FOREWORD

Fifteen years ago, in the Introduction of my book on the early history ‘of the
Turkish left, I made a distinction between "political" and "administrative" (i.e.,
non-political) periods in our contemporary life. According to this cenception,
1908-1925 is a "political" period (except the five years from 1913 to 1918) and

1925-1945, an "administrative" one. I can now add that in 1945 a ‘wew "political"

period began, with "administrative" interludes in 1960, 19714gnd"1980.

In that Introduction, I said about the first of these pelitical periods that
it witnessed some leftist movements. Yet they were relapively unimportant in the
general context of polities in Turkey.

They almost never reached the dimensions of popular movements and were
confined to some small intellectual,circles{ Lf'the interpretation given
here is not wide off the mark, the-xevolutionegry forward leaps with the
proclamation of the Second Constitiitional Epoch and the Fepublic, beyond
the possibilities of the infrasstructuregjp,have originated from an inspira-
tion to the western way of Life foun@ed“upon capitalist industrialism. As
for the early left-wing movemerts which had no effective social base, they
have in fact done nothing“else but tO support this tendency. And as the
leftists always pushed Ahese iw power to go further that they were prepared
to, there is nothing to be surprised asbout the suppressive attitude of
governments towards them, and their joining into a general freedom struggle

against the govermments,

At the onset of this papery I'can say that such in fact is my final verdict
on the destiny of Marxism in Furkey, not only for its early stage when it enjoyed
a relative freedom of expression, but also for its whole course so far. I want,
at-the expense of boripgJou further, to translate the following remarks with
which I concluded the,same study.

The Turkish [eft between the years 1908-1925, from the viewpoint of the
struggle “flor political power, has apparently been a small and insignificant
movement. What renders this subject worthy of study, besides satisfying a
purely historical curiosity, is the attempt undertaken on the intellectual
Ha/r plap§}~0ur f%st leftists, revising the socialist theory so as to fit it to
' the, realities of Turkey, have taught us through these practice-oriented
labors of theirs, many things about the formation of politics in this coun-
try. But it is obvious that they have both failed in approaching their



long-term objectives and what they have envisaged for the short-temm (i.e.
to prevent Turkey from taking a route leading to the establisiment of “bour-
geois capitalism based on private property). It is possible to expiain
these failures by saying that the leaders of the leftist movement,-€Ven if
they made sound analyses, were mistaken in their tactical decisions. How-
ever, there may be a deeper reason of this situation. Could ity be that the
leftist theory [/ meaning Marxism, of course_/ is so alien fo the structure
of the Turkish society that no matter how rational one cam—go-about, it
renders a behavior loyal to its dogmas, meaningless and ‘@n attitude ready
to revision, useless? The best reply to this question @&fi"be supplied by
the Turkish Left that is developing today.

T

In a later edition, I added a short postcript to the aﬁﬂve-quotad paragraph:

After ten years, when I reread these last lisiesy of my book, I suspected
if I bad posed a question devoid of reality, only in order to make a pretty
finale. But whether a certain theory is suitab¥e to a given social structure,
is not an empty or a purely verbal Questiofs/Yet, the experience of the
last decade does not seem to have brought\a Teply to this problem. During
this period, interesting developmeénts ngk place which confused us a lot,
Some features of the socialist pxogram/spread to non-leftist circles. But
the Left itself divided int¢ sfany fraepions. Most important of all, &
movement which desired to tdke a $hgrt-cut route to power, cherishing a set
of seemingly leftist dem&nds, but ZIso utilising Kemalist supports and
methods, created a pretext®foyha counter-reaction. It was sensed that there
were some participants in this movement from the Left itself. The share
and nature of various proveeations in the events of the 12th of March / 1971_7
period, will only be undexstdod in the future. Today, our leftist movements
evaluating the experiences of other socialist countries such as the Soviet
Union and China and applying the results of these evaluations to Turkey's
conditions, constitute.irreconcilable fractions which consider one another
as the arch enemy.\I am of cpinion that this situation reflects an optical
failure which leadS to misjudgement on both sides. Furthermore, most of
the mistaken ewaluations do not seem to be essentially novel. This fact
coutributes.tbﬂﬁﬂé importance of knowing the history of the ILeft in our
country.

Before prodeeding into a chronological account of Marxism in Turkey, I would
like to pointyout that acquaintance with Marxism in the 19th century Ottoman Empire
first begefnamong the minorities: Balkanic ﬁeoples, Armenians,l and Jews. (The
reason for this should be obvious: Cttomen minority members were economically

and culturally better off than their Turkish compatriots, and with the exception



of the Jews, were all engaged in struggles of national liberation.)The first
mention of Marxism and the Internationale in the Turkish press was in comngction

with the news of the Paris Commune in 1871.

Marxism in i:urkey from 1908 to 1925

In the Second Constitutional Period which can be regarded as_the beginning
of the Turkish bourgeois-democratic revolution, various socialdst’parties and
pericdicals appeared. Socialist Hilmi and his Ishtirak was aheéwmost famous of
these. But they on the whole did not represent a real cortact with Marxism;
let alone creatively thinking in the framework of this'the€ory, even their level
of understanding of socialism was rather shallow. Yet, #Me declared aim of Hilmi's
party for instance, was to better the political apnd social conditions of the
people and through the international collaborastion‘of workers to transform all
capitalist societies into a common and\collective single unit. The internationelism
of Hilmi's party was also reflected -in théwperiodical organs that appeared after
Ishtirak- by a motto deriving frem Vdctor Hugo's "avoir pour patrie le monde et

pour nation 1'humanité" (his foreword €oythe play Les Burgraves). It is signifi-

cant that the same party sought a Iﬁpéé?chment with Islam and tried to represent
soccialism as an application of the Islamic principles of social justice. This party
in its pre-First World War lifey~though frequently referred to the "working class",
did not susceed to recruit many members for its support. (Later, during the Armis-
tice when it became a mass(ofganifation, this was not due to its flirtation with
Islem, but to its functibnipg as a labor union.) The leader of Hilmi's Ottoman
Socialist Party's Paris/filiale, Dr. Fefik Nevzat, was presumably the first Turk
who acquired a decent/ knowledge of Marxism. As a curiosity, in passing, I can
mention an Cttomanadmiral who was enrolled into Keir Hardie's Independent Labour
Party; but judging?fram the letters he wrote to Hardie, he had no genuine consci-
ousness aboub, the problems of socialism.

Before™the Balkan Wars, a world-wide known socialist theoretician by the pen-

was a Fussian Jew who had become a member of the short-lived St. Petersburg Soviet



during the 1905 Fevolution. He had influenced Trotsky in formulating the famous
Permanent Tevolution theony.z Parvus was ostensib}y a correspondent for tHe/Social
Democratic German press in the Ottoman Empire. But he engaged in the atm§ trade
and became very rich. He also collaborated with the German Genersl Staff. He was
to advise them in Spring 1917 to transfer Lenin and other Bolshevik=}¥eaders from
Switzerland to Petrograd in a sealed train. But what interests G§/¥ere, is not
the dirty hands of that bright brain (as Lenin was to tell him \iit a letter, when
he refused Parvus' offer to help,after the Russian Revolution-was accomplished).
As a marxist thinker Parvus was exclusively concerned with the economic exploita-
tion mechanism of western imperialism over Turkey. Higvparticular target was

the Ottoman Public Debts which had by this time evolwed. into a huge organigation
having direct access to many state revenugs. Parviis.taught economic nationalism
to the Young Turks.

I would also like to mention here, an atbempt of the Union and Progress Party
govermment to participate in the abbrtive*&iﬁ@kholm Conference of Internaticnal
Socialists in 1917 by sending somestrustiorthy intellectuals in order to enlist
some leftist support for Turkey. But the/false Turkish socialist delegation was
refused admission. Nevertheless, thé Uhion and Progress Party did have a real
left wing. It was hardly marxist «and srather aimed for reasons of economic natic-
nalism, at. the creation of a national bourgeoisie through state capitalism
according to the Bismarckian~ﬁnﬂel, calling it however, "socialisme d'Etat."

The left wing of the p&?tx has influenced the Union and Progress government
to encourage the establishment of limited companies and organiation of produ-

fcers' cooperatives etc. The trying conditions of the War had prevented the gov-
ernment to adopt a Shépper economic and social policy in the lines suggested

by this wing. Durimigethe Amistice, top Unionist leaders were dispersed between
Germany, Fussia, Switzerland and Italy; yet there were some who stayed in Istan-
bul and thosé who joined forces with Ankara. Those who went to exile in Gemmany
and Fussia thought to utilise from the continuing prestige of the Turks over
other Mgslem countries. Talat Paga who was in Germany toyed with the idea of

securing British support in return of enlisting Moslem peoples against the Sowiet



Union. Enver Paga who had gone to Fussia, on the contrary, offered therBolshe—
viks the support of all Moslems against British imperialism. The enviéﬁgad
their ultimate purpose was the same — to get foreign aid for Turkey. Both
fractions then endorsed the left wing's search for a social pregrem that
would suit the needs of the country. Several orgenisatiocnalgdesigns have

emerged from this search: Mesa1 was an articulated social Hemocratic program;

another program was drawn for Enver Paga's attempted Péople's Soviets Party;
yet another program devised by Kor Ali ihsan Bey foundwits way to Ankara to
exert a populist influence on the leaders of the gﬁgional struggle there.

No matter how far all these ideological instrument$ wanted to go, they all
shared an inherent anti-Bolshevism.

The Anatolian left of the year 192¢ is elesely related to these Unionist

strivings. In all the fractions of ‘the Left in Anatolia{fggg;é is a marked
endeavor to reach a synthesis betweemylstam and Communism, a reluctence

towards internationalism and“a, stregs egainst imperialist transgressionms.

such as the Green Army Sodiety, the parliamentary People's Group (Halk Zimresi),

the official Turkish Communist Patsy and the Turkish People's Communist Party,

.

One intellectually interesting point is the advocacy of functional or

professional representatign;ﬁnstead of the classic territorial election sys-
tem, by the parliementary People's Group. Apparently, this was not an imi-
tation of the Sorelian tTheories or fascist practices, but the outcome of &
fundamentally democrati¢ desire to make the popular masses directly vocal.
Still, in the backgreund of this notion, one suspects the existence of a
solidaristic vieW of society which should prevent cleavages between classes.

The story of Mustafa Kemal Paga's (Atatiirk) increasing discomfort at the
growth of the.Green Army Society and its parliamentary Pecple's Group, his
encouragement of the creation of a loyal TCP in order to divide this movement
and the ‘veaction of the People's CP is too detailed to deal with here.

dpart from the old Unionist Left and its Anatolian offshoots, there was

a Turkish Bolshevik called Mustafa Suphi who had as a liberal sought refuge



in Tsarist Russia in 1913 and had been kept as a civilian P.0.W. after the
outbreak of the World War. While he was a sociologist and even anti~sogialist
before, he became a convinced Marxist in Fussia. Suphi was always afiationalist
teacher with a sense of the importance of the cohesive bonds of Meglem inter-
nationalism. (One ought to remember that the temm used in Turkish to denote
nation, millet, originally meant -and in Arsbic still does-(religion!) After
his conversion to Marxism, he succeeded in forming a small ‘\Turkish Communist
organization in Soviet lands, combining some Turkish P/O)W.s with some local
Turkic people.

Before dwelling on Suphi's Marxism, I want tobouch briefly upon a
program published in Anatolia in 1920 by a brangh Jf his organization, the
secret TCP, which widely differs from other ndtivé productions. This is a
document. of 25 articles, entitled as~the Gemeral Statues. The party calls
itself Bolshevik and follows the Jugsian.Soviet model of orgenization for
the liberation of all the opprgssed netions and classes from the domination
of capitalism and imperialisriv, It advoeates the estsblishment of a dictator-
ship of the proletariat as a Provisienal government, banning bourgeoisie and
the expropriator-class to take paft, in the elections. The property rights
are to be abolished and large scale nationalisations are to be carried out.
The radicalism of the party &l86 requires secularization. They want to annul
the political frontiers amd.customs between Turkey and other socialist count-
ries. This seems to be ‘@a’highly utopian platform, especially when it is con-
sidered in the gener&; context of Turkey in 192o. Yet, the party equally
opposing Istanbul ard /Ankara governments makes no concessions to feasibility
and thus, is a first pure-bred example of Communism in Turkey.

Suphi has.organized in Fussia in 1918, under the auspieces of the People'é
Canmissariat of' Nationalities (headed by Stalin) a eircle of Turkish ILeft
Socialists, (which gradually evolved into the TCP) and has himself represented
this orgenization at the first Congress of the Comintern in Moscow (March 1919).3
The gpeech he made there is famous for its anti-imperialist flavor:

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 capitelism from
the East.

Suphi for two years engaged in organizational activities for Moslem
Communists in Crimea, Turkestan and finally Azerbaidjan, meagﬁilp kept
contacts with Turkish Communists in Anatolia.

The Congress of Eastern Nations which convened in the beginning of
September 1920 in Baku, is largely the outcome of Suphi's &fforts. From
the viewpoint of Turkish Marxism, another meeting which{immediately followed
this Congress in Baku, is more important. On the loth of September 1920,

74 representatives of 15 organizations of TurkishOommunists united and
founded a single TCP. The same congress adopted\a program and statues for
this creation.

The first program of the TCP, (starts with a general analysis of the
world situation. It describes the development of finance capitalism and
the international effects of thé&l process on semi-colonial countries such
as Turkey and Iran and directly colonial countries such as India. The growth
of capital into its monopolistic/stage, though represent the highest degree
of material wealth, seems to have lost its original civilising power. As
for the oppressed classes of all humanity, they have realized the treachery
of those Second Internatiénal socialists who mixing sociology with revolutionary
socialism, hand over the preoletarians to the bourgeois supremacy. Yet, in the
victory of communismy~slogans of brotherhood, unity and justide among indivi-
duals as well as ndtions will be realized through the abolishment of property
which is not a pight anyway, but a superstition.

Bourgeois ‘demeécracy has made a beginning in Turkey, but the class struggle
is still in@its primitive phase of development. Presently, there is a coa-
lition ofapodr classes with the appropriating petit-bourgeoisie, against the
assaults /of foreign capitalism, their common foe.

The Turkish Communist Party in full conviction that the conditions for
a Soc®al revolution all over the world has now ripened, acts as the pioneer

of industrial and agricultural workers towards final victory. Whereas absolutist



regimes and constitutional governments which pretend to be democratic, yet
serve the oppressors, the Soviet republic is the best suited type of @rovisi-
onal government for the transition from capitalism to socialism. )

TCP considers religion a communal matter and adopts the principle of
freedom of conscience. Yet it undertakes to fight against superstitions which
create animosity and hatred among human beings. For nationaﬂ%%&, TCP supports
the idea of free federation of various peoples.

In economics TCP aims at the collectivisation of a)l lnatural resourfes
and the means of production. It desires a centrally:piénned economy and the
formation of cooperatives. Labor unions who duringsbourgeois govermnments should
ée organizations to defend workers' rights are expectéd to undertake productive
functions as soon as the social revolution is/cerried out. The party trusts
that the needed technological apparéti=will¢be-supplied by the European and
American unions.

\d The measures to be adopted by the:&ﬁ?&conéérning rural economics are as
follows:
- The party is for large scale production, hence it will transfer modern big
private farms to state management;
- The party encourages pooling together of farmers' communes;
- Unused lands will be distmibuted to organized farm workers;
- Organic and mechanic feTming implements are also to be given to those whog
need them;
- The state is also_bte.provide modernigation techniques and agricu}éa credit;
- The party seeks to.gain the political support of the rural proleta riat.

One of the ﬁajar targets of the TCP is the group of intermediate traders
who are to be~replaced by consumers' cooperatives. All banks are to be natic-
nalised and operated as people's enterprises. The party takes definite measures
against parasitic bidders at the stock exchanges and the speculators,

The "ICP envisages a future society where all taxes will be abolished,
but/until that is constructed, progressive taxation ought to be employed on

the propertied classes.



The party hands over the luxurious houses of the capitalists to the use
of the poor workers. It does its best to supply the urban and rural Xaborer
and farmer families with new housing. It operates cheap, but decen&ugeneral
eating places. The workers are guaranteed acceptable laboring cpﬂditions.

The party takes all the required measures for purposes of publie-health and
hygiene. It struggles against alchol. 'ism, prostitution, gafibling and narco-
tic drugs.

The TCP is against the very existence of all armied and their oppressive
activities, yet until the conflict between the rich an@wthe poor chksses, jempi-
rialist powers and colonial countries is resolvedgy it supports the organization
of red armies in defense of revolutionary worke;a;gnd farmers all over the
world, There has to be political inspectors atbached to military commanders.
Police work in cities and villages #Te~to he-given over to militia organizations.

Fevolutionary people's tribupal$ aresto replace all existing law-courts.
New legislation is to be promulggted to meet the needs of the oppressed masses.

The TCP defends the socialisation and wide propagation of education and
culture. Schools are consideréd as\institutions where a new workers' generation
is to be trained to apply in the future all the principles of communism.

Free and compulsory education for all boys and girls until they are 17 years

of age, introduction of methods to make the students get used to collective
living, labor schools previdings youngsters with working-life experience,
kindergartens to save méthers from household slavery and to enable them to

take part in productiqn, night courses for adults to teach them how to read

and write and to gilve/a political education, creation of people's libraries

and universitiesy informalisation of education by doing away with redundant
ceremonies,;raﬁ§$ionally combined with teaching, scout organizations, operation

of mobile Libraries are among the cultural plans of the TCP.
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There is little originality in this program and Suphi was mainly a Jgnan
of action, an organizer, rathez/m a theoretician. The presidium ﬂgct.ed
in the First Congress of the TCP with Suphi as its cnaiman, after-@é* cor-
respondence with Mustafa Kemal Paga, finally decided to move into .;én;tolia.
A proof of Suphi's continuing nationalism is to be found in ome=ef the letters
he wrote to Ankara. In fact, Suphi says in a letter (co-signed=by Ethem Nejat),
sent to Mustafa Kemal Paga from Baku in November 1920, the:ﬁ $he successful
expedition of the Turkish Eastern Ammy was explained by the TCP as being essen-
tially a punitive operation against the Dashnak governhment which acted in
collaboration with the Entente powers. He assums‘mﬁ_@ﬁafa Kemal Paga that this
propaganda was well received by the public opinw:!.;gﬂ%:é@en the Armenian Communisty
press justfified the Turkish action —, so tha’?,;"'@g-uaual accusations about our
barbarismjdid not occur this time. Suphi furthet requests him to pEvent any
incidents which can be interpreted ‘s an.Armenian massacre that would raise

the Fussian and European proletariat ‘ggaiust the Turkish operation.

The tragic end of Suphi-éamnd His @g&eﬁda@ﬂ known; but who had given

the order to murder them ssrtﬂ‘i renains a mystexy.@“JanuaIy 28/29, 1929

I, for one, believe that it was/the, dcmmander of the Eastern Army, Kazam
Karabekir Paga plotting with the docal ex-Unionist notables, and not Mustafa
Kemal Paga who only wanted theéir extradition.

A1l the fractions of.the, Anatolian Left are suppressed in Spring 1921
as a concession for th? ‘London Conference convening to revise the treaty of
Sévres » yet after its, ,_i;é&lure, some of them were revived later in the same year
in connection with;"l""imhze‘s visit to Ankara. They were banned again ingmer
1922. But the dg':_giir_vyite suppression of communism in Turkey (including Istanbul)

took place ondy\in 1925 after the Maintenance of Order Act.

The most., intellectually stimulating socialist movement in the early his-

tory of Alle-Turkish Left, was the one that flourished around the journal

Aydanlak’ Yclarity). This movement was a merger of a group of students and

™

traffhegs who were in Germany during the Great War (hence, falsely known as

Spartakists) with two prominent/young thinkem:@ Sefik Hiisnii
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(Degmer) an MD (specialist in Neurology) and Sadretti? Celal (Antel) a teacher
.

and pedagogist. They were both sons of ood families — ones's fatherjwas a

civilian pasa from Selanlk, the other's was an ex-minister of Justlggﬁﬂfhis

group first continued a journal called Kurtulug (liberation) whicﬁ@?é@ already

N {started in Berlin and then published Aydinlik. They also organized a "Turkish
\ Workers' and Farmers' Socialist Party." (Early in the carrietpf this circle,
dome of its members went to Ankara to join Mustafa Kemal ngﬁ# most of them
were appointed to high positions.)

Here, I want to summarize Dr. Sefik Hiisnii's Marxjamwanalysis on Turkey,
as it appeared in his various Aydinlik articles. Aeégr@ing to him, in Turkey
until the Tanzimat period, politics had abnormally fominated economy. Then
two sorts of bourgeoisie has begun to, emerge if) big cities, one aeveloping
out of notable families and the othéT;=fromgthe chiefs of the ammy and the
administration., Parallel to them;vaaglas&%porresponding to petite bourgeoisie
was born in villages and smallﬂtqwns.uﬁﬁe@a were also agricultural and urbean
workers. Yet the urban workers,who h@Ts 1ed the struggle and set an example

to other classes in Europg for the &wﬁ%erment of class relations lack in Turkey

due to their being unorganized théwnecessary consciousness for this task.
S\'QJ-.

.| Organization i$ the gist of the patter. Turkey cgunot afford %e~dta§fbeyond

the worl@-wide social revolutdon. The emergent proletarian revolution every-
where, will result in tpefémeation of a single-classed (or classless) society
through the abo lishmggﬁ_éf private individual property and the socialisation
of natural richess, There will be three steps in this process:

1. The phase of taKimg over the political power. There can be no rules and
methods for thig/step, yet destructiveness, individual corruption and unneces-
sary violepnce~ought to be avolded and prevented.

2. Suppresion of the reaction that will inevitably come from the former
privil%#ggﬁfclasses and the erection of a govermnmental structure that can
eduaéﬁétphe people to live in a proper ideal society. This important stage is
liyggyhio laatd::ﬁﬁountries such as ours, where there is a mixture of feudalism

and primitive capitalism. Dr. Sefik Hiisnii significantly supposes here that
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urban proletariat can establish its rule in Turkey in the short-run; this view
however, will have to be radically changed during the next few years.
3. Fealisation of the end and creation of communist society.

Aydinlik circle has supported Mustafa Kemal Paga with many articles and
after the abolition of the sultanate, expressed its hopes that“this political
revolution will be completed with a social revolution based ‘on ¢ommon production
and property. But this was nothing else than wishful-thinking end Aydinlik was
soon to receive a severe blow from the nationalists. THe/political organ of
the Aydinlik circle, TWFSP, by now became/:ecretly affiliated member of the
Comintern., It tried to get organised among the lab®r,unions and to participate
actively in the general elections after the militery victory. But many of its
members were arrested in 1923 on conspiratorial ‘high-treason charges, in
connection with a First of May declaration they issued. These persons managed
to get acquffed through some procedural rule; but the Left was warned that it
would not be tolerated by the emergingiwegimé.

Dr. Sefik Hiisnii's one of the more Amportant articles in Aydanlik was written
on the occasion of this arrest. "Currents of Socialism and Turkey" starts with
a classification of contemporary political ideas into two groups: those of
the bourgeoisie and those of the/proletariat. The latter can be divided into
three: Anarchism (or rather,\Anarcho-Syndicalism), Socialism, and Communism.

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 Hiisnii
concludes that the vital disputes between these two currents in Europe have

no value whatsoever for Turkey. The capital is almost exclusively in foreign
hands., The devel "of industrial development is very low and the class struggle

is far from| being acute. Therefore, division into two factions separately striving
for socieal.revolution ought to be out of question for us. Yet, there are classes
and & class struggle in Turkey. But due to the numerical weakness of the capi-
talist bourgeoisie and the overwhelming majority of the workers and peasants,

this usually takes the form of a national struggle between foreign capitalists
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and their satellites, the local notables and the native rich, The present
popular goverrment 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 governments

I find this analysis very interesting, because it reflects~the view of
the pre-1925 TCP, According to this conception, Ankara is nét /a“bourgeois
goverrment that ought to be fought against, but a kind of people's goverrment
which is open to a ;oalition of lower classes. In ten years, when some deviants
from the TCP defended an ideological line in the journgl, Kedro, they were sup-
posing more or less the same thing$. Thus, it wasdn fact not these "deviatio-
nists" but the party-line that had changed in the.mean-time; and perhaps the

B

nature of the Ankara goverrment also.
to be

In the summer of 1923, Dr,Vedat Nedim (T6r), the economist, who was, one
of the future Kadro writers and lateér, an.sesthetic advisor for private banks'
artistic activities, wrote in Aydinlikthat if the political independence newly
secured through a military .victory is/not supplemented with economic indepen=-
dence, the blood shed for/this purpeose will be a sin, a crime against the
nation and the humanity at large.

Aydanlak opposed the proclamdtion of the republic, rightly fearing that
it would be an imitation of the class dominated republics of Europe and America.
But this was not a dispute with names only. According to Dr. Sefik Hiisnii,
there would be no hamm.in/calling the new state "Popular Fepublis of Turkey,"
provided it does not ‘follow western bourgecis models by creating a ruler with-
out a dynasty. Beginfing from the proclamation of the Turkish Fepublie, Aydinlik
gradually saw in‘the People's Party in power, a representative of class domi-
nation andsdiscarded its previous hopes of permeating the goverrment for the
adoption of a~social policy.

The/last dozen issues of Aydinlik are more openly pro-Soviet and they more
frequently refer to Marxist theory. An article by Dr, Sefik Hiisnii that appeared
1 /the /in power
in/February 1924, criticizes’ social reformers’ for their utopian thinking:

modernisation attempts at the level of super-structure are bound to remain
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superficial and useless., Industrialisation should necessitate changes in
social institutions. Planned economic growth should be emphasized, in§téad

of toying with ideas of educational reform and changes in the marriage law
for instance, which are nothing else than details, Still, Aydanlik ‘eircle
supported the ruling party against the so—called Progressivist=(Terskkiperver)

/seemed to
challengelf the abolution of the caliphate| the exile of

opposition when it
the members of the Ottoman dynasty and back religious reaction. Yet, this

was no more than a family quarrel between two wings of /jthe-bourgeoisie.

Aydinlik is severely criticised in the Fifth Congress of the Comintern
for its collaboration line with nationel capitalismé¢Manuilsky, a Ukranian
delegate, accused Aydinlik to follow the social ‘patriotic ideology of the
Second International. The Turks defended theifr position by claiming that they
had only supported revolutionary nationalism./They admitted however, that
there were a few among their numbers‘'who had backed measures of state and
municipal socialism; but by now,-this dewviation was rectified.

Dr. Sefik Hiisnii in his last)Aydanlak article distinguishes the financial
capitalism of the bourgeoisie in big comprador cities, from the petite bour-
geoisie of the provincial Anatolia who are aspiring to become an industrial
bourgecisie. The first stratum-wof the capitalists represent a laissez faire
attitude, but the second demands a protectionist policy. The ruling People's
Party has a tendency to,go with the provincial Anatolian petite boupeoisie.
Yet’ for lack of capitel dccumulation, it is unconceivable for this group
to create a national industry. They will by the logic of necessity have to
beg foreign capital. This will result in a conciliation of two groups of
capitalists at (the/expense of the tbiing masses.

The Maintenance of Order law, accepted on the pretext of a large scale
Kurdish rising in the East, in early 1925, became a major turning point in the
course of jrecent Turkish history. The new authoritarian govermnment effectively
suppressed the Marxist activities also, inspite of their giving full support
to the, government, as they considered it their duty té side with progressive
bourgeoisie against a feudal reaction. The trial and condemnation of the

leftist leaders, pushed Marxism to the underground.
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Aydinlik, together with a special periodical organ issued by the same
circle addressing to the workers, Orak Cekig (sickle and hammer) was banned
by the government in a general wave of press prohibitions. 38 members,of the
circle were arrested in May, because of a May Dey declaration they ‘published.
Some of the top leaders such as Dr. Sefik Hiisnii had already escaped to avoid
arrest., The Ankara Independence Tribunal subsequently sentenced most of these
leftists to 7 and 10 years of imprisomment and those who had\fled were senten-
ced in absentia to 15 years. However, all leftist convicts“were released in
a year and a half, due to a modification in the Penal Code.

This early period of Turkish Marxism exhibits /two sorts of ideological
approach to social problems: one that attempted @tra conciliation with Islam
and the other that refused to take such an attitude. (Yet even in Aydanlak
circle, considerations of respect for people!s beliefs have necessitated a
sympathy with popular religion ag distinctpfrom the dogmss of orthodoxy.)

The turning point of 1924 put+an end,to the hopes of pushing the Ankara
govermment to a path oflnon—capitalistic development. Hereafter, we shall
witness in the TCP vis Q‘Vis.the Ankara govermment, the classical approach

of Comunist parties against bourgeois governments.

Marxism in, Turkey from 1925 to 1945

Shortly before the beginning of an oppressive era with the Maintenance of
Order Law, the Third Cengress of the TCP has met in Istanbul., Little is known
about this meeting whieh presumably discussed the new party line condemning
the Kemalists as tools of the bourgeoisie. But the change thus effected was
neither abrupt nexr/final. Some members still clung to their former opinions.
Dr. Vedat Nedim, who began to guide the party organization as one of the few
leaders that.wére not arwedﬁed and yet stayed in the country, was in fact one
such a dop-submissive figure., His rule over the underground party is later
dubbéd as the Menshevik period. However this does not ii;i;tiythaoretical ten~-
dency~of believing in the inevitability of passing through a bourgeois-capi-
talist phase before aspiring to socialism. It rather means adherence to a

loose organizational model, the so-called pointed system, instead of the
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striectly disciplined Bolshevik type. Dr, Sefik Hiisnii 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 smoothly in practice.
Sevket Siireyya (Aydemir) after his release from the prison joined\Vedat Nedim
in the party administration. They did not obey the directives“frem abroad.
Finally, Vedat Nedim informed upon Dr., Sefik Hiisnii who had ¥é¥tirned to Turkey
in cognito. A crowded arrest of Communists followed. The 1927 trial in the
civilian Istanbul Court resulted with light sentences (3lor 4 months) for 3o
outstanding TCP members."f

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

After the incidence of 1927,,the right-wing left the party. Many of
those who parted company with she TCPat“this juncture will join forces in
1932-34 to publish the Kadro“journal inm~order to folrge a statist ideology
for the ruling single party.

The year 1929 represented in the evolution of the TCP, an effofi__ to re-
organize and reorientate it op a/line in accordance with the general Comintern
policy. There was a left-wing opposition to the Central Committee under the
direction of Dr, Sefik Hﬁsnii.rN321m Hikmet, the poet, was prominent in this
left-wing which convened 2 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 "Trotskite-police opposition" by the
Central Committeg, /after an arbitration ruling of the Comintern in favor of
of the factiom im power. There appeared two anonymous letters in % Fahne de,_s

_% dm‘:fthe journal of the German Communist Party's Left opposition by
g Co mmuu s w .
their comrades in Turkey,.” Thereafter, this opposition was duly purged from
the party and its members continued an independent existence. One suspects
that, there was little ground (theoretical or practical), especially for the
branding of this group as a left opposition. But, such & development had taken

place in Soviet Union, so -as well as elsewhere- it had to be imitated in Turkey toa



B¢ ¢

A new program is accepted for the TCP in 1929, An English translation of

it can be found in Ivar Spector's Soviet Union and the Muslim World (p/ 111 ff.),

from a Soviet booklet entitled "Program Documents of the Comunist Rarties of
the East" which in turn gives a Fussian translation of the 57 articled Tur-

kish text that originally appeared in the illegal periodicel Imkalap Yolu

(way of the revolution).; lintil recently, we were unable t@“gee the Turkish
text and had to refer to it through these Fussian and English translations.
9 o

Jleu=dmpessess 2 copy of the 4th printing issued in 1936 zswe-itinysooitet.
This must be a revised edition (in all likelyhood partdy modified in the Ath
Congress of 1932 and the General Plemum 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 agains@éﬂri&lism, The Working Class, Peasantry, Economic and Financial
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 typical standard Communist document
following the Comintern model,

Starting from the early 1926s)wsome Turks went to Moscow to study at KUTV

o aonchikhsia

(Kmun}s-hestki Universitet Trudi Vostoka = Communist University of the Toilers
of the East) .s This was far\from being a university in the usual sense. It was
more of a propaganda schools There were all kinds of students, rangng from
workers who let alone speak Russian, could barely read and write in their
own languages, to studepts who had a good cultural background. This odd com-
position existed among the Turks also. Some of the early graduates of KUTV
were intellectudlé like Sevket Siireyya, Nazim Hikmet, Vala Nurettin, Ismail
Hiisrev (Tokini-another future Kadro ideologist), etc. and Laz Ismail (1.Bilen,
the present| First Secretary of the illegal TCP). Their taking an active part
in the TOR after they came back home, placed the party under a stricter control
of the Cemintern. Indeed, the TCP was a "Section of the Communist International"
likg all others. But as time went on, personality conflicts came to the fore.

Leadership struggles in this small organization caused unbridgable rifts. Even
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after the right and left purges, polemics against the deviants were comtinued.
In the Foreword of the 1936 edition of the party program, Nazim Hikmét/and his
friends are called "the hirelings of the Kemalist bourgeoisie, loyal servants
of the police, enemies of the workers and the toiling popular nasses of Turkey."
This must be considered to be a curious attitude, as from thqus_g and the
last) Congress of the Comintern (1935) onwards, the creatiofi®f anti-fascist
popular fronts everywhere was accepted as a general policy ., Yet Turkish Com-
munists did not stop their internal feuds. But 1936 répresents the last asctive
year of the party; from then onwards, the TCP activiti®es were reduced to a
minimum and the members were encouraged to participate in popular organizetions
and contribute to the pro-democratic press. During the Second World War years
a little freedom was recognized to the left-liberal intellectuals to maintain
an equilibrium between various tendenedes. (Some pro-Nazi activities were also
tolerated until Stalingrad.) But,thé contents of the publications then consi-
dered to be leftist are surprisingly modéxate for our contemporary eyes. For
instance, an urge for urbanization to modernise the country was thought to
be a left stand, as it contradicted 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
nmassive student riot to destroy its printing presses and pretended that this

was & spontaneous reaction on the part of the nationalist youth.

Marxism in Turkey from 1946 to 190

Transition to a multi-party democracy in Turkey have improved the situa-
tion of the Left very slightly. Though it wanted to legalize itself through
several attempts at founding parties, there were strict limits recognised for
political «aciivities and Marxism of all shades was clearly beyond them. Hence,
the Left.gontinued to be illegal. It succeeded however, to organize a little
amongsthe intellectuals and especially the university students. Some large
scale ‘arrests put the whole leadership in prison. The most important of such

actions taken against them was the trisl os the 167s ir the Mar‘f&l Law
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Tribunal at the year 1952 which resulted in heavy sentences for many under-
ground party members including the veteran Dr. Sefik Hiisnii Defmer (afteTr ser-

ing his time in jail, he died in 1959 in an Anatolian town where he Was ba-
nished). During this period, the emphasis was on foreign policy. I0P vehemently
opposed Turkey's teking part in the Korean War and her entry to=NATO, It slso
dis‘approvea the economic integration of Turkey to the Capit@list camp. Marxists
tried to portray this as a betrayal of Atatiirk's statist sutarchical conception.
But both of the major parties, the Democratic Party which.had won power in
1950 and the Fepublican People's Party that had beery the opposition, shared
on the contrary, an assumption to the effect that furkey could survive as an
independent nation only if she sided with the West,

Meanwhile, the members of the TCP, in immigfetion in Moscow had suffered

severe purges at the late 30s and diiring the-40s. After the war, the party
was revived there., But it did not functien in any significant menner, except
serving as a loyal voter of the CPSU 4n international meetings. This observa-
tion continues to be largely “trie about~the party abroad even now. It tries
to uphold the national independence, of Turkey vis & vis western powers, but
with the pretext of proletarian/internationalism, it slavishly follows the

Moscow line,
Marxism in Turkey from 1960 to 198¢

liepublican Pecople's. Party - during its ten years of parliamentary opposi=-
tion (1950-60), emphasidéd the statist dimension of the Kemalist legacy and
advocated central eGonomic planning against the more (economically) liberal
-minded Democratic Party — though in practice DP differed little from its
predecessor and rital. FPP developed more in a leftist direction after the
coup d'état’sef 1960. Throughout the score of years to the present, "social
justice" beesme a fqvorite theme in public discourse. A weekly journal, Yon
(directign) was quite important in propagating such leftist ideas. Its editor,
Doéan”Avgloélﬁlf; French educated socialist. His understanding of Marxism is
rethé® instrumentalist. Th$i permitted him to search sllies in the ranks of

the KPP and the radical army officers for an ideological front anti-imperialist



"“}S' Social conditions at that time helped such an intellectual coslition to
materialife. One positive effect of the partial slide of the KPP to the left
was the bresking of taboos about socialism, At least for three decades~there
was no public discussion of Turkey's problems with Marxist concepts, Even
ebstract theoretical works were not allowed to appear., Ideas of socialism
and communism had come to be viewed as treason. A whole gemeration was barred
from getting acquainted with leftist literature. During 1960s _and 1970s Marxist
classics were translated int® Turkish; gradually periodieals began to be
published trying both to infoxém Turkish readers aboutnthe develcpments of
socialist ideas abroad and submitting analyses of the problems of this country

N from varying Marxist perspectives. Yet, a tendgii tosrfevor the simplistic and
dogmatic panaceas was clearly discernible among tﬁe Turkish sympathizers of
socialism. Borrowed action programs were usually preferred to those attempts
at dealing with Turkish problems without imiteting a ready-made model. This
phenomenon can be explained perhlaps, with reference to Islamic traditions,

In fact, Atatiirk's positivistie” conception of secularisation could be inter-
preted from a structural viewpoint .as g Second Islam: the unity of truth
(with "science" replacing "theolngy“), the moral right of those who possess
this truth to impose it on the others, redundancy of doubt and wavering etc.
Such features characterise many “of the Turkish socialist currents of the 1960s

and 1970s also, deserving to be designated as a Third Islam,
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abroad and non-capitalist at hcene:# Indeed, socialism was accepted as @ neo-
Kemalism by many intellectuals (especially teachers) during the 1960s¢ Even

if some of them can be suspected to adopt this attitude for reasofis. of expe-
diency, there were others who took it earmestly. Then they were fdced with

the same dilemma of Kemalists, being alienated from the popul@¥ masses on

whose benefit and behalf they wanted to set. One enterprise, to overcome

this gap, was to win the favor of the people by appealing them through religion.
_Thsi was not a new idea, but now it was articulated cohseio@sly on populistic
lines in the model of the 19th century Fussia., One of %heir champions translated
Dostoyevsky's Pushkin Speech to serve as a correct exemple of approach to
pecple's established beliefs, Yet, this adventure, .remained as an unfulfilled
intellectual dream when its originators came/To realise the internal contra-

dictions such an att@pt would inevitably ratses

Another fashionable ideoclogical'move was to explain the course of Turkish
history in terms of Asiatic méde+of preduétion, instead of the transition of
feudalism ibfo a capitalist stage. InSpired by some French Marxists researching
Moslem and Eastern countries y two professors of Economics in Istanbul University
(Sencer Divitgioflu and Idris Kiigiikimer) claimed unapplicability of the usual
Marxist evolutionary scheme te, Tarkey. The Asiatic mode of production theory
in Turkey was also thought ag a device to overcome the neo-Kemalist difficulties
in the path of socialism, without necessarily repudiating the validity of
Marxism elsewhere, indeed/using Marx's own pemissionﬁ A kind of populism

: /and ‘peculiarity
could be based on this-theory, as it stressed the particularity’ of Turkey.
If we sccept that 'our social structure is of a sui generis character inecompa-
rable to westeyn{Edrope, then we need not to follow the seme path towards
socialism with those countries who had evolved into capitalism from a feudal
past. 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
modél?) Was there a universal pattern that fitted wéstern Europe as well as

Japan, for example? Were not the Byzantines and the Seldjukites feudal? When
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00 years'
we speak of the Ottoman Empire, what period of its’ history and which regions

of its vast domains should we focus on? Were there homogenious relations of
production in the classical 16th century all over the Empire? Thesgvidence
is to the contrary: Balkans and the Kurdish East at least were alyays feudal.
By the beginning of the 19th century even the Anatolian core was->doubtlessly
feudal. Such considerations were not taken to be important @nd-a school of
intellectuals and artists came into being to uphold the Asiatic theory. At
the bottom of it, there was an inherent idealisation of Jthé Ottoman system
stressing its uniqueness. Some novelists and film-makéxs elaborated on this
line, while some leftist politicians utilised it g& 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 of these politicianss

Turkish Workers' Party was oripinally founded by some labor unionists.
It developed towards the Left, aftérsel®eting Mehmet Ali Aybar to its pre-
sidency in early 1962. Aybarwwas an/agseciste professor qékInternational Law
from Istanbul University who“had beén obliged to drop hislgcademic career
for engagement in left~-wing politics. This party succeeded to win 15 seats
at the 1965 general elections. But optimistic prospects of a growing socialist
party led to premature leadé?8hip struggles. At this juncture, sqmépeople
cherishing ideas of "extramparliamentary opposition" challenged the conventional
tactics of the TWP. They were also showing a keen interest in Mao's theories.
But Aybar lost his position in the party due to attacts from the opposite
wing, when he openly blamed Soviet Union for the invasion of Czechoslovekia
in 1968. After/himy TWP became more of a classical Marxist-Leninist party.
The Chinese-pgriented fractions partly left on their accord and partly expelled.
TWP always{condemned terrorist inclinations among the leftist university stu-
dents. Ymmg men and women of these tendencies united out of the party in a
federative structure called Dev Geng (literally meaning Ciant Young, shortened
from Devrimei Genglik = Revolutionary Youth). A year before the amy inter-
vention of 12th March 1971, splintering leftist movements began to increase

at an unbelievable rate.



There were fractions of all shades ranging from the pro-Soviet and pro-
Chinese to the Trotskites and to those that followed the Albanian lige, ¥et
the bigger organizations were not identifiable with such a single inspiration,
They all accused one another for being " revision%‘, Some of the.sharper
groups resorted to bank rcbberies and armed resistance to the police. Then
the 12th of March period came that lasted for more than two years, as a strong
resction to all these and to the more liberal left., Wholesale arrests follox.uacl.hJ
The military backed government, at one point took hostages from the intellec-
tuals as if they were organisationally related to terrorists. The Constitu-
tional Court outlawed the TWP for espousing the rightg‘of the sizeable Kurdish
minority in the East.

I do not want to discuss the developments after the return to normaley
in 1973. Incidents of the nearer years are $till too fresh to be analyzed
objectively. It should suffice for-me-to say that terrorism ig. fundamentally
an un-Marxist sctivity and to the extem t/that some leftist circles engaged in

terrorism they yere acting against the prescriptions of the theory.



Footnotes:

Almost no references are given for the "Foreword" and the section on JMarXism
in Turkey from 1908 to 1925," as all the information submitted here,| derive

from my book in Turkish: Tiirkiye'de Sol Akamlar 1908-1925 (Ankarag=Bélgi Pub-

1ishing House, 1978), 3rd enlarged edition, 556 pp.

& See for example, F.Engels' Preface to the English edition of 1888 of the

Communist Manifest: "An Armenian translation, which was te.be published in

Constantinople some months ago, did not see the light, l/am told, because
the publisher was Jfraid of bringing out a book with the neme Marx on it,
N

while the translator declined to call it his own pré@uction,”

£ Trotsky, after nearly two decades was to come %0 Turkey and live there
-mostly in Biiyilkkada/Prinkipo- for over\four yedrs, exactly as Parvus did.
But from 1915 onwards they had defimjtely pat¥ted friendship. For Parvus see
ZoA.B.Zemand and W.B.Scharlau, The Merchast“of Fevolution (London: Oxford
Univ.Press, 1965); Trotsky's "Obituary, t¢ a living friend" is mentioned in

I.Deutscher, The Prophet Armed p. 219.

3 I obteined photocopies of 19 issues of Yeni Diinya, a Turkish langusge

newspaper Suphi published in Moscow and Crimea during 1918-1919 (later in
Turkestan and Baku), which I\intend to publish in full transliterstion as
soon as the political atmoSphere will be more condﬁ#‘ive to the appearance

of such material in Turkeys

4 The press reports~of this important trial is compiled (in Latin transcription

from the Arabic lettéred originals) in a book by Miss Jiilide Ergiider: 1927

Komiinist Tevkifataé Istanbul Afir Ceza Mahkemesindeki Dufuama (Birikim, 1978),

introduced bypmyself. As the juridical archives are since then burnt down in

a fire, this“is all one can find about the proceedings.



> Dr, §efik Hiisnii Degmer, using the pseuderymn "Fexdi" has participsted in
th, 7th and 8th _
the’ Enlarged Plenums of the Executive Committee of the Communist International

during the years 1926 and 1927. Subsequently,in the Sixth Congress (1928) he
was elected to ECCI and in the Seventh Congress (1935) to the International

Control Commission. See Biographical Dictionary of the Comintern, prepared by

Branko Lazitsh, in cc}]]\,-a-boration with Milorad M.Drachkoviteh (Hoover, 1973).
In between the two World Congresses he headed for a while the/West European
Bureau. He was arrested in Berlin in connection with theckedchstag Fire and he

spent. 6 months in Nazi jails.
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8 KUTV was .‘gﬁﬁnded by the CPSU in April 21, 1921 to train cadres for the Eastern

Soviet alﬁiﬁl‘fﬁ'lica; soon students from the Middle East and Eastern Mediterrsnisan

were dncluded. In 1923 Soviet and Foreign sections were separated.



? Karl Marx (and Friedrich Engels, for that matter) has written nothing of a

theoretical character about Turkey. His journalistic articles (and thoSe of

~

Engels) that appeared originally in the New York Daily Tribune andwgubsequently

collected by his daughter and son-in-law (the Avelings) under the\title of

Eastern Question (London, 1897) are mainly conferned with the“events around

the Crimean War., Marx in general is severely critical of the Liberal anti-Turkish
tradition and he usually sides with the Conservative anti-Kugsian and pro-Turkish
attitude.
Though Marx and Engels have never studied Turkey ifwthe light of their
standard theory; there is at least one indicationsthat they considered it not
as an exception to five-staged schema of growth (which gained wide currency
during the Stalin era in the USSR), let along be. an example of the Asiatic
mode of production. Indeed, in an editorial that appeared in the New York
Daily Tribune on April 11, 1853 (in the section sbout Nationalities in Turkey,
written in fact by Engels) we, read the, following (as I am retranslating frem
the Turkish version, the wording may not be exactly like the origimml, and
the underlinings are mine):
Turks can hardly be defined as the ruling class of Turkey, for
the class relations;are as confused as the relations between the
races., The Turk /according to situation and circumstance is either
a laborer, a-fgmmer, a smell property owner, a trader, a feudal

lord at the’lowest, the most barbarian level of feudality, a civil

servant or a soldier; yet no matter where he is placed among
these vaTrious positions, he belongs to a priviledged religion

and/nationality....

lo Even I was arrested in 1971 for translating some excerpts of Marx's 1844

manuscriptd from a compilation of Tho}mas Bottomore, the English sociologist.
I stayed_in.jail for ten weeks and then got acquf%ed. But I was under the
threatzof the standard seven-and-a-half years imprisomnment for spreading
Communist propaganda through the printed media.



1 \inost 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 Turidsh: Tirkiye'de
Sl Akinlar 1908.1925 (Ankars; Bilgl Publishers, 1978), 3rd enlaxged edition, 556 pp.

: *To have the world for cne's country, and humanity for one's natien,' 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 Hilui, organised successful strikes
at Tannig Factories, Dockyards and Tramways in spring 1920, The party became poe
werful especially among Transport workers. There are rumors to the effect that
Hilmi was secretly supported by the Eritish Oocupation Foxces against the French
companies who held concessions for operating most of Istanbul's transportation
lines. It is even suggested in Tin Hayzington Looks Back (London: John Muxzay,
1940), that the French mey have been responsible for Hilmi's mysterious murder
soon afterwaxds,

4 Socialist ideas had penetrated Turkey ealy in the century through westermiszed
individuals, As a curiosity, one could mention the case of an Ottoman admiral (vee
tirved) who joined Kelr 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 df the permanent
revolutien, Parvus also collaborated with the Gexman 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 thexe
~n0stly in Bliylikada/Prinkipo. for over four years, exactly as Parwvus did, But
from 1915 onwaxds they had definitely parted friendship, For Parvus see Z.A.B.
Zeman and W.B.Scharlau, The Mexchant of Revolution (Lendon; Oxfoxd Univ.Press,
1965); Trotsky's *Obituary to a living friend® is mentioned in I.Deutscher,

The Prophet Amed, p. 219

6
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6 For this conference see G.D.H, Cole, A History of Socialist Thought,.vol. IV,

part I, p. 46 ff. For the Turkish participation see G.S. Harris, Origins of

Communism in Turkey, pp. 31-32,

The Turkish delegates'were Nisim Mazliyah, a Jewish Lawyer, ranking high

at the Union and Progress Party; Dr. Akil Muhtar, a Turkish MD and academician;

and Prof, Hiiseyinzade Ali, a Pan-Turanist Azerbaidjani, A Soviet source gives

the following information about the socialist party they supposedly represented;
"A bourgeois-police 'Socialist Party' was organised by the Union and Progress,

Capitalists, lawyers and even generals became members., They wanted to participate

intc the International Sdcialist Congress in Stockholm at 1917, under the name

of TSP, Talat Paga, the grand vizier ordered the Security director the preparation

of a special seal on the party's name,™ A.$nurov, Tiirkiye'de Kapitalistlegme ve

Sinif Kavgalari (Transition to Capitalism and Class Struggles in Turkey - Turkish

translation), p. 4l. This venture is also reported ‘in a contemporary Armenian

source which relates the joint decision of the Dashnak and Hanchak parties to

combat against its danger. See Fethi Tevetoglu, Tiirkiye'de Sosyalist ve Komiinist

Faaliyetler ( Socialist and Communist Activities in Turkey), p. 53.

?I obtained photocopies of 19 issues of EEEE.QEEIE' a Turkish 1angﬁiée newspaper
Suphi published in Moscow and Crimea during 1918.1919 (later in Turkestan and
Baku), which I intend to publish in full transliteration as soon as the political
atmosphere will be more conducive to the appearance of such material in Turkey,

‘ The identity of the person who had given the order for their assassination

still remains a mystery. I personally believe it was the Commander of the Eastern
Army, Kazim Karabekir Paga, and not Mustafa Kemal (Atatiirk) who only WBed their
~~

extradition.

9 Aydinlik, together with the periodical organ issued by the same circle add-
ressing to the working class, Orak-Cekic (sickle and hammer) was banned by the
government in a general wave of press prohibitions, 38 members of the circle were
arrested in May, because of a May Day deslaration they published. Some of the
top leaders such as Dr., Jefik Hiisnii had already escaped abroad to avoid arrest.
The Ankara Independence Tribunal subsequently sentenced most of these leftists
to 7 and 10 years of imprisonment and those who had fled were sentenced in abs-
entia to 15 years, However, all leftist convicts were released in a year and a
half, due to.a modification in the Penal Code,

&)
10 The press reports of this important trial is compiled (in Latin t;ﬁéc:ipt

from the Arabic lettered originals) in a book by Ms, Jiillide Ergiider: 1927 Komiinist
Tevkifati: Istanbul Agir Ceza Mahkemesindeki Durugma (Birikim, 1978), introduced
by myself., As the juridical archives were since then burnt down in a fire, this
is all one can find about the proceedings.,
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= Dr.Sefik Hiisnii Degmer, using the pseudonym 'Ferdi' has participated in the
6th, 7th and 8th Enlarged Plenums of the Executive Committee of the Communist
International during the years 1926 and 1927. Subsequently, in the Sixth Congress
(1928) he was elected to ECCI and in the Seventh Congress (1935) to the Inter-
national Control Commission., See Biographical Dictionary of the Comintern,
prepared by Branko Lazitsh, in collaboration with M.Drachkovitch (Hoover, 1973).
In between the two World Congresses h@€ headed for a while the West European
Bureau, He was arrested in Berlin in connection with the Reichstag Fire and he
spent 6 months in Nazi jails,

12 1Die Lage in der Tiirkei' (Situation in Turkey), Nr. 26 (19 Juli 1929), pp.203-k

and 'Brief tiirkischer Genossen' (Letter of Turkish Comrades), Nr. 35 (20 September
1929), p. 277.

13 An English trenslation of it can be found in Ivar Spector's Soviet Union and
the Muslim World (p. 111 ff.), from a Soviet booklet entitled 'Program Documents
of the Communist Parties of the East' which in turn gives a Russian translation
of the 57 articled Turkish text that-originally appeared in the illegal pediodical
Ink1l8p Yolu (Way of the Revolution).

The illegal periodical literature of the . TCP is extremely difficult to find,
Here are the names of some, which I have been able to discover;
ink1lap Yolu - Marxist Leninist-political review. Issued in dual numbers, 1930-32,
Bolgevik - Newspaper (10th August 1930).
Orak-Cekic - Central organ, 1936,
K1zil Istanbul - Organ of the provincial committee, 1934-35.

A% KUTV was founded by the CPSU in 2lst April 1921 to train cadres for the

Eastern Sowiet Republics; soon students from the Middle East and Eastern Medi-
terranian were included, In 1923 Soviet and Foreign sections were separated,

15 This has to be qualified in several ways. First of all the titles chosen for
translation were the less sophisticated and more provocational ones. Those books
dealing with serious philosophica.ﬂ problems or difficult economic analyses were
prone to be overlooked, because they demanded a deeper culture, How could they

be understood apart from their historical context to which the novices of socia-
lism had no desire to be initiated? Then, few of the translators were really
capable to cope with their texts. They made many mistakes due their being inex-
perienced non-professionals., Furthermore, some consciously took liberties with
the bokks they translated,and 'corrected' them according to their lines, without
bothering to indicate the modifications they made, Also some translators for fear
of juridical persecution, automatically substituted 'socialism' wherever 'communism®
was mentioned, thus often created confusion between these concepts, So faxr, about
the rendering of Marxist classics into Turkish. As for the actual consumption of
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the translated works, another grim observation is due. They are bought and
placed on book-shelves in private homes, but seldom read, let alona fully
grasped., They are venerated like holy books, In their stead, vulgarisations
like George Politzer's texts for the Workers' University in France before the
Second World War were being read by students and staff members alike, Later on,
especially in Maoist circles memorizing techniques sp(Ea.d. The result was the
replacement of Marxian analysis with slogans and quotations cited more often
than not appropriately.

16 Gomtean positivisa was surely atheistic, but the Religiom of Humanity
attempted to be created by its founder on the organizational model of the
Catholic Church, had retained all the features of a usual revelational creed,
The New Ottomans and the Young Turks of the late 19th and early 20th centuries
were fascinated by positivism through Freemasonry. They believed that it was
very progressive and they did not discern its basic similarity with the religion
they blamed for preventing the advancement into modernity. In fact, positivism
was much more conservative than it looked,

17 I do not regard Marxism to be imherently dogmatic as positivism is; but it

can be rendered into a dogmatism as many ‘other libertarian ideologies have been,
Marxism in fact have been transformed into a 'state religion' in those countries
where Communist parties are in power. Marxist parties in other countries who
follow their lead are often torn between loyalty to them and to the theory itself,
Only where a Marxist party is strong enough to challenge the leadership of an
external center, the full potential of Marxism to keep abreast with all kinds of
current problems can be observed,

A% Karl Marx (and Friedrich Engels, for that matter) has written nothing of a

theoretical character about Turkey. His journalistic articles (and those of
Engels) that appeared originally in the New York Deily Tribune and subsequently
collected by his daughter and son-in-law (the Avelings) under the title of
Eastern Question (London, 1897) are mainly concerned with the events around the
Crimean War. Marx in general is severely critical of the Liberal anti-Turkish
tradition and he usually sides with the Conservative anti-Russian and pro-Turkish
attitude,

Though Marx and Engels have never studied Turkey in the light of their stan-
daxrd theory, there is at least one indication that they considered it not as an
exception to the five-staged schema of growth (which gained wide currency during
the Stalin era in the USSR), let alone be an example of the Asiatic mode of
production., Indeed, in an editorial that appeared in the New York Daily Tribune
on April 11, 1853 (in the section about Nationalities in Turkey, written in fact
by Engels) we read the following (as I am retranslating from the Turkish version,
the wording may not bQ exactly like the original, and the underlinings are mine);
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"Turks can hardly be defined as the ruling class of Turkey, for the class
relations are confused as the relations between the races, The Turk according
to situation and circumstances is either a laborer, a farmer, a small pﬂparty
owner, a trader, a feudal lord at the lowest, the most barbarian level of feuda-
lity, a civil servant or a soldier; yet no matter where he is placed among these
positions, he belongs to a privileged religion and nationality. ..."

17 A recent application of this theory to Turkish history (laxgely drawing from
Prof, Kiigiikdmer's 1969 book, Diizenin Yabancilagmasl: Batalagma (Alienation of
the Order; Westernization) is to be seen in Ali Gevgilili's Yiikselig ve Diigiig
(Rise and Fall - Istanbul, 1981), pp. L4=6:

"The six-hundred-years-old Turkish Ottoman sovereignty differs in various res-
pects from oriental societies as well as from classical western societies, Otto-
man society was founded on the support of the Anatolian peasant's reaction who
was striving to stay free against the Byzantine Empire, then in the process of
transition to a feudal order, The founders of the Ottoman system offered to
the Anatolian population a solution drewn from oriental and Islamic traditions;
Land would not be subject to personal property.

The Otpman Sultan, i.e, the public authority who represented a tolerant
version of oriental despotism was the sole owner of the whole arable land.

For private individuals, only usage benefits (usis fructi) existed, This became
a very important historical factor allowing the large peasant masses to behave
more freely in comparison to western feudalism, both during the Ottoman and the
Turkish Republican periods; Ottoman central society undertook to realize the
organization of the land, Establishment and functioning of the order was above all
a question of resources, Therefore, another dominant social force was bound to
appear who would appropriate the value created from the land and render the state
bureaucracy into a very important instrument, This stratum composed of civilian
or military state functionaries was different from western civilian bureaucracy
at the disposal of the economic system. In contradistinction to the western civ-
ilian bureaucracy, the Ottoman state bureaucracy had a very peculiar social
status, able to exert control on the whole economy. Sometimes it acted as if it
was a ruling class enjoying extensive powers possessing all means of production
though it did net.

The Ottoman economic system which was situated at the junction of the East-West
land trade routes and had reaped at its early period important shares from the
world commerce, due to new international geographical discoveries, began to shake
at its most vulnerable foundations, Bastern trade started over the Oceans afar
from the Ottoman lands, As a result, the Turkish economy became progressively
deprived of the external surplus value gained through mediation in foreign trade,
This epuch also represented the reaching of the Ottoman expansion in Middle East,
North Africa and Mid-Europe to its ultimate frontiers, Foodstuff required by
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millions of people living in the vast Ottoman realm, could no longer be provided
by the agriculture under public ownership because of the diminishing results ten-
dency in production,

This phase and its aftermath in the Ottoman society is a pexiod both of stag-
nation and fall, and of social and economic anarchy, Western Europe wished to make
Turkey gradually a market and a depot of raw materials, Intermally too, the
first funds which began to accumulate through rising contraband trade desired
to transform themselves into an agricultural and commercial ecapital, The histo-
rical state structure became once again an impediment to development, The domi-
nant forces of the system prevented the evolution of capitalistic production
relation for fear of loosing their active stati, yet they failed to bring about
better solutions instead of the developments they stapi:ed."

0 The TWP polled at these elections 3 o/o of the total votes (276,000 out of
9.300.000). At the partial Semate elections of 1966 (21 provinces) it polled
3,2 o/o (79.000 out of 2.472,000) and of 1968 (22 provinces) 4,7 oo (143.700
out of 3.067.000). This continuously rising ratios devlined to 2,7 o/o (243.600
votes out of 9.086,000) at the 1969 general elections and the proportional rep-
resentation with the national remainder having been changed, this resulted in
electing only 2 of the 450 members of the Assembly.,

21
Even I was arrested in 1971 for translating some exerpts of Marx's 1844

manuscripts from a compilation of Thomas Bottomore, the English sociologist,

I stayed in jail for ten weeks and then got acquitted. But I was under the threat
of the standard seven-and-a-half years imprisonment for spreading Communist
propaganda through the printed media,





