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ABSTRACT

THE RELATION BETWEEN NATIONALISM AND DEVELOPMENT:
THE CASE OF THE YON-DEVRV MOVEMENT IN 1960’S

Musluk, Cakun
M.Sc., Department of International Relations
Supervisor: Assoc. Dr. Aggil Kibarglu

September 2010, 113 pages

Nationalism has long been a subject of discussidhe literature on development. It
has been discussed whether nationalism is indigpémsor not on the way to
modernity and development. Third World nationalismd revolution from above
emerged as key concepts within these discussiaasordlism was brought forth in
many Third World countries as an understanding,ctvhis thought to facilitate
paving the way for development, as it imagines #onabased on integrity. The
stance that¥6n(1961-1967) andevrim (1969-1971) journal movements had can be
thought within this framework. In this study, it livbe explored whether we can
think of the Y6n-Devrim movement by rethinking tivek between development and
nationalism, especially Third World nationalism. Mghdoing this, comparisons
between Yon-Devrim Movement and the Nasserist mevemwhich had similar

political and intellectual tendencies in the saragqul, will be used.

Keywords: Nationalism, Development, Ydn-Devrim Mawent, Nasser, Third
World



Oz

KALKINMA VE M ILLIYETCILIK ARASINDAK I ILISKI:
1960’'LARDAKI YON-DEVRIM HAREKETI ORNEGI

Musluk, Cakun
Yiksek Lisans, UluslararaBiskiler Bolimii
Tez Yoneticisi: Dog. Dr. Ayegul Kibarglu

Eylul 2010, 113 sayfa

Milliyetcilik, kalkinmaya dair yazinda uzun zamandgartsma konusu olagelrsir.
Milliyetcili gin, modernite ve kalkinmaya giden yolda vazgecilnobzp olmadg!
tartisilagelmitir. Uglincti Dinya milliyetgiki ve tepeden inmeci devrim, bu
tartismalarda anahtar birer kavram olarak ortaya ciktiMiliyetcilik, battnlige
dayanan bir ulus tahayyil @tiicin bircok Uglincti Diinya ulkesinde kalkinmaya
giden yolun dgenmesinde kolaykairici bir anlays olarak ileri strtlmgtdr. Yon
(1961-1967) veDevrim (1969-1971) dergi hareketlerinin sahip giducizgi de bu
cercevede diiindlebilir. Bu calgmada, Yon-Devrim Hareketi’'nin kalkinma ve
milliyetcilik, 6zellikle de Uglincti Dunya milliyetiisi, arasindaki ban yeniden
distnulerek ele alinip alinamayagcaaratirilacaktir. Bu yapilirken, ayni dénemde
benzer siyasal ve diinsel gilimlere sahip iki hareket olan Yon-Devrim ve Nastr
hareketler arasinda yapilacak fistirmalardan da yararlanilacaktir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Milliyetcilik, Kalkinma, Yon-Daim Hareketi, Nasir, Ugiinci
Dunya
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

The relation between development and nationalisah ttie Yon-Devrim Movement
had explored and utilised very effectively was aéssubject both for studies on
development and for studies on nationalism. Howeaweme of the past studies on the
Yon-Devrim Movement did analyse the movement witbuth a framework that
inquires whether there is a theoretical sourcetligr supposed relation between

development and nationalism. If to define a “caas”“an instance of a class of
events®, then it would be appropriate for this study tdedmine this movement as
the case of this study since its policy-making fapid development could be
understood as a class of events. The method used ifienot a “comparative
method”, but rather a “case-study method”, since fbrmer is “the use of
comparisons among a small number of cases” whie l#tter “include[s] both
within-case analysis of single cases and compaiséra small number of cases”.
This study’s main research interest is to investigde theoretical roots of that

supposed relation, and the main research quedidtimat whether the Yon-Devrim

Movement can be analysed within such a theoreiiaalework.

! Alexander L. George and Andrew Benne@gse Studies and Theory Development in the Social
Science¢Cambridge: MIT Press, 2005): p. 17.

? |bid.: p. 18



When the emergence and the evolution of the corfdepelopment” are examined
carefully, it is going to be seen that the conaapinly emerged as a need, and thus
as a political goal, in the underdeveloped coustnéhich many of them gained their
independence just after the Second World War. ésdhcountries the search for an
alternative path of development, and especiallyapid development in order to
catch the developed Western countries, was goind hmahand with some kind of a
nationalist discourse. First systematic approathekevelopment and the theories of
development and underdevelopment also reflectghenomenon. There are many
theoretical insights, which associate a particidegment that is thought to be
inherent to capitalism, such as “democracy”, andtitmalism” as well, with
development. Besides these diffusionist theories defelopment, theories of
underdevelopment also come closer with the diffuisiotheories that associate
development with nationalism in favour of a “natbfront” against the outsider, or
say “imperialist”, exploiters since the theories widerdevelopment incorporate
themselves into various conceptions of “dependeraryd pay great attention to
theories of “imperialism”. Therefore, the policie8ered and implemented for rapid
development in these underdeveloped countries maatly been composed of some
nationalist or protectionist policies. This is ggito be covered in the chapter where

the theories of development are being discussed.



There is also much material to work on within theerhture on theories of
nationalism if to search for a theoretical relatibetween development and
nationalism. In order to achieve a general persgecin how to look and where to
search within this vast literature, one should befyjom setting forth the main
approaches and paradigms of the theories of ndisamarhis is what is being done
in the third chapter. However, the exhibition ok tmainstream approaches and
paradigms of the literature on theories of natimnalis very often not so much
helpful to find out which approach or paradigm dbest fit the ongoing search for a
particular case. In order to overcome this probtema should develop or imitate an
alternative way of classification that would be matcording to or in line with the
research goals of the study. Such an alternatassification, thus, is also going to
be borrowed and utilised from in the same chaf@ece such theoretical glasses are
achieved, then it is much easier to reach the aqmstopriate theoretical approaches
and paradigms. The approaches of John BreuillyRaul R. Brass on nationalism
are going to be discovered by following such a neanfhese approaches explain
that nationalism could be a “form of politics” an &nstrument” in the way to realise
some political goals or to gain a political powand they are going to be presented
with some detail since they look like to be quixplanative for the understanding of
nationalism of the Yon-Devrim Movement, which hadised from nationalism also
as an instrument, though it had been really sintetkis nationalist discourse, very
effectively in the search for the achievement sfgarticular political goals such as

rapid economic development via socialism.



The political implications of the mentioned theaat approaches of development
and of nationalism have been more like an inclorain the Third World towards
nationalist discourses and nationalist policies levhoffering or implementing
supposedly developmentalist policies. This new laohdationalism as “a fusion of
tradition and ideology”, as Dawa Norbu puts, oraasunderstanding that makes a
distinction between the “material” and “spirituatiomains of the world affairs,
which recognises the supremacy of the West inahadr and does in no way accept
anything outside from the home culture in the fattemain, as Partha Chatterjee
describes, emerged as a state-centric ideologataftihat was to find its empirical
reflections in politics as struggles to topple ttwonial powers, to take the state
power and to direct the nation-state machinery imdeo to apply
nationalist/protectionist policies toward econondievelopment. These were soon
going to be a research subject for the social fisisnsuch as Theda Skocpol and
Ellen Kay Trimberger. This new synthesis of devateptalism and nationalism and
the social revolutions that it led brought forthnaw category of revolutions,
“revolutions from above”, which was best analysgdlbimberger. Third Worldism
and Trimberger’'s conceptualisation are going teladorated in the fourth chapter.
The basic characteristics of these “revolutionsmfrabove” and the structural
features needed for these revolutions to occuiabs® going to be analysed. These

are also going to help to reach or derive out spossible reasons of the well-known



and tragic failure of the Y6n-Devrim Movement is gearch for a revolution from

above.

After developing such a theoretical framework, trelysis of the movement is
going to be made by placing the movement into issohical position within the
Ottoman-Turkish intellectual tradition, of whichi& one of the last rings. Although
the movement has much in common with the former bem of this traditional
intellectual line, such as the New Ottomans, Yolingks, Ittihadists and Kemalists,
it is going to be analysed specifically within there recent intellectual tradition
called “Left Kemalism” since it is only these ir&dtual movements or figures,
which had a leftist stance and even utilised fromribm, unlike the former ones
that were merely nationalist. As a movement orgaheround a journakadro, and
derived its socioeconomic analyses very much froarxdidm with some kind of a
leftist nationalist discourse, the Kadro Movemesm be considered as an undoubted
predecessor of the Yon-Devrim Movement, and, tieugping to be analysed in the
first part of the fifth chapter in order to remarke of the most possible intellectual

sources of the Yon-Devrim Movement.

Along with the summary of the short political lié¢ the Y6n-Devrim Movement, its
understanding of nationalism, its problematic dfume and religion and the model it
offered for rapid development, that is to say ahetiron from above, are going to be

analysed one by one. Claiming that the “real natists” are the socialists since they



are anti-imperialists, Ogan Avciglu and the movement he led were also in search
of utilising from nationalism as a “form of poli§¢ or as an “instrument” for their
ultimate political goal: rapid economic developmenbetter say, the “non-capitalist
path” for this, socialism. From this point of vietihe movement’s understanding of
nationalism seems to be compatible with the appremof John Breuilly and Paul R.
Brass. With its rejection to the Westernism thatduso be integral to the former
official Kemalist doctrine with a justification th& brought only more dependency
and more underdevelopment and with its appraisathef Easternity of Turkey
besides its sincere efforts to reconcile the refigislam in this case, with socialism,
the movement appears to be a great example oypieat Third World nationalism,

which writers such as Dawa Norbu and Partha Chedtelescribes.

The model for rapid development that the moveméietred is going to be analysed
after these insights. This model was a revoluti@t was to be made by some patriot
and revolutionary military officers, who were thdiigo be the “intellectuals in
uniforms” and thought to be the natural allies bé trevolutionary intellectuals,
which altogether composed the “dynamic powers”. sehelynamic powers had
played their progressive role many times in theohnys of the Ottoman-Turkish
modernisation, and they were to play their roletfa last time for the sake of their
country. This revolution was going to create thecessary socioeconomic
transformations and conditions for a transitiorstzialism. In this sense, what the

movement foresaw was nothing else than a revoldtimm above. Besides various



other examples from Asia, Africa and Latin Ameriéegm the Third World in
general, the most apparent example that the movgonesented as a model and also
followed very carefully was the Nasserist expereeraf Egypt. The Nasserist
experience is also going to be analysed within filaenework that Trimberger
provides in order to derive some conclusions arasaring for the Yon-Devrim
Movement’'s efforts to take the political power iollaboration with the military
bureaucrats in Turkey. It is going to be understtiad the Yo6n-Devrim Movement,
if had succeeded in taking the political power, ldoalso have been successful in
achieving rapid economic development since it hhdady foreseen what the
Nasserist regime could not or did not want to. Hesveit is also going to be seen
that the Yon-Devrim Movement could not calculateetiter the preconditions
necessary for a revolution from above to occuredist or not, or maybe that it was

too late when it could realise that they did nasex

Despite its de facto disappearance from the Tuna@hical life since the 12 March

1971 military counter-intervention, the Yon-DevrMovement had deep impacts on
the Turkish political life. Beginning from early 90s, especially during the heydays
of the crises of the civilian governments with thakish Armed Forces, but mainly
as a result of the rising nationalist oppositiohjak mainly consists of former leftist

figures, that had first emerged as a reactioneém#oliberal transformation, even the
“elimination” according to some circles, of thetstand of the whole socioeconomic

relations and as a reaction to the Islamic-tendedcanservative policies and



practices, the heritage and the theses of the Yé&mid Movement have begun to
revive. The movement that is gathered around then@ Turk Soly Dogu Peringek
and the movement he leads, and finally Prof. DigiYiaKicik, a socialist writer,
who had also been a very close friend of@ Avci@lu, are going to be analysed
in the sixth chapter in this sense. However, what time has eroded in the Left
Kemalist discourse are, as it is also going todensthe developmentalism, Marxist
analyses and the emphasis on socialism in genenalf has undoubtedly remained,
on the other hand, is nothing else than nationaligNevertheless, the
developmentalist stance has not totally come terah There are still some groups,
such as the Independent Social Scien{Bagimsiz Sosyal Bilimcilenywvho criticise
and study against the capitalist path of unevereldgment in Turkey, especially

against the neoliberal economic policies.



CHAPTER 2

THEORIES OF DEVELOPMENT

In the underdeveloped countries, which used to dlentsed by the industrialised
countries for long and which gained their indepemdeonly after the World War 1I,
economic development emerged as the basic polgcal. It was widely assumed
that economic development, and modernisation asl, webuld remove the
inequalities of income and other social inequaliti# was also presumed that any
other kind of economic and social goal, or resifilfjot rooting from the national
income growth, would only be complementary t& ithis blossoming of the

development as a policy was of course a storyefi@b0s and '60s.

The need for development in these countries wasgasg to lead to the birth of the
first systematic approaches to the concept of “greent”. Albert O. Hirschman

explores two main motivations in these first depetentalist approaches: 1) the
rejection of “the monoeconomics claim”, a clainmtlo¢ traditional economic analysis
that has concentrated on the industrial countiresavour of a new understanding

that demands a new and different way of evaludbothe underdeveloped countries

% Erik Thorbecke, “The Evolution of the Developmdictrine and the Role of Foreign Aid, 1950-
2000” in Finn Tarp and Peter Hjertholm (ed&dreign Aid and Development: Lessons Learnt and
Directions for the Futur¢London: Routledge, 2000): pp. 19-20.



just because they have specific characteristicgh@)assertion of the claim that
“mutual benefits” would be created by reforming tihelations between the
industrialised and the underdeveloped counfri®y going along these two
motivations, Hirschman also classifies the mainitugtes or approaches on
development into four main categories: These ae'dinthodox economics”, which
accepts both the understanding of “monoeconomicsf e claim of “mutual
benefits”; “modern development economics”, whichfuses the first while
celebrating the second; “Marxist economics”, whiakes the first while rejects the

second and “neo-Marxism”, which rejects both ofitfe

Ronald Chilcote, on the other hand, in his semstadly, notes the dual classification
of these, which is made according to their appresciv capitalism in generl.
According to this classification, “[sJome interpaibns of development and
underdevelopment that emphasize the positive adtsimpents of capitalism tend to
be called diffusionist theories of development, elas those stress the negative
consequences of capitalism tend to be identifiethesries of underdevelopmerit.”
Chilcote goes on his elaborations by defining amaksifying the “diffusionist

theories of development” and the “theories of uddeelopment”. He explains the

“ Albert O. Hirschman, “The Rise and Decline of Diepenent Economics” in Albert O. Hirschman,
Essays in Trespassing: Economics to Politics angbBé(Cambridge University Press, 1981): p. 3.

® For details of these four approaches, see: Ipjul.3-5.

® Ronald ChilcoteTheories of Development and Underdevelopr(@atilder: Westview Press, 1984):
pp. 10-12.

" Ibid.: p. 10.
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three most prevalent types of diffusionist theqrieach of which has a different
explanation for being successful in achieving depelent: one associates
“democracy” with development, the second associatasonalism”, and the third

one has an understanding of “a linear path towasdamization” with a “belief that

the Western world would civilize other less develdmreas by spreading Western
values, capital, and technologWhat Chilcote calls as “diffusionist theories of
development” is indeed the approaches on “politiatlelopment” and the theories

of modernisation that were derived from this coicep

“Political development”, as a concept, emergedratte World War I, and was
influenced both by the political conjuncture ofttiperiod and by the developments

in social sciences occurred in the same petiod.

Why do some countries remain poor and “backwardpde exposure to
capitalism and other aspects of modern life? What lne done to make
capitalism develop further in these countries? €hesre the questions
addressed by a group of theorists whose ideas Iheaiuenced US
efforts to foster capitalist development in poometions, then called the
“Third World.” ... Politicians, development expertgsademicians, and the
public were afraid of people in Latin America andtriéa deciding that
Communism was a surer path to development thatadiam. In response,
theories about development that were generatdakid950s and 1960s in
the United States provided an explicitly non-Commursolution to
poverty and underdevelopméfit.

8 Ibid.: pp. 10-11.
° Levent KokerModernlgme, Kemalizm ve Demokrdsstanbul:iletisim Yayinlari, 2007): p. 27.

19 3. Timmons Roberts and Amy Bellone Hite (ed§he Globalization and Development Reader:
Perspectives on Development and Global Chaigden MA: Blackwell Publishing, 2007): p. 7, 8.

11



The concept “political development” contains thedadhat “democracy” may not be
“functional” as a “political method” in all “sociaystems”. It is only functional in a
“modern social system”, and it is, therefore, neaeg to reach this level for the
societies that are under *“traditional social systemApproaches on “political
development”, accordingly, claim that particulaoeomic and cultural conditions
are needed for the emergence and formation of demmpt! One of these conditions

is “economic development” for suté.These approaches have some sort of a
determinist understanding that claims the “tradilo societies” and “modern
societies” would be identical someday in the futafeer the former ones meet the

necessary economic and cultural conditions.

“Political development”, as a concept, began topkeeceived as one aspect of a
“more comprehensive process of social change” tilradbe mid-1960s: this process
was nothing else than “modernisatidilt was being redefined as the reflections of
economic and social modernisation on the politldel in a particular society, in

other words, as “political modernisatioh”.Nevertheless, what is understood by

“political modernisation” was absolutely a supposprbgress toward “liberal

1 Koker, op. cit.: p. 33.
2 bid.: p. 36.
13 bid.: p. 39.

% bid.: p. 39.

12



democracy™® The modernisation theorists, thus, focus morentermal factors as

key ones that drive developméfitAlthough theories of modernisation have in
common a determinist understanding of history, nreeent ones take the human
factors into account in their analyses. Some huimiemventions during this process
of social change may either accelerate or delay wiay process’ However,

according to these theories, this transition igmfguided by foreigners or by local
intellectuals, who are well-equipped with the itgeflual instruments of the Western
modern culture, or by a coalition of these tfdherefore, more recent theories of
modernisation tend to legitimise an authoritariagime in a particular society as a
necessary element of the transition period of sleatety in its way to a modern type
of social order, whereas the former theories of @moidation consider the Western

type of democracy as a universal vatte.

The two most prominent theorists of modernisatioce \Walt Whitman Rostow and
Samuel Huntington. W. W. Rostow claims, “[i]t isgsible to identify all societies,
in their economic dimensions, as lying within oridfiee categories: the traditional

society, the preconditions for take-off, the takg-the drive to maturity, and the age

% |bid.: p. 47.

' Roberts and Hite, op. cit.: p. 4.
" Koker, op. cit.: p. 50.

'8 |bid.: p. 51.

9 bid.: p. 72.

13



of high-mass consumptioR® Rostow develops his identification by stating that
“traditional society” has “limited production funchs”. He also notes that “the
potentialities which flow from modern science arethnology were either not
available or not regularly and systematically agqiiliin the traditional societies of
old times?* Therefore, according to him, “the story of trafital societies was ... a
story of endless changé” Rostow continues his linear identification with a
transition period before “the take-off”, which isfthed as “the interval when the old
blocks and resistances to steady growth are finalgrcome.®® This transition
period before the take-off is the historical momantvhich “the preconditions for
take-off” begin to emerge and develop. The develams in modern science and
their translation into new production functions eéhe key factors in the creation of
the preconditions for take-off in Western Europe. the Western European
experience, the factors such as “geography, natasalurces, trading possibilities,
social and political structure” were essential &velop the preconditions for take-
off.>* However, the traditional societies of the modeistdny was to have these
preconditions “arise not endogenously but from saxternal intrusion by more

advanced societies” either by “literal invasions™figurative invasions” that would

2 W. W. Rostow, “The Stages of Economic Growth: N®n-Communist Manifesto (1960)” in
Roberts and Hite, op. cit.; p. 47.

2 Ibid.: p. 47.
2 |bid.: p. 47.
2 |bid.: p. 49.

 |bid.: p. 48.
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shock the traditional society and begin or hastemumdoing® Rostow leaves some

space for state-building and nationalism too:

Although the period of transition —between the itradal society and the
take-off- saw major changes in both the econoneffiesnd in the balance
of social values, a decisive feature was oftentipali Politically, the
building of an effective centralized national staten the basis of
coalitions touched with a new nationalism, in oppos to the traditional
landed regional interests, the colonial power, othb was a decisive
aspect of the preconditions period; and it was,oatmuniversally, a
necessary condition for take-Gff.
Huntington, on the other hand, departs from the fhat economic development
increases economic inequality. He, thus, claimst twaile increasing social
mobilisation decreases the legitimacy of the ecdonomequalities in countries
lacking governments that are able to govern theioptes, the two aspects of
modernisation, economic development and social lsabon, produce greater
political instability?’ Huntington’s thesis is that the violence and ibiity in these
countries is “in large part the product of rapidciab change and the rapid
mobilization of new groups into politics coupledtiwithe slow development of

political institutions.?® He argues that the lack of sufficient politicaktitutions

creates a “political gap” when it is combined wibonomic development and high

% Ibid.: p. 49.
% |bid.: p. 49.

" samuel Huntington, “The Change to Change: Modatitin, Development, and Politics (1971) and
Political Order in Changing Societies (1968)” intieots and Hite, op. cit.: pp. 56-67.

%8 |bid.: p. 60.
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social mobilisatiorf? This argument is the core of his “gap hypothesiBhis

“political gap” leads to some kind of a “politicalecay” rather than a political
stability. Huntington, therefore, does not find éthhockean American’s formula”,
which is that governments should be based on fnddair elections, relevant for the
modernising societies. Like Rostow, Huntington tbimks that some preconditions

are necessary for political modernisation:

Elections to be meaningful presuppose a certairel lef political
organization. The problem is not to hold electiobst to create
organizations. In many, if not most, modernizingioies elections serve
only to enhance the power of disruptive and oftactionary social forces
and to tear down the structure of public authorityThe primary problem
is not liberty but the creation of a legitimate patorder. Men may, of
cours3e0, have order without liberty, but they caninave liberty without
order:

Huntington, in his another work, draws a more cléaterministic framework, in
which he defines modernisation as a “complex”, teysc”, “global”, “lengthy”,
“phased”, “homogenizing”, “irreversible” and “praggsive” process: This is in fact

a general framework that is shared by the adheddritse theories of modernisation

or, in other words, of the diffusionist theoriesdefivelopment.

2 |bid.: pp. 59-67.
%0 |bid.: p. 62.

% |bid.: p. 57-9.
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Theories of underdevelopment, on the other handewdrom ideas defending
protectionist economic policies, i.e. import suogton, through approaches focusing
on the dominance of metropolitan centre within éiamaover peripheral areas, to
world-scale elaborations emphasising the relatipnsgietween metropolises and
peripheral backward nations, and finally to thesopaying attention to transfers of
value from the periphery to the centre and to “@mévand “combined

development® The main commonality of all these underdevelopntirobries is

their incorporation into various conceptions of gjdadency” and in their attention to

theories of “imperialism”. Chilcote summarises fireblem of these theories by the

following criticisms:

The view that a progressive national bourgeoisiell wesolve
underdevelopment is challenged by the failure ©f blourgeoisie. Further,
according to critics, autonomous capitalist develept is impossible in
the face of dominant nations, and internal clakdions often are ignored
by these theories. Finally, no unified theory oflerdevelopment exists,
and the various and contradictory tendencies arala@ys relevant to the
historical experience of backward natidns.

It is, thus, possible to conclude that the develepimand underdevelopment is

mainly an issue deriving directly from the impaofscapitalism®* However, in the

%2 Chilcote, op. cit.: p. 11.
% Ibid.: p. 12.

% valgin Kiigiik notes the same point too: “Capitalisms born in England. It expanded through
other countries of Europe, through North Americd anrecent times through Far East. In the lands
where capitalism expanded, the phenomenon of deredat emerged. But planning did not emerge
in any of these. Balance between different segmerfitsociety] could not be established in none of
these. More interestingly, there was no need fist tBn contrary, imbalance, somehow, became the
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case that is going to be analysed in this study ianchost of the Third Worf&
experiences, this relation between uneven developraed capitalism is, if not
forgotten at all, often neglected in favour of ational front” against the outsider, or
say “imperialist”, exploiterd® This leads these Third World intellectuals to come
closer with the diffusionist theories of developmesspecially with the ones that
associate nationalism with development. Chilcotentsothe basic assumption of
such approaches out with the following sentencdgatibnalism provides the
ideological impetus and motivation for developmeiationalism is usually
associated with capitalist development, but it Isoaound in societies pursuing

socialist alternatives™

feature and the creative power of the system. Dgweént emerged just because there was
imbalance.” [Unless noted otherwise, translatioreamf Turkish are mine. CM] Yal¢in Kiguk,
Planlama, Kalkinma ve Turkiy@&nkara: Tekin Yayinevi, 1985): p. 35.

% There are many critiques over the term “Third WarBee for instance: Chilcote, op. cit.: p. 1. The
writers using this term often neglect the classflizia that exist within each of these underdevebbp
countries that are called as “Third World countrieslowever, the term can be used in an
understanding that “emphasizes exploitation andreggion, lack of technology and development,
underdevelopment brought about by colonialism amgerialism, and dependency upon the dominant
capitalist system and outside influences, wherevére world these occur.” Ibid.: p. 1. Besidessthe
the term can also be used since “it is not withtsuémpirical content.” Dawa NorbGulture and the
Politics of Third World NationalisnfLondon: Routledge, 2003): p. 21. The countries #ra called
“Third World countries” have a real history of sidrity that is composed of some historical events
such as the Bandung Conference of Asian and Afmigdions in 1955 and the discussions made in the
United Nations mainly by initiative of countriesasig similar historical backgrounds and similar
economic conditions called as “the Group of 777e:Sbid.: pp-18-20. The term “Third World” and
its derivations, therefore, will continue to be dise this study.

% patel and McMichael moves this argument beyonihgat simple failure by claiming that Third
Worldism could only mobilise citizens in ways favahle to capital and even that “Third Worldism
can be situated as a moment in the maturation lwb&ay fascism’.” Rajeev Patel and Philip
McMichael, “Third Worldism and the lineages of gibtascism: the regrouping of the global South

in the neoliberal eraThird World Quarterly 25:1 (2004): pp. 231-54.

37 Chilcote, op. cit.: p. 10.
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The engagement of the Third World intellectuals hwisuch pro-nationalist
approaches of development was going to be follolwedhe implementation, or at
least the powerful defence, of development polictest are mostly comprised of
nationalist or national protectionist measurescliitg underlines the “nationalist
dimension” of the classical populist thought thatight an easy-going way for rapid
development® McMichael emphasises that the process of glohaisanade the
development policies inevitably evolve into a neimehsion from their previous
dominantly national character, and evaluates th®gafter 1970s as a new period,
during which the concept “development” and policaelvised for development have
much changed® Gereffi, while showing there are many alternatpaths, uses the
term for the development policies of various Thinbrld countries pursued as
“national development** Ha-Joon Chang also presents the different “capch-u
strategies” that particular countries implementeat klways through national
protectionisnt'* It must not be surprising when he and llene Grahainother studly,
propose some nhational policies for development utitee name “economic policy

alternatives™?

% Gavin Kitching, Development and Underdevelopment in Historical Pecsive: Populism,
Nationalism and IndustrializatioLondon and New York: Methuen, 1982): pp. 3-5.

% Philip McMichael, Development and Social Change: A Global Perspediios Angeles: Pine
Forge Press, 2008).

40 Gary Gereffi, “Rethinking Development Theory: Igisis from East Asia and Latin America
(1989/1994)”, in Roberts and Hite, op. cit.: pp4134.

“l Ha-Joon ChangKicking Away the Ladder: Development Strategy irstétical Perspective
(London: Anthem Press, 2002): pp. 19-51.
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CHAPTER 3

THEORIES OF NATIONALISM

Although there is a vast literature on nationalisrationalism is a relatively late
developed field of study in social sciences; it bkadvait to be a subject of academic
inquiry until 1920s. The works before the"™@entury discuss the positive and
negative aspects of nationalism with some kind hifogophic and ethic interests.
These works did not analyse nationalism systenibticzor did they try to explain
nationalism in a theoretical framewd¥kOzkirimli states that some of these writers
had “critical” and some others had “partisan” semdile writing on nationalisrir
The “critical” camp is composed of the first-gentema Marxists and some liberal

S46

intellectuals:® However, none of these brought forth a delibertteoretical

approach to nationalism.

42 Ha-Joon Chang and llene Grab&eclaiming Development: An Alternative Economicidgol
Manual(London: Zed Books, 2005): pp. 53-201.
43 Anthony D. SmithTheories of NationalisrfLondon: Duckworth, 1983): p. 257.

4 Umut Ozkinmli, Theories of Nationalism: A Critical IntroductidiNew York: Palgrave, 2000): p.
13.

* Ibid.: p. 22.

% Ibid.: p. 22.
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There are many clear points on the need for “natiomot in the bourgeois sense of
the term- struggles that would be given by the waykclasses of each country,
“proletariat”, against the national bourgeoisigheir countries at the first stage and
on the need for all nations to gain independenctheyr autonomies at least, in order
to achieve the “international union of the proletdrin Marx’s and Engels’

(especially the latter one’s) writings:

Though not in substance, yet in form, the struggléhe proletariat with
the bourgeoisie is at first a national strugglee Tgroletariat of each
country must, of course, first of all settle madtewith its own

bourgeoisie. ... Since the proletariat must firstadif acquire political

supremacy, must rise to be the leading class afdtien, must constitute
itself the nation, its is, so far, itself national, though mothe bourgeois
sense of the wordl.[Emphasis is in the original text.]

Without restoring autonomy and unity to each natidn will be
impossible to achieve the international union of fhroletariat, or the
peaceful and intelligent cooperation of these matitowards common
aims?*®
However, there are ambiguities in the writings adrkand Engels on what the fate
of nation-states or the state in general termsy Tdraphasise infhe Communist

Manifestothat “[a]ll that is solid melts into aif® and that “[n]ational differences and

antagonisms between peoples are daily more and wmamishing® due to the

47 Karl Marx and Friedrich Engel§he Communist Manifestgondon: Penguin Books, 2002): p.
232, 241.

“8 Friedrich Engels, “Preface to the Italian Edit@893” in Marx and Engels, op. cit.: p. 216.
9 Marx and Engels, op. cit.: p. 223.

*0|bid.: p. 241.
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developments that the capitalist transformation tlé societies causes. The
supposedly future “supremacy of the proletarial wéluse to vanish still fastet
This prospect was drawn most fullyTine German ldeologyhere they present the
famous depiction of the future “communist societyiat would emerge in the
afterwards of the extinction of the states, becatnseemancipated human beings

would not need them anymore:

[Clommunist society, where nobody has one excluspieere of activity

but each can become accomplished in any branch isleesy society

regulates the general production and thus makgasskible for me to do

one thing today and another tomorrow, to hunt enrttorning, fish in the

afternoon, rear cattle in the evening, criticizematlinner, just as | have a

mind, without ever becoming hunter, fisherman, sleeg or critic>?
Communism would replace the state as “the illuscoynmunity”, which always
“took on an independent existence” in relationte individuals who composed it,
with “a real community” in which “individuals obtaitheir freedom in and through
their association®® The underlying understanding here is that theestaould

“wither away” or “die out” in the supposedly futuf@administration of things”.

Instead of Marx, this is best expressed by Enddlse government of persons is

*L Ibid.: p. 241.

%2 Karl Marx and Friedrick Engels, “The German Idepfoin Karl Marx and Friedrick Engels, M.
Miligan and D. J. Struik (trans.Lollected WorksVol. 5 (London: Lawrence and Wishart, 1976): p.
47.

%3 |bid.: pp. 60, 88, 78.
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replaced by the administration of things. ... Theestia not ‘abolished’lt dies

out” 54

[Emphasis is in the original text.]

Marx, however, in his later works, conceded thaneoorm of “labour” of an
unspontaneous and undesirable sort would remagssary. “Labour time necessary
for the satisfaction of basic needs” would havebéomade shared and this would
make necessary the reintroduction of “the goverrtrémen”> It would be, thus,
right to conclude that such an admission leavethalbrguments that the state might

wither away open to discussion.

When one leaves these two fronts aside, it caneba that the first endeavour to
analyse nations and nationalism sociologically wsfagped as a result of a political
discussion, instead of theoretical inquiries. Sgoneminent names such as Rosa
Luxemburg, Vladimir I. Lenin, Karl Liebknecht, KaRenner and Otto Bauer, who
can be identified as second-generation Marxistgyed important texts during the
discussions grown among the directors and thesriskthe social democrat parties
that were members of the Second International. Nleskess, only Austrian
Marxism, a school which was born in the HabsburgoEenwhere the nationalist
movements pose great problems before a socialiftilisadion, could develop a

systematic approach on nationalism. However, althafse discussions made on

* Friedrick Engels, “Anti-Diihring. Herr Diihring’s Relution in Science” in Marx and Engels,
Collected Works.. Vol. 25: p. 268.

%5 Karl Marx, “Outlines of the Critique of Politic&conomy (Rough Draft of 1857-8)" in Marx and
Engels,Collected Works.. Vol. 28: pp. 530-531.
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nationalism and the national problem had completelyolitical character and the
main motivation behind them was to find a remedyhi® problems or the desire to

utilise from the opportunitie¥,

According to Benedict Anderson, this situation waasesult of the lack of great
thinkers such as Hobbes, Tocqueville, Marx or Weabéhe field of nationalism, and

m

“[t]his ‘emptiness’, in his own words, “easily g# rise, among cosmopolitan and
polylingual intellectuals, to a certain condescensr’ Things were going to change
with the new world order that was built on natidatss in the post-Versailles period
and with fascism and national-socialism that engfigem within this order. Despite

the fact that the studies issuing histories ofipaldr nationalisms long dominated
the field, the interwar years was going to witndss emergence of first studies,

which sought to investigate the roots of natiomaliags a doctrine and to classify

supposedly different types of nationalistfis.

*% For these discussions, see: Horace B. Dalasionalism & Socialism: Marxist and Labor Theories
of Nationalism to 1917New York: Monthly Review Press, 1967): pp. 133-6%r discussions on
nationalism within Marxism see for instance: RowaMunck, The Difficult Dialogue: Marxism and
Nationalism(London: Zed Books, 1986) and Ephraim Ninmviarxism and Nationalism: Theoretical
Origins of a Political CrisigLondon: Pluto Press, 1991).

*" Benedict Andersorimagined Communities: Reflections on the Origin &plead of Nationalism
(London: Verso, 1996): p. 5.

%8 Ozkinmli, op. cit.: p. 37.
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It is generally assumed that the first person todhe nationalism as a subject of
academic scrutiny is Carlton Hay®sHayes, in his boolEssays on Nationalism
published in 1926, writes on the nature, historits¢ and potential dangers of the
extremely militant version of nationalisth.In his later bookThe Historical
Evolution of Modern Nationalismhe explains how nationalism evolved into
different typologies in the European tradition bbught®* Emphasising that there
are different types of nationalism, Hayes led aegation of writers such as Hans
Kohn, Louis Snyder and E. H. Carr, who have buileit own typologies of
nationalism®® However, the main motivation behind these endewvimr classifying
nationalisms was a normative fiction, which tried deparate “good” and “bad”

nationalism$?

It can be said that the first period of the acadestudies on nationalism was opened
with Hayes’ works. In this period that was goingldst until the second half of the
1970s, two main lines consisting of one, which wienther upon the normative and

idealist approach to nationalism of Hayes, andcors&, which was born from the

% For instance: Anthony D. Smith, “Nationalism arm tHistorians” in Gopal Balakrishnan (ed.),
Mapping the NatiorflLondon: Verso, 1996): p. 182.

% Carlton J. Haye€ssays on NationalisiiNew York: Russel & Russel, 1966 [1926]).

®1 Carlton J. HayesThe Historical Evolution of Modern NationalistNew York: MacMillan, 1961
[1931)).

%2 For Hayes’, Kohn'’s, Snyder's and Carr’s typologigsationalism, see: Ozkirimli, op. cit., pp. 36-
48.

8 Umut Ozkinmli, Contemporary Debates on Nationalism: A Critical Bggment(New York:
Palgrave Macmillan, 2005): pp. 26-8.

25



theories of modernisation —a paradigm started &va the field beginning from
1950s. The first line has two main characteristisst, it continued some kind of a
normative understanding of nationalism by makingiasion as the “Eastern” and
“Western” type of nationalisms, that is to say, thad” and “good” ones. Secondly,
this line tried to understand how nationalism, apodtical doctrine or ideology,
expanded through different parts of Europe andwioeld from a “diffusionist”
understanding of nationalisth.The second line, which is also named as “nation-
building school”, looked at political modernisatiggiocesses and at nationalism
within the framework of the “modernisation” paragigwhich has emerged as a
product of the structuralist-functionalist traditioof sociology. The main
characteristic of this line is its efforts to deMgla structural explanation contrary to
the idealist approaches of the diffusionists. Alilo each member of this point of
view puts forward a different dynamic forth, theydommon have an understanding
of nationalism as an important instrument accompanyhe modernisation of the

societied®

The influences of both lines went on during thetfperiod of nationalism theories.

However, the diffusionist line gradually lost itfluence whereas the studies within

® Kohn claims that nationalism has begun its diffasisince the French Revolution, whereas
Kedourie writes that nationalism is “a doctrine ented in Europe”. Hans Kohrhe Idea of
Nationalism (New Jersey: Transection Publishers, 2005); ElieddCeie, Nationalism (London:
Hutchinson, 1986): p. 9. Both writers have bookstl@ expansion of nationalism as a Europe-
originated phenomenon through Africa and Asia. Hokn, A History of Nationalism in the East
(New York: Harcourt Brace Comp., 1969); Elie KedeuNationalism in Asia and AfricélNew York:
World Pub. Co., 1970).

% Ozkinmii, Theories of Nationalism. : p. 49.
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the modernisation paradigm went along the secomwdgevith a more developed
form of functionalism, especially with the importaontribution of Ernest Gellnéf.

Many social scientists, which went forward from treute Gellner had opened,
produced their works in 1970s and made nationadisiistinct literature on its own.
Day and Thompson label all these theories of natism that were generated until
the post-structuralist turning point in the 1990s &lassical theories of

nationalism®’

The studies of nationalism had a new directionHgydecond half of the 1990s. The
studies of nationalism were influenced directlynfréthe general transformation in
social sciences in this period, which can also &ked as “post-classicaf® The

impact of alternative epistemological perspectistesh as feminism, postcolonialism
and postmodernism is easy to be recognised in #wve generation studies on
nationalism®® It will, however, not be true to claim that thessical theories have
lost their importance despite the undeniable imfbgeof the post-classical theories,
because classical and post-classical theories épan different questions, and

post-classical theories do not offer different amswvto the questions classical

 For Gellner's approach on nationalism, see: Err@stiner, Thought and ChangéLondon:
Weidenfeld & Nicolson, 1964) and Ernest Gelln&ations and Nationalisn(lthaca: Cornell
University Press, 1983).

67 Graham Day and Andrew Thompsdteorizing NationalisniNew York: Palgrave, 2004): p. 7.

® For a study that analyses the change in socianses, see: Terrence J. McDonald (edihe
Historic Turn in the Human Sciencésnn Arbor: The University of Michigan Press, 1996)

%9 &zkinmli, op. cit.: pp. 191-2.
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theories try to answer. Questions that classicabries of nationalism try to find
answers, like “when and how the nations were bam*what dynamics lie behind
the rise and success of national movements”,latik answers that are agreed upon

and these questions continue to mark productivesda studies of social sciences.

3.1. Classifying the Theories of Nationalism

Accumulation of a vast literature of theories oftioimalism made theories of
nationalism itself a field of research. Many stsdieying to classify theories of
nationalism was published by the second half 00898 nthony Smith’s two critical
books,Nationalism and ModernismndNationalism are among the most prominent
examples of those studies. In his first book, Snatgues that there are three
dominant paradigms in the field, and later thatehare four, in his second bobk.
These paradigms, if to order them according tor ttheies of emergence, are called
primordialism, perennialism, modernism and ethnoisglism. Classification was
adopted by many researchers and later became dhdastl way of classifying

theories of nationalisrt

0 Anthony D. SmithNationalism and Modernism: A Critical Survey of BetcTheories of Nations
and Nationalism(London: Routledge, 1998) and Anthony D. SmNationalism: Theory, Ideology,
History (Cambridge: Polity Press, 2007 [2001]).

" Ozkinml utilises the same way of classification. Ozkirimli, Theories of Nationalism ...
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What we call as primordialism, beyond its claimttha@ation” is the basic form of
unity among people, is an understanding defendiag ‘hation” is also an inherent
feature of the human nature. According to this ustaeding, nations, beyond the
historical time, have the same age as the hum&niBrimordialism has two
mainstream lines of approach. First one, whichaot €an not be named as “theory”,
is the style of interpretation on nationalism ot thationalist historians. These
historians believe that the history is the storynafions without beginning or end.
The other line is derived from anthropologists gtad on ethnicity such as Clifford
Geertz and Edward Schils. Without any intentionetglain nationalism or how
nations came into being, these authors use the ‘f@imordial” in order to define
the ethnic connections between the social groupisthHis does not mean that they
think these connections are really primordial, eatboth the two anthropologists
claim that these connections are thought to be grdial by members of social

groups’®

The second paradigm, perennialism, claims thatonatican not be fixed into a
particular stage of history and that “even if naéilst ideology was recent, nations

had always existed in every period of history, #mat many nations existed from

nl4

time immemorial”.” Perennialists need not be primordialists sinds fiossible to

2 Anthony D. SmithThe Antiquity of Nation€Cambridge: Polity Press, 2004): p. 5.
3 Ozkinmli, op. cit.: pp. 72-4.

4 Smith,Nationalism ... p. 49.
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concede the antiquity of ethnic and national tigtheut holding that they are
“natural”.”® What primordialists and perennialists have in cannis that these

scholars try to break the link between modernity aationalism.

The third paradigm, which is called “modernist”, general, defines nations and
nationalisms as modern phenomena, and emerged @acion to the older
generation primordialists, who tacitly accepted thasic assumptions of the
nationalist ideology?® In this classical classification, the authors the labelled as
“modernists” are later classified into subcategoaecording to what they choose as
the main determinant of the birth of nationalisnowtéver, bringing names, that have
completely different explanations of nationalisracls as Gellner, Hroch, Breuilly,
Anderson, Greenfeld and Hobsbawm, makes the impotteeoretical differences
between these authors disappear. In this classificaa Marxist and a structuralist-
functionalist sociologist, each of whom has totalldifferent perception on a certain
social reality, are seen as the identical companehthe same paradigm. Moreover,
all of these authors bring forth quite differentusal explanations on the relation

between nation, nationalism and modernism.

Last paradigm, “ethno-symbolism”, is at least asbfgmatic as the other paradigms

listed here. This approach, which is also adoptgdth® main creator of this

s Ozkinmli, op. cit.: p. 68.

% |bid.: p. 85.
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classification, Smith, claims that modernity doed present sufficient knowledge
that would enable us to understand nationalism maation-formation, and that
researchers must concentrate on the transformatiahgre-modern ethnic elements
had’” Ozkirmli spells the names of John Armstrong amichJHutchinson besides

Anthony Smith as other examples of the ethno-syisbitieorisers®

It is not possible to cover and criticise all oése theories of nationalism in depth in
this study. Moreover, this classification used hisrenly little helpful if one thinks
about which paradigm and approach would be the mqmstopriate while analysing
the case in question in this study. Although tressification summarised here helps
to present the literature on nationalism in a tidieyy, one must move towards a
more functional classification in order to find dbhe most appropriate paradigm or

approach.

3.2. An Alternative Classification

French author Antoine Roger, who is aware of thatioeed limits and problems of

the efforts to classify the theories of nationalissnggests an alternative way of

" Anthony D. Smith;The Ethnic Origins of Nation@®xford: Blackwell, 1995 [1986]).

8 Ozkinmii, op. cit.: p. 168.
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classification’” Roger’s classification is much more developed dndctional.
Distancing him of the abundance of usable resountdabe field of nationalism,
Roger argues that a researcher, with an intenti@olive the codes of any nationalist
movement, is not in a “conceptual desert” anymobrg, is more or less in a “real
jungle”® It is difficult to draw a way of her/his own for @searcher in such a
jungle. Even when the researcher becomes sure @t direction to walk on,
problems do not end. It is, this time, difficultdetermine which theories to combine
due to lack of any bridges between them which waendble the researcher to
establish connections between them, and to comivioez than one theoretical
approach of nationalism seems to be necessary der do analyse nationalist
movements in a sensitive and deliberate #ay facilitating classification, therefore,
must underline the complex relations of kinshipaeen different interpretations of

nationalism instead of putting them side by $ide.

" Antoine Roger, Aziz Ufuk Kili¢ (tran.Milliyetcilik Kuramlari (Istanbul: Versus, 2008).
8 Ibid.: p. 1.
8 |bid.: p. 1.

8 |bid.: p. 2.
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General Order of Theories of Nationalism
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Scheme 1: General Order of Theories of Nationalism
(Translated from the original scheme in Roger,aig. p. 7.)
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Roger, with his alternative classification, chafjea the dichotomy between the
“perennialist” and “modernist” theories of natioisah. He proposes to array theories
of nationalism along two axes in his scheme. InhtbBzontal axis, he draws a line
beginning from theories that ascribe great impagaio structural constraints on the
left side of the axis, and through the right sideheories that ascribe importance to
individual agents’ intentions. In the second akis,draws another but a vertical line
that is cutting the former, on which theories otimaalism that see nationalism
arising from mutually willed solidarity at the both whereas the theories that see
nationalism as an instrument for the dominatiornth®y elites stand at the top of the
schemé® Roger also draws two rectangular frames that endafe the four
different parts of the scheme. In the first onesr¢hare approaches admitting that
nationalists have many options, but thinking thhéese options are mutually
exclusive; they also admit that these may comeafitee another in time or that may
exist simultaneously in different places, but thdgy not admit that they may be
combined with each other in one social communityc@ding to these approaches,
nationalists compose a homogeneous and monolithig, .and this unity may have
different lines in different periods and placest kiuis never agitated by internal
conflicts. However, other approaches that are plaicethe second frame give
permission to take into consideration that manyiomgt would exist together or

sometimes would conflict with each other in onetipatar period and in one

8 For this scheme, see: Scheme 1.
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particular community? Roger adds that it is only possible to combineahes that
are placed in the second frafieDonahue gives a useful summary of Roger's

scheme:

Roger schematizes his typology to improve compreibdity. | will not

reproduce the figure here, but if the left polelw# x-axis is taken to be
the “strong structure” position, while the rightl@as taken to be the
“strong agent” position; and if the top of the yisaxs taken to be the
“domination” position, while the bottom is taken be the “solidarity”

position; then we get a distribution in which “imational Marxist

perspectives” (such as those of Immanuel Wallersteid Tom Nairn)
are clustered on the upper far left; “internal Msirxperspectives”
(Etienne Balibar) are clustered on the far leftt jabove the x-axis;
“primordialist theories” (Clifford Geertz) are ohd far left just below the
x-axis; and “sociobiological theories” are grougadhe lower far left.

Just to the left of the y-axis, “logics of sociah@&ncipation” (Miroslav
Hroch) are closest to the domination pole, whilegits of identity

recycling” (Eric Hobsbawn) are just above the xsakieneath the x-axis,
“logics of communication” (Karl Deutsch) are seexnlass structuralist
than “primordialist theories” and given to weakeews on solidarity
than are “logics of homogenization” (Ernest Geljn&io the right of the
y-axis, “logics of political redemption” (John Biiély and Paul Brass)
are seen as strongly domination-driven but only kiyeagent-based,
while “logics of political legitimation” (Liah Gredeld) take a weak-
domination, weak-agent, view. On the solidarityesad the weak agent-
based column, “logics of cultural interaction” (lisuDumont) take a
weaker view of solidarity than do “logics of culalirreformation”

(Anthony Smith). In the strong agent column, “thesrof interests”
(Nathan Glazer) stack up as strongly dominatiomesirj while “theories
of identity competition” (Ronald Rogowski, Hudsonektiwell) take a
weaker view of domination; on the other side of xkaxis, “theories of
identity friction” (Walker Connor) take a weakerw of solidarity than

8 |bid.: p. 4.

% |bid.: p. 5.
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do “diffusionist theories” (Hugh Seton-Watson, Hamk®hn, Elie

Kedourie)®®
The absence of the post-classical theories of maigm in this scheme does not
create any problem here, for this study is alredelyoted to the relation between
development, modernity and nationalism. This scheasegreat importance not only
because of its inclusiveness, but also becausetsoffacilitating role for the
researchers to develop combinations with differdr@ories and to relate these
theories with the main paradigms such as Marxisthstiructuralist-functionalism by
placing these theories in a broader social theontext. However, which theories
would be combined is still a matter of the researciihe researcher must decide

which pole of theories should be chosen for hedine research goals.

Roger, in his book, reviews the theories of natisnaaccording to the horizontal
axis going from theories that ascribe importancsttactural constraints to theories
that ascribe importance to individual agents’ iti@ms®’ The method that will be
used here is, however, to make a division accorttine second axis, and to choose
the pole of “domination”. This is mostly because #@wthors on this pole are the
names that place the conflict between social ctaase the economic and political

stages of this at the centre of their perceptidriiasociety in general. Additionally,

8 Tom Donahue, “Book Review:e Grandes Théories du Nationalisim@he Nationalism Project
(December 2002): Worldwide Web Source, retrieved omfr
<http://www.nationalismproject.org/books/bookreva¢ier.htms, last visited on 25 June 2008.

8" Roger, op. cit.
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these authors mostly concentrate upon the natgimalbvements as a social reality
whereas the members of the opposite pole takeatienaformation at the centre of
their research agendas. Thus, it is going to beogpjte to progress from the
“domination” pole in this study, which seeks to lgsa the nationalist Yon-Devrim

Movement.

Once one chooses the “domination” pole and focaedbe second frame in Roger’s
scheme for analytic flexibility, theories that che moved through become more
apparent. However, it will be necessary to choosm ftheories that ascribe greater
importance to the individual agents’ intentiongéasl of the ones that ascribe greater
importance to the structural constraints, sincevtie-Devrim Movement is, as it is
going to be demonstrated, a movement directed mpsil one intellectual —Fan
Avcioglu. John Breuilly and Paul Brass, with the labebdics of political
redemption”, and Guy Hermet and Liah Greenfeldhwiie label “logics of political
legitimation”, are on this limited part of the sahe®® When it is also thought that
the Yon-Devrim Movement did not have some sort over or position to be
legitimised, but rather that it was politically bled and was in search of a way to
overcome this situation, it will be easier to ursdend that Yon-Devrim Movement
was also utilising nationalism for its political dands and programme although it

was sincere in its nationalist stance. It is nogaclhat the theoretical approaches of

8 See: Scheme 1.
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John Breuilly and Paul Brass look like to be maseful for an analysis of the Yon-

Devrim Movement.

3.3. Nationalism as an “Instrument”

John Breuilly, a British historian, treats natiasal “as a form of politics” in his

widely respected bookationalism and the Statey claiming that it can be “best
understood as an especially appropriate form dfipal behaviour in the context of
the modern state and the modern state systerhié does not believe in the
functionality of focusing on one determinant susH'@ass interest” or “economic or
social structure” in order to analyse nationalismgeneral, and argues that this

would make us “neglect the fundamental point ttetomalism is, above and beyond

all else, about politics and that politics is abpaoiver.°

Power, in the modern world, is principally abaontrol of the stateThe
central task is to relate nationalism to the olbyest of obtaining and
using state poweiMe need to understand why nationalism has played
major role in the pursuit of those objectives. Talerstand that we need
to examine closely how nationalism operates asipplnd what is about
modern politics that makes nationalism so import@ntly then should
we go on to consider the contributions of cultudeology, class and
much els€! [Emphases are added.]

8 John Breuilly,Nationalism and the Sta{€hicago: The University of Chicago Press, 1994}t.
0 |bid.: p. 1.

1 |bid.: pp. 1-2.

38



Breuilly defines nationalism as “political movemgrdgeeking or exercising state
power and justifying such action with nationaligg@ments.®? Breuilly goes on with
writing that a nationalist argument, as a politidattrine, is built upon three basis

assertions:

(&) There exists a nation with an explicit and pecuttzaracter.
(b) The interests and values of this nation take pyioover all other
interests and values.
(c) The nation must be as independent as possible.uBhilly requires at
least the attainment of political sovereigfty.
Breuilly continues and develops his analysis bywlsing the problem of forming
the relation between “state” and “society” in madsocieties, the crisis of liberalism
-as the first important political doctrine of theodern era- in its reconciliation with
the collective or community interests, and thereftihe ‘modern’ need to develop
political languages and movements which could apea wide range of groups?.
This need, of course, would be met best by natiemal According to Breuilly,
nationalism has three functions activated by nafish ideas: “coordination”,

“mobilization” and “legitimacy”: He means that “namalist ideas are used to

promote the idea of common interests amongst a aumibelites which otherwise

2 pid.: p. 2.

% Ibid.: p. 2. For the third assertion Breuilly alsotes: “Some nationalist movements demand less
than this but usually because they recognise thiainflependence is either unattainable or liablbe
dangerously short-lived, because the new indepénddion will be exposed in a way that it was not
within a larger political structure. The Czech dachdor increased autonomy within the Habsburg
empire was pragmatic in this way.* &ndnote in Ibid.: p. 15.

% Ozkinmii, op. cit.: pp. 106-8.
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have rather distinct interests in opposing the t#gs state” by his term
“coordination”, and means “the use of national@#as to generate support for the
political movement from broad groups hitherto ereld from the political process”
by his term “mobilization” and “the use of natioisélideas to justify the goals of the
political movement both to the state it opposes @ad to powerful external agents,
such as foreign states and their public opinidRdt.is going to be seen that Yon-

Devrim Movement tried to utilise all these threadtions of nationalism.

Paul R. Brass, an American political scientist andexpert on South America, is one
of the most prominent names that stress the “inmnial” character of ethnic and

national identitieS® Instrumentalists argue that

ethnic and national units afford convenient ‘site® generating mass
support in the universal struggle of elites for itlggpower and prestige,
and that, given a world of scarce resources buth Higvels of

communication, ethnic symbols and boundaries ale=tabevoke greater
commitment and easier modes of co-ordination oferght sectional
interests under a single banfiér.

According to this understanding, identities serweptirposes, and their spokesmen

utilise them “by combining economic and politicatdrests with cultural ‘affect'>®

% Quoted from John Breuilly, “Approaches to Natidsai”, in Gopal Balakrishnan (ed.Mapping
the Nation(London: Verso, 1996): pp. 166-7 in Ozkiriml, eji.: p. 109.

% Ibid.: p. 109.
" Smith, The Ethnic Origins of Nations. : p. 9.

% |bid.: pp. 9-10.
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Brass notes that the competition between elitesldvimfluence how ethnic groups
identify themselves and would determine to whateeixtthey are going to be
permanent, because the culture and the valuesnoheomities form a political source
for the elites, who are seeking political or ecoimmower®® Brass, on the other
hand, points out that there are some necessaryitioosd before an identity
transformation would occur. Besides the need fgecilve differences between the
communities and the competition between the ebifea particular community, for
an identity transformation to begin in that comntynBrass lists some conditions

that must be sufficient:

the existence of the means to communicate the tedlexymbols of

identity to other social classes within the ethgrioup, the existence of a
socially mobilized population to whom the symbolsaym be

communicated, and the absence of intense clasvageaor other
difficulties in communication between elites andhest social groups or
classes®

This study will examine the Yon-Devrim Movement,aagationalist movement with
an aspiration to utilise nationalism as an instmman the way towards its political

goals, especially in its search of taking the pmlt power, in the forthcoming

chapters.

% Ozkinmii, op. cit.: p. 110.

19 paul R. Bras<£thnicity and Nationalism: Theory and Comparigdfew Delhi: Sage Publications,
1991): p. 63.

41



CHAPTER 4

THIRD WORLDISM:

BETWEEN DEVELOPMENT AND NATIONALISM

Where theories of development were summarisedag uwnderlined that there is a
line of diffusionist theories, which associate aatilism with development. It was
also explained that theories of underdevelopmedttha Third World intellectuals

have tended to engage with such pro-nationalistaggbes to development. Having
also summarised that some theories of nationalispincts nationalism as a “form of
politics” or as an “instrument” to legitimise oralese particular political goals such
as taking the political power, it can be moved tigio the political results of these

theoretical understandings.

The intellectual and political leaders of the Thivdorld countries, which are
underdeveloped and which had similar historicalegigmce, that is to say, western
dominance in common, were beginning to have annatbn toward nationalist

discourse, as well as nationalist policies. DawadNa@xplains:

The similar stages of underdevelopment mean tleasd#cularization of
the religious belief system in most Third World ioas has not
progressed to the extent it has in the west, amd tradition still
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continues to be a core of their national identitiBlse similar historical
experience of colonialism and imperialism untileetty means that the
target of Third World nationalism continues to bastained by growing
economic interest conflict, the west. It is on thgsounds we feel we are
justified to refer to a special phenomenon calledird® World
nationalism. Although we don’t deny variations witht, yet we are
entitled to treat the subject as a distinct onerafation to western
nationalism**
According to Norbu, as a “fusion of tradition andeology”, Third World
nationalism “may then be defined agpaliticized social consciousnessntred upon
a common national identity rooted in a shared ti@alj and thadeological belief in
the structure of the modern nation-sta#s the most efficacious instrument of
national unity, national independence and naticn&trest.”® [Emphases are
added.] This state-centric ideological belief wa®rs going to find its empirical
reflections in politics as struggles to topple ttwonial powers, to take the state
power and to direct the nation-state machinery imdeo to apply
nationalist/protectionist policies towards econome&velopment. In line with these
intellectual and practical developments, the retirohs that occur in the Third World

one after another made the social scientists ex@onew field to be researched:

revolutions and social transformations, which a@enand directed from above by

%1 Norbu, op. cit.: p. 21.

192 |pid.: p. 26. Partha Chatterjee, one of the mosiinent names of the group of Subaltern Studies
and of the writers on Third World nationalism, alsescribes what he calls as “anticolonial
nationalism” by giving a definition that is close Morbu’s conception of Third World nationalism as
a “fusion of tradition and ideology”. Chatterjeepdains how “anticolonial nationalism creates itsrow
domain of sovereignty ... by dividing the world ofcgal institutions and practices into two domains-
the material and the spiritual. The material is doenain of the ‘outside,” of the economy and of the
state-craft, of science and technology, a domaiare/West had proved its superiority and the East
had succumbed. ... The spiritual, on the other hsnal) ‘inner’ domain bearing the ‘essential’ marks
of cultural identity.” Partha Chatterje&he Nation and Its Fragments: Colonial and Postogb
Histories(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1993):.p. 6
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using the state machinery. The masterpieces of wwmen scholarsRevolution
From Aboveof Ellen Kay Trimberger an&tates and Social Revolution Theda
Skocpol were published in 1978 and 1979, at a twhen the storming years of the

Third World wave were already left behind.

Trimberger tries to configure the characteristitamd the necessary conditions for
what she calls as “revolutions from above”: a kofdsocial change by a revolution
made by military bureaucrats attempting to indais® and modernise a particular
underdeveloped country through the policies apgdtiech top to the bottom by using
the state machinery®> Skocpol, on the other hand, in her perceptive book

revolution, is in search of the necessary “stridtudefects” to underpin

revolutionary situation in its way to a successhdcial revolution from a

comparative and structuralist perspecti¥eWhat the first one calls as “revolution
from above” is especially important for the purposé this study since it is going to
be seen that the case-study of this study, the D&mm Movement, was in search

of a revolution of the same kind that Trimbergexdtises.

193 Ellen Kay TrimbergerRevolution From Above: Military Bureaucrats and Bpment in Japan,
Turkey, Egypt, and PeriNew Brunswick: Transaction Books, 1978).

194 Theda SkocpolStates and Social Revolutions: A Comparative Aislys France, Russia, and
China (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1980 [127Skocpol was to update her approach
by her later study: Theda Skocp8ipcial Revolutions in the Modern Wo@dambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1997 [1994]).
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Trimberger begins her book by emphasising thatr&tean be no general theory of
revolution (or of social change) applicable tosatieties at all times-® She goes
on her analyses by explaining the second theotgbieonception of her book:
“both the causes and consequences of revolution &oove —or any revolution- are
determined by structural relationships internalatonational society and by the
international context of that societ}’® According to her, the basic requirement for a
particular series of events to be considered agwlution” is the existence of “an
extralegal takeover of the central state apparatish destroys the economic and
political power of the dominant social group of thle regime”, instead of a “mass

movement” or of a “mass upheaval"”.

Trimberger lists the five characteristics that defa revolution from above:

1. The extralegal takeover of political power and timtiation of
economic, social, and political change is organiaed led by some of
the highest military and often civil bureaucratshe old regime.

2. There is little or no mass participation in theakenionary takeover or
in the initiation of change. Mass movements andsuggs may precede
and accompany revolution from above, but militanydaucrats who take
revolutionary actions do so independently from, aftdn in opposition
to, such movements.

3. The extralegal takeover of power and the initiatioh change is
accompanied by very little violence, execution, gmaiion, or counter-
revolution.

1% Trimberger, op. cit.: p. 1.
196 1hid.: p. 2.

107 1bid.: p. 2.
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4. The initiation of change is undertaken in a pragmattep-at-a-time
manner with little appeal to radical ideology. Bdtte third and fourth
characteristics are the result of control and u$eaobureaucratic
apparatus for radical aims.

5. Military bureaucrats who lead a revolution from abe-as opposed to a
coup d’etat- destroy the economic and politicalebafsthe aristocracy or
upper class. This destructive process is basicoth bevolution from
above and from beloW?

For a “revolution from above” to occur, certainustiural features must exist such as
the autonomy of the military bureaucracy from cldesination, the existence of a
politicised military bureaucracy, the rise of na@iist movements from below
demanding an end to national degradation, the owpity for international
manoeuvre and the need for a provincial power-b8sErimberger adds that “prior
consolidation of a centralized and relatively hoergus nation-state” abrogates the
fifth prerequisite, and that it is “no longer a assary precondition for revolution
from above.*'® What led the Y6n-Devrim Movement face a tragiccoute in its

search for a revolution from above in cooperatiothwne clique within the armed

forces might be the non-existence of these padiaituctural features.

198 1hid.: p. 3.
199 bid.: pp. 151-6.

119 bid.: p. 156.
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CHAPTER 5

YON-DEVRIM MOVEMENT

Kemalism has always been influential in the modeurkish thought since the
establishment of the Republic of Turkey. Kemaltught, if not an ideology, has
been an element of the contending modern ideolagitee republican Turkey either
as an ingredient or as an enemy target of an idexabstance. This is quite apparent
in the experiment of the left in Turkey. The leftTurkey has always had a special
relationship with the Kemalist thought, becausepoe hand, Kemalism sought to
engage itself with the left in 1960s, and, on ttleephand, the majority of the leftist
groups in Turkey took Kemalism as a step towards iteal revolution. The
interaction between Kemalism and the left in Turkesated a genuine and
completely new ideological stance that can be &bak “Kemalist socialism”, “Left
Kemalism” or even “Kemalist Marxism”. It is not goer to call this new stance,
which is peculiar to Turkey, as “Nationalist Sowai”, for first this term has quite
different associations and attributions, and, séctor we can not talk about a fascist
understanding in this stance. Although it is subjedebate whether we can attribute

nationality to the left as an ideological stanbe, term “Left Kemalism*** will be

1 This concept is adopted from Hikmet Ozdemir. S¢ikmet Ozdemir,1960’lar Tirkiye'sinde Sol
Kemalizm: Yon Harekefflstanbul:iz, 1993).
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used while referring to the Turkish intellectuadition, of which the main object of

analysis of this study, the Yon-Devrim Movementaigart.

Left Kemalism has its own understanding of develeptmand nationalism. Left
Kemalism, though not homogeneous in its thinkirggrfrperson to person and from
time to time, has an attitude, which nurtures friggnposition both as a defender of
the Republic of Turkey and as a critique of it. Thhain tendency in defining the
“we” or the “nation” within this political traditio has two sides: the exclusion of the
non-Muslim minorities, which are almost equatedhwfbreign capitalism and
identified as the local collaborators of imperiadisfrom the “we” in general, and the
consideration on Kurds that these people are witlamy doubt within the “we”.
More generally, Left Kemalism adopts a construstivand an instrumentalist

approach to nationalism on the way to the rapicetiggment of the country.

In this chapter the nationalist discourse of thenievrim Movement will be
covered within this intellectual tradition’s undensding of nationalism, as well as of
development. This is, first of all, because the Xievrim Movement always
considered itself as the inheritor of the Ottomamkish traditional intellectuals:

Avcioglu calls the representatives of this intellectueddition as “nationalist

112 This is expressed most clearly in the writingsDafgan Avcigilu, who led the movement. For
instance, see: an Avciglu, Turkiye’nin Dizeni: Dun, Bugtn, YarifAnkara: Bilgi, 1968): pp.
524-6.
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revolutionaries”. This is a line, which includes WeOttomans, Young Turks,

Ittihadists, Kemalists and the Kadro Movement.

The common question of this intellectual traditisnhow the country would be
saved. New Ottomans suggested the guidance ofcecamd the improvement of
education, whereas the Young Turks proposed tdhauties between religion and
social life in favour of positive scienc&S.Neither New Ottomans nor early Young
Turks had a clear economic point of view on theanddvelopment of the country.
First serious searches for clearer economic priesigvere being undertaken during
the Ittihadist governments. Especially after thdkBa Wars (1912-13) Ittihadists
adopted the policy to pursue “National Economi¢Mfilli /ktisat) and to create
“National Bourgeoisie’(Millf Burjuvazi).** Kemalists, on the other hand, followed a
similar line by reformulating the principles sucls anationalism, populism,
revolutionism, Etatism and secularism, which thay kaken from the Young Turks,
on their way to found a nation-stat8.The principles that were later going to be
reformulated by the Yon-Devrim Movement have thieitellectual roots in this

intellectual tradition.

13 Siikrii Hanigglu, Osmanlijttihad ve Terakki Cemiyeti ve Jon Tirk(itanbul:iletisim Yayinlari,

1985): pp. 25-29, p. 42, p. 49.
114 7afer ToprakMilli Jktisat Milli Burjuvazi(lstanbul: Tarih Vakfi Yurt, 1995): p. 107.

115 Gokhan AtilganY6n-Devrim Hareketi: Kemalizm ile Marksizm Arasir@eleneksel Aydinlar
(Istanbul: TUSTAV, 2002): pp. 70-1.
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Nevertheless, the Yon-Devrim Movement has veryigant differences from most
of these traditional intellectual movements in sle@se that it has a strong economist
and leftist character, which is apparent in itslgses that are mainly made by
utilising Marxism and the Dependency School. Thoughhas also important
differences from the Kadro Movement, the Yon-Deviilovement has a greater
commonality with the Kadro Movement, since bothtleém are leftist nationalist
movements that sought and offered models for dewedmt. It is, thus, worthy to
draw the line beginning from the journakadro (Cadre), Yon (Direction) and
Devrim (Revolution) through the successors that claineebet the inheritors of this
tradition: the journallirk Solu(Turkish Left) and two other most prominent figures
Dogu Perincek and Yalcin Kigik including the magazirsesl journals they

t'® These figures and their understandings of natismaind development

represen
will be explored by utilising the main manuscripgad texts of this tradition.
Therefore, the magazines, journals, and the impbaathors and personalities of the

mentioned tradition will be subject to analyseshwiggard to their perspectives on

the notions mentioned.

116 Aytemur analyses this tradition including the tfi@mmunist Party of Turkey (TKP), which had
established in the years during the War of Indepaod of Turkey. In this study, however, the same
tradition is going to be analysed beginning frora Kadro Movement, since the first TKP was quite
different from the movements and figures that wasstly organised around journals and texts, and
that were inclined to influence the governmenttar military bureaucrats. See: Nuran Aytenithie
Turkish Left and Nationalism: The Case of Y@npublished Master of Science thesis (Ankara:
METU, August 2000).

50



According to this depiction of the tradition thaetY6n-Devrim Movement is a part
of, it would be more appropriate to begin with gsalg the Kadro Movement,
which is widely thought to be a predecessor of Yém-Devrim Movement. The
movement is going to be analysed by discussingnitergence, its understanding of
nationalism, its problematic on culture and religicand its search for rapid
development. Nevertheless, the Nasserist revolusoalso going to be handled
within the framework of Trimberger’s revolution a@ptualisation, “revolution from
above”, as one of the clearest examples of sucblugons, since what the Yon-
Devrim Movement sought to create the conditionswas nothing else than such a
revolution from above. Moving apart from this franaek, | will try to explore some
of the possible reasons of the failure of the Y@im Movement by utilising from

the preconditions that are put forth by Trimberger.

5.1.Kadro (Cadre)

The journal Kadro (January 1932-December/January 1934/1935) has eat gr
significance within the history of Turkish politicthought. It was published by a
group of Turkish intellectuals that was composefefket Siireyya Aydemiismail
Husrev Tokin, Vedat Nedim Toér, Burhan Asaf Belgedaryakup Kadri

Karaosmanglu.*’ MehmetSevki Yazman, a military officer of the period, jeit

17 Mustafa Tiirke, Uluscu Sol Bir Akim: Kadro Hareketi (1932-193#tanbul:imge, 1999): p. 9.
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them a year latef'® It emerged in a time that the young Republic ofkéy, which
was founded by Mustafa Kemal Atattirk in 1923, wesking a way of its own while
the world was facing the Great Depression of 19P® writers ofKadro had
considered themselves responsible, not only toigyaate in the ideological and
economic discussions, but also to evaluate theki$hrrevolution” and to provide a
theoretical framework for it'° They declared their mission in the first volume of

Kadro as follows:

Turkey is inside a revolution. This revolution hast stopped yet. The
whole actions we have passed, incredible revolvsiee have witnessed
are only one stage of it. We have passed a rebelebellion is not the
end of the revolution, but its means. If we hadoptml at the rebellion
stage, our revolution would have remained fruitle®wever, it is
enlarging and deepening. It has not said its lastiwand it has not given
its last product yet. ... This revolution has all dretical and ideal
elements, which could be principles for itself amhscious for the ones,
who are going to keep it alive. But these theoattand ideal elements
have not yet been synthesised and codified intgstes of ideas, which
would be an IDEOLOGY for the revolution. ... KADRO KACOME
FOR THIS REASON? [Capital letters are in the original.]

They were coming from a tradition that said, “Owngration was a generation,
which did not think of any rights for it. There was right for us, but duty*** With

a Marxist education background, they sought to @vdirection to the Kemalist

118 Mustafa Tirke, “Kadro Dergisi” in Ahmetinsel (ed.), “Kemalizm”Modern Tirkiye'de Siyasi
Distinceg Vol. 2 (Istanbuliletisim, 2007): p. 464.

19 Tiirkes, op. cit. (1999): p. 9.
120« adro”, Kadro (Vol. 1, January 1932): p. 3.

12Lsevket Siireyya AydemiSuyu Arayan Adaristanbul: Remzi, 1979): p. 72.
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leadershipKadro was an expression of a radical nationalist letifgbroach, which
strived to place nationalism within historical nréésm, which was influenced in its
imperialism analysis directly from Lenin, which dafled the positivist type of
modernism and which defended that the allocationeeburces and incomes must
not be left to the hegemony of the bourgeoisie, et state control over the
bourgeoisi¢’?* According to the movement shaped around this lurthere were
the classes that were inherent to pre-capitaligeties, but the state must prevent the
emergence of classes that are integral to capitalgeties and the dominance of one
of these classé€$® The approach of “National Democratic RevolutigViDD) in
Turkey had first been born in the Communist Paftywkey in 1920s, but it is often
claimed to come into a concrete being firstiadro.*?* It is also claimed that the
idea of Turkey’s peculiarity or uniqueness becanfsiés socio-economic conditions
was organized first itKadro.*?®> However, they also wanted to promote the idea of
republicanism in other countries around Turk&yThey made discussions with the
liberals of the period, such as Ahmeia&slu, that the state must have a control over

individuals and that “democracy for the peopledamswhat in benefit of the people

122 Tiirkes, op. cit. (2007): p. 470.

123 bid.: p. 159.

124 Suavi Aydin, “Sosyalizm ve Milliyetcilik: Galiyefimden Kemalizme Tirkiye'de ‘Uciincii Yol
Arayiglar” in Tanil Bora (ed.), “Milliyetcilik”, Modern Turkiye'de Siyasi Bince Vol. 4 (Istanbul:
fletisim, 2007): p. 461.

12 bid.: pp. 454-456.

126 Ali Kazancigil, “Anti-Emperyalist Baimsizlik ideolojisi ve Uciincii Diinya Ulusggu Olarak

Kemalizm” in Ahmetinsel (ed.), “Kemalizm”Modern Turkiye’'de Siyasi Biince Vol. 2 (Istanbul:
fletisim, 2007): p. 245.
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but sometimes despite the peop!." They explained their development ideology
within a framework based on some sort of an “autéan nationalism” and on
Etatism*?® They dealt with the conflict between the nationd amperialism, instead
of class conflictd?® At first Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk supported them ireditly; he
did it later directly by sending a congratulatioettér. However,Kadro fell in
controversies with the Kemalist leadership in maages, and they had to end their
publication for good in 193%adro was a journal, with high-quality analyses based
on historical materialism and class perspectiveeapg. It was also a journal where
the ideas of the famous theoreticians of that tiveee discussed and where planned

economics and Etatism were defended.

The four founder names #fadro, Sevket Siireyya Aydemidsmail Hiisrev Tokin,
Vedat Nedim Tor and Burhan Asaf Belge, except Yakiguri Karaosmangu,
whom they met later, were all familiar with and laedjuipped on the Marxist
discussions and analysé&adro had an understanding that the national society must
be preceded by the national state. It was the,stdtieh would be a “national” one
by the political Etatist policies and thus woulceate the “national society” in a

country that lacks a “nation”. After explaining shmission of the state&jevket

127 ayse Kadiglu, “Milliyetcilik-Liberalizm Ekseninde Vatand#ik ve Bireysellik” in Tanil Bora
(ed.), “Milliyetcilik”, Modern Tiirkiye’de Siyasi Qiincg Vol. 4 (Istanbuliletisim, 2007): pp. 290-
291.

128 Ahmet insel, “Milliyetcilik ve Kalkinmacilik” in Tanil Boa (ed.), “Milliyetcilik’, Modern
Turkiye'de Siyasi Diiince Vol. 4 (Istanbuliletisim, 2007): p. 770.

129 Birsen Talay, “Yakup Kadri Karaosmaglo” in Ahmet insel (ed.), “Kemalizm”,Modern
Turkiye'de Siyasi Diiince Vol. 2 (Istanbuliletisim, 2007): p. 438.
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Sureyya Aydemir calls his advices for the young tteig as “economic functions of
the new state*>° Vedat Nedim Tor is one of the first intellectualgho made the
argument that was later going to be very populdhényoung Republic: he notes that
military victories must be succeeded by economatovies, and if not there is the
danger of falling in the midst of imperialishf- This economic development must be
not only against the external enemies, but alsmagthe “non-national(gayrimill7)
domestic enemieS? For example, Burhan Asaf Belge did not hesitatshow the
maltreatment and torture against Jews in GermanMiblgr as an example of what
these “domestic enemies” would face unless thejoconwith the young Republic’s
national character’® This was an indirect message for the non-Muslimariiies
and the Kurds. According téadro, the problem in the eastern part of the country is
also very clear: feudalism. Aydemir claims that feadal way of life has always
been incompatible with the qualities of TufRS.The Kurdishness is also an

economic regime that is based on the slavery af ¥&HThe people in the region are

being forced to feel as Kurd, to speak Kurdish smbe loyal to the Kurdish feudal

130 sevket Siireyya Aydemir, “Yeni Devletitktisadi Fonskiyonlari”’Kadro (Vol. 29, May 1934): pp.

5-14.

131 Vedat Nedim Tor, “Mustemlekéktisadiyatindan Milletiktisadiyatina”,Kadro (Vol. 1, January
1932): pp. 8-11.

132 |bid.: pp. 8-11.

33 Tanil Bora, “Turk Milliyetciligi ve Azinliklar” in Tanil Bora (ed.), “Milliyetcilk”, Modern
Tirkiye'de Siyasi Dgiince Vol. 4 (Istanbuliletisim, 2007): p. 913.

134 Sevket Siireyya Aydemir, “Derebeyi ve Dersiriadro (Vol. 6, June 1932): pp. 41-45.

135 bid.: pp. 41-45.
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landowners in the regiori® ismail Hiisrev Tokin repeats similar arguments thete

is no Kurdish nation since the “nation is a highecial category” and these people
are only some Turkish tribes who speak Kurdish ntangs later>” One of the most
prominent missions of the young Republic was te fferks, who were “Kurdified”
by the pressure of the Kurdish feudality. The nalosociety that was going to be
created by the state must also have some quadities as going to theatres and
operas=>® Especially Yakup Kadri Karaosmaglo also expressed the need for a
“national literature” and a “national science” hetjournaf:*°

Kadro Movement was in a desire of influencing theralist government. One of the
founders of the movement, Aydemir had already begusarly 1929 to declare his
views that there had been a need for “the formaticem elite cadre in order to make
the revolution of Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk perpetudf Kadro Movement excluded
the Kemalist leaders and the state from their cksalyses, though they made

serious class analyses of the society of Turkeyhodigh they produced leftist

136 |bid.: pp. 41-45.

137 jsmail Husrev Tokin, Sark Vilayetlerinde Derebeylik’Kadro (Vol. 12, December 1932): pp. 18-
25.

13 Birsen Talay, “Yakup Kadri Karaosmagio” in Ahmet insel (ed.), “Kemalizm”,Modern
Turkiye'de Siyasi Dgiince Vol. 2 (Istanbuliletisim, 2007): p. 438.

139 bid.: p. 439.

10 Tiirkes, op. cit. (1999): p. 91.
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discourses, they could not produce an alternatieelogy, and they mainly tried to

reconcile the nationalist and leftist discoursethefr time!**

The writers ofKadro were listing the states in the afterward of thestFWorld War

as three particular kinds: “the states with caitairder”, “the states with a socialist
order” and “the states that were going to be fodndse a result of the ‘National
Liberation Movements™. They claimed that they habjections to both first two

kinds of development, and they adopted an apprtathdepicted the main conflict
in the 20" century as the conflict between the industrialisedntries and the non-
industrialised countries, so that they had beendadrtbe first advocates of the later

theses, which were going to be put forth by theessiof the Dependency School.

It has already been noted that the writer&adfiro, who were competent in the class
analyses of Marxism, chose to exclude the new RepobTurkey and the Kemalist
military-bureaucratic elite from their class anaygust because they were trying to

influence these. Tlrkeeslaborates on this issue:

It is precise that the members of the Kadro Movamerake the
discussion of whose interests the statest representinstead of a
discussion of whose interests the stegpresentswhen it comes to
Turkey. In different words, they got stuck betwebe problematic of
what is and what must B& [Emphasis is added.]

1“1 1bid.: pp. 159-160.

12 1bid.: p. 198.
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Tlrkes adds that if they had analysed the Kemalist dtate a Marxist perspective,
it would not have been possible for them to pldue Kemalist strategy to create a
national entrepreneur bourgeoisie into a framewhbeat is thought to represent the
interests of the whole nation: “The members ofKlaglro Movement were aware of
this and it is most probable that they intentiopgiled to influence and transform the
Kemalist state by avoiding making a class anaR/$sThe main difficulty for the
Kadro Movement was mainly this matter: the unegekition between them and the
Kemalist government. However, the publication bfeKadro was going to come to
an end when the Kemalist government pulled itsahgupport back at a time the

government changed the direction of its poli¢iés.

5.2. Yon-Devrim Movement

What is called as “Yon-Devrim Movement” is basigathe group of intellectuals,
who were gathered around the journalén (Direction) in 1960s, andevrim
(Revolution) in 1969-1971. Before the foundationtluése two journals, the general
tendency toward such a movement was being shapdgebgrowing distress under
the Democrat Party government during 1950s. Sotedlentuals of that time, such

as Dgan Avciglu and Mimtaz Soysal, began to express their opposn several

143 bid.: p. 198.

14 For the closure story d¢fadro, see: Ibid.: pp. 203-11.
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newspapers and journals likerum, Akis Kim andUlus.*** Yénwas first published

in December 1961 after the 27 May 1960 militaryoll began its publication life
with a declaration known as “Yo6n Bildirisi”, and @v1000 intellectuals and public
figures signed this declaratidff According to this declaration, the achievement of
the modern civilization level that the Atatirk refes had aimed was dependent on
the success of increasing the national producfibmfter several warnings and
threats to the journal from government circlgén finally ended its publication in
196718 This is in fact Dgan Avcigzlu's own decisiort*® It might have been that
Yonwas thought to have completed its mission to giveirection” to the country.
Devrim followed Y6n but Devrim was directly aiming to hold the power by a
revolution.Yo6ndiscussed how Turkey would develop in a non-capitédshion, and
Devrim was there to implement the outcomes of the disonssiade™® Dogan
Avcioglu compares his two journals as follows: “We detewd the direction of
»n151

Turkey with Yon in 1960s, and we will make the revolution wibevrim

Avcioglu had really caught the possibility to hold theveo, and many people began

145 Gokhan Atilgan,Yén-Devrim Hareketi: Kemalizm ile Marksizm Arasin@aleneksel Aydinlar
(Istanbul: TUSTAV, 2002)p. 35.

146 Gzdemir, op. cit.: pp. 48-49.

1" Hikmet OzdemirDogan Avciglu: Bir Jon Turk’iin Ardindar(Istanbul: Bilgi Yayinevi, 2000): p.
19.

148 &zdemir, op. cit. (1993): pp. 53-56.
149 Atilgan, op. cit.: p. 279.
130 1bid.: p. 309.

*1 Hasan CemaKimse Kizmasin Kendimi Yazd(tstanbul: Dgan, 1999): p. 204.
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to contact him with this belief, even the laterni Minister of the 12 March Junta
Nihat Erim had begun to come to his offfé.However, the revolution was

dependent only on the consent of the Commanddreof&and Forces, General Faruk
Gdurler, and when he did not intend to press théohufor the revolution, the rival

wing of the Turkish Armed Forces took the initiatian>® The March 1971 junta

closedDevrim, and the YoOn-Devrim Movement was removed de fdobon the

Turkish political scene.

5.2.1. Y6n-Devrim Movement's Understanding of Natinalism

During its emergence, the Yon-Devrim Movement inrkBy reconsidered the
conceptual obstacles before its struggle, and érieeomost influential weapons of
the period was “nationalism”. According to Avglo, nationalism was a tool in the
hands of the allies of Uncle Sdrf. The “nationalism” that is connected with
capitalism and imperialism was a “masked nationdlis whereas the real
nationalism was socialisii> Avcioglu says, “Socialism, shortly, is the method to
develop rapidly in social justice. Rapid developimarsocial justice is, on the other

hand, the only way to save our country from curegddlock. Therefore, socialism

132 Atilgan, op. cit.: p. 323.
133 |bid.: p. 323.
%4 Dogan Avcigglu, “Son Séz”Devrim(Vol. 222, 1967): p. 3.

135 Atilgan, op. cit.p. 101.
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is the greatest nationalisnf® However, the nationalism of the Yon-Devrim
Movement was not only in rhetoric. Their purposesw@save the “Turkish country”
and the “Turkish nation”, whose existence was urttleeat once again after the
victory of the Independence WHY. They considered themselves as the followers of
Namik Kemal, and they claimed that they were theeiitors of the patriotisms of
whom they called “nationalist revolutionaries” suak Young Turks, Ittihadists,

Kemalists and the Kadro Movemént.

Kurdish problem was a tension point for the Yon-Bravmovement, which was
trying to give a new content to its nationalismhagt socialist understanding in a time
the social mobility was very much high in 1960s B Avciglu chose to leave the
official view on this issue. He became the firstgo® in Turkey, who wrote down
the problem as “Kurdish problem” in 1966 wheredt#ier groups referred to it as
“the Eastern Problent®® Dogan Avciglu stated that the problem has an “ethnic
dimension” and that it cannot be solved only by ¢henomic or class measure&”.

He writes that the issue became a taboo for mamplee and that the official

1% Dogan Aveiglu, “Yapici Milliyetcilik”, Devrim(Vol. 4, 1962): p. 3.
157 Dogan Avciglu, “Milliyetcilere Seslen§”, Devrim(Vol. 78, 1964): p. 3.

138 Atilgan, op. cit.;p. 105; Dgan Avciglu, Tiirkiye'nin Diizeni: Diin, Bugiin, Yar(@@nkara: Bilgi,
1968): pp. 524-6.

%9 bid.: p. 112.

9 pogan Avcigglu, “Kiirt Meselesi”,Devrim (Vol. 194, 1966): p. 3.
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policies failed to solve the problefff: However, he calls all socialists to think more
on the issue by also adding that he is far fromding suggestions for the solution of
the problent®? He also does not consider the Kurds as a “natiamd, he thinks that
the imperialists have a plan to establish a Kurdislte in Irad®® He even labels the
official policy of the Turkish state toward Kurds ‘@ne kind of colonialism”, and he
restates that these policies failed to bring arytiEm to the mattet®® He was also
strictly against the idea of a Kurdish state eitireiraq or in Turkey®®> Giivenc

summarises Avcigu’s views on the Kurdish problem:

Although his suggestion ‘to restart from the pdimat Atatirk had left’

that he emphasised in the context of solution lief Kurdish problem] is

not much clear, especially in 1960s and '70s Agltrs stance, which

concedes the existence of the ethnic/cultural dgiwoss of the problem
that must absolutely be resolved and the existefhdke pressures over
the Kurdish people, though made in an intense nalist jargon, can be
considered as much more progressive than the cporany movements
that pretend to be social democit.

To sum up, the movement placed the concept of maigm, which it had taken from

the previous Ottoman-Turkish traditional intelledtimovements, at the core of its

181 1bid.: p. 3.

162 hidl: p. 3.

183 Dogan Aveiglu, “Kiirt Devleti mi?”, Devrim (Vol. 27, 1970): p. 1.

%4 |bid.

185 |bid.; Dogan Avcigilu, “Asirt Uglar”, Devrim (Vol. 63, 29 December 1970).

186 Serpil Giiveng, “1960-70'li Yillarda Tiirkiye'de Sgalist Soldan Kiirt (Dgu) Sorununa Bakiar”,
Bilim ve GelecekVol. 76, June 2010): p. 79.
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discourse after reformulating the concept accortintipe conditions of the period, in
which the movement emerged. This had two basicdomahtals®’ The first one was
to demonstrate that capitalism and imperialism whs enemy of national
sovereignty, national foreign policy and nationaltere. The second point was the
emphasis that socialism was the uniqgue way to thwneipation and the
development of nations in economics, politics amdtuce. In other words, the
movement’s perception of nationalism was basednanstrumentalist reformulation
of the Kemalist nationalism with a socialist perstpe°® This kind of usage of
nationalism as a tool for particular political goalr for seizing directly the political
power, as elaborated above, is analysed quitebyedlich scholars of nationalism as

John Breuilly and Paul R. Brass.

5.2.2. Y6n-Devrim Movement's Problematic of Cultureand Religion

As an interesting example of Third World nationaljgshe movement had a different
understanding of the West, the East and Islamuntierstanding of nationalism and
its approach to the “national culture” or to Islaifow us to think of this movement’s
nationalism within the framework of Norbu’s conagglisation of Third World

nationalism as “a fusion of tradition and ideolofy’or Chatterjee’s elaborations on

187 Atilgan, op. cit.: p. 122.
188 1bid.: p. 122.

189 For details, see: Norbu, op. cit.: p. 26.
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what he calls “anticolonial nationalism” that makasdistinction between the
“material” and “spiritual” domain’® The movement was equating nationalism with
anti-imperialism, while also attributing a negatoentent to Westernisation, whereas
it sought to defend that Islam and its culturalitage did not contradict with
socialism and that, in contrast, a positive refatietween Islam and socialism might
be constructed’* The “real” nationalism, which was identified withe aspirations
for the national development, would only be possivith a “revolutinarism” both
against Westernisation and against the Wést. This understanding against
Westernisation and the West in general was roatethe views of Niyazi Berkes,
one of the writers ofYon and especially those of Roger Garaudy, a French
Marxist!’® Garaudy argued that it is not correct to identtig concepts such as
progress, rationalism and modernity with the Wesig that socialism can get a
“universal” character only by claiming to be the rew of the positive cultural
heritage of both the West and the E4$The Y6n-Devrim Movement inspired from

Garaudy’s arguments, and considered his thesespassbility towards defining

Turkey as an Eastern country and claiming thatas wossible and necessary to

10 For details, see: Chatterjee, op. cit: p. 6.
71 Atilgan, op. cit.: p. 141.

12 bid.: p. 143.

13 |bid.: p. 147. For Berkes’ views on Westernisatisee the book, which is comprised of his articles
that were first published iYén Niyazi Berkes,Baticilik, Ulusguluk ve Toplumsal Devrimler
(Istanbul: Y6n, 1965). For Garaudy's views, seeg&oGaraudy, Dgan Avciglu and E. Tifekgi

[Mihri Belli] (trans.), Islamiyet ve Sosyaliz(tstanbul: Yon, 1965).

174 Atilgan, op. cit.: p. 148.
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analyse the “national culture” of the Turkish nati@as an Eastern nation, as one of
the sources of socialisht® This was also because the movement was in seérch o
demonstrating that the universal character of dismiawas not in conflict with
national cultures since the movement sought tomig@ the distance that would be
put by the various segments of the supposed “raltifvant” with the pretend that
socialism was developed by foreign&fsThe movement, which defended that a
cultural colonisation was accompanying the econoamid political colonisation of
Turkey, argued that “socialism is going to provile necessary environment for the
Turkish nation to raise its national culture in gvield and with its all depth to the
highest peaks®’’ The movement was depicting Turkey as a countrychvhad the
same fate not with the Western but with the Eastations, which was in the same
stage of national liberation war, and which neetteébllow not the capitalist path

but the “non-capitalist path” of developméfit.

The movement's perspective on the potential ratatip between Islam and
socialism is an interesting one. The question tfaed was: “How would they
establish an integration relationship between Marsocialism and Islam, which was

a strong phenomenon in Turkey that they definedragastern country?® They

5 bid.: p. 148.

7% bid.: p. 149.

" Dogan Avcigglu, “Turk Milliyetcili gine Seslen’, Yén(Vol. 110, 1965): pp. 8-9.
178 Atilgan, op. cit.: pp. 151-2.

19 bid.: p. 152.

65



chose to follow Garaudy and Arab socialists in thgsie too. However, they did not
offer an “Islamic socialism” like the Arab socidishad done; they rather tried to
develop a definition of socialism, which would igtate Islam by also taking into
account the directory social roles of the religictste officers (such as “imam” or
“maftd”), of leaders of religious communities (suak a “tarikat” chief or a sheikh)

and of intellectuals, who believe in Islaff.

The efforts to reconcile Islam and socialism deatiftem a very burning fact: When
socialism made its first strong and legal rise,cihwas represented by the Workers’
Party of Turkey (TP) andY6n in 1960s’ Turkey, one of the greatest obstactderke
socialism was the anti-communist propaganda, wipdsented socialism as an
enemy of religion and honot#* Thus, somerénwriters tried to prove that Islam
and socialism did not contradict each other, shgwexamples from verses of Qur'an
and from the sayings of the Prophet Mohamrfadhe second efforts in this issue
were to dissolve the identification made by the retgious intellectuals between
Islam and reactionism: the Yon-Devrim Movementdaled a line that a religious

person, who defends that the right of propertyoisia rather than individual, and a

socialist, might and must be side by side in threigsfie against capitalists and

180 |bid.: p. 153.
181 1bid.: p. 153.

82 For instance, see: Cahit Tanydistamin Cenneti SosyalizmdirY,6n(Vol. 130, 1965): p. 7.
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imperialists:®® There are similarities between the Yon-Devrim Muoeat and its

predecessors in the sense that they all triedetoepit their ideas acceptable for Islam.
Nevertheless, the Yon-Devrim Movement is differ&oim its predecessors in the
sense that it did not tend toward despising th&urall heritage of the East, since it
did not form itself with a Westernist kind of diszse’®* The factor that made them
form an integration relationship between Islam aadialism was not their belief in
Islam, rather they tried to utilise the activityrefigious groups and Islam in general
like Mustafa Kemal Pasha had done during the Natidiberation War of Turkey,
just because they had already understood that émeakst attitude toward religion

had backfired®

5.2.3. Yon-Devrim Movement's Model for Rapid Develpment: “Revolution

from Above”

When the Yon-Devrim Movement emerged, the main dgearound the world was
development. The movement defined socialism maedy a method of rapid

development® It was offering a “non-capitalist path of develogmt’ in a world

183 |bid.: p. 155.
8 |bid.: p. 157.
% |bid.: p. 157.
18 Aytemur, op. cit. (2000): p. 4; Nuran Aytemur, “WéHareketi Ornginde Tirk Solu ve
Milliyetcilik”, Bilim ve Elatiri (Vol. 5: No. 7, 2008): p. 45; Mumtaz Soysal, “TeariBmani Prof.
Dr. Miimtaz Soysal'in Tez HakkindaBKAC SOZU” in Ozdemir, op. cit. (1993): p. 12; Aydn, op.

cit. (2002): especially pp. 48-59; Gokhan Atillgénijrk Siyasal Hayatinda ve Emek Tarihinde Kritik
Bir Ugrak: Turkiye Calganlar Partisi Gigimi”, Toplum ve Bilim(\Vol. 116, 2009): p. 169.
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where the USSR and the underdeveloped Third Woddntties have already
demonstrated rapid success in development. TheD&mim Movement, in Yalgin
Kiiclik's words, was shining “in a world where Nass@s a star*®’ The movement
can not be considered Marxist at all, although titeminent figures of the
movement, especially @an Avciglu, utilised Marxism very weft®® The
movement rejected the main Marxist thesis thathis@rical development is mainly
dependent on the class struggles. As it is fixedhenidea that the working class is
not able to get rid of the influences of the “camaéive forces” in Turkey, the
movement sought another primary social stratum kvhi@s going to lead the
foreseen change of political regime: “the militaiyil intellectuals”'®® Therefore,

the movement tended toward a programme like theNasser was implementing in

Egypt!®

Yo6n-Devrim Movement perceived a close relation leetwthe backwardness and the
low level of production, and offers to change ttaekward economic structut&

The first manifesto of the movement was highlightihe “tragic situation” of the

87 valgin Kigik, “Cumhuriyet Dénemi Aydinlar ve Delgi” in Cumhuriyet Dénemi Tiirkiye
AnsiklopedisiVol. 1 (Istanbuliletisim Yayinlari, 1983): p. 143.

188 Atilgan, op. cit. (2002): p. 78.

189 |bid.: p. 85.

10y6npublished the programme that Nasser implementégyypt with an intention to discuss it as a
model also for Turkey. “Azgaiinis Ulkeler icin Tek Cikar Yol Sosyalizmdir'yon(Vol. 45, 1962):
pp. 10-11.

91«ypnBildirisi”, Yén(Vol. 1, 1961): pp. 12-13.
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“dynamic powers’(zinde kuvvetlerhat was thought to be composed of military and
civil intellectuals, because what was thought to \my crucial was not yet
understood sufficiently by these “dynamic powetsiis was development? There
was no philosophy of development adopted by thesdges, according to the

manifesto.

According to Dgan Avciglu, the history of the struggle to reach the modern
civilisation had been the history of a wrong modsaton policy in Turkey for a
century*® In a society with a backward social structuressieal parliamentary
system would provide nothing else but the dominasfcie conservative forces of
the systemt® The future of the country was dependent on thekemiag of the
dynamic powers from their “hundred-year intelle¢takeep”’®® According to the
movement, the main solution was a “fundamental ghan the regime”, and this
was going to be possible by a radical change imthigary and civil intellectuals in
their approaches to the concept “social developiéhthis difficult task was to be
accomplished by the “revolutionaries, who haveaalyeintegrated the revolutionary

ideas"*®” This is the line that the Yon-Devrim Movement ipart of the traditional

192 |bid.

193 Dogan Aveiglu, “27 Mayis”, Yén(Vol. 165, 1966): p. 3.

1% |bid.

1% Dogan Avcigglu, “Soyuttan SomutaDevrim(Vol. 66, 1971): p. 1.

196 «sKDnin istanbul ve Diyarbakgubesi Acildi”,Yon(Vol. 69, 1963): p. 5.

¥7Dogan Avcigglu, “27 Mayis Uzerine Dgiinceler”,Devrim (Vol. 32, 1970): p. 1.
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intellectual®® movements of the Ottoman-Turkish intellectualdrigt the movement,
as well as its predecessors, New Ottoméitibat ve Terakki (Party of Union and
Progress), Kemalism and the Kadro Movement, exethirthe process of
modernisation in Turkey as the struggle between phegressive-revolutionary
intellectuals and the “conservative forcé¥®”. Nevertheless, the movement is
different from the other intellectual movementstthéollowed in the sense that it
suggested a different way to achieve the goals liage been put forth by these

intellectuals.

The Yon-Devrim Movement was attributing the maiterm achieving the goals of
development and modernisation directly to the “hdesadership” of the supposed
dynamic power$® It is sure that one of the main components of ehelynamic
powers” was the military bureaucrats, whom wereugid to be relatively

autonomous from class ties, and that what wasetebly that “harsh leadership” was

1% This term, “traditional intellectuals”, is used iAtilgan’s book and derives from Marxist
theoretician Antonio Gramsci's analyses on inteéllats. Gramsci classifies intellectuals as “organic
and “traditional” according to their relations wiéind dependence to the social classes in a particul
society. Each class tend to create their own ocgatéllectuals, whereas after a change in theasoci
order the organic intellectuals of the previous dwnt social classes become “traditional
intellectuals”. The members of the Yon-Devrim Mowenhare “traditional intellectuals” in the sense
that they chose to stand outside any particulasclacluding the working class, and that they were
the successors of the traditional Ottoman-Turkigbliectual line, which has always been in search
for a rapid development for the country. For dethielaborations of Gramsci on intellectuals, see:
Antonio Gramsci, Quintin Hoare and Geoffrey Nowsthith (eds. and trans.jelections from the
Prison Notebooks(New York: International Publishers, 1992): pp. &-2Atilgan explains his
identification of the movement by utilising from &@nscian intellectual conceptualisation in Atilgan,
op. cit. (2002): pp. 18-21.

199 Atilgan, op. cit.: p. 83.

20 Dogan Avciglu, “Yeni Tirkiye”, Yon(Vol. 5, 1962): p. 3.
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a revolution that was going to be implemented fiadmove in a Trimbergerian sense.
As noted above, the Yo6n-Devrim Movement utilised rilem in forming its
programme for Turkey to achieve the level of modawmilisation and in criticising
the intellectual movements, of which it was a felw, and it had a materialist
conception of histor{® However, this was not a materialist conceptiont tha
conceptualised history as the history of the claass; it was rather an “economist”

self-criticism of the traditional intellectual mavents?%?

The movement deliberated the development expersen€dhe various countries,
especially of the ones that had national liberatiars in Asia, Africa and Latin
America. The key term to reach the goals that wieared in the manifesto ¥®n
was “Etatism”. The manifesto was declaring the nmoset’'s belief that the desired
goals were only to be achieved by a new understgnoli Etatisn?°> The hitherto
understanding and practices of Etatism, accordinghé movement, had been in
favour of the capital. The movement was formulatimg “new Etatism” as a policy

in favour of the labour and not a kind of “stat@italism”.2%

201 Atilgan, op. cit.: p. 84.
292 pid.: p. 84.
203wy pnBildirisi”, Yén(Vol. 1, 1961): pp. 12-13.

204 Atilgan, op. cit.: p. 88.
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The movement imagined itself and other groups, Wwkere supposed to implement
the new sort of Etatism, as independent from bbth dapitalist and the working
classes. These were the “circles, which were gtwngjve a direction to the Turkish
society”2% This “military-civil intellectual group” was beindefined as “a decisive,
intelligent and energetic political cadré®. According to the discourse of the
movement, this group is in a different positiortie underdeveloped countries like
Turkey unlike the developed capitalist countfi&sThe Etatism that was to be
implemented by the supposed dynamic forces of yukas also a policy that would
form and develop the working class and a systetrvibald eliminate capitalism and

its class relations that were in favour of the tdph Turkey?®®

Development was to be achieved only with a heawustrialisation and the
elimination of the classes that are peculiar to Middle Age?®® Therefore, “the
capitalist path [of development] was clogged far tinderdeveloped countries in the

20" century”?*® However, according to @n Avciglu, there was a need for some

205 «ypnBildirisi”, Yén(Vol. 1, 1961): pp. 12-13.
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sort of “transition period’{(intikal devresif** in the underdeveloped countries before
socialism, since socialism would only be possiblghvihe existence of “great

industry and powerful working clas&*

The “new Etatism” as a transition period policy wWbamancipate the peasants with
a radical land reform, enhance organisation ambaegpeasants and workers, and
improve the indoctrinisation of the working clasg @& great advance in education
with institutions such as the Village Instituteso{KEnstitileri) experience of the
young Republic of Turke§*® According to Avciglu, “thus the necessary conditions
to construct socialism were going to be prepaféliThis was of course not an
understanding peculiar to the Y6n-Devrim Movemént, was rather a variant of the
“dependency theory”, which was developed duringdbarch for effective policies
for development in the Asian, African and Latin Aman countries, which had
turned towards national liberation wars againstanglism in the aftermath of the
Second World Waf*® Avcioglu was using the arguments of classical Marxist

thinkers such as Marx, Engels, Lenin and Trotskylevtiefining socialism and its

21 Dogan Avciglu, “Sosyalizm Anlaygimiz”, Yon(Vol. 36, 1962): p. 3.
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1963): pp. 8-9.
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215 Atilgan, op. cit.: pp. 93-4.

73



possibility conditions, whereas he utilised theoties of underdevelopment while he

was considering the path for socialism for the udeleeloped countries?®

In sum, the programme that the Yon-Devrim Movems&nggested was an “anti-
imperialist” or, in its own expressions, a “natibnavolutionary”, “national
democratic” programm&’ The movement was defining the century that thegdi
as the century of “social and national revolutioff§’Another feature of the century,
according to them, was the division of the worltbitwo camps as the capitalist-
imperialist camp and the socialist one, and thenesvevere developing obviously in
favour of the secont® The paths for reaching socialism had varied is tiging
era®”® The main problem in the underdeveloped countnes Eurkey was between
imperialism, as well as its collaborators, and traiorf>* unlike the developed
countries where the main problem was between labadrcapital or between the
working class and the bourgeoisie. The movemerntlisto the “national front” was

the following: “independentists, nationalists, efiit**> This call was for everyone,

216 |bid.: p. 94, 1¥ footnote.
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218 Dogan Avciglu, “Millet Gergesi ve Milliyetcilik”, Yén(Vol. 216, 1967): pp. 8-9.
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who was against imperialism, whatever their pditigiews, religious beliefs and
their political parties wer&® The movement thought that being socialist wasanot

precondition for the “national struggle”, but tretional result of such a strugdfé.

The movement defined the national liberation stheigigat it suggested for Turkey as
“realising the national liberation revolution thaas started with Atattrk with all of
its results within contemporary conditiorf€®>. What the movement called “Second
Liberation War” had the same goals with the presione, but in order to get result,
the second was going to complement the first omeisciples with a socialist

approach, which did not exist in the first dh&.

Since national liberation movement would be devetbagainst imperialism and
capitalism, it must also, according to the Yon-DeviMovement, not adopt the
“bourgeois democracy” just because this was themegype of capitalism and
imperialism*’ The government was to be shared by workers anibrat

bourgeoisie. In such a new kind of democracy, th&gy relations would be changed

in favour of the working class via the educationtloé workers, organisation and

22 |pid.: p. 115.

224 Dogan Avcigglu, “Azgelismis Ulkelerde Antiemperyalist Miicadele... Halk¢l, DegietDevrimci
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active participation to the determination procebshe government polici€€® The
First Liberation War deviated from its way by notdgrating with the working class
and by changing the power balance in favour oftitvergeoisie, so the second one
must choose the guiding ideology and the powerglioon in a correct way: these

were nothing else than socialism and working cf$s.

The Yon-Devrim Movement was trying to reformulatee t“national economy”
perspective and the anti-imperialist content of finevious traditional intellectual
movements by uniting them with the “national ecogdimat provides possibility for
transition to socialism” approach of the Dependerf@ghool, which can be
summarised as “against capitalism toward socialsfhThe movement adopted the
idea of “national economy”, which can be traced kbé@ Namik Kemal in the
traditional Ottoman-Turkish intellectual line, byansforming the idea: “national
economy”, which had previously shaped with a pespe of building a “national”
capitalism by creating a national bourgeoisie hotlitihadism and Kemalism, this
time would eliminate capitalism and create the tomus for the transition to

socialism.

228 pogan Avcigglu, “Azgelismis Ulkelerde Antiemperyalist Miicadele... Halk¢l, DegietDevrimci
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The main task of Turkey was to get rid of the c@bmelation with an anti-
imperialist struggle. According to the movemente thational independence was
drawn mainly by the “national interests”, and thacp of Turkey would be beside
the Soviet Union and other socialist countries,chhsupported the movements of
national struggle and national developm@htvcioglu writes on this: “If the Soviet
Union had not existed, the Nasser regime, whiclonalised the Suez Channel,
would have already collapsed, and Egypt would hdeelined to a semi-colony
position.”*> The movement took the opinions of the famous foriénister of
Foreign Affairs of the governments led by Mustafankal Atattirk, Tevfik R§ti
Aras, in order to prove that pro-Soviet foreignigiels were also compatible with the
Kemalist foreign policy understanding. Aras toldahthey had always been careful

to establish close relations with the Soviet Urfioh.

5.2.4. The Model Presented by the Yon-Devrim Movemé& Nasser’'s Revolution

from Above

It has already been noted above that the Y6n-DeMowement, in Yal¢in Kicuk’s

words, “was shining in a world, where Nasser wasag>>* and that the movement

%1 pid.: p. 121.

%32 pogan Avcigglu, “Azgelismis Ulkelerde Antiemperyalist Miicadele... Halk¢l, DegietDevrimci
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had published the programme of the Nasserist reginigypt as a model for rapid
development for underdeveloped countries such akeya* Studies on how the
Nasserist movement had emerged and transformedpiaake in the pages of the
journal Yon®*® Dogan Avciglu, the leader of the movement, was not in an
expectation that socialism would directly be essilgld by a military intervention.
However, he was expecting that such an interventiothe military officers, who
were “historically progressive” according to him,owd eventually create the
conditions of socialism. The Nasserist experieremnged to be a great example for
the movement in this sense. Avgha in his article on the Free Officers Movement
in Egypt, was stating that Nasser's experienceccbel considered as “an important
example” for Turkey>’ Avcioglu was very much influenced from the development
of the 7 Egyptian military officers from an antiesalist point of view toward a
socialist policy-making mainly because of theiriamperialist understanding. The
fact that Nasser had begun to be interested irtigmlfiirst by reading the life of
Mustafa Kemal Atatirk was also striking for him:ighvas, according to Avcitu,
just another proof of his argument that one wouwsllg reach socialism by moving
apart from Kemalism, because he was also formgakemalism as an anti-
imperialist understanding. Although Av@a was acknowledging that struggle

against imperialism is not the same thing with al&ti struggle, he was also

235 gee: “Azgelimis Ulkelericin Tek Cikar Yol Sosyalizmdiryén(Vol. 45, 1962): pp. 10-11.
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claiming that “an anti-imperialist struggle wouldhough with some zigzags,
eventually reach socialisn3®® It must not be surprising that he was also prgisie

policies of the Nasserist regime of Egypt such les niationalisation of the Suez
Channef* It is, finally, worth noting that there are alsonge speculations that the
Soviet Union was in direct contact with the Yo6n-biev Movement and that it had

an expectation of “Nasserist Socialism” from thiswement*°

It is, therefore, important to analyse the Nasseriperience in detail in order to get
the clues of what sort of transformation was desing the Yon-Devrim Movement,
and to understand whether this supposed transfammatould or would not be
successful in achieving a rapid development ofra khat would make the peasants
and the working class happier just like the movendesired. It is also important for
an effort to explore the possible reasons of tilaraof the movement in realising a
revolution from above. While analysing the Nasseeisperience, | will use and
remain in large part loyal to the framework that dsawn by Trimberger.
Nevertheless, | must first make an explanation dmy w ignore Trimberger's

elaborations on a more familiar case: the Turkededn 1920s.
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Trimberger analyses the Kemalist experience ofonadtate building as a case of
“revolution from above” along with the Japanese jMeestoration case of the late
19" century®** She utilises these two cases while explainingctieacteristics that
define a revolution from above. The Kemalist exgece is pretty much fitting these
characteristicé** There was an extralegal takeover of the politimaler, and this
was organised and led by some of the highest myilaad civil bureaucrats of the old
regime®*® There was little mass participation in this revinoary takeovef®*
Relatively little violence, execution, emigrationy counter-revolution attempts
appeared during this revolutionary change in Tuf&¥he initiation of change was
step-by-step and often pragmatic instead of a ahdiep forward*® Contrary to a
simple coup d'état, bureaucrats that led the rdiaiudestroyed the political, and
only part of the economic, base of the aristocracyupper clasé!’ Trimberger
claims that the Kemalist regime was only margina#lyolutionary because of this
last characteristit’®> As class destruction is an important defining eermof

revolutionary change, the Kemalist revolution remedi marginally revolutionary,

241 Trimberger, op. cit.: pp. 1-146.
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since it destroyed the economic base of the armstgcor upper class of the old
regime in limited terms. According to Trimbergemistis the main factor that later

made the Kemalist revolution thwart&d.

What the Y6n-Devrim Movement, on the other handigbb was not to repeat this
Kemalist experience in the same way. The movemest &s noted sufficiently, in
search of a new revolution that would be guidedths reformulated and updated
principles of Kemalism, that is to say, a reforntiola of the Kemalist principles by
also utilising a Marxian approach and some Marg@icepts. They were revising
and discussing the Kemalist experience in ordertmdall into the same traps. The
movement sought a revolution that would create d@ppropriate conditions to
establish a socialist order. The Nasserist revaiutvas, in this sense, was much
more attractive than the past failed Kemalist eigpee as a model for the
movement. The Nasserist movement and the Yon-DeWwiovement were also
contemporaneous movements. It was possible forYibhe-Devrim Movement to
observe the Nasserist government and its polidgrestty at its time. Nevertheless, it
is also more relevant for a researcher to draw eoisgns between the Y6n-Devrim
Movement and its contemporaneous one instead oingi@omparisons between the
movement and a different experience, which had mmedun totally different social
and international conditions. Thus, for the Yon-DevMovement considered the

Nasserist revolution as a model and for it is mmaievant for analytic purposes, |

249 |bid.: p. 29.
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will analyse the Nasserist experience in order édude some conclusions on the

Yo6n-Devrim Movement, what it sought to do and whifgailed.

Before the coup d’état of the Free Officers, theatgst capitalist class in Egypt was
the “Egyptianised foreigners”, which was called ‘tamassirun®® The second
important group was the bureaucrats that wereearhtgh positions within the state.
These bureaucrats gained wealth through utilisivegr tstate positions by owning
land and property and by investing in industry witle subsidies they got from the

state®™!

The third important group was the Egyptian arisdog, which had large
amounts of land. Tur explains that these groupseddhad activities both in
agriculture and in industry, and their “indigenoessi’ and to what extent they were

serving to the interests of Egypt were already dpejuestioned before the Nasserist

regime?® The Free Officers took the power in such a satiaicture in 1952.

Analysts of this military takeover recognise thaistwas not an ordinary coup. The
coup that led by Muhammad Naguib and later GamaleAblasser, in Trimberger’s
words, “established a stable authoritarian regimeught national economic

autonomy, and initiated basic social and econominge.?>* Nasserist regime won

20 Bzlem Tir, “Misirda Ekonomik Kalkinma CabalariZstanbul Universitesi Siyasal Bilgiler
Fakultesi Dergis{No. 41, October 2009): p. 185.
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popular approval through expropriation of a greaeign enterprise such as the Suez
Channel. This new regime also destroyed the ecanamd political power of the
landed upper class with a significant land reforimimberger argues that the
Nasserist regime, in so doing, “turned a politiaat nationalist coup into a social
and economic revolutiorr™ A revolution that was directed from top to bottcimt

is to say, a “revolution from above”. It might beseful to move further how
Trimberger details this revolution from above acdbog to the characteristics and
structural features that she puts forth as thegmaitions for a revolution from above

to occur.

Nasser, who had a charismatic personality, wamately a bureaucrat. He did not
build a rebellious force to seize power, but ratbezed the power by issuing orders
through ordinary administrative channels via thicefs, whom he had previously
eased into key positiorf3> So this revolution was without a mass involvenrarg to

its realisation by bureaucratic means. Therefdre,Rree Officers, at the beginning,
sought to gain mass legitimacy through nationaligmay presented themselves, for
example, as the first Egyptians in nearly twentefhundred years to rule Egypt.

Once they consolidated their power in the statedugracy, they banned the former

24 bid.: p. 147.
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mass parties and movemefitsThe Nasserist regime sought to organise their own
mass organisations such as the Liberation Rally,Nhtional Union and the Arab

Socialist Uniorf>®

The Nasserist regime, as in all revolutions fronowedy consolidated its political
power before initiating social and economic charagel before developing an
ideology. Nasser destroyed the monarchy, strengthés political rule step-by-step,
and only after these he moved against the econortecests of the landed upper
class; this destruction of the economic and palitmower of the traditional classes
made the Nasserist regime revolutionZfyHowever, this movement against the
traditional classes was not the result of a pdeoiogical commitment, nor of an aim
to redistribute resources to the peasants and a@riass; this was rather because
the military leaders became convinced that theselitional classes were an
irreconcilable obstacle to industrialisation, andust to developmerit® The
destructed landlords were paid for compensationghfgir nationalised propertié%
However, they were also not dangerous enough teecaunass uprising since they

had no legitimacy at all among the masses as radiede. The Nasserist revolution

%" Trimberger, op. cit.: p. 149.

28 Zeynep GillerSiiveyin Batisinda Arap Milliyetcilgi: Misir ve Nasircilik(Istanbul: Yenihayat,
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was relatively a non-violent process if to considsrapproach to civil liberties, it

revoked the civil liberties for some time, but ajwaeinstated sooft?

Military officers, who led the revolution from abewn Egypt, as the only ones that
have the potential for breaking the institutionabardination mechanisms of the
dominant classes, were highly bureaucratised atwhamous from the class ti&%.
Nasser and many of the Free Officers were offioghs® were recruited from a wider
social base. By the late 1940s, most of the lowekrofficers were without
traditional links to the dominant cla¥¥. Trimberger adds that “[t]hey were drawn
from the same sociological background as Egyptigllectuals” and that “they
thought of themselves as ‘intellectuals in unifdt’t® That class autonomy provided
the potential for their radicalisation. Their st&tand fortune was depending on a
strong state, which needed industrialisation, alst #hey would not personally

suffer from the abolition of the existing economtoucture?®®

As for the second precondition of Trimberger’s niaaferevolution from above, the

Egyptian military bureaucrats were already poksd and they had begun to develop
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specific ideas on how to deal with the crisis iryjig The Free Officers emerged as a
political group planning the future Egyptian stated many of them individually had
become politicised much earli&¥. As the third precondition, Trimberger argues that
it is unlikely that autonomous military bureaucratsuld become ready to take
revolutionary action without the push of disruptivom below?®® The international
threats to the Egyptian national autonomy was causidissent in the society, which
had started to be mobilised by the Muslim Brothecthea group led by discontented
elements of the middle cla&¥. Trimberger claims that there is a direct connectio

between these dissents and the subsequent revolidio above®

The Nasserist regime also found a room for man@euvithe international arena.
Trimberger states that “[tlhe decline of Britishperial power and the cold war
between the United States and the Soviet Union iftednNasser to nationalize the
Suez Channel, expropriate all large foreign businesd take a leading role in
forming a third block of nonaligned natior§* So that the fourth precondition for a
revolution from above to occur in Trimberger's mbees there existing in the

Egyptian experience. The fifth precondition, theeshdor a provincial power base,
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was no more important, because the prior consadidlabf a centralised and
relatively homogenous nation-state in Egypt madeRfree Officers stage a coup at

the centre of the count’y?

Trimberger, in the section where she evaluates méwolution from above
experiences of Egypt and Peru, states that Nasseight to use state apparatus to
foster a capitalist bourgeoisie without mobilizinge mass of the population.”
Trimberger claims that this commitment to capitalisindermined the Nasserist
regime’s attempts at autonomous development, add: &@he policy of capitalist
industrialization also undermined the autonomyhef $tate bureaucracy and created
a more conservative political coalition of bureasrwith an urban and rural

capitalist bourgeoisie**?

As a result of this, the Nasserist regime complete
excluded the poorest and most backward sectorshef population from the
revolution, and reinforced traditional agrariandlgjical and social structuré&

Though three political parties that were foundedHsy Nasserists had mobilisation

ideologies, they only served “to eliminate oppasifi to prevent prior political

groups from regaining strength, and to depoliticin@sses®” Therefore, the
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Nasserist experience could only succeed “in renamog the terms of their

dependence on the advanced capitalist countf{8s.”

The state played an important role in Egypt's aftesrat industrialisation, but the
state capitalism that was established graduallyndideliminate private profit, the
market, or conditions of wage labour, and Egyptid¢oever break its dependence on
foreign capitaf’’ This was only to be prevented by mobilising “maapport for a
vast productive effort combined with the sacrificd immediate consumer
fulfillment”.>’”® However, the Nasserist regime did not choose tpldment such
mass mobilisation, and thus had to rely on contiguioreign investment. The
country remained a dependent supplier of raw nateto the international market.
The industrialisation was confined to light consunredustries. The agriculture
sector remained not modernised, and the regimenditdpay much attention to
transforming the position of small farmers and pe&s Ultimately, this dependent
industrialisation did not improve the living standaf the mass of the populati6f.
Therefore, problems began to increase beginning fearly 1960s, and they were

soon deepened by the defeats in the wars agaiasi¥® After Nasser, Egypt has
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moved day by day toward an absolute dependencyhioh the peasants and the

working class suffered more and more everyday.

This failure of the Nasserist experience does neamthat a revolution that was to
be done by the Yon-Devrim Movement would fail todsking, “Is there any
possibility that future revolutions from above ihet Third World will be more
successful?®* after concluding that all four revolutions from cale that she

analysed in her book did fail, Trimberger answensdwn question as follows:

The only way any country today can hope to indakbe autonomously
without foreign domination of its economy is thrbug wide mass
mobilization for a vast productive effort. ... Suclagss mobilization in a
relatively populous country would have at least sopossibility of

activating the accumulation of capital and prodigiohnuman effort
necessary to achieve autonomous industrializatian. The only

possibility that a revolution from above could mowe a more

progressive direction depends on the existence oftrang and
independent mass socialist or communist movemerth & movement
might have the power to force political measures tba military.

Cooperation —even antagonistic cooperation- betwaelical military

bureaucrats and a strong left-wing movement migkdite a new pattern
of development in the Third Worfd?

The Yon-Devrim Movement, unlike the Nasserist regjiras noted previously, had
already foreseen the strengthening of the peasgnésgreat land reform and of the

working class by taking steps towards the indoigaition and the underpinning of

the working class with effective education and argation policies. Also Avcigu
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had already declared that they were going to nmeebilne peasantry and the working
class by a revolutionary political party organisati®® These declared policies show
the difference and the foresightedness of the meweniHowever, the movement did
fail just at the beginning: there were things tBeigan Avciglu and his friends

could not or did not want to calculate and that gaisig to pre-empt their attempt to

take the power in collaboration with some milithyreaucrats.

5.2.5. Possible Reasons of the Failure of the Yorelrim Movement

It has been already stated that some necessaotwstiufeatures must exist for a
revolution from above to occur in a particular urtdseloped country. These were
the autonomy of the military bureaucracy from cldesination, the existence of a
politicised military bureaucracy and the rise ofimaalist movements from below
demanding an end to national degradation, and pportunity for international
manoeuvré®* The second and the third preconditions can begthioio have existed
in 1960s and early 1970s. There was a politiciselitany bureaucracy at least
beginning from the second half of 1950s, a periad the Democrat Party (DP) had
tended toward a kind of despotic governance that fwaally going to lead the

Turkish Armed Forces to take the power by a mifiteoup d’état in 1966°° The
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nationalist youth movements were already in ris¢han same period, and this went
on by increasing especially after the widened cinaérties brought by the 1961

Constitution of Turkey®®

Nevertheless, it can not be claimed that the &rst the last precondition existed in
Turkey. Turkish Armed Forces was, beyond all ottiass ties, ultimately, an army
of a country, which had already become a part efdbfence organisation of the
capitalist bloc, the North Atlantic Treaty Orgartipa (NATO), in 1952. Because of
the same fact, the last precondition was lacking, teince there remained no
opportunity for an international manoeuvre towarasnon-capitalist path of
development and an anti-imperialist revolution thatuld target first the United
States and other leading NATO countries after tAd®@ membership of Turkey.
The Soviet intelligence KGB and the Turkish inggince Milliistinbarat Tekilati
(MIT) against each other were both following the prapens made by Avcgu
and his officer supporters in the Turkish Armeddesy;, and this led, finally, to the
failure of Avcigzlu and others with a counter-revolution ori"k March in 197 2%’
All of these developments and the ultimate faildeefacto removed the Y6n-Devrim

Movement from the Turkish political histof$?

2% pid.: pp. 182-8.
87 Atilgan, op. cit.: pp. 250-1.

88 |bid.: p. 251.

91



CHAPTER 6

CONCLUSION

Although the movement was de facto removed by tBeMarch 1971 military
intervention, its impacts on the Turkish politiddé have lasted until today. The
theses of the Yon-Devrim Movement were being renmaadb and discussed as
arguments and counter-arguments among variousgablgroups and intellectuals
during the heydays of the 28 February 1997 militatgrference against the Islamist
Welfare Party (RP3*° Moreover, the growing nationalist opposition oé tformer
leftist actors against the rapid neoliberal transfation of the Turkish state apparatus
and socioeconomic structure during 1990s with thpeitus that was granted by the
12 September 1980 coup d’état have also adoptethéses of the movement after
eliminating the former Marxist propositions frometie theseS® This situation went
on with an increase during the years under the mgovents of the Justice and
Development Party (AKP), especially during the d¢nah operations and trials
against various nationalist, Kemalist or leftist itens, professors, journalists,
politicians, state officials and military officersyho are accused of attempting to

topple the AKP government supposedly by an illegabanisation called

289 |bid.: pp. 12-14.

20 Gokhan Atilgan, “Yon'iinii Ararken Yolunu YitirmekPraksis(Vol. 6, 2002): p. 144.
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“Ergenekon”. The most prominent actors and figuhed use similar arguments with
that of the Yon-Devrim Movement and that claim ® the inheritors of the same
movement are the circle dfurk Solujournal, the movement that is led by gwo

Perincek and Professor Yalcin Kuguk.

Tark Soluwas first published in April 2002 by several unsity students: namely,
Gokge Firat, Erkin Yurdakul, Ozgur Erdem alrhn Kahramangu. The journal

takes its name from the famous leftist journal, acihivas being published during
1960s.Turk Solumentions Mustafa Kemal Ataturk, Nazim Hikmet, ¥i@n-Devrim

movement, the Labour Party of Turkeyif} (1961-1971, 1975-1980), Deniz
Gezmi;, Usur Mumcu and Aziz Nesin as their traditional hege&’* It defines itself

as “national leftist” against the “comprador lefis?® However, the journal is based
on pure hostility towards the various ethnic growplser than Turks in Turkey,
which they perceived as the “source of the probl&thThey rejected the Kurdish
existence, but later it is claimed that everythiingt is Turk is under attack from the
Kurds?®* Even the calls for the fraternity of the TurkishdaKurdish people are
K2.95

considered as slogans of the Kurdish illegal orgmion, PK Even the lynching

attempts to the Kurdish people in some regionswkdy are also being considered

291 Erkin Yurdakul, “Gelenek”Tiirk Solu(Vol. 1, 8 April 2002).

22 Gung Ayas, “Komprador Dgil Ulusal Sol”, Tiirk Solu(Vol. 2, 22 April 2002).
293 Gokee Firat, “Kirt’ Varsa Sorun VarTiirk Solu(Vol. 90, 12 September 2005).
294 |bid.

29 |bid.
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as “the consciousness about the probléthGokce Firat also warns the Turks not to
do their shopping from Kurdish people, not to eniter places where Kurdish music
is played, not to eat Kurdish foods or meals sush‘kebab, lahmacun” efd’
According to the journal, the main threat is theuflish incursion” to the Western
parts of Turkey and “Kurdish proliferation” in ondéo establish the “Kurdish

majority”.?%®

Another interesting figure of this line is undoullieDogu Peringek and his circle.
Peringek began his political life with the Labowar® of Turkey (TP) membership

in 1960s. He was an activist in the student unamnthe same tim&’ He was with
Mihri Belli in the journal Aydinlik Sosyalist Dergior some time, and later he left
this group. The journaProleter Devrimci Aydinliked by him was the home for
many National Democratic Revolution sympathizesswall as Maoists. He was the
leader of the Revolutionary Workers and Peasantty @& Turkey (TIiKP) before
the 12 March 1971, and after several prison yearbdtame the leader of Workers
and Peasants Party of TurkeylKP). He was imprisoned in 12 September 1980
military coup this time, and when he got free hblhed journalSacakand2000’e

Dogru. He also became the leader of the Socialist R&fy for a short time (1991-

2% |pid.
297 Gokge Firat, “Tirk @lu, Turk Kizi Tirkligini Koru!”, Tiirk Solu(Vol. 89, 29 August 2005).
298 Gokee Firat, “Kiirt Sorunu Yok, Kiitstilasi Var”, Tiirk Solu(Vol. 88, 15 August 2005).

299 For his detailed biography: Kerem Univar, ‘oPeringek”, Murat Giltekingil (ed.), “Sol”,
Modern Tiirkiye'de Siyasi Biince Vol. 8 (Istanbuliletisim, 2007): pp.710-716.
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1992) until the Constitutional Court banned thetyaHe is now the leader of the
Workers’ Party {P) since 1992, and his followers publish journaishsasAydinlik,
Bilim ve UtopyaandTeori. His circle is also broadcasting over a TV chameehed
Ulusal Kanal Dogu Perincek has always some theoretical mismatchesig
understanding of socialism, however he had a greatsformation to a purer
Kemalist way of understanding through the 2000se Tgerson, who writes,
“Kemalism is not a new and unique ideology as solaens. What is Kemalism else
than the defence of the bourgeois ideology, whishsystematized under the
leadership of the bourgeoisie of the Western c@esjtin Turkey?*®°, and also the
person, who writes, “Atatlrkculik is to do what #tik had done; it means, it is
revolutionism,®*** are the same person. The break between the edatiore leftist
past and the current nationalist stance of the VfsikParty and Perincek in
particular is very much clear in its look at therdigsh question. Perincek and his
followers sought some sort of alliance with the PKHKd its leadership within a
leftist approach. It is a well-known remark thatiReek visited Ocalan and the PKK
camps in 1991. The news #000’e Dgru through the end of 1980s like “Turkish
soldiers use chemical weapons in C&i™PKK is becoming an army®*, “Kurdish

intifada in Nusaybin®* “Hakkari's young generals® and “PKK camp

390 Dogu PerincekKemalist Devrim(Istanbul: Aydinlik, 1977): p. 87.

391 Dogu PerincekAydinlik(Vol. 3, 20 August 2006): p. 3.

%92«Tiirk Askerleri Cudi'de Kimyasal Silah Kullaniyor2000'e Dgru (23 July 1989).
303«pKK Ordulasiyor”, 2000’e D@ru (6 Agustos 1989).

304 “Nusaybin’de Kirtintifadasi”,2000’e Dgru (18 March 1990).
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commanders tell: children are not our targf&tare enough to show the sympathy of
Perincek and his followers toward the Kurdish railyt struggle in that period.
However, today the Kurdish problem, according ®Algdinlikmovement, is a “so-
called” problem that is being manipulated by the BtH the USAY" “Kurdish
question has already been resolved as a demoagtiis and freedoms,” and “our
Kurdish originated citizens have achieved their deratic rights in all fields,” writes
Perincek®®® This is “no more a democratic rights problem, Byproblem of unity
and independence against the USA imperiali&f'Workers’ Party iP) accepted
Perincek’s ideas directly in its Central Commitiee27-28 August 2005'° iP also
declared that Turks and Kurds are in a fusion geedéthin the same nation and that
“the main thing is to complete this fusiott* Ultimately, what we see is that tiie

finds two main elements in this problem: externabvpcations and incomplete

395 “Hakkari'nin Kiiciik Generalleri”2000’e D@ru (21 May 1990).

306 “PKK Kamp Komutanlari Anlatiyor: Hedefimiz Cocukl®egil”, 2000'e D@ru (3 December
1989).

%7 Mesut Yeen, “Tirkiye Solu ve Kiirt Sorunu” in Murat Giiltekjih (ed.), “Sol”, Modern
Tirkiye'de Siyasi Dgiince Vol. 8 (Istanbuliletisim, 2007): p. 1230.

398 Dogu Peringek, “Turk Ordusuna Bié Mayin Déseyene Yetki”, Aydinlik (Vol. 943, 14 August
2005).

399 |bid.
$10«jsci Partisi Merkez Komitesi KarariAydinlik(Vol. 946, 4 September 2005).

311 bid.
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assimilatior®*? Not surprisingly, the same movement considersetttension of the

rights of the non-Muslim minorities as a threathe national integrity*>

The last symbol figure of this tradition today isalyin Kucuk. Prof. Dr. Yalcin
Kiiclk has also a very interesting life st8tyHe began his student life as an activist
against the DP government in 1950s. He has alwags lactive either with his
articles in the political journals of late 196098,70s and 1980s or with his books. He
acted within the Labour Party of TurkeyiP) for some time with Behice Boran and
Sadun Aren, and he defended the Socialist Revolutiesis against the National
Democratic Revolution discussions. Although he wea® of the most favorite
friends of D@an Avcialu, he was not admitting Avcitu’s political stance™ Like
Dogu Perincek, he got closer with the Kurdish politiceovement and had direct
contacts in the late 1980s and 1988e chose to go to Paris, in his own words,

“when Tansu Ciller became the Prime Minister, Silag Demirel became the

$12yegen, op. cit.: p. 1230.

313 wakiflar Yasasr’ndaki Goérilmeyen Tehlike: VakifleSirket, Yabanci Sirketler de Vakif
Kurabilecek”,Aydinlik(17 February 2008).

314 For details: Yalgin Kucuk Net, “Biyografi”: retved from
<http://www.yalcinkucuk.net/haber_detay.asp?habetll>, last visited on 25 June 2008.

5 valcin Kiiciik,Aydin Uzerine Tezler Ii{istanbul: Tekin, 1985), pp. 177-200; Yalcin Kiigiydin
Uzerine Tezler \{Istanbul: Tekin, 1988): pp. 621-679; Yalcin Kiigckjrkiye Uzerine Tezler 1lI
(Istanbul: Tekin, 1986): pp. 285-361.

%18 For his talks with Abdullah Ocalan and other argnms on the Kurdish problem, see: Yalgin

Kk, Kiirtler Uzerine TezleIstanbul: Dénem, 1990) and Yalgin KiiciKiirt Bahgesinde Sozfe
(Ankara: Bgaak Yayinlari, 1993).
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President and when Manukyan had tax records inéytirk’ When he returned to
Turkey in 1998, he entered the prison for the aaiioiss about the connection with
the Kurdish political movement. He began to dedhwiebrew originated Dénmes
(Donmeahs) or Sabbeteans in the prison, and wrateyrhooks on them since that
time. Yalcin Kicuk claimed that there is a Hebremnéhation over the key positions
in Turkey, and he tried to prove it by showing tleéationships among the famous
and well-known figures of the society, by showiig tHebrew meanings of their
names and by presenting other examples of Juddiavimirs of these peopi&’
With his own understanding of “class”, he claimédttthe family relationships
between the same groups of people dominate theetgoand keep the whole
significant positions close to the worthy peopledsyablishing renter relationships.
Klcuk's studies led to the proliferation of antirsiist thinking in the society,
although he claims that he is not an anti-Semitishis books, he very often argues
that he only searches for “the people, who losir tlgalty to these lands.” In order
to prove that he is not an anti-Semitist, he veitgrotells that his most favorite
Turkish women figures are Halide Edip Adivar, Sab8ertel and Behice Boran, and
that all three of them have Hebrew origit¥He seems to be consistent in his ideas

that he is not bringing forth anti-Semitist anab/sélowever, especially with the

317 flker Maga, “Dr. Yalcin Kiicik ile Koruma: Tirkiye Aydinini Temsil Ediyorum” ifiker Maga
(ed.),Yalcin Kuguk’e Armgan (Istanbul: YGS, 1999): p. 46.

318 For an example of Kiiguk’s late studies: Yalcin #kigsebeke(Istanbul:ithaki, 2005).

319 Ahmet Yildiz, “Yalgin Kiigiik'leSebeke Adli Kitabi ve Edebiyat Uzerine Sayle Edebiyat ve
Elestiri (Vol. 59, January-February 2002).
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deepening of discussions related with secularisdhralgion in the rule of the AKP
governments, he began to use a nationalist diseonrihe last period. He wrote two
books on the supposed epileptic illness of the @duinister Erdgan>° Although
he was critical with Dgan Avciglu’s National Democratic Revolution in 1970s, he
is trying to send many messages to the Armed Fawdghe Kemalist segments of
the society these days, most probably in the ldck @volutionary worker clagé®
Even these activities caused him to be arrestethencriminal operation that is
claimed to be against the supposed illegal orgaarsaalled “Ergenekon”, which is
mainly defined as an organisation trying to topphe AKP government?
Nevertheless, his views on the Kurdish problem hastechanged, unlike Peringek.
In a recent interview of him, he still defends duson that “contains Abdullah
Ocalan” and he also claims that no measure, whidiudes him, would bring a

solution to the matte¥®

As it can easily be seen, there are important antigs within this tradition, as well
as significant differences with respect to theipraach to nationalism. The main
element of defining the nation seems to be theltipya the country in all these

figures that seem to be the inheritors of the Ydawidn Movement. In all these

320 valcin Kk, Caligula: Sarali Cumhur(Istanbul: Salyangoz, 2007); Yalgin KiiciEkpilepsi ile
Orgazm(Istanbul: Arkadg, 2008).

%1 |n addition to the last two works, we can also titen Yalcin Kiiciik,Sol Miidahale(Istanbul:
Salyangoz, 2007).

$2«ygn’den Ergenekon’a Yalgin KiigiikRadikal(7 January 2009).

33 «Bcalan’siz Bir Tedbir Hicbir Sonug Vermea/atan(22 December 2007).

99



figures and movements, the former socialist undadshg is mostly appeared to be
instrumentalised for the sake of Kemalism, or fog sake of lasting of the nation-
state: the Republic of Turkey. If not enemy, thiggeres and movements within this
tradition all see some sort of “threatening groupsthin the society. These are the
non-Muslim minorities in general, and the main imation is to consider these
minorities as “non-national{gayrimilli), outside the nation in other words. Only
Yalcin Kuclik has a criterion of “loyalty to the adwy” while considering the

situation of the non-Muslim minorities, and we dzt nome across with an objection
against the extension of the rights of the non-Mughinorities within the Yon-

Devrim movement.

While the exclusion of the non-Muslim segments loé tsociety is the general
tendency within this tradition, the minds are #dibit confused when to talk about
the Kurdish problem, for instance. The first appaigance within this tradition on
this problem is to deny or ignore the problem. iRgtance, the Kadro movement and
the Turk Solu movement claim that there is no Kundt{ Kurdified Turks, as we
have already discussed above. HoweVérk Solutakes this one step forward, and
calls the people to follow hostile policies andiaa$ towards the Kurds within the
country: Kurds are the open target in this casee Tést of them differ in their
understanding although they recognise the existehttee Kurdish people within the
society, but they differ in their understanding®.tdhe Yon-Devrim movement,

having recognised the existence of the Kurdish |geapd the ethnic dimension of
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the problem, also claims that the Kurds are natteon. The Y6n-Devrim movement
calls the socialists to think more on the probleasiwe have already seen above, but
they are also strictly against any Kurdish sepanatir land demands. o Peringek
and the Aydinlik movement around him, on the ottard, claim that the democratic
rights dimension of the problem has already bearamme. Nevertheless, they also
highlight the ongoing fusion and integration pracdsetween the Turkish and
Kurdish peoples, and their ultimate solution to theoblem looks like the
assimilation of the Kurds. The different figuretims issue is Yalcin Kiuguk, because

he still defends his past claims about the politieamands of the Kurds.

The tradition that we put here as the Left Kemaliftom the Kadro movement to
contemporary figures such asirk Soly Peringcek and Kigctk has some general
tendencies while defining the nation. Although tlaeg not homogenous in their way
of thinking the issues, overwhelmingly speakinggythtend to exclude the non-
Muslim minorities. However, another common featofethem while defining the
“Turkish nation” shows itself while thinking abothe Kurdish problem. Although
some of them even does not recognise the existdrszech an ethnic group, what we
understand from all their evaluations is that tlwnsider the Kurds inside the
nation, no matter whether they put them there asrdiied Turks” or “Kurds, but

not a nation”.
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The important point here is that the emphasis seldpment and the instrumentalist
usage of nationalism of the Yon-Devrim Movement dnaome theoretical roots,
which | tried to demonstrate in the first chaptedsere | outlined the theoretical
approaches on development and nationalism. The mmewes understanding of
development is similar with the diffusionist theswi of development, or the
modernisation theories let's say, which incorporationalism as an important
ingredient on the way to modernity and developmEuatthermore, the movement’s
perception of developmentalism is also similar witthe theories of
underdevelopment in the sense that they in comnmmorporate into various
conceptions of “dependency” and in their attentmmheories of “imperialism”. The
relation between uneven development and capitabsih not forgotten at all, often
underemphasised in favour of a “national front” iaga the outsider, or say
“imperialist”, exploiters. The movement’'s understang of nationalism, though
sincerely, is also a great example of the usageatbnalism as a “form of politics”
and as an ‘“instrument” in their struggle for powand legitimising their

understanding of “rapid development”.

What is more striking is the fact that the emphasis development and the
instrumentalist usage of nationalism of the Yon-iimmv Movement gradually
degraded, and left the scene for a more hardleertionary nationalism in most of

its successor actors and figuré§Nevertheless, the developmentalist stance against

324 Aytemur, op. cit. (2008): pp. 52-3.
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the capitalist path of uneven development in Turkag not totally dissolved. The
Independent Social ScientigBagimsiz Sosyal Bilimcilers a noteworthy example.
BSB was established by 18 distinguished sociahsisis of the country in 2000 with
an aim “to make society conscious against neolibpdicies that cause the
dissolution of the Turkish economy and social dtree™?® They published critical
researches and studies against the neoliberal egonpolicies that are being
implemented by the Turkish governments, againstfideal and financial policies
that are imposed by the international financialamigations such as the World Bank
and the International Monetary Fund (IMF), and dhbibe recent global economic

crisis that occurred in 2008 and 2069.

3 See: Bgimsiz Sosyal Bilimciler dktisat Grubu, “BSB 2009 Camasi (Nisan 2009)”, retrieved
from < http://www.bagimsizsosyalbilimciler.orglast visited on 25 June 2009.

3% The three most recent studies of the BSB are tiBzgemsiz Sosyal Bilimciler2008 Kayaginda

Turkiye: Siyasetiktisat ve Toplunfistanbul: Yordam Kitap, 2008)MF Gdzetiminde On Uzun Yil,
1998-2008: Farkli Hukumetler, Tek Siyaéistanbul: Yordam Kitap, 20077J;urkiye’de ve Diinyada
Ekonomik Bunalim, 2008-20@&tanbul: Yordam Kitap, 2009).
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