Hilmi's Ottoman Socialist Party's Paris filiale, Dr. Refik

Nevzat, was probably the first Turk who acquired a“decent knowledge of

4

Mdrxisu.

A more significant figure was an internationally known socia)ist
theoretician by the pen-name of Parvusrwho arrived in Turkey before the
Balkan Wars. His real name was Alexander Israel Helphand; he was a
Russian Jew who had become a member of~the short-lived St. Petersburg
Soviet during the 1905 Revo]ution.s. Parvus was ostensibly a correspondent
for the Social Democratic German press in the Ottoman Empire. But he
engaged in the arms trade and became very rich. Parvus greatly
influenced the economic thinking~of the Young Turks. He impressed upon
them the necessity of terminating the Western imperialist economic

domination and exploitation of Turkey and thus taught them economic

nationalism.

It ¥s also worth mentioning that an attempt was made by the Union
and Progress Party government to participate in the abortive Stockholm
Conference of Ifiternational Socialists in 1917 in order to enlist leftist

support four TwwKey. A number of trusted intellectuals were hand-picked,
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but the boygus Turkish socialist delegation was refused admission.
the Unton and Progress Party, however, did have a real left wing.
fhis winy was hardly Marxist; it rather aimed at the creation of¢a
} done |
national bourgeoisie. This was to be/ for reasons of economic
nationdalisu done through state capitalism according to the Bismarckian
model, which was, however, called "socialisme d'Etat."
During the Armistice, many Unionist leaders were dispersed between
Germany, Russia, Switzerland and Italy. Those who went to exile in

Germany and Russia sought to exploit the continuingsprestige of the

Turks over other Moslem countries. Talat Paga who-was in Germany

“A

toyed with the idea of securing British ‘support inreturn for enlisting

Moslem peoples against the Soviet Union. Enver Paga who had gone to >
Russia, on the contrary, offered the Bolsheyiks the support of all

Moslems against British imperialisn.) Bothufractions then endorsed the

left wing's search for a social,_program ‘that would suite the needs of

the country. OSeveral organizational designs emerged from this search:

1AM : : :
Mesdl was an articulated social democratic program; another program

devised by Kor Ali Ihsan Bey found“its way to Ankara to exert a populist Unilact
influence on the leaders of the nationalist struggle there.

The Anatolian Left of the year 1920 developed under the stimulus
these Unionist strivingst In all the fractions of the Left in Anatolia
such as the Green Army“Society, the parliamentary People's Group (Halk
Zimresi), the officia) furkish Communist Party and the Turkish People's den lag ¢
Communist Party, thége s a marked endeavor to reach a synthesis between
Istam and Communisiy, a reluctance toward internationalism and a stress

against 1mpepfdlist transgressions.
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It 1s now time to turn to the foundation of the Turkish Communist
Party (TeP). The founder of the party, Mustafa Suphi (|¥X<3 —\92()
had, d45 a liberal, sought refuge in Tsarist Russia in 1913 and had
been kupt_as a civilian P.0.W. after the outbreak of the World War.
While lur/“dd ;w:ghiologist and even anti-socialist before, he became a
convinced Marxist in Russia. Suphi was always a natiomalist teacher with
a sense of the importance of the cohesive bonds of Moslem internationalism.
(One ouyht to remember that the term used in Turkish®to denote nation
millet, originally meant -—\Fnd in Arabic still does—iﬁ{?igion!) After
nis conversion to Marxism, he succeeded-in forming a small Turkish
Communist organization in Soviet lands, combining some Turkish P.0.W.s with

some local Turkic people.

In 1920 a branch of Suphi's,organization, the secret TCP, published

a prograi in @ﬁ&g]ia which widely differs from other native productions.

This is a document of 25 articles, entitled as the General Statues. The
party called itself Bolshevik and.followed the Russian Soviet model of
organization for the liberation'of all the oppressed nations and classes
from the domination of capitalism and imperialism. It advocated the
establishment of a dictatonship of the proletariat as a provisional
government, banning bdurgeoisie and the exploiting class to take part in
the elections. Property rights were to be abolished, and large-scale
nationalizations carried out. The party advocated thoroughgoing seculariza-
tion. It also called for the abolition of frontiers and customs between
Turkey and othew socialist countries.

he *secret TPC was the first pure-bred example of communism in

Turkey. AMeanwhile, in Russia and under the auspicies of the Peop]e'g
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Comissartat of Nationalities (headed by Stalin), Suphi had organized
a circle ot Turkish Left Socialists in 1918, and had represented itfat
the first Congress of the Comintern in Moscow in March 1919. This
group yradually evolved into the Turkish Communist Party.
In the first Congress of the Comintern, Suphi made a famous anti-
liperialist speech, declaring:
Comrades, as is known, if the head of French=
English capitalism resides in Europe, its trunk
spreads to the wide regions of Asia. The urgent

task for us Turkish Socialists is to uproot capitalism
from the East.

;SgFL; {or two years engaged in organizational.activities for Moslem
Conmunists in Crimea, Turkestan and finally Azerbaidjan, while keeping
contacts with Turkish Communists in Anatolial /The Congress of Eastern
Nations, convened in the beginning/of September 1920 in Baku, was
targely the outcome of Suphi's efforts. “Another meeting immediately
tollowed the Baku Congress. QOn the 10th.of September 1920, 74 representa-
tives ot 15 organizations of Turkish Communists united and founded a

single Turkish Communist Party.

Ihe first program of the TCP, began with a general analysis of
the world situation. [t deseribed the development of finance capitalism
and the 1nternational effects of that process on colonial and semi-colonial
countries.  The growth.of capital into its monopolistic stage, though
represent the highest degree of material wealth, appeared to have lost its
original civilizipgwpower. The Second Internationqi socialists were
severely castigated for mixing sociology with revolutionary socialism,

handed over the proletarians to the bourgeois supremacy. With the victory

s
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ot communi s, brotherhood, unity and justice, among nations as well as
1nd1yiunuls,wouid be realized through the abolition of private property
/whnﬁgd not a right but a superstitition.

Bourgeois democracy had made a beginning in Turkey, but the class
struggle was still in its primitive phase of development. Presently,
there was a coalition of poor classes with the property-owning petite
bourgeoisie, against the assaults of foreign capitalism, /their common
foe. The conditions for a social revolution all ovey, the world had now
ripened. The TPC was to act as the vanguard of industrial and agricultural
workers towards final victory. Whereas abolutist\regimes and constitu-
tional governments pretended to be democratic and yet served the
oppressors, the Soviet was the best Suited type of provisional government
tor the transition from capitalism te, socialism.

[CP considered religion a.communal) matter and adopted the principle
of freedom of conscience. Yet it undeptook to fight against superstitions
which created aninosity and hatred among human beings. As regards
nationalities, the TCP supported the idea of free federation of various
peoples.

In economics, TCP aimed-at the collectivisation of all natural
resources and the means of“production, a centrally planned economy, and
the formation of cooperatives. Labor unions, which were organizations
to defend workers' rightS under bourgeois governments were expected to
undertake productive’functions as soon as the social revolution occurred.
The party counted on technical assistance from the.European and American

unions. One gf-the major targets of the TCP was the group of intermediate

traders who/were to be replaced by consumers' cooperatives.



Itie educational system was to be socialized and compulsory (free
education provided for all male and female Turks under the age of
seventeen. The party also took a strong stand against alcoholism,
prostitution, gambling and narcotic drugs. All armies were'eventually TE}-
disappedr, but there was an immediate need for the organization of red
ariiies in defense of revolutionary workers and farmers all over the
world. Political inspectors were to be attached tormilitary commanders.
Police work in cities and villages were to be given-over to militia
organizations. Revolutionary people's d¢ribunals-were to replace all
existing law courts.

lhere was little originalitylin this program, and Suphi was
mainly o man of action, an organizér, rather than a theoretician. The
presidium elected in the First _Congress~of the TCP with Suphi as its
chairman, after some correspondence with Mustafa Kemal Pasa, finally
decided to move into Anatolia. A proof of Suphi's continuing nationalism
is to be found in one of the lettérs he wrote to Ankara. In fact,

in a letter (co-signed by Ethem Nejat), to Mustafa Kemal Paga
from Baku in November 1920, that the successful expédition of the
Turkish Eastern Army wqiééﬁg?a$ﬁega€§ EﬁgnTCP as essentially a
punitive operation against the Dashnak government which acted in collabora-
tion with the Entente powers. He assured Mustafa Kemal Pa;a that this
propayganda was well,received by the public opinion, even the Armenian
Communist press justified the Turkish action, and the usual
accusations dgbout our barbarism did not occur this time. Suphi further

reques ted, could
7 niimto prevent any incidents which / be interpreted as an Armenian
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massacre that would raise the Russian and European proletariat against °
the Turkish operation.

Suph1 and his aides were murdered on January 28/29, ]921.8 All the
fractions of the Anatolian Left were suppressed in Spring 1921 a$ a con-
cession for the London Conference convening to revise the treaty of
Sevres. Unce the failure of the Conference became evident‘(later in
the same year), some of them were allowed to revive in time-for Frunze's
visit to Ankara. They were banned again in Summer 1922. The definitive

however,

suppression of communism in Turkey (including Istanbul)/took place only
in 1925 ,after the Maintenance of Order Act.

The most intellectually stimulating socialist movement in the early
history of the Turkish Left was the one“that-flourished around the
journal AydfﬁT}f/(clarity). This movement'was a merger of a group of
students and trainees who were in Germany.during the Great War (hence,
falsely known as Spartakists) with two grominent French educated young
thinkers: Sefik Hisnd (Degmer) an&/ﬁb (specialist in Neurology) and
Sadrettin Celdl (Antel) a teacher and pedagogist. They were both sons of
the so called "good families" — “one's father was a civilian pasa from =)
Salonica, the other's was an ‘ex-minister of Justice. This group first
continued a journal called/Kurtulug (liberation) which had already ~
started in Berlin and then published Axdfﬁlﬂ(. They also organized a
“Turkisn Workers' and (Farmers' Socialist Party." (Early in the cCaregr—

of this circle, some of its members went to Ankara to join Mustafa Kemal

Paga; most of them were appointed to high positions.)
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Here, | want to summarize Dr. Sefik Husnu's Marxian analysis of

Turkey, d¢- it appeared in his various @zdfﬁaYE articles. According.to

hin, in Turkey until the Tanzimat period, politics had abnormally ‘dominated
economy . Then two sorts of bourgeoisie began to emerge in biq Cities,

one developing out of notable families and the other, from the chiefs of
the army and the administration. Parallel to them, a class-corresponding
to petite bourgeoisie was born in villages and small towns. There were
also agricultural and urban workers. The urban workers of Turkey who

ought to lead the struggle and set an example to other classes in Europe
for the improvement of class relations, were nevertheless unorganized

and therefore /Ideige necessary consciousness ‘for this task. Organization

was could not
/ the yist of the matter. Turkey / afford staying beyond the

world-wide social revolution. The emergent proletarian revolution every-

vivuld
where, / result in the creation-0f a single-classed (or classless)

society through the abolition/of private property and the socialization of

natural resources.

The revolutionary process was/to begin with the seizure of political
power. Suppression of the reaction that /NOU]?nEVitab1y come from the
former privileged classes, and the erection of a governmental structure
capable of educating the people for the ideal society constituted the
next stage. This impoptant stage was likely to last long in countries
such as Turkey, where there was a mixture of feudalism and primitive

: " R s
capitalism. Dr. afik Husnu significantly assumed that urban proletariat

could establish 4ts rule in Turkey in the short-run, This view, however,
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was Lo b -41L;11; changed during the next few yedrs.
Ay 1‘Ini1k Circle supported the Mustafa Kemal Pasa with many

articles. After the abolition of the sultanate, they expressed their
hope that this political revolution would be completed with a soeial
revolution based un communal production and property. But this~was nothing
else than wishful thinking,and 5ngﬁiff/was soon to receiye a severe blow
from the nationalists. The political organ of the Aydf//¥/’c1rcle,
[WFSP, by now becanme a secretly affiliated member of /the ‘Comintern. It
tried tu yet organized among the labor unions and to participate actively
in the yeneral elections after the military victory. But many of its
mwembers were arrested in 1923 on conspiratorialihigh-treason charges, in
connection with a First of May decldvation théy issued. These persons
nanaged to get acquitted through some procédural rule; but the Left was
warned that it would not be tolerated by the emerging regime.

suSefik Hisnl's one of “the move- important articles in Aydin 'ﬁi//
vas written on the occasion of his arrest. "Currents of Socialism and
Turkey" starts with a classification of contemporary political ideas into
two groups: those of the pourgeoisie and those of the proletariat. The
latter can be divided intg three: Anarchism (or rather, Anarcho-Syndicalism),
<ocialism, and Conmunisme, =As it is impossible to speak about the first
current for the present=day Turkey, he dwells at length on the distinction
between Socialism and Communism. After giving an account of the historical
process that divided them, Dr. Sefik Husnu concludes that the vital

disputes betweemy these two currents in Europe have no value whatsoever

for lurkey. Capital is almost exclusively in foreign hands. The
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level ot andustirial development is very low and the class struggle is
tar trom being acute. Therefore, division into two factions separately

striving tor social revolution ought to be out of question for usy,/ Yet

there are classes and there is a class struggle in Turkey. But.owing

to the numerical weakness of the capitalist bourgeoisie and the over-
whelwing majority of the workers and peasants, this struggle. usually
takes the form of a national struggle between foreign capitalists and
their satellites: the local notables and the native/rich. The present
popular government deriving its power from national sovereignity should
be a government of work and workers. Further steps in socialism can
only be expected after the development of induStry under such a government.
I find this analysis very interesting, because it reflects the
view of the pre-1925 TCP. According-to this conception, Ankara is not
a bourgeois government that ought” to be fought against, but a kind of
people's government which is open to<ajcoalition of lower classes. In
ten years, when some deviants from the TCP defended their ideological
line in the journal Kadro, they were more or less making the same assumptions.
fhus, 1t was in fact not these\'"deviationists" but the party-line that
had changed in the meantimes;a change which was probably not unrelated
to the change in the nature .of the Ankara governmeht.
In the Summef of 1923, Dr. Vedat Nedim (Tgr), the economist, who
was to be one of the futlUre Kadro writers and later, an aesthetic advisor
tor private banks' drtistic activities, wrote in Axdfﬁ]fﬂrthat if the
political indepemdence newly secured through a military victory was not

supp lemented with economic independence, the blood shed for this purpose
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/ be agin, & Crime ayainst the nation and the humanity at large.
A.Arﬂlrf/uppusud the proclamation of the republic, rightly fearing
—_—

that 1t would be an imitation of the class dominated republics of ‘Europe

and America. But this was not merely a dispute over labels. According
to Dr. jefik Husnt, there would be no harm in calling the new state

“"Popular Republic of Turkey," provided it did not follow-Western

bourgeois models by creating a ruler without a dynasty.{ After the

proclamation of the Turkish Republic, Azdfﬁ?Tﬁ gradually saw in the

People's Party in power, a representative of class(domination, and

discarded its previous hopes of influencing the government in its social

policy.
[he last dozen issues of Aydinlik-are more openly pro-Soviet

and they more frequently refer to Marxist.theory. An article by

Dr. Sefik Hisnd that appeared in ‘February 1924, criticizes the social

reformers in power for their utepian «thinking: modernization attempts

at the level of super-structure are-bound to remain superficial and

useless. Industrialization should necessitate changes in social institu-
tions. Planned economic growth Should be emphasized, instead, say, of
toying with ideas of educational reform and changes in the marriage law
for instance which are trivial. Still, Axdfﬁafi/circie supported

the ruling party against the so-called Progressivist (Terakkiperver)

opposition when the latter seemed to challenge the abolition of the
Caliphate, the exilevof the members of the Ottoman dynasty and to support

religious reactign. "Yet, this was no more than a family quarrel between
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two winygs ot the bourgeoisie.
S v
Aydinlik/ severely criticized in the Fifth Congress of the
vullaborationist

Comintern for its / line with national capitalism. Manuilsky,
of followin
a Ukranian delegate, accused Bygfﬁajgff thg social patriotic

ideology of the Second International. The Turks defended their position
by claiming that they had only supported revolutionary nationalism. They
admitted ,however, that a few of their numbers had backed.measures of
state and municipal socialism. This deviation, however, had been
rectified.
% ] n . . v// ( . n . e

Dr. Jefik Husnu in his last AydinlTk articleidistinguished the
financial capitalism of the bourgeoisie in big comprador cities from
the petite bourgeoisie of the provincial Anatolia who aspired to
become an industrial bourgeoisie. /The first stratum of the capitalists

represet ted &

/ a laissez faire attitude, but the second demanq(’g)protection—
ist policy. The ruling People's-Party-had a tendency to go with the
provincial Anatolian petite bourgeoisie.

However, because of the lack of capital accumulation, it was

inconceivable for this group to.create a national industry. They would,

“be the logic of necessity, have.to beg for foreign capital. This would

result in a reconciliation of /the two groups of capitalists at the
expense of the toiling masses.

The early period of Turkish Marxism exhibits two sorts of ideo-
logical approaches folsocial problems: one that refused to envisage
any formal conciliation between Islam and Marxism, and a second approach
that  propounded-stich a conciliation. It is worth noting that even in

the first group,;” the Aygin[ff circle, the consideration of and the
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respect tor people's beliefs produced some sympathy towards popular
religion as distinct from the dogma of the orthodoxy. But the sympathy
was much greater and more explicit among the proponents of the second
approach.

Hiuseyin Hilmi's attitude towards Islam is typical Oof many other
Ottoman sucialists also. In an article he has written in Ishbirak
(ﬂﬂ ) (March o, 1326? 19, 1910), we read that socialism started with Christ
and its principles endorsed by many a divine verse in Keran as well a
multitude of Hadiths are transformed into a practical shape through the
institution of ggggg_in Islam. Conversely, some Moslems writing in
the same journal have tried to utilize from socialism depicting it as
a requirement of their religion.

Native Anatolian leftist movements during the War of Liberation,
(many of which derived from the Unionist Pan-Islamism anyway) also recon-
ciled themselves with Islam. When the alliance with Bolsheviks was
claimed to be an act of infidelijty, the official left responded by
arguing that Bolshevism was much closer to Islam than the European 5
debauchery. Socialism was taken 'to be identical with Islam. (iégﬂ}
ad yyuh-k;jrfn;_;;thngfpoxn% of 192¢’EEZ"sﬁ”énd”td aii_hopés o? pushing - i
the Ankara government to a’path of non-capitalist development. From
then onwards, the attitude of the TPC vis-a-vis the Ankara government
was the classical one (of 'the Communist parties against bourgeois
governments.

The Maintenance of Order Law, accepted on the pretext of a large

scale Kurdish rising in the East 1in early 1925, became a major turning
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point in the course of recent Turkish history. The new authoritarian

governnent effectively suppressed the Marxist activities in

_;pite of the fact that the Marxists gave their full support to thé& government,
/?ﬂ?“éitff'ﬁhty to side with progressive bourgeoisie against a feudal

reaction. The trial and condemnation of the leftist leaders—pushed

Marxism to the un.de'rground.9

From 1925 to 1945
shortly before the beginning of an oppressive €ra with the

Maintenance of Law Order, the Third Congress of the'ICP met in

[stanbul. Little is known about this meeting which presumably discussed

the new party line condemning the Kemalists as tools of the bourgeoisie.

But the change thus effected was neithér abrupt nor final. Some

menbers still clung to their formeér Opipions. This latter group included

Ur. Vedat Nedim, who began to guide’ theé party organization as one of

the few leaders who were not arrésted and still remained in the country.

His rule over the underground party was later dubbed as the Menshevik

period. However this did not directly imply a theoretical tendency

of believing in the inevitability of passing through a bourgeois-

capitalist phase before aspiring to socialism. It rather meant adherence

to a loose organizational.model, the so-called pointed system, instead

of the strictly discip}ined Bolshevik type. Dr. sefik Husnl and his

friends abroad invited Vedat Nedim to a conference in Vienna in 1926

to determine the future activities. The agreement reached there, did

not work smoothMyin practice. $evket Stxlr‘eyya (Aydemir) after his

re lease from the€ prison joined Vedat Nedim in the party administration.
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lhey did not obey the directives from abroad. Finally, Vedat Nedim
informed upon Dr. Sefik Husnl who had returned to Turkey incognito. | A
crowded arrest of Communists followed. The 1927 trial in the ciwvilian
Istanbul Court resulted with 1ight sentences ( 3 or 4 months) for. 30
outstanding TCP meml:)ers.1°

Let me hasten to add that during the years between 1925.and 1936
occasional news in the daily press of distributed hand-bills and leaf-
lets and subsequent arrests of trials of Communists became something of
a routine. But all these influenced the Turkish society little, if at
(3 o

Atter the incidence of 1927, the right-wing.left the party. Many
ot those who parted company with the TCP at this junction were to join
forces n 1932-34 to publish the Kadro:journal in order to forge a

statist 1deology for the ruling single party. In 1929, there was an

N

~

attempt to reorganized the TCP_and reorientate it in accordance with

the general Comintern policyl{ A left-wing oppositiggfto the.Centra]
= X R - 1
towmitteefdevelopgqfhnder the direction of Dr. Sefik Hlsnu. Nazim

Hiknet, the poet, was prominent in this left-wing which convened a
secret meeting in Pavli, a tiny island off the Asiatic suburban coast
of Istanbul. We know little-about the contents of this movement, save
that it was called a"Trotskyite-police opposition" by the Central
Committee, after an arbitration ruling of the Comintern in favor of the
faction 1n power. JTheére appeared two anonymous letters in Die Fahne
des Kommunismus (The flag of Communism), the journal of the ?grman

Communist Partyls Left opposition by their comrades in Turkey.

Thereafter, tis opposition was duly purged from the party and its
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members continued an independent existence. One suspects that there
was little ground (theoretical or practical), especially for the brand=<
ing of this group as a left opposition. But, such a development had

taken place 1n Soviet Union, so it had to-be
S ke L=

———

imitated in Turkey too.
was adopted

A new program / for the TCP in 1929. Until] \reécently,
[ had not been able to see the Turkish text and had to refer to it
13
through the Russian and English translations. I have now seen a

copy of the 4th printing issued in 1936. This must be a revised
edition (in all likelihood partly modified in the .4th Congress of
1932 and the General Plenum of 1934, both of which secretly met in
Istanbul). It is composed of 58 articles in two sections. In the
first section, after an Introduction, articles are grouped under
seven headings: Struggle against-“Imperialism, The Working Class,
Peasantry, Economic and Financ¥al/Problems, General Education, Youth,
and Women's Movement. The second section on the "Tasks of the Workers'
and Peasants' Government" is much shorter. There is nothing novel in
this program. It is a typicalistandard Communist document following
the Comintern model.

Starting from the early 1920s, some Turks went to Moscow to
study at KUTV (Kommunistichestki Universitet Trudiashchiksia
Vostoka = Communist University of the Toilers of the East). This
was far from being aluniversity in the usual sense. It was more of a
propaganda schoel. There were all kinds o7 students, ranging from

workers who let-alone speak Russian, could barely read and write in E;\\

own langauagés;=to students who had a good cultural backgroud.
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Ihis odd composition existed among the Turks also. Some of the
early graduates of KUTV were intellectuals like Sevket Sﬂreyya.
Nﬁ:rm-ﬂlkme[, Vala Nurettin, Ismail Husrev (Tgkin: another future
Kadro ideologist), etc. and Laz Ismail (I. Bilen, the present First
Secretary of the illegal TCP). Their taking an active part g/ the
TCP after their return, placed the party under a strictersecontrol of
the Comintern. Indeed, the TCP was a "Section of the Communist
International” like all others. But as time went onj.personality
conflicts came to the fore. Leadership struggles in this small organ-
ization caused unbridgaple rifts. Even after the right and left purges,
polemics against the deviants were continued. ‘In the Foreword of the
1936 edition of the party program, Nngﬂrhikmet and his friends were
called "the hirelings of the Kemalist.bourgeoisie, loyal servants of
the police, enemies of the workers.and /the toiling popular masses of
Turkey." This must be considered to ‘be=a curious attitude, as from
the seventh (and the last) Congress ‘of the Comintern (1935) onwards,
the creation of anti-fascist popular fronts everywhere was accepted as
a general policy. Yet Turkish Communists did not stop their internal
feuds. But 1936 represents~the last active year of the party; from
then onwards, the TCP actiVities were reduced to a minimum and the
menmbers were encouraged te“participate in popular organizations and
contribute to the pro-democratic press. During the Second World War
years sone freedoy was given to the left-liberal intellectuals to
maintain an equithkibrium between various tendencies. (Some pro-Nazi
activities wered@lso tolerated until Stalingrad.) But the contents of
the publications then considered to be leftist are surprisingly moderate

L4
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by contenporary standards. For instance, an urge for urbanization to
leftist !
modernize the country was thought to be a / stand, as it contra-

dicted the prevalent idyllic myths about the village life.
At the end of the war, there was a Turkish daily (Tan) which
defended a pro-Soviet foreign policy for Turkey. The government
secretly organized a massive student riot to destroy its printing presses,

pretending that this was a spontaneous reaction on the part of the

nationalist youth.

From 1946 to 1960

Transition to a multi-party democracy in Furkey improved the
situation of the Left very slightly.Though-it wanted to legalize
itself through several attempts at founding parties, there were
strict limits recognized for politicalpactivities and Marxism of
all shades was clearly beyond ‘them. {Hence, the Left continued to be
11legal. It succeeded, howeyver, in\organizing some support among
the intellectuals and especially the university students. Some large
scale arrests put the whole léadership in prison. The most important
of such actions against them was the trial of the 167 in the
/ﬂa,-t"a,l_ Law Tribunal at the year 1952 which resulted in heavy sent-
N LT
ences for many underground party members, including the veteran
Dr. ;ufik Husny Degner~(after serving his time in jail, he died in

1959 in an Anatolian town where he was banished). ;

.
]

During this period, the TCP put much emphasis on foreign policy.
It vehemently opposed Turkey's taking part in the Korean War and her

entry to NAIOW It also disapproved the economic integration of Turkey

|
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to the capitalist camp. Marxists tried to portray this as a betrayal
of A[uLuN?itﬂtist autarchical conception. But both of the major
parties, the Democratic Party -1thich had won power in 195QJ3- and
the Republican People's Party, the opposition, shared the opposite
assumption to the effect that Turkey could survive as an indépendent
nation only 1f she sided with the West.

Meanwhile, the members of the TCP in exile in MosCow had suffered
purges in the late 30s and the 40s. After the war,“the party was
revived there. But it did not function in any significant manner,
except serving as a loyal voter of the CPSU in international meetings.
The party has, up until now, pretended ‘to uphold the cause of the
national independence of Turkey viswa-vis western powers, but has in
fact slavishly followed the Moscow “line “under the pretext of

proletarian internationalism.

From 1960 to Present

Republican People's Party during its ten years of parliamentary
opposition (1950-60), emphasized+the statist dimension of the Kemalist
legacy and advocated central economic planning against the more
(economically) liberal-minded Democratic Party -~ though in practice
DOP differed littie from its predecessor and rival. RPP developed
more 1n a leftist direction after the coup d'etat of 1960. Throughout
the score of years’ to,the present, "social justice" had been a
favorite theme in'public discourse. A weekly journal, iﬁﬂ (direction)

was quite impartant in propagating such leftist ideas. Its editor,
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Dogan Avcioglu was a french educated socialist. His understanding of
Maraisin was rather instrumentalist. This permitted him to search
allres 1n the ranks of the RPP and the radical army officers for
an 1deovlogical front against 1mperialis;\abroad and capita]iﬁf‘at
home. Social conditions at that time helped such an intellectual
coalition to materialize. One positive effect of the partial slide
of the RPP to the Left was the breaking of taboos about Socialism.

For over three decades there was no public discussion of Turkey's
problems in terms of Marxist concepts. Even abstract' theoretical
works were not allowed to appear. Ideas of socialism and communism
had come to be viewed as treason. A whole generation was barred from
getting acquainted with leftist literature. During 1960s and 1970s
Marxist classics were translated into Turkish?s'Periodicals gradually
began to be published. These sought both“to inform Turkish readers
about the developments of sodialist fdéas abroad and to put forward
analyses of the problems ofiTurkey from varying Marxist perspectives.
fet, ¢ tendency to favor the simplistic and dogmatic panaceas was
clearly discernible among the TurKish sympathizers of socialism.
Borrowed action programs were usually preferred to those attempts
at dealing with Turkish problems without imitating a ready-made model.

This phenomenon can/be explained perhagﬁiyith reference to
[slamic traditions. [Ip~fact, Atatﬁrszgﬁgositivistic conception of
secularization could, be interpreted from a structural viewpoint as a
second Islam. Dobbt”is alien to the Kemalist mentality, which rests

-

on the premise O0fythe unity of truth (with "science" replacing
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“theoluyy™), and the moral right of those who possess this truth ta
impose it on the uthers.ls Such features characterize many of the
furkish socialist currents of the 1960s and 1970s also, deserving to
be designated as a Third Is]am.l?'

As tor the quasi-religious characteristics of the many‘\recent
furkish socialist currents, these can perhaps be attributed (besides
the easiness of continuing in a mentality) to the relative novelty
of Marxism in this country. During the outlawed yeérs of the TCP,
its intellectual vitality had dried out. The short span of free
socialist activity at the mid forties did not suffice to go deeper than
the mere surface. At the sixties when\Marxism was discovered anew,
the dppeal of ready paths was too streng to Yesist for many enthusiasts
who wanted quick panaceas. Be that _as it/may, socialism was indeed
accepted as a neo-Kemalism by many intellectuals (especially teachers)
during the 1960s. Even if sOme/of them can be suspected of adopting
this attitude for reasons of expediency, there were others who took
It earnestly. Then they were faced with the same dilemma of Kemalists,
being alienated from the popular masses on whose benefit and behalf
they wanted to act. One enterprise to overcome this gap was to win
the favor of the people by appealing them through‘re1igion. This was
not a new idea, but now, it was articulated consciously on populist
lines in the mode) of the 19th century Russia. One of their champions
translated DostoyéwSky's Pushkin Speech to serve as a correct example
of approach to people's established beliefs. Yet, this adventure

remained as anunfulfilled intellectual dream when its originators
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caime Lo realise the internal contradictions such an attempt would
inevitably raise.

Another fashionable ideological trend was to explain the course
of Turkish history in terms of Asiatic mode of production, instead
of the transition of feudalism into a capitalist stage. Jnspired
by some French Marxists working on Moslem and Eastern countries, two

professors of Ecomomics in Istanbul University (Sencer Divitgio§1u

nnd_idf;; Kiiiﬁmerj claimed inapplicability of the/usual Marxist
evolulionary scﬂene to Turkey. The Asiatic mode .of production
theory in Turkey was also thought as a device, toovercome the neo-
Kemalist difficulties in the path of-socialism,” without necessarily
repudiating the,§91id1ty of Marxism'élsewhere, indeed using Marx's
own permission. A kind of populismegould be based on this %gfory.

as it stressed the particularity” and /peculiarity of Turkey.

[f we accept that our social structure is of a sui generis character

incomparable to western Europe, then we need not to follow the same
path towards socialism with these/countries who had evolved into
capitalism from a feudal pasty Whether the Ottomans were really
feudal or not, did not weigh as much as the practical implications
in the discussions that~surrounded this issue. There was a lot of
confusion: What was/the feudal model? (Even, what was a model?)
'as there a univepsal pattern that fitted western Europe as well as
Japan, for example ? Were not the Byzantines and the Seldjukites

feudal? When, wéyspeak of the Ottoman Empire, what should we focus on?
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Were there homogenous relations of production in the classical 16th
century all over the Empire? The evidence is to the contrary: Balkans
and the Kurdish East at least were always feudal. By the beginning
of the 19th century even the Anatolian core was doubtlessly“feudal.
Such considerations were not taken to be important and a school of
intel lectuals and artists came into being to uphold the.theory of
the Asiatic Mode of Production. At the bottom of it, thére was an
inherent i1dealization of the Ottoman system stressing its uniqueness.
Some novelists and film-makers elaborated on this 1ine, while some
leftist politicians utilized it in rendering a target for their
activities the authoritarian features of the Benevolent State
conception that was involved in this theory.' Aybar, the president
of the Turkish Workers' Party was one such politican.

The Turkish Workers' Party was originally founded by some labor
unionists. It developed toward the-Left, after electing Mehmet Ali
Aybar to its presidency in early/1962. Aybar was an associate
professor of International Law from Istanbul University who had been
obliged to drop his academic'career for engagement in left-wing politics.
at the 1965 general elections. But optimistic prospects of a growing
socialist party led to-premature leadership struggles. At this
juncture, some people €herishing ideas of "extra-parliamentary
opposition” challengéd the conventional tactics of the TWP. They
were also showing a keen interest in Mao's theories. But Aybar lost

his pusition.in~the party due to attacks from the opposite wing, when
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he openly blamed Soviet Union for the invasion of Czechoslovakia in
|96,

Avbar who formulated a new Humanitarian Socialism (on Garaudy/'s
line) against the intervention of Warsaw Pact countries, managed
to keep his presidency of the TWP for yet another year and:{resigned

llowin
on November 15, 1969 the®electoral failure of his party.

N
After him, TWP became more of a classical Marxist-Leninist party.
The Chinese-oriented fractions partly left on their/accord and
partly expelled. TWP always condemned terrorist/inclinations among

the leftist university students. Young men and women of these

tendencies united out of the party in a federative structure

called bev-GéBg (literally meaning Giant Young, shortened from
Devrimci Genglik = Revolutionary/Youth), /A year before the army
intervention of 12th March 1971y splintering leftist movements
began to increase at an unbelievable.rdte.

Lately the intellectual fashion concerning Asiatic Mode of
Production is being replaced or complemented with another fad of
Center-Periphery analysis ofcthe World System; in other words,
basically, the Wittfogelian revision of Marxism with the Waller-
steinean. But the practical implications of this new trend on
the left are far from %\, clear.

lhere were factionsxof all shades ranging from pro-Soviet and pro-
Chinese to the Tretskyites and to those that followed the Albanian
line. Yet the bigger organizations were not identifiable with such
a single inspireation. They all accused one another for being

“revisionibtst"  Some of the sharper groups resorted to bank robberies
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and armed resistance to the police. Then the 12th of March period
Caiie that lasted for more than two years, as a strong reaction to
all these and to the more liberal Left. Wholesale arrests fo110wed.2]
the military backed government, at one point took hostages from 'the
intellectuals as if they were organizationally related to terrorists.
he Constitutional Court outlawed the TWP for espousing the“rights
of the sizeable Kurdish minority in the East.

Iwo common features can be observed in the credos of all these
groups. The first is the priority given to the apti-imperialist
struggle and the second, the belief in the imminency of a revolution.
Considerations about economic development and/ptanned industrialization
which were dominant during the earlier_sixties, now seemed to be
postponed to the realization of the revolution. Anti-imperialism
was essentially anti-Americanisms The.Cyprus conflict (where USA
was suspected to favor the Greeks) made~this stand increasingly
popular among university students, The shared feeling of urgency related
to a revolution wrongly expected to arrive soon, gave rise to an
unhealthy radicalisation in almost all groups. They were divided,
however, as to the nature of the coming revolution. Was it going to

be a socialist revolution_as) TWP supporters held or a national-democratic

LT
)
one as many youth organizations such as the Dev Gen‘ﬁziahght. The _(fél,

latter who were much more fiery than the easier going TWP membership,
formulated a slogan/of "fully independent and really democratic Turkey "
reflecting thejr-anti-imperialism and national-democratic revolution

creed. Mihri Belli's followers who styled themselves "proletarian

p
§

;



revolutionaries" (proletarian perhaps ideologically, but not
socioloaically; in fact the sharper a group ap;eared to be the mdré
probable was their members being of upper-class origins) were pron-
inent in this block for a while; then they were superseded by those
who were ready for more violent actions. Proliferation of yroupings
continued.

* % %

To ask whether a certain theory is suitable to a/given social
structure, is not an empty question. During the last decade, inter-
esting developments have taken place which have ‘confused us greatly.
This experience has neither corroborated nor negated the suitability
of Marxism to Turkish conditions, Some featurés of the socialist
p:ogramﬁspread to non-leftist circles. But the Left itself split into
many factions. Most important of ‘all, a“military-based movement, aiming
at a short-cut to power and cherishing a set of seemingly leftist
demands, but also drawing on/Kemalist support and utilizing Kemalist
methods, created a pretext for a counter-reaction, It was sensed that
there was some participation in this movement 13%. the Left itself.
(Following the I971 military Intervention, the major inciters of
this attempt were purged from the army ranks and some were condemned
at the ensuing Martial Law Command courts,)

Today, our leftist movements evaluating the experiences of other
socialist countries such as the Soviet Union and China, and applying
the result of these ¢valuations to Turkey's conditions, constitute
irreconcilable factions which consider one another arch-enemies.
This splintering of the forces of the Left in the last twenty years
is a novel deévelopment in Turkey. Throughout the I945-I1960 period,
in spite of'wthe formal disappearance of the Comintern, the tiny

Turkish left was still kept in the central line.‘B&-contraSt, in



the [960s and [970s, with the increase of interest in Marxism, a

proliferation of approaches came about, The result was a much freer
atmosphere in the Left and assimilation of many European neo-Marxist
tendencies on the one nand, and an undisciplined dispersion of\groups

on the other.,

g Almost no references are given for the section on Marxism in Turkey from 1908
to 1925, as all the information here derive from my book in Turkish; Tiirkiye'de
Sol Akimlar 1908-1925 (Ankara: Bilgi Publishers, 1978), 3rd enlarged edition, 556 pp.

- 'To have the world for one's country, and humanity for one's nation,' from

the Foreword to Hugo's Les Burgraves.

3 The Turkish Socialist Party (the old Ottoman SP was dubbed Turkish SP after
its resurrection in February 1919) of Hiiseyin Hilmi, organised successful strikes
at ‘Ihnnigli'e.ctorioa, Dockyards and Tramways in spring 1920, The party became po-
werful especially among Transport workers. There are rumors to the effect that
Hilmi was secretly supported by the Briftish Occupation Forces against the French
companies who held concessions for-operating most of Istanbul's transportation
lines, It is even suggested in Tim H_a}[x:l.ggjon Looks Back (London: John Murray,
1940), that the French may have been responsible for Hilmi's mysterious murder
soon afterwards,

4 Socialist ideas had penetrated Turkey ealy in the century through westernized
individuals., As a curiosity, one could mention the case of an Ottoman admiral (re-
tired) who joined Keir Hardie's Independent Labor Party; though judging by his
letters to Hardie, he had no genuine understanding of the problems of socialism,

5 Parvus had influenced Trotsky in formulating the famous theory @f the permanent
revolution, Parvus also collaborated with the German General Staff, He was to
advise them to transfer Lenin and other Bolshevik leaders from Switzerland to
Petrograd in a sealed train in the spiing of 1917.

Trotsky, after nearly two decades was to come to Turkey and live there
-mostly in Biiyiikada/Prinkipo- for over four years, exactly as Parvus did. But
from 1915 onwards they had definitely parted friendship. For Parvus see Z.A.B.
Zeman and .W.B.Scharlau, The Merchant of Revolution (London: Oxford Univ,Press,
1965) ; Trotsky's 'Obituary to a living friend' is mentioned in I.Deutscher,

The Prophet Armed, p. 219.
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¢ this conference gee G.U.H.Cole, A History of Socialist Thought,

IV, rart I, p. 46 £f. For the Turkish participation see G.,S.Harris,
t. of Cumunisp-in Turkey, pp. 31-32.

Le lurkish delegates were Nisim Mazliyah, a Jewish lawyer, ranking

st thw Unien and Progress Partyj; Dr, 2x11 Muhter, a Turkish MD ena
isian; and Frof, hiiseyinzade Ali, & Pan-Turanist Azerbaidjani.
ict source gives the following information sbout the soclalist
they ‘stpposedly represented: A bourgeois~police "Socielist Party"

van orgsn¥sed by the Union and Progress, Capitalists, lavyers and even

whieclil
wocis

-~
1 efE

154 tedane menbers, They wanted to participate into the Internationa’

15t Congress in Stockholm at 1917, under the name of the TSP,

;"a_);/&, the grand vizier order the Security director the preparetion
v

jecial seal on the party's name, A.gnurov, Tirkiye'de Kepitalist-

ve oanif Kuvpulari (Transition tq Gapit.aliam and (lass Struggles

el

‘urkey - Turkish translation), p. 41, This'ﬂﬂillrb isealso
tenlenporary annenian source which relates the joint. decision of

ti¢ Lashoav and liinchak parties to cambat against ita danger. See Fa''f

Lo d

‘e oavalist w wiiniat Tan” _vetia= oo % Z
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rewspaper Suphi publisned in Moscow and Crimea during 1918-1919 (later

ot 4 phctocopies of 19 issues of Yeni Dunya, a Turkish lapguage

1. Turkestan and Baku), which I intend to publish in full transliteration<
45 scon as tre political stmosphere will be more conducive to thre

appeerance of such material in Turkey.

tellalosy aﬁc »

- an ldentity of the person who had given, the order for thelr
|

1

ussa-slnation 8tlll remaine a mystery, I personally believe 1t
wud! the Commander of the Lastern Army, KQZT;fKarabekir Faga,

in<Scoitueionywith the local ex-Unionist notables, and not Mustafa
neusl who only wanted their extradition,

L{ Aydaglak, together with a' special periodical organ issued by the
sume circle sddressing to the workers, Orsk Qgtj,‘g (sickle end hammer) C;
vanned by the govermment-in aigeneral wave of press nrohibitions.

o=mbers of the circle were arrested in May, because of & May Day

teclaretion they published. Same of the top leaders such as Dr. Sefik

#usru had already escared to avoid arrest, The Ankera f;dgpendence
{rivunzl subsequently sentenced most of these leftists to 7 and 10

years of lmprisonment and those who had fled were sentenced in

absentia to 15 years.. However, all leftist convicts were released

in 2 year and a halfy; due to a modification in the Penal Code.
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s rescorts of this imrortant trial is cam~iled (in Latin

nticn !'rom the arabic lettered originals) in a book by 1ii&s

Fu. ! :e crguder: Igtanb b S labke =
Gesi umigps (Birikim, 1978), introduced by myself.  As the juridical
L,

arcrives gre since then burnt down in a fire, this is all one can find
about the proceedings.

&
e
il

Ur. Sefik Husnu Degmer, using the pssuddﬁym "Ferdi" has narticipated

in the 6th, 7th and 8th Enlarged Plenums of the Executive Committee of

the communist International during the years 1926 and 1927, 3Subsequently,
in the Sixth Goﬁgrsss (1928) he was elected to ECCI and ip the Seventh
Songress (1925) to the International Control Cammission. See Biograohical
Dicrjonsry of the Copiptern, prepared by Branko lazitsh, im collaboration
with “1lorad M. Drachkovitch (Hoover, 1972), In between the two World
Jongresses he headed for a while the West Euxopoin Bureau, He was
arrested in Berlin in connection with the Feichstag Fire and he spent

6 montns in Nazi jails.

12
"Die Lage in der Tiirkei" (situation in Turkey), Nr, 26 (19. Juli 1929),

pp. 203-4 and "Brief tiirkischer Gencssen" (Letter of Turkish Camrades),
Nr. 35 (20 Sept. 1929),/p. 277.

li v lsop st lranslatiml)
e

of it can be foudd in Ivar Spector's Sgviet Union and the Muslin vorld

(p. 111 f£f.), from a Soviet booklet entitled "Progrem Documents of the

|2

Sommunist Parties of the East" which in turnm gives a Hussian translation

e 57 articled Turkish text that origirally aoneered in the illegal

erigateal inkal8p Yolu (way of the revclution).

‘he illegul periodical literature of the TGP is extremely difficult

vo tind.

J

Here are tre —amec of saxe, whigh [ have ceer able to awtests b v-.
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2 o Yoly = Harxist leninist political review., Issued in dual
cumcers, 192C<19%2,

Holgevd

= Newspaper (August 10, 1930),

 Lrk_Cekig = Central orpan, 1936

BT

£a2a! «red) Jatapbyl = Organ of the provircial committee, 1924~1935,

I“
i 13 AUTV was founded by the CPSU in April 21, 1921 to trein cadres

Yor tie Eastern Soviet kepublics; soon students from the Middle East

and astern Mediterranian were ircluded., In 1923/ Soviet and Foreign
seclions yere separated.
}5/ ' *71hJD Las to be gqualified in several wqgg._?ifﬁt of all the titles -
v.usen for translation were\the leds aéphiaticatcd and more provocaticn
¢ie Those books dealing with serious philOSOPhica] problens or
Vifricult economlc enalyses were prone to be overlooked, because tley
{eo..nted a deeper culture. How/could they be understood apart frar
t.c.r Lrtorigel conteXt to.which the novices of socialism rad no .
liire te be initiatcd? Thed, few of the translators were really capabls
fo ore Jith their texts, \They made many mistakes due to their being
'“‘i;r?-hcud non-proféssionals. Furthermore, same consciously took
'": rtiecs with the books they trenslated and "corrected" them eccordiny
te their lines, without bothering to indicate the modificutions they ma:

i . . - &h

A'ic, sy traasTdtors fer feuwr of Jurldicd? rerscauticon cutcautically
stitut.d Wsooiulis wherever "corwunisn” was mentiouc!, thus often

cowLie confusion between these concerts, So far; atout thre rendering

vi haraist clessics into Turkish, As for the actual consw.ption of
e tradyluted Jorks, another griu observation 1s due, They were Eought
o pladed on bock-skelves in private hawes, but seldam read, let

'eue™le fully gresped. They were venerated 1like holy books. In tleir

lowdy vulgarizations such as George Politzer's texts for the Workers'
idver;ity in France before the Cecond World War were being read by

fylenls and staflf members alike. later on, especially ig Macist circles
¢ oriclng techniques spread. The result was the replacement of Marxiarn
'sodo with slupans and quotations cited mole often than not appro-

}-."i nttﬁ?}'. . vy o Lam . “re b ¥
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=Y Jwnlean pozitivism wes surely atheistic, but the Beliygion of Humanity

Lewpled to be created by its founder on the organizatiénal model of
tiie Jutiolic Church, had retained all the feutures of a lusual creed.
| .o lew Cttomuns and the Young Turks of the late 19th aild.early 20th
t dentulric @ were fasdcinated by positivism through Freemugonry. They believec
& et 1 was very progressive and they did not discerm its basic similarity
' _l with the rellgion they blamed for preventing the advapcement into moder-
nity. Ir fuct, positivism was much more conservative than it lcoked.

f
F 3 a et regard Marxism to be inherently‘dogmatic &s positivism is;

Lut it sun bLe rendered into a dognatism as many other liberipuriun
leolopics have been. Narxism in fact has beep transformed into a
"olate 1cligion in those countrics wheTy gumgunist partics are in
powers Larxist parties in other countrteé yho follow their lead are
1ter toin between loyalty to them/and to the theory itself. Only where
Purciot perty 1s strong enocugh tochallange the leadership of an
“loyna? center, the full\gotential of Marxism to keep abreast with

w11 iinds of current problems can be observed, ‘
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farl Marx (and Friedrich Engels, for that matter) has written
nothing of & theoretical character about Turkey. His fournalistic
articles (and those of Engels) that appeared originally in the Ney
‘ork Daily Tribup and subsequently collected by his daughter and

son-in-law (the Avelings) under the title of Eagtern Sugatdon (London,

1897) are mainly concerned with the events around the Crimesn War.

darx in general is severely cyitical of the Libersl enti-Turkish

v

zaition and he ustally sides with the Conservetive anti-Fussian and

(o]

pro-Turkish attditlde,

Trough Marx.and Ergels have never studied Turkey in the light
of their standard theory; there is st least one indication that they
considergd it not as an exception to fiwe-staged schema of growth
(wric¥ geined wide currency during the 3talin ers in the USSR), et

aloné™ee en exemple of tre asiuti~ mede of nroduction. Indeed, ir
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editorial tkat aopeered in the New sork Cajly Tribune on april 11, 1852

“re secticn sbout Naticnalities in Turkey, written'in fact by Engels)

reea the following (as I am retranslating from the Turkish version,

vording way not te exactly like the original, and the underlirings

‘..'*:)i

Turks can kardly be defined as the ruling clasas of Turkey, for
the cliss relutions are confused as the relations between the
races. The Turk according to situation and circumstances is
either a laborer, a f;mer, & small property owner, a trader,

a_ feudal t v idality,
@ civil servant or & saldier; yet no matter where he is placed
among these various positiops, tre belongs to g privileged religion

and na tionllity ¢ esee
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gpsdsution of Lkis ticely to Tuarkish histor T, L

17 ;'.'I;'u‘;L;.RuI;.GI‘l:J 17¢ 7 book, Viuzenin Yabancalar. .

e “Rliciation of the Ciders west(ern)ization_ /) #s to te
. .'1 Cevil111's Yiksellg ve Dugis (Kise and Fall - Istanbul, 1981),
Lpe 4=Hs ‘ -
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b st hundred years-old Turkish Ottaman aovelcignty differs in

various respects from oriental sccieties as we]l as-fron classical
westein socdeties. Ottuman socicty was founded on the support of

tie .natclian peasant's reaction who was striving'to stay fiee ageinst
the vyzantine Empire, then in the process of trensition to & feudal
onier. Ihe founders of the Ottaman systep offsred to the Anstolian
population a selution drewn fram oriental apd lslamic traditionsi

lund weuld not be the subject of personal property.

The Ottaman Sultan, 1.e,, the publiegutharity who represented & to-
lerant version of oriental despotism Was the sole owner of the whole
arable land. For individuals only usage benefits (gg_ig fructi) existed.
/1S becane a very important-historicgl factor allowing the large
puasunt masses to behave more freely inm gamperisan to western feudalluz,
toth during the Ottaman-and the Tyrkish Rgpublican periods. Ottaman
central authority undertook to realize the orgenization of the land.
establislment and .functioning of the Ordﬂ.' vas &bQVO all e question
of resources, Therefore, ‘ancther daminant, social force was bound to
uppesr who would appropriate the valug created frem the land and rende:
tie stute bureaucracy into a very important ipstyupent, This stratuuw

cosed of civilianveor military state fumotionaries was different
fron the western civilian bureauciacy @t 't.h. disposal of the ecoranic
5, 7tei. In contredistinction to the weateyn oivilian bureaucrecy,

Liv Utlomen Btat® bureaucracy had a yegy peculiar scolal status, able
Lo exurt control on the whole econamy. Sqn,tmg {4 ected as if it was
ulirg clesy enjoying extensive powerg pqa“”i]l‘ all means of pro-
t1on though it did nat, 7o 7
(re Uttanen econamic systam which was l.‘t.tult..d .t the junction of
tle casi-west land trade routes and had reaped ;t tt;l parly period

( Ofpent shares from the morld cammerce, due to new iptemational
caopTEphicul discoveries, begen to shake gt its mpogt vulperable foundat!
Ldstern trade started pver the Oceans afey fram the Ottguan lands,
as a r-sult, the Turkish economy becang progmq;&gely deprived of the
¢xternal surplus value gained through mediation in forefgn trade,

.t1s +poch also represented the reaching of the Ottaman expansion in
{11, <u=t Nermn Afrjc and Mii-kEurope to ite ultimate frontiers,
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w1d no toncer be provided by the agriculture under public owner=

tendency towards diminishing returns in_production.

wriause ot the
15 ¢ pericd
. Mestemm

id Its eftermath in the Lttw “n scciled;

< i
and of sociul und econanic anmuicly

i of stuynution and fell,
rore wished to make Turkey gradually & market _and e depot of raw

. _toiiuls. Intern2lly tco, the fiist funds whick'begen to accurulate
ttrouch rising contraband trede desired to tranaform themselves into
an agricultural and cammercial capital, Tle uistoricsl state structure
becwne once egaio an impediment to development. The daminant forces
of the svstem prevented the evolution of capitalistic producticn
selution for fear of loosing their active stati, yet they failed to

Lriig wbout bvetter solutions inat.-ud of t.hn dlvclqnnnt.n t.hoy stopped.
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The TWP polled at these elections 3 % of the total votes (276.000
out of 9.300.000). At the partial senate elections of 1966 (21 province:’
it polled 3,2 % (79.000 out of 2.472,000) and of 1968 (22 provinces)

«s7 4 (143.700 out of 34067,000). Ihis gantimuoysly rising ratios

|

declined to 2,7 % (243.600 votes out of 9.086.090) at the 1769 generul
& clections and the proportional representation with the national remai.iic
_. ) laving been changed, this resulted in eleating only 2 of the 450 membess

ke L
of Lie ngsembly, —
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L1 Zven I was arTested in 1971 for tmslatin' s mu’tl of Hu‘xl s
1844 manuscripts froma compilation of Thomas pottmrg, the English 1?
sociologist. I stayed in jail for ten weeks and then §9% acquitted. i
But I was under the threat of the standard llv.é;‘”'l'hd‘ Jears f

imprisonment for srreading Communist propagands through the printed
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