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_ I 

I n t r o d u c t i o n 

D u r i n g this spring, I received a kind invitation for w h i c h I am ext
remely thankful to your Institute, to the Rector, Prof. de Vries , to the 
Dean of Studies, D r . Cahbot and to the G e n . Sec. of the M S S R C , Prof. 
Nieuwenhizze, on behalf of myself and of the Institute of Economics 
and Sociology of the Istanbul's University. It has been really a great 
pleasure for me to have the opportunity of talking to you about some of 
the social and economic problems of Turkey. 

Before I start with my speech. I w o u l d like to stress the following 
points. 

I n the days when I received a conference invitation from I.S.S. and 
M.S .S .R .S . some economists and sociologists in Turkey were, by organi
sing conference series and by publishing some articles in scientific reviews, 
commemorating the 90. tih birth anniversary of a famous T u r k i s h Soci
ologist, Ziya Gökalp, who proved his i 'alue even in the West. I request 
your permission to handle as the start point of m y speech, this great 
thinker who had, at the sametime, a strong spirit of sociology as an eco
nomist. In the Library of yourlnstitute two valuable studies written in 
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E n g l i s h , the first one by D r . Z . Y. Hershlag who had been in I .S.S. before 
and the second by Prof. H y d , a well-known Turcologist from Israel . 

Secondly, as D r . Chabot writes in his nice paper of introduction, and" 
as Prof. Nieuwenhuijze said in his introductory speech, this is actually 
my second stay in T h e Hague. In fact, eight years ago, I was one of the 
reporters of the Seminar on Turkey, organized by your I . S . S . I a l w a y s 
remember it with great pleasure, that very useful scientific experience. 

T h i r d l y , I would like to confess here, very sincerely, that my speech 
can be considered as a single description of some intellectual trends re
lating to Turkish economics. T h i s description wil l be full of many l ingu
istic defects and' with some unpleasant pronounciations, for which I ask 
in advance, your forgiveness and tolerance. 

F inal ly , a few words about the choosing of our subject. As the I . S . S . . 
would not hint at nor impose a definite subject, I felt complete freedom 
in deciding on one. L e t me remind you that the title of my report, pre
sented to the previous Seminar on Turkey was as follows: Social Changes 
in Mustafa KemaTs Turkey1. D u r i n g that Seminar, the Students asked m e 
many questions. One of these questions was about the leading group, 
about the Elite, about the Intelligentsia and its role in the process of the 
social changes in Turkey of 1923 - 1938. Perhaps, being within these so
cial events themselves, prevents the Turks , even the T u r k i s h sociologists, 
from appreciating them quite properly. 

T h e attendants of that Seminar were mostly from underdeveloped, 
or developing countries. Consequently, they were extremely interested 
in some common problems. T h e questions they put forth were quite i m 
portant, such as: 

— The present state and the future of religious problems in Turkey 
— Integration of ethnic and religious minorities in Turkey 
— The behaviour of the Turkish Intelligensia vis-a-vis economic develop

ment, and, so on.-' 

It w i l l be shown later on that one of the reasons of the coup - d'Etat 
of 1960 is to be seen partly in the necessity to replace or to complete the 
Economic Development, that is to say, the Industrialization Policy, witb 
the Community Development, relating to the Turkish peasantry and to 
its rural problems. T h e enormous effort for a rapid, from above guided, 
industrialization, must be replaced, if not entirely but partly with the 
Agrar Policy, with the social improvement of the rural classes, until now 
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willingly or unwillingly is neglected. T h u s , the policy of industriali
zation, practices in some limited and already advanced regions of Turkey, 
must be replaced with the problems concerning the rural Anatolia, the 
population of w h i c h constitutes roughly 80 % of the total population of 
Turkey . Under the influence of this viewpoint change, a new Ministry, 
"Ministry of Rural Affairs", is added to the série of Ministries. In connec
tion with this, the agricultural cooperatives are gaining a very great im
portance. A new cooperative movement starts enthusiastically and creates 
a new Cooperatist Intelligentsia among academic and non-academic 
circles. T h e T u r k i s h Parliament will discuss next month a new project of 
a law which will unify the existing different cooperative laws, in a gene
ral and universal cooperative legislation. 

I n my introduction, I gave you this information in order to show 
w h y your M S S R C in collaboration with the Institute of Economics and 
Sociology chose as the subject for Istanbul's eSminar, held during Feb
ruary 1965, the topic of Economic Development anil Cooperative Molle
ment in Turkey3. 

I would like in this way to combine in my speech some elements to 
two Seminars (Seminar of 1957 : T h e Hague, Seminar of 1965 : Is tanbul) , 
and to assure a kind of continuity between them. 

— I I — 

A t y p o l o g i c a l e s s a y 

It is needless to say that there is interrelationship between the his
torical and the social structure of a country, and its Intelligentsia as a whole. 
D u r i n g the last two decades this mere term of Intelligentsia has been the 
favourite subject of many sociologists. I would like to put aside the his
torical phases of the Turkish Intelligentsia'' and begin with the present 
period which can be divided as follows: 

T. Period of Mustafa Kemal (1919-1938); 

I I . Period of İsmet İnönü (1938-1950); 

I I I . Period of the Democratic Party ( D r . P. 1950-1960) ; 

I V . Period of "National Unity Committee" ( N . U . C . 1960-1961): 

V . Period of Coalitions (1961-1965). 
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N o w . let ns have a short look at these periods f r o m the angle of our 
M l l l j ' - H . 

D u r i n g this f irst p e r i o d of t w o decades (1919-1938) w h i c h lasts t i l l 
the d e a t h oi M . K . a p a r t of the T u r k i s h Inte l l igents ia consisted o f those 
. intel lectuals b e l o n g i n g to the previous periods of the T u r k i s h ( O t t o m a n ) 
E m p i r e . E\ en M . K . and his m i l i t a r y and c iv i l f r iends were educated d u 
r i n g 1900-1923 and they took p a r t i n the R e v o l u t i o n of 1908. A n o t h e r 
.section of the Intel lectuals t ransformed f r o m the m i l i t a r y g r o u p to the 
c i v i l servants class. D u r i n g the p a r t i c u l a r p e r i o d of 1919-1930 the I n t e l l i -
gentia and a part of the landlords - cal led aga i n r u r a l circles, a n d Bek, 
Beg or Bey in u r b a n centres - w o r k e d together w i t h M . K. \s g r o u p for 
the w a r of Independence and lor the r e b i r t h of a new T u r k e y . 

B u t later, w h e n an extremely enthusiastic Westernization process 
s tarted, these landlords w h o represent a sort of feodal is in , and w i t h t h e m 
Ule-mas and the Sheyks, ( the M o s l i n i T h e Ologians and M y s t i c s ) were 
left o u t of the process of current T u r k i s h social and c u l t u r a l changes. 
D u r i n g this p e r i o d the in te l l igents ia has h a d a verv d y n a m i c character. 
Th is d y n a c i s m speeded u p the process of Wes tern iza t ion w h ich h a d been 
c o n t i n u i n g for almost about a h u n d r e d and f i f t v years 1 . 

D u r i n g the nineteenth century and for decades of the t w e n t i e t h 
century , the in te l lec tual circles usual ly ha d t h e i r f o r m a t i o n in the h i g h 
m i l i t a r and c i v i l schools of I s t a n b u l . V e r y l e w of t h e m had the chance to 
comple te their educat ion in G e r m a i n " and in France. But . d u r i n g the 
f irst p e r i o d . M . K . and his g r o u p realised the necessity of spreading the 
e d u c a t i o n of inte l lectuals t h r o u g h o u t the country . 

I t was one of his greatest ideals a n d his f i rs t experiment , the estab
lishment of a L a w Facul ty i n Ankara i n 1925. W i t h the a d d i t i o n of f ive 
ether Faculties, the second' University of Turkey i n A n k a r a was establis
hed w i t h the a i m of e d u c a t i n g people in all professions. So, the per iod 
of 1988-1950 had its inte l lectual circles suppl ied by these new educat ional 
ins t i tn l ions. 

B o t h Ihe periods of Mustafa K e m a l Atatürk and İsmet İnönü were 
based o n a U n i q u e - P a r t y system, except for some short p e r i o d of democ
ratic experiments . B u t after 1946. a great tendency towards a M u l t i - P a r t y 
systeni began to appear as a result of the following reasons. 

F i r s t of a l l , a great increase i n p o p u l a t i o n ( i n 1927 : 18,648,270 ir 
1960 : 2T.0-0.000 and now in 1965 : probabK 82 mill ions) . One of the 
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results o l this increase and u n p r o p o r t i o n a l g r o w t h of the graduates o f 
h igher educat ional ins t i tu t ions : T h e n u m b e r of the intel lectuals is increasing 
as w e l l '. 

O n the other h a n d , the Second W o r l d W a r ended w i t h the v i c t o r y 
of countries b e l o n g i n g to the democrat ic camp, and t h r o u g h o u t t h e 
W a r , T u r k e y stayed' neutra l w i t h sympathy towards the democracy . 

I n this w a y the D e m o c r a t i c Party, that is the second pol i t i ca l par ty , 
e tune into existence as a result of some internal and external factors. One-
of the characteristics of ihis new p o l i t i c a l p a r t y was that its intellectuals, , 
its " E l i t e " were almost complete ly c ivi l ians . Because of this characterist ic 
of the s tructure of the D e m o c r a t i c Party w h i c h came to p o w e r after a 
free election in 1950, some f o r e i g n and domest ic p o l i t i c a l observers be
gan to p o i n t o u t the positive results of the process of Westernization i n 
T u r k e y , they even t h o u g h t of i n c l u d i n g T u r k e y in the g r o u p of free a n d 
democrat ic nations w h i c h keep their armies away f r o m pol i t i cs . 

Here I w o u l d l ike to note that since the t r a n s f o r m a t i o n of the ancient 
military system of Yeniçeri in to a m o d e r n a r m y in the e ighteenth century, 
the T u r k i s h A r m y and the m i l i t a r y Intelligentsia a lways kept away f r o m 
politics. O n l y w h e n the circumstances made i t necessary they interfered* 
temporarily. T h e A r m y was mostly satisfied w i t h the m a n a g i n g capac i ty 
of the c i v i l servants and c i v i l pol i t i c ians . W e t h i n k that this b e h a v i o u r of 
the T u r k i s h A r m i e s is due to an educat ion s imi lar to those in Western 
countries. A c t u a l l y the westernized m i l i t a r y teach ing i n T u r k e y was b e i n g 
d i r e c t e d d u r i n g the nineteenth century b y a g r o u p of f o r e i g n m i l i t a r y 
teachers and b y some T u r k i s h officers sent to western countries for t h e i r 
professional e d u c a t i o n 0 . 

B u t the internal a n d even fore ign satisfaction, clue to the d o m i n a t i n g 
p o w e r of c i v i l p o l i t i c a l d i r e c t i o n d u r i n g the p e r i o d of 1950-1960 d i d not 
last long . T h e existence of the R e p u b l i c a n Party — f o u n d e d b y M . K . A t a 
türk, stayed in p o w e r for 27 years — and its new" f u n c t i o n as an o p p o s i t i o n 
par ty be tween 1950-1960 d i d not please the D e m o c r a t i c Party at al l . I f t h e 
D e m o c r a t i c Party, its c i v i l In te l l igents ia w e r e a p o l i t i c a l a n d adminis t 
rat ive organizat ion f r o m a m i l i t a r y b a c k g r o u n d , w e c o u l d perhaps have-
explained this nervous b e h a v i o u r as a result of str ict m i l i t a r y educat ion . 
H o w c o u l d such a new civ i l ian po l i t i ca l Elite adopts such a negativ e, n o n -
democrat ic , ant i -western a t t i t u d e t o w a r d s an opposi t ion? P u t t i n g th i s 
psychological p o i n t aside. I w o u l d l ike to ascertain that the c o u p cî'Etat 
tak ing place on the 27 th M a y 1960 can be considered as a result of t h e 
nervousness and non-tolerant p o l i t i c a l behaviour of the D e m o c r a t i c Party. 
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T h e m i l i t a r y revolut ions h a p p e n i n g d u r i n g the last century of the 
T u r k i s h h is tory h a d general ly a t e m p o r a r y nature . C i v i l government w e r e 
a l l o w e d to come to p o w e r soon. I f any m i l i t a r y m a n w a n t e d to stay i n 
pol i t i cs he had to resing f r o m the A r m y . Th is last p o i n t has been analysed 
b y some Western observers. For instance. E. H e r r i o t , a f o r m e r F r e n c h 
P r i m e Minis ter , points o u t in his book ( O r i e n t , 1934, Paris, Chapter I V ) 
that A t a t i i r k was never to be seen after t h e W a r of Independence of 1928 
in m i l i t a r y out f i t s i n any occasion. On the other h a n d , i n the h i s tory of 
m i l i t a r y revolut ions , i t is q u i t e possible t o meet m a n y occasions, w h e r e 
m i l i t a r y men keep their u n i f o r m s and grades after revolut ions . E v e n w h e n 
c ivi l ians make a r e v o l u t i o n they sometimes prefer to be seen i n m i l i t a r y 
o u t f i t s i n p u b l i c a n d t r y to acquire grades for themselves q u i t e generously! 

T h e M i l i t a r y C o m m i t t e e , w l r i c h made the C o u p d ' E t a t de 1960, f i n a l l y 
left p o w e r to the c ivi l ians . B u t before leav i n g the p o w e r , the N . U . C . ( N a 
t i o n a l U n i t y C o m m i t t e e ) emphasized the necessity of the f o r m a t i o n of so
me organizat ions in order to s trengthen a n d guarantee the democrat ic 
regime. T h u s , the N . U . C . can be considered as the forerunner of some 
new organisms and ins t i tu t ions , such as State Economic Planning Centre, 
Constituant Assembly, a n e w Constitution, a new Election Law, a Senate. 
I n this w a y , the re-establishment o f the m u l t i - p a r t y system and the for
m a t i o n o f today's C o a l i t i o n G o v e r n m e n t are p a r t l y connected w i t h th is 
last p e r i o d of I 9 6 0 7 . 

— I l l — 

E c o n o m i c P o l i c y a n d t h e I n t e l l e c t u a l s 

A f t e r descr ib ing v e r y shor t ly the p o l i t i c a l side of T u r k i s h Inte l l igents ia . 
I pass n o w to the economic aspect of o u r p r o b l e m . 

I n re la t ion to economic deve lopment p o l i c y , the T u r k i s h Elite can 
be classified as f o l l o w s : 

T h e f irst g r o u p of some economists or some economic wr i te rs are 
s t i l l i n f l u e n c e d b y the l i b e r a l d o c t r i n e of n ineteenth century . A c c o r d i n g 
to them, the u n d e r d e v e l o p e d state of the T u r k i s h economics was a result 
of the meaningless interference of the State. A sort of "Etatism' or "In-
teroentionism" p r e v e n t e d a n d prevents s t i l l the economic i m p r o v e m e n t 
of the c o u n t r y . 
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I n real i ty, the government had prepared a l a w in order to encourage 
the pr ivate sector even before M . K . A t a t i i r k , tha t is to say. before 1919. 
D i n i n g the f i rs t decade of the Republ i c . 1919-1933, a second law was 
p r o m u l g a t e d again, i n v i t i n g the T u r k i s h investors and enterprises to use 
all k inds of economic and f inanc ia l faci l i t ies of this encourag ing legisla
t i o n . T h e f i rs t (1913) and the second (1927) Law of the Industrial En
couragement w e r e condemned to be lettres-mortes. T h e T u r k i s h entrep-
t r e p r e u n i a l g r o u p do not show the same att i tudes that w e r e and are n o w 
quite t y p i c a l in Western Bourgeoisie such as 1) economic courage, 2) collec
t i n g p r i v a t e savings and f o r m i n g capi ta l , and f i n a l l y 3) great intentions 
f o r a g r i c u l t u r a l and i n d u s t r i a l investments, not o n l y in the already i n 
dust r ia l ized regions, b u t also in the v e r y remote to v iews of Centra l and 
Eastern A n a t o l i a w h i c h are considered b y economists as the most under
developed regions of a d e v e l o p i n g c o u n t r y . T h e savings that this entrep-
reuuial g r o u p can collect together w i t h their o w n capita l is most ly inves
ted in short t e r m internal and external c o m m e r c i a l business, or in land 
b u i l d i n g speculations. T h e T u r k i s h cooperatist Inte l l igents ia is always 
c o m p l a i n i n g on this p o i n t and , consequently, s y m p a t h i z i n g w i t h very 
c rue l ly e x p l o i t e d consumers en masse". 

T h e second g r o u p of economists and some non-academic thinkers 
w a n t to i n v i t e the State to take t h e industr ia l i sa t ion and the i m p r o v e m e n t 
of the a g r i c u l t u r a l sector. T h e f irst exper iment of this takeover was made 
in 1915-1917 and the second began after 1934. For this second "etatist" ex
per iment , the T u r k i s h l iberals and some fore ign w r i t e r s were — and st i l l 
are — saying that this State-guided economic p o l i c y is i n f l u e n c e d b y the 
Russian p lanned indus t r ia l i sa t ion . I n fact that is not t rue . T h e state t r i e d 
this exper iment before the Russian r e v o l u t i o n of 1917. T h e second a t tempt 
i n 1S34 was made not u n d e r an ideo log ica l g u i d i n g , b u t under the inf luence 
of some educat ional pr inc ip les . One of these principles was " t o in i t ia te the 
people for economic enterprise" . I n d e e d , the p l a n n e d indust r ia l i sa t ion m o 
vement that started in 1934 has a lready created, a n e w g r o u p of entrepre
neurs, w h o later left the p u b l i c sector and became p r i v a t e enterprisers. 
T h e v are w o r k i n g sometimes together w i t h the State. T h i s t r e n d , repre
sented b y a t h i r d g r o u p of economists, is described as a " M i x t u r e of t w o 
sectors: Publ i c . r>rivate". 

T h e l i m i t e d amount of i n d u s t r i a l investment then — that is to say 
I he new entrepreneurs — m o s l l v d i d and do st i l l together w i t h the p u b l i c 
sector, can be seen in a f e w spots on ly , such as the indus t r ia l cities of 
I s tanbul , Ankara . I z m i r . Consequently , the most underdeve loped regions. 
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as w e m e n t i o n e d above, are left almost w i t h o u t any e f f ic ient i n v e s t m e n t . 
T h e importance of a g r i c u l t u r e was never realized and so no a t t e m p t for 
its i m p r o v e m e n t s were made . 

As I said, the pr iva te sector showed no interest i n this respect. T h e 
v e r y big, unexpected g r o w t h in r u r a l p o p u l a t i o n shows us an a la rming 
great r u r a l exodus, t o w a r d s the already l i m i t e d u r b a n centres. I n t h e m e 
a n t i m e , some developed countries of Europe , i n c l u d i n g N e t h e r l a n d s , ha
ve been d e m a n d i n g workers f r o m T u r k e y . T h i s s i tuat ion t e m p o r a r i l y re
l ieves the danger of this r u r a l exodus and its a l a r m i n g results. T h e c o m 
p a r a t i v e sociology of the w o r k i n g classes can see i n these very i n t e r e s t i n g 
p h e n o m e n a of exodus and of m i g r a t o r y m o v e m e n t s of the T u r k i s h w o r 
kers some similarit ies w i t h d e v e l o p i n g countries of E u r o p e d u r i n g the 
n i n e t e e n t h century' ' . 

— IV — 

A N e w R u r a l So c i o 1 o g y 

I t is a fact that economic and social organs are the m a i n factors that 
g i v e o r i e n t a t i o n to the economics of u n d e r d e v e l o p e d or d e v e l o p i n g co
untr ies . N o w . , w e shall stress the necessity of this fact , t h o u g h t in the sa
m e Gesialt f r o m the T u r k i s h v i e w p o i n t . 

I t is very se ldom that our economists g ive any a t tent ion to the social 
a n d cultural aspects of economic deve lopment . M a n y plans and projects 
are p r e p a r e d w i t h the he lp of very famous theories of the Western , 
or — since the end of W o r l d W a r I I — A m e r i c a n economists! that's a l l ! 
I f the experiences and the i r effects in t h e f i e l d of pract ice do not g ive 
t h e expected results, not the theories and their T u r k i s h representatives, 
b u t the facts and the r e a l i t y i tself are responsible. 

W e have, fortunately, some cases w h i c h show us that the T u r k i s h 
economic taught is b e g i n n i n g to get r i d o f the k i n d of scholastic behavi 
our, and is s tar t ing to b e i m b u e d w i t h a sociological m e n t a l i t y . 

Since the b e g i n n i n g of the X X t h century , the T u r k i s h sociologists, 
have h a d always insisted t h a t Economics must be in v e r y close contact 
a n d c o l lab o r a t io n w i t h Economic sociology. Prof. U . H e y d has already-
expla ined the m e t h o d o l o g y of a great T u r k i s h sociologist . Ziya Gbkalp. 
in his b o o k , p u b l i s h e d i n 1947 i n L o n d o n ' " . 
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I n fact, Z i y a G ok a lp t h o u g h t , even before the Russian R e v o l u t i o n of 
1917, tha t the social s t ruc ture of some u n d e r d e v e l o p e d countries — and 
of T u r k e y — needed an economic deve lopment p o l i c y w h i c h must be 
g u i d e d and f inanced b y the State. For, the p r i v a t e domest ic enterprise 
" i s too weak to carry out a comprehensive p r o g r a m m e of economic de
v e l o p m e n t 1 ' " . Let 's quote some phrases: " T h e r e f o r e , o u r State, our Pro
vinces and our M u n i c i p a l i t i e s , must take the i n i t i a t i v e and start indust 
r ia l undertakings w i t h the h e l p of fore ign experts 1 '"'." Besides, he ascer
tained that " i t is necessary f i rs t to s tudy the economic rea l i ty w i t h the 
he lp o f the sociological v i e w p o i n t , and then to organize a new M i n i s t r y 
of E c o n o m i c A f f a i r s " . 

T h i s concept ion of a State g u i d e d economic p o l i c y h a d considerably 
i n f l u e n c e d d u r i n g the First W o r l d W a r . B u t the collapse of the T u r k i s h 
E m p i r e , w i t h its des t ruct ive consequences, d i d n o t p e r m i t to its c o n t i n u 
at ion . A f t e r the W a r of Indepenclance (1919-1923), the new Republ ic , 
established a M i n i s t r y of Economics , and f o l l o w e d , after 1933, a State 
g u i d e d and p l a n n e d economic p o l i c y , the target of w h i c h was especially 
an accelerated i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n . 

Some domest ic and f o r e i g n economists are w r o n g l y c o n s i d e r i n g this 
k i n d of o r i e n t a t i o n as b e i n g the i m i t a t i o n of Soviet economic p o l i c y , i n 
fac t this p o l i c y is n o t . b u t the c o n t i n u a t i o n o f economic p o l i c y of our 
T u r k i s h sociologist, be fore the Russian R e v o l u t i o n . A c c o r d i n g to the v i e w 
of Professor U . H e y d , " i t m u s t be considered as the real izat ion of the 
previous t h o u g h t of Ziya Gokalprv'. 

Moreover there is a v e r y i m p o r t a n t di f ference b e t w e e n the sociolo
gical v i e w p o i n t of our sociologist and the p o l i c y of the R e p u b l i c a n T u r 
key. Z i y a G o k a l p has a svstem of thoughts , w h i c h takes i n t o account the 
T u r k i s h Economics as a w h o l e , a i m i n g to the i n d u s t r i a l as w e l l as to the 
a g r i c u l t u r a l deve lopment of the E m p i r e of 1914. T h e n e w R e p u b l i c pa- , 
y e d a l l its a t ten t ion only to the i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n . A f t e r the coup - (VEtai 
de 1960, the v i e w p o i n t o f our sociologist appears again and influences 
the economic and social p o l i c y of T u r k e y in such a w a y , tha t f r o m n o w 
on the problems of the "society d e v e l o p m e n t " , w h i c h a i m e d only to i n 
dustr ia l ize some u r b a n centres must be considered in close connect ion 
w i t h the " c o m m u n i t y d e v e l o p m e n t " . I n other w o r d s , i t is necessary that 
the nat ional state behaves at the same t i m e as representat ive of the pe
asantry, w h i c h constitutes r o u g h l y 80 % 0 f the w h o l e p o p u l a t i o n . One 
must establish at least a paral le l i sm between t w o policies, i n such a m a n -
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ner t h a t the ' 'divorce" leaves its place to a new ' ' remarr iage" , as w e have 
a l r e a d y hinted above. F r o m an economic po in t of v iew, die i n d u s t r i a l i 
s a t i o n p o l i c y must be g u i d e d together w i t h the improv ement of a g r i c u l 
ture , w h i c h w i l l organica l ly prepare a f terwards the condi t ions o f some 
a g r i c u l t u r a l industries. 

T h a t is the f irst p o i n t . T h e second p o i n t is tha t the gap b e t w e e n the 
i n d u s t r i a l i z e d — urbanized centres and rura l regions should be n o t so 
large . Otherwise the vi l lage w i l l m a i n t a i n its "social d i v o r c e " f r o m the 
u r b a n n e i g h b o u r h o o d . 

T h i r d l y , the educat ional p o l i c y has to lake i n t o account the necessity 
•of this u r b a n - r u r a l c o n c i l i a t i o n . A n d f i n a l l y , g iven t h a t the T u r k i s h R e p u b 
l i c considers itself a m o n g the free and democra t i c countries, the p o l i t i c a l 
i m p o r t a n c e of the peasantry is evident . As Professor J. S. S z y b o w i c z 
Mays" T h e recent developments i n T u r k e y have once again d e m o n s t r a t e d 
the i m p o r t a n t role that the peasantry w i l l p lay in d c t e r m i n g the c o u n t r y ' s 
f u t u r e . O n l y a reconc i l ia t ion between the peasantry and the G o v e r n m e n t , 
a r e a l i z a t i o n on both parts , that they must learn to w o r k together f o r the 
g o o d o f the country , can save democracy in T u r k e y ' 4 . " 

A m o n g these f o u r points — that is to say: economic, social, p e d a g o g i 
cal a n d pol i t ica l — the t h i r d p o i n t has at tracted the a t tent ion o f some 
e d u c a t i o n a l leaders, the establishment of 22 teacher's t r a i n i n g Schools, 
ca l led u n d e r the name of c'Kciy Emtitiileri - Village Institutes" is one 

•of the results of this educat ion p o l i c e f d o n ' t need to recount to y o u here 
the adv enture of these " I n s t i t u t e s " . 1 , 1 w o u l d l ike o n l y to show v o u its 
r e l a t i o n s h i p w i t h the f i rs t part of our speech: In te l l igents ia . 

T o w a r d s the end of 1945, a v o t i n g village teacher, w h o after c o m p 
l e t i n g one of these " V i l l a g e I n s t i t u t e s " , i n the virginity of Kayseiri was 
des ignated , as a primary school teacher tor the v i l lage Niirgiiz. D u r i n g 
this t i m e he w r o t e and p u b l i s h e d a book : " B i z i m K o y — O u r V i l l a g e " . This 
p u b l i c a t i o n has been a sensational event in T u r k e y as w e l l as abroad. A n 
E n g l i s h Turco logis t . Sir W . Deedes translated i t i n t o Engl i sh and p u b 
lished i t in L o n d o n " ' . T h i s p u b l i c a t i o n gave an o p p o r t u n i t y to m a n y fo
r e i g n scholars, w r i t e r s and juornal ists , interested in T u r k i s h social p r o b 
lems. A f t e r the p u b l i c a t i o n and the t rans la t ion of this one-sided, b u t i n 
t e r e s t i n g hook, a k i n d of r u r a l or rural is t inte l lec tual group became — 
and s t i l l becomes — very act ive in the f ie ld of l i t e rary publ icat ions as 
w e l l as i n that of social w r i t i n g s . F r o m n o w on, more abroad — especially 
i n E n g l a n d — than i n T u r k e y , w e see a very interesting sociological and 
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socio-psychological studies, us ing and u t i l i z i n g as materials the content 
of this book : "Our Village". W e consider it as a l i terary react ion to the 
T u r k i s h Economic Policy of the f irst h a l f of the t w e n t i e t h century . As 
w e have already h i n t e d above, this pol i ce has neglected the economic and 
social i m p r o v e m e n t of the r u r a l regions. 

N o w begins in T u r k e y a v e r y "enthus ias t i c " current , w h i c h wants t o 
create a new T u r k i s h Rura l Economics and T u r k i s h Rura l Sociology. W e 
hope that this "enthus ias t i c " m o v e m e n t w i l l not be d e p r i v e d f r o m some 
" r e a l i s t i c " b e h a v i o u r s 1 7 . 

— V — 

A N e w R u r a l E c o n o m i c s 

N o w after f o u r decades, w e are g o i n g back to the system of thoughts 
of Z . Goka lp , t h r o u g h a g r o u p of y o u n g T u r k i s h sociologists and econo
mists. W i t h great pleasure I i n t r o d u c e y o u to one of t h e m , M r . Y. U l k e n . 
Professeur — Agrégé at the F a c u l t y of Economics of I s t a n b u l . I n his re
cent ly p u b l i s h e d book, he discusses v e r y seriously the meeanic and or 
ganic v iews of the society as a w h o l e a n d especially the economic p o l i c y , 
r e l a t i n g to the economic p l a n n i n g " . H e also attracts our a t tent ion to a 
n e w m e t h o d o l g y for T u r k e y , w h i c h must be related not o n l y to p u r e eco
n o m i c side of rea l i ty , b u t also to its extra-economic factors. I n other w o r d s , 
economics must be considered in connect ion w i t h economic psychology 
and sociology. For instance, if an underdev e loped c o u n t r y has no upper , or 
l o w e r m i d d l e classes, that is to say its Bourgeoisie, i t w o u l d be c o m p l e t e l y 
meanningless to be inspired b y a h i g h l y deve loped c o u n t r y and b y its 
economic p o l i c y . I f an u n d e r d e v e l o p e d area is d e p r i v e d of p o l i t i c a l sta
b i l i t y , neither domest ic , nor fore ign credi t can help its economic i m p r o 
vement . T h e ecenornic m e n t a l i t y . The concept of the World and Societij 
is one of the m a i n d e t e r m i n g factors i n this case. Short ly said, this m e t 
hodologica l v i e w must be taken into account i f w e w a n t to inf luence the-
socio-economic s tructure . Otherwise , our efforts w i l l be condemned to 
be ineffect ive . U n d e r the l i g h t of this k i n d of m e t h o d o l o g i c a l p r i n c i p a l , 
one uuders tandv very w e l l w h y , despite the economic p o l i c y , w h i c h has 
conducted T u r k e y to an enthusiastic i n d u s t r i a l i s a t i o n , the economy as a 
w h o l e has stayed almost unaf fec ted . Th is state of things is described b y 
m a n y economic wr i te rs . W h a t are the m a i n reasons of tins ineffectiveness?' 
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O u r v o u u g economist explains this very clearly w i t h the h e l p of non-eco
n o m i c fac tors ' 9 . 

U n d e r the inf luence ol the new economic w r i t i n g s , w e see the emer
g e n c y o l an economic pol icy w h i c h considers "community" and especially 
the r u r a l l i fe more v i t a l than "soc ie ty" , that means the regions of the u r b a n 
centres. T h e last per iod of our t y p o l o g y about me T u r k i s h I n t e l l i g e n t s i a 
shows that after 1960 a very i m o p r t a n t change takes place in this d i r e c t i o n . 
T h u s , the first Economic Plan of 1963-1967, prepared under the s u p e r v i s i o n 
of y o u r famous economist . Professor T i n b e r g e n , f o l l o w i n g one of the c l a u 
ses of the new T u r k i s h C o n s t i t u t i o n , takes into considerat ion all branches 
of the co-operat ive abov e ment ioned Seminar of MSSRC, d u r i n g t h e Feb
ruary of 1965. M r . Celal Uzel , General Secretary o f the T u r k i s h Co-opera-
t i v t Associat ion, gives us very useful explanations about the direc t ives 
o f this Plan'-'". A n o t h e r member of the Seminar attracts our a t t e n t i o n a n d 
says " I n the First 5 years Plan, w h i c h is equal i n force to the laws f r o m the 
p o i n t of v i e w that i t has been approved b y the T u r k i s h Par l iament , i t 
w a s foreseen that the reasons creat ing obstacles against cooperat ive m o 
v e m e n t s w i l l be suppressed.. ." Short ly said, all papers on the economic de
velopment and the co-operat ion , re lat ing especially to the major p r o b l e m 
o l the T u r k i s h economics. 

F i r s t of al l . a g r i c u l t u r a l deve lopment t h r o u g h the a g r i c u l t u r a l credit 
co-operat ives the n u m b e r of w h i c h was at the end of the last year, 1655 
a n d t h r o u g h the a g r i c u l t u r a l sales co-operatives and the i r Unions , the 
n u m b e r of w h i c h are respectively 226 and 13. F i n a l l y , the a g r i c u l t u r a l 
p r e d i c t i o n co-operatives are taken into considerat ion in o r d e r to i m p r o v e 
t h e T u r k i s h a g r i c u l t u r e as a w h o l e . U n t i l now. w e see o n l y in the f i e l d 
of the sugar beat p r o d u c t i o n , some experiences of these kinds of co-ope
ra t ive . A c c o r d i n g to the report presented to the a lready ment ioned Se
m i n a r there are 18 Sugar Beat Production Co-operatives i n T u r k e y of 
today 's w h i c h are g u i d e d f r o m above, in order to " f a m i l i a r i z e the T u r 
k i s h Peasantry to the m o d e r n a g r i c u l t u r a l technique' - ' 1 . " T h e F irs t T u r 
k i s h E c o n o m i c Plan is a i m i n g at the extension of this k i n d of p r o d u c t i o n 
co-operat ives to all branches of the T u r k i s h a g r i c u l t u r e , w h i c h is in a 
v e r y p o o r and p r i m i t i v e s i tuat ion . W e observe n o w a m o n g the T u r k i s h 
economic Inte l l igents ia , a new m o v e m e n t , w h i c h cri t ic ise such an exten
sion p o l i c y . One is a f r a i d that this k i n d o f a g r i c u l t u r a l p o l i c y can create 
a m o n g t h e rura l p o p u l a t i o n , r i g h t l y or w r o n g l y , an impress ion of the 
' ' K o l h o z i s a t i o n . " 
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There is another p r o b l e m , w h i c h constitutes a very great d i f f i c u l t y 
for such an economic p o l i c y . T h e w o r s t d r a w b a c k to the T u r k i s h agr i 
c u l t u r e is the s p l i t t i n g u p of the lands i n t o smal l strips. Each peasant 
f a m i l y has of ten — i t depends o l course o n the regions of A n a t o l i a — 5, 
10, and more strips and all these are m i x e d together w i t h odier farms 
of the v i l lage . T h e Plan of 1963 - 1967 wants to make the f i rs t step t o 
wards a m o r p h o l o g i c a l change: to d i s l r u b u t e to the v i l l ager whose lands 
are sp l i t some avai lable terrains , in such a w a y that they w i l l get l a n d 
all in one, or t w o pieces i n order to increase their a g r i c u l t u r a l p r o d u c t i 
vit ies and to fac i l i ta te the process of mechanizat ion in agr icu l ture . 

Today 's T u r k e y is very busy w i t h these t w o d i f f i c u l t i e s , w h i c h are 
r e l a t i n g at t h e same t ime , to some ideologica l quest ions. I f the r u r a l 
c o m m u n i t i e s under the leadership of their , o w n leaders, the i r o w n e d u 
cated social workers and co-operators, a t t e m p t to take i n t o considera
t ion the necessary solut ion, one has n o t h i n g to say. B u t , g iven the state 
o f things i n the M i d d l e Eastern countries , i t is not so easy t o say 
that this w a y can be exper imented . A c c o r d i n g to some groups of the 
T u r k i s h Inte l l igensia w h o are q u a l i f y i n g themselves as socialists, the 
State must force the people to leave their vi l lages a n d to go out so
mewhere , w h e r e they w i l l get land in one or t w o pieces. Besides, the 
co-operatist intel lectuals are d e p l o y i n g al l k inds of efforts i n order to 
i m p r o v e the co-operative m o v e m e n t , at least i n some sectors such as 
the a g r i c u l t u r e , or the artisanat and the small-scale industr ies t h r o u g h 
their co-operatives. T h e y have even their o w n economic p h i l o s o p h y , 
w h i c h w i l l conduce l i k e l y T u r k e y to an expected, organic and rooted 
indus t r ia l i za t ion , instead of a mechanica l ly accelerated and State-guided 
one, as w e have seen d u r i n g the last three decades in T u r k e y . W e 
hope that the Seminar of M S S R C of I s t a n b u l v, i l l encourage the 
T u r k i s h co-operatist intel lectuals in this d i r e c t i o n . 

— V I -

8 o m e r i t i cl r a t i o n s 

As f i n a l remarks, w e are g o i n g to m o v e to some cr i t i ca l and analys-
t ical parts of our speech. These cri t is isms and analysis are already 
made b v m a n y domest ic and f o r e i g n scholars w h o i n s p i r e d me i n the 
l o l l o w i n g reflect ions. 
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A. — A B O U T T H E N E W R U R A L I N T E L L I G E N T S I A : 

Firs t of al l , the graduates of the " V i l l a g e I n s t i t u t e s " and their de
fenders can be considered as the true representatives of the rura l re
gions? I n spite of that , tha t its o r i g i n is r u r a l , it is the c o n t i n u a t i o n of 
the u r b a n inte l lec tual group, p h m g e d i n the " m y s t i f i c a t i o n " of a to be 
westernized, a n d of a to westernize the whole country. 

M a n y domest ic a n d f o r e i g n scholars w h o are occupied w i t h the 
T u r k i s h social and c u l t u r a l changes, are of this o p i n i o n . As an example 
I w i l l m e n t i o n the name of a T u r k i s h Social anthropologis t . Prof. M . 
T u r h a n , w h o is a lready k n o w n a m o n g his D u t c h colleagues, for ins
tance as D r . Chabot , p u b l i s h e d i n 1958 a v e r y in teres t ing book the 
t i t l e of w h i c h is: "Garblileşmenin Neresindeyiz''' — Where we arc in 
the pafh of westernization?"". A c c o r d i n g to Prof . T u r h a n , an unreaso
nable In te l l igents ia w i t h a false and superf ic ia l v i e w of "Westerniza-
t i o n Y has prevented T u r k e y f r o m d e v e l o p i n g i n the real, organic sen
se for about almost t w o centuries. T h u s , it is qui te necessary to u n 
ders tand the West p r o p e r l y . A c t u a l l y , w h e n w e t h i n k h o w far w e 
have gone in the p a t h of wes tern iza t ion , w e w i l l realize the ant i - wes
tern qua l i t i e s of our views and opinions w i t h regret. 

As another example, I w o u l d l i k e to refer to the book, recent ly 
p u b l i s h e d i n E n g l a n d "Turkish Village". T h e author . Prof. P. S t i r l ing , 
knows v e r y w e l l the T u r k i s h r e a l i t y and its intel lectuals d o not t h i n k 
d i f f e r e n t l y . P u t t i n g aside the In te l l igents ia o f the previous peri oils 
of T u r k e y , t a k i n g i n t o acount especial ly those w h o are o r i g i n a t i n g 
themselves f r o m r u r a l regions, he says: " T h e y h a d l i t t l e realistic n o t i o n , 
about the possibi l i t ies of v i l lage r e f o r m , less about Western society. 
T h e i r n e w wavs and ideas, the i r pretensions created a social barr ier 
between t h e m a n d the vi l lages""" . 

D u r i n g the O t t o m a n E m p i r e , even d u r i n g the c o n s t i t u t i o n a l (190S-
1918) a n d the f i rs t R e p u b l i c a n per iods (1923-1950). a latent divorce 
existed already between the r u r a l and u r b a n regions, and be tween 
their Inte l l igents ias . One pretends that this " d i v o r c e " is due to the 
urban o r i g i n of the r u r a l leaders. N o w , the T u r k i s h vi l lages have p a r t l y 
their o w n intel lectuals . I n spite of that , the " d i v o r c e " is not ended. 
T h e v i l l a g e teachers, were b e f o r e " o f the v i l lage and vet not of it"'*". 

I f this is t rue , w e have to arrange a new ''remarriage", a k i n d of 
u n d e r s t a n d i n g between these two areas, and consequently between 
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their intelligentsias, in such a way tha t instead" of ideological hos t i l i ty , 
a col lect ive s y m p a t h y for the w h o l e T u r k i s h c o m m u n i t y w i l l lead a l l 
ef forts of the in te l lec tual classes. 

B. — A B O F T H S O M E C O N C E P T S : 

A l t e r l o u r decades, w e are i n a t u r n i n g p o i n t of the T u r k i s h eco
nomic p o l i c y . A new C o m m i t t e e is f o r m e d i n order t o re-organize the 
S tate-owned i n d u s t r i a l establishments and to s tudy the m a i n reasons 
of the i r uneontro labi l i t ies . 

O n the o ther h a n d , one recognizes n o w the i m p o r t a n c e of the ag
r i c u l t u r e , and w i t h i t , of the role of the peasantry. Just at the b e g i n n i n g 
of the process of i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n a Western author t h o u g h t that " T u r 
kish i n d u s t r y must re ly on intensive a g r i c u l t u r e ; w i t h o u t agr i cu l ture no-
surplus w i l l arise; w i t h o u t surplus no p r o f i t s and no capi ta l f o r m a t i o n ; 
w i t h o u t capi ta l f o r m a t i o n there is no poss ib i l i ty of ex tending e m p l o y 
ment faci l i t ies and no i n d u s t r y " 1 " . 

T h e economic po l i cy of three decades can be taken i n t o conside
ra t ion u n d e r the l i g h t of this re f lec t ion . L o g i c a l l y said, there is any d i 
rect re la t ionship be tween the enthusiastic i n d u s t r a l i z a t i o n p o l i c y and 
economic development . O f course, to i n d u s t r i a l i z e a c o u n t r y should be 
one of the wants of an economic d e v e l o p m e n t . B u t , because of this 
p o l i c y , w e s h o u l d not p u t aside n a d neglect the agr i cu l ture and its ot 
her problems . A t least, w e have to c o m b i n e both i n a synthesis. Today ' s 
T u r k e y is rea l iz ing f ina l ly the necessity of this conc i l ia t ion . 

U n d e r the influence of this change in behaviour , one starts n o w 
to take i n t o considerat ion the p r o b l e m and to create a n e w p o i n t of 
v i e w about the nature of the process of invest igat ion , w h i c h was and 
sti l l is for some westernized intel lectuals a k i n d of " d o g m a " ' , or a sort 
of t h i n g for a " m y s t i f i c a t i o n " . 

One asks n o w : — W h a t is the goal of this process? W h a t is the 
" W e s t " ? First of a l l , we have to ascertain that the concept, of " w e s t e r -
i m a t i o n " is closely connected w i t h another concept : " U r b a n i z a t i o n " . 
T h e more i n d u s t r i a l i z e d w e are, the more m o d e r n i z e d w e are and v ice 
versa. Here w e ice the reason of s y m p a t h y f o r the intel lectuals of the 
great u r b a n centres. G i v e n the social s t ructure of the u n d e r d e v e l o p e d 
countries , these mtelectuals are not b u t c i v i l and m i l i t a r y servants. I n 
order t o avoid ail k inds of resistance and react ionary movements w h i c h 
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can happen among the r u r a l p o p u l a t i o n towards some social a n d cul 
t u r a l changes, it is necessary to increase and thus to reinforce t h e po
pulation of the u r b a n centres, t h r o u g h an accelerated i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n . 

N o w another p r o b l e m : — W h a t is the t r u e u u b a n i t y ? A n u r b a n 
centre has to have an i n t e g r a t i n g force, an ass imi la t ing role, whereas 
the u r b a n i z a t i o n of m a n v T u r k i s h "Kasaba - l i t t l e t o w n , d i s t r i c t " does 
not mean that these "Kasabas" are w e l l urbanized . I n spite of the 
existence of some s la te -owned establishments, they are s t i l l r u r a l lo
cal i t ies in such a w a y tha t under the inf luence of the exodus a n d inter
nal m i g r a t i n g movement of the rural p o p u l a t i o n , these u r b a n centres 
are d i s u r b a n i z e d or even " r u r a l i z e d " . I n other words , a s imple agglo
m e r a t i o n is ent i re ly d i f f e r e n t f r o m a t rue u r b a n i z a t i o n . 

Y o u sec that w e need a phi losophica l analysis and revis ion of this 
k i n d o f concepts: Industrialization, Westernization, Urbanization. T h e 
t r u e T u r k i s h Inte l l igents ia of today attracts o u r a t tent ion to t h e neces
sity of this rev is iou. T h e r e f o r e , we consider the year 1965 as a date of 
a t u r n i n g po in t in the T u r k i s h c u l t u r a l h i s tory . W i l l this t u r n i n g po in t 
be its expected posi t ive results? A l l depends on the poss ib i l i ty of the 
replacement of the " E n t h u s i a s t i c " behaviour w i t h the " R e a l i s t i c " one. 
As the Turks say " W e are l i v i n g in a w o r l d of hope — U m i l cTi'mvasi 
b u ! " . 

W e hope that, it w o u l d be possible to f i n d the most accurate one among 
flhese three processes and to consider it as a gu ide for the economic 
p o l i c y . Nowadays , T u r k i s h eutellectuels are s t i l l d e b a t i n g on the w a v of 
real i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n , on the meaning of real wes tern iza t ion and on the 
v i e w o f real u r b a n i z a t i o n . After several m o u t h s , a m o n g the elite meme-
bers o f f ive or — if the recently established L a b o u r Party w o u l d comple
te its organizat ion under the E lec t ion L a w — six parties, the discussion 
w i l l , b y the occasion of general elections, lie he ld m u c h more exci tedly . 

L e t ine please, to p o i n t out the f o r m u l a s of these parties o n l y f r o m 
the v i e w of their economic p o l i c y : 

1 t Republican People Party C.H.P. : Economic ctatlsm .vi lh some 
tolerance for the private sector; 

2) Justice Party — A. P. : Great l iberty for the private sector - - along 
w i t h an economic policy, guided by slate in some fields, especially in Ibe field 
of heavy-ndustry. 

3) National Par ly •- M . P. 
4) New Turkish Party — Y. T. P. 
5) Republican-Per.sant-Nationai-Party — C.K.M P. 
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These three parties are represented in the Par l iament by very f e w 
deputies w h o de fend the i m p r o v e m e n t of p r i v a t e and l ibera l economic 
p o l i c y . 

6) Turkish Labour Party — T. 1. P. : Nationalization of main economic 
act iv i l ies. 

T h i s socialist p r i n c i p l e is v e r y vague. T h e inte l l igents ia w h o are the 
members of this y o u n g p a r t y , w a n t to represent n o t o n l y the interests o i 
the T u r k i s h workers but that of the landless peasants also w h o desire to 
have the i r o w n laird, and that of the T u r k i s h m i d d l e classes c o n t a i n i n g 
all the handicra f t smen, the l o w e r ranks of the employees a n d oven al l 
I he T u r k i s h w h i t e - c o l l a r groups. 

There fore , this new p a r t y reminds us the v e r y w e l l - k n o w n advices of 
K a r l Marx 's " M a n i f e s t o " for the general p o l i c y of t h e c o m m u n i s t parties 
w h i c h are on the eve of their expected p o w e r . 

T h e straggle f o r the elections w h i c h w i l l occur, f o l l o w i n g the next 
f o u r months , at the 10th of October , 1965, w i l l happen among these six, 
b u t especially be tween the t w o parties. W e , w h i l e y o u are here and y o u r 
lecturer in T u r k e y , shall f o l l o w the oceurance of t h e struggle, on the 
T u r k i s h economies, especially between the t w o parties the f i rs t of w h i c h , 
C . H . P . is rather a i m i n g at the le f t , and the second, A.P . , at the r i g h t , a n d 
w e shall also observe the role of al l t h e other parties i n this p o l i t i c a l 
f i g h t and the results of i t . 

I f in i sh m y speech. I w o u l d l ike to repeat again t h a t I am v e r y 
g l a d to have the o p p o r t u n i t y to ta lk to y o u after a l o n g i n t e r v a l a b o u t 
m y c o u n t r y , T u r k e y . 

T o deal w i t h the O r i e n t a l countries and to s tudy the i r c u l t u r a l his
tor i ca l problems is not a n e w unexpected for H o l l a n d , w h i c h occupies 
a d i s t i n g u i s h e d pos i t ion i n the h i s t o r y of O r i e n t a l i s m . 

As a result of this, H o l l a n d has been a leader i n g u i d i n g E u r o p e on 
the languages and cultures of the East since the s ixteenth century, b o t h 
in research and i n e d u c a t i n g scholars i n Persian, in A r a b i c and i n 
T u r k i s h , let me to a d d a f e w w o r d s about t h e re la t ionship bet 
ween this p o i n t , t h a t is to say, the O r i e n t a l i s m and the theory of social 
changes. D u r i n g the previous centuries, the l inguis t i c and re l ig ious 
questions have at t racted the a t tent ion of the Oriental is ts . N o w the i r 
subjects are changing. T h e economic a n d sociological problems are 
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e n t e r i n g the f i e l d of O r i e n t a l i s m as w e l l . Let m e give y o u a concre te 
s a m p l e . Before the 20th century , some D u t c h scholars v is i ted T u r k e y . Stu
d i e d T u r k i s h and b r o u g h t some T u r k i s h manuscr ipts in orde r to e n r i c h the 
L i b r a r y of the U n i v e r s i t y of L e i d e n . As for today . Professor T i n b e r g e n 
a n d Professor N i e u w e n h u i j z e are c o m i n g to T u r k e y i n order t o p a r t i 
c i p a t e i n the economic meetings, to col laborate w i t h t h e i r T u r k i s h col 
leagues , one. Prof. T i n b e r g e n . i n the f i e l d of the economic p l a n n i n g , 
t h e la t ter . Prof. N i e i r w e n u h i j z e , i n the f i e l d of the sociology of c o m m u 
n i t y deve lopment . T h e ISS and the MSSRC a n d their act ivi t ies c a n be 
c o n s i d e r e d as a c o n t i n u a t i o n of the D u t c h Or ienta l i sm i n a m o r e m o 
d e r n d i r e c t i o n . 

N o w . I f in ish m y speech, expressing m y personnal g r a t i t u d e w i t h 
i h a t o f the Institute of Economics and Sociology of the U n i v e r s i t y of 
I s t a n b u l to the D u t c h scholars w h o assure this c u l t u r a l and sc ient i f ic 
c o n t i n u a t i o n . 

T h a n k y o u for y o u r patience and a t t e n t i o n ! * 

B I B L I O G R A P H Y . 

1) See our report : Social changes in Turkey, 1957. Unpublished (one can 
see i t in the "Documentation Off ice" of the ISS). Only t w o 
parts of this report are published by the Faculty of Economies oi 
the University of Istanbul in its Reviw, 1960 and in " G l i m : Gray's 
Lincoln's inner Middle" . London, 1S57, N . 24, p.p. 17-21. 

2) F o r some of these points : Religious change in Tukdy, by P. S t i r l ing . 
also unpublished, 1957 (Documentation Office of the ISS). This ba-
per is later published: "Middle East Journal" of 1958. 

.3) The reports of this Seminar w i l l be publsihed by the ISS. 

4) The very interesting book of Professor Bernard Lewis can be consul
ted : The emergence of modern Turkey, 196d, Oxford University 
Press. We saw among the reports of the ISS in the library of the 
ISS an unpublished paper, prepared by Miss Nicols, which contains 
some cri t ical thoughts about the book of Prof. B. Lewis. They 
are relating to the history and present state of teh stratification 
i n Turkey. 

5) The official " I n s t i t u t e of Statistics of T u r k e y " is preparing for 8th 
census of Republican Turkey (1927, 1935, 1940. 1945, 1950, 1955. 
1980) next October 1965. 
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C) About this problem there are ma.uy studies. For instance: D. A. Rustow 
The A r m y and the Founding of ihe Turkish Republic, 1959 (World 
Politics. 1959 p. 515-552); G. S. Harr i s : The role of the mi l i ta ry in 
Turkish politics, 1965 (Middle East Journal. V. XX, N . 1). 

7) I t is true that the Turkish National Planning Policy began after the 
mi l i ta ry coup ci'Etat of 196C. Before 1960 one only had a Regional 
Local Planmng Committe. attached to the Minis t ry of Reconstruction. 

81 See: Some Reports on Eco. Devel. and co-operatives in Turkey. These 
reports are presented to the Seminar of Istanbul organized by 
MSSRC (S-14 February 1965). 

9) This very important point attracted during this speech the attention 
of some listeners. One asked me about the economic, social and even 
cultural consequences of the re turn of these workers to their country. 
I n fact this is a very interesting point. I f the worker of a cetrain c u l t u 
ra l environme.it. after working for some time in the work place of a 
different cultural environment, returns to his native-land for such and 
such and such reascn (for example, in case there is no demand in H o l 
land for the work supply of these 70CC Turkish workers about which 
we have been informed by our celebrated listener! what the position 
w i l l be? Superior l iving style is not exist and superior technique is no; 
available in Turkey. Under such conditions what the social and psy
chological results of this return may be? I t is possible to ask more 
questions. But just now, let us make you aware of the fact that I n d i -
tute of Economics and Sociology of the University cf Istanbul which is 
M.S.S.R.S. in collaboration w i t h Mediterranean Council, in collaboration 
wi th Mediterranean Council, is preparing a report on this migrat ing 
phenomenon; in collaboration w i t h a German sociologist. Prof. 
Neuloch. I woul l ike to get an opportunity to present later to your 
Inst i tute a rather detailed report w r i t t e n on this subject, 

10) See: U . Hsyd, Foundation of Turkish nationalism and Ziya Gokalp. 194? 

London. 

11) ib id . p. 143. 

12) ib id . p. 145. 
13) Dr. Z. Y. Hersehlag. one of the graduated of I S S . g'ves very useful 

information about the sociological system of Ziya Gokalp, in h;.>-
beck "Turkey, an economy in transit ion". See p. 12: "Ziya Gokalp. 
talc of the main intellectual leadere of the Turkish remussai-ce, pre
ached the progress cf the Turkish nation through a rise in the c u l 
tural and economic level of the masses, in particular of the peasants". 

I l l See U . Oeyd : p. 145. 

151 See Mahraut Mabaj : A Village in Anatolia. 1954. Londoo. translate/* 
in English by Sir W. B cedes. This translation has a tore.voro, w r i t -
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