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— 1 —
Intrevduction

During, this spring, I received a kind invitation for which I am ext-
remely thankful to your Institute, to the Rector, Prof. de Vries, to the
Dean of Studies, Dr. Cahbot and to the Gen. Sec. of the MSSRC, 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 would like to stress the following
points.

In the days when I received a conference invitation from 1.5.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. th birth anniversary of a famous Turkish Soci-
ologist, Ziya Gékalp, who proved his value even in the West. I request
your permission to handle as the start point of my 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 n

bfan




Tirkish Intelligentsia and Tirkish Economics 143

English, the first one by Dr. Z. Y. Hershlag who had been in I.S.S. before
and the second by Prof. Hyd, a well-known Turcologist from Israel.

Secondly, as Dr. Chabot writes in his nice paper of introduction, and
as Prof. Nieuwenhuijze said in his introductory speech, this is actually
my second stay in The Hague. In fact, eight years ago, I was one of the
reporters of the Seminar on Turkey, organized by your I.S.S. I always
remember it with great pleasure, that very useful scientific experience.

Thirdly, 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. This description will be full of many lingu-
istic defects and with some unpleasant pronounciations, for which I ask
in advance, your forgiveness and tolerance.

Finally, 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. Let me remind you that the title of my report, pre-
sented to the previous Seminar on Turkey was as follows: Social Changes
in Mustafa Kemal's Turkey'. During that Seminar, the Students asked me
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 Turkish sociologists,
from appreciating them quite properly.

The attendants of that Seminar were mostly from underdeveloped,
or developing countries. Consequently, they were extremely interested
in some common problems. The questions they put forth were quite im-
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 will 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, with
the Community Development, relating to the Turkish peasantry and to
its rural problems. The 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. Thus. 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 which 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 serie 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. The Turkish 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.

In my introduction, I gave vou this information in order to show
why your MSSRC 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 and Cooperative Move-
ment in Turkey®.

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

I —
A typological o¢ossay

It is needless to say that there is interrelationship between the his-
torical and the social structure of a country, and its Infelligentsia as a whole.
During the last two decades this mere term of Intelligentsiz 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:

1. Period of Mustafa Kemal (1919-1938);
II. Period of Ismet Inonii (1938-1950):
II1.  Period of the Democratic Party (Dr. P. 1950-1960);
IV, Period of “National Unity Committee™ (N.U.C. 1960-1961):
V. Period of Coalitions (1961-1965).
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Now. let ns have a short look at these periods from the angle of onr
subject.

During this first period of two decades (1919-1938) which lasts till
the death of M.K. a part of the Turkish Intelligentsia cousisted of those

intellectnals belonging to the previons periods of the Turkish (Ottoman)

Empire. Even MK, and his military and civil friends were edncated du-
ring 1900-1923 and they took part in the Revolntion of 1908.  Another
section of the Intellectnals transtormed from the military group to the
civil servants class. During the partiecnlar period of 1919-1930 the Intelli-
gentia and a part of the landlords - called age in rural circles. and Bek,
Beg or Bey in urban centres - worked together with M. K. s group for
the war of Independence and lor the rebirth of a new Turkey.

But later. when an extremely enthusiastic - Westernization  process
started. these landlords who represent a sort of feodalism, and with them
Ulemas and the Sheyks, (the Moslim The Ologians and Mysties) were
left ont of the process of cimrent  Turkish social and cnltural changes.
During this period the Intelligentsia has had a very dynamic character.
This dynacism speeded np the process of Westernization which had been
contimiing for almost abont a lnmdred and fifty vears'.

During the nineteenth century and for decades of the twentieth
century. the intellectnal cireles nsnallv ha dtheir formation in the high
militar and civil schools of Istanbnl. Very lew of them had the chance to
complete their cducation in Germany and in France. But. during the
tirst period. MLK. and his group realised the necessity of spreading the
education of intellectaals thronghont the country.

It was one of his greatest ideals and his first experiment. the estab-
lischment of a Law Facnlty in Aukara in 1925, With the addition of five
other Facnlties. the second University of Turkey in Ankara was establis-
hed with the aim of edncating people in all professions. So, the period
of 19358-1950 had its intellectnal cireles snpplied by these new edncational
mstitntions,

Both the periods of Mnstafa Kemal Atatiirk and Ismet Inoniv were
busced on a Unique-Party svsten, except for some short period of democ-
ratic experiments. Buit after 1946, a great tendency towards a Mnolti-Party
svstem began to appear as a resnlt of the following reasons.

First of all. a great increase in pepnlation (in 1927 @ 13.648270 ir
1960+ 27.0-0.060 and now in 1965 : probably 32 millionst. One of the
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results ol this inerease and unproportional growth of the graduates of
higher educational institutions: The number of the intellectuals is increasing
as well.

On the other hand. the Second World War ended with the victory
of countries belonging to the democratic camp, and throughout the
War., Turkey stayed ncutral with sympathy towards the democracy.

In this way the Demecratie Party. that is the second political party.
eane into existence as a result of some mternal and external factors, One
of the characteristics of ihis new political party was that its intcllectuals,
its “Elite™ were almost completely civilians. Because of this characteristic
of the structure of the Democratic Party which came to power after a
free election in 1950, some foreien and domestic political observers be-
¢an to point out the positive results of the process of Westernization in
Furkey, they cven thought of including Turkey in the group of free and
democratic nations which keep their armies away from polities.

Here I would like to note that since the transformation of the ancient
mitlitary system of Yeniceri into a modern army in the eighteenth century,
the Turkish Army and the military Intelligentsia always kept away from

politiecs. Only when the circumstances made it necessary they interfered

temporarily. The Army was mostly satisfied with the managing capacity
of the civil servants and civil politicians. We think that this behaviour of
the Turkish Armies is due to an education similar to those in Western
countries. Actually the westernized military teaching in Turkey wus being
directed during the nineteenth century by a group of foreign military
teachers and by some Turkish officers sent to western countries for their
professional education®.

But the internal and even foreign satistaction. due to the dominating
power of civil political direction during the period of 1950-1960 did not
last long. The existence of the Republican Party — founded by M.K. Ata-
tiirk. stayed in power for 27 vears — and its new function as an opposition
party between 1530-1960 did not please the Democratic Party at all. If the
Democratic Party, its civil Intelligentsia were a political and administ-
rative crganization from a military background. we could perhaps have
explained this nervous behaviour as a result of strict military education.
How could sueh a new civilian politica] Elite adopts such a negative. non-
democratie, anti-western attitude towards an opposition?  Putting this
psvehological point aside, T would like to ascertain that the coup ('Etat
taking place on the 27 th May 1960 can be considered as a result of the
nerveusness and non-telerant political behaviour of the Democratic Party.
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The military revolutions happening during the last century of the
Turkish history had generally a temporary nature. Civil government were
allowed to come to power soon. If any military man wanted to stay in
politics he had to resing from the Army. This last point has been analvsed
by some Western observers. For instance. E. Herriot, a former ¥French
Prime Minister. points out in his book (Orient. 1934, Paris, Chapter IV)
that Atatiirk was never to be seen after the War of Independence of 1923
in military outfits in any occasion. On the other hand, in the history of
military revolutions, it is quite possible to meet many occasions, where
military men keep their uniforms and grades after revolutions. Even when
civilians make a revolution they sometimes prefer to be seen in military
outfits in public and try to acquire grades for themselves quite generously!

The Military Committee, which made the Coup d’Etat de 1960, finally
left power to the civilians. But before leaving the power, the N.U.C. {Na-
tional Unity Committee) emphasized the necessity of the formation of so-
me organizations in order to strengthen and guarantee the democratic
regime. Thus, the N.U.C. can be considered as the forerunner of some
new organisms and institutions, such as State Economic Planning Centre,
Constituant Assembly. a new Constitution, a new Election Law, a Senate.
In this way. the re-establishment of the multi-party system and the for-
mation of today’s Coalition Government are partly connected with this
last period of 1960

— I —
Economic Policy and the Intellectuals

After describing verv shortly the political side of Turkish Intelligentsia.
I pass now to the economic aspect of our problem.

In relation to economic development policy, the Turkish Elite can
be classified as follows:

The first group of some economists or some economic writers are
still influenced by the liberal doctrine of nineteenth century. According
to them. the underdeveloped state of the Turkish economics was a result
of the meaningless interference of the State. A sort of “Elatism™ or “In-
terventionism”™ prevented and prevents still the economic improvement
of the country.
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In 1‘czllity. the government had prepared a law in order to encourage
the private sector even before M.K. Atatiirk, that is to say. before 1919.
Dining the first decade of the Republic, 1919-1933, a second law  was
promulgated again, inviting the Turkish investors and enterprises to use
all kinds of cconomic and financial facilities of this encouraging legisla-
tion. The first (1913) and the second (1927) Law of the Industrial En-
couragement were condemned to be letfres-mortes. The Turkish entrep-
trepreunial group do not show the same attitndes that were and are now
quite typical in Western Bourgeoisie such as 1) economic courage, 2) collec-
ting private savings and forming capital. and finally 3) great intentions
for agricultural and industrial investments, not only in the already in-
dustrialized regions, but also in the very remote to views of Central and
Eastern Anatolia which are considered by economists as the most under-
developed regions of a developing country. The savings that this entrep-
rennial group can collect together with their own capital is mostly inves-
ted in short term internal and external commercial business, or in land
building speculations.  The Turkish cooperatist Intelligentsia is always
complaining on this point and, consequently, sympathizing with very
cruelly exploited consumers en masse’.

The second group of economists and some non-academic  thinkers
want to invite the State to take the industrialisation and the improvement
of the agricultural sector. The first experiment of this takeover was made
in 1915-1917 and the second began after 1934. For this second “ctatist™ ex-

periment, the Turkish liberals and some foreign writers were and still

are — saying that this State-guided economic policy is influenced by the
Russian planned industrialisation. In fact that is not true. The state tried
this experiment before the Russian revolution of 1917. The second attempt
in 1634 was made not under an ideological guiding, but under the influence
of some eduecational principles. One of these principles was “to initiate the
people for economic enterprise’”. Indecd. the planned industrialisation mo-
vement that started in 1934 has already created. a new group of entrepre-
neurs. who later left the public sector and became private enterprisers.
They are working sometimes together with the State. This trend. repre-
sented by a third group of economists, is described as a “AMisture of two
sectors: Public. private™.

The limited amount of industrial investment then — that is to say
the new entrepreneurs — mostly did and do still together with the public
scetor, can be seen in a few spots only. such as the industrial cities of
Istanbul, Ankara, Izmir. Censeguently. the moast underdeycloned vegions,
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as we mentioned above, are left almost without any efficient investment.
The importance of agriculture was never realized and so no attempt for
jits improvements were made.

As T said. the private sector showed no interest in this respect. The
very big, unexpected growth i rural population shows us an alarming
great rural exodus, towards the already limited urban centres. In the me-
antime, some developed countries of Europe, including Netherlands, ha-
ve been demanding workers from Turkey. This situation temporarily re-
lieves the danger of this rural exodus and its alarming results. The com-
paralive sociology af the working classes can see in these very interesting
phenomena of exodus and of migratory movements of the Turkish wor-
kers some similarities with developing countries of Europe during the
nineteenth century®.

— IV —
A New Rural Sociology

It is a fact that economic and social organs are the main factors that
give orientation to the economics of wnderdeveloped or developing co-
untries. Now. we shall stress the necessity of this fact, thought in the sa-
me Gestalt from the Turkish viewpoint.

It is very seldom that our economists give any attention to the social
and cultural aspects of economic development. Many plans and projects
are prepared with the help of very famous theories of the Western.
or — since the end of World War IT — American economists! that's alll
If the experiences and their effects in the field of practice do not give
the expected results, not the theories and their Turkish representatives,
but the facts and the reality itself are respousible.

We have. fortunately. some cases which show us that the Turkish
economic tanghl is begining to get rid of the kind of scholastic behavi-
our, and is starting to be imbued with a sociological mentality.

Since the beginning of the XXth century, the Turkish sociologists.
have had always insisted that Econemics must be in very close contact
and collaboration with Economic sociology. Prof. U, Heyd has already
explained the methodology of a great Turkish sociologist.  Ziya Gikalp.
in his book. published in 1947 in London'.
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In fact, Ziva Gokalp thought, even before the Russian Revolution of

1917, that the social structure of some underdeveloped countries and
of Turkey — needed an economic development policy which must be
guided and financed by the State. For, the private domestic enterprise
“is too weak to carry out a comprehensive programme of economic de-
velopment''”. Let's quote some phrases: “Therefore, our State, our Pro-
vinces and our Municipalitics, must take the initiative and start indust-
rial undertakings with the help of foreign experts'”.” Besides, he ascer-
tained that “it is necessary first to study the economic reality with the
help of the sociological viewpoint, and then to organize a new Ministry
of Economic Affairs”,

This conception of a State guided economic policy had considerably
influenced during the First World War. But the collapse of the Turkish
Empire. with its destructive consequences, did not permit to its continu-
ation. After the War of Independance (1919-1923). the new Republic.
established a Ministry of Economics, and followed, after 1933, a State
guided and planned economic policy, the target of which was especially
an accelerated industrialization. 1

Some domestic and foreign economists are wrongly considering this
kind of orientation as being the imitation of Soviet economic policy, in
fact this policy is not. but the continuation of economic policy of our
Turkish sociologist, before the Russian Revolution. According to the view
of Professor U. Hevd. “it must be considered as the realization of the
previous thought of Ziya Gokalp®™.

Moreover there is a very important difference between the sociolo-
gical viewpoint of our sociologist and the policy of the Republican Tur-
key. Ziva Gokalp has a system of thoughts, which takes into account the
Turkish Economics as a whole, aiming to the industrial as well as to the
agricultural development of the Empire of 1914. The new Republic pa-
ved all its attention only to the industrialization. After the coup - &' Etat
de 1960, the viewpoint of our sociologist appears again and influences
the econemic and social policy of Turkey in such a way, that from now
on the problems of the “society development”. which aimed only to in-
dustrialize some urban centres must be considered in close connection
with the “community develepment”. In other words ,it is necessary that
the national state behaves at the same time as representative of the pe-
asantry, which constitutes roughly 80 % of the whole population. One
must establish at least a parallelism between two policies, in such a man-
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ner that the “divoree™ leaves ils place to a new “remarriage”, as we have
already hinted above. From an economic point of view, the industriali-
zalion policy must be guided together with the improvement of agricul-
ture, which will organically prepare afterwards the conditions of some
agricultural industries.

That is the first point. The second point is that the gap between the
industrialized — urbanized centres and rural regions should be not so
farge. Otherwise the village will maintain its “social divoree™ from the
nrban neighbourhood.

Thirdly, the educational policy has to take into account the necessity
of this urban-rural conciliation. And finally. given that the Turkish Repub-
lic considers itself among the free and democratic countries, the political
importance of the peasantry is evident. As Professor J. S. Szvbowicx
savs” The recent developments in Turkev have once again demonstrated
the important role that the peasantry will play in determing the country’s
fulure. Ouly a reconcilialion between the peasantry and the Government,
a realization on both parts, that they must learn to work logether for the

wvood of the country, can save democracy in Turkey''.”

: ong Lhese four points -— that is to sav: economie, social, pedagowi-
Among these four point that is to sa 1 al. pedagog

«<al and political — the third poinl has allracted the attention of some

educational leaders, the establishment of 22 teacher’s training Schools,

Ranl
called under the name ot  “Koy Enstitiileri - Village Institutes”™ is one
of the results of this education policy. T don't need to yecount to vou here
the adventure of these “Tuslitutes™." T would like only lo show vou its

relalionship with the {irst parl of our specch: Intelligentsia.

Towards the (nd of 1945, a veung village teacher, who after conmp-
leting one of these “Village Institutes™, in the virginity of  Kayseiri was
designated, as a primary school teacher for lhe village Nirgiiz. During
this time he wrote and published a hook: “Bizim Koy — Our Village™. This
publication has been a sensational event in Turkey as well as abroad. An
English Turcologist. Sir W. Deedes transiated it into English -and pub-
lished it in London®®. This publication gave an opportunity to many fo-
reign scholars, writers ana juornalists, interested in Turkish social prob-
lems. After the publication and the translation of this one-sided, but in-
teresting hook. a kind of rural or ruralist intellectual group became —
and still becomes — very active in the field of literary publications as
well as in that of social writings. From now on, more abroad — especially
in England — than in Turkeyv, we see a veryv interesting sociological und
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socio-psychological studies. nsing and utilizing as materials the content
of this book: “Our Village™. We consider it as a literary reaction to the
Turkish Economic Policy of the first half of the twenticth century. As

we have alrcady hinted above. this policy has neglected the economic and’

social improvement of the rural regions.

Now begins in Turkey a very “enthusiastic™ current. which wants to
ereatc a new Turkish Rural Econowmics and Turkish Rural Sociology. We

hope that this “enthusiastic”™ movement will not be deprived from some

“vealistic”™ behaviours'.

N VA
A New Rural Ecopomices

Now after four decades, we are going back to the system of thoughts
of Z. Gokalp, through a group of young Turkish sociologists and econo-
mists. With great pleasure I introduce you to one of them, Mr. Y. Ulken.
Professeur — Agrégé at the Faculty of Economics of Istanbul. In his re-
cently published book. he discusses very seriously the mecanic and or-
ganic views of the society as a whole and especially the economic policy.
relating to the economic planning’™. He also attracts our attention to a
new methodolgy for Turkey, which must be related not only to pure eco-
nomic side of reality. but also to its extra-economic factors. In other words,
economics must be considered in connection with economie psychology
and sociology. For instance, if an underdeveloped country has no upper. or
lower middle classes. that is to say its Bourgeoisie, it would be completely
meanningless to be inspired by a highly developed country and by its
economic policy. If an underdeveloped area is deprived of political sta-
bility. neither domestic. nor foreign credit can help its economic impro-
vement. The ecenomic mentality, The concept of the World and Society
is one of the main determing factors in this case. Shortly said. this met-
hodological view must be taken into account if we want to influence the
socio-economic structure. Otherwise, our efforts will be condemned to
be ineffective. Under the light of this kind of methodological principal,
one nderstandy veryv well why. despite the economic policy. which has
conducted Turkey to an enthusiastic industrialisation. the economy as a
whole has stayed almost unaffected. This state of things is described by

many economic writers. What are the main reasons of this ineffectiveness?”




Tiirkish Intelligentsia and Tiirkish Economics 153

Our youug economist explains this very clearly with the help of non-eco-
nomic factors'.

Under the influence ol the new economic writings., we see the emer-
gency ol an economic policy which considers " community™ and especially
the rural life more vital than “society™. that means the regions of the urban
centres. The last period of our typology about the Turkish Intelligentsia
shows that after 1960 a very imoprtant change takes place in this direction.
Thus. the first Economic Plan of 1963-1967. prepared under the supervision
of veur famous economist. Professor Tinbergen. following one of the clau-
ses of the new Turkish Constitution, takes into consideration all branches
of the co-operative above mentioned Seminar of MSSRC. during the Feb-
ruary of 1965, Mr. Celal Uzel, General Scerctary of the Turkish Co-opera-
tive Association. gives us very useful explanations about the directives
of this Plan"". Another member of the Seminar attracts our attention and
savs “In the First 3 vears Plan. which is equal in force to the laws from the
point of view that it has been approved by the Turkish Parliament. it
was foreseen that the reasons creating obstacles against cooperative mo-
vements will be suppressed...” Shortly said, all papers on the economic de-
velopment and the co-operation, relating especially to the major problem
ol the Turkish economics. :

First of all. agricultural development through the agricultural credit
co-operatives the number of which was at the end of the last year, 1658
and through the agricultural sales co-operatives and their Unions.  the
number of which are respectively 226 and 13. Finally. the agricultural
prodiction co-operatives are taken into consideration in order to improve
the Turkish agriculture as a whole. Until now. we see only in the field
of the suguar beat production, same experiences of these kinds of co-ope-
rative. According to the report presented to the already mentioned Se-
minar there are 18 Sugar Beat Production Co-operatives in = Turkey of
roday’s which are guided from above, in order to “familiarize the Tur-
kish Peasantry to the modern agricultural technique®.” The First Tur-
kish Economic Plan is aiming at the extension of this kind of production
co-operatives to all branches of the Turkish agriculture. which is in a
very poor and primitive situation. We observe now among the Turkish
cconomic Intelligentsia. a new movement., which criticise such an exten-
sion policy. One is afraid that this kind of agricultural policy can create
among the rural population. rightly or wrongly. an impression of the
“Kolhozisation.”
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There is another problem, which constitutes a very great ditficulty
{or such an economic policy. The worst drawback to the Turkish agri-
culture is the splitting up of the lands into small strips. Each peasant
family has often — it depends of course on the regions of Anatolia — 3,
10. and more strips and all these are mixed together with other farms
of the village. The Plan of 1963 - 1967 wants to make the first step to-
wards a morphological change: to distrubute to the villager whose lands
are split some available terrains, in such a way that they will get land
all in one, or two pieces in order to increase their agricultural producti-
vities and to facilitate the process of mechanization in agriculture.

Today's Turkey is very busy with these two difficulties, which are
relating at the same time, to some ideological questions. I the rural
communities under the leadership of their, own leaders. their own edu-

cated social workers and co-operators, attempt to take into considera- .

tion the necessary solution, one has nothing to sayv.  But. given the state
of things in the Middle Eastern countries, it is nol so easy lo say
that this way can be experimented. According to some groups of the
Turkish Intelligensia who are qualifying themselves as socialists, the
State must force the people to leave their villages and to go out so-
mewhere, where they will get land in one or two pieces. Besides, the
co-operatist inteilectuals are deploying all kinds of efforts in order to
improve the co-operative movement, at least in some sectors such as
the agriculture. or the artisanat and the small-scale industries through
their co-operatives.  They have even their own economic philosophyv.
which will conduce likely Turkey to an expected, organic and rooted
industrialization, instead of a mechanically accelerated and State-guided
one. as  we have seen during the last three decades in Turkey. We
hope that the Seminar of M S S R C of Istanbul vill encourage the
Turkish co-operatist intellectuals in this direction.

— VI —
S ome criticeal considerations

As final remarks, we are going to move to some critical and analys-
tical parts of our speech. These critisisms and analysis are already
made by many domestic and foreign scholars who inspired me in the
lTollowing reflections.
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A. — ABOUT THE NEW RURAL INTELLIGENTSIA :

First of all. the graduates of the “Village Institutes” and their de-
fenders can be considered as the true representatives of the rural re-
gions? In spite of that. that its origin is rural. it is the continuation of
the urban intellectual group. phmged in the “mystification™ of a to be
westernized, and of a to westernize the whole country.

Many domestic and foreign scholars who are occupied with the
Turkish social and eultural changes, are of this opinion. As an example
I will mention the name of a Turkish Social anthropologist. Prof. M.
Turhan, who is already known among his Dutch colleagues. for ins-
tance as  Dr. Chabot, published in 1958 a very interesting book the
title of which is: “Garblilesmenin Neresindeyiz® — Where we are in
the path of westernization? . According to Prof. Turhan, an unreaso-
nable Intelligentsia with a false and superficial view of “Westerniza-
tion'.” has prevenied Turkey from developing in the real, organic sen-
se for about almost two centuries. Thus, it is quite necessary to un-
derstand the West properly.  Actually. when we think how far we
have gone in the path of westernization, we will realize the anti - wes-
tern qualities of our views and opinions with regret.

As another example, T would like to refer to the book. recently
published in England “Twurkish Village”. The author. Prof. P. Stirling,
knows very well the Turkish reality and its intellectuals do not think
differently.  Putting aside the Intelligentsia of the previous periods
of Turkey, taking into acount especially  those who are originating
themselves from rural regions, he says: “They had little realistic notion,
about the possibilities of village reform. less about Western society.
Their new wavs and ideas. their pretensions created a social  barrier
between them and the villages™™.

During the Ottoman Empire, even during the constitutional (190S-
1918) and the first Republican periods (1923-1950). a latent divorce
existed already between the rural and urban regions. and  between
their Intelligentsias.  One pretends that this “divorce™ is due to the
urban crigin of the rural leaders. Now. the Turkish villages have partly
their own intellectuals. In spite of that. the “divorce™ is not ended.
The village teachers. were before “of the village and vet not of it" .

It this is true, we have to arrange a new “remarriage”™. a kind of
understanding  between these two areas, and consequently  between
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their intelligentsias, in such a way that instead of ideological hostility.
a collective sympathy for the whole Turkish communiity will lead alk
efforts of the intellectual classes.

B. — ABOUTH SOME CONCEPTS :

Alter Tour decades, we are in a tuming point of the Turkish eco-
nomic policv. A new Committee is formed in order to re-organize the
State-owned industrial establishments and to study the main  reasons
of their uncontrolabilities.

On the other hand. one recognizes now the importance of the ag-
riculture, and with it, of the role of the peasantry. Just at the beginning
of the process of industrinlization a Western author thought that “Tur-

kish industry must rely on intensive agriculture: without agriculture no

surplus will arise; without surplus no profits and no capital formation;
without capital formation there is no possibility of extending emplov-
ment facilities and no industry™.

The economic policy of three decades can be taken into conside-
ration under the light of this reflection. Logically said, there is any di-
rect relationship between the enthusiastic industralization policy  and
economic development. Of course, to industrialize a country should be
one of the wants of an economic development. But, because of this
policv, we should not put aside nad neglect the agriculture and its  ot-
her problems. At least, we have to combine both in a synthesis. Today’s
Turkey is realizing finally the necessity of this conciliation.

Under the influence of this change in behaviour. one starts now
to take into consideration the problem and to create a new point of
view about the nature of the process of investigation, which was and
<«till is for some westernized intellectuals a kind of “dogma™. or a sorl
of thing for a “muvstification”.

One asks now : — What is the geal of this process? What is the
“West™ First of all, we have to ascertain that the concept, of “wester-
nization” is closely connected with another concept:  “Urbanization™.
The more industiialized we are, the more modernized we are and vice
versa.  Here we sce the reasen of sympathy for the intellectuals of the
sreat urban centres.  Given the social structure of the underdeveloped
countries. these 'ntelectuals are not but civil and military servants. In
order to avoid ail kinds of resistance and reactionarv movements which

A S i s o B i et 2




guess 4 B e . B o e o bt

Tiirkish Intelligentsia and Tirkish Economics 157

can happen among the rural population towards some social and cul-
tural changes, it is necessary to increase and thus to reinforce the po-
pulation of the urban centres. through an accelerated industrialization.

Now another problem: -— What is the true uvubanity?  An urban
centre has to have an integrating force, an assimilating role.  whereas
the urbanization of many Turkish “Kasaba - little town. district™ does
not mean that these “Kasabas™ are well urbanized. In spite of the
existence of some slate-owned establishments, thev are  still rural lo-
«calities in such a way that under the influence of the exodus and inter-
nal migrating movement of the rural population, these urban  centres
are disurbanized or even “ruralized”. In other words. a simple agglo-
meration is entirely different from a true urbanization.

You sec that we need a philosophical analysis and revision ot this
kind of concepts: Imdustrialization. Westernization, Urbanization. The
true Tuwrkish Intelligentsia of today attracts our attention to the neces-
sity: of this revision. Therefore, we consider the vear 1965 as a date of
a turning point in the Turkish cultural history.  Will this turning point
be its expected positive results? All depends on the possibility of the
replacement of the “Enthusiastic”™ behaviour with the “Realistic™ one.
As the Turks say “We are living in @ world of hope — Umil diimyas
bu!™.

We hope that, it would be possible to find the most accurate one among
these three processes and to consider it as a guide for the economic
policy. Nowadays, Turkish eutellectuels are still debating on the way of
real industrialization. on the meaning of real westernization and on the
view of real urbanization. After several mouths, among the elite meme-

bers of five or — if the recently established Labour Party would comple-
te its organization under the Election Law — six parties. the discussion

WwWilll by the oceasion of general elections. be held much more excitedly.

Let me please, to point out the tormulas of these parties only from
the view of their economie poliey:

1} Republican People Party —- CEH.P. : Economic ctatism with some
tolerance for the privote secter;
2)  Justice Party — A, P. : Great liberty for the private sector -- alens

with an economic policy, guided by state in some fields, especially in the field
of heavy-ndustry.

3)  National Farty — M. P.

4 New Turkish Parvty — Y. T. P.

51 Republican-Peasant-National-Party - - C.KMP.
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These three partics are represented in the Parliament by very few
deputies who defend the improvement of private and liberal economic
policy.

61 Turkish Labour Party —— T. I. P. . Nationalization of main economic
activities,

This sccialist prineiple is very vague. The intelligentsia who are the
members of this voung party, want to represent not only the interests of
the Turkish workers but that of the landless peasants also who desire to
have their own land, and that of the Turkish middle classes containing
Al the handicraftsmen. the lower ranks of the employees and oven all
the Turkish white-collar groups.

Therefore, this new party reminds us the very well-known advices of
Karl Marx’s “Manifesto™ for the general policy of the communist parties
which are on the eve of their expected power.

The straggle for the elections which will occur, following the next
four moenths, at the 10th of October, 1965, will happen among these six,
but especially between the two parties. We, while you are here and your
lecturer in Turkey, shall follow the occurance of the struggle, on the
Turkish economics, especially between the two parties the first of which.
C.H.P. is rather aiming at the left. and the second, A.P., at the right, and
we shall also observe the role of all the other parties in this political
fight and the results of it.

I finish my speech. T would like to repeat again that I am very
glad to have the opportunity to talk to vou after a long interval about
my country, Turkey.

To deal with the Oriental countries and to study their cultural his-
torical problems is not a new unexpected for Holland, which occupies
a distinguished position in the history of Orientalism.

As a result of this, Holland has been a leader in guiding Europe on
the languages and cultures of the East since the sixteenth century, both
in research and in educating scholars in  Persian. in  Arabic and in
Turkish. let me to add a few words about the relationship bet-
ween this point, that is to say, the Orientalism and the theory of social
changes.  During the previous centuries, the linguistic and religious
questions have attracted the attention of the Orientalists. Now their
subjects are changing. The economic and sociological —problems are
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entering the field of Orientalism as well, Lel me give von a concrete
sample. Before the 20th century, some Dulch scholars visited Turkey. Stu-
died Turkish and brought some Turkish manuseripts in orde rto enrich the
Library of the University of Leiden. As for today. Professor Tinbergen
and Professor Nieuwenhuijze are coming to Turkev in order to parti-
cipate in the economic meetings. to collaborate with their Turkish col-
leagues, one, Prof. Tinbergen. in the field of the economic plamning,
the latter. Prof. Nieuwenuhijze, in the field of the sociology of commu-
nity development. The ISS and the MSSRC and their activities can be
considered as a continnation of the Dutch Orientalism in a more mo-
dern direction.

Now. I finish my speech. expressing my persomnal gratitude with
that of the Institute of Economics and Sociology of the University of
Istanbul to the Dutch scholars who assure this cultural and scientific
continuation.

Thank you for your patience and attention!
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