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Butun dinyada, geri kalmis memleketler bir kalkinmanin sancilar:
icindedir. Bu kalkinma, ictimal siyasi ve iktisadi mahiyette olmak tizere
muhtelif sekiller almaktadir. Ictimai bakimdan olan kalkinma kohneles-
mis kaide ve kiymet hiiklimlerinin bir tarafa atilarak verlerine modern
usul ve kaidelerin ikame edilmesi geklinde olmaktadir. Meselda Tirkiye'de
senelerce evvel kabul edilmis olan monogamik aile, Fas'ta hentiz kanun-
lasmis bulunmaktadir. Siyasi bakimdan kalkinma somurge idaresinden
kurtulma, milliyetciligin yayilmasi ve devlet idaresinde halk kontroliniin
tesisi seklinde olmaktadir. Mesela Altin Sahili, Ghana adi altinda muhtar
bir idareye kavusmustur. Iktisat bakimmdan uyanis ige, bu meselelere bii-
yik aldka gosterilmesi geklinde olmaktadir. Tktisadi kalkinmanin, memle-
ketin sur’atle modern bir hale inkilabini temin etmek hususunda biiyik
bir rol oymyacagi diustinulmektedir. Sanayiin inkigafi biiyiik sehirlerin
dogmasina sebep olacak ve boyli niifusun modern teknoloji ve modern ha-
yat tarz ile temasa gecmesine imkan verecektir. Iktisadi kalkinma, geri
kalmis memleketlerdeki bircok kimseler tarafindan, igtimai ve hatta si-
vasl inkisaflarin temini bakimindan en kritik ve hayati bir mesele  olarak
telakki edilmektedir.

(reri kalmig memleketlerin iktisadi kalkmmaya olan ihtiyaclari, {ize-
rinde hicbir minakasa yapilmasina luzum olmiyacak kadar, belli ve apacik
bir vakiadir. Uzerinde miinakasaya liizum olmiyan diger bir bedahat = te,
ictimai uyanisin, modern teknolojinin tatbik edilebildigi buiyuk sehirlerde
vaki oldugu hususudur. Burada, iktisadi kalkinmanin gayesi hakkinda her-
hangi bir anlagmamazlik olamiyacagr hususuna da isaret etmek isteriz.
Bu gaye, en umumi olarak, fert basina diigen reel milli geliri artirmak sek-
linde ifade edilebilir.

Konumuz bakimindan, 1ktisadi kalkinma prosesinin ne demek oldu-
gunu az cok kat’iyetle tarif ve bunun baslica giicliiklerine isarzt etmek
zarureti vardir. Iktisadi kalkinma genis dlciide bir sermaye terakikiimii
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(x) Bu makalenin Tirkcesi ve Ingilizeesi ihtiva ettikleri fikirler bakimindan
birbirinin aymdir. Ancak birbirlerinin sadik terclimeleri degildirler,
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prosesidir. Bu sermaye ferakiimii memlekette sanayi tesislerinin kurulma-
s1 geklinde olacak fakat bunlardan elde edilecek mahsuller, halkin hayat
standardin1 derhal yiikseltecek olan istihlak istikametine tahsis edilmiye-
cek fakat belki kismen veya tamamen tekrar meveut sermayeye ilave edi-
lecektir. Alelade ahvalde, iktisadi kalkinma, istihldk mallarmin  hemen
degil fakat az cok uzunca bir miiddet sonra artmasini temin edecek - olan
madencilik, agir endiistri ve enerji sektorlerinin stur’atli bir sekilde inkigaf
ettirilmesi manasma gelmektedir. Maamafih, esas itibariyle bir sermaye
terakkimt prosesi olarak tarif ettigimiz iktisadi kalkinma kavramina, ge-
ker ‘ve dokuma fabrikalar: gibi, istihlak mallari istihsal eden tesisler de
dahildir.

Iktisadi kalkinma, fizik imkanlar meveut olsa bile, haglatilmasi ve ida-
mest oldukca gii¢ bir igtir. Clinkii sermaye terakkiimii bir tasarruf yapil-
masini, yani zaten fakir bir milletin kemerlerini biraz daha sikmasmi, ya-
hut aym mukéfat karsihiginds, daha cok calisilmasini yahut ta, eger bir dig.
yardundan faydalaniliyorsa, hemen istihlak seviyesini artirmanin biliyiuk
cazibesine mukavemet edilmesini icab ettirir.

Iste arzetmis oldugu bu giiclitkler dolayisiyledir ki, iktisadi kalkinma
politika meseleleriye baglanmaktadir.

Bazi aydimnlar, memleketlerinin iktisadi kalkinmasina okadar cok e-
hemmiyet vermektedirler ki, kalkinmanm ictimai ve siyasi cephelering
tamamiyle 1hmal etmek temayiilindedirler. Meseld bu gibi kimseler ikii-
sadi kalkmmanin str’ath bir gekilde tahakkuku icin, herhangi neviden bir
diktatorluk kurulmasmin sayani arzu olabilecegini ciddi sekilde diisiin-
mektedirler. Bu aydinlar iktisadi kalkinmanin icab ettirdigi fedakarlikla-
rin, demokratik gartlar altmda yapilmasina imkin olmayacagmi zannet-
mektedirler. Clinkii muhalefet partileri, iktidara gecebilmek icin, iktisadi
sikintilar: istismar edecekler ve iktidara gecinee de iktisadi kalkinmay1 ya-
vaglatacaklardir. Binaenaleyh bu aydinlar, iktisadi kalkinma icin bir te-
mel plan hazirlanmasini, miinakasa edilmesini ve ilmin ve teknigin en son
lcablarina gore degistirilmesini ve sonra da bunun siir’atle ve maharetle
tatbikini ve butun bunlarin tek parti sistemi icinde cereyan etmesini ter-
cih etmektedirler. Onlara gore, kalkinma planinin basarily bir sekilde ta-
hakkuku ile modern bir' egitim sisteminin de kurulmas: temin edilmis ola-
caktir. Bu suretle iktisadi kalkinmanm temin ettigi degismeler cemiyetin
modernize edilmesini ve bir miiddet sonra da, demokratik milesseselerin
kuruimasimni mumkun kilacaktir,

Iste bu makalemizin maksadi, yukarki paragrafta kisaca hulasa etmis
cldugumuz bu fikrin istinad etmis oldugu sarih veya zimmi faraziyeleri or-
taya koymak ve tenkit etmek ve ayn: zamanda, demokratik miiessese ve



sartlarm, zaruri olarak, iktisadi kalkinmay: guclestirmeyécegi, bil’akis bu-
mun tahakkuku icin kullanilabilecegini gostermektedir.

iktisadi kalkinmayi daha evvelce tarif etmistik. Simdi de demokratilk

idareden ne kastettigimizi tesbit edelim. Demokrasi bir hiirriyet atmoste-

rini icab ettirir. Bu hiirriyet atmosferi de temsilciler meclisi, muhalif par-
~ tiler, sendikalar gibi muesseselerle, basin, toplanti ve soz hiirriyetlerinin
mevcudiyetini ve ekseriyetin ekaliyetin goruglerine hiirmet etmesini icab
ettirir, Iste bu yazimizda, kullanacagimiz demokrasi kelimesinin muhteva-
51 bundan ibarettir.

Daha iyi bir tabir bulamadigiz icin kendilerine «totaliter liberallers
diyecegimiz bu aydmlarmn istinad ettikleri faraziyelerin tetkikine gecme-
den evvel dusince zincirlerini hiilasa edelim: onlara gore, «hayirhah» bir
diktatorliik kabildir. Bu diktatorliik neyin halkin en ziyade menfaatine ol-
dugunu bilir ve muayyen hudutlar icinde serbest munakasaya musaade e-
der. Bu diktatorlitk ayni zamanda iktisadi kalkinmayi en siir'atli bir ge-
kilde bagarabilir ve isi bitince sahneden cekilerek demokratik bir siste-
‘min kurulmasmma miisaade eder.

IT

Totaliter liberallerin ilk faraziyeleri hayirhah bir diktatorliigiin miim-
kiin oldugu iddiasidir. Bu faraziyenin tahakkuku garantili olmadig gibi,
tarih te bunun aksini isbat etmektedir. Gerci memlekete biiyiik faydalar
saglamis olan iktisadi kalkinma hamlelerine girismis diktatorler vardir.
Atatiirk’li buna bir misal olarak gosterebiliriz. Fakat buna mukabil
memleketlerine atalet ve tereddiden bagka bir sey getirmemis olan pek
cok diktatorlitkler de vardir. Franko Ispanyasi, Salazar Portekizi ve Orta
Dogu’daki diktatorliikler bayledir.

Cok defa olan sey, bir elit ziimresinin iktidara gectikten sonra evveld
iktisadi kalkinma ile ugragmas: fakat durumunu kuvvetlendirdikten sonra
yavag yavag cebini doldurmaga koyulmasi ve halk: ihmal etmesidir. Ar-
Jantindeki Peron diktatorlugii bunun en miikemmel bir misalidir. Bir dik-
tatorligtin, hayirhah olarak baslasa bile, hayirhah olarak devam edebile-
cegi ¢ok stiphelidir. «Kontrol edilmeyen iktidar kullanani dejenere eder»
s0zu muhakkak ki buiyik bir hakikat ihtiva etmektedir. Birlesik Ameri-
ka'nin Ana yasasi tanzim edilirken mutlak iktidarm bu dejenere edici ma-
hiyeti nazara alinmig ve kuvvetlerin ayrilig, seldhiyetlerin merkezl ve
mahalll hukiimetler arasmda taksimi gibi hususlar hiikme baglanmaistir.

Ikinci faraziye, halk kiitlesinin menfaatlerini takdirden aciz olmasi ve
bunun ancak aydinlar tarafindan bilinebilmesidir. Aydinlarin  kiitlenin
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menfaatini iyi bir gekilde takdir edeceklerinde siiphe yoktur. Fakat yu-
karda da izah etmis oldugumuz gibi bu bilgi onlarin mutlaka halkin men--
faatlerine gore harekat etmelerini garanti etmez. Kaldi ki, faraziyenin di--
ger kaziyesi, yani halkin kendi menfaatini takdirden aciz bulunmasi, ta-
mamiyle yanhstir. Halk kutleleri ne kadar ecahil olursa olsunlar temel
ihtiyaciarinin neler oldugunu en az aydinlar kadar bilirler. Bundan bagka,
kiitleyi tamamiyle aydmmlardan ayr: ve onlardan tecrid edilmis olarak dii-
sunmekte vakiaya aykiridir. Fiiliyatfa halk, gazeteler, kitaplar, konferans-
lar ve hususi konugmalar vasitasiyle daimi surette aydinlarla temas halin-
dedir. Boylece halk, ihtiyaglarini tesbit ederken yalniz kendi akli selimi-
ne istinad etmekle iktifa etmemekte, fakat ayni zamanda aydmlarin yol
gostericiliginden de faydalanmaktadir. Nitekim, demokrat memleketlerde:
tiilen vaki olan gey, halkmm aydinlar tarafindan kendisine arz ve etrafli se-
kilde izah edilen muhtelif programlardan birisini secmesidir. Stiphesiz ki,
halkin hicbir zaman yanilmiyacagini veya aldatilamiyacaging iddia etmek
istemiyoruz. Fakat ayni itiraz elit ziimresi icin de bahis konusudur.

Demokratik prosz daha yavas ve olculudur. Bu sayede eldeki mesele--
nin daha dikkatle ve etraflica tetkik ve tenkidine ve sartlara en uygun hal
tarzinin elde edilmesine imkan vermekiedir. Halk kiitlelerinin menfaatle-
rini takdir edecek kabiliyette olduklarini gosteren kafi miktarda delil de
wvardir. Mesela 1950 szcimlerinde, ekserisi okuma yazma bile bilmeyen Tirk
kéylileri, ellerinde Halk Partisi fakat ceplerinde Demokrat partisi listele--
riyle secim sandiklarina gitmigler, Halk Partili miigahitlere onlarin listele-
rini gostermis fakat iceride sandiga Demokrat Partisinin listesini atmaislar-
dir. Bu secimlerde, Halk Partisinin propaganda istiinliigiine ve halkin veh-
~mine ragmen secimleri Demokrat Parti kazanmistir. Mesela Ankarann
hemen kenarindaki bir koytn halki, koylerine secim arifesinde elektrik ge-
tirilmig olmasina ragmen, muhalefete rey vermistir. 1956 mahalli secim--
lerinde de, Demokrat Partinin cok kuvvetli oldugu ve kir sembol gibi gos--
terilen bir koyde, sarfedilen biitiin gayretlere wve saglanan maddi menfaat-
lere ragmen, halk miistakillere rey vermigtir. Zikretmis oldugumuz bu mi-
sallerde, halkin dogru veya yanhs rey vermis olduklarmi degil fakat her-
seye ragmen bildiklerinden caydirilamiyacaklarini gostermek istedik. ¥En
basit koyliilerin bile demokratik diizendeki rollerini bu kadar meharet ve
cesaratle oynadiklarmi gormek, insanin demokrasiye olan imanim daha
da kuvvetlendirmektedir,

Maamafih, halkin bazan kendi ihtiyariyle yapmayacag: bazi seyleri an-
cak hiikiimetin tazyikiyle yapmaga razi oldugu dogrudur. Bunun en basit
misali cocuklar icin ilk 68retimin mecburi olmasidir. Bu mecburiyet, ¢be-
veynlerin cocuklarini kendi ihtiyariyle okula gondermek istememeleri ih-
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timaline karsilik konulmustur. Fakat sadece boyle birkac - misale bakip
halkin kendi istikbalini tayinde yetersiz oldugunu iddia etmek yanlis bir
diistincedir. ' | _

«Totaliter liberalleriny ticlinell bir faraziyeleri tek parti sistemi icinde
serbest miinakasanin mumkin oldugu iddiasidir. Onlara gore bitiin fikir-
ler evveld serbestce miinakasa edilecek ve bir karara varildiktan sonra saf-
lar siklasfirilip tereddiitstizce icraata ge;_;i']eg-ektir.

| Tek parti sistemi icinde, serbest munakasa yapilabilecegine inanmak
safdillik olur. Tek parti sisteminde muhalif fikirleri savunmak cok defa
oliime kadar giden ¢ok buylik riskler ihtiva etmektedir. Gercekten, bir mu-
halif parti veya basina hayat hakk: tanimivan bir partinin, ayni seye ken-
disaflar: icinde musaade edecegine inanmak icin herhangi mak{l bir sebep
disiinulemez. Belki daha realist bir faraziye, parti buyukler: karsisinda
ifade edilen fikirlerin, onlarin zaten soylenmesinden memnuniyet: duya-
caklar: geyler veya zorla elde edilmig itiraflar ve otokritikler mahiyetinde
olmasidir. Insanhigr asagilatiza boyle bir hava teessils ettikten sonra artik,
hichir miinakasali meselede fertlerin samimi fikirlerini ifade etmeleri wve
bir tenkitte bulunmalar: miimkiin olmiyacaktir.

Elbetteki tek parti sistemi icinde de liderlik icr miicadele olapaktir.
Fakat bu, hicbir zaman demokrasilerdeki mucadeles geklinde eclmiyacaktir.
Clinkti demokratik idarelerde bir parti icindeki hizip sesini duyuramaz ha-
le gelince ayrihip muhalif bir parti kurmak imkanina maliktir. Halbuki
tek parti sisteminde bdyle bir imkan olmadigindan miicadele bir 6lim ka-
Iim miuicadelesi seklini almaktadir. Ayrica basin ve radyo gibi halkla te-
mas1 temin eden biitlin vasitalar partinin tekelinde oldugu icin, muhalifle-
rin fikirlerini halka duyurmalari ve onlarin hakemligini ve yardimini te-
min etmeleri de imkéansizdir. Bu sebepten miicadele yalniz kanli olmakla
kalmayip ayni zamanda bir Eai‘ay entrikasi mahiyetinde cereyan etmekte-
dir. Boyle bir miicadeleden, elbetteki en kuvvetli fikrin miidafii olan degil
fakat en entrikaci ve en hunhar olan taraf galip cikacaktir. Bir milletin li-
derliginin bu tip bir miicadelenin neticesiyle taayyun etmesinin bizzat
«totaliter liberallerina bile kabul edemiyecskleri kadar kott bir usul ol-
dugundan siiphe etmiyoruz. Sovyetler Birliginde, Lenin ve Stalin’in olum-
lerinden sonra cereyan eden miicadeleler yukaridaki fikirleri teyid et-
mektedir. Buna mukabil, butiin fikirlerin serbestce mijnakasasina misaa-
de edilmis olan bir tek parti sistemi misaline buitlin tarih boyunca tesa-
duf edilem=mistir.

~ Totaliter Liberallerin, diger bir faraziyeleri stir’atli bir iktisadi kal-
kinma icin gerekli olan tasarrufun ancak diktator bir idarenin temin ede-
bilcicegi ve demokratik sistemin boyle bir seye muktedir clamiyacag: sek-



302 AREN — GORVIN

lindedir. Bu faraziye, totaliter liberallerin temel faraziyeleri olup, dikta-
torlak lizumunun esbabi mucibesini teskil etmektedir.

Bu faraziye itk bakista gorundiugi kadar kuvvetli degildir. Bir kerre
diktatorligiin eebir yolu ile harekete gecirecegi enerjinin karsisma, de-
mokrasinin tésvik yolu ile temin e'd-ec:egi enerji konulmahdir. Faraziye, ik-
tisadl kalkinmayi sadece fiziki yatirimlarm bir fonksiyonu olarak dilgiin-
mektedir. Halbuki sevkle yapilan is ve meharet, iktisadi kalkimmmayi temin
bakimindan, en az maddi yatirimlar kadar énemlidir. Bu sebepten demok-
ratik inkigafin temin edecegi hurriyet havasi ve insan haysiyetine goiste-
recegl saygi insanlari calismaga sevketmek bakimindan, baha bicilmez bir
miusevviktir. Tkinci olarak iktisadi planeiligin yalniz totaliter degil fakat
demokratik sistemlerde de miimkiin oldugunu unutmamak lazimdir. Hal
boyle olunca, uygun bir vergi, para ve kredi pcilitil{élsl_takip edilerek ikti-~
sadi plan tahakkuk ettirilebilir. Demokratik bir sistemde hichir kontrol ve
sevk ve idare vasitasi olmadigimi zannetmek sadece heddiseleri tahlil kabi-
liyetinin yokluguna delalet eder,

Totaliter liberallerin, hemen hemen hi¢ aciklanmamis olan diger bir
faraziyeleri, geri kalmis bir memlekette diktatorliik tesisinin demokrasiyi
tesisten daha kolay oldugu seklindedir. Eger diktatérlitkten kasit, sadece
halkin istibdad altinda tutulmasi ise buna diyecek bir geyimiz yoktur.
Ciinkil, gergekten cahil kiitleleri bask: altmda tutmak kolaydir, Fakat e-
ger maksat, bu kiitleleri harekete getirmek, onlara bir geyler yaptirmaksa,
diktatorliigiin en miessir ve kolay bir siyasi vasita oldugunu kabul etmek
¢cok zordur. Cebir yoluyla kalkinma memleketin her tarafmda ve cemiyet
hayatmin her safhasinda miiessir bir kontrol tesisiyle miimkiindiir. Boyle
bir gey ise genig ve cok iyi igleyen bir merkezi tegkilatin meveudiyetini i-
cab ettirir. Halbuki, tarifi icabi, geri kalmis memleketlerde miitkemmel Bir
idare tegkilati kurulamaz. Hatta, bu gibi memlekatlerde, Amm2 idaresi-
nin kalkinmayi temin edecek seviyede olmasi soyle dursun, bildkis bunu
onledigi veya hi¢ degilse bir engel tegkil ettigi iddia edilebilir.

Hayirhah diktatorlik taraflarmin diger bir faraziyeleri, memleket
muayyen bir olgunluga erigince diktatériin kenara cekilip demokratik bir
idarenin kurulmasina miisaade edecegl geklindedir. Halbuki tarih, hemen
hemen her diktatorligiin kan ve atesle sona erdigini gostermektadir. Ger-
cekten diktatorler bir kere iktidar: ele gecirince, artik bundan kolay kolay
vazgecmezler,

Tirkiye’de, 1945'te, muhalif partilérin kurulmasma miisaade edilmesi
ve 1950°de de Halk Partisinin secim yolu ile iktidar: devretmege razi olma-
si istisnal bir hadisedir. Tiirk aydinlar: bunun normal bir yol oldugunu ve
paska yerlerde de ve her zaman tekerriir edebilecegini zannetmemelidir-
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~ler. Bilakis, mevcut ve miistakbel diktatorler, 1950 Tiirk tecriibesini bir i-
kaz olarak hatirlayacak ve ayni geyin tekerriiriine hicbir zaman imkan ver-
miyeceklerdir.

Nihayet; bir diktatorliik cebir yolu ile iktidardan uzaklagtirildig: za-
man cok defa yeni bir diktatorligin onun yerine ikame edildigine isaret
etmek isteriz.

111

Buraya kadar, «totaliter liberallerin» baslica faraziyelerini tesbit wve
bunlar1 tenkide calistik. Bdylece, hayirhah bir diktatorlik taraftarhigimn,
zimnen veya sarahaten, daha bagka ne gibi seyleri kabul etmek demek ol-
dugunu ortaya koymus bulunuyoruz. Oyle zannediyoruz ki «Totaliter libe-
rallerin» ekserisi hayirhah diktatorlik tarattarligi yaparlarkzn, ayn: za-
meanda biitiin bu faraziyeleri de kabul etmek mechuriystinde olduklarinin
farkinda degildirler.

iktisadi kalkinma bakimindan totaliter ve demokratik idarelerin mu-
kayeseleri yapilirken «totaliter liberallerin» isledikleri metodolojik bir ha-
taya da ehemmiyetle isaret etmek isteriz. Mukayese, esas itibariyle de-
mokrasinin, isler vaziyetteki ve binaenaleyh paratik bircok kusurlari ihti-
va eden haliyle, totaliterligin ideal hali arasinda yapilmaktadir. Asikardir
ki bu objektif bir mukayese sayilmaz. Neticenin adil olmasi ve ayn1 za-
manda pratik bir kiymet te ifade edebilmesi icin mukayesenin her iki sis-
temin de tatbikattaki durumlar: arasinda yapilmas: lazimdir. Ancak, boy-
le bir mukayese yapildiktan sonradir ki sarih bir neticeye erismek miim-
kiin olabilir.

«Totaliter liberaller» demokratik sarfiar altindaki iktisadi kalkinma-
dan bahsederken, cok defa sanayi inkilabinin Batidaki ylirekler acisi neti-
celerine sozu getirirler.

Halbuki demokratik gartlar altinda iktisadi kalkinma oOrnegi olarak
18 ve 19cu asirlarda Ingiltere’deki gelismeleri almak buyuk bir tahlil ha-
tasidir. Teknolojik, sosyolojik wve politik bakimlardan dunyanin bugunku
hali ile 0 zamanlardaki hali arasinda ¢ok biiytik farklar vardir. Bu sebep-
ten, bu guniin geri kalmis memleketlerini, 18’inci asrin Ingiltere’sine ben-
zetmek ve kalkinmanin ayni modeli takip edecegini farzetmek miimkin de-
gildir. Bu bakimdan, o6rnek olarak Amerika Birlesik Devletlerini almak
belki cok daha uygun olacaktir. Bu memleket, bugtinkti yuksek hayat se-
viyesine demokratik sartlar altinda ve Bati Avrupa’daki sefalet devresin-
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den gecmeksizin ulagmistir. Ve bu satirlarin yazarlari, yeni gelisen mem-
leketlerin, bu bakimdan Amerika, Birlegik Devletlerinin bir asir evvelki
durumundan daha elverigli sartlar icinde oduguna inanmaktadirlar.

Bu kisa makalede, sadece, iktisadi kalkinmanin demokratik sartlar al-
tinda miimkiin oldugunu ve ayni seyin totaliter usullerle temin edilmesi-
nin tehlikelerine isaret edilmek istenmigtir. Bizzat iktisadi kakinma prose-
sinden, bunun icab ettirdigi iktisadi miiessese ve vasitalardan bahsetmeyi
ayri bir arastirma konusu olarak telakki etmekteyiz.



ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AND THE TOTALITARIAN LIBERAL

Albert GORVINE
Sadun AREN

Throughout the world the underdeveloped areas are in the throes
of an awakening. This awakening takes many forms: sociological, poli-
tical, and economic. Sociologically it has meant the throwing oyer
of old cultural folkways and mores and the substituting of modern pat-
terns of life. So, monogamous marriages Introduced into Turkey, for
example, many years ago have just become law in Morocco, Politically
it has meant the eliminatior: of colonial rule from the area, the rise of
nationalism, and the establishment of local control over government.
Qo the Gold Coast will become self-governing - under its new name of

Ghana. In economic terms this awakening has meant an overwhelming
interest in economic development which it is hoped will serve as a catalyst
to speed the transformatior: from the past to the present, The growth of
the factory and of industry will develop urban areas, create a working

class and make the peasant aware of the wonders of modern technolo-
gical life. The last of these forces, the economic, has been held by most
people in the underdeveloped areas to be the most critical and to be vital
to the securing of certain sociological changes and even of political
changes. -

1t is impossible to quarrel with the need for major economic develop-
ment in the underdeveloped areas. The need is there, orly too obvious to
see. It is also obvious the sociological changes which have taken place
have occurred in the cities where modern technelogy has left its ime-
pact. Here we also should like to indicate that there can be no disagree-
ment with the goal of economic development. This goal, i a geperal way,
is to increase the per capita real National Income. |

Before going further, it is necessary to establish somewhat more
specifically what is meant by economic development and also to state
some of its difficulties. Economic development requires a major large
scale effort of capital accumulation which will take the form of setting
up manufacturing industries.
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The benefits of these industries may not immediately be available
for consumption which will raise the standard of living of the people.
Instead a part, if not the whole of it may be re-accumulated, In ordinary
terms 1t means a rapid rate of expanslor: of mines, natural resources,
heavy industry and power facilities, which will only later result in the
Increase of consumers’ goods for the masses. However, within our defi-
nition of economic development which is essentially a capital accumu-
lation process the construction of such consumer goods, factories, such
as sugar and textile plants, is considered ‘as economic development.
Economic development apart from physical possibilities, is not an easy
tagk. Capital accumulation means savings which means tightening of
already tight belts, or harder work for the same reward or, in. the case
of foreign aid, resistance to the great temptation of immediate higher
consumption. It is because of these difficulties that economic development
1s tied in with politics.

This stress on economic change and particularly economic develop-
ment has become so great in the minds of many intellectuals that they
are inclined to overlook the political and social aspects of development.
Serious and sincere consideration has been given to the establishment
of some form of dictatorship which will speed the economic development
without what is congidered hindrance from the democratic processes.
These intellectuals feel that the sacrifices necessary in the accumula-
tion of capital which will make possible economic development, are not
possible within a democratic environment. The fear is that opposition
parties will appeal to the uneducated masses for votes, get into power,
and distort or slow the economic development. They would prefer to see
the preparation of a master plan for the economic development, discus-
slons on it within perhaps a single party system, the altering of it as
the most modern scientific and technical methods dictate, and carry-
ing out of it with efficiency ard speed. With the successful completion
of the Master Plan would come economic development and the develop-
ment of a modern educational system to man the huge industrial enter-
prise. In this way the changes resultant from the economic develop-
ment will modernize society and make possible the establishment of,
in the future, demoecratic institutions.

1t is the purpose of this paper, however, to challenge some of the
assumptions which are either implicit or explicit in ‘the thoughts of
these people. It is contended that democratic institutions need not
necessarily hinder economic development but can, on the other hand,
be utilized to further it. .

Before examining the assumptions of these intellectuals, whom we
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shall call for lack of a better term “totalitarian liberals”, let us now
summarize their thinking as follows: It is possible to have a “benevo-
lent” dictatorship which knows what is in the best interest of the people,
which will permit free discussion within its own set limits, and which
will secure the most rapid economic development and then ‘withdraw
and permit a democratic system of government to be established.

The first assumption which is made and requires challenging is
that a dictatorship can be benevolent. There is no certainty to this
assumption and in fact history deries it. There are, to be sure, illustra-
tions of dictatorships which have undertaken economic development
programs which have resulted in major economic benefits for the
country. One may cite the Atatirk dictatorship and even the Soviet one.

However, there are many more dictatorships which have meant stag-
nation for the country. Such are the dictatorships of Franco in Spain,
Salazar in Portugal, and those of the Middle KEastern countries. One
cannot overlook the fact that a ruling elite after getting into power, may
first undertake some economic development to appease the masses and

then simply serve to entrench itself and gradually start to aggrandize its
own wealth and further impoverish the people. The Peron dictatorship
in Argentina was an excellent illustration of just this. A dictatorship
may be benovolent at the start but it is very doubtful that it will con-
tinue as benevolent.,

The old maxim “power corrupts and absolute power corrupts ab-
solutely” must still be reckoned with. As early as the framing of the
United States Constitution, the fear of this corrupting nature of power
had led to the inclusion of such concepts as the separation of powers
withir: the central government and the division of powers between the
central and local government.

A second assumption that is made is that the elite not only knows
what is in the best interests of the people but also that the people
themselves are not capable of this insight. Even if one assumes that
the elite will act in the best interests of the people (which is question-
able as has already beemn stated) there is no reason to assume that the
people are incapable of knowing what is in their own best® interests.
Furthermore, it is not realistic to think of the mass ag isolated from
the elite, On the contrary the mass is in continuous communication
with the elite through the press, conferences amnd private conversations.
S0, the mass does not solely depend on its own insight in making decis-
ions but also draws on the advice and experience of the elite. In practice
the mass makes a choice among ditferent programs presented and
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explained to it. This does not mean to imply that people cannot be fooled
and that they will be right all the time, but neither can we assume
that the elite always will be right.

The democratic process is a slower and more deliberative one but so
may give time for careful consideration and discussion which may alter
the plan and so for this situation, in this country, at this time, offers a
better solution to problems. Moreover, there is sufficient evidence to
indicate that the peasant is frequently aware instinctively of what is in
his own interest. So in 1950 the uneducated and unsophisticated Turkish
peasant walked into the polling booth with a Republican ballot showing
to the Republican officials present, reached into his pocket, pulled out
a Democratic ballot, and dropped it into the ballot box. In spite of the

controls which the Republicans had exercised through control of the
propaganda media, and the apprehensions of the people, the election
was won by the Democrats. In one village just outside Ankara, the
people, although they had been provided electric power facilities just
prior to the 1950 election, still voted Democratic. In the 1956 local elec-
tion i a simple Turkish village which had been strongly Democratic
in the past elections and which the Democrats had wanted to carry as
a symbol, the people voted Independert in spite of the hand-out of ma-
terial favors. In none of these cases do we wish to judge the correctness
of the vote of the people but rather to point out that the people are not
easily led against their judgement, and are capable of understanding the
issues in spite of these influences. One’s faith in democracy - renews
when one thinks of the courage and understanding of a simple peasant
who knows so well the process in which he is participating.

It 1s true that through government frequently the people are forc-
ed to agree to do things which they might rot otherwise want to do. A
simple illustration of this is compulsory school attendance for child-en
even though the parents may object. However, this does not mean that
all powers of decisior need to be taken away from them. On the major
1ssues which may be presented to a populace by two parties of opposirg
views the people are capable of rendering a judgement.

A third assumption which the “totalitarian libral” makes, that it
is possible to have within a one party system discussion and argument
and that, once decisions have been made, to close ranks and carry out
the policy agreed upon. It does seem somewhat foolhardy to assume
that argument and disagreement as we understand these terms in a
democracy can take place freely within a one party system without the
opposition fearing for its life. If this one party system does not permit
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an opposition party or oppositien press, what sound basis is there for
assuming that opposition will be permitted to exist within the single
party system. Why is it not a better assumption that the people opposed
to the ideas expressed at the top will be either sycophants telling the
leadership what it wants to hear to curry favor with them or will be
forced to recant their views with all the humiliation inheérent in this amd
the resultant effect on future criticism., After this type of humiliating
experience, it would be well nigh impossible to secure honest and forth-
right expressions of views on controversial issues.

Struggles for power will certainly develop within the party, and
whereas the democratic. system has the safety valve of the creation of
another party to oppose the leadership if one faction loses out and feels
it has no way of being heard, in a one party system it bécomes a
struggle for life and death. Moreover there is no safety valve for those in
the opposition to.go to the press or public oplnioiy, so that the people
may be the final judge in the controversy. For it must be remembered that
all the channels of communication between the government and the public
will be controlled and subject to the party’s dictates. For this reéason
the struggle is not only a matter of life and death but also has to be
waged in the form of a palace intrigue around the throne, 5Such a
struggle, of course, could be won not by the best man in terms of ho-
nesty and ideas but by the most ruthless and intriguing ones. We are
sure that even our “totalitarian liberals” would not agree to leave the
selection of the leaders of a country to the result of such an un-selective
struggle. The struggle for power which took place inside Russia after
the deaths of Lenin and Stalin is a good illustration of this. It has yet
to be proved where there is a one party system that discussion and
controversy can prevail without the ultimate results of suppression of
one faction by the other.

A fourth assumption is that a dictatorship will secure more rapid
economic development because a democratic society has no means to
reduce consumption in order to provide savings for investment and
thus for economic development. This assumption is their basic assump-
tion and constitutes the raison d’etre of their whole argument. The
assumption is not as strong as it may appear. The energy which amy
dictatorship may be able to put behind economic development should
be compared to the energy which the democratic process would release
through the use of democratic incentives. This assumption of the “totali-
tarian liberal” considers the national income ag solely a function of
physical investment whereas a free labor force, entrepreneurship and
skills are as important as physical incentive in achieving economie de-
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velopment, For this reason the atmosphere of freedom ecreated by the
democratic process and the respect to human dignity are invaluable
Incentives for increasing the productivity of labor. On the other hand it
must be remembered that economic planming is possible under a democ-
ratic governmert and with a proper fiscal and monetary policy the aims
of the plan could be achieved. To believe that the democratic system
has no means of control and direction of the economy is an indication of
their lack of understanding of the functioning of democracy in modern
society. | ‘

Another assumption, a fifth, which has been rarely put into words,
is that the establishment of a totalitarian administration is easier than
that of a democratic one. If by totalitarian administration we only mean
the subjugation of the people and rothing else then the assumption may
be correct. But if our aim id to change the society, to make the people
do certain things, then a totalitarian administration is by no means the
most efficient and the easiest political tool. For, development under a
dictatorship needs an effective control in e*.;'ery phase of the social
phenomenon. This control in turn necessitates an effective and well
furctioning administrative organization. Whereas, good public admi-
nistration, by definition, is not available in under-developed countries.
Even it can be said that, the present state of public administration in
those countries is not only not helpful, but may even be considered as a
significant barrier to economic development.

A sixth assumption which is made is that the dictatorship once it
considers the people ready for self-government will step aside and per-
mit the establishment of a democratic government. History has also shown
that in virtually every case the dictatorships ended only in bloodshed
and revolt, In fact once a dictatorship is entrenched in power, it does not
yleld that power easily. Moreover, those making the change simply. may
substitute one dictatorship for the other.

Turkey had'a remarkable experience in 1945 when other parties
were permitted to operate and i 1950 when the dictatoria] regime per-
mitted a free electior: and'allowed itself to be voted out of office. Turkish
iritellectuals  should not think that this is the usual pattern to be repeat-
ed so easily. On the contrary any ftuture leaders of a possible dictator-
ship may well remember the experience: of 1950 and never permit g
recurrence of it. For one can be sure that the regime in power at the
time did not wish to be ousted from office. |

To his point we have indicated some of the assumptions which
are made by these “totalitarian liberalg” concerring the nature of dictato-
rial government and of democratic government. By so doing, we have:
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made it clear what other things our “totalitarian liberals” have to accept
when they approve the idea of a benevolent dictatorship. We think that
many of our “totalitarian liberals” are rot aware of the implications of
their argument and the assumptions involved in it.

One firal criticism must be made of a methodological nature in thelr
reasoning. The comparisons which are made between the democratic
system and the dictatorial system always compare the practical, opera-
tive workings of the democratic system frequently at its worst with the
ideal of a benevolent dictatorship. It is safe to say that this may not be
considered objective. Ore must compare the operation of the dictatorship
with the operation of the democratic system. Then and only then can
conclusions be drawn. When economic developmert is discussed under
democratic conditions, «totalitarian liberals» always mention the miseries
of the industrial revolution. Whereas, it is orly a lack of understanding
and insight to take KEngland of 18th and 19th centuries as a model of
economic development. For there is a great differénce in terms of
techrology, social and political possibilities between the present day
backward countries and the England or Western Europe of two centuries
ago. It is simply not correct to expect the same problems in development.
Instead of Western Europe the U. S. development may be taken as a
more feasible model for present day under-developed countries. The U.5s.
has reached its present high level of development under democratic
conditiorss and without passing through the period of misery that
Western Europe had passed. However the authors even believe that
under-developed countries of the world, now are in a much more favo-
rable position for economic develepment thar: the U. 5. of one hundred
years ago.

In this short paper we have tried to analyze some of the political
assumptions which are made by the «totalitarian liberaly with respect
to economic development and demoecratic institutions. The ecoromic
institutions which they assume may best serve economic development
ig better left to another paper. ;
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