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DOKTORA TEZ OZETLERI

ESKi YUNANDA ESITLIK VE ESITSIZLIK USTUNE
OZET

S.B.F. Siyvasal Teoriler Kiirsiisii asistam1 Aldeddin
Senel’in Haziran 1969 da Prof. Dr. Biilent Daver, Prof.
Dr, Turan Giines, Prof. Dr. Nermin Abadan’dan kuru-
lu doktora jirisi tarafindan kabul edilen doktora
tezinin Tiirkce ve Ingilizce Ozetleri,

Bu calismada, Eski Yunan toplumunun ekonomik, sosyal ve
kiiltiirel yapisi, esitlik ve esitsizlik kavramlar1 acisindan yaklasila-
rak saptanmaya calisilmistir. Arastirmalarimizda, bir toplumun
esitlikci ya da esitsizlikci yapida olmasini, esitlik¢iliginin ya da esit-
sizlikciliginin derecesini ve niteligini, iiretim teknolojisi, savas tek-
nelojisi, geleneksel sosyal yap:1 ve kiiltiir unsurlarinin belirledigi so-
nucuna vardik. Bu sonuca uygun olarak tezimizde Yunan toplumu-
nun niteligini saptamada, bu dort unsuru bas belirleyiciler olarak
ele alip, aciklamalarimizi bu dort unsura dayandirdik.

«Giris» boliimiinde arastirmamizda kullandigimiz bu yontem
tizerinde durulmustur.

«Yunan Oncesi Uygarlik» (I. O. 5 bin - 2 bin aras1) bashkl bi-
rinci bolimde, esitlikci ilkel toplumdan, yerlesmis, sosyal isboli-
mii, farklilasma ve smiflasma baslamis uygar toplum asamasina
(I. O. 5 binlerde Mezopotamya’'da) gecisten, Hellen uygarhgina ka-
dar, esitsizlikci uygar toplum geleneginin aldig1 asamalar 6zetlen-
mistir.

«Yunan Uygarhgmin Yakim Kaynaklari» (I. O. 2 bin - bin arasi)
bashkl ikinci boliimde, esitsizligi, deniz ticareti ile uluslararasi bir
alana yayabilip, ileri derecede esitsizlikci parlak bir uygarlik kura-
bilen Minos toplumu ile, Minos uygarhigimin yikintilar: iizerinde ile-
ri derecede biirokratik bir uygarlik kurabilen Mykene uygarlig: in-
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celenmistir. Bunlarin Hellen uygarhigina teknolojik ve kiiltiirel et-
kileri arastirithp, Hellen uygarhginin bu yakin kaynaklarinin da
esitsizlikci oldugu gosterilmeye calisilmistir.

Uctincii béliimde, Yunan toplumsal tarihi, polis sosyal birimi-
nin gecirdigi asamalara gére devirlere ayrilarak, Hellen toplu-
munun incelenmesine baslanmistir. «Kahramanhk Cagi» (1.0. IX. -
VIIIL. yiizyillar arasi) bashikli ticiincti boliimde, polis oncesi diize-
nin feodal niteligi, buna uygun olarak Yunan toplumunun esitsiz-
lik¢i temellerinin atilisi ortaya konmustur. Bu cagin kiiltiirel {irii-
ni olan Homeros Destanlarmin esitsizlikei kiiltiiriin ilk verileri ol-
dugu gosterilmistir. Devrin esitsizlikciliginin «aristokratik esitsiz-
likcilik» oldugu belirtilmistir. - Bu esitsizlikci aristokratik diizene
tepki olarak, Hesiodos'un «demokratik esitlikci» diisiiniisii baslati-
sina isaret edilmistir.

«Polisin Kurulusu» (I. O. VII. - VI, yiizyillar aras1) baslikli
dordiincii boltimde, iiretim teknolojisindeki degisikliklerle, sarap
ve zeytinyagi iiretiminin, buna parelel olarak isboliimii ve ticaretin
gelismesiyle, feodal diizenin sona erisi, bir ticaret burjuvazisinin
belirisi gosterilmistir. Ekonomik giicii eline geciren bu simf, siya-
sal haklar: aristokratlarin tekelinden kurtararak, «demokratik esit-
likci» diizen gelenegini baslatmuistir. Ancak, Solon'un reformlarinda
izleyebilecegimiz bu hareket, baslangicta, siyasal haklar «asalet»
yerine «servet» oOlgegine gore dagitildigr icin, demokratik yone vo-
nelmis olmakla beraber, oligarsik yonti agir basan bir hareketti.

Bu demokratik yondeki hareketlere karsi, aristokratik bir tep-
~ ki belirmis, bazi aristokratik diistintirler, aristokratik esitsizlikci
degerleri, «asil iyi avam kotii», «asil erdemli avam erdemsizdir»,
«asil yonetmeli avam yonetilmelidir» ana fikri ¢cercevesinde formii-
le etmislerdir.

«Polisin Gelismesi» (I. O. VI. - V. yiizyillar aras1) bashkli be-
sinci boliimde, once diger Yunan toplumlarindan farkl bir gelisim
gosteren Sparta toplumu, (anlatista tarihsel siradan biraz ayrila-
rak) kurulusundan yikilisina kadar incelenmistir. Sparta toplumu-
nun yapisi, spartanlar askeri aristokratik egemen simifi tarafindan
yonetilen, «statik esitsizlik¢i» feodal bir yar kast diizeni olarak go-
riiliir. Sparta, Egemen spartanlar smifi icinde, ekonomik esitlige va-
ranadek ileri derecede esitlik¢i, simiflar arasinda ileri derecede esit-
sizlikei, uluslararasi, polisleraras: iliskilerde de esitlik¢i bir toplum-
dur.

Yunan toplumunda polisin gelismesi devri, Atina toplumu or-
nek almarak (zaman zaman da diger polislerdeki gelismelere degi-
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nilerek) incelenmistir. Sehir toplumu olan polisin gelismeye basla-
masiyla, burjuvalar ve burjuvalar yani sira bir emekciler smifi,
halk siifi belirmistir. Tiranlik yonetimi aristokrasiyi yikip, halk
ile burjuvalarin c¢ikarlarim birlikte kollayan bir diizen olarak ku-
rulur. Tiranlik yonetimi yikilinca, Kleisthenes, aristokratik niteli-
gini hala siirdiiren toplumsal Grgtitlenisi, reformlariyla demokrat-
lastirmistir. Halkin en alt tabakasina davanarak, demokratik esit-
likci siyasal diizeni gerceklestirmistir.

Ancak vatandaslar sinifi ile simirli tutulan bu esitlik¢i demok-
ratik gelismeler ilerlerken, ticaret ve sanayi iiretiminin gelismesi
nedeniyle, vatandas olan olmayan siniflar arasi ayrim ve esitsizlik
stirmiistiir., Kolelere ozgurliik ve yerlesmis yabancilar olup, ticaret
ve zanaatlarla ugrasan metoikoslara siyvasal haklar tanmimmamistir.
Atina demokrasisi bir «vatandaslar simfi i¢ci demokrasi», Atina
esitlikciligi, bir «vatandaslar simifi ici simirhi esitlikcilik» olarak be-
lirir. Atina demokrasisi, vatandaslar arasinda (ekonomik alan di-
sinda) esitlikci, polis icinde simiflar arasinda esitsizlikci, polisler-

arasi iliskilerde de (emperyalist niteliginden dolay1) esitsizlik¢i bir

diizen olarak belirir.

Pers Savaslar: zaferi, Yunan toplumunda ulusal tistiinliik akim-
larin1 baslatmistir. Insanlarin asil-avam, ozgtir-kole, vatandas-metoi-
kos, kadin-erkek ayrmm ve esitsizlikleri zincirine, Helen-barbar ay-
rim ve esitsizligi de eklenmistir. :

Diger boliimlerde oldugu gibi, bu bolimde de, esitlik esitsizlik
olgu ve degerleri, ekonomik, sosyal, siyasal, kiiltiirel alanlarda ol-
mak tizere dort ana alanda incelenmistir.

Polisin gelismesi devrinde, ozellikle Atina toplumunda, deniz-
asir1 ticaret sayesinde, Atina'ya, Akdeniz kiyisindaki yiizlerce top-
lumdan arti-irtin ve arti-deger akisinin, Atina toplumunu erken ve
hizli bir ekonomik gelisim i¢ine sokup, onun, ekonomik emperya-
lizme kadar, tiretim diizeni asamalarmin bir bir gecisi gosterilmis-
tir.

Atina polisinin gelismesi devrinde, ekonomik sosyal ve siyasal
olaylar tarihsel sira ile incelendikten sonra, bu devirle ilgili diisii-
niise gecilmistir. Bu devirde, demokratik gelismelere paralel, aris-
tokratik diistintise tepki olarak, sofistik akim belirmistir. Bu akim
yiktig: aristokratik esitsizlikci diistiniis ve degerler yerine, «demok-
ratik esitlikci» (Yunan demokrasisinin esitsizlikci vonleri de oldu-
gu icin) «demokratik esitsizlikci» degerleri yaratmaya calismistir.
Demokratik sofistik diisiiniise karsi ise, yeni bir aristokratik tepki
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baslamustir. Esitsizlikci aristokratik degerler Sokrates, Platon ve
Aristoteles {licliisiinde, «erdemli bilge asiller yonetsin» ana fikrine
dayanan esitsizlik¢ci genel felsefeler bigiminde sistemlestirilmistir.

Bu boliimde Platon ve Aristoteles’in esitlik kavrami iizerine
spekiilasyonlar: anlatilip, bu iki dustiniiriin, esitsizlik¢ci inanc ve
degerlerini, devrin sevimli kavrami «esitlik» kilifi altinda sunmak
icin, esitlik kavramini, «sayisal esitlik» ve «oranli esitlik» olarak
ayrimlayislar: elestirilmistir.

Altine1 boliimde, «Polisin Cokiisii» (1.0.IV. - III. viizyillar ara-
s1) incelenmistir. Atina'nin esitsizlikc¢iligi uluslararas: alana tasirip,
evrensel bir emperyalizm c¢apina ulastirarak, esitsizlikci diizende
asiriya gitmesi, onun ve Yunan toplumunun cokiisiine yolacmuistir.
Peloponnesos Savaslari ile Yunan topluluklarinda, polis icinde ve
polisler arasinda somiiren ve somiuriilenler arasinda ic savaslar pat-
lak vermistir. Makedonya'nin miidahelesi ve Iskender’in Doguya yo-
nelmis emperyalist akini, Yunan toplumundaki ic savaslar1 bir sii-
re icin ertelemistir. Sefer sona erip Yunan erleri terhis edilince,
Yunan'in emperyalist kaynaklar: tamamen kuruyunca, lilkede, eko-
nomik esitlik pesinde kosan, proleter nitelikli ayaklanmalar basgos-
termistir.

Bu gelismelere uygun olarak, Yunan diisiiniisiinde esitlikci ni-
telikli fikir ve felsefeler belirip gelismeye baslamistir. Kynikler eko-
nomik esitsizligi kinamis, epikuroscular «dostlar aras: esitlik» fikir-
lerini gelistirmis, kynikler ve stoikler, vatandas olan olmayan ay-
rimina karsi durarak, kosmopolis (diinya vatandashigi) fikrini sun-
muslardir. Ancak bu felsefeler de tam esitlik¢i olamamuslar, bilge
olan ve olmayan ayrim ve esitsizligi diisiiniislerinin belirgin niteli-
gi olmustur. ' '

Esitsizlik¢i polis diizeninin yikilip, proleteryanin ayaklandig
bu devirde, ekonomik esitlik istemleri bir yandan yagmalarla, bir
yandan komiinist utopialar ve altincag hayalleri biciminde kendini
ortaya koymustur. Ancak bunlarin da tam esitlik¢ci olmayip, esit-
lik hayallerinin, kélelerin calisip, 6zgiirlerin yan gelip yattiklar: bir
diizenden ote gecmedikleri goriilir,

«Sonug» boliimiinde, inceleme siiresince ulasilan sonuclar ak-
tarilip, Eski Yunan uygarliginin, esitsizligi kole-6zgiir derinliginde
artirip, evrensel bir emperyalizm capina ulastirdig: icin, bu esitsiz-
lik¢i diizenin sagladigy muazzam arti-degeri degerlendiren Yunan
ist siniflarinin, yaratici, parlak bir uygarhik gelistirdikleri, vatan-
daslar simifi igin siyasal, bir dereceye kadar da ekonomik esitligin,
bu agir ic ve dis esitsizligin bedeliyle 6dendigi yargisina varilmistir.
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EQUALITY AND INEQUALITY IN THE ANCIENT GREECE

A SUMMARY

This study, which strives to approach the economic, social and
cultural structure of Ancient Greek society from the concepts of
equality and inequality, has led me to the conclusion that technology
of war, traditional social structure, and cultural elements have, in
the final analysis, determined the degree and nature of equality
and inequality in a given society. Accordingly, this study, in deter-
mining the nature of Greek society, has accepted these four ele-
ments as the principal determining factors.

«Intoduction» deals with the method of study.

The first chapter, entitled «Pre-Greek Civilization» (between
B.C. 5000 - 2000), epitomizes the stages of the tradition of the un -
egalitarian civilized society from the egalitarian primitive one up
to the settled, and civilized society (in Mesopotamia 5000 years B.C.)

-where social cooperation and differet classes appeared.

The second chapter, entitled the «Immediate Sources of Greek
Civilization» (between 2000- 1000 B.C.) studies Minoan society
which had achieved a brillant but an un-egalitarian civilization
by way of extending this inequality to the international field
through maritime trade, and mycanaean civilization which had foun-
ded a bureucratic civilization on the ashes of the former civiliza-
tion. This chapter further endeavours to show by way of examining
the technological and cultural effects of these civilizations on the
Hellenic world that these immediate sources of the Hellenic civi-
lization were based on inequality.

The third chapter starts to examine the Greek civilization wit-
hin the frame of certain periods, selected according to the stages
which the polis social unit had passed through. Under the title «The
Age of Heroism», (between IX.-VIII. centuries B.C.) the feudal
nature of the pre-polis order and accordingly the establishment of
the un-egalitarian foundations of Greek society were examined. It
is shown that the Hemeric Hymns, which were the cultural outco-
me of the age, were the firt product of the culture of inequality. It
is further stated that the inequality of the age was an «aristocratic

‘inequality». It is necessary to note, however, that during the period

Hesiod vehemently reacted against this un-egalitarian aristocratic
order with his ideas which are the begining of «democratic egali-
tarian» thinking.
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In the fourth chapter entitled «The Foundation of Polis» (bet-
ween VII. - VI. centuries B.C.) the advent of a trade bourgeoisie by
way ol an increase of vine and olive oil, and concomitantly the de-
velopment of cooperation of trade, is shown. This class, which held
the economic power, had initiated the tradition of democratic order
based on equality, after removing the political rights from the hands
of aristocrats. But this movement - which we can trace track back
to the reforms of Solon-can be considered initially as oligarchie
although oriented towards democracy, because political rights were
distributed according to «wealth» rather than to «nobilitiy». Cont-
rary to these democratic movements, there appeared an aristoc-
ratic reaction, and some aristocratic thinkers formulated the aris-
tocratic values of inequality within the framework of the mottos,
such as «noble is good, common is bad», «noble is virtuous, com-

mon 1s not virtuous» «noble must govern, common must let himself
be governed». |

In the begining of the fifth chapter, entitled «The Rise of Polis»
(between VI.-V centuries B.C.) Sparta society is examined from
its foundation to its collapse, taking into consideration its diffe-
rent path of development compared other Greek societies. The
structure of Sparta society was «static un-egalitarian» feudal and
sem-caste in nature, governed by a military-aristocratic and sovere-
ign class. The Sparta society was egalitarian from the point of even
economic equality among the spartans, and of inter-polis relations,
but highly un-egalitarian among the classes in the polis.

The development of polis in the Greek society is examined by
taking the Athens society as a typical example, but occasionally the
development in the other polises are touched on.

The bourgeoisie, and together with it, labourers class had ap-
peared as a result of the development of the polis. The tyranny was
established after demolishing the aristocracy, observing the rights
of masses as well as the bourgeoisie. After the fall of the tyranny,
Cleisthenes, with his reforms, had democratized the social organiza-
tion which still possessed its aristocratic mnature, and realized a
democratic, and egalitarian political system finding in the lowest
stratum of society. And at the age of Pericles democracy reached
its stigma at Athens by giving «dues» for presence in Common Hou-
se and other public officies. But, in the course of these egalitarian
and democratic development limited only to the citizens, inequality
and distinction between the citizens and non-citizens had continued
to be present as a result of the development of the production in
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industry. Freedom to the slaves and political rights to the metoikos
-who were dealing with trade and handiscraft and non-citizens-we-
re not recognized. «Athens democracy» appears as «democracy
among the citizens», and «Athens equality» as a «limited equality
for the citizens», and subsequently the Athens democracy takes the
form of egalitarian among the citizens (excluding the economic
field), un-egalitarian among the classes within the polis, and also
un-egalitarian in inter-polis relations because of its imperialistic
nature.

As a result of the victory of Persian Wars feelings of national
superiority had created in the Greek society. To the inequality cha-
ins of noble-common, free-slave, citizen-metoikos, another one, na-

mely the distinction and inequality betw%en Hellen and barbarian
was added.

In conformity with the other chapters, the facts and values of
equality and inequality are examined under four principal categori-
es, namely economic, social, political, cultural fields. In the period
of development of the polis, particularly Athens society had deve-
loped economically as a result of the flow of surplus-product and
surplus-value from the hundreds of socicties of the Mediterranecan
region to Athens, which in turn started as imperialistic venture. Af-
ter a chronological examining of the economic, social and political
events, the political thought of the period is studied. In this period,
concomitant with the democratic development and as a reaction to
aristocratic thought, sophistic current had manifested itself. This
current, in the place of un-egalitarian aristocratic thought and valu-
es wich it had demolished, tired to create «democratic egalitarian»
and «democratic un-egalitarian» values. (largely due to the un-egali-
tarian aspects of the Greek democracy). Against this democratic
sophistic though a new aristocratic reaction had started. The un-
egalitarian aristocratic values were systematized in the form of
un-egalitarian general philosophies largely based on the principal
view, «let the virtuous and learned nobles govern» of Socrates,
Plato, and Aristotle. s

In this part, Plato’s and Aristotle’s speculations on the con-
cept of equality are related, and their un-egalitarian beliefs and va-
lues which were presented, distinguishing the consept of equality
as «numerical equality» and «proportional equality», under the co-
ver of the sympathetic «equality» concept, are criticized.
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The sixth chapter deals with the «Fall of Polis» (between IV.
ITI. centuries B.C.) Athens drive to the excesses of inequality by
way of developing it beyond the boundaries of Athens and thus to
imperialistic dimensions had caused its fall. In the course of Pelo-
ponnesos Wars, a civil war had originated between the exploitors
and exploited in Greek societies. But Macedonia’s interference and
Alexander the Great’s imperialistic venture toward East, had post-
poned the civil war for a short duration, When the Greek soldiers
were demobilized after the campaign, and when the imperialistic
sources of Greece had come to an end, risings of proletarian nature
demanding economic equality had manifested itself.

In conformity with the above-stated developments, philosop-
hies of egalitarian nature had come to surface in the Greek society
and development as thestime went on. The kynics had reproached
the economic equality, the epicureans had developed the ideas of
«equality among friends» and kynics and stoics contrary to the
distinction between the citizens and non-citizens, had supported
the idea of kosmopolis, i.e. world citizenship. These philosophies,
however, were not purely egalitarian, but had in their very nature a
clear distinction and un-egalitarian beliefs between the learned and
illeterate.

In the course of this period when the proletariat had revolted,
demand for economic equality had made itself heard by way of
plunder on one hand, and communist utopias and illusions of gol-
den age on the other. But these were not egalitarian either and co-
uld not go beyond an order in which free people do noting and
slaves work. |

In the «Conclusion» the results arrived in course of the study
are noted. It is this study's conclusion that, the Greek upper clas-
ses had created a constructive and brilland civilization owing to
their exploitation of surplus-value which the un-egalitarian order
offered them, and that political and to a certain extent economic -
equality within the citizens were the product of these extreme
inequality at national and international fields.
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