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ABSTRACT

PERCEPTION OF MODERNIZATION DURING THE REPUBLICANHA:
RAILWAY CASE

Ayten, Derya
M.A., Department of International Relations
Supervisor: Prof. Dr. Ahmet Demirel

January 2014

Modernity might be said to have developed conctiyewith the railways in the
nineteenth century within the Western context. ifhact of this technology to the non-Western
world produced a similar realization as railway elepment and modernization process went
hand in hand in those areas that fall outside tredrs of the continent. The Ottoman Empire
was among those in which the construction of ratd conformed to the pursuit of
modernization. Encoded in railways, quest for mod@tion was bequeathed to the Turkish
Republic. Railway technology had a considerableaicbpn the development of Turkish state’s
perception of modernization, from when the newlyrfded republic had initiated a new
transportation policy and accelerated the buildihgailway network throughout Anatolia, to the
1940s until when the early republican period camart end together with the change in the

state’s preference from railroad to highway.

Within the context of the revolutionary laws untlee aegis of Atatirkism/Kemalism, the
idea of modernization as crystallized reachingdatemporary civilization came to the fore as
one of the most important ideals which had sopialitical and economic dimensions. As part of
this ideal, between the years 1923 and 1940, reptieg the early republican period, the state
adopted a railway policy known &snendifer Siyasethrough which not only new railway lines
were started to be constructed, but also alreatbtheg ones inherited from the Ottoman Empire

were nationalized as these lines had been undewhership of the foreign railroad companies.



Analyzing the relationship of this railway policyitv the revolutionary laws, this thesis
addresses the impact of railroad development onfdhmation of the state’s perception of
modernization. Within this framework, the aim oistthesis is not to explore the socio-economic
and politico-cultural changes the state went thihodge to the outcomes of this railway policy,
but to focus on the position of this policy in tm@dernization paradigm of the Turkish state and
to explore the contribution of the railroad develent to the state’s discourse of reaching to
contemporary civilization.

Keywords: Modernization, Railway, Ottoman Modertiaa, Railway Development in the
Ottoman Empire, Turkish Modernization Policies, Bepment of Railways during the

Republican Period



OZET

CUMHURIYET DONEMI MODERNLESME ALGISI: DEMIRYOLU ORNEGI
Ayten, Derya
Master, Uluslararadliskiler Bolumu
Tez Dangmani: Prof. Dr. Ahmet Demirel

Ocak 2014

Modernlemenin, 19. ylzyilda Bati diinyasinda demiryollaiegizamanl olarak gediigi
soylenebilir. Demiryolu ge§imi ve modernlgme sirecinin Avrupa kitasi ginda da birlikte
gerceklgmesiyle, bu teknoloji Batili olmayan dinyada dadekine benzer etkiler gormustur.
Osmanliimparatorlgu da, demiryolu yapiminin modergee yolunda 6nemli oldiuna inanan
Ulkeler arasinda yer almaktadir. Demiryollarindallsoamg bu modernlgme aray Turkiye
Cumbhuriyeti'ne miras kalngtir. Demiryolu teknolojisinin Tirk devletinin moddesme algisi
Uzerinde onemli etkisi olngtur. Bu etki yeni kurulan cumhuriyetin fattigi yeni ulgtirma
politikalar ve Anadolu’da hizlandirilan demiryosgi insaatlarinin oldgu donemden bdayip,
devletin ulgtirma politikasinin demiryolu yerine karayolu olkrdesistigi 1940°h yillara kadar

surmitar.

Sosyal, siyasal ve ekonomik alanlarda onemli aikilelan modernlgme ideali,
Ataturkcul(gin/Kemalizmin devrim yasalari cercevesinde, muamdeniyet seviyesine glaa
olarak tanimlanmtir. Bu idealin bir pargasi olarak cumhuriyetin dénemi olan 1923 ve 1940
yillari arasinda, devlet” Simendifer Siyaseti” olarak bilinen demiryolu politikasini
benimsemytir. Bu politika ile devlet yeni demiryollari yapima baglamanin yani sira,
Osmanli'dan miras kalan ve yabanci demiryojuketlerinin elinde bulunan mevcut
demiryollarini da millilgtirmistir. Devrim kanunlari ile devletin demiryolu pokaisi arasindaki
iliskiyi analiz eden bu tezde, demiryolu gethinin devletin modernignme algisinin olgumuna

olan etkisi incelemektedir. Bu cercevede, tezinsdganusunu, devletin takip dditidemiryolu



politikasina bgli olarak ortaya c¢ikan sosyal, ekonomik, kultirel/weya siyasal dgsiklikler
olusturmamaktadir. Tezde, cumhuriyet doneminde devisimaernlgme paradigmasi igerisinde
demiryolu politikasinin 6nemine odaklaniktmr. Tezin amaci, izlenen demiryolu politikasinin,

devletin muasir medeniyet seviyesinesala sdylemine olan katkisini incelemektir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Modernigne, Demiryolu, Osmanli Modernimesi, Osmanli
Imparatorlgu'nda Demiryolu Gekimi, Tirkiye’nin Modernlgme Politikalari, Cumhuriyet

Doneminde Demiryolu Gealimi



ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

I would like to express sincere gratitude to myste@dvisor, Professor Ahmet Demirel,
for his invaluable assistance, guidance and critidaice. Even though it has been a very busy
year for him, Ahmet Demirel devoted a great amafriime and patience to this thesis. For a
lifetime, | will carry the honor of having had tlepportunity to be acquainted with him by his
acceptance of being advisor of this study. | ama gleatly indebted to my jury members, Assoc.
Prof. Dr. Nuray Bozbora and Assist. Prof. Dr. Ozl¥tiacel for their valuable comments and

encouragements.

During 2010 — 2012, | benefited from the graduateotarship of “National Scholarship
Programme for MSc Students” granted by The Scierdiid Technological Research Council of
Turkey (TUBITAK). | would like to express my gratitude for thdinancial support throughout
my graduate studies.

| am especially grateful to my family, especially tnhy sisters who have always
encouraged me during hard times. My husband desespecial thanks. Due to the health
problems and the successive operations | had tergadalthough the whole year has been very
rough for both of us and we have almost lived nalgood to remember except the birth of our
baby, he has kept his indulgence and tried harddéarg a decent father. Without the existence
and support of my mother, | would not have beeme ablcomplete this thesis. During the whole
process | have experienced as a mother, she hagsalveen with me. She cared of us, looked
after my daughter and never lost faith in me. Magportantly, | would like to dedicate this
study to my new-born baby, Nil who has been my yhéng since the first time | knew about

her existence.



TABLE OF CONTENTS

AB STRACT ettt ettt oottt e e e e e sttt et e e e e e a b bt e e e e e s e R n e e e e annrateeee e e e nraeeeaeeenannnaes [
(@ )74 = O ii
ACKNOWLEDMENTS . ... ittt e e e e e e e e e e e aaaaeeaanas e e e eaan e e eennns Y
TABLE OF CONTENT S it e et e e e e e et e e e e e e e e e e e eaan s Vi
INTRODUGCTION ..iiiiiiitiiiiiiiaa e e e ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e et eeeaaasbaaes s e e e e eeeeeeneesssnnnnnnns 1
1. CHAPTER I: MODERNITY ENCODED IN RAILWAYS ..o 7
1.1. A Brief Discussion about MOAErNitY......ccccuuuuuiieieiiieieiie e ee e e e e e e e e eaa e eenes 7
1.2. Industrial Revolution and The Development afl®ay Technology.............ccccoeevvnneens 11
1.2.1. Development Of RAIWAYS ........ccoeuiiieeeiieiii e e e aaa s 14
1.3. Railway as an Epitome of MOAEINItY .....ccuciiiuiiieiiiieeeie e e e 16
2. CHAPTER II: RAILWAYS IN THE MODERNIZATION PROCESS O F THE
OTTOMAN EMPIRE ...ttt e e e e ettt e s e e e e e e e e e e e e e ennnnnes 30
2.1. A Brief Introduction to The Ottoman MOJerniBat................c.uurreeiieiiiiiineeeiiiieeeees 31
2.1.1. The MOdernization PrOCESS ........ciieuueeriiiiiiiie ettt a e 34
2.2. A General History of The Ottoman Railway Deyahent ..............cocevveviiiiiiiiinneee 46.
2.2.1.  The Period between 1830 and 1856.......c..ccviiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiii e e 48
2.2.2.  The Period between 1856 and 1876.......cc.coiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeiie e 54
2.2.3.  The Period between 1876 and 1908.......c..ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiii e 58
2.2.4. The Period between 1908 and 1914-18......cc..oi i e 67
2.3. Impact of The Railways on The Ottoman Modextim Process ...........cccoceevveevvnnennn. 9..6
3. CHAPTER Ill : ROLE OF RAILWAYS IN THE MODERNIZATION PROCESS OF
THE TURKISH REPUBLIC ..ottt e e e e e e e eanees 82
3.1. A General History of Modernization Under thepRblican Rule....................od 82.
3.1.1. Pillars of the Turkish Modernization ProCESS.........cccuiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeeeie e 89
3.1.2. Kemalist Reforms-Modernization POlICIES............oviiiiiiiiiiiieii e 99
3.1.3. Modernization as WeStEIrNIZAtION ..... . eeeeruneeeuiaeaiiiaeaeiineeerieeeeaaeeennnaaeens 107
3.1.4. A Corollary to Kemalist Modernization: SAISM ............ccoooeuuiiiiiiiiniieiiineeeiiiees 117
3.2. Railway Development during the Republican®eri...........coouuiveiiiiiiiiiiiieeiiieeeees 124
3.2.1. A Brief History of Railway DeVvelopmMeNnt . ..., 128

Vi



3.2.2. Railroads under the Republican RUIE. .cce..iieiiiiieic e 135

3.2.3. Railways Constructed by the State ...ccccceeeiiiviiiiiiii e 137
3.2.4. Nationalization of the EXxisting Rail LINES...........ccoevvviiiiiiiiiiiiii e, 141
3.3. Impact of Railways on the Modernization Preo@sder the Republican Rule............... 143
3.3.1. Railways as a Site for Legitimation of that& Power through the Modernization
DYoo 18 ] €= PSP 143
3.3.2. Modernization Encoded in RAIIWAYS ....cccummiiveiiiiiieiiiiiieecee e e eee e 147
3.3.3.  Tracking the Perception of Modernizatiothe Railways.............cccccoeeeviiiieevvinn 149

(010 ] N [0 I 1] [ ] PP 153
BIB IO G R AP HY e 165

vii



INTRODUCTION

Even before the foundation of the Turkish Republicl923, the year 1919, when the
national liberation movement started in Anatoliarked the turning point for the transition from
the Ottoman Empire to a new evolution giving thstfsignals of the change. This change as was
to be called later as the Revolution Moveménki{ap Hareketj under the leadership of Mustafa
Kemal in projecting a nation-state that would repléghe Ottoman Empire, gained its momentum
with the start of the War of Independence in 19 M#&19. As independence and national
sovereignty are two interrelated processes fomthwe state to be built, the start of the national
independence movement is seen as the first stepeofevolutionary policies Mustafa Kemal
envisaged for the new state that would replac®ti@man Empire. After the regime change was
declared and the republic was founded, with thegrdaken from the national assembly that was
formed in 1920, founding fathers of the new statiiated revolutionary laws in order to
strengthen the building blocks of the new stateva# as to change the total picture of the
society. For this aim to be realized, policies raggrom economic to socio-cultural were put
into practice especially after 1925 when the poéms of the time had radical choices that

sometimes leaning towards authoritarianism.

Yet, still, the remnants of this tendency aboutdhange of the social structure could be
traced back to the Ottoman Empire which the Turki&public inherited Western-oriented
political legacy. The republic was built upon thetitutional structure of its predecessor with its
cadres, who would take the important positionsdlitipal realm in the coming years of the new
state. As it is impossible to draw clear-cut bouretabetween the Ottoman and republican
structures, it is significant to explore the Ottent@gacy in order to understand the issue at hand
deeply. For this, it should be acknowledged wheatl Ibehind the policies of the republican
regime when the elites of the new state turned faees to the West; and to explain hows and
whys of the process. The answers could be fountbrag as the developments during the

Ottoman period are analyzed and put into the greaire.

The opening of the doors of the Ottoman Empirehto\West unconditionally came into
reality with two concurrent events: Anglo-Ottomamn@nercial Convention of 183&8Bélta
Liman) and Tanzimat Edict of 1839. While with the forméne empire faced a sudden

integration with the premature Western capitaliime, Tanzimat Edict meant for the Empire to



put into effect changes in legal and thus in pmditrealms. Although reforms were put forward
within the imperial structure during the reign @lig 11l when the Ottomans started to take their
first defeats against the West, the year 1839 tated the turning point in the Ottoman reform
history as the Tanzimat Edict signified more thasedes of regulations and reforms that were
already in practice, but of the beginning of thi-fledged modernization process which would
have influence in marking the direction and conteinthe change for the succeeding periods

including the republican era.

The awareness of there was no going back to tHereglorious periods of the empire
and more importantly, of the fact that if the agprate measures were not taken urgently, the
empire would not be able to survive was what mage@ttoman rulers to initiate a program
covering those reforms which went beyond the earhditary and administrative ones. This
situation necessitated the opening of the empita w8 all institutional setting including the
legal and economic schemas. To be able to sustaindntinuance, the Ottoman Empire had to
encounter the growing influence of the Western pewespecially of England which was the
leading power in imperial race as a state whicimd¢aed the Industrial Revolution. Within the
context of centralization efforts of the House afh@n in order to keep the boundaries of the
empire intact which went hand in hand with the wasipenetration into the different realms of
the Ottoman structure, the modernization procesthefOttoman Empire started in the last
guarter of the nineteenth century with a focushenreaning of the reforms in relation with the

development of railways.

These successive reforms were followed by a remolaty movement when the Ottoman
Empire was replaced by a nation-state founded mevaregime. Even though the intent for the
initiation of revolutionary laws of the new Turkisitate was similar to the former reforms, that
of modernization; the way to proceed to the ideanaidernization was different. While the
Ottoman reformers were looking for modernizationb® able to protect the existing system
intact, the republican elite saw modernization dsigding block in order to found a new state-
society structure. Modernization was viewed aseaquuisite to the formation of the new system
that what was perceived to be in the category @ntlodern was conceptualized as imperative to
historical progress of the new regime which wasified with the motto of reaching to the level

of contemporary civilization.



In Turkey modernization was explained and undedstoot as an abstract phenomenon
but as a measurable and concrete process of devemp For the modernizing elite also,
progress oriented to concrete innovations as opbtus@hilosophical concerns was of greater
importance. Attached to the narrative of reachmthe level of civilized nations, railways were
seen inescapable part of the modernization projeabther words, railways were imagined by
the republican elite as the vehicle that would valldurkey to journey into modernization.
Perception of modernization was interwoven withdegelopment of technology of the time, i.e.
railways as historical progress was equated testoamations developed in the West which was

taken as civilized and modern.

As the modernization project of the republican megiwas ideologically premised on the
presumption of “civilization” and “modernization” eing categories that were inherently
substitutable in accordance with the master nagatdf the Turkish Republic about
modernization as historical progress achieved kg Western world, an analysis of state
discourse over railways would help to draw the tfinoes along which the process of
modernization was coded within railways and pergiby the state. This understanding thus
comprises the backdrop that the thesis takes gmitd of departure. A study of the impact of
railway development on the state’s perception abmaidernization, this thesis explores,
historically how the railway development was idéetl with the modernization process during
the early republican period as the historical meguoif the railway development was re-signified

as the precursor of modernity.

In the introduction part, a brief analysis abowt tioncept of modernity would be given in
reference to the discussions of the forefatherthefdiscipline of sociology. My goal in this
chapter is not to give a deep explanation aboutemuty, but to frame a general understanding
to be able to position my argument in a historicahtext for a more meaningful analysis. In
parallel, basic assumptions about modernity asngeqat and as a process and the analysis put
forward by those scholars whose theoretical assadsmare widely accepted in their fields
would be examined in the chapter. It is aimed t@ @in insight about the subject matter in order
to clarify the main argument of this thesis in refece to the historical contextualization. In this
frame, modernity connotes to the change in soctmemic and political composition of the

Western social structure within the interrelatedabthroughs in these respective realms, while



modernization refers to the implementation of teatio-political change at institutional base
from where it has been exported across ever-expgmdgions of the non-West. Thus, the thesis
does comprise neither the discussions about theerelit interpretations of modernity,
modernization, and modernism; nor the reflections the modernization theory, post-
modernism, nor multiple modernities. The second pérthis chapter concerns the relation
between the Industrial Revolution and the develagno railway technology. The chapter is
concluded with the last part which explains the efligions of how railways symbolized the

modern age.

After forming the background for the significanderailways in the modern context, the
second chapter examines the relation between theadh development and the modernization
process in the Ottoman Empire. This analysis isomamt as it would give clues for
understanding the roots of the both the railroaceigpment and the quest for modernization in
the early Republican era. In the first part of tlisapter, a brief history to the Ottoman
modernization process is presented, while the skpart would deal with the history of railroad
development in the Ottoman Empire. These two padsld be inclusive of an introductory
phase in each topic about which multitudinous stsitiave been conducted. The last part would
be the backbone of this chapter as it examinesdlation between the modernization process
and the railway development in the Ottoman Empiilds examination would offer an insight
into the theme of the thesis since the analysihefOttoman Empire as a case at hand would

strengthen the argument asserted in the first ehapt

In such a field which requires expert-level knovgedand academic background on the
Ottoman history, the analysis in this chapter cobéd regarded as a simple and trial for
guantifying the impact of railroad development tie tmodernization process of the Ottoman
Empire. Therefore, it does not mean to claim to snea or evaluate the overall effect of the
railroad development-as it is a multi-dimensionabject- on the modernization process of the
era under examination, but to show the relationsl@fween the two. As worthy as it is, this
analysis would provide a comprehension about thgesti matters as contrary to the official
discourse of the Republican era, the Ottoman Empas eager in pursuing the developments
that took place in the Western world, reinforcimng tfact that more than half of the railway



network in the republic was inherited from the @temm Empire as well as the roots of the

republican modernization were grounded in the pectarted almost a century earlier.

The following chapter addresses in its first phe modernization scheme of the Turkish
Republic through examining the Kemalist reforms #m&l motives behind the enactment of the
revolutionary laws. The formation of the railwaylipg and the establishment of a railway
network in the early republican period are discdssethe second part of this chapter. Like the
second chapter, this chapter, too, does not gitensie information about the subjects in these
two parts as each would be a topic for an in-dspidy which would not be realized within the
scope and the aim of this thesis. In the last platthis chapter, the pivotal point for the thesis i
discussed. This part analyzes the impact of raildayelopment on the perception of the
modernization during the early republican periokplBring this impact of railways in
republican Turkey where the master narrative of enoidation was equated to that of reaching
to the level of contemporary civilization would @M insights how the republican elite had

thoughts about railways both as a technology asidraal sign of modernity.

As the foundation of the Turkish modernization mmoeat was built upon Kemalist
principles and revolutionary reforms, together vitik statesmen who actively involved in party
politics, the speeches of Ataturk constitutes thennpart of the analysis from which the idea
about the perception of modernization during thpubdican era would be read through the
railway case. Giving due attention to the speeciiédatirk, speeches delivered by some of the
prominent statesmen of the time would be analymetie last part of the third chapter to be able
to gain insights about their perception of modeation and the place of railways in this
understanding. Within the conceptions of the celtand the problems of the period, this part
tries to analyze the perception of the republiciie dominantly making use of their speeches
delivered about the modernization and railwayshaéligh the focus would be primarily on
Atatlirk’s speeches, the speeches of selected intipertant figures of his contemporaries would

also be referred.

Though this study is about the examination of spegcthe thesis is not based on the
discourse analysis. It means that the aim is noeveal socio-psychological characteristics of
the respective orators, whose speeches are ugbd thesis, but to affirm the argument of the
thesis through exemplifying the speeches whicldanglaying overtly the perception of the state

5



elite in their interpretation of railways as thargyols of modernization. Notwithstanding, the
thesis touches the fringes of the impact of radrdavelopment on socio-economic and cultural
life during the era under consideration, this scibjeecessitates an in-depth analysis covering a
whole range of issues related to the state-sooiddyions together with their imprints on today’s

Turkey.

Associating the dream of reaching to the level @itemporary civilization with that of
railway development has been an intrinsic compomérthe Turkish politics since the early
republican era with varying overtones. Sometimés ¢émerged as a matter of party politics to
denote the affinity to the Western world, and mofeen to infer to the commitment to the
founding principles of the republican state. Far farther studies on the railroad subject, how
this relation between the modernization processthedailway development has gained ground
in the Turkish political agenda for decades upluhé recent days might be an unexplored field
for the discovery of the deep-seated aspiratioraftainment to the level of the contemporary

civilization through the iron nets covering the heiand from end to end.



1. CHAPTER I: MODERNITY ENCODED IN RAILWAYS

1.1. A Brief Discussion about Modernity

In order to understand what modernization is inegel) and to be able to contextualize it
within the Turkish case in particular, the firsingp to do is to explain the concept of modernity.
Even though these two are generally used interaablg in characterising social changes,
indeed they are quite different notions; while @oeresponds to a reflection, and the other to a
process. Has been described not only as ‘modeimizatut also as ‘Europeanization’ or
‘Westernisation’, the concept of modernization refeo the process by which non-European
societies acquired those characteristics whichWastern Europe had underwent in political,
economic, social and technological reafmReferring to the time sequence and those of
historical dynamics that gave birth to the origofsthe modern epoch, modernity as a process
antecedes that of modernization. In this contegtmdernity refers to the development of
individuals and social classes, modernization seferthe implementation of that socio-political
change at institutional bad&Vhile, in many uses, the modern is just a synofgmthe West (or
in more recent writings, the North), modernizatmontinues to be commonly understood as a
process begun and finished in Europe, from whehast been exported across ever-expanding
regions of the non-WesdtThe phenomenon of modernization can be describetérins of
contacts with nearby or distant societies and épencussions of these encounters on European

societies.

Modernity, on the other hand, is equated a bredkrie, separation from earlier periods
in history as it refers to a series of practicdeas and experiences that came forward in Britain
and Europe in the period when the industrial revofualtered everything from how people
dressed to what they read. Emerged out of revaistwhich were based on the belief in human
agency in interpreting the surrounding environmerdgdernity is conventionally attributed to the

progressive core, while change and distancing fritvd past constitute the fundamental

! Ayla Gél, “The Requirements of European InternagioSociety: Modernity and Nationalism in the Otaim
Empire,”Working Paper Series: Australian National UniveysiDept. of International Relatio{2003/4), p. 22.

2 Selahaddin Bakan and Fikret Byldl “The Analysis of Nationalism, Statism, State tidaalism and State
Economy in Turkey’'s Modernisation Process: Comgaiiine Nation State of Europe to the State Natisnalin
Turkey,” Stleyman Demirel University The Journal of FacatyEconomics and Administrative Sciences). 15,
no.1 (2010), p. 358.

® Timothy Mitchell, “The Stage of Modernity,” iQuestions of Modernityed. Timothy Mitchell (Minneapolis:
University of Minnesota Press, 2000), p. 1.



characteristics of it. Associating modernity withime period and with an initial geographical
location, Giddens conceptualizes “modernity” rafegrto modes of social life or organization
which emerged in Europe from about the seventeestitury onwards and which subsequently
became more or less worldwide in their influefiddodernity mainly connotes to the change in
socio-economic and political composition of the Wées social structure within the interrelated
breakthroughs in these respective realms. Heredpemtling on the power it yielded due to the
intensity of the idea of enlightenment and the sidal revolution that followed it, the West

determined the very definition of modernity.

It is generally agreed that the project of modgriais a social, cultural, and economic
sphere has been a Western undertakifigking its roots from previous developments, iatitg
those which were prompted by the periods of Reaas Reform and Enlightenment,
modernity signifies a process developed from hisébrdynamics within the specificity of the
Western context. From a historical perspectives, he process by which Europe was defined by
reference to the concept and to the processedeshfeom the age of the discoveries to the age
of the revolutions. Enthralled with the idea of gmess and development, modernity had its roots
in the Age of Enlightenment based on the idea aftinoous progress of people who could
develop and change their society. The term modersitherefore the broader context, which
denotes the historical epoch that began in Wedkemope with a series of profound socio-
political transformations in the seventeenth cgntand reached its maturity with the age of

Enlightenment and the rise of the industrial retiou®

The birth of modernity involved a number of intéated processes, such as the spread of
determinist world view, rationalisation and laid¢iea of the thoughts, increased bureaucracy and
the development of new forms of government, indalstation, change in the mode of
production, significant changes in population gtowahd urbanization. Transition to modernity
is accepted to be eventuated with four major renats: Scientific, Political, Cultural and

* Anthony GiddensThe Consequences of ModerriBalifornia: Stanford University Press, 1990)1p.
® B. Wittrock, “Modernity: One, None, or Many? Euesm Origins and Modernity as a Global Condition,”
Daedalus, Journal of the American Academy of Ants Sciencesol.129, no.1 (2000), p. 42.
6 ..
Gol, p. 22.



Industrial-Technical.Modernity has come up from the basic belief tleason of man can grasp
the operation (mechanism) of nature and socialrpedel that the man can provide the happiness
of people with the laws and rules developed byae&aVhile promoting the ideal of scientific
inquiry, it prioritizes progress as the principleat the reason could attain. Trust in reason
developed to conquer, to control and to master bloghnature and human society with the
explosion of machinery and the mastery of scie@ased on new instruments of knowledge
which gradually took shape between the sixteenththe nineteenth centuries, the control of
nature, did bring about a scientific model that \wwasessential element in European modernity.
As a concept describing the common technologia@lfipal and socio-economic characteristics
of an historical epoch within the Western contemgdernity represents a break from tradition
and is associated with progress, science and esnipetht of human conditions. As Wagner puts
into words, “modernity was associated with the opemizon of the future, with unending
progress towards a better human condition brou@loutaby a radically novel and unique

institutional arrangement.”

Modernity is understood here as a process thatsléadhe emergence of social and
political characteristics that are described asdemn” in contrast to a past conceptualized as
pre-modern from the point of view of “the ways, mst and standards of the dominant and
expanding civilization™® Central aspects associated with modernity are l&edorms of
political power exercised in a depersonalized, fiped, and rational way through the
institution of the modern bureaucratic state, a et@nzed exchange economy with its complex
division of labor and the “discovery” of the ratadnindividual and its freeing from traditional

religious and cultural constraints that allowsifmreased social mobility and cultural fluidity.

For the classic founders of the discipline of stwgyg, Marx, Weber, and Durkheim who

are all theorists of modernity, “the social changesestigated were so rapid and far-reaching

" Ali Budak and Hisamettiinag, “Ottoman Modernization and Literature: A Newpphoach towards the
Transformation Process from Empire to the Nati@test Ozean Journal of Applied Sciences).1, no.1 (2008),
pp. 89 - 90.

% Ibid., p. 89.

° peter WagnerModernity as Experience and Interpretation: A NewciSlogy of ModernityCambridge: Polity
Press, 2008), p. 1.

10 Bernard LewisWhat Went Wrong? The Clash between Islam and Migleémthe Middle Eas(New York:
Harper Collins, 2002), p. 150.

M Stuart Hall Modernity: An Introduction to Modern Societigondon: Blackwell, 1996), p. 57.
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that they were convinced they were witnessing theh of a different kind of society™
Basically, what holds the key for these theoristdefining modernity was capitalism, rationality
and the change in the functional role of solidanigspectively. In an attempt to understand the
overriding dynamic of transformation in interprefithe nature of modernity by glimpsing their
underpinnings, for Marx, the emergence of modeniety is tied to the change in the mode of
production through the transition from feudalismcapitalism. For him, change in the relations
of economy thereafter brought changes in othemealf society transforming it into a modern

one.

Interested in the increasing rationalization byesuland regulations of the rising
importance of bureaucratic class to implement sedulations, Weber evaluated the history of
modernity as rationalisation expressed as confréluman activities by capitalist bureaucratic
organisations through rationalised control of infation as expressed in technology. According
to him, the hallmark of modernity is the advent sientific-technical rationality that
differentiates various “cultural spheres” like tfmarket, religion, science, art etc. with the state
and its bureaucracy being the rationalizing ag€oncerned with the change in the functional
role of solidarity, Durkheim saw modernity as mowatler largely defined by a change in
patterns of social solidarity following the emergenof capitalism and hence of change in

productivity and the division of labour.

All three of these classic theorists had a verioali view of capitalism and society, that
the importance of economic factors in the transtiram of the West was stressed in their
analysis about modernity. Industrialism primarilgdha significant stance in their evaluation
about the nature of modern society, albeit fronfedént perspectives in each one of them.
Industrial revolution with its economic, politicand social implications was among those
historical breakthroughs through which the transi@iion into modernity was realized. Taking
modernity as an umbrella term used to describesdlc@l patterns set in motion by the Industrial
Revolution that began in Western Europe in the eigiteenth century, the relation between the
Industrial Revolution and modernity would be exaadirthrough the symbol of the development

of railways in that epoch in the following part.

12 Tony Bilton, et al, Introductory SociologylLondon: Palgrave Macmillan, 2002), p. 25.
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1.2.Industrial Revolution and The Development of Railwg Technology

Associated with rise of capitalism and developmanthe nation-state system, modern
epoch was epitomized with the Industrial Revolutioat inherently linked to the development of
science and technology. By a tide of unprecedemgetinological inventions in the cotton
industry, including steam power, coupled with arge in the basis of socio-economic and
political conditions, the Industrial Revolution- wh began in Western Europe in the mid-
eighteenth century- was accompanied with the toansdtion from traditional to modern
systems. With profound impacts on social and natwerld, the origins of the Industrial

Revolution traced back to the last quarter of figateenth century in England.

“In the last decades of the eighteenth century,Btiegsh economy was affected by the
new industrialization which was associated with thmereasing use of power-driven
machinery.*® Transformation in the coal, iron and textile indies with the development of
steam power had a dramatic impact on the econorggmeral that “not only did industry itself
begin to undergo radical change, but more and moeplaced agriculture as the most important
sector of the economy, until by the mid-nineteasghtury Britain had become the first industrial
nation.” Having initiated large-scale production and thmuistrial growth, technical advance
namely the mechanization in manufacturing inevitabdd to the growth of trade, the
development of auxiliary services and the improveinie transport facilities. “The first stage of
industrialization was symbolized by the combinatioinsteam and iron, and was a process
inextricable from the railways, which opened th@moto new markets over a vast area for the
industrializing countries™® “Without the reach, speed, and capacity of th&adl, industrial
enterprise would have been substantially reducedcale and limited to local materials for

production and local markets for consumptidhlh other words, England could hardly have

13 Eric Hopkins,The Rise of the Manufacturing Town: Birmingham #mel Industrial RevolutioGloucestershire:
Sutton Publications, 1998), p. 25.

“Ibid.

15 zafer Toprak, Railways, The State and Modernity,” ilon Track: Age of the Trained. Selahattin
Ozpalabiyiklar(istanbul: Yapi Kredi Kiiltir Sanat Yayincilik, 2008),10.

16 Geoffrey L. HerreraTechnology and International Transformation: TheilRads, the Atom Bomb, and the
Politics of International Chang@Albany: State University of New York Press, 20Q%)112.
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reached its peak without the ready access to rat@rras via the rail lines to the west and ready

access to markets via these same rautes.

“Industry, trade and services all developed in rabinterdependence, the growth of any
one sector both initiating and at the same timpareding to growth in the other sectors in a
complex system of economic relationship$Thus, for example, it was no coincidence that the
beginning of professional banking originated in Bng as was the birth of the steam
locomotive. “The accumulation of capital found sfgrant expressions in the railways, the first
of which were built as private venture'S.Constituting an important modern development, the
global banking network took shape around the radsf° as “international capital was carried
to the four corners of the world by rdit” The railroad was the earliest form of modern hess
organization; that, prior to the turn of the cemtuthe great aggregations of capital and
management were not industrial concerns for thetrpast, but railroad$> While the rail
industry contributed in establishing management etetbr other businesses, with the modern
structures it developed, railroads had a profounfldience on the broader community as well.
Thus, rail industry served as the foundation of eradsystems that were essential to the

developments in socio-economic realms.

The emergence of the modern railroad must be utobersvithin the context of English
industrialization as industrialization provided Ibothe impetus for cheaper and bigger
transportation systems and the capital and expettisbuild thenf® Brought together steam
engine technology, iron rail manufacture, surveyibgdge building, and machine parts and
tools, the railroads were a rich combination of iregring innovations and embodied the
accumulated knowledge of the Industrial Revolufibin other words, as large and centralized
concentrations of power, railroads were the symioblthe modern, large-scale organizations

produced by industrialization. As “traditional acods of the Industrial Revolution emphasize

7 Maurice P. Moffatt and Stephen G. Rich, “The Rumilis in a Changing SocietyJournal of Educational
Sociologyyol.27, no.7 (March 1954), p. 316.

'8 Hopkins, pp. 26 — 27.

¥ Toprak, p. 10.

2 william G. ThomasThe Iron Way: Railroads, the Civil War, and the NMuakof Modern AmericgNew Haven,
CT: Yale University Press, 2011), p. 8.

Z Toprak, p. 10.

22 Moffatt and Rich, p. 315.

% Herrera, p. 51.

% |bid., p. 55.
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technological advance in the textile and iron indes, together with the development of steam
power and railways®, if one of the symbols of the industrial revolutizas to be the factory,
the other was the train in reference to the impmetaof the improvement in transport facilities
for economic growth. The reason why railway becathe pioneer symbol of Industrial
Revolution was due to its impact on the whole psses of traditional industry and trade sectors.
In order words, “certainly it is hard to think dfet Industrial Revolution without attributing great
importance to the role of new machinery in the itexindustry, to the new processes in the
production of wrought iron, and to the widesprea® wf the new Boulton & Watt steam

engine.®

“At once effect and cause, railway development cidied with a development of
metallurgy and mining quite without precedefititon combined with steam set its mark to the
first half of the nineteenth century and increakirtge production of iron and steel became the
symbol of developmerit Iron manufacturing and the railway each constitugecornerstone of
western technological progress. Power of steamnesginade it possible not only to carry raw
materials, goods, manpower to production centreth \wigh speed, but also it eased the
distribution of industrial products to the marke®soblems concerning the developing industry
were solved with railway not only by providing asfar way to reach the sources, but also by
establishing a feasible netwdtkHence, railways in Europe had developed as inidlisailways
on the basis of economic development after thedindl Revolution.

Railway technology was of great importance becatsepread led eventually to the
establishment of machine manufacture. The seedmdaistrial development dated back to the
establishment of the railway's machine manufacguroivision. Machine manufacturing
technology was transmitted through the individuahorfacturing divisions that developed in the
railway industry, and many local plants becamedite for the accumulation of technology. At
the same time, the railway paved the way for fotindaof steel industry. The production of

cheap and high quality steel gave rise to new imgisssuch as building and ship construction,

% Hopkins, p. 173.

% |bid., p. 25.

27 John H. ClaphamAn Economic History of Modern Brita{iCambridge: The University Press, 1959), p. 425.
% Toprak, p. 10.

2 Murat OzyiikselOsmanli-Almariigkilerinin Gelisim Siirecinde Anadolu ve Baat Demiryollari(istanbul: Arba,
1988), p. 2.
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and chemical industrieS.It was the needs of the rail lines that led to ynahthe striking steps

in development of modern engineering practice.

1.2.1. Development of Railways

“The nineteenth century was the century of thewal™?

When emerged as an
alternative, modern vehicle of transportation ie first quarter of the nineteenth century, the
birth of the steam locomotive in England initiai@aew era, i.e. the railway age. “Railroads —
steamships on land — revolutionized land transpora profound way3® As the industrial
revolution was a transnational and competitive @ss¢ the British monopoly did not last long
when a home market saturated with railroads andvanabundance of skilled engineers drove
large numbers of them out of Britain in the 18208l 4830s* This radical change in land
transport born in England, would later lead to gigant transformations not only in the rest of

Western Europe, but also throughout the world.

“In the first stage of capitalism, waterways tquecedence, while railways belonged to
the period of industrializatior®® “Until the development of the steam engine in thter
eighteenth century, transport by water was the cedyistic form of shipping goods in bulR”

In those regions which had relied on existing vand natural features for transportation and
communication before, with the advent of the raiwork, railroads became the essential means
to break geographic barriers. That, “preferencectorals over railroads faded by 1830; largely
as a result of British demonstrations of the pcadiiy of the steam locomotivé”Hence, some

of the earliest railways were built expressly tedk down a canal or “navigation” monopoly as
was the aim of the Liverpool and Manchester, alarigpse route the waterway companies

maintained a strict and illiberal alliant®.

30 Murat OzyiikselHicaz Demiryolu(istanbul: Tarih Vakfi Yurt Yayinlari, 2000), p. 4.
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Use of steam power in transportation had begum firth the opening of the Stockton
and Darlington Railway in 1825 which was followed the operations on the Liverpool and
Manchester Railway in 1830. “The promotions of 1-d36ad added something over a thousand
miles to the potential railways of Britaif™In the second half of the 1830s, a revolution in
transport began, but the full effect of this adwana trade and industry was not to be seen until
the next decade and the coming of the railway mahie845-6° From the 1840s, the growth of
the railway system quickened its pace, and by 8%4 the extent and influence of it was such
that the development of the railway was seen aginmthe beginning of a distinctive, modern,
epoch™ That, “by the end of 1848 a round 5000 miles ok liwere working in the United
Kingdom, of which less than 400 were in Irelafid.”

The three decades from 1830 to 1860 were a tinex@érimentation and rapid growth in
Britain, Western Europe and the United States. Qtfh England had a pioneer role in the
development of the railway, other European coustri@éermany, France, Italy- as well as the
United States followed England in a short periodiok in the railway competition. In 1835 the
first railway line of continent of Europe was opdn@ Germany. France and Italy followed
Germany. In 1850, the railway network lengths wéde000 km in England, 6.000 km in
Germany, 3.000 km in France, 2.000 km in Austriasgary and 176 km in Italy. Denmark,
Sweden and Spain began to establish their railatyise end of the 1840 Together with the
political, financial and engineering techniques thad developed along with it, the rail network
spread throughout the world from 1860s to 1¥18he effect was so profound, so pervasive, that
those places without railroads in the nineteentiiusg measured time and distance by how close

they were to the growing netwofk.

39 Clapham, p. 389.
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“Only in the 1830s did steam power begin to be usedny significant scale, and only
then were larger work units becoming more commoml amore prominent® As an
indispensable component of the industrial ageywesildevelopment went hand in hand with the
leap in capitalist mode of production coupled withe relentless search for profitable
investments and new markets. “The technologicabltgion in transportation in turn facilitated
still greater upward movements in the volume of owrce’*” To the extent that, the main lines
of the free trade programme for increasing the thieafl the kingdom by stimulating its overseas
trade were laid down in the year the Liverpool andnchester railway was open&d“The
opening of the railway age had coincided with aghise in the outward flow, not only of goods
but of men, from the United Kingdoni®

As an infrastructure investment by itself and a mseaf transportation, railway had an
intricate relationship with industrialization. Inving enormous social and economic changes,
industrial revolution became the benchmark for e the level of development in societies
while the railway system was already being arti@daas a forerunner of modern industry. It was
not until the coming of the railways in the 1830atta speedy and punctual service became
available for products; that until then, the betsefif the canal system were limited to the
cheaper transport of raw materials, especially ,cogther than the transport of goods and
passenger¥. Since concentration of production and wide-scigéibution were made possible
by the advent of railroads, the web of steel mddsec integration of the economy as large-scale

imports and exports could be moved cheaply ancktulny rail.
1.3.Railway as an Epitome of Modernity

“The railroad became one of the most obvious, aediiost prevalent, forms of symbolic
technology in nineteenth- century society.The advent of the railway had a greater and more
immediate impact than any other technological atustrial innovation before or since. The
building of lines across the western landscapedneats wake economic development, population
growth, modernized machinery and lifestyles, ana/ caltural sophistication. Railways, Max

“5 Hopkins, p. xvi.

" QuataertThe Ottoman Empire, 1700-1932,120.
“8 Clapham, p. 495.

“9bid., p. 489.
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Weber noted in the early twentieth century, “haeerbthe most revolutionary instrument that
history records as regards the economy, and natlyneansport.”

One of the most significant developments in transpion history, railway had a crucial
stance in transforming socio-economic and politiaabscapes wherever it reached. In the wake
of the fast growth of the railways from the 184Qswvards, there came the development of
modern capitalism, and the formation of modern esies and nation¥. Beyond the economic
growth it helped to stimulate, as a technologylways as part of the industrial age led to
transformations in social order as well. Few tedbgical developments of the period had such a
great impact on the majority of the population be tailways. The railways transformed,

redefined and expanded the limits of the civilineatld.

Rail transport carried civilisation to places faorh water, and brought dynamism to
places where water transport was impossible, seatiolating countries economicafly.In its
first decades of development, the expanding ratesy connected major urban centers and the
sites of natural resources required by industasitim Reducing transport times, lowering
transport costs, consuming raw materials and stitimg investment, the age of the railway had
begun with incredible impacts on economics. Asdbecentration of production and wide-scale
distribution became possible with the advent divays, they stimulated the closer integration of
the economy. “Crops that would have rotted in tb&l§ were carried more cheaply by rail over
long distances to cities with growing populatioasd industrial goods could be transported to
places thousands of kilometres awayRailways made possible cheap and quick transgort o

large-scale imports and exports.

In the context of the great national changes innenty and society which were
associated with the technological advancement, thighremoval of obstacles to marketing, trade
and flow of people, the process of urbanizationetigyed together with industry, trade and
technical inventions. In the modernization procafsthe western world in the second half of the
nineteenth century, railways were celebrated agreel of industrial progress in the railway-

building countries of Europe. Railroads redirectbd natural flow of goods and capital by

>2 T.G. Otte and Keith NeilsorRailways and International Politics: Paths of Engitl848-1945USA: Routledge
Press, 2006), p. 1.

> Toprak, p. 10.
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“forcing the commerce” through a shorter route. Ta#road also encouraged the development
of modern agriculture, particularly the foundingfafm organizations, the spread of scientific
farming, the expansion of agricultural colleges axgeriment stations, and the general shift
from frontier crops such as cereals and livestachigher-value fruit and specialty crops.
Railways opened new markets for farmers as theg wapable of transporting more goods with
less jolting or cost than a horse and cart anefast produce would not spafl.

They made resource extraction easier as logs andraté could be shipped in large
guantities with less difficulty. While they revoiomized the grain trade, the railroads increased
land values, spurred farm acreage improvementcandentrated urban growthWith the rise
of agriculture and economy along the rail lineslreads had great contributions to transform
and realign the regions. Through the transportatidrastructure of the railroad, agrarian
landscapes of large, irrigated commercial farmsaber spatially linked to other sites of
agricultural production, as well as to markets.ths population gained mobility they began to
obtain some of their needs not from local markets foom the city which concluded in the
simultaneous advancement of the railway and moiseidf “Monetary circulation increased in
volume and extent together with the railwdy.Similarly, railroads connected hinterlands to
urban markets more efficiently while the railwayrrador reoriented the spatial organization of

production.

Increased urbanisation followed the constructionhef railroads. The mail, newspapers
and books written that the railroads delivered leetw cities, and the messages secreted by
railroad engineers between stations, facilitatedgtowth and influence of a large public sphere
whose members were literate in the precepts antureulof modernity. Providing new
opportunities and orientations, this new mode ahgportation shaped urban and rural life in a
dramatic way. The geographical and the temporaérgxof the inter-relationship between
railways and rural development was important asaegn of rail service into rural areas, by

stimulating new commerce and employment, servelabtd people in revitalized rural regions.
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At the same time, the traditional structure of botban centres and rural land has changed due
to new cultural and commercial life of the societjuch of settlement pattern was shaped by
part and parcel of railroad planning. As the retiolu in transportation served to link existing
market towns rather than generate totally newesatht, the decision regarding the route of the
railroad would therefore have significant negativeplications for those towns ultimately
bypassed, that the changes in commercial struefteeted the forms of the cities and in almost

every city to which the railway reached, the cigntte moved towards station aféa.

Since “industrialisation fuelled the growth of urbaentres as large numbers of people

migrated from the countryside to the city in seastkvork”®*

, the easy and cheap transportation,
which was provided by the railway, also enabled ybaon movements. As a factor that
strengthened the domestic market and symbolisedn#tien state, railways also generated
employment on a large scale, both to construct ramd® The industrialised cities began to
expand with the workers who came from provincialaat® Grew rapidly in most areas, railroad
building provided a work site for nonfarm occupati®ailway workers were the single largest
occupational group in the period and among the fusrkers to be employed by large-scale,
corporately owned and bureaucratically managednizgtions. Being one of the fastest growing
industrial sectors in the second half of thé" X@ntury, railroad work became a site for an
emergence of a modern, systematized, large-schteudaforce. “Trade apprentices and day
labourers became workers with the arrival of thiéwegy, and the idea of collective work

developed *

This situation resulted in various changes in smsefirst of all, the social structure was
re-organized due to new economic conditions. Newking areas provided employment in
masses while the labour stratification was formRdilroads had to devise new methods for
mobilizing, controlling, and apportioning capitédy operating a widely dispersed plant, and for
supervising thousands of specialized workers. ihth rapid expansion of the railroads, they

®Christine A. Berkowitz, “Railroad Crossings: The afisnational World of North America, 1850-1910”,
Unpublished Phd Thesis, (University of Toronto, Bement of History, 2009), p. 37.
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began to act as catalysts for employment that a class of workers emerged. The railroad
system led to the emergence of a body of workes managers who formed a privileged
working class whose social and cultural influengeead far beyond the railroad yards, stations,
and depots. The union movement began with railwaykers and railways strikes were the

most effective of any as they could drag the econtmma standstill in an overnighft.

The railroad facilitated the movement of workerghbdirectly and indirectly. It indirectly
facilitated the movement of immigrants and intermagrants in search of new opportunities
presented across an ever expanding industrial ¢apes As an employer the railroad directed the
recruitment of labour for construction and expansito areas lacking a local source of cheap
labour. In other words, the expansion of the ratwork linked formerly isolated regions with
larger domestic and international markets; drew ignamts and internal migrants from land poor
regions toward the promise of greater opportuniaes! put into motion the largest workforce in
a single industry in histor}’. This was the first time that the workers were vimgktogether
under the same conditions, thus the labour classements bega®f. Widespread ideas about
labour, land settlement, immigration, abolitionpouercial supremacy, and the natural flows of

commercial expansion became interwoven with railrdevelopment®

With the new technology, architecture also witndssieanges as physical landscape was
to be modified as a result of the new medium progdaster interaction between cities. New
building patterns led to the changes that neveerapced before in the structure of cities. The
increasing use of iron was the most important doution of the railway to architecture as it was
shaking up traditional construction methods. Woedame outmoded, and iron, followed soon
by steel, took over every area of production incigdthat of modern urbanisatiGh.This new
construction material made the construction of wil@n spaces required by industrial
production possibl& Industrial complexes like factories, farmeriesd atocks with attendant
warehouses, the architectural components of themt@nsportation systems — everything from

tollhouses, docks and railroad stations to varkinds of bridges, viaducts, and engine houses
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and that of urban scores of building types like Hsargovernment offices, and the fashionable
shopping arcades were all made possible by thegitaton which radicalized architecture as it
was integrated into the building structure of urlsentres. The railway had an important role in
these achievements in architecture. The solutionsnfiny structural problems to construct the
brave designs, such as bridges or viaducts werela@d with the railway construction.
Moreover, the concept of modern architecture adrivath railway stations which were the

further evidence that the railway was the symbahofiernity’*

It also altered the relationship of time and spdbethe nineteenth century, steam and
rail shortened both distance and tinfeIh the modern era, changing perceptions of spade a
place and external intrusions into local space eulture led to the weakening ties between
people and the places they lived ‘inimprovements in transportation and communication
enabled this process. The railroad shaped a reepolirt spatial and temporal relationships, ones
which challenged traditional fabric of societiesavelling from city to city became faster as had
never been experienced before. Expanded peopleizohs, railway made possible to reach
countries that had only been dreamed of befbreccessibility of communities got easier and
more comfortable. This new vehicle in transportatisade distances closer in a faster and easier
way than its predecessors, thus led to temporaikdge and altered the perception of time. In
the cause of the transformation from a static moodile society the railway provided the perfect
material backdrop as trains meant movement, a mamneimmage that in flashing past like a film
strip were captured and engraved on the merffoAs a result the railroad’s time and space
extensions could be found in a host of hybridizatie-maps that performed a particular set of
connections, tables that altered economic relatiang station platforms that provided the stages
for not-so-chance encountéfsin time the vicinity of railway stations becameeas of public
amusement with coffeehouses and teahouses fromhwdeople could watch the trains and

station restaurants that were prestigious venugsefople of social standing”
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Railroads in the nineteenth century constitutedagonmstep in the building of the modern
state as innovations in transportation contributethe process of time-space convergence. As a
channel to go beyond a particular and limited libgathe construction of railroads brought an
increase in individual mobility and communicatioetworks. In mid-nineteenth century, the
hallmark of modernity was personal mobility whicilmoad offered for anyone who rode in its
cars. Railways defied conventional restraints ofwv@o and speed, and, above all, they
reconfigured the way people thought about their awability.”® “For individuals, as for
commodities, formerly narrow confines of movemertrevbroadened, providing new scope.”
Mobility brought social mixing and enhanced the giosities for equality and opportunity.
Facilitation of travel through establishment oflways contributed to the popularization of
travel. Few technological developments of the mkhad such a great impact on the majority of
the population as the railways. Competed with shgpprail transport speeded up the movement
of goods and services around the world to an uepletted level, and brought a new degree of
equality to their availability®

As a technology deeply embedded in international domestic political practices,
railroads functioned as a transformative elemenhefinternational political system as they had
effects on force, security, geography, diplomacyd astate-society relations, and the
transnational process that constructed them. Theaaguic stimulus railways carried not only
had an impact on the alteration of economic orgdmn, but also had increased the
technological capability as well as transformed dtreicture of society, culture and politics. In
countries without sufficient accumulation of capithe state undertook railway construction that
in a sense, the concept of statism or the inteimeist state originated with the railwa$/sAs
railroads vastly expanded the range, speed, arel cdfizarmies, states became much more
intensively involved in their economies, and militglanning extended deeper into peacefime.

Railway enabled states to reach to previously wiralale distances.

Rail, together with the steamship and the telegraplunk the world. “The geographic

expansion of the states system in the nineteemiuigeis attributed to steamships, railroads, and
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telegraphs® “By linking isolated areas, railroads induced picéil change wherever they were
laid.”®* Railroads reconfigured the nation’s borders, gaplyy, and commerce as they connected
places, linked sub-regions, and crossed naturatielbsr As Hobsbawm put into words;
“Government and subject or citizen were inevitabigked by daily bonds, as never
before.....revolutions in transport and communicaidypified the railway and the telegraph
tightened and routinized the links between centmathority and its remotest®. Iron
manufacturing, and railway industries, developeagktber in response to the needs for a nation-
state building in several parts of the world. Thevelopment of the railways which made
communication and intercourse between the peopldiftdrent parts of the country possible

marked an important stage in the evolution and ldeweent of national consciousnéss.

It contributed to the nation-building process asnabled centres to control populations,
binding people together via the sense of belontpng nationalist cause and the material power
of national market. The construction of railwayssweonsidered synonymous with nation
building that providing the chance for cheap angtkjaransport, railways promoted national
cohesion within a context of emerging national ecoies that were integrating into the
capitalist world market as well as of growing naifig might which now had a technology
enabling it to have control over the vast terrégeriIn case of war, railroads lend increased
military effectiveness to the national resourcesilrBads also made possible to transport troops

and munitions cheaply.

For instance, the railroad had established itselraimportant form of transportation in
the United States; that completed trunk lines helfe transform it from a continental to a
transcontinental natiod. When compared to the continent, railways had greiapact in the
United States as the vastly large steppes whianbel to the Indians were opened to the white
people, originated from England, Ireland or Italy eans of the railwal? Americans in the
1840s and 1850s saw how railroads transformed éssiapportunities, social relationships, and
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the physical landscape around th€nPerformed the same function as the Central andi®ce
Pacific Railroads did in the United States, then§r€anadian Railway, finished in 1885, and the

Trans-Siberian, completed in 1903 united sepasgi®ons and made a nation possile.

“As a consequence of the state becoming heavilglvad with railroad financing, line
planning and construction, and civil-military comration, the railroad also altered state—society
relations.®! “Railroads remained the principal feature in theial landscape of the reunited
nation—the means of personal mobility, the carr@rgprogress and modernity, and the most
prominent instruments for wealth, power, and geplgi@dominance® Its potency as a military
technology and its centrality in economic developtneere what made railway development a
moment of rupture in transportation as well as wrld history. That the frontiers of railway
development were not ended within Europe as thdireamt followed the example set by
England and had already started to build up railwayworks starting from the 1830s. “In
France, Belgium, Prussia the state in one way othan reserved its ultimate rights over the
railways.”® The new vehicle was also exported to the othetspafrthe world within the quest
for new markets via the race of imperialism. Witk qualified advantages, railway became a
useful instrument of imperialism as it was the ptgisimage of the exploitation of colonies by
imperial powers? The role of railway in the process of imperialismas put into words as
“imperial penetration had always begun from potisit until the coming of the railway the influence
of the European powers rarely extended far inldrtte railway permitted comparatively easy access
to the hinterland; imperialists used railways tdegrate and annex territory, and to exploit the

resources of the regions surrounding the ports ttarolled.”®

To the extent, the last quarter of the nineteestiituxy was the period during when the
building of railways reached its peak, as ofterem&fd to as the “Golden Age” of railroad
construction. More tracks were laid in this periodNorth America than in any other period, for

instance. Tied peripheral markets to the metropatle fast and reliable transport, railroads were
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a dramatic physical assertion of colonial dominemd allowed imperial powers ready and
effective means of defending their colonies froteinal and external threats which made them
the most important tool of colonial expansion ie tlineteenth and early twentieth centutfes.
Railways were a necessary part of late nineteegritucy colonial expansion as they performed
a unique and vital political function; to the extéimat rail lines followed political boundaries or
developed new ones, and everywhere bound cologridtaries with their European patrofis.
European powers built an extensive network of raysvfor the economic exploitation and
strategic defence of the valuable colonies. Thatcompetition, which extended into World War

I, was fought largely with railway lines.

With the growing economic interests, railway becathe symbol of political and
economic expansion. “Continent-sized states lile tmited States and Russia were likewise
made more feasible by rail transport, as were imdlira colonial empires that combined
political control of large territories with inten& economic exploitation (such as British
India).”® Continental network of rail lines facilitated amcieased flow of people, goods and
services across international borders that in puoduced an influence at a national, regional and
local level; so that, the very nature of railrogeb@ation—standardization or railroad logic—was
the constant in each scenario and as a result pedda continental convergence of thought and

action in the areas examin&d.

The railway constituted a prerequisite for colotiaa, that, the railway was an important
tool in maintaining authority in colonies. Constiioa of the railways increased economic and
politic influence and pressures on minor countragsdl weakened empires. Slavery, too,
proceeded to expand in concert with the railrdd8as slavery was adapted into the service of
this new technology, railroads became to be ppdted in exploitation. The modern
development of slavery with railroads and the esitam of railroad technologies proceeded
together and in relation to one anotff&While new lands opened to cultivation, a new mirke

made possible by the railroads and of slavery agichl consequence. Thus, the growth of
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railways had a dramatic impact on different paftthe world. As Herrera puts into wortithe

railroad’s effects were not confined to the Europeantinent. They were an important factor in
economic integration throughout the developing woifhey played an important role in the
extension of European colonialism. Railroads opamethe interiors of India, China, and Africa
to economic exploitation. By providing rapid andatevely safe access to the interior, they

offered an effective tool for military subjugatioti?

The growth of the Western powers beyond the continégth imperialist ambitions,
together with the transfer of railway technologytte rest of the world contributed to the
development of parallel social, economic and paltconditions as people, goods and ideas now
flew in a relatively faster way. If the non-Westg@®ople resisted the spread of railways, as often
happened, the railway promoters knew how to applgd, just as they knew how to overcome
natural obstacles with bridges and tunnels. Thebkouplications of the railway had a profound
impact on people in the periphery as the railrogmtesn permitted a dramatic increase in local
travel, local market economies, and the exchangeeafs in those places. Time savings reduced
distance and effectively brought the rest of theldvoloser together and gave previously remote
places economic and strategic significance to Eirgpterms of interaction capacity, rail lines
shrank distance, extended the reach of Eurogéates, and literally expanded the size of the

international system.

“The railroads and the war, more than any othecdsr provided the opportunities to
reimagine one’s personal mobility and the contextvhich to take action on that imagined
extension of the body—to move through space ane.tiffi The increasing connectedness
facilitated by the transfer of railway technologywbght to different parts of the world imperial
control of the West together with the consequeiitdasd down in social, economic and cultural
realms. Like the telegraph, while the railroad dieive as technological agent of Western
civilization, it also exposed sheltered communit@she economic realities of the outside world.
As the engine of progress and prosperity, railvemhhology was powerful to transcend political
and cultural divisions. Beyond its short-term impan economic, political, and military

purposes, the most obvious long-term effect ofrgadls was the extension of the European
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influence and the nation-state form to the peripli&rRailroads in the periphery helped emerge
a new national political unit: the underdevelopeadern nation-state. As the majority embraced
railroads as a progressive innovation, many sot@lse railroads for the nationalist cause and

to further national goaf§”

More often, railroads were used to absorb smatestinto larger European empires and
bring existing colonial possessions closer to tle¢ropole as they could knit together spheres of
influence, forge subordinate alliances, and kedyeroEuropean rivals out of the area where
railway loans and concessions were a frequentabgteat power politic?® Rival concessions
could protect desirable territory from another'sigp. Identified with industrial development,
confrontation of the imperial West with the natigeople they colonized evolved around the
guestion of economic and social progress. Railway dechnology connecting the East to the
West had a crucial position in the discourse inglepower used to legitimize itself.
Locomotives and the railway network seemed to thestén powers to furnish irrefutable proof
of their material superiority and their commitmémtcivilising’ and ‘improving’ the periphery.
Accounts about railway as the vehicle of modermigre among those that the imperial project

had often used within the linear understandingistohnical change towards progress.

In this developmental schema, material and ‘idéattors were inextricably linked:
disparities of material or economic progress weratcired with asymmetries of culture,
language, and human worth. Steam not only signiiiethe Westerners the dynamism of their
own civilisation; it also expressed the vast cadtiand technological distance they saw between
themselves and indigenous populations they perdeagebackward and ridden by superstition.
Within the correlation between industrializationdaprogress, contributing to the presumed
hierarchy among civilizations, railway functioneslasymbol in the modernization project of the
imperial rule. It was assumed railroads would emage enterprise, multiply production,
facilitate the discovery of latent resources, iaseenational wealth, and encourage “progress in
social improvement” similar to that which occurréd Europe and the United States of

Americal®’ The British, Dutch and French had long used radsas bearers of modernity and
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economic development in their colonies as theyebell that railroads not only brought
civilization to the colonies, but ended their pdyeand isolation as well.

As a vehicle transforming not only the physicaldscape but also the social, economic
and political landscapes as well, railway held gnisicant place in historiography of both the
West and the East in terms of industrialization,deraity and nation-building. The railroads
emerged as not only the leading industry of theopebut also the most visible indicator of
modernity*®® Through the colonial railways, the economic prsess ideas and institutions of
the Europe spread all over the world. This meanw mpeoduction techniques, new legal
arrangements and orders, new property ownershifistigiew investment areas and new safety
codes, the development and civilization. One of fite¢ transformative technologies in world
history, the railroad had many and diverse intex$ato its system, slowly altering how people
saw themselves, their futures, and their oppoiiesiit’ Those who saw themselves as modern
manipulated these new interfaces. Indeed, the @ootrthem, and of knowledge about them,
was an important and highly contested arena of mmitgle As the agency that for the century
past has done more than any other single one ofsnrarentions to transform human life, the
railway transportation was seen to be burdened ewilization in the way of pushing backward
people forward and lifting submerged class@aNhile railway was symbolizing the historical
difference between the old and the new in the Wegained new meanings in the East as part of
the imperial project under the banner of modermoratin all of the rhetoric of modernization
and railroad growth, there was an intense competitor resources, commercial supremacy, and

expansion.

Due to its allying concordance with industrial modey, the railway was a unique
product as a materialistic enterprise that paedi¢he rise of infrastructure and the accumulation
of capital in an increasingly industrial worf. “In the countries which achieved
industrialization at an early stage, railways were symbol of economic development®In

others, however, the railway as a transforming powas associated with participation in a
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“higher standard of civilization” as articulated time imperial discourse. Economic superiority
and technological advancement of the West led twlosions about civilization as referent to
the Western values which gave birth to this newalehlthat was spread to the other parts of the
world through the hands of European powers as & ttmdave control over those areas.
Development of science and technology reinforcedpbwer of the European states and paved
the way for an ideology of progress that promotether changes. Assuring the pre-eminence of
Europe in the age of imperialisms and by settingppbpelan parameters as the dominant frames of
reference, this ideology imposed its own terms uffendialogue with non-European cultures
and knowledge systems, which were thus compellezhter with it into an asymmetric (albeit
reciprocal) relationship, and their own independintelopment became deflected.

Within the context of the imperial race, intrusiointhese powers led to the confrontation
of different values as well as emergence of awa®rnkat there was a European and it was
powerful. This process not only provided the ennfityt also envy to these outside powers.
Developments in the Western world were viewed asqianodern progress, and this perception
had important consequences for the ways they thalgbut their region and its growth. Within
the process of “European-centred modern standai@h8afirst the European-centred modern
paradigm was formed within the continent itselfd &men it started to spread out with the term of
“civilization” which foresaw “to be like Europe” abe criteria of success and development that
was to be accomplished through importing the maliti social, cultural, technological and

military institutions among which the railway stoasl the most convenient tool of existefrce.

Railed steam locomotion was embraced as a meaduee superior civilization as
railroads set in motion many interconnected andji@ssive economical and social changes. In
terms of cause and effect, railways representegffant for most of the industrialized countries,
whereas they might be perceived as a cause foddkeloping countries; and as such were a
factor both representing and lending momentum t@ld@ment and transformatidt In other
words, superiority in power and taking this fromteral sources made to think about the
European civilization in a nutshell in which thechi@ology of the time, i.e. the railway was

among those which became a signifier in differeémgawhat belonged to European civilization

113 Bjlmez B. CanDemiryolundan Petrole Chester Projesi, (1908-19(d8)anbul: Tiirkiye Ekonomik ve Toplumsal
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and what not. The railroad’s land grant, its engrimgy, its marketing, and its settlement plan
were the clearest indicators of the emergence afemmEurope organized around geographic
mobility, technological expansion, and the conqudshature. In other words, rail technology

had limitless potential in conquering distance aatlire’s constraints.

It was the popular vision that the railway was d¢gddo destruction along the track to the
human capacity to conquer nature with a band @l.stedeed, nature needed to be conquered
and mastered with bridges, tunnels and lines amh@ad building demonstrated the mastery of
geography. Locomotive enabled people to clamber oweuntains and penetrate the most
remote corners of the land. A symbol of man coniqgenature, most saw the rail work as
progress as confirming victory of man over natliew enterprises symbolized the mobility of

the nation, and its mastery over nature, more elotjy'*

The terms related to “the development” were unvtéth the technology and the railway
became the most important symbol of the technoldiggrefore, most of the countries were
willing to have railways which would bring prospgrand successful national developmefit.
Railroads were embraced as vehicles of modernity @iogress referring to “the civilizing
influence of steam” which would change for the d&ethe “political, social, moral and religious
condition of the millions.” Considering machineny be the “bane of civilization” led to the
articulation of the isomorphic relationship betweaitways and civilization within the historical
teleology of modernization binding railway develogmh to progress and modernity. Taking
stance from this understanding, the experienc@sifthe Ottoman Empire and later the Turkish
Republic in their evaluation of railroad developmeiithin the quest for modernization would

be examined in the following chapters.

2. CHAPTER II: RAILWAYS IN THE MODERNIZATION PROCESS O F
THE OTTOMAN EMPIRE

In this chapter, after a brief analysis about th#ofan modernization history,

introduction of the technology of the nineteentimtaey, i.e. railway into the Ottoman Empire
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and its development in the Ottoman lands would xaemened. This would be followed by the

last part in which the impact of the railways oe f@ttoman modernization process would be
analysed. The background about the modernizationggs and the railway development given
in the first two parts would give an examination tiee Ottoman example about the impact of the
railways within the process of transformation fraanpre-modern to a modern structure.
Considering its role in multiple realms, railwaydha significant role in this transformation. As

engines of change, development of railways in ttter@an Empire was influential to the extent

that it symbolized what belonged to the Westerndvand thus the process of modernization.

An attempt to analyze the impact of railway devetept on modernization process does
not mean to claim a direct causation between tle iwvould definitely be wrong to assert that
railways were the prerequisite for the Ottomandfarmation. In other words, it is not possible
to explain the Ottoman modernization process ohhpugh attributing the influence of the
railway development. Rather, what is quested fahis chapter would be to analyze the role of
railway development in the modernization procesthefOttoman Empire. Within the complex
interaction of multiple factors influencing thatogess, this thesis would seek to exemplify the
case at hand through examining the modernizing anglathe railway development on political,
strategic and socio-economic realms bound to theexpences this development resulted into in

each and every one of them.
2.1. A Brief Introduction to The Ottoman Modernization

“The Ottoman Empire was one of the most importaon-Western states to survive
from medieval to modern times, and played a vit& in European and global histor}}.”Being
one of those empires which achieved to exist uhél nineteenth century with their traditional
state of affairs and which were struggling to swevat the time when the world was changing
rapidly, the House of Osman was trying to find sols for its socio-economic and political
problems. “These problems became more acute attmman Empire was progressively
enveloped by the constantly expanding world econaritly its centre in Western Europg?

“The loss of territory and the ultimate demise bé tOttoman Empire was not the result of

"7 Donald QuataeriThe Ottoman Empire, 1700-1922 i.
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external pressure alone, however, but of the ifdgrpf that pressure with separatist nationalism
developed by the non-Muslim communities of the empi™®

As the political system evolved in response to batlwironmental change and forces
deriving from within the system itself, its compaomheainits or subsystems also changed. Within
the interchange of external developments and iatetynamics of the empire, while the Western
world was growing in power economically at the exge of the Ottoman Empire in the
international arena, they also had influence an terms of the new ideology, i.e. nationalism.
These two challenges, nationalism and the attatkbeogreat powers which came from the
West, ultimately were to destroy the empire of@tomans:?°

It was the time that developments occurred in thernational arena which the Ottoman
Empire could not have control over and moreover feased to be part of them. One of these
developments was the capitalist economy couplel imperialism. “Since 1500 if not before,
European economic strength had mounted to equatremdsurpass that of any other region of
the globe, including the Ottoman Empit& During the sixteenth and seventeenth centurie$, wit
the increasing consolidation of military power, pral wealth, and scientific progress among
the European states, the Ottomans started toHegenilitary superiority over the We&t “The
Ottoman Empire built the alliance with the Europstates until the sixteenth century and in the
turning point of the eighteenth century it notigesilbackwardness in economical, political and
cultural parameters and Westernizatidnprocess was initiated for sake of modernization

orientations.*?*

Notwithstanding, with the developments in technglagtertwined with the Industrial
Revolution, the nineteenth century was a cruciahifiy point in the growth of European
economic power. “The European industrial revolutmiversely affected the Ottoman Empire in
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the nineteenth century and was instrumental ifirissl collapse.*?> While the Western world

gained a huge economic power, fell back of the ggecthe Ottoman Empire lost its economic
and political power day by day. Its authority amumer were declining at the very time that
burgeoning technological innovation could contréomaterially to modernising and reforming
the Empire, and was to put additional pressurest;othat the Empire’s progress was thus
effectively in the hands of the European Great Rewand the financial advantage largely

returned to ther?®

Another development which had a great effect on Ehgpire was the emergence of
nationalism in the continent. This ideology throughich the Ottomamnillets started to quest
for their independence one after another was arttangrior political problem the empire would
have to engage until its demise. As a result offfemch Revolution, nationalism made inroads
into the Ottoman lands which were an amalgam opleso religions, and customs with centuries
of conquest and acquisition. That, “straddlingeércontinents and encompassing an
extraordinary diversity of ethnic and religious gps, the Ottoman Empire at the turn of the
century was perhaps the most cosmopolitan stateeimorld.™*” “The Ottoman Empire, like the
other multi-national, multi-religious empires, hdmecome an anachronism in a Europe
dominated by nation state¥® To be sure, this was a problem shared by all copteary poly-
ethnic empires, but it was graver in the Ottomantext because of the weakness of central
control, the severity of socio-economic problemad ahe structural reality of an empire
dominated by Muslims but well-nigh encircled by @tian powers**® That, “the political
potency and popularity of nationalism among thejesttb of the sultan were encouraged and
intensified by the direct and open support it reedifrom powerful European staté$> The
spread of the revolutionary ideas of nationalismthe outskirts of the Ottoman Empire put
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pressure on it to take action in order to lessehifipossible to avoid the influence of this new
ideology for the sake of its existence.

During the nineteenth century, “the forces trigggrithe territorial losses became
increasingly complex, now involving domestic relmels as well as the familiar imperial
wars.”™! The internal threat posed by separatism paralletethcrease in the threat of partition
from without, that Bonaparte’s invasion of Egypt 1@98 had demonstrated that a European
power could conquer a major Ottoman territory—ante coverwhelmingly inhabited by
Muslims—with impunity*** The invasion of Egypt proved once again westerpesarity
showing that the Ottoman Empire was just as vulsierm the south as in the noftH.In order
to cope with these problems, the Ottoman rulerk tsome steps which found meaning as
engaging into the capitalist world market and atitig changes in legal and administrative
issues, encapsulated in the term of reform. In rotde meet the challenges of industrial
capitalism and a rapidly growing nationalism, th#o@an state and society were exposed to
reform. Therefore, “between the eighteenth cenaurgl the end of the First World War, the
history of the Ottoman Empire was shaped by théiesl of modernization in accordance with

the main purpose of preserving the Empire’s intggri**
2.1.1. The Modernization Process

“When the geographical expansion of the Ottoman iEBmpame to an end in the
seventeenth century; political and military eststininent considered to introduce a set of reforms
in order to prevent the further decdy>Since the Ottomans were in the position of vulbiitg
to any attack by its neighbors as its military sigrédy vis-a-visits European counterparts had
already came to an end at the outset of this cgniith its first and foremost aim of sustaining
the unity of the empire, the primary importance \gagn to the military reforms to be able to
face the threats directed to the Ottoman landsarfFthe perspective of its rulers, the decreasing

ability of the empire to compete militarily and @cmnically with its continental rivals was cause

131 QuataertThe Ottoman Empire, 1700-192 54.

132 Haniazlu, A Brief History of the Late Ottoman Empire 69.

133 Davison, p. 72.

134 Gal, p. 10.

135 Ayhan Kaya and Age Tecmen, “The State of the Art: Various Paths todbtnity,” IME, Identities and
Modernities in Europe,Work Packagd€@ecember 2009), p. 6.

34



for considerable alarm’® That, Western military advance that resulted iatshift in the
balance of power between the Ottoman Empire and\ast alerted the Ottoman statesmen to
observe Western military technology to be ableraserve the Ottoman geographical boundaries
in the West. Derived from the features of the mé#ional power balance at the time, it explained
the reason why the reforms were started in thdanyliand the army to be the principal architect
of this movement®’

Together with the economic and administrative @majes, military weakness of the
empire obliged its rulers to set reforms in oraerdverse the process of decline. Accordingly, a
number of reforms started to be introduced underrdign of Selim Il (r. 1789-1808) who
would make the most significant effort to reorganthe Ottoman military establishment. “The
repeated defeats suffered by the Ottomans in gjigesnth century had convinced him of the
urgent need to introduce reforms that would restbeepower of the central government while
preserving the territorial integrity of the empisgainst internal and external threat€ The
Sultan sought to improve the position of the armyoider to recover the Ottoman power. As
Europe grew in power and the international balasicéted from the Ottoman lands to the
continent, the Ottoman rulers had to face the tyeafi the time with an intention to recover the
Ottoman power by the means which had made Europgé wsas at that century. In order to
prevent the further territory losses, it was obsita the Ottoman rulers that they ought to reform
the army and they should do it through investigatirays of the example set by Europe.

How this came into existence was put into wordDleyingil as “the nineteenth century
was the epoch which saw the last efforts of dynastcien régimeempires to shore up their
political systems with methods often borrowed frirair adversaries, the nationalist liberaf.”
“The empire really had no choice but westerniziafpm if it was to continue to exist in the
modern world.**® That, neither the context the Empire was tryingtind on its own allowed
the use of the old tools for the solution of thelgems; nor the Ottoman Empire could manage
to change its system altogether due to the lackinoé and personnel. Moreover, “drastic

westernization was impossible because it would hehadtered society, and that therefore the
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process had to be cautious and piecemi&arhus, what the Ottoman Empire souglatsa try to

adapt its gigantic body to the changes of the tinmeugh combining the two, the old and the
new. Taking the new tools for implementing thenoitite old system led the cultural duality
wherein institutions based on western models begaemerge alongside long-established
Islamic institutions. In Hanigu’s words:“Initial Ottoman responses to the challenges ofeavn

era produced duality in every field: a modern, Eugan-style army alongside a stubbornly
conservative corps of Janissaries; an increasimgbnetary economy together with the medieval
timar system; glimmerings of fiscal responsibiliggt multiple budgets; modern academies
boasting libraries stuffed with French books alamigh Ottoman medreses whose curricula had

not changed for centuries:*

In earlier periods of the reforms, the will of tgtoman rulers was to cure the ill and
thus to reach the golden ages again, that “Ottoreéormers had considered principally the
internal weaknesses of the empire, as the ingtitgtiof the golden age decayed, and their
proposals therefore looked back toward restoratibthe pristine state of those institutioHs”
With the beginning of the nineteenth century, hosvewhat was quested for shifted to the self-
preservation as the superiority of the West waspted by the Ottoman rulers who became
aware that there was no going back, but what wasssary to do was to keep the empire as
possible as it was at all costs. While conservatgéincts of the rulers of the empire produced
only superficial changes at first, once cosmetieration had failed to yield substantial results, a
more radical response became inescapéble. other words, as traditional measures of reform
were no longer sufficient, the empire’s leadersenmatter prepared to adjust to the socio-cultural

milieu and to the demands of the free market ecoraspart of its modernization programme.

The Ottomans became aware that the reinvigoratibrthe Empire depended on
modernization of state institutions for increasstgte revenues and for bolstering the domestic
and international legitimacy of Ottoman rdfé Hence, the westernization movement emerged in

the Ottoman Empire when some major achievement® weygistered in establishing a new
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Ottoman army along European lines and in laying mdive rudiments of a centralized modern
administration. Selim 1ll was prepared to acceptopean practices (and European advisers) to
achieve his goals, his reign opened up channelsonfmunication between Europe and the
Ottoman ruling elité® Yet, still the major westernization of Selim’sgriwas accordingly in
the military field, that there was no consideratudrsuch fundamentals as education, industry, or
agriculture’*” However, the immediate problems of the empire wereequire more than an
overhaul of the Ottoman armed forces to reasselitangi prowess in the face of foreign
challenges, but of the expansion of the schooksydb harness science and technology, and of
the establishment of some Western institutionalepas that would effect a redefinition of the

Ottoman subject's plasgs-a-visthe state and other citizens.

It was obvious that military reforms were not bouadhat realm only, but to have effects
on administration and legal structure of the enmiffires reforms in this area later proved to be
insufficient when the existing state mechanism bexaot to meet the needs of the century.
Hence, adopted as a state policy within the lirsiigely to the military and technical areas,
westernization inevitably moved out of these reatmsr the timé?*° “Although the original
motive for the reforms was undoubtedly the desirbuild an efficient European-style army, the
modernisation process soon spread well beyond ypurdlitary affairs.”® In other words,
“though the initial impetuses for reform were naity modernization and the establishment of a
state monopoly on the use of violence, the achieverof these goals required the reformers to
cast the net of modernization ever more widéy."The rebuilding of the army brought with it a
need for an effective centralised monopoly of poiarthe development of new skills, for more

efficient extraction of surplus resources, for pagion censuses and land registratidi.”
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The spread of the idea to reform which first sthitethe military to the other realms of
the state structure found its meaning first with thstitutionalization of westernization under
Mahmud Il who not only initiated a bureaucraticomafi within the centralization efforts, but also
achieved to eradicate a centuries-old formationdhaeissaries-which was lying as the main
obstacle on the way of reform movement. The dedééahe janissaries eased the adoption of
Western methods and institutions in his effortdorf a modern and secular Ottoman state. “A
staunch believer in the westernization of Ottomalitipal thought, culture, and institutions, he
had engineered a series of reforms that culminatdetie famous Tanzimat reorganization, a
program that would make the empire look more lik&@stern nation-staté>? “He reorganized
the state into units that emulated the French adtmative model, with various ministries and
departments, a new separation of executive andlédye branches of government, and a

reformulation of the payment structure for memldrthe state ***

In the succeeding decades, increasing attentionbeig) paid to the legal and political
structures of the European states, that after Mahkumilitary reform was no longer the one
overriding concern as westernization in law, adstmtion, diplomacy, and education seemed as
important. That with the declaration of the Tanzifgdict on November 3, 1839 under the reign
of Sultan Abdulmecid, reforms would be enlargecet@ompass such areas of administrative,
political and cultural issues. The reformers pletge guarantee the life, honor, and property of
all subjects of the sultan, as well as their eqalnder the law, and to establish a military
system of conscription, while also reformed antigdatax farming system by switching to a

state-controlled, direct system of taxation.

“Ottoman recentralization during the first half thie nineteenth century coincided with
the beginnings of administrative modernizatid.”The political centralisation and social
modernisation undertaken by the Ottoman administrainder the Tanzimat reforms made the
provincial centres of the Empire to experience nodation in the second half of the nineteenth

century. The Ottoman bureaucratic elite introdudeaistic political measures that they hoped
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would centralize and streamline the administratianjte disparate elements of the multi-
religious, multi-ethnic society, and thus presethie empire through the Tanzimat reform
program™® The nineteenth-century state strove to bringdibman subjects directly under its
authority; that in a series of three enactmentsvéen 1829 and 1856, seeking to radically
transform the relationship between itself and ibjects and within and among the subject
classes, the central state aimed to strip awagifferences among Ottoman subjects which was
nothing less than a program to radically recon&titihe nature of the state-society relation.
Through the clothing law of 1829 followed by thepemial decrees of 1839 and 1856, “modern”
notions of equality of subject and citizen wergaduced into the Ottoman state as the state’s
duty to provide equality of all subjects were eited™’ “In this regard, the Tanzimat epoch
exemplified a general inclination toward a moreus&cconception of the staté>® Despite the
partial success of these attempts at standardizatid rationalization in the mode of imperial

relations, reforms set out during the Tanzimatstithled to the state-society reorganization.

The spread of reforms from the military realm was Iimited to politico-administrative,
that the economic modernization of the Ottoman Eenptarted in the same period. Ottoman
economic modernisation and European expansion vmegtwined developments within the
framework of socio-economic changes. “The ninete@eintury saw European involvement in
developing virtually every aspect of the economy-mownications, transport, services,
factories and mines, and trade—while by the eawigntieth century the Empire’s three main
creditor European Powers, France, Germany and iBritupplied advisers to the Ottoman
government over a very wide range of its activiti®s Abrupt changes in the economic sphere
came with the introduction of free-trade regimeoithe Ottoman lands via some successive
agreements which made the Ottoman economy an opgtetrfor the Western industry and thus
provided the integration of the Ottoman Empire ithe world economy. “This process was
facilitated by the construction of ports and raalls and by the establishment of modern banking

institutions, mostly by European capitaf*Nineteenth century state actions in favor of free
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trade include the 1826 destruction of the Janispaoyectors of monopoly and restriction, the
1838 Anglo-Turkish Convention, and the two imperieform decrees of 1839 and 1858""
Following the two simultaneous development in thito@an Empire, that of Balta Limani
Treaty (1838) and the Tanzimat Edict (1839), theieenbecame an open market for the Western
world where the capitalist mode of production h&@éaly gained a momentum as agriculture
became commercialized. “Indeed, by the end of timeteenth century, Western economic
dominance in the Ottoman empire had branched iht dpheres of commerce, finance,
production, and infrastructural constructidfi®’With these developments, the empire faced a

sudden integration with the premature Western abgin.

“Perhaps even more indicative of the empire’s tarthhn the Western inspired political
and social reorganization upon which the Ottomavegament embarked especially after 1839,
was the Anglo-Ottoman Commercial Convention of 18$8 “When the Ottoman Empire
signed the treaty of Balta Limani with England 838, Mahmud Il and his elites had taken a
number of measures strengthening state structobaéohce again made the empire resemble its
Western counterparts to a much greater extent hio#m sides would have liked to belieV&*
With the intention to destroy existing social arwb®omic structures in order to make way for
new ones, The Anglo-Ottoman Commercial Conventibwgust 1838 was perhaps the first
conscious step taken by the reformers who beli¢gvatithe destruction of outmoded structures
would accelerate westernisation and force Ottomansnnovate:®® Making considerable
changes in the commercial practice within the O#nnEmpire, this convention played a key
role in the socio-economic structure on the onedhavhile it also led to developments in the
area of legal reforms as increasing number of &etens necessitated adjustments to the
European commercial codes. That, for instance,ef& commercial code, copied from France,
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was introduced in 1850, followed in 1863 by a niaet trade code and in 1867 by a law

enabling foreigners to own land in the empire far first time.*®°

The Ottoman Empire tried to fill the gap in thedégeld which appeared as a result of
integration to the world economy by importing Westecodes on the one hand while
endeavouring to revise the traditional legal noonghe other. Legal reforms undertaken from
the mid-1800s indeed constituted the basis of th@®n@n modernization process as “the
nineteenth-century reformist bureaucrats recognieatensive legal reforms as essential
components of modernizatioh®® These reforms announced by the bureaucraticdlitiee time
constituted a revolutionary change in the legatesys Started with the Tanzimat Edict, and
continued with many codification projects and tbbfi856 Imperial Edict, the effect of attempts
in the legal realm remained influential in the alemodernization history of the Ottoman
Empire. Since 1856 when the Empire was includetthénConcert of Europe and the European
state system, it pursued an implementation of gtaowd coherent policies towards a permanent,
insisting and ultimate aim of being European. helwith this aim, the most famous monument
of the Ottoman legal modernization process, theaN&jMecelle) was issued between 1869 and
1876. As a complementary in legal and politicaleasp, a fundamental step was taken with the
promulgation of the constitution in 1876. Thougls@ended after a short period of time, the
constitution was the basis for far the most impdr&eps initiated in the Ottoman politics by the
Ottoman elites in the way to a constitutional mohgr

To be modern in the nineteenth century was a watpioking and acting in the world.
Notwithstanding, the nineteenth century was not ¢pech when only economic, legal and
political reforms were undertaken in the Ottomanpliten “The Ottoman reform movement,
which drew upon French legal codes and fiscal edguis, opened the Ottoman market to
European materials and techniques of productiod, \@elcomed European advances in the
sciences®® In addition to the developments in those areasethvere drastic changes in the
social and cultural life as well. Changes in ecompriegal and political fields inevitably had
reflections in the Ottoman socio-cultural structuiéthin the functioning of the social fabric, a

change in one area was reciprocally affecting therofields. While opening of the Ottoman
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economy to the West brought the necessity for adloptf new codes, legal reforms led to
changes in the function of the Ottoman adminigiratiThe more the Empire got integrated to the
norms and values of the continent, the more it edeid take further steps to deepen this
relationship. That for instance, while, on the &wa&d, nationalist outcries of timeillets led to

the shift in orientation from religious to seculanderstanding of state administration, on the
other hand, technology transfer necessitated thagehin the education system according to the

Western science.

“Western influences, at first scientific and lingic, came with the new technical
schools which Mahmud founde&® During his reign, state educational activities evektended
to the civilian population and a ‘translation offiqterceme odasi) was founded in 1822 which
served as one of the main channels through whiditigab knowledge was appropriated by a
new group of French-speaking Muslim bureauct@tsThis group who had received their
education and training at the translation burealipWwed by service at Ottoman embassies in
European capitals would dominate the Tanzimat“®aform progressed at an accelerated pace
in the period of the Tanzimat (1839-1876), wheniai#fry of Education was established (1857),
and a system of non-military schools began to eaiéfy while “the exposure to European
ideas, values, and customs intensified with thabdishment of permanent Ottoman legations to
European capitals-® With the growing interaction with the West, inggtuals not only
influenced the system through importing westerretgp thinking and style into the empire, but
also had been affected by modernization as it enadgt became inevitable in determining
relations between state and society as well asdstwlifferent groups among the society. More
than the military and fiscal reforms, this changethought signified the growing Ottoman
engagement with modernity®

Under Abdulhamid Il (1876-1909), the West continuedbe a model and the empire
became further integrated into the world politieald economic system. Indeed, the period in

which the western ideas were began to thoroughlgerstood was the period of Sultan
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Abdulhamid I, not only because of the increastheanumber of individuals who took education
in the newly established schools and knew foremgmgliages, but also of the attitude of the
Sultan himself who took the west as a model indaisrse of conduct to a certain ext&fitin
general, this period under Sultan Abdulhamid Il ve&septed as the one when the Ottoman
Empire understood the importance of modernizatiogepth and accordingly took realistic steps
especially in the fields of education, science tauthniques. “He openly advocated the adoption
of science and technology; in fact, he speeded dizational reform*® Thus, it was no
coincidence that new schools in various branche® weened during this period. The sultan
sponsored the opening of many schools through whigher training and technical education
was emphasized as Darulfinun, the first moderneausity in the Muslim world, was opened in
Istanbul in 1903’ While many students were sent to European countiiee Western
curriculum was put into application in the educatgystem where military and technical schools
took precedence. Through this way, during the reigAbdulhamid Il, importance was given to
those fields which formed the basis of modernizasioch as education in order to head policy of
a gradual change in the society. Educational redotmdertaken during this period had a

considerable impact on the social infrastructure.

These reforms initiated in the field of educationflienced the dynamics of
modernization in the period following the reign $filtan Abdulhamid Il. Notwithstanding the
religious-Islamic garb clothing them, Abdulhamidthools led to the emergence of a new brand
of rational, pragmatic, and individualistic elitehose mental attitude and world philosophy
began to resemble that of EurdpéHe introduced a number of important educationa an
cultural reforms which transformed the Ottoman Ema@ind laid the foundation for a group of
government officials to push a far more ambitiousgpam of reforms in the following year®.
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Indeed, it was during the reign of Abdulhamid thahew and Western-educated officer corps
emerged, who would play an important role in depgshe sultan in April 1909, ironicalfy?

As a result of the developments in science andnigoks, a movement led by
intellectuals who took education both inside antbiole of the Empire in a wide range of fields
from literature to politics brought together the@ad constitutional era to the Ottoman politics.
That, after a pause of 30 years, in 1908 parlianves$¢ formed under the constitutional
monarchical regime. After the dethronement of Abduhid 1l in 1909, the growing intellectual
impact on the Ottoman politics appeared as the Yolurks with their party the Union and
Progress. “The Young Turk Revolution was to providaother twist to reform and
centralization, a result of pressure from incregsirternal and international conflict® The
reforms introduced in this era had the underlyinghmitment of the CUP to abandon the old
institutions and replace them with new structutest wwere borrowed from various European
countries. Recognition of the West identical withatt of being strong continued in the
conception of the Union and Progress Party whickd bize dominance in the political
organization during the Second Constitutional *8taYoung Turks, all of whom were
preoccupied with finding a way to save the Ottorstate, came to believe that Westernization

was the only way to achieve material progress atitigal strength-22

Although the public program of the CUP had called équal rights for all the many
religious, ethnic, and linguistic groups that residvithin the empire, once in power the CUP
showed the dark side of its nationalism by assgitistead the hegemony of Turkish-speaking
Moslems over all other$® Even though the party could not get the strings its own hands
until the end of the Balkan Wars in 1913, they waik influential in Ottoman politics not only
for the remaining years of the Ottoman Empire Hab dor the dynamics of the new regime
which would be built as a successor state on thatdlian land. Following its acquisition of
power, with the aim to modernize, westernize, aaaliarize Ottoman society, the party pressed

ahead with a reform program which required thengjiteening provincial governments, reducing
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the rights of minorities, reforming the tax systemproving education and the legal system, and
requiring all citizens to speak Ottoman Turkiéh.

Among the series of reforms the Young Turks laud¢cheglucation had a considerable
stance as had been during the previous period.idOlarwere improved in the schools from
where a generation of educated individuals- whoomby put the West on a par with its positive
science, but also embraced the Western civilizasi®m source of strength-were brought%ip.
They believed that behind the power of Europe, thiel engine of science, and it could be
transferred to the Ottoman Empire to revive theo@#n strength. In addition to attempting to
extend Istanbul's control over the provinces (whiobluded draconian measures against the
press, trade unions, tribes, and ‘vagrants’), theerial bureaucracy renewed its commitment to
education as a means to ‘enlighten’ and mould tpufation'®® The reforms founded their own
need for modern educational establishments and kemdor their graduates, so that, the
Ottomans established professional colleges to twrh engineers and architects, (military)

doctors and veterinaries, accountants and adnztoss®’

“The Young Turks intended to transform the empi® ia politically and economically
independent, modern country by removing foreigntimbrand cultivating a citizenry that would
be loyal to the state’® Ideas of parliamentary government and of secuddiomalism
contributed to the nineteenth- century discoursehow to become "modem™ in the empire.
Reforms of the Union and Progress government wivgtld even continue during the years of
the First World War would form the basis of theicatlchange that would find its meaning with
the foundation of a new regime rose from the asiidélse Ottoman Empire in 1923. The process

began with the influence of the French Revolutiontioe intellectuals of the Ottoman Empire
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and that of Young Turk movement prepared the grdanthe Turkish Republic founded with a

revolution8®

Becoming the dominant ideology of the Turkish Rdjgulfter 1923, together with the
ideas of secularism and reformism, Turkish natienalacquired its modern content during the
Young Turk period® Although steps taken within the reform programonder to save the
Ottoman Empire from dissolution and dismembermenihé First World War proved futile, they
would continue to shape the region as it enterecetia of nation-states in the twentieth century
and beyond. Though the Ottoman Turks tried till\teey end to reform and struggle for survival,
ultimately they were forced to accept the inevigalid abandon the idea of empire and settle for
a national republi¢’ Despite their best efforts to focus on reformsiosis challenges from both
internal rebellions and foreign aggression ultiryatesulted in the disintegration of the empire.

2.2. A General History of The Ottoman Railway Developmen

As the vehicle of the nineteenth century, railwgynbolized the modern not only for the
continent that gave birth to it, but also for thaseas where it reached mainly via imperial
ambitions. The Ottoman Empire's experience withaads reflected that state's less developed
but nevertheless politically independent statuagcipg it somewhere between industrial West
and exploited European imperial possesstéh§he Ottoman Empire was one those areas which
found itself to face the situation of the time gyujly. The empire was in shambles in military
and economic terms from the beginning of the emghtte century when its weakness was proven
with successive defeats it had taken in varioustiees. Its former stance among the powers of
the continent was demolishing as Russia, Engladd=aance were gaining power at the expense
of it.
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The signals of deterioration within the empire Viiest felt in the structure of the army which
now started to take defeats against those powaeatsotice were beaten. As ancien régime
empire whose maintenance was built on the inceggantth through the conquest of new lands,
the functioning of the Ottoman Empire as a struietbegan to show weaknesses when the
conquests halted and the empire started to takeestslefeats. As the ability of war-making was
shattered, the first field in the state structarenttiate reforms was that of military while theyw
the Ottoman rulers turned their face to be the Wibsise superiority in power at least in military
realm, if not the all, was now accepted and takeram example to follow in order to gain a
respectful status among the powers of the timenag@ad most importantly, through this way, to
preserve the empire intact.

The political relations had been transformed byrthlvays built by the Western powers not
only in colonies but also in countries and weakegragires like China and the Ottoman Empire.
Began with the introduction of the postal systerB3dl), telegraph (1855-64), and railways
(1866), chiefly as the result of the government®res to communicate with its field
representatives and rapidly transport its troopsjraunication came to play a crucial part in the
process of transformatidii® Among those means, railways had a crucial stante i
transformation of both the Ottoman state and spcleta world that was rapidly taking shape
around aggressive nation- states whose borders b&reming ever more sharply defined,
Ottoman statesmen saw themselves modernizing $loeiety with railroads. Started in 1856
with a concession given to a British company, rayweonstruction in the Ottoman lands reached
5883 kilometre until 1908, and 6309 till 1974

Ottoman Empire had to give special rights to thentwes who constructed the railways in
the Ottoman land and this became a determinararfécih in economic and political relations
between the imperial powers. Within the rivalrytbé European powers for their struggle in
carving out the Ottoman land into regions of peate&in, each power had been effective in
certain areas they chose in line with their intexeBritain, France and Germany all battled for

influence. For each, railroads were an importantamseof penetration. This led to an
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underdeveloped railway network in the Ottoman Empiout not without pattern as it mapped
onto the spheres of influence of the foreign powAssa result, with the development of the ralil
lines, the Ottoman territory through which railrsactossed over was exposed to the separation

as zones of influence among Britain, France andr@ey>*°

The first lines connected major commercial poiitsalmost all cases the financing was of
foreign origin and control remained in foreign handhe dominance of foreign finance and
ownership made Ottoman attempts to forge somethkeg a national network impossible.
Instead, the patchwork of lines tended to reinfotibe positions of influence enjoyed by
foreigners while it integrated the Ottoman Empir®ithe global economic system. The partition
of the Ottoman Empire by railroad rights had sdgunnplications as well. The Ottoman
experience replicated on a smaller and more fraggdestale the pattern of railway development
and European expansion in the periphery. While &rdjlwas mainly dominant in western
Anatolia and Germany in central Anatolia and theadal region, France was active in western
Greece, in some parts of the western Anatolia ar8iia®® Mostly built by the foreign capital
due to the financial difficulties and limited teata capacity, the construction of the Ottoman
railways were realized heavily by the British capin the beginning, while in the later periods,

French and German capital outweighed it.
2.2.1. The Period between 1830 and 1856

It was during this time, that of reform movementtive Empire was spreading to realms
beyond the army and thus of intensity of the refaiwith the West was increasing, when the
Ottoman state first met with the technology of theeteenth century, i.e. the railway. As the
relations between the Ottoman Empire and the Westk vgaining momentum increasingly
especially after the establishment of permanentassibs in various Western countries which
was backed by sending students abroad, the emguiréhle chance to follow the developments in
the Western world closely. Railway as the technglofjthe time became to be known among
the Ottoman rulers almost at the same time with tfahe Western powers of the continent.

“The first railway project was probably considesiearly as 1836, at about the same time that

19 Niyazi Berkes Tirkiye'de Cgdaslasma (istanbul: Dgu-Bati Yayinlari, 1978), p. 357.
Muhtesem Kaynak, “Osmanli Ekonomisinin Diinya Ekonomiditidemlenme Siirecinde Osmanl Demiryollarina
Bir Bakis,” Yapit, Toplumsal Ardirmalar Dergisi,no.5 (1984), p. 72.
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railway development was beginning in the Unitedt&t&®’ The Porte was aware of the
technology in question and willing to adopt it. lrapsed by the economic future promised by the
railroads, the Ottoman statesmen underlined theitapce of railways as agents which would
connect the agrarian areas to the sea by cuttimgsithe most fertile provinces and thus develop
the sources of wealtfi® At the time, for instance, held various picturésiverpool-Manchester
train in his room, Aldilmecid always mentioned widlingness for such trains operating in his

country’*®

Although accelerated with the quest of England riewv markets, the process that the
Ottoman Empire met with the railway technology vi@gged until the mid-nineteenth century
even though it was well known for more than a dec&lie to the outbreak of the Crimean War,
construction of railways on the Ottoman lands caubdl be realized in time when it had been
planned. Britain, as a state which to be the finstt accomplished industrialization, leaned
towards the continent in search for raw materialsifs factories and for markets to sell its
products. Yet, the demands of Britain were not mehe continent which closed its frontiers for
international trade with high tariff barriers inder to protect the development of their own
industries. On the other hand, during the nineteeentury, when the West was undergoing its
Industrial Revolution, the Ottoman Empire had foléa a relatively open-door, free-trade policy
which had finally brought about the foreign takeowé the economy, leading the country to
economic ruin and bankrupté} Consequently, Britain had to turn its face to @teoman lands
as the Ottoman Empire as itself and as a corridahe way to Basra and India, had a precious
position in the British imperial ambitions as byndul830, Britain was searching for alternative

routes that would shorten the way to India.

“Britain did not fully awaken to the importance thie Ottoman Empire’s geographical,
political and economic position in Europe until 888hen Russia threatened England’s position

in the Near East by signing with Turkey the Treaftynkiar Skelessi?®* It was only five years
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p. 12.

198 Donald Quataert, Fransportation,’in An Economic and Social History of the Ottoman Empli600-1914eds.
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later after the Russo-Ottoman agreement that Braé@ahieved to sign a favourable treaty with
the Ottoman Empire. 1838 Balta Limani Treaty (coriva) was not only balancing the Russian
power on the Ottoman lands and thus strengthehi@gosition of Britain in Ottoman politics,
but also guaranteeing the British interests in eotin realm as it gained a number of
concessions which would invigorate the British imiglevision. “On each occasion, Mahmud I
and his successor, Abdulmecid (r. 1839-61), corctea®re of Ottoman sovereignty to
international claims, most notably in the treatyBaflta Limani, when the British acquired free
trading rights in all Ottoman territorie§”® Under the circumstances of its military weaknéss,
Ottoman Empire had to sign this treaty with Brit&mnorder to guarantee its military support
against the ongoing Egyptian threat.

Among the principal causes for the collapse of @man economy in the nineteenth
century, the treaty which confirmed British capatiory privileges and opened the Ottoman
markets to British investment and trade was signethe sultan who was determined to secure
the support of Great Britain in a campaign to dgstMehmed Ali and by the British prime
minister, Palmerston who used this opportunity xpasd British economic and commercial
interests in the regiof!® As was the case from the British side, for theo@#ns, too, the
conjuncture of the time propelled the empire to iactavour of the British state. In order to
realize its ambitions, Britain which felt threatenagainst the growing Russian power on the
Ottoman state when the two came to an agreemestt thi# Russian support to the Ottomans

against the Mehmed Ali Pasha of Egypt, did not \aig to take an action.

As the Empire had neither the resources nor thktyabd develop its own economic
potential, participation in development concessiaras among the main sources of European
economic penetration in the Ottoman Empire. Inrthdst of the Egyptian dispute, in order to
ensure the territorial integrity of the empire, Bdoman rulers gave concessions to Britain in
commercial affairs that with the treaty Ottomandsfecame open to increased British imports.
Although the Egyptian problem was solved througls tivay, these economic concessions

resulted into unfavourable consequences for then@th Empire in regard with the fact that

/irginia Aksan, “War and Peace,” ifhe Later Ottoman Empire, 1603-1828. Suraiya N. Farogi@Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2006), p. 113.
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within the same year, after Britain, France anavbeh 1839 and 1846 other European states had
the right to enjoy these concessidfis.

“The eastward flow of European goods grew rapidlyhie years following the end of the
Napoleonic era in 1815, and Ottoman lands soonrhedanportant markets for many European
manufacturers®° Detrimental to Ottoman producers, who could noable to compete with the
growing mechanization in the industrial sectorhaf Western world, the economy of the empire
became integrated into the capitalist system agati® items in export had become raw materials
and agricultural food products and in import tho§enanufactured and consumer goods. Trade,
especially exports of agricultural products, hagady grown faster since the early 1820s as the
industrial revolution in England led to a fall ihet prices of industrial goods and thus to more
favourable terms of trade for exporters of agrimal goods to industrializing natiof%.
Notwithstanding, 1838 convention, with loweredffarand the abolition of restrictions on trade,
the Ottoman market completely opened up to Britiade, progressing the incorporation of the
Ottoman economy into the capitalist system fastantbefore. “The Ottoman authorities hoped
that the benefits of increased trade and productionld compensate for the losses stemming

from the abolition of the monopolies and the lovegiffs.”’

In the age of Tanzimat, as the Ottoman central goaent adopted the European model
and the role and responsibilities of the state edpd significantly, for the first time, the
government had declared itself responsible fordimgj a modern economic infrastructure and
providing basic social and economic services ramgnom the building of new schools to
constructing roads and railways, which would comneeious urban and rural communities of
the empire, stimulate cross regional commerce, degelop a more integrated economic
systent® Beyond this auxiliary effect on the judicial reforprocess of the Ottoman Empire
both as a commercial code and in a more comprehefmim as the declaration of the Tanzimat
Edict, accelerating the integration of the Ottone@onomy into the capitalist system, the 1838
Anglo-Ottoman Commercial Convention had a consioleranpact on the transformation of the

socio-economic fabric of the Ottoman Empire.
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“Meanwhile, new railways and steamships openedrttegior to trade and extraction, as
parts of the empire started to industrialiZ®’As the bearer of the industrial development and
thus the increase in transnational trade, railveapnology made a way into the Ottoman lands
during this process of economic incorporation ithi® capitalist system via the 1838 convention
and other similar free-trade treaties signed wéhesal Western states. As noted, the Ottoman
rulers were following closely the developments unlthg technological advancements the
Western world was undergoing at the time. Thatpla® to construct railways was neither the
outcome of a simple and impulsive decision, nomex@evelopment of that year alone; rather it

had been developing in the minds of those conceioretiany year$'®

Ottoman integration to the Western economies thHrougrious commercial treaties
quickened the pace for the introduction of railwayshe Ottoman lands as Western states found
favourable conditions for furthering their commatcactivities through gaining concessions for
railway construction. Railways would connect theimioyside where raw agricultural products
were grown to the Ottoman ports from where thesmlgavere shipped to the Western industry.
Adversely, manufactured goods imported from thetioent would be easily and quickly
delivered to the interior from the ports again tha railroads. “After all, before the advent of
steamships and railroads it was not a realistipgsiion to import consumer goods for ordinary
people.?™ Therefore, transportation facilities, railway ctiostion in the nineteenth century,
were an inalienable component of a system builthen search for cheap raw materials and
accessible markets to sell its products. That, ‘@hastruction of railways provided the first

stepping stone in a series of designs for a lazgenomic penetratiorf*?

Taking into consideration the situation of the @ttm transportation at the time, which
was mostly dependent upon the beasts of burdenndbd for a cheap and a faster way to
transport was an urgent problem lying in front leé foreign traders who wished to gain more.
Referring to its significance, the interest in domsting railways in the Ottoman Empire dates

back to the 1830’s, when British Captain Chesngyla@rd the possibility of building a line of
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communication joining the Syrian coast with the E@pes and finally ending on the Persian
Gulf.#*® With the opening of the Suez Canal, British abawedbthe idea to construct this
railroad®** Failed though, this attempt shows how the Ottotaads were envisaged as part of
those areas potential into the future plans ofBhiésh state. That, within the reciprocity of
interests as much as the Ottoman rulers were follpthe up-to-date developments of the
Western world, the continent had involved into tB#oman politics through various means

which could be a technology transfer as in theoohiiction of railways into the Ottoman lands.

This situation clarified the reason why the firktte which took concessions for railway
construction happened to be Britain. Excluding @lkgs failed project in the 1830s, despite the
special attention given by the Ottoman reformdrs,first railway construction would wait until
1851. Driven by incentives for colonization, a cession for a line that would connect
Alexandria to Cairo was given to Britain. The couastion began in 1851 and after three years,
the line started to operat€. This line was the first rail line that was consted within the
borders of the Ottoman Empire was the line betwderandria and Cairo, which had a strategic
and economic importance during the years it wak batil 1869 when it would lose its stance

with the opening of the Suez CafH.

In the year 1856, another initiative for railwaynstruction in the Ottoman lands would
be taken by a British company which gained conoesfir the first railway line that would be
constructed in Anatolia betwedmamir and Aydin. With the purpose of establishingreamic
and political sovereignty in the Ottoman Empire ilamto what they did in India, the first
railway in Anatolia, Izmir-Aydin line, had an imgance as it reflected the railway policy of
British imperialisn?’ Under the privilege granted to this company, tbestruction of the 130
km line was completed in 1866. As the traditionatector of the Porte against Napoleonic and
then Russian encroachment, Great Britain had finstde the running in Ottoman rail

construction, building the lines from Smyrna (Izyron the Aegean Sea inland to Kasaba in the
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1860s, and from Mersin to Adana along the Meditexea®’® It was no coincidence why 1856
was the year for successive initiatives for railwanstruction in Egypt and Anatolia that in
1856 “the treaty of Paris officially terminated t@eimean War, begun in 1853, between Great
Britain, France and Turkey on one side, and Russithe other; and the Ottoman Empire was

brought into the European system of stafé$.”
2.2.2. The Period between 1856 and 1876

From 1856 onwards, applications from the Westatestto the Ottoman Empire in order
to gain concessions for railway construction womlckease rapidly within the alliance against
Russia®® 1856 was also significant in the way of transfaioraof both the Ottoman state and
society from another aspect. Reiterated the stadety to provide equality and stressed
guarantees of equality of all subjects, includirguad access to state schools and to state
employment, another imperial decree, the RefornctEdias issued in 1856 just before the
conclusion of the Paris Treaty (1856).Beyond the time sequence, though related, comfent
the decree also showed the endeavour of the Ottoefarmers for synchronising the domestic

progress with that of the developments in its fgmepolicy.

“The Ottoman reforms of 1839 and 1856, both invadvimperial decrees guaranteeing
equal rights to all subjects, were executed atetieouragement of the Western powéfs.At
the conclusion of the Crimean War, the need foometiation of international recognition with
domestic reform became even more evident. “Fooeen governments and especially the
British who were concerned about Russian exparsiono the south, the success of Ottoman
reforms was considered essential for the territattagrity of the Empire #2 As further reforms
were carried out in the Ottoman politics, the Westpowers began to show interest in the
Turkish reform movement dealing with the rightstibbse Christian subjects living under the
Ottoman sovereignty as well as with those issudastec to the economic field. European

governments believed that rapid expansion of coroimeties with Europe based on the
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principle of comparative advantage and Europearctiinvestment were essential for the
development of the Ottoman econoffiyBeyond the rights granted to the non-Muslim suksjec
the Reform Edict of 1856 reflected the concernthefWestern powers about the progress in the
Ottoman system of infrastructure to be able to ttkeantage as possible as they could from the
rights they gained from 1830s for domestic tradeghi@ Ottoman lands. As its result, in the
Reform Edict, it was stated that with the aim afyding the development of domestic trade, the
Ottoman state would allocate money to reform land water transport and would benefit from
Western technique and capital for that éfdThe lack of an adequate internal means of
transportation was lying as the major obstaclehenvtay undermining the potential of Ottoman
ports in commerce as long as they were not contedté the agricultural hinterland.

Therefore, it was not surprising that the firstwaiys built in the Ottoman Empire were
consisted of short stretches connecting the aduiail hinterland with the main ports in the
Aegean and Balkan lands in accordance with thearoscof British and French investors. As
much as it was, it was no coincidence that theastfucture to be reformed in the 1856 Edict in
order to ease the transportation was thus mairfigrrieg to that of railways which would
guarantee the privileges of the Western powersadirig within the Ottoman territory. Since
railway construction was an infrastructure thateassttated large amounts of capital, trained
labour and technical know-how, and because then@ioEmpire had none of these at the time,
the empire had to give concessions to foreign comegao be able to own the technology of the
time in its lands. In other words, “unable to fimbney to put into public works, so vital for a
desperately needed economic infrastructure, thee Raas forced to grant concessions to foreign

entrepreneurs for, among other things, roads aivaangs.”%2°

Within the major barriers, lack of capital, lack tethnically trained labour, and lack of
stable investment situation, the empire offeredemsive economic advantages known as
kilometric guarantees- given to meet the costs aistruction and operation- to European
railroad companies which made them eager to bailvays in the Ottoman land. This meant
duplicating the advantage taken for the Westerngsswvhich were able not only to engage a

profitable enterprise through taking railway corstess, but also to guarantee cheap
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transportation for easy and effective commercehenQttoman lands within low custom tariffs.
Under these circumstances as the extent and theneobf economic relations with the Western
world increased, following the 1860s, the Portéiated several institutional reforms in order to
gain credibility in the European markets. As thegamiance Ottoman statesmen gave to the

railway development extended, in 1865, the Ministiy?ublic Works was founded.

Concerns of both the Western powers and the Ottof@pire over the railway
construction on the Ottoman lands were not boung t,m Anatolia. That, during the 1850s,
railway lines started to be built on the Balkanvyimoes of the empire. Indeed, with the intention
to appeal technical assistance from its alliebatie, the Porte had railway construction plans
particularly in the Balkans. The first railroad stmicted on the Ottoman lands in the Balkans
was the line between Kostence and Cernavod&gBay) whose concessions were given to

Britain in 1857. 66 kilometres long, this line wasmpleted and opened to traffic in 1860.

In 1863, British capital obtained another priviletge build a line betweedzmir and
Kasaba whose construction started in 1864 and wagpleted in 1866. In 1893, a French
company purchased this railway line from the Bmifi€ Granted privilege, 98 km. of the
Manisa-Bandirma line whose remaining part was bultthe subsequent years, was also
constructed by Britain and out in service in 188b6th the aim to connect agricultural lands to
harbours, another concession was given to thesBritivestors to build the Varna-Ruscuk line
which was finished in 1866 and 224 km. IdAyThus, mostly initiated by British interests with
the intention to sustain the cheap transportatoritfe flow of agricultural export, railway lines
built in the Ottoman lands until 1866 reached td &llometre, with 66 km. Kostence-Tuna, 98
km. izmir-Kasaba, 220 km. Varna-Ruscuk, and 130 kamir-Aydin.

The Ottoman rulers who believed in the necessityudhering the integration of the
Ottoman Empire with the Western world, did not waitg to initiate a railway project which
would connect the Ottoman Empire to the continEat.them, being accepted into the European
system of states with the Paris Treaty, the engaight to seek to better its relations with those

partners of the system. In addition to that, comsnd) the uprisings in the Balkans at the time,
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constructing railroads that would enable the Ottormapital to take necessary action in the area
made the issue of easy access to those provinoesessity, if not a total preference. Building
new roads and railways was viewed as one of thet mngsortant priorities of the central
government, that armies sent to quell internal lligims and confront foreign invaders could
reach their destination much faster using a modead or riding on a traiff> Providing the
communication with the developed Western states,ntbed to mobilize troops and dispatch
them to the front rapidly against a possible upgsior a war that would erupt in the Balkans,
and benefiting from the rich resources in the Badken order to increase the income of the state,
all gave birth to the idea that a rail line oughbe built in the Balkan peninsu®. This was the
Rumelia railroads which the Ottoman state wantdalitd with these aims.

Despite all the willingness of the Ottoman stategntee construction of the Balkan
railways had to wait until 1870s. After severaksiwith British entrepreneurs, construction
privileges of the 2,000 km. Orient Railways wastiagranted to an Austrian banker, Baron
Maurice de Hirsch with an agreement signed in 186&r he obtained the concession, Baron de
Hirsch, founded two companies for both constructama operation, namely Société Impériale
des Chemins de Fer de la Turquie d’Europe on 5algnlB870 and Compagnie Générale pour
I'Explotation des Chemins de Fer de la Turquie dipe on 7 January 1878.With kilometric
guarantee and 99 years of management privilegesahstruction was started in 1871. Including
the line which connected Istanbul to Europe, 319 Binkeci-Edirne line, Baron Hircsh built
1279 km. line with this project; that of 243 km.iEe@-Sarimbey, 149 km. Ded&s;-Edirne, 361
km. Selanik-Mitrovice, 102 km. Banaluka-Novi, angblkm. Tirnova-Yanbolu. Though the total
project was foreseen as 2000 km. of railroads, B&focsh transferred his privileges with much
less than the other 700 km. not completed. An irglete line which would not serve the
ultimate aim of connecting the Ottoman capitalite European inland by rail, Rumelia railroad

project led to extensive losses as it could ndiirdshed until 1875. As the Balkamillets were
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separated one after another, the railway linestogeted in the region was lost that in 1914, 480
of the 2,000 km of the Oriental Railway were lefthe hands of the Ottoman Empite.

Railway construction in the Balkans was not they@itempt, that another project related
to the Anatolian lands appeared on the politicanag of the empire during these years that
covered the lines between Haydagand Ankara. Discontented with the problems erpeed
with Baron de Hirsch, the Porte decided to underthie project as a state initiative. Under the
Anatolian Railroad project, with its own means, #tate built the 91 km. part from Haydagpa
to Izmit whose construction was commenced in 1871viollg an imperial rescript and ceded its
management when it finished its building in 187¥fi€ulties in implementation of the project
led the empire to come to an agreement with anriamsengineer Wilhelm von Pressel in 1872
in order to carry out the construction as the Doedseneral of Asian Ottoman Railroads.
According to the application project prepared bg<3el, a railroad of 4670 km. would be started
from istanbul and followingzmit — Ankara — Sivas — Diyarbakir — Musul — Baghdaute,
would reach Basr&® Although the line connectinigmit to Ankara built up to 3 kilometres,
problems in management including the financialiclifties did not allow the completion of the

project.
2.2.3. The Period between 1876 and 1908

The year 1876 marked the beginning of a new etha@rOttoman history. It was the end
of the Tanzimat period which began with the de¢iaraof the Tanzimat Edict, continued with
successive reform initiatives in various realms awmdn furthered with the issue of the Reform
Edict in 1856. In 1876, a new period started witliramatic change in the state structure. It was
also the year a new Sultan, Abdulhamid II, wouldtbe reign for more than two decades. With
the goal to sustain the integrity and the powethefempire, Abdulhamid gave due attention to
the development of railways which would strengthie® centralization efforts of the Ottoman
state which had started during the reign of MahriuHe encouraged the development of a
transportation improvement program including thevays, supported fiscal reorganization, and

(e

stabilized the foreign debt™ This gave the result that beyond all the develogmén the
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railway construction in the previous decades, gatr building in the Ottoman Empire was
realized extensively during the reign of Abdulhaniidwvith the foundation of theéDiyun-u

Umumiye

Changes were not limited to the domestic polities. Ypuring this period, the relation
between the Ottoman Empire and the continent wailidess considerable adjustments as the
former ally, Britain quitted its previous policy Bustain the status quo and thus the integrity of
the Ottoman territory, while a new actor appearethe political scene having a dramatic impact
for the rest of the Ottoman politics as well as pldtics of the world. In line with this shift in
foreign affairs, policies followed in regard withet railway construction were to change. In
addition to the change in the state policies, thveeee also other reasons lying in front of the
European companies not to invest in the Ottomdroeal projects in 1880s. With the 1877-1878
Ottoman-Russian war following the Ottoman-Serbiar w 1876 and the 1875 rebellion in the
Balkans, the Ottoman state had to spend a conbideaanount for military expenses which put
the Ottoman treasury in extreme difficulty. Beydhd economic risks, with the uprisings in the
Balkans, there was also a political instabilitytie Ottoman Empire where building railroads
would not be a profitable investment. Thereforerirdy the years between 1877 and 1887,
railway construction halted in the empire. Undeesth conditions, applications from foreign
companies for railway concessions almost came tenaln It was when the war resulted and the
Public Debt Management was established in 188&jgorcompanies sought to gain concessions
from the Ottoman Empire for railway constructioraag As the institution would guarantee the
payments, railway construction in the Ottoman labdsame a profitable investment for the

foreign entrepreneurs.

Unable to repay new loans, this was the time wheastrof the Ottoman public revenues
were taken under foreign control with the estalptisht of theDlyun-u UmumiyeFounded in
1881, the Ottoman Public Debt Administration acésdthe intermediary between the Ottoman
government and the foreign investors on railroddgen their interests under guarantee with the
establishment of the administration, foreign cdpé@acouraged railroad construction in the
Ottoman lands again. During this period, the ersteof the OPDA encouraged foreign direct
investment in the empire at an unprecedented hatea considerable amount of the foreign

direct investment in this period went to the rajveghemes, which not only facilitated domestic
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economic activities but also enabled the penetratibwestern goods into the interior parts of
the country’>® The establishment of new railroads, facilitateditsyco-operation, opened vast
territories to trade which formerly were almost aitit communication with the rest of the

world.23®

In this period, the state adopted the kilometriargntee system as a technique through
which the state aimed to attract the investorsrddroad construction by assuring them certain
minimum revenue per kilometre of track in operafivh Under the guarantee of the
administration the railway projects in the empiegl lalways been a profitable source of business
for European capitalists. Railroad development lacated in this period as the commitment of
the state to the railway companies with this finahiechnique was taken under guarantee by the
Public Administratiorf®® The OPDA played a crucial role in the railway istraents as
European capitalists who sought profits amidstdiserder that prevailed in the country often

asked for the protection or the cooperation of@RDA >*°

At the dawn of the era of capitalism, the Ottomanpite stood at the crossroads of
intercontinental trade. With the opening of the 0anal in 1869, imperial competition among
the Western powers gained a new momentum that hevadcess to India would not have to be
over the Ottoman Empire, but found a shortest Widys resulted in the shift of the British
policy about the Ottoman Empire that while in tlreypous period, Britain was defending the
territorial integrity of the Ottoman Empire, wouddtt in favour of its share in this period. Not
only Britain, but also France and Austria were agwtrose states which the Ottoman statesmen
distrusted as they had demands over the Ottomals kanhad already occupied some parts of it.
Therefore, even though the kilometric guarantees itfstitution was to pay decreased the
economic risks and resulted in an increase in #mahds of railroad privileges, British and

French entrepreneurs lost their share in the Ottoraéwvay projects with the rise of the German

> Murat Birdal, The Political Economy of Ottoman Public Debt: Ingaicy and European Financial Control in

the Late Nineteenth Centufyondon: Tauris, 2010), p. 14.

238 Charles Morawitz, “The Public Debt of Turkeyihe North American Reviewol.175, no. 549 (August 1902), p.
282.
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238 M. Hecker, “Promoted Private Activity,” ithe Economic History of the Middle East, 1800-19A4Book of
Readingsed.Charles IssawiGhicago: University of Chicago Press, 1966), p..249
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power in the continent which entered into compatitwith these two in getting influence over
the Ottoman lands.

On the other hand, the 1877-1878 war with Russ@veld that the Ottoman Empire
could not sustain its integrity by its own poweunt in dire need of a European ally. As a country
which established its union recently, Germany deeédts attention to the Ottoman lands for
supplying the needs of its rapidly developing irtdusGermany, as a latecomer to the imperial
guest, had no viable option as many parts of AschAfrica were fallen under the control of the
other European powers, but that of the Ottomairitaeyrfrom where the attention of the other
European powers seemed to be shifted. Reciprocatignge in the attitudes of the Western
powers which were formerly the allies of the Ottontampire against Russian threat, led to the
changes in the Ottoman state which had lost i tauthese powers, turned its face to Germany

which was left as a possible ally that could bsted.

Thus, it was Germany which would have a favourgddsition in the Ottoman politics
compared to the other states of the continent éveagh they had guaranteed their stance in
involvement into the Ottoman politics via the itgional structure through which the Ottoman
economy was governed. Due to severe relations ®iitain and France compared to the
previous periods, most of the private capital far €mpire’s railroad boom came from Germany
during this period. Due to financial difficultiespnstruction of Anatolian Railways as well as
Baghdad and Southern Railways were realized thrgsgiman financing. Encouraged by the
smooth working of the Administration of the Publiebt and supported by the German
Emperor, who understood how to use the politiclu@nce of his country in the interests of
commerce, the Deutsche Bank of Berlin undertookcthrastruction of a railway in Asia Minor
and stipulated that the tithes of certain provingpgropriated as a guarantee for the receipts of
the line which were to be administered by the Cdwfdahe Public Debf*® With the agreement
concluded with the Deutsche Bank for the constomctf Anatolian Railways in 1888, a new
period started in the Ottoman railroad developnteat between the years 1888 and 1893-

although three of them were unsuccessful, one wasad-sixteen railway concessions were

240 Morawitz, p. 282.
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granted by the Ottoman government, with 4,820 kmatévays in the Asiatic part of the Empire
and 530 km in the European péatt.

The growing influence of Germany in the railway swaction on the Ottoman territory
did not mean an absolute dominance, though, asaBdgFrance and Russia were questing for
chance in interfering into the Ottoman land viaways as part of their imperial interests.
Therefore, although Germany became actively inuwblue railway building in the Ottoman
Empire; still, during this period, in accordancdahwihe balance policy pursued by Abdulhamid
II, Britain and France gained concessions whiledrusvas trying hard to affect the Ottoman
railway policy. Thus, the concession of the Mer&otana railway line which was completed in
1886, was given to a British company in 1883 anitkBr continued to operate the extensions of
railways that it had built earlier. Although assamia dominant position in the Ottoman Public
Debt Administration in Constantinople and takinggothe Smyrna— Kasaba and Mersin—Adana
railways in the 1880s when the British began disgigg from Turkey, France induced the
damage of its position at the Porte no less dramatithan had the British occupation of Egypt
a decade earlier when concluded the defence tattyRussia in 1894%

Instead of Britain which now obtained the shortesite to India with the opening of the
Suez Canal and thus reduced its interests in Ingildiilroads in the Ottoman land; in accordance
with its Eastern policy, France began to be efiecin constructing railways in the Ottoman
lands while it sustained the privileges for opergtihose which it had built. Beyond the privilege
for extending thdzmir-Kasaba railroad up to the Afyonkarahisar, @ssions in the southern
regions were also given to France. Towards theoéride nineteenth century, France started to
construct the railways in Syria. A French compaagnfed in 1889, constructed 87 km. long
Jaffa-Jerusalem line and added 75 km. branch tmé&hazza and 50 km. to Nablus, which was
completed in 1892. In addition to that, the Frermdpital constructed the line between
Damascus, Homs and Aleppo with extensions to Be@ahnecting the principal cities of Syria
with the coastal periphery, French investors het#l4 kilometre long rail line on the Ottoman
territory during the period. Although actively idved in the southern regions, France was also

given concessions in the western part of the emfdeyyond Mudanya-Bursa line, in 1892

241 Hecker, p. 249.
242 McMeekin, p. 36.
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concession was given to a French entrepreneurdc8éudouy to build the line that would
connect Selanik téstanbuf:*®

Within the context of rapidly developed German-@tém relations, economic activities
between the two increased. Thus, Germany whicmadichave even one kilometre of railroad in
the Ottoman lands until 1888 had the privilege 60@ km of railroads in 1890. That, the
concession of all the lines in Rumelia railroadj@co was transferred to the Deutsche Bank in
1890. In the same year, the bank received the ssimefor a 219 km. long line from Selanik to
Manastir. Yet, with the losses in the Balkans dmadaim of the Sultan Abdulhamid to establish a
unity between the Islamic parts of the Empire, ribnate for the construction of new lines was
directed towards the Anatolian lands during thisiqgee For this end, the Anatolian Railroad
project which the state built the line from Haydaepto izmit in 1873 came to the fore as the
concession for the construction of the line coningdizmit to Ankara was given to the German
Deutsche Bank in 1888. The Anatolian railway of0D,&kilometres was constructed frdamit
to Ankara via Eslgehir with a branch line to Konya between 1888 a8861 In addition, the

privilege of the Haydarga-izmit line was also given to the bank.

After the construction of thdézmit-Ankara railroad was finished, Sultan Abdulhdmi
wanted to extend this line to Baghdad. With strategd military considerations in mind rather
than those of economic, Abdulhamid thought that phgiect would ease the control of the
regions lying far beyond the capital as railwaysuldlagive the chance for the rapid transportion
of troops. In addition to that, within the conteot Abdulhamid’s policy of balancing the
European powers, Baghdad Railway was the most itapoeconomic initiative that would
provide the close relations between the Ottoman ifemend German$** While this project
would be used for suppressing the rebellions inAre regions effectively, it would also mean
to prevent a possible British spread to inlandSyfa and Iraqg via Egypt. For this aim, in 1893 a
contract was signed with the Anatolian Railroad @any for the privilege of the lines
connecting Ankara to Kayseri and Egiir to Konya. Although Ankara-Kayseri railroad was
never built, during the period between 1897 and31@@gotiations on the construction of the

Baghdad railroad continued.

23E|dem, p. 158.
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Within the political manoeuvres of Britain, Franaed Russia which were against the
increase of German influence in the Ottoman Empiréhe end, in 1902 the Germans signed the
main contract. Indeed, the pre-concession was eplatat the Anatolian Railway Company -the
German company that constructed and operated tla¢o#an Railway-for the construction of
the Baghdad Railway on November 1849In 1903, 200 km. long line which connected Konya
to Bulgurlu started to be built as the first pafttioe Baghdad railroad. Almost in two years,
construction of this line was completed. Diplomagfforts promoted foreign railroads,
especially of the Baghdad Railway, which were bwilth German steel and capital but which
posed a threat to British economic and strategier@sts. Yet, the Baghdad Railway project
which became the part of diplomatic struggles antitipal manoeuvres in the Great Power
politics, soon failed with the financial difficuéts coupled with the political crisis started witle t
1908 revolution and ended with the dethronement Abidulhamid. However, still the

construction of the Baghdad Railway line continuatll the First World War.

During the period after 1888, in line with the pgliof the Sultan to sustain the integrity
of the Muslim parts of the empire, another projectAbdulhamid appeared on the agenda to
construct a new railway line for this aim. Connegtistanbul to the heartland of the Arab world
as far south as the holy city of Medina in Hejag, Hejaz railroad which was started in 1901 and
completed in July 1908, not only used as a meapsashoting Islamic practices such as the hajj,
or the annual pilgrimage to the holy city of Medx# also served the goal of centralizing power
in the hands of the sultan and his government, lertathe state to send its troops to the Arab
provinces in case of rebelliGh® Beyond the religious concerns, the motive behihd t
construction of this line was about the consolmatof the state power in the Arab provinces
which were among the target of the European pofeeitheir colonial interests.

“The famous Hejaz railway constructed during thgmef Abdulhamid II, which was the
first major achievement of Turkish engineering aridhe Islamic world during the industrial
age.™ Political and military considerations in mind, thaltan aimed to secure these areas from
foreign encroachment, while the integrity among kheslim subjects of the Empire could be

sustained as the nationalist movements among tleebre tobstructed through binding these

245 Hzyiiksel Osmanli-Almaniiskilerinin Gelisim Siirecinde Anadolu ve Bdat Demiryollar; p. 139.
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regions to the capital of the Empire with the Hdjae*** As a totally political project developed
according to the pan-Islamist policies of Abdulhdnthe Hejaz Railway 1564 kilometres in total
of which 1320 km between Damascus and Mecca warstieated by Ottoman labour with the
help of donations collected from the Muslim worllthough the railroad reached Medina in
1908, the line connecting Medina to Mecca was ndwueglt. This railroad was finished in
1914 After the 91 km. Haydarga-izmit railway, as a second initiative the Ottomaatesiset

in railway construction, the Hejaz railway represeinan improvement in railroad experience for
the Ottomans in their attempt to build and opeaatail line with its own means. Railroad work
in the Hejaz project provided opportunities for adeement through skill and experience to the
Ottoman Muslims who would serve in the constructmnnew lines during the following

decades.

Became convinced that the empire needed to bulldad mainly for reasons of military
security, like his predecessors Sultan Abdulhamad wterested in the railway development in
the empire. In addition to this security concem also thought about the possible contribution of
the railroads for the increase in the wealth of@éh®pire as railroads would help to integrate the
internal market to the outside world as well as Mdead to the efficiency in taxation. He would
prefer the German state within the conjunctureheftime. Having recognized the threat posed
by Russia, Great Britain, and France to the sgcand the territorial integrity of the Ottoman
Empire, Abdulhamid also adopted a closer relatignalith Germany, seeking the support of the
Kaiser to modernize and centralize the Ottomarestherefore, when the Ottomans began to
build a railway system, which would connect theitzgo Anatolia and the Arab Middle East,
the sultan awarded the contract to the German govent?>® The most ambitious of all these
concessions, and that most fraught with politicadtibon among the Powers, was the German
Baghdad Railway schemé&* Although British and French companies were nobgather
disregarded from the railway construction proceserder to balance the German power in the
Ottoman Empire, the most important concession wiasngto Germany in 1888 for the

construction of a line that would connect the api the provinces located in the south.
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Concessions given for railways had great economiavell as strategic value to the
Powers and became a source of Great Power rivathcanflict. When the German government
entered the field as the backer and promoter o$¢theme, the political aspect of the railway was
moved into the foreground, and that aspect hadsivershadowed the commercial 8rfeThis
was Anatolian-Bagdad railway line over whose caridton the world would be dragged into a
devastating war. The construction of the line waostichin the relations between Germany and
other Western powers as the end point of the lias @nvisaged to be Bagdad where the British
interests in its way to colonies became jeopardiZ€kis scheme, the great scheme of German
imperial economic endeavour in the Ottoman Emgiyejbolised also the aggressive emergence
of German interests into Europe’s established aséasluence.®® Within this competition, the
process of separation of the Ottoman territory spberes of influence along the railway lines
which started with the construction of first raildines in the Ottoman lands would be
accelerated. Competed for supremacy and statuhemapidly advancing railroad network,
Germany would be the main actor in the Ottoman tipsliduring this period that the

transformation of the Ottoman state-society stmgctwould gain its meaning through its hands.

Beyond the external context shaped by the intdestavalry, there were internal
dynamics that led to the construction of a line ahwould be directed to the Arab provinces
through Anatolia. While the Ottoman Empire wasngsihe lands in the Balkans steadily, it had
to turn its face to the lands remained in orddake advantage from the resources of these areas
as well as to hold a firm control so that the empwwould be able to keep them from the external
outrage. Regarding the domestic politics, this wolting a new dimension to the railway
construction in the Ottoman Empire as it did to tmperial rivalry. As this new line would
transit through the inner Anatolia different froimetprevious lines which were following the
agricultural hinterlands lying near the ports, sf@nmation in the Anatolian land and the society
would become possible. Beyond its impact on thetdli@n peninsula, the aim to reach the Arab
provinces brought together a new phenomenon ompaliey agenda of the Ottoman Empire.
Non-Muslim millets were separated and the idea of Ottoman citizenglaip fading away,
religious motives entered into the Ottoman poligssa tool used in the modern sense of the

%2 Morris Jastrow,The War and the Bagdad Railway: The Story of AsinoMand Its Relation to the Present
Conflict (Philadelphia: J.B. Lippincott Company, 1917), p. 8.
B3Kent, p. 2.
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word to sustain the control over the Muslim sulgebius to sustain the integrity of the empire.
Had started with the construction of Anatolian-Bagdrailway line, this motive would be
stressed with the appearance of the Hejaz railganaOttoman project constructed with its own

capital and labour.
2.2.4. The Period between 1908 and 1914-18

Until 1908, almost 5,883 kilometre rail line wasilbun the Ottoman Empire. With
toppling the Sultan Abdulhamid I, the governmeanstituted by the Young Turks who were
defending liberal ideas, was established. Withahesal of the CUP to power in 1908, a new
phase started in the Ottoman railway developmentit#l item on the CUP’s internal agenda
remained that of modernization of transport and momications>* Since the CUP saw the
infrastructural development, especially in railwags a means for economic advancement, it
strove for accelerating the investments in trarispon made by foreign investors through
conciliating the conflicting interests of the fayei capital owner§® During the period,
educational institutions were established with #ie of increasing the number of Turkish

personnel that would work in railway operatién.

Although the party had prepared a program for tivestruction of railways in Anatolia, it
was not able to be successful to execute the flaange in the regime from an autocratic one-
man rule to a constitutional monarchy led to chanigethe foreign policy orientation of the
Ottoman Empire. The trusted ally of the Abdulhampatiod, Germany was put to second rank
while France and Britain gained a favourable positn the agenda of the Young Turk regime.
However, this shift did not live long as the dem=aiod the Ottoman Empire which was in dire
need of foreign loans were met not by Britain arfee, but by Germany.

“German investments were concentrated along théndkad) Railway, although the line
remained incomplete in several critical sectionslBg4.?*” As Germany did not want to lose
the years-long investment into the Ottoman landsrefits interests were firmly bounded in an

imperial challenge, it continued to act in colladtarn with the Ottoman Empire. Although 700

%4 Eromkin, p. 46.
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kilometres of track were laid between 1911 and 19dith the outbreak of the war, the Baghdad
Railway line could not be completed and the comsimn was brought to a h&ft Its intention

to maintain good relations with the empire when parad to the attitudes of Britain and France
made the Ottoman government to come to an agreesittnGermany again which would set up

the settlement of alliance between the two on thg @ the beginning of the World War I.

Except external debt, 41% of foreign capital in @@oman Empire was used to railroad
building in 1890, while this rate increased to 68%1914. During this period until the First
World War, the construction of railroads continuadd indeed rapidly in this environmérit.
Including the 200 km. long Konya-Bulgurlu line, TBBm. of the projects were finished until the
World War 12°° When the war was erupted, for military and stristegasons, all railway lines
were requisitioned by the Ottoman state and theinagement were given to an institution
established during the period. Financed by theddati Defence Committee, in 1915, with the
helping hand of the Department of Vakifs, the Rajvschool opened ifzmir where within a
short time around eight hundred young Ottoman Thdd been trained, who were to operate the
railways during the War of IndependeriéeFollowing the defeat, railways were returned back
to previous owners. That, at the end of the wacpmaling to the Moudros armistice, Konya-
Adana-Halep-Nusaybin railroads were left to Fratt@ydarpga-Ankara-Eskiehir-Konya lines

were left to Britairf®?

In sum, the Ottoman railroad system, although disected and disjointed, had sprung
up in a remarkably brief period; though, its rajweapacity was no match of major European
countries’®® From 1856 when the railroad development in the®#n Empire had started until

28 Bzyiiksel Osmanli-Almarnliskilerinin Gelisim Siirecinde Anadolu ve Bdat Demiryollary pp. 228, 238.

29 The last activity in railroad development in thisriod was the Chester Project in 1909. It was idened to be
constructed in Anatolia with railway network of @@ kilometers. First the opposition of the Europgamvers,
especially that of Germany and later with the ocegilrof the war, the attempts of the Chester Groeie \wostponed
until the early 1920s. —for a detailed study oms thibject, see Cabemiryolundan Petrole Chester Projesi, (1908-
1923).

%0 These lines were Bulgurlu-Ulufa (38 km.), Dorak-Yenice (18 km.), Yenice-Mamug¥ (km.), Radsu-Halep-
Trablugam (203 km.), Ulukla-Karapinar (53 km.), Toprakkalskenderun (59 km.), Baghdad-Sumike (62 km.),
Trablugam-Tel Ebiad (100 km.), Sumikistabolat (57 km.), andstabolat-Samarra (57km.)- see Ozyiiksel,
Osmanlh-Almanliskilerinin Gelisim Siirecinde Anadolu ve Baat Demiryollary p. 232.
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1914, 8,334 kilometers of rail line was laid indlgl 1564 kilometre long Hejaz Railway
realized by the Ottoman Empire its&if. Total length of the railroads the Turkish Republic
inherited from the Ottoman Empire was over 400@rkittres. “The nearly four thousand
kilometres of railways were the most important Bgaf Ottoman Turkey to the Turkish
Republic, even though they had been severely dainaggears of war?*® With the foundation
of the republic, these lines were bought and opdrander the state provision. Post-Ottoman
railways had shown a railway system simultaneouaslying with the political disintegration of

its territory and the introduction of a completegw social and economic framework.
2.3.Impact of The Railways on The Ottoman ModernizationProcess

The link between railway and modernization in th#o@an Empire operated on a
number of levels since “the railway was the motgative way to take advantage of the benefits
of civilisation”®®. Railroads were perceived as a blessing of caiilim by the Ottoman state
which did not hold back from using the best possimleans to construct a rail network in its
territory2®” Accepted synonymous with modern society, spreadaiflines was among the
priorities in the political agenda of the Ottomaatgasmen. This was why the Ottoman rulers,
despite financial difficulties and technical inchjhidy, dared to commence huge initiatives for
railway construction both in the Balkans and in #otia. As the reforms set out by the Ottoman
state aimed at modernization and re-centralizatidoime empire, railroads were seen to serve to
these objectives. For them who viewed railroadaagdached project, it was clear that railroads
bore an iconic quality for the centralization ofvgmnance and the industrialisation of society in
the modern period. The construction of railroads werpreted as a crucial step in the Ottoman
Empire’s modernization process, as the empire sélvoads as an important means to establish

a rational bureaucracy together with the centrabmeof state power. In such a context, railroads

22,981 kilometres, and Russia 62,300 kilometres.mr@re information, see Zirchérhe Young Turk Legacy and
Nation Building: From the Ottoman Empire to Atatgrikurkey p. 66.
%4 “Between 1854 and 1914, the length of the railwagsch were constructed within the boundaries & th

Ottoman Empire was 6.784 km. 42% of the capitabhgéd to French, %41 to German, and %17 to Britisbr
more information, see Cem Alpar, “Yabanci Sermaye,Cumhuriyet Dénemi Tiirkiye Ansiklopedigiistanbul:
Iletisim Publications, 1985), pp. 507, 518.
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were aimed at development and modernization whichurn, provided the Ottoman Empire
with the ability to join the world market.

Deriving conclusions of how the Ottoman Empire totke railway issue into
consideration, there were a number of benefitsingnfyjom economic to political and social to
strategic calculated by the Ottoman rulers. Theaénws of benefits were also those areas where
the Ottoman Empire was modernized. Strategic coiscef the empire were based on the
anxiety of the empire about its security in a twigen it was open to turmoil both from outside
and inside but was not powerful enough to cope .withe fact that the first reforms in the
Ottoman Empire were made in the army justified pleespective of the Ottoman rulers when
considering the railway construction basically tbe strategic aims. During the period when
national upheavals were burst out in differentgaftthe empire and when imperial powers were
searching opportunity to take advantage from thakwess of the Ottoman Empire, railway
appeared as a means to bring solution to the gicapeoblems of the empire. Especially in the
Balkans where nationalist uprisings erupted onerahother, a railway line would provide a
better and faster military control in the regiondamtimately would strengthen the political

power of the Ottoman Empire on its dominions.

Even though the Ottoman statesmen were well awsraniportance of railroads, still
they might not have the full-fledged understandahgut the strategic and political advantages
railroads would bring until the Crimean War. WitletCrimean War which demonstrated to the
Ottomans the strategic importance of railways, @#n statesmen gave priority to railway
construction in their political agenda. In the waltehe Crimean War and the subsequent Treaty
of Paris, under which Ottoman Turkey was recognagtelonging to Europe, Ottoman railway
construction began and for the first time the coumtime face-to-face with the elements of
modernity to such an intensive degf&&The swift transportation of the army to warrinesiin
an environment where the Ottoman military weakriessbeen proven to the outside world was
made possible only through the technology of theeti“Enhancing state control was dependent
on communications, which translated into the baoddof an extended network of telegraph

cables from the 1850s onwards and of trunk railwieys the 1880s2%°

28 Toprak, pp. 11 — 12.
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Under the threat of external and internal powdrs,railway system happened to be the
way to control the vast territory in an effectivadaquicker way. Its potency as a military
technology, railway lines were to increase thetanji strength of the empire while diminishing
the cost of the transportation of the army. Throtigé construction of railway lines, it was
expected that the empire would effectively copélite threats directed towards the order of the
empire through this viable way of sending troopd #wus to strengthen its military and political
situation as well. It was doubtful to what extdm Ottoman Empire could achieve this aim with
the first railway networks which were mainly contest short distances from ports to the
agricultural hinterlands. Indeed, in the Ottomanplfe this was not the case for the railways
built by foreign interests between 1860 and 189@hase lines were essentially constructed to
connect ports with productive hinterlarfd$.Only when the German-owned Anatolian railway
and Baghdad railway were built from 1888 onwards #e Hejaz pilgrimage railway from 1901
onwards, did the empire begin to acquire a netwdrlch actually connected the interior to the

capital and which could play a strategic role ihamcing state powéf:

Related to the strategic aims, political conceresenas significant as military ones for
the Ottoman capital which was losing its contre@astily and in dire need for centralization of
the authority. “To far-sighted contemporaries itswaear that the Ottoman order could survive
only if the seepage of power from the centre topgbhaphery was reversed, and if the empire
could successfully adjust to new European realitissparticular the military might of the
industrializing nation-state?* For this aim to be realized, the centre ought dwehan easy
access to the provinces with its military and cinikeaucrats, and this could be achieved through
the railways which revolutionized the land transpora profound way. For the Ottoman Empire,
the railway was a way of establishing law and om®d controlling places far from the seat of
central governmerff> Investments in railway construction developed theeans of

communication between the Porte and distant regiodsstrengthened the central authority.

Among the internal dynamics which constituted theugd in forming the initial motive

for railway construction in the Ottoman Empire, italy and administrative concerns had a

20 7{ircher,The Young Turk Legacy and Nation Building: From@t®mman Empire to Atatiirk's Turkgy. 66.
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crucial standing. That, beyond the developmenthef infrastructural capacity of the empire,
railroads also had an administrative dimension witt the introduction of the railroads into the
Ottoman land, the state increased both its pubBpansibilities and its power base to reach and
govern its frontiers. The centrality of military mmerns coupled with the centralization efforts
made railway welcomed by the Ottoman rulers ashécies of control in domestic politics and of
invigoration of power in foreign policy. As an elent which had proved decisive in contexts,
such as the Franco-Prussian war of 1870, rail pamdad significant impact on the empire’s
ability to defend itself’*

While the Ottoman capital could take steps in @stwlization efforts, regions became
bounded to one another through the expandingystém throughout the empire. “Domestically,
the central state became more powerful and inflaem everyday lives than ever before in
Ottoman history, extending its control ever moreeplg into society?”®> Within the
centralization efforts, “the apparatus of governtreqguired more information on its subjects,
became more visible, and penetrated more deepbytive fabric of daily life throughout the
empire.?’® Transforming from a pre-modern to a modern formg fonger was the state simply
an administrative machine to dispense justice,ecbltevenue, and raise armies; it was now
involved in such matters as education, public wodksl economic development which in large
part formerly fell outside its purview” The Empire now started to use modern techniques to
control over the masses it governed as its paljtiegal and socio-economic characteristics were
evolving into a modern structure. The centralizatefforts through modern means brought
together the change of state-society relations\itingie the Ottoman capital could take steps in
direct and efficient control over the peripherygioms became bounded to one another through
the expanding rail system throughout the empirelrézal lines brought about a major shift in
the economic, demographic, and administrative taten of those areas where they reached.

The interrelationship between railways and re-@izétion of the empire both in
political and economic terms showed a significamnhtin the modernization process of the

Ottoman Empire. As a vehicle of control for militaand taxation, the empire made its power felt
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in the countryside. The capital used this new tetdgy to strengthen its control through modern
techniques of surveillance. Railways allowed thetieeto maintain a closer watch on the local
exercise of power through enhanced communicatibias;the railway was the symbol of central
control in the regions where they reached. Indéeel,effective control only became possible
after railways and telegraph lines had been insttuln doing so, railroads brought to bear
outside capital, modern technologies and busineganaation, legal expertise, and political

influence needed to solve the problems of isol&iedles.

“The improvement of the transportation and commaiion systems also stimulated the
economy and intensified commercial ties betweeipuarregions of the empiré™ Ottomans
had also thought about the economic benefits bfags, that initial plans about the construction
of railways were made in order to reverse situaiionwhich Ottoman’s exports were low
compared to its imports due to the lack of suitaimleans of transportation. “Commercial
concerns were a primary motivation for the congioucof the first Ottoman railways, and the
railways played a major part in the rapid rise ¢fo®an trade volume in the second half of the
nineteenth century’” In order to reduce the costs of production anchspartation to
competitive levels, the Ottomans had to investdasgms in an infrastructure of railroads.
Though much growth in the Ottoman industrial infrasture was restricted to the agricultural
and mining sectors, the economic impact of theraad was crucial as it gave impetus to
economic development in terms of transporting etspand collecting taxes.

Together with this impact, as railways carriede¢lsenomic stimulus into the countryside,
on the one hand, it helped to revitalize the ecaa@muation in the agricultural sites; it enabled
the emergence of a new market based on the capitadide of production within the empire, on
the other.“Railways expanded the market and madweoite effective, dismantled subsistence
economies, and demonstrated to people the supgridrine monetary economy® The chance
railroads provided for cheap and easy transpoxtigea the opening of new lands to agriculture.
New railroad lines opened up the interior Anatdl@a plantation agriculture, dramatically
lowering transportation costs to ship cotton to ketias well as to ship supplies back into the

plantation districts. “Agricultural production rosal along the route of the railway, trade
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expanded, and so did tax revenu®s.As a result, amount of agricultural productionreased
and grain harvested in Anatolia was transportethéocapital of the empire and to Europe as
well. “Raw materials were exported from Anatoliadananufactured goods, particularly cotton

cloth, conquered the country in retufi®”

Although Europeans designed the first rail linesha empire to facilitate raw material
resource extraction and manufactured goods impantabut not balanced regional economic
development, the rail lines did bring growth antdgpand their absence could doom an area to
economic stagnation. This brought together the cerialization of agriculture that now
producers leaned towards those products that dmukeixported in large amounts. To the extent
that in some areas, the scheme of building sewsdraiter lines gave primacy to economic
considerations over strategic ones. Thus, the ewmth century was a period quite different from
the earlier era, a period of integration into tharle market and rapid expansion in foreign trade,
particularly with Europe in which the Ottoman econpowas increasingly transformed into an
exporter of primary products and an importer of ofactured good$>* Moreover, they enabled
European merchandise to penetrate into the interior

As industrialization was concentrated on urban sraad agriculture to the rural,
economic development required much tighter rurbkarconnections compared to the previous
periods. With the railway infrastructure now reahito the agricultural sites, easiness in
transportation enabled to produce in amounts muae self-sufficiency as was in the previous
periods. Since it stimulated new commerce and eynpdmt, expansion of rail service into rural
areas served to hold people in revitalized rurgiomrs. At the local level, the time and resource
savings represented by railways were astonishifgough the transport of raw materials,
countryside became connected to a wider economlmréy the expansion of rail service into
rural areas. Besides, “the rural population wasvdréo markets not only as producers of cash
crops but also as purchasers of imported goodsgcisly of cotton textiles?**

1 Ortayli, “Haydarpga toBaghdad,” p. 29 — 30.
22 Toprak, p. 12.
283 pamuk A Monetary History of the Ottoman Empige 205.
284 (1
Ibid.

74



Railroads not only facilitated domestic economidivaéties but also enabled the
penetration of western goods into the interior paftthe country® “Trade expanded thanks to
the railways, but meanwhile the country becameeiasingly dependent economicalf/®'With
the construction of first railways in the westernatolia by the British capital, demand for the
import of the products of European industry inceshsn the region, for instané®’ The
construction of the railway system increased tlualpctivity of the region traversed by assuring
the areas of means of transportation for all prédadeyond local requirements. Railway lines
brought new vitality to the economy of the regiand maddzmir a major port for the export of

figs, raisins, cotton, tobacco and acoffis.

These showed that the impetus behind the railwayessions given to the foreign
capital owners was not only related to the extepraksure, but also to strategic and military
anxieties as well as to economic hardships of thpie. “At the turn of the nineteenth century,
the Ottoman economy was still pre-mercantilist agtarian.?®® Thus, for the effective and
cheaper transportation from the capital to the dawtiere agriculture was the primary way of
production and the agrarian sector the mainstdlgeoOttoman economy, introduction of railway
system into the Ottoman lands was seen as a dewnefldphat would have positive effects for
the well-being of the empire. Railway was expedtetle beneficial to strengthen the economic
situation of the empire through the effective mamagnt in collecting taxes and the integration
it led both to the internal and external market#ghvithe aim of occluding the budget deficit, the
Ottoman administration envisaged the increasetic@tural production and thus the increase in
revenues taken from taxation. With the rise in etgthey provided, railroads in the Ottoman
Empire prevented the increase of deficit in theabeé of payments to a certain degree. As
transportation was made easier and further mawkete opened by a network of railways, the
Ottoman administration faced a rapid increase snrévenues. Moreover, by transfer of the
pledged revenues to the supervision of the adméatish, it gradually extended its control over
the economy?® Ottoman state policies had produced positive etimoesults that in Ottoman

Bulgaria, for example, the reforms had regulariteedburdens, brought greater internal stability,
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and made life more secure; thus a Bulgarian ecan@xpansion ensued during the middle
nineteenth century, in the years before the breajdmm Ottoman rulé®*

Railroad infrastructure made the travel easiehttax collectors as well as supplied a
control mechanism for the state over its productioraccordance with the integration of the
internal market to the outside; as between 18891&1d, taxes collected throughout the empire
showed 63% increase while this rate was 114% iionsghrough which railroads were crossing
over?? Among many, one of the important reasons for ihisease was the opening of new
lands to agriculture in most places where railroadst througt®2 Konya irrigation project, for
instance, was expected to increase the tax reveimu#e region as was suggested by the
Baghdad Railway company in the first place. Aslithe progressed, the places through which it
passed saw the benefits of its influence in newcaljural activity and irrigation; that the
railway had such a favourable effect on cottoniation that production doubled within five
years” As railroads did indeed open up new enterprisezh sas mines and lumbering,
construction of new lines gave birth to networksnefv towns and cities, modernize life and

generated new jobs for the local population livimghe regions where these lines reactiad.

The incorporation of the Ottoman Empire into thebgll economy went hand in hand
with the integration of the Ottoman market thahsf@rmed itself from being a sum of different
regional clusters to an imperial market. During theeteenth century, the Ottoman economy
was integrated to the global markets in a much motensive way thanks to the railroad
networks established in various regions of the eenpOpening of the relatively inaccessible
interior increased the acreage and value of cwéttvdand, agricultural production, prices,
exports, and marketing ratio®® The construction of the railways was one of thejoma
dynamics behind the integration of Ottoman lande ihhe world economy. “Thanks to these

railways Ottoman Turkey became integrated withviloeld economy and an extension of world
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markets.?®” Within the framework of the Ottoman Empire’s intaiipn into the world economy,
the development and commercialization of agricelturas realized through railroad-building
throughout the empire. “As a result, the commeizadibn of agriculture proceeded rapidly in
Macedonia, western, north-eastern, and centralofiaaand along the Syrian coadt®In those
regions where railways were constructed, commeptaitation started to replace the traditional
as traders increased their wealth through easiespiortation and chance to reach different areas.

Railroads were the first enterprises to seek foreigpital on such a large scale. That
while railroads probed deep into the interior ofddtan provinces and more tightly bound the
expanding agrarian economy to world market neelds, dpread of European corporative
enterprises in the empire, for its part, brouglinglan unfamiliar work day and disciplifié.
With the growing of the commercial ties, modern Imoels in agriculture started to develop
simultaneously with the emergence of the wage wsrkR&1n the regions rail lines crossed over,
the number of wage earners increased. Economi¢h#yneighbourhood that emerged along the
lines became depended heavily on the railroad laagobs that it developed. The railroad itself
brought workers to the prairie as the heightenatestf personal and social movement opened
newly visible opportunities. Railroads and auxili@ectors provided a site for employment, and
together with the evolution of a worker class ia #tmpire, brought a new phenomenon into the
Ottoman Empire-striké”! That “the union movement began with railway woskeas did the
first strikes the Ottomans had knowii® In August-September 1908, enacted mostly by the

railroad workers, 27 strikes were commenced iredifiit regions of the empit€&®

Building of railways as well as the introduction@her communication facilities and of
modern utilities in cities not only led to the deymment of new occupational groups, but also
drastically changed the traditional structure afatisocieties even in the remotest towns. The

development of the towns along the trunk lines d@t@d the routes and suggested the pathways
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for potential settlers. Generally, after the camndion of railroads, little settlements grew rapidl
and became urbaniz€Y. Encouraging settlement along the routes by prargoéigriculture,
railways brought not only prosperity to the Ottontands, but also improvements in municipal
facilities as well. Testified to the dramatic regimg of the lands, the railroad itself put up more
buildings and structures than what was alreadydgtgn Not only a rail city and its surrounding
hinterland received a dense population but alsoemaos schoolhouses, hospitals and all the
other facilities of a high and advanced civilizatiovere established. “Companies, hospitals,
agricultural stations and so on that were estadtisilong the railway line raised the standard of
living of the population in the ared” Easy and quick transport increased the intendity o
communication within the empire while it enable@ tBttoman Empire for further integration
into the Western world. Growing urbanization broutggether a more cosmopolite fabric, that
in cities, unlike the rural structure, people wenere open to changes and eager to adopt

European life styld%®

Through this way, while the birth of new commer@antces led to urbanization of the
Ottoman society, some of the areas in the intebecame emptied with migration. With
opportunities in employment emerged with the cartsion of railways and auxiliary services it
developed, migration from villages to cities accaed®®’ With the economic consequences
railway brought, that of invigoration of ports addvelopment of new ones along the rail line,
internal migration became a phenomenon startetieatime. According to a French consular
report of 1907, which provided an overall view winnigration from Ottoman lands; for instance,
the construction of railroads to the interior alemivresidents from the regions of Damascus,
Aleppo, and of the entire Mesopotamia to reachctiestal ports with ease for embarkation on
ships for the America®? In addition to that, the settlement of those whigrated from the areas
the Ottoman Empire lost was accelerated with thievags built in Anatolia. Those migrants

coming from the Balkans were settled in the agtizal lands which were opened to plantation
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with the reach of railroads to these areas. Setilexdg the line, they played a role in raising the
level of both economic and social life in Anatoffa.

One of the most dramatic developments of the namgkecentury, railways enabled other
developments through helping to transform sociétghough the railroad technology was a
powerful builder of large scale, centralized ecoimoand political units at the same time that it
undermined the position of common people, smalleseaonomic units, and local communities.
Among the transforming influences of railways, witie reduced travel times, temporal and
spatial shrinkage became possible. With the acatahgy sense of time, the world seemed all of a
sudden to have gotten smaller. As in Europe, &dsbeffects in the Ottoman periphery were the
result of their effects on time and space: theeesh carrying capacity, and reliability over
traditional forms of transport. Within a changinggre where clock-towers were erected in
major cities, with the construction of railroadsrsportation was subjected to strict timetables.
“The punctual arrival of trains imparted a regulaovement that Ottoman Turkey had never
known before, and brought about a fundamental ahangprovincial Ottoman culturé®
Thanks to the technological developments, time ineceo be conceptualized as a linear process
where reliance on seasonal cycles became less tampoin sectors like agriculture and
transportation. From the point of the populationlaage, the larger patterns of spatial and
temporal change for the whole empire in a longentedut a more dramatic way was that of
modernization of the society. Change in the perorpdf time and space, as railway reduced
transport times and lowered transport costs, #dhriology had a modernizing impact on socio-
cultural means. That, the railways changed thentoway of life while train stations all over

the country became symbols of their dtfe.

Initiated a new mode of mobility, railways led teetdisorientation in the perception of
time and space as passengers experienced a dizdigpigcement while they were travelling in
trains which were passing across the territorynruaprecedented speed that were not imagined
before. While the railway changed the conceptmktin Ottoman Turkey, it also expanded the

sense of space as trains came to symbolise playend the horizo*> People now became
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able to gaze at passing areas through the traidomis, the movement of the train had that
disorienting effect as constant locomotion madéadisobjects seem ‘in a whirl’. This profound
shift in the alteration of the relationship betwespace and time was something anyone

experienced when travelling on the railroad.

Reconfigured the notions of time, speed and digtangilroads enhanced meaningful
communication between distant regions as well. Hadless potential in conquering distance
and nature’s constraints, railroads emerged ageafai interacting with outside people and
locations. Not simply a physical act of mobilityailr travel was also establishing a social
condition. The arrival of a train became a momehtangregation for the community for
gathering and getting news of the events takingepfar away but that would have far-reaching
effects close at home. Attracted excited crowdssailatform, train reserved a brand new market
based on the need to get from place to place. lgrspontaneous communitas, railway stations
forged unmediated new relations to a type of ufiigm the diversity of its constituents as
immense crowds lined the rails at every station alotg the railway. Rivalling the cluster of
public institutions around the mosque, train stetidegan to secularise society as people
gravitated towards the markets, shops and busisdssgished around them; through which the

railway also contributed to the modification of i@ncept of the public domaif’

Contributed to further acceleration of mobilityetilsonstruction of railroads manifested
the social dynamism and modern modes of communitafihe railroad offered a powerful
extension of personal mobility for anyone who raulés cars’** As an icon of human mobility,
railroad signified a process of modernization tiglowhich the Westernizing elites of the empire
executed reform policies in order to catch up \lighir contemporaries in Europe. Much of their
confidence and belief in themselves as modern daome their experience with the railroads.
Confronted a developing set of technologies thatlentheir world smaller, faster, and more
intricately complicated, these elites participateanodernization of the empire while they were

witnessing the vast expansion of Europeans acpzszesand through time.

Although it might not be the primary factor causkd disengagement of the traditional

mosaic of the social context as this process haddy begun in the sixteenth century, still the
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development of railways played the role of acceiegathis evolution. That, with the beginning
of the railway construction on the Ottoman landscided almost at the same time with that of
the completion of this process of disengagementhiwihe disengagement of the social fabric,
the state followed the main principle of sustainthg integrity of the empire and its railway
policy became the one of the cardinal means for ¢émal. This was furthered by the state’s
attempt to take the responsibility to have an &ctole in various activities in economics, which
would bring together the centralization efforts dhdt of modern institutions into the Ottoman

socio-political arena.

Each of these realms were bounded together andhkumpact of railway development
on each one of them. Railroads altered ways eaderwent a process of social adaptation,
economic expansion, political organization, andnhtdg formation. Thus, economic, political,
military, social and geographic factors had to besidered altogether in order to make sense of
the Ottoman railways. When the Ottoman reformerdcoveed the railway construction,
depending on the circumstances at the time, thpgdhthat railways would bring benefit to each
realm under consideration, though varying degréeshese terms, the institutional reforms
initiated by the administration contributed to tdevelopment and modernization of state
entrepreneurship in the empire while the econongiednfor railways to be catalyst for the
unified internal market and an instrument to tredization of market reforms which demanded a
more complex inventory of regional differences. T@#oman capital wished to increase its
military strength through effectively transportiitg army to the field, to provide its control over
the peripheries and to have an efficient way tdecbltaxes. “The railway also brought security

to these regions’*®

In essence, all these were interrelated processasfor example, the military might
would mean the political control or collection afxes would mean the strength of military. The
development of railway construction facilitated ecmic modernization, increased central
control over the periphery and the state had tlaaod to move the troops from assembly points
to the concentration areas during mobilizationhéiigh the empire acquired a railway without

an industrial revolution, the railway played a fantental role in the country’s
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metamorphosid® Railway as the vehicle transforming both the laagie and mindscape as
well, its construction in the Ottoman Empire aféxttdifferent realms at the same time, thus
contributing to change in each one of them. As mieraof modern forms, railway helped to
transform the Ottoman Empire as a state and asiatgdrom a pre-modern to a modern one. It
would be wrong to claim that it was the sole effeat this transformation, but a significant
component. All variables both domestic and foréig an impact on this evolution. In general
terms, however, the railways were synonymous witidennization for Ottoman Turkey’ In
parallel, up to this point, the aim was not to shibe railways as the prerequisite of Ottoman
modernization, but to explain how modernizationtioé empire progressed with that of the
development of railway construction in the Ottomiamds; as “in the Ottoman Turkish
experience, the railway was not an outcome of musdation, but a vehicle by which it came

about.”!8

3. CHAPTER Ill : ROLE OF RAILWAYS IN THE MODERNIZATION
PROCESS OF THE TURKISH REPUBLIC

3.1. A General History of Modernization Under the Republcan Rule

As millets of the empire gradually separated from the cerdrdy the geographical
territory of today’s Turkey was left for a futureurkish state to be founded upon. After a
prolonged struggle, an independent state emergdachatolia from the Ottoman wreckage. On
the remnants of its vast territory, a new regime weected. Originators of the Turkish Republic
acted in accordance with mainstream ideals ofithe,tand established the new state within the
parameters of a modern nation-state. The rootseofa@publican political order went back to the
9(.319

period of the National Liberation War which staried191 The Turkish revolution which

began in 1919 under the Mustafa Kemal Pasha, aimedtablish a Turkish nation of Turkish
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people on Turkish territory and to give to this neation the equality with other civiliz&d
nations which its sovereignty demands evidencetsbguccessful defiance of the Allies as they

were about to partition Anatolia.

The most salient characteristics of the new regimderms of discontinuities and
subsequent patterns of institutionalization wehidt in the bases of political legitimation and
the symbols of the political community, togethetthwa redefinition of the boundaries of the
collectivity.*** The defeat of the Empire at the end of the Firstrl&/War was shown as the
evidence of the weakness of the Ottomans, thusyeleregime was founded on principles that
would cut the ties from the past. Founded in 19®&fthe Anatolian remnants of the defeated
Ottoman Empire, it claimed to be founded upon theciple of the nation-state with one nation,
language and history contrary to the multi-ethnid anulti-religious characteristics of the
Ottoman Empire. “The proclamation of the Republica® October 1923 provided the political
preconditions for Atatiirk's quest to modernize ¢hantry.”®** For the intelligentsia of the post-
war world — who were more preoccupied with the gddebmodern and centralised state building
— political authoritarianism, linguistic and culédinationalism became the indispensable driving

force in accomplishing their aspiratioffs.

Contrary to the Ottoman Empire which for much sfhistory brought together multiple
and different ethnic and religious groups, the T&irkRepublic was said to rest on a Turkish
identity as nationalism spoke of one dominant metity in its essenc&* To this end, the
existing multicultural social structure abruptly nmeculturalised. Religion and ethnicity were
made subservient to authoritative implementatidrit® nation- state for the needs of secularism

and national homogeneity. The Turkish revolutionptetely rejected the religious basis of
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legitimation and attempted instead to develop allsemational one as the major ideological
parameter of the new collectivity®

Convinced that only a strong centralised governmemild be capable of implementing
reform, while preserving the nation’s territoriaitegrity, the founding elite believed that
modernisation and modern state building in Turkeyult require a low degree of cultural
diversity and a high degree of ethnic homogen&fyrhe assumption of political power by
Mustafa Kemal put a new pace on the process ofoatdhian modernization through which
Turkey went through a basic scheme of secular mgpras a result of which the traditional
political structure was significantly changed. “Tétafts in the principles of legitimation and in
the symbols and boundaries of community, togethién thhe change in the ruling class, were
connected with the ideological restructuring ofteemperiphery relations towards modernit§”
Following the European model, the Turkish natioatestproject introduced itself with drastic
reforms which undoubtedly had great influence anitistitutional levels of society as well as on
the private life of the peopfé® That the Kemalist regime sought to change evenyisiaspect of
the daily lives of new Turkey's citizens with a nesdization project.

When the power of Atatiirk was consolidated andfaite of Turkey assured, he began to
pursue his westernizing reforms with strong deteation and will, with the aim of transforming
Turkey into a modern natioi; As he statetthe purpose of the reforms that we have done, and
we are doing, is to transform the people of thekidlr republic into a completely modern social
community that is civilized in all meanings andnfisr [or images]; this is the fundamental

principle of our reforms®*°

. As the danger to independence had passed ahditbaucratic elite
could found what they considered the ideal circamsts for successful modernization, they
opted for secular Turkish nationalisit.Undertaken the revolution, the military officerfiov
emerged from a modern educational setting and edirstrong intellectual tendencies, carried

the ideology that of secular, rationalist, nati@stalanti-religious, and etatist, with relatively
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weak social orientations or thent®8.With devastating impact against the existing arder
place of the old Ottoman Empire, a new Turkey, anbgeneous and strongly nationalist
Republic, with a passion for progress, freed frefigious restraints and ready to give every man
his due, but demanding that its own due rightsdspected. In other words, Kemalists aimed to
modernize the whole nation in which the subjecte being forced to live in a united
homogenized structuré® Transition from empire to nation was realized thyio alteration of
state-society relationship that economic, politedtural and ideological reconfiguration was
formalized. “The redefinition of the political comumity took place in a unique way: the society

withdrew from the Islamic framework into that okthewly defined Turkish natiorf**

The major preoccupation of Atatirk and his collesgyuat this time was the
reestablishment of national sovereignty and infecntiural reorientatiofi>®> The reforms of the
Kemalist elite came as a reaction to two fundamemtablems, which they attributed to the
demise of the Ottoman Empire: the personal rul¢hefsultan as an opposition to the nation-
states in Europe, and the Islamic ideology as @aies on progress®3® Thus, “in Atatirk’s
vision of modernization, two basic elements wen&did: political change, involving abolition of
the absolutist Ottoman state in favour of a dentacsystem with no walls between ruler and
ruled; and the introduction of a western-type dpaaltural and economic value system that
would encourage individuals to develop and exerthisg capacities in the economic, scientific

and cultural fields 3’

As the dominant ideological stream of thought & time, nation-state formation was
taken for granted by founders of the Turkish RejoubVhich was contrary to the multicultural
characteristics of the Ottoman Empire. In the epee of Turkey, an attempt was made to

shape a nation state after the modern model of rapgan nation state and a concomitant
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nationalist ideology was to be followéd®. In order to keep pace with the developments
associated to the emergence of nation-statesptheérs of the Turkish Republic established a
new regime based on Turkish nationalism. Under tleev regime, ethnic and religious

differences were delimited and people were plansa parts of an imagined monoculture. When
the new regime emerged with a claim to be a nagtate, it had to do so through weakening of
the traditional way of bonding between people. Wittihe changing world context, the system

state built its legitimacy shifted from identifioat with religion to with the standing against it.

As religion shaped the character of the Ottomaritipal and social system, the new
regime, within its policy to cut the ties with tpast, founded itself on secular basis. Certainly
republican elites were in favour of secularism lasytconsidered the religious bigotry was the
reason that had led to retardation of the soé@t§The westernization process and policies,
especially with the establishment of the Repubiim@ secularist lines resulted in the exclusion
of Islamic leaders, groups and thought from theresrof the power, eliminating appearances of

Islam in public sphere®°

For the founders of the Turkish Republic, as #lggion had been the
basic obstacle for progress, and because Islantited the backbone of the Ottoman heritage,

they wished to jettison this heritage altogettér.

“Through its hyper-secularism, it was able to egelihe alternative, the Islamic political
order, in a predominantly Muslim societ}** As a way to assert itself different from the
previous order, the Turkish Republic claimed to foended on the basis of secular state
structure. The most salient and fundamental agge€éemalism, secularism was the foundation
stone on which all the other Kemalist reforms weudt as Atatirk regarded it as a necessary
component of modernization and social chatfg&equired many changes at political and social

as well as cultural and daily levels, the natioieing project, empowered by the elite's
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perceptions of positivism, hoped to remove peopleaya from religious and traditional
affiliations and turn them into westward lookinginaalist and modern citizeri$! “Thus, under
the Republican regime, secularism became a padiitkeology designed to liberate the Turks’
minds from the hold of Islam so as to allow thematguire those rudiments of contemporary
civilization considered to be desirabfé> Atatiirk advocated radical cultural, political and
institutional rearrangements as a precondition te adoption of western civilizatidh®
Westernization took the longing for a civilizedeliait the European level to the forefront and

intended to bring a secular worldview by puttingesl to the religious bigotr/’

Had their intellectual roots in positivism, the est$al core of the Kemalist ideology and

reforms was the concept of a secular state respomsithe social and economic needs of the
e348

people:
extreme form of nationalism was used as the primsgument in the building of a new national

During the succeeding years following the fourmtanf the new regime in 1923, “an

identity, and as such was intended to take theepddiceligion in many respectd? Through the
principle of secularism that was clearly advocdigchationalism, religion was replaced by the
latter as the cardinal cement of Turkish sociatyother words, “the idea was to use nationalism
to give Turks a new political identity while seatigan undermined the attachments to the old
traditions.”® “Because they thus emphasized secularism in théiking on modernization,
they did not find a nationality in which religionas the dominant factor a suitable basis for a

nation state 3*

“The great task of the modernization was to chatige Turkish people's outlook and
behaviour from inward-looking, passive and shapgdcollective religious and institutional

values to active, outward-looking and more realigti terms of the economic and materialistic
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values of the modern world®® Atatiirk’s formula for modernization called for inedliate,
uncompromising westernization and a concomitartctegn of traditional Islamic structures and
systems>® The crucial point of this process which was offemmarized by the concept of
westernization was of secularism which destroyedptinciple of a theocratic Islamic staté.
Therefore, the primary source of legitimacy for tB#oman monarchs, religion was deprived
from its role as the republican elite put ratiotfahking, science and technology in its place.
Although the meaning of science and rationality eveever clearly defined, for the Kemalist
modernization, science was regarded as a remedlfgoroblems of social, political and
economic life. Accordingly, contemporary civilizati was adopted as it was based on science
which was the source of life and powet.The process of modernization which accompanied
secularization introduced many new cultural measimgo society to replace the ones inherited

from the Ottoman past.

The regime led by Mustafa Kemal which succeededvtbeng Turks, tried totally to
reject the entire legacy, abolished the monarclapidhed the dynasty, and set up a secular
republic®*® Imposed from the top by a handful of people, seizdtion was a necessary
condition for achieving progress and civilizatih.Thus, in the process of westernization and
secularization during the early years of the rejgabl era, religious orders and institutions were
closed down, western civil law was adopted, andjimls schools and education were banned.
The practice of authoritarian modernisation in p&&trld War Turkey was embedded in the
perceived failure of the earlier attempts to introel modernisation as the efforts of the
nineteenth century and early twentieth centuryrreéors had not protected the Ottoman Empire
either from the separatism of minorities or frontueation by European powets. Criticizing
the Ottomans for failing to undertake such a chdraya some sort of medieval backwardness to
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the modern European level of civilizatidh Atatiirk believed that with the scope of scierbe,
Kemalist era would be successful to fulfil the tabklat had become even harder as Europe
continued to progress with unprecedented speedf@wd. Hence, with the aim to free the
society from the chains of tradition referring he tOttoman past which had prevented progress
and caused for retardation while the West was axngrin science, art and culture, successive
reforms were set out by the new regime in ordees&zh the level of contemporary civilization.
The aim pursued by Atatlirk was to revolutionizeiestycby scientific means and to apply to
Turkey the methods that had proved so effectivehim West® In the succeeding years
following the proclamation of the republic, withshbelief in science as the unique guide, Atatirk
took the first consistent step towards the Weshénway of bringing prosperity to Turké$: No
such variety of change and achievement within dlaimime and area appeared to take place

elsewhere in the world.
3.1.1. Pillars of the Turkish Modernization Process

The last two hundred years of Turkey was all alibat history of modernization. The
order of the Ottoman Empire was exposed to thei@nite of westernization whose method and
extent was designated in line with the vital problef the empire, i.e. “how the state could be
saved™®? Started quite earlier in the Ottoman Empire, westation made its effects felt on
varying degree on each peritfd. Although westernization in the Ottoman Empire wax
demanded by the society, but did emerge as a veagt#ite resorted in order to protect its power
vis-a-vis Europe, it had not been a state policy until tkeosd constitutional period, but of a
dream existed among the intellectuals. Indeed,ameziation was actually one of the movements
developed among the Ottoman intellectuals who wegeking to find the solution for saving the

empire from decay®* Emerging in the eighteenth century and gaining emnm since the

%9 Civilization is the most common of the trio of nes that are used interchangeably in Kemalist rietor
civilizationism (nedenilesme muasirlasma, cagdaslasia modernization dsrilesme, modernlesine and
westernizationdarplilasma, batililasma
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nineteenth century onwards among the Ottoman adtrators as a solution for the survival of
the empire, search for modernization was one ofsthiges that found a wide range for discussion
in the society in the last stages of the empire laeglueathed to the republic and reached to a

permanent stage in the first years of the new regim

Yet, the modernization efforts of both the Ottonkampire and the Turkish Republic had
different endeavours as there was a big differdreteveen the motives behind these efforts.
Once the late Ottomans realized the decline ofr thiite vis-a-vis the rising power of the
Europeans they embarked on a process of adoptistgmenays that presumably made the West

great™®

The Ottoman reformers had an intention to saveethpire from the condition where it
was trying to exist under the difficult circumstasct the time. That the West was perceived by
the Ottoman elite as an expanse from which solstamuld be derived to the ills of the Ottoman
rule3®® In other words, without penetrating the spirit the process, Ottoman rulers took

westernization as a compulsory precaution to magdife of the empire longer.

With the regime change, however, the transitiomfin empire to a republic itself was
the most important step taken towards modernizatidhe Turkish Republic was an early
example of a newly established political systent Haopted rapid modernization as a primary
goal.”®” With the organization a new political structuredan the republican regime, theses
about westernization were approached not from #mspective of saving the state, but taken for
the only purpose of establishing a new soci€tyn other words, newly established Turkish
Republic perceived the Westernization as the radigaing point in mentality of working
mechanism of the society which would be influentaer the every level of the social I,
Thus, after the collapse of the Ottoman Empirehlie transition, the founding elite struggled
to modernize the society in every aspect within thedernization program they set out.
Attributing the failure of the Ottoman reformers tloeir imitation of Europe with limited
success, Ataturk believed in the necessity to ddtepEuropean civilization as a whole. This

was why unlike the modernization under the Ottomde which was restricted to certain fields
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and had a gradual progress both in promulgationi@nchplementation, the target of the new
regime was of a complete change in areas covelinth@se political, economic and socio-
cultural issues. What was most impressive aboutrdpeblican reforms was this totality of its

approach in instituting change in practically a#as of life, from the roots uf°

The radical movement towards the modernization ciamoeeeffect with the foundation of
the Turkish Republic. Constituted a coherent arstesyatic inclination towards the West and
aimed at reaching the cultural, industrial, andnecoic level of the European states, with the
reforms he set, Atatiirk wanted to split with thetg&" The formation of the Republic of Turkey
in 1923, with Atafirk at its helm, resulted in a drastic restructur@lder political and cultural
institutions within the blueprint of the new, dematic and secularized nation. With the regime
change, a complete modernization program startdd thie aim to end the duality of the
preceding state. With the change in the politiggtesm as the Sultanate and the Caliphate were
abolished and replaced by a democratic systemamgarliament and a president, a secular state
structure was formalized under the Kemalist prilegpThe abolition of the Caliphate removed
the last vestige of thancien régimewhich could still stand in the way of the westeation

process’?

With Islamic traditionalism was rejected and Waestscience and positivist philosophy
were elevated to supreme goals, the reforms itestitbetween 1923 and 1945 sought to provide
the new society with solid foundations along Westimes>’® Westernization was one of the
issues that had been deliberated upon in the éctethl life of the republican regimé
Repeating an often stated Kemalist maxim, Kemabkémed at putting Turkey on a level with
‘contemporary civilization’, making it a modernratg, fully independent nation-staté.Since
independence was indeed the central deriving fofcEemalism, the first component of the

Kemalist solution to the problem of saving/mainiainindependence was of civilizationidt
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i.e. complete and unconditional westernization. tThar the founding elite, the great
transformation which took place in their countrysm® be defined, not merely in terms of
economy or society or government, but of civilizatt’’ Regarded the need for acceleration and
radicalization of westernization policy, for thepublican state, legal regulation was the only
viable option®”® For this end, the bureaucratic elite initiatedtates controlled modernization
process which was put into action from top-to-dowhis would lead rather an authoritarian type
of implementation of reforms which were designabgdhe bureaucratic elite for the society at
large. This policy of authoritarian modernisatioadyally changed the traditional social, as well

as political, setting of Turkey.

In order to achieve the paramount task, i.e. torawp the standard of living of the
people, the state apparatus would have to pronsdtegmns in the legal and social as well as
economic spheres in order to offset centuries giaot and backwardness inflicted upon the
Turkish nation by the Ottoman sultafi8.In other words, after the War of Liberation, in a
country which was entirely ruined, an economy thas lagged behind and a political authority
which was not sustained on firm grounds, as a bajlenge lying in front of the new regime,
modernization in all these areas was a great tabk taccomplished in a society which had been
neglected over centuries. Even though the moddroizavas started during the Ottoman
Empire, not only the negligence of the Ottomanestaian on certain points, but also the
insufficiency of these efforts did not lead to ¢atihe Western progress even though they
provided a certain level of betterment of the giaraof the empire at the time. Together with the
devastation of the wars, the gap widened as sawoeamic life lagged behind the Western
standards in many ways. In a speech he made in 282&irk himself stated this fact dtet us
not cheat ourselves. The civilized world is far aheWe have to catch it and enter the realm of
civilization!” **° Far behind the West as a result of centuries etdett, Turkish Republic, thus,

was founded with the movement for modernization.
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Reforms had two motives behind, one was interndl the other one was external; but
only one cause- that of enduring as a nation irwly established state. That, modernization
efforts were ascribed with the matters of secuaitgl order through which the power of state
would be sustained. In order to build a self-sigfi¢ society designed in the model of civilized
world, as a state to be independent and powerdmdstg in international arena would also be
guaranteed. Within the psyche of those wars whroludht the end of the Ottoman Empire, the
founding elite saw the remedy in modernizing ttegesand the society as they viewed the reason
that led to the demise of the empire a matter gfilag behind the advancements the West had
undergone. These conditions that led to a peremmsalcurity among the ruling Kemalist elite
were instrumental in forming their main concerngsuad the problem of first saving, and later

maintaining independence.

In order to provide the means for this cause, nodation was handled as the principle
route to be followed in the agenda of the politiekde at the time. Indeed, Turkish Revolution
came into existence not only against to the Ottothaocracy but foreign domination as well.
This was why at the beginning, the founding elgérained from Western connotations and
needed to differentiate itself from them on certiionts. That, even though modernization
process was defensive in character at the begintirgto the recent independence struggle
against to the Western world, modernization podiddegan to be implemented in various areas
in the succeeding years as the regime strength&nadthority over the society. In fact, Turkey
depended its westernization adventure on the stai@ive and it desired to protect itself from
the danger of the West by including itself to thestern civilization. Although the republic
emerged from its struggles against the Western pywemalists and subsequently the republic
embraced the universal validity of Western modgrifit

One of the first tests of the Turkish Republic t ¢apacity as a nation was the way it
would be received in the emerging internationatesysafter the First World War. To be viable,
a nation needed to be globally engaged, to annatshaetonomy, and to have that respected and
reciprocated by others in the world. Within the jomcture of the time when the republic was

founded, to be accepted as an equal paftneith that of European powers was critical to stand

31 Keyman and Ogj p. 12.
%2 To be accepted as an equal partner, as civilizetha Europeans was expressed by Atatiirk when Ilse wa
addressing to a crowd in Inebolu on 28 August: “e.geople of the Turkish Republic, who claim to balized,
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as an independent state in the international ad@naetting an agenda for reconstruction and
modernization, the primary concern of the new regiwas survival in a newly established
international order. Utilizing the legitimacy acopd after a successful independence war,
Atatirk and other prominent Kemalists, managed td mto action their framing of
civilizationism as the most important tool for surat in a hostile environment, and constituted it
as one of the main elements of the ideology thgem®nized the political space. The reforms
that were carried out based on this associatiowd®t the attainment of civilization and the
maintenance of independence that was mediatedeb'géize of Europe’. The way to realize this
aim- that of gaining strength and thus reachingh® level of modern states- was seen as
modernization for the political elite. Building thephilosophies on this truth, Turkish
intellectuals and politicians, most often thoughftt they were on the weaker side of
international politics and if they wanted to suevithey had to become stronger. In other words,
independence from foreign influence would be realias long as the new regime could prove
itself as an equal member among the nations ofg&yrand for the founders of the republic this

made be possible only through modelling the Europpedh.

For the Kemalist elite, while reaching the level @¥ilization, which was Western
civilization, was the national purpose, science imgerpreted as the only possible and legitimate
vehicle on the path to Western civilization and shengest tool for survival in the chaotic world
of international relation¥” It was believed in the national need to progress &nd extensively,
only through the adoption of new techniques sudultgsieveloped by the West could the new
regime hope to hold its own in a threatening irséiomal environment. “Atatirk wanted to ward
off western aggression by effecting reforms whiehthought could ultimately help the Turks
incorporate into the powerful western civilizatiofi* Showing the reasons for the adoption of
the scientific mindset, Atatlrk declared in a spe@at“The nation has accepted as a principle
of absolute truth that in the international field struggle, science and technology that is the
source of survival and power can only be found iodemn civilization.®® Therefore, the

reforms introduced in the 1920s and 1930s deriesd from any complex thought about the

must show and prove that they are civilized, byrtlideas and their mentality, by their family liénd their way of
living. In a word, the truly civilized people of Tkey...must prove in fact that they are civilizeddaadvanced
persons..”
383
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politics, social fabric, economy or traditions ofirkey than from a simple determination to
pursue the path of westernization, which was reizeghto be the only viable courdg.
Founders of the republic, who accepted the uniVessligdity of the western modernity as the
way of building modern Turkey, started over a madetion process which would touch in
every level of state-society relation in the shetrfgssible time. Therefore, the acceptance of the
superiority of Western manners was the result efttbld shift that the revolutionary lead&fs
undertook in order to repudiate the Ottoman pasdt tanfind a new place in the international

arena for the Turkish Republic.

Often all too easily depicted by the republicateelby contrast with Western societies, as
pre-modern and even medieval, a closer look redehia the Ottoman Empire had nonetheless
experienced great transformations in the courgbehineteenth century. While a hundred-year
transformation the Ottoman Empire was trying toieed found its realization within the new
political structure, as one of the movements of$keond Constitutional period, westernization
became effective in the new regiffi€. Yet, the motive behind this endeavour which
differentiated the new regime from the Ottoman peas$ inextricably linked to these external
reasons; that for the founding fathers, what catisedievastation of the Ottoman Empire which
they were born into was the inability of the Empioekeep up with the developments Europe
was undertaking. Thus, modernization meant to mides new regime -established as an
independent nation state different from its predsce legal for both external and internal
acceptance. In other words, being modern meartdw she difference of the new regime from
the older one and to situate itself as an indep@ndation-state in the new world order
established after the First World War. Therefone, &im was clear for the ruling elite: to get rid

of from the Ottoman heritage and to turn regimatsefto Europe.

Finding out the means which had made Europe as nhawas itself and taking and
adopting them to the new republic meant to moderaizd transform the society along European

3% Udo Steinbach, “The Impact of Ataturk on TurkeRslitical Culture since World War Il,ih Atatiirk and the
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38 Hanioglu, “Baticilik,” p. 1388.
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techniques and styf&° These means operated on a number of levels—ngtdiplomatic but
also social, not only public but also private. ailthe modern structures, technologies, and ideas
presented in the republic’s founding depended tsréommunication with the world of nations.
Therefore, for a rapid post-war recovery and modation to be accomplished, the republican
elite had to find ways to normalize relations wiHuropean countries given their own
commitment to the revival of foreign economic relas potentially crucial for modernisation.
Turkish modernization was an attempt to be incafss into the European civilizatior,
Through adoption and promotion of European civilaa, it was believed that society under the
new regime would eventually become prosperous widhreservation and condition. It was
believed that the level of contemporary civilizatioould be reached by adopting the European
technique and style to the state and society atehiomevery respeét’ Atatiirk believed that
there was only one world civilisation —the Europ@&se — and that it had to be accepted lock,
stock and barrel if Turkey was to survive in thedam world®%?

Some of the roots of the Turkish Republic were laidhe movement of the Ottoman
westernizatiorf>® One of them was the role of the state in launchind implementing the
reforms in the society. “The Kemalist state, like Ottoman predecessor, was the supreme
authority for all important initiatives and decis®™* As the centre had been very strong
against the society at large not only during théo®@an Empire but also in the republican
Turkey, too; the process of modernization wasatetl by the bureaucratic elite in both and the

society was exposed to the orientation accordintpeocentre. Westernization was treated as a

%9 “The westernization approach adopted in the rdpabl period regards Westernization and having gtren
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"state policy”, and hence its "top-down" characiemtinued®®® As the nation state experience of
the Turkish Republic was in a sense a continuatiothe central oriental state of the Ottoman
Empire, a tradition of central authoritarian rulechme the rule of thumb in determining the
political, social and economic affairs of the Twtkisociety’®® In both political systems, the

Sultan in the former and mainly Atatlrk in the éattthe leaders at the centre initiated the

modernization process, being actively indulgeduglmut the periods under consideration.

Striving for the centralization and consolidatioh the state power which were the
primary objects in the nation-state building, thiéist policies determined the entire process of
modernization. Consolidating their hold on the lameacy, the Kemalist leadership which was
convinced of the validity of its vision and did rfetl its reforms should be compromised by the
reluctance of the masses to accept them- as tleergt continued to be viewed as passive
objects-, set on a path of rapid westernizatios policies formulated at the centre and
implemented by the bureaucraty Through a revolution-from-above, the bureaucrelites did
initiate a change based on westernization of thegego Depicting itself in the quest of
modernity, the centre with its bureaucratic elgebolized modernization, made the society felt
itself committed to enlighten the masses whosaiilbbackwardness would be erased. In other
words, dividing the society into two fragments, ‘“@aslvanced” and “backward” provided a
legitimized political apparatus to the administratielites for correcting the deficiency in the
society®®® As they held the knowledge to the Western civiliza due to their education and
worldview, the elite believed that they were sumubgo be the engine for modernization.
Confirmed in their apprehensions that the largelggant masses were ignorant, backward, and
reactionary and should not be provided with opputies to participate in the political decision-
making process, the bureaucrats were inclined pm#a westernization policies by compulsory

means’>®

They were inspired by late nineteenth-century teiskwho regarded popular democracy

as outmoded, but at the same time their project wisately a social and political ‘grand

3% Belge, “Cumhuriyet Déneminde Batiljtaa,” p. 260.

3% Rittersberger-Tilic and Kalaygit, pp. 69 — 70.

7 Tyran, p. 111.

3% Resat Kasaba, “Kemalist Certainties and Modern Ambigsj” in Rethinking Modernity and National Identity in
Turkey,eds.Sibel Bozd@an and Rgat KasabgSeattle: University of Washington Press, 199724.

39 Turan, p. 111.
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design’, which was based on rationalism, guidedtiyersal truths, and involved radical change
— all things abhorred by true conservatives likekBu** It was clear that while the Kemalist
elite shared an authoritarian and elitist outlotiliey also pursued a secularist, rationalist and
scientist view. Science and secularism were theldagic principles which brought Kemalism
into the parallel of positivisif’* That for the question of ‘catching up with Eurgpblustafa
Kemal and his circle believed implicitly in a poptiked version of nineteenth-century European
positivism that in their eyes only scientific rataism could form the basis for the
modernization leap Turkey would have to make, amig a nation state could give Turkey the

coherence needed to compete with the nationalsstétEuropé'’?

This was why the republican
elite chose Western civilization as they believedepresented the modem civilization which
incorporated values of entire humanity in thousawdlsyears by adding an independent,

scientific, and rationalist philosophy of Iif&®

It was aimed that the oriental order of the old KByr would be given way to an
occidental social organization by the means ofvaltgion. The Turkish model tried to eliminate
the historical, cultural and geographical barriadsich separated the country from modern
Europe as it attempted to construct a new nationkiire, new institutional arrangements and
establish modern behavioural patterns and valuestirom European “modernity®* Although
Turkish experience was fed by such disadvantagebeasy on the crossroads of western
imperialist aggression, a low educational levelk®tulturally and ethnically diverse population,
and the pains of salvaging a nation-state outd$mantled empire, still it was one of successful
defensive modernization against the spectre ofnizddion, able leadership of a practical and
pragmatic political elite, and a prominent modengzrole of a strong militar}®> The new
regime was more successful in foreign relations Thekey mended its fences very capably and
managed to remain at peace which Atatirk wantemtder to concentrate on reforming Turkey

“%0 ziircher,The Young Turk Legacy and Nation Building: From@toman Empire to Atatiirk's Turkgy. 238.

“O1 Taner Timur, Atatiirk ve Pozitivizm, p. 95

%92 ziircher,The Young Turk Legacy and Nation Building: From@toman Empire to Atatiirk's Turkgy. 232.

‘% A, Afetinan,M. Kemal Atatiirk'ten Yazdiklariistanbul : Milli Ezitim Basimevi, 1971), p. 37.

404 Rittersberger-Tilic and Kalaygit, p. 70.

%> Selcuk Esenbel, “Reflections on Japanese and uiMiodernization and Global HistoryNew Perspectives on
Turkey,no.35 (Fall 2006), p. 6.
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and its people, a task that occupied most of hisrgg@s during the fifteen years of his

presidency®®
3.1.2. Kemalist Reforms-Modernization Policies

“The victory of the nationalists over both the Geeand the sultan opened a new chapter
in the drama of the Turkish revolutiof” Following the period of wars that were finally dtisag
to the foundation of the Turkish Republic, when tigsv regime achieved to prove its existence
as an independent state to the international cortypuhe modernization project which had
already started with those political reforms indhgdthe abolition of the Sultanate and that of
proclamation of the new regime gained pace. Indégkden Mustafa Kemal first began to lead
the Turkish nation in its War of Independence, ktdr as Turkey's first president, he already
had a clearly defined picture of how to help hisrdoy become a modern state on a par with the
most progressive countries in the worf@®Thus, since the beginning of the republican regime
westernization became an official state policy, agitrms especially in cultural realms were

made in accordance with this polity/.

“The conclusion of a genuine peace, following thiéitany victory, gave the nationalist

government sufficient prestige and stability toetakher steps?*°

After the regime felt itself
secure against to the external powers, it initi@esgries of reforms through which the remnants
of the Ottoman legacy tried to be eradicated. Aes ittdependence was confirmed with the
military victories, now, it was time to develop tmew state to the level of contemporary
civilization in order to prove its existence antesgthen its stance in international arena as an
equal partner. As Atatirk put into word$he success that we have won until today has dane
more than open a road for us, towards progress andization. It has not yet brought us to
progress and civilization. The duty that falls os and on our grandsons is to advance,
unhesitatingly, on this road™! However, this was not an easy task to accompksiere were

many obstacles inherent in traditional Turkish éfsliand habits and in prevailing social, cultural

%% | andau, “Atatiirk’s Achievement: Some Consideraiopp. xi — xii.

407 Ahmad, The Making of Modern Turkep. 52.

“%8 Rachel Simon, “Prelude to Reforms: Mustafa Kemalibya,” in Atatiirk and the Modernization of Turkesd
Jacob M. Landa(Boulder, Colo.: Westview Press, 1984), p. 17.

409 Cemil Meric, “Batilama,” in Cumhuriyet Dénemi Tiirkiye Ansiklopedidi, (istanbul: iletisim Publications,
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“1%Davison, p. 127,
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and economic ties. For the old habits were deegyained, especially in the countryside where
the bulk of the people lived, some of the refornesenactively opposed by various sectors of the
population so Atatirk set out to alter the mengatit his people perhaps his most difficult
task*'? “The attainment of modern European civilizatiort&m@e a new faith, the realization of
which was considered possible only through intéliak conversion®? To this end, Atatiirk
made a series of reforms ranging from politicakialp and legislative to educational, cultural
and economic. “Within the broad parameters of thadernization project, Turkey was able to

make a transition to a democratic political ordethe immediate post-war periott*

“The Kemalist experiment of the 1920s and 30s wath a classic example of nation
building and a daring modernization projett"That, during the rule of the RPP which was
established by the leading cadre of the Indeperad®var, the first fifteen years was crucial for
the implementation of a radical modernization pamgrvhich would touch in every sphere of the
social structure and would determine the foundiagadigm of the new regime. Although in the
first few years of the republic, westernization hagen defended in a moderate approach
conciliatory with the national traditions, from tperiod started with the Law of Maintenance of
Public Order Takrir-i Stikur), an uncompromised westernist attitude was addptdd almost
two decades, what was left from the Ottoman hezita@s turned into a landscape where the
whole society was rapidly transformed from an eeito a nation-stat&’ From education to
the rights guaranteed for women, the founders ef républic would be able to reform and
modernize amncien régimewith a considerable success in a very short pesidtne. The new
regime set up an entirely new system of laws angts@and uprooted the customs of centuries.
“In this transformation, the replacement of oldaisic conceptions of identity, authority, and

loyalty by new conceptions of European origin wafuadamental importance*®

12| andau, “Atatiirk’s Achievement: Some Consideratjopsxii.

;‘ij Karpat,Studies on Turkish Politics and Society: Selecteitids and Essayp. 229.

Onis, p. 7.
5 Zircher, The Young Turk Legacy and Nation Building: From@t®man Empire to Atatiirk's Turkey, 136.
“®Mete Tuncay, “Tiirkiye Cumhuriyetinde Siyasal {biice Akimlar,” in Cumhuriyet Donemi Tirkiye
Ansiklopedisiy7 (istanbuliletisim Publications, 1985), p. 1924.
17 For further information about the Kemalist reforthat were carried out between 1922 and 1935, seehgr,
Turkey: A Modern History.
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With the reforms set out in many fields includingwnlaws and a new philosophy of
government, Mustafa Kemal not only strengthenedplaisition as a national leader that was
gained through the victory in the Independence \Wairalso proceeded to renew the society in a
“patriarchal lean from top to the bottofA® Within the transition from a multi-ethnic empitteat
had been ruled with theocracy to a republican nadtate, the so-called Turkish revolution,
Ataturk preserved the legitimacy of his politicailaority in the society. The power he had taken
from this, in addition to the political stabilityrithe country that had ensured with the treaties
concluded with the Western powers, would give himnitiate a reform program to be able to
guarantee the maintenance and legitimacy of thebtep with its institutions and culture.
Following the proclamation of the new regime asutdg, with the revolutionary reforms
fulfilled from top to down, crucial changes weralieed in economic, social and cultural realms.
The process of modernization was heavily controbgdhe state, since the new republic was
considered to be vulnerable against external ardrnal threats. Both preferred and
implemented, it was the state which played the erimle in westernizatioff° That in its
modernization attempts, the ruling elite produaedhdformative projects for the entire society,

e421

taking their own values as a basis with a Jacobiatitude:“~ After the boundaries had been

fixed, within them a unity of racial culture wadadished.

The years between 1923 and 1938 corresponded @oi@ pn which reforms came into
effect vigorously. Hence, the real victory of westeation in Turkey started with the Kemalist
reforms??? Together with the abolition of the Sultanate anel €aliphate, modernization in the
legal system gained pace that laws are regulatetelittg from the European counterparts to
the extent to be able to protect the new regimeraanhtain the legitimacy of it. After the total
independence from foreign domination followed bg tagitimization of the new authority with
its institutions, modernization policies were exted to socio-cultural and economic realms. The
West was taken as the model in the reforms madesuch areas as military, economics,

education, social and many otl{&t.What Atatirk tried to do was to seek to moderrire

*19 Sibel Bozdgan and Rgat Kasaba, “Introduction,” ilRethinking Modernity and National Identity in Tuykeds.
Sibel Bozdgan and Rgat Kasaba (Seattle: University of Washington Pr&ssy), pp. 2, 4.
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archaic society, economy and administration. Tleegfthe modernization efforts under the
Kemalist reforms included almost every aspect efgsbcio-political structure. On all aspects of
fine arts including music, painting, sculpture,dtre, motion pictures, language, and literature,

reforms began as well.

Any ritual or practice that conflicted with theiqmiples of the new regime and
threatened the foundation of a homogenized andlizad” polity faced either excision from the
public sphere or politically expedient reinterpteta. Accordingly, beyond the political
modernization including the democratization of itgtons and the modernization of
administration, policies regarding to the moderiza of economic and social spheres would
not be awaited to implement. Unification of educati(Tevhid-i Tedrisat) together with the
extension of it to the compulsory primary educatied to the secularization of this realm under
state provision. That “the Law for the Unificatiof Instruction was a fundamental step in the
establishment of a unified, modern, secular, et and national educational systefif.with
the enactment of this law which brought all edwradi institutions under the control of the
Ministry of National Education, the duality endesl the religious lodges and convents (Tekke,
Zaviye) and the traditional institutions of higHearning, themedreseswere closed. As part of
the modernization of education policy, new alphalzgtd ‘Millet Mektepleri’ for its

dissemination in the society were introduced wpuélishing in Arabic letters was banned.

In the coming years, cultural modernization woulshtinue as curriculum would be
modernized and universities to be found. These vi@lewed by the establishment of several
non-governmental organizations-the People’s HoubesSociety of Turkish Language, and the
Society of Turkish History- in 1932 with the suppof Atatirk. Studies in Turkish language and
history would be among those which were given &tiarin the modernization process, too; that,
Turkish Language and History Societies were eshétl and given independent status, with
their goals to protect and expand common languagepaovide mutual understanding of each
other and to study Turkish history and increase lipuawareness about their history,

respectively’” Among the socio-cultural reforms, adoption of intional time, calendar,

“24\Winter, p. 186.
42 Among those subjects of homogenising state pslicitudies in history and language also had ovestén
civilizational discourse of the republican rule. tidaalist Turkish history thesis of 1932 was emjitiag the
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numbering system and unit of measurement, adopfiklaw of Surname, and change in clothes
such as Hat Law and official dressing and like dda# listed*?® Emancipation of women with
the Civil Code of 1926, together with those rigbiigen in 1930 and 1934 and regulations about
their dressings held a crucial place within thetersnhof cultural and social modernization
policies of the new regime. Legal and judicial refs, too, were among the endeavours of the
republic in accordance with characteristic eneggghtow off the heavy burdens it inherited from
the Ottoman Empire. It successfully unloaded manthem when it adopted the most modern
legal codes and established a new system of counish have greatly expedited the

administration of justice.

Like its population and geography, economic sitwativas inherited from the Ottoman
Empire to the republican Turk&§ However, what were left from the Ottoman Empirette
young republic were of a poor economic conditioithvow productivity, poor communication
and transportation systems together with thosel@nab in trade and agricultural production.
The Turkish republic was founded in an economicuuat where devastation was widespread;
farms and infrastructure were in ruins after yearsvar and destruction, trade was paralyzed,
capital needed for development, financing was laglat home, foreign banks and capitalists
were themselves reluctant to invest in the new iSbrRepublic, and most significantly Turkey
lacked entrepreneurial and skilled manpower neéoedevelopment?® Thus, another pillar of

the modernization policies of the republican regwaes related to economy.

Within the context of nation-building process, emanc progress through modern means
was inevitable in order to reach to the level ofstéen countries. As the idea of economically
developed country constituted the material basicaitemporary civilization, the principal
purpose for Atatlrk was not the establishment déeeloped economy by itself, but of reaching
to the contemporary civilization through that wayOn the other hand, a viable economy stood

as a requisite in order to sustain the legitimdaye state authority. The dominant view was that

history of Turks before the Ottoman era and pla¢h® Turks into the centre of world civilisationhike the Sun
Language Theory of 1936 was addressing the Tul&isluage as the mother of all languages in thedworl

426 For further information about Kemalist reforms gad chronologically, see Utkan Kocatiiktatiirk ve Tiirk
Devrimi Kronolojisi, 1918-193§Ankara: Ankara Universitesi Basimevi, 1973) and Bam Ozerdim, Atatiirk
Devrimi Kronolojisi(Ankara: Halkevleri Atatirk Enstitisu, 1974).
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independence in political arena could be achieweldrzg as it would be complemented with the
independence in economic fieff.In other words, reforms in other realms would betlong-

lasting if they would not supported by those inremoic sphere. Hence, during the 1923-1930
period government resources were allocated mainthe achievement of national control over

the economy®!

From the first days of the republican regime, ecoics was considered as a matter of
concern for the existence of the stafeAs in a word, national sovereignty had to rest on
economic sovereignty, without which political anditary victories, however great, were empty
and transitory, the economic servitude of the puldkibts, the capitulations, the concessions,
ought to give way to a free and expanding natiesahomy’*® Believed vehemently in a strong
economy as a necessary condition for the viabdftghe Turkish state, the Kemalist ideology
included the principle of self-reliance as a kegexs of the economic development implemented
with particular zeal from the foundation of the wbpc and during In6nU’s governance in the
1930s and 1940s. Economic self-sufficiency constituthe main target in a war-deprived,
economically poor country which had a burden of wearations inherited from the Ottoman
Empire. “The Turkish self-reliance strategy was p&th by centuries of gradual economic
penetration into, and exploitation of, the Ottontampire by western capitalist interests under
the hated regime of capitulatior$” Born into an empire which had been exploited under
capitulations, the founders of the republic gave dttention to the abrogation of the foreign
control and gained it with the Treaty of Lausanme 1i923. Accordingly, the republican
government pursued a policy of nationalizing foreigwned enterprises and revoking
concessions as the government proceeded gradwalacduire foreign-owned transport and
utility companies including the shipping lines tiatorporated into the Turkish Maritime Lines
and the railroads integrated under the State Railompany?>°

430 yakup Kepenek, “Tiirkiye’nin Sanayiime Siirecleri,” irCumhuriyet Dénemi Tiirkiye Ansiklopedigi(istanbul:
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Compatible with this idea-that of promoting a sg@tonomy-, as early as the foundation
of the republic, 1zmir Congress was held in 1923alke decisions for economy. The main axes
of the economic policy were determined in this gesg**® In the congress, the urgent need to
seek and find the means of rapid economic develapnand thus heal the economy of the
nation from the wounds left by the neglect and mpetence of centuries was expressed. “In the
world at large, the capitalist system was flounghiduring the 1920s, and Atatiirk and his
colleagues, who were anxious to rebuild friendlitmal relations with the western powers, saw
no immediate reason to break with #”Thus, the congress was the aggregation of promises
which were granted in accordance with the libecainemic policy by the founders of the new
state?*® With its decisions favouring the liberal policieke congress played a determining role

in the organization of the economic agenda of épeiblican regimé>®

In his opening speech to this congress which wawereed in order to chart a policy
strategy to tackle the economic devastation andlestge facing the Turkish nation, Atatirk
called for the inauguration of a new era of ecorideals that intended to replace the age-old
fatalist attitudes. “In this speech he pointed thatt by assuming sole responsibility for military
and administrative affairs during the long centsieé Ottoman rule, the Turks had been unable
to give thought and attention to their own economdtivities and that this had led to the
economic decline of the empir&® In other words, for him, its economic situatiorpared the
ground for the collapse of the Ottoman Empire. €f@e, meaning a higher standard of living,
socio-economic development was what aimed by thendfist reforms undertaken in the
economic sphere. As he statéidet our country be prosperous. Let our people livglenty. Let
them be rich! And on this point let me remind ydwa @hilosophical saying: Being satisfied
[with what you have] is an indestructible treasttesay, let this era of economic ideals put an

end to the idea that being satisfied is an indediiole treasure and that poverty is a virtue . . .

3% Kepenek, p. 1762.
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This country of ours is one that is not only fit lmost suitable to be made into a paradise for

our children and grandchildren..**

To achieve all this, great changes would be neduednechanization of agriculture, the
development of industry, and the improvement of cemications'** Within the lack of capital
and skilled labour as minorities who once conguthe main body of trade and commerce
within the empire, lost their effect with the dikgon of it, the newly founded regime had no
choice but to initiate enterprises to be able totsthe economic development. Agricultural
development as well as industrialization was the which were to be restructured if to provide
reforms in economic sphere. The Law for the Enogemzent of Industry in 1927 was enacted
while the problems in agricultural development wbube discussed in the Congress of
Agriculture held in 1931. The government intendedtild a modern, self-sufficient industrial
economy quickly with overcoming Turkey’s economiackwardness relative to the West.
Within this context, banking sector was strengtiden® Central Bank was established, with
exclusive rights to issue legal tender and regutad@etary policy, reducing the Ottoman Bank
to the status of an ordinary bank while the Repguiptadually developed a customs system, and

introduced regulations on foreign tratf2.

In the nationalist economic reconstruction progiaitiated under Kemalism, although
top priority was assigned to the establishment afkis and credit institutions to provide
development financing, still, Atatirk gave equaliopty to agricultural development.
Technological change was to lead the way from akwaeal inefficient economy still largely
reliant on small-scale peasant production everr afthalf-century of Ottoman modernization
towards a prosperous urban society based on thgration into the world market. Development
in agricultural sector and industrialization proedso end centuries of backwardness relative to
the West. With these initiatives taken, the Kentadis republican model of modernization in
twentieth century Turkey was able to accomplismificant industrialization and economic

development** Since state enterprises, especially in the fins tlecades of the republic,

41 Atatiirk’tin Soylev ve Demecleh (Ankara: Atatiirk Aratirma Merkezi Yayinlari, 1997), p. 462.
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undertook the function of precipitation and disseatibn of the westernization proc&Ssthe
transformation of the Turkish economy would sergetlae catalyst for social revolution by

inaugurating the material basis for a modern Tlrkisciety.
3.1.3. Modernization as Westernizatiori*

Excluding those which were falling under the impkgrasp of Europe and exposed to
modernization as part and parcel of the colonikd, rihe Turkish Republic was among very few
cultures that have been able to be modernizedsbywih means in such a limited time; and thus
was a unique example within the successor statéds dou the lands once belonged to the
Ottoman Empire. Beyond the success of the militagistance in the Anatolian mainland, the
steadfast belief in the necessity for building ti@sv state on the grounds of modernization was
the main reason lying behind the success of thadiog elite in their endeavour for a new
regime. Captivated by their military success anthesiasm for rapid modernisation, they

deemed speed of restoring the socio-economic regonere important at this juncture.

Indeed, Europeanization or Westernization was agqa® of social change whose roots
extended at the end of the eighteenth certtirgtarting from the nineteenth century Russia, like
in many of other underdeveloped countries, in Tyrkeo, westernization as a concept for
development had been considered identical with mmizition and even with civilizatiotf®
According to the Kemalist modernization projecte tlivilization that Turkey ought to
participate was clearly designated to the West winias based on reason and not tradition, and
conceived of in a singular way, encompassing &lasiof socio-political life. Therefore, in order
to partake in a civilization understood as such,Kemalist regime carried out dramatic reforms
in the social and political spheres. In the fivgd tdecades of the republic, the revolutionary slite
made great efforts to effect radical transformatidowards the westernizatfn of Turkish
political, economic and cultural life. For the Kelmt elite, being modern was a relentless

pursuit after the Western idealization. They warttethodernize the republic by westernizing it.

“Sinsel, p. 424.
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In other words, the essential change attemptethdyaunders of the republic in their revolution

was one of westernizatidn®

Policy of westernization radicalized during theuklican regime and in a sense, became
the main pillar of the republican ideolo8. In this frame of reference, modernization was
equated with westernization, which was the casg march visible in the narrative of Turkish
modernization. Modernization process was initiatatentionally by the leader himself in
reference to the question of reaching the levetaftemporary civilization. With the reforms
carried out to modernize the society along the peao lines, the regime would achieve to prove
itself as an independent state among the natiosuadpe, while differentiated itself from the
older one and thus cut the ties from the Ottomast. phus, “Turkey was a rather unique case
which appeared to differ from the core of Europeivilisational terms, but at the same time

wished to develop strong relations with Europ&.”

All reforms that had been made during the rule aétérk were directed towards
westernizatiorf>® Modernization was accepted as a way to reshapetibée society within the
newly established regime through the reform packaigjated right after the proclamation of the
republic. In effect, the regime change itself cdustd the basis of the reforms, as it was a
revolution toppling down a six-century old empikith the regime change, the medium for
other reforms was opened. By reconstructing theesysfrom top to down, modernization
connoted the goal to build a Western type statesaoiety. The Ottoman and early republican
westernization processes were imposed by the ¢allidlites to the people in order to civilize

them®*

The seeds of change, which made Kemalist drastocrms possible, had been planted
decades, or in some cases even a century, befd8. 18deed, initially, modernization
movements had already begun at the end of theesigtit century during the Ottoman Empire

through which a partial socio-economic and polltiocestructuring was realized. Republican
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of the therapeutic Kemalist state.” see in Akupall45.

108



reforms were in truth an extension of a reformigivement whose first manifestations had
appeared as far back as the beginning of the mnttecentury, that such a program had begun
to be executed by the sultans of the Tanzimattlaagrocess was accelerated immediately after
the revolution of the Young Turk who introduced rerous reforms, and in the few years during
which they were in authority Turkey witnessed rekaate transformation” In other words,
before Atatlrk emerged on the scene as a charisrestder of the independence, a step to
modernization was taken through the reforms whiehevget out by the Ottoman rulers along the

European lines.

Yet, what Atatlirk achieved was to reshape the whpdtem of state-society relations via
the target of reaching the level of contemporamlization. Western civilization was accepted
as the standard civilization that sanctified itselhywhere in the world and became
international®® Civilization meant European civilization, the Wetste modern world, of which
Turkey ought to become a part in order to surdivayith the aim of eliminating the Ottoman
state with its institutions, Atatlrk was finally labto replace it with the new regime. As the
doctrine of secularism came to be considered aolatiescondition for modernization for a good
part of the bureaucratic elite that gained the uped after 19232 replacing Ottoman Islamic
state with a secular republic, Atatirk achievedinst step in the modernization target. Albeit
indirectly, a considerable number of social andual reforms made in the early years of the
republic were related to seculariSfhwhich made the republican rule the regime thatta&én

the clearest attitude towards the westernizatigch@tulture®®

Transforming a multi-ethnic entity into a moderrtioa-state, Atatirk built a sovereign
state independent from foreign powers which woutdtlee referent point the newly founded
Turkish republic would model its path. Foreseenaamodern nation-state, the new state had

adopted secularism and westernization as the twadihg blocks of the regime among those six

“55 Dumont, p. 35.

5% Tuncgay, “Turkiye Cumhuriyeti'nde Siyasal Blince Akimlari,”p. 1924.

57 Lewis, The Emergence of Modern Turkey 268.

%8 Karpat.,Studies on Turkish Politics and Society: Selecteitlés and Essayp. 228.

**Mete Tungay, “Laiklik,” inCumhuriyet Dénemi Tirkiye Ansiklopedii3 (istanbul:letisim Publications, 1985),
p. 571.

40 Belge, “Kultiir,”p. 1298.
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principles of the Kemalist ideolody* Seeing as an obstacle to progress, religion watera

matter of conscience and deprived from the rolbail played during the Ottoman Empire.
Instead, nationalism was set out as a binding ferm®ng the people of the republic while
“secularism Kaiklik, derived from the French laique) became one ofrihen planks of Kemalist

ideology™®® Thus, secularism in the modern Turkey was redliae a logical result of the

dominant ideology of the new society, i.e. natitsml*®® Accordingly, the nascent republic
introduced many unsettling and radical reformsnre#ort to distance itself from political Islam
and the social hold of the Ottoman dynasty. Reptache older institutions of the Ottoman
Empire with that of contemporary modern institusasf the new republic, the task of instituting
western type of system which was put forward agdhget was realized.

As the republican elite was identifying themselvagh Europe, after legitimizing the
new authority, the question to strive for reachthg level of contemporary civilization was
implemented through socio-cultural and economiomat within the context of modernization
that was identified with westernization. The goaswo catch up with the developments of the
West in order to make the Turkish state respeateldirdependent within the civilized worief:

For Ataturk, 'uncivilized people' care doomed tonaén under the feet of those who are
‘civilized’. Republican elite whom were born in ampire that was unable to have a close watch
to the advancements in the West, were designatetbnoake the same fault again. In order to
sustain the continuance of the state they fountexy, turned their face to the western world
from where they would take those means which ledsalevelopment. “For their part, the

Kemalists wanted to see Turkey transformed intooalem nation state which, in the words of

“Iatatiirk defined in 1931 the principles of his pragr as Republicanism, Nationalism, Etatism- staterotied
economy with public and private sectors, Populismrgthing is for the people and with the people;uarism, and
Revolutionism. See in Enver Z. Karal, “The Prinefplof Kemalism,” inAtatiirk: Founder of a Modern Stateds.
Ali Kazancigil and Ergun Ozbudun (London: Hurst &m@pany, 1981), pp. 11 - 36. Later in 1937, these si
principles known as Atatlrk’s principles or Kemaliswere incorporated in the constitution. Categatias six
principles, these were named by himself as “Patlerhalism” (“Kemalizm yolu”). See in Emre Kongakfattirk
ve Devrim Kuramlar(Ankara: Turkiyels Bankasi Kiiltir Yayinlari, 1981), p. 419. Thesegiples formulated by
Atatiirk for the purpose of cultural manipulationdasocial change. See in Akural, p. 125.

%2 7iircher,The Young Turk Legacy and Nation Building: From@toman Empire to Atatiirk's Turkgy. 149.

63 Muzaffer Sencer, “Din ve Toplum,” irfCumhuriyet Dénemi Tirkiye Ansiklopedigl, (istanbul: iletisim
Publications, 1985), p. 564.

%4 In the words of Ziya Gokalp, a leading figure afrKish nationalism: “There is only one road to ssitm... to
adapt ourselves to western civilization completety’Ziya Gokalp,Turkish Nationalism and Western Civilization:
Selected Essays of Ziya Gokadd, Niyazi Berkes (New York: Columbia UniversityeBs, 1959).
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Mustafa Kemal would ‘live as an advanced and @eili nation in the midst of contemporary

civilization®.”46°

Reaching and even going beyond the level of conteanp civilization was pointed out
by Atatirk as the goal of the new regime for whtbis ideal was a matter of struggle for
existence as it was founded upon the idea of ch&oge the Ottoman tradition. This was why
the founding elite were stressing the importance naddernization/reaching the level of
contemporary civilization in their successive spesc Indeed, the concept of civilization
constituted the leitmotiv of all the speeches ddthtk*°°Acting in conformity with the requisites
of the time, modernization for the republican elitas the name of endorsing the fulfilment of
these requisites in order to cope with the needh@fcontemporary age and thus to join the

ranks of civilization*®’

Those were related to the every aspect that feocety to be called
modernized had to display progress in politicabrexnic, social and cultural realms as “Atattirk
defined civilization as the product of advancesiedsd by a nation in state, intellectual and

economic life*®®

Contemporary civilization, on the other hand, wias tevel marked by the developed
countries at the age under consideration and itthe<ivilization of the Western world which
was taken as the referent point for advancemerthéyepublican regime. The republican elite
believed that civilizations were constituted fiestd foremost by ideas and, consequently, that
one had to search for the right idea in order tairatthe desired level of contemporary
civilization.”®® As a civilizing project, the modernization/westegtion under the republican rule
was distinctively an execution of reforms whosemnany goal was to civilize values and modes
of behaviour in a nation-building process. Elitedstloe republic considered European-style
civilization to be the pinnacle of progress, anelythurried to adopt the symbols of the European

civilization*° In other words, for the Kemalist elite, the cizition of the state could only be

% Ahmad, The Making of Modern Turkep. 53.
“% Timur, “Atatiirk ve Pozitivizm,” p. 94.
57 For Atatiirk, 'The nation has finally decided tdiawe, in essence and in form, exactly and comipietiee life
and means that contemporary civilization assuredl teations.' See in Mustafa BaydAtatirk Diyor ki: Atatirk'in
Direktifleri, Dustinceleri ve Kisaca Hayatistanbul: Varlik Yayinevi, 1957), p. 46.
%88 Utkan Kocatirk, “Atatiirk's Revolutions and Moderaiion”, Atatiirk Aratirma Merkezi Dergisivol.13, no.5
(November 1988), p. 5.
:jz Karpat,Studies on Turkish Politics and Society: Selecteitlés and Essayg. 228.

Ibid.
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possible by internalizing the western political taués and social values. Therefore, Turkish
modernization project comprised westernization gsogess entailing the adoption of Western
ways, values and patterns of thought. As a maftéma, this was stated by AtatirkjVe want

to modernize our country. All our efforts are diest towards setting up a contemporary and
western government. Is there a single country —ilidn desire of entering the realm of

civilization that has not turned to the West?”

For Ataturk, the path to reach the level of conterapy civilization was that of
modelling Western type of system as modernizatias associated with westernizatih“The
concept of modernity—progress—was embodied ineh@ medeniyet-uygarlikthe last term is
a recent linguistic innovation) or “civilization,and the West came to be regarded as its
source.*”® Resulted in a subjective evaluation, the Westévilization was believed as the
superior model among civilizations. As the West \pasceived to be the indisputable superior
actor, modernization and westernization becamersyme in the meantim&” That the concepts
of modernization became inseparable from westetinizand Europeanization in the mindset of
the republican elite. In other words, given theoldgical and political preferences of the state

elites, modernization was always equated with wetation.

“Westernization, in the Turkish context, meant anautment to reach not only the
standards of economic, scientific and technologitealelopment of the West but to establish a
secular and democratic political ord&f>The republican elite considered the West as aueniq

and fundamental dynamic of the social transfornmatmd the state authority as the unique

"1 Atatiirk’tin Soylev ve Demegletil (Ankara: Atatiirk Aratirma Merkezi Yayinlari, 1997), p. 485.

"2 To make society ‘modern’ (muasir) and ‘civilize@hedeni) was the aim of the Kemalists. Both of ¢hesms,
which at times were used as synonyms, referrecmbemporary European civilization, which the Kersisl like
the radical ‘Westernizers’ among the Young Turkiobethem, considered the only viable civilizatiarthe world.
For more information, see in Zirchdhe Young Turk Legacy and Nation Building: From @téoman Empire to
Atatlirk's Turkeyp. 136.

73 Karpat.,Studies on Turkish Politics and Society: Selecteidlds and Essay®. 305.

7% Studying the relationship between the Islamic dahd West, the differentiation between “moderrargtand
“westernization” is essential. The former concethe admitted need to adopt Western technologies raoik
generally modern science while the latter is rej@cas cultural betrayal of Islamic values (partichyl when it
comes to the question of the role of women in dgkieSee in LewisyWhat Went Wrong? The Clash between Islam
and Modernity in the Middle Eagt, 73. Ward and Rustow construct their frameworldbfining modernization as
a process distinct from westernization in terms palitical and cultural changes of identity. Accardly,
modernization is defined in structural terms of ustlialization, secularization, social mobility, iexece and
technology, education, the shift from ascribed ¢hieved status, and a rise in material standardiviof). See in
Robert E. Ward and Dankwart A. Rustow, é®blitical Modernization in Japan and Turkérinceton: Princeton
University Press, 1964), p. 3.

47> Onis, p. 5.
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instrument for this process. Western civilizatiomswperceived as a total reality including
economy, science and technology with all the belaygy not attributed to any one of the nations
of Europe. In other words, for the republican elitevilization symbolized a fixed notion of
development and progress irrespective of the diffees among the European countti@dn
other words, western civilization was conceivedasfa singular entity that did not have an
internal diversity. For the Kemalist elite, civiidon was not predicated upon the properties and
inherent qualities of the western societies, inktdawas based on what they conceived as,
universal principles, such as reason and scienkerefore, the level of progressive countries
was not posed to differentiation among them, wharhthe republican elite, irrespective of the
country of origin whether English, French or angntmporary civilization had to be followed

and its manner both mentally and institutionally ba be adapted to the Turkish society.

Westernization as a concept and program to “rengs” state and society, in effect,
became an identity constituting orientation as history of westernization was in essence the
history of the response to the western challengdahen military, political, economic and
cultural/civilizational realm&’” European civilization was conceived as the histdrgontinuous
revolution which constituted the fundamental chemastic of modernity as understood as a
linear, continuous and cumulative process referringa series of practices, ideas, and
experiences that led European civilization as etkgegl. This assumption about the linear
development path indicated that all the traditiomaddes of production, structures of social
organization, political legitimization, as well aaditional norms and values were progressively
pressured and changed by patterns of this progessding from the West to the rest of the
world. On the whole, modernization attempts of teeublican regime were based on this
assumption that modernity was a neutral model,anstage in the development of a specific
socio-cultural formation, but a blueprint adaptatdedifferent conditiond’® Accordingly, all

478 For Mardin, “Atatiirk could be considered as a piygie in his regard of “Westernization” as progteSee in
Mardin, “Baticilik,” p. 250.

" Dankwart A. Rustow, “The Modernization of Turkey Historical and Comparative Perspective,”Sncial
Change and Politics in Turkey: A Structural-Histmad Analysis,ed. Kemal Karpat (Leiden: Brill, 1973), pp. 94 -
95.

4’8 Rittersberger-Tilic and Kalaygit, p. 70.
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societies were said to undergo the same transfaomsaonly at different periods of time and in
the very end, they would all be ‘modern’ in a Westsensé’®

Since the enactment of various laws that were iaddrom the West, did not reflect the
relations existed in Turkey at the time, but ofsthaohat were wished for, it was assumed that the
society would evolve towards “modern civilizatiom’the course of timé&° Viewing Turkey as
suited to being a part of civilized nations afterextensive process of modernization covered
issues related to the alteration of state-socedstions. The conception of the constant change as
a dominant characteristic of European civilizatimought together the consequent tension with
the past as the Kemalist view of history was baseda strict black-and-white opposition
between the forces of progress and the forces aftiom that try to reverse the process of
modernization, to halt Turkey’s progress on that®o contemporary civilizatior{®*

Making the Turkish society to acquire the qualitefsthe western civilization, thus,
republican reforms stood as the steps for procgadithe path of civilization in a society which
was neglected for centuri€€. For the bureaucratic elite, the society in a noes#rn context
which was still immature and unable to be awarthefknowledge of truth, Turkish masses had
to be enlightened towards a civilizing objectiveplemented through making legal regulations,
educating the public by means of social and cultadivities and by building institutions
serving to this aim. As Atatirk stated that he wlobé happy if he ‘had been able to clear up
some points that would be able to make the nattwhthe children of the future attentive and
wakeful’ *®3 For this objective to be achieved, revolutionayws$ were set out one after another
with the aim of reaching the level of western ¢aation. Within the context of radical
reorganization, the aim was to free institutionsnfrtheir oriental character by modernizing

them.

¥ Kaya and Tecmen, p. 1.

80 Belge, “Kiiltiir,”p. 1300.

“8L 7iircher,The Young Turk Legacy and Nation Building: From@toman Empire to Atatiirk's Turkgy. 5.

82 In his speech of October 1927 Kemal explainedidea behind his reforms in these terms: Gentleritemas

necessary to abolish the fez, which sat on theshefdur nation as an emblem of ignorance, negtigefanaticism,
and hatred of progress and civilization, to acaefis place the hat, the headgear used by theentiuilized world,

and in this way to demonstrate that the Turkislonain its mentality as in other respects, in rywliverges from
civilized social life.

83 Z{ircher,The Young Turk Legacy and Nation Building: From@t®mman Empire to Atatiirk's Turkgy. 11.
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In parallel with the thought of reaching the lee&lcontemporary civilization, what was
aimed with the Kemalist reforms was to strengthen national authority and to gain an equal
stance among the developed nations of the worltheéAstated Existing civilization that started
its journey from Europe, is such a gushing floogly(g hurusan) that it violently destroys every
obstacle that it faces. Muslim folk should avoidisgng the floods of civilization. They can
secure their national existence (hayat-i milliyejyoby belonging to this movemerit* For the
founding elite, the Turks were a great people eagachievement, who had gone astray through
the evil effects of certain elements and forcesragrtbem; they ought to be restored to the path
of progress, to find their place in the communityivilized nations'® The aim was to stand as
an equal partner in inter-state politics as a mod®tion-state ascended on its own cultural
dynamics. While Atatlrk’'s primary goal was a modayd, secular Turkey which could compete
successfully with other states, nations and sasett the highest level of contemporary
civilization, he also wanted to mold a Turk who,ilhmodernized/ civilized, would still be
proud of his own heritage and deeply attached o fatherland® National character was
stressed in the process of modernization which gwessed as to melt the contemporary
renovations in the national structure in the preced both mental and institutional

westernizatiorf®’

As due attention was given to the national selfyidg within the context of
modernization, culture and civilization was notdakas equals, while culture was related to the
nation, but that of civilization was seen as onedib humanity. Expressing this view, Atattrk
had told:“Nations are many, but civilization is one, and farnation to progress it must take
part in this single civilization.**® Likely, in a speech delivered on September 1928k said:
“The aim of the revolutionary measures we have ka®h are taking, is to bring the people of
the Turkish Republic into a state of society whitentirely modern and civilized.*® In
parallel, even though the path to modernization waescted to the western advancements,

“Atatlrk’s concept of modernization was not to Wiy imitate the west nor blindly follow

84 Atatlirk’'tin Soylev ve Demeclet (Ankara: Atatiirk Aratirma Merkezi Yayinlari, 1997), p. 416.
“85 |_ewis, The Emergence of Modern Turkey 292.

%88 | andau, “Atatiirk’s Achievement: Some Consideragiop. xiii.

**7 Kocatiirk, p. 7.

Ataturk’iin Séylev ve Demeclelil (Ankara: Atatirk Argtirma Merkezi Yayinlari, 1997), p. 645.
** bid., p. 418.
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suit"*®. That is to say, its basic substance and fundatfeentere derived from within, and its
genuine objective was determined by consideringsihecific needs and requirements of the

nation-state.

This combination emerged as the collapse of then@dh Empire spawned the legacy of
Turkish sensitivity to western social and cultutatision, while political and military success in
the national struggle against foreign occupatiaicde evoked renewed pride in the concept of
the Turkish state, now bolstered by nationalf$hiThe national discourse identified European
imperial powers, which had sought to partition therkish homeland after World War 1, as
external enemies. Nevertheless, to realize Mus#tafaal's objective of “elevating Turkey to the
level of contemporary civilization,” the Turkishas¢ had to consider the external enemies,
namely European countries, as its mddelTherefore, the nationalist formulation was
constituted in a paradoxical arrangement in thelgviloirkish modernization project, that while
protecting the distinctiveness of Turkish ethnieitsnroad to the Western civilization, at the
same time becoming a part of Western civilizatyet, preventing a fully fledged “degenerated”
Westernization for the sake of retaining the dettireness of its “Turkishnes$” Indeed, the
acceptance of Western civilization and the rejectbits cultural penetration “was the leitmotiv
in Turkish nationalism as it evolved alongside Tsinknodernization*>*

As Atatirk pointed out,We are not taking the western civilization for tisake of
following suit. We take from that civilization aadopt those useful points which we consider fit
and suitable for our structure within the boundsaafrld civilization.”® The newly constituting
Turkish state, thus, tried to bring civilizationtime line with the national culture of Anatolia.rFo
this end, “Atatirk and his supporters worked oupditical, cultural, social and economic
scheme designed to be radically different from@t®man experience while still reflecting the

0 Kocatirk, p. 9.

91 Frank Tachau, “The Political Culture of Kemalistrkey! in Atatiirk and the Modernization of Turkeyl Jacob
M. Landau (Boulder, Colo.: Westview Press, 1984) 1

2 Behlil Ozkan,From the Abode of Islam to the Turkish Vatan: Thekidg of a National Homeland in Turkey
(USA: Yale University Press, 2012), p. 104.

493 Atatiirk’s choice of combination of these valued dot make the task of reform any easier. Moreotfs,
dialectical contradiction between modernism andig#ém did in the end have an effect on what hedtrto
accomplish. See in Landau, “Atatiirk’'s Achievem&udme Consideratiorisp. xiii.

“%ayse Kadiglu, “The Paradox of Turkish Nationalism and the 6tomction of the Official Identity,”
Middle Eastern Studiespl.32, no.2 (April 1996), p. 179.

% Atatiirk'tin Soylev ve Demeclel (Ankara: Atatiirk Aratirma Merkezi Yayinlari, 1997), p. 321.
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national identity of Turkey and its presumed histairroots reaching back to the Sumerians and
the Hittites.”**° In order to cope with modern Europe, the old Teiddlture ought to be revived
as western technology be adopted at the same limaher words, Turkish ethnic culture and
national norms were to be preserved, while the #olojpf European science and technology as a
necessity of national survival was advocated. Iswaout to adopt the western science and
technique in order to make the Turkish state asepfmvas those civilized nations as “the basic
goal of Kemalism was spiritual and material modgrror “progress,” within the framework of a

national state?®’

3.1.4. A Corollary to Kemalist Modernization: Scientism?*®

“The major ideology in the formation of the Turkigtepublic was to achieve a radical
transformation into a society which was expecteddoruled by a Western rational mind and
scientific reasoning®® For the republican modernization movements, iffthekish society was
wanted to be developed, the attempt ought to betékfezation by appropriating science. This
emphasis on rationality and science which emergedbthe Western Enlightenment also put
great marks on the Turkish modernization perspestiior Atatlrk, the most important
contributions of the West were in the social stuuetand in the positive sciences preponderant in
this society’™® That was why he set out reforms to include evepeat of social and cultural life
under the domain of science. With the belief that transfer of the ‘scientific thinking’ would
answer social, administrative and moral questidhe, Kemalist project depended on the
indispensability of scientific thinking for modemaition. In the issue of westernization, what
formed the basis was that of attitude deliberatalyried out by Atatlrk in his belief about the
superiority of scienc”* Advocated secularism and rationalism that wasrigleaoted in the
ideals of the revolution, this ideology manifestadmodern cosmology derived from the

Enlightenment®® Amazed by the Western material success and scighizdh meant progress,

4987 Y. Hershlag, “Atatiirk’s Etatism”, iAtatiirk and the Modernization of Turkesd Jacob M. Landa(Boulder,
Colo.: Westview Press, 1984), [@.6 - 177.

97 Karpat.,Studies on Turkish Politics and Society: Selecteitlés and Essay. 305.

98 Scientism is a world-view that regards sciencéhasnly way of knowing and disregards possibility of angthi
beyond the scope of science.

49 Rittersberger-Tilic and Kalaygit, p. 70.

%0 Mardin, “Baticilik,”p. 249.

%1 Giinyol, p. 259.

%02 Although the influence of the Enlightenment, Comfeositivism and Durkheim's solidarism was notligége,

Mustafa Kemal and his associates rarely borrowed ideas directly from foreign models, but weradga by

117



the elite believed that the source of Western sopsr depended upon a scientific materialist
philosophy. Its rationalism was intimately linkexdcientism, as the essence of positivism lied in
the assumption that universal laws akin to the lafvscience constituted the basis for the
evolution of societie3?® Since it was believed that the Western materiatass was due to
science, for the Kemalist elite, to become a discigi materialism also meant to become
modern, civilized, and progressive. In other woms their belief was based on the universality
of science's domain, the idea of passage to catiim was foreseen through the adoption of
scientific thinking. As Atatlrk statedAs an advanced and civilized nation, we will livethe
midst of contemporary civilization...Those natievisich insist on the maintenance of irrational

traditions and irrational beliefs, do not progres&*.

Harmonizing both the positivist motifs passed fr@omte to Durkheim and the cultural
analysis approaching to evolutionism, Ziya Gokadd la considerable impact on the mindscape
of the republican er®” Theorized on how to reconcile Turkish culture witiledernization and
westernization, he reflected the elitist aspedhef Kemalist variant of positivism. That, during
the republican period, within the modernizationga®s, positivism began to share its domain
with the philosophy of evolutionisif® It was assumed that once the institutional kernéla
modern system established, the process of modéorizeed to an irreversible structural and
organizational developments in all social sphered ® sustained growth in the common
evolutionary direction. Convinced that past Islamiactices had led to failure, the Kemalist elite
believed in evolutionary progress. For the rulingee if foundations of the society would be

modernized, it would eventually reach to the lenfativilized countries.

For Atatiirk, contemporary civilization is basedsmience®’ Therefore, Atatiirk’s ideal

of westernization was about to determine the methoid development based on scientific

convictions that had already inspired several gaimrs of Ottoman Turkish reformers and, duly adabed, had
become part of the national intellectual patrimd®ge in Dumont, p. 41.

%03 Z{ircher,The Young Turk Legacy and Nation Building: From @toman Empire to Atatiirk's Turkey. 238.
Zurcher alleges that the Kemalist elite shared rsgvelements of French positivism. These includedi- a
clericalism, scientism, biological materialism, lattarianism, intellectual elitism, distrust of ethmasses,
nationalism and social Darwinism.

% Atatiirk’tin Soylev ve Demegleti(Ankara: Atatiirk Argtirma Merkezi Yayinlari, 1997), p. 87.

*%Ekrem kin, “Osmanl Modernlgmesi ve Pozitivizm,” inTanzimat'tan Cumhuriyet'e Tiirkiye Ansiklopedigi,
(istanbuliletisim Publications, 1985), pp. 361 - 362.

%% pid., p. 361.

%7 Timur, “Atatiirk ve Pozitivizm,” p. 95.
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knowledge. A national development provided by tteescontrol under the leadership of the
republican elite was seen the way to reach thel lefecontemporary civilizations. This
development included political, economic and samititiral progress while all the structure with
its institutions inherited from the Ottoman Empias exposed to change. For the Kemalist
thinking, sound and systematized knowledge coufdesas a reliable and indispensable guide
not only in matters pertaining to material aspexdtgivilization but also in all sorts of social,
administrative, and moral questiotls. Modem civilization rested largely on its sciertifi
achievement and how European science and the Eamggmentific method would be adapted
and adopted in Turkey were the questions the régarbklite were preoccupié’ In order to
replace the Ottoman order that had lied in fronthe modernization movement of the new
regime, reforms had vital importance to be ablmstitute a secular and democratic social order
in which the contemporary way of thinking would ddopted for the end to proceed in the path
of reason and science as a straight line to Atatiio pronounced thdFor everything in the
world, for civilization, for life, for happinessyé truest spiritual guide in life is science. Toko
for any other guide than science and technologyblisdness, ignorance, and heres¥”
(Hayatta en hakiki miit ilimdir).>** As understood from this famous dictum of Atatiirk,
scientism™ and biological materialism (as well as social Diaism) occupied a more prominent

place in Kemalist thinking’*®

“Atatirk’s concept of modernization represented hole@ with its political, social,
cultural and economic aspects and forms a seriegriotiples and revolutions based on a
rational line of thought®*“ That the six principles of Kemalism were formuthia response to

the emerging needs of the modernization process i@ionalization of this determination to

>% Atabay, pp. 25 -26.

09| ewis, The Emergence of Modern Turkey 437.

10 Atatiirk’iin Soylev ve Demecleti(Ankara: Atatiirk Aratirma Merkezi Yayinlari, 1997), p. 57.

1 This dictum of Atatiirk demonstrates a world viespdnded upon a scientific materialist philosopiBy the end
of the nineteenth century, positivism, althoughgimlly an idealistic ideology, had merged with Bierian
biological materialism to produce a mindset that bast be called ‘scientism’: an unshakeable béligirogress
through science. Darwinism and also social Darwinigere very much part of this mindset.” See in Atdband
Zurcher, pp.4 - 5.

*12 The scientism of the Kemalist elite demonstratias gradually science would be exalted to a pasitibreligion
in order to refute religion's role in the socialndain as religion was believed to be the sourceasklardness that
had made the Ottoman Empire lose its power andigegs the worldvis-a-visWestern states.

13 Z{ircher,The Young Turk Legacy and Nation Building: From@t®man Empire to Atatiirk's Turkqy. 149.

> Kocatirk, p. 14.
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modernize’®® Within a systematic modernization program (callé@malism™'®), science was
taken as the basis to render development. On tygavianodernization, science and rationalism
remained the basis of Kemalist principles and rafas he proclaimed in his 1933 anniversary
speech“Sciences are a torcil’ kept in hand and mind by the Turkish nation imi&rch on the
way to progress and civilizatior?™® The Turkish society which had lagged behind thestdeie

to the impediments of the political and social ordé the previous regime was exposed to
transformation through a method of modernizatioteasined by the Kemalist principles which
envisaged a secular and democratic social ordémtbald be open to progress in the light of
science. Since religion could not be reconciledhwstientific thinking, the cornerstone of
civilization according to the Kemalists, its contreas necessary for progress, thus, secularism
was also promoted and supported in the name ofcl&® With the reforms, his aim was to
build a new regime and within it modern individuateo would have critical thinking. For this
end, he set out those means which would carry thkidh society to the level of contemporary

civilization.

With institutional and cultural reforms, he strivaa replace the traditional with that of
objective, modern construct which would enable ase a new generation in the path of
contemporary civilization. The modernization prajéicrough the rationalized services of the
state sought to transfer the citizens of the gtdte scientific-minded, modern individuals and
future generations that would safeguard Turkey&e@lamong the other modern nation sttes.
To this end, a national and secular education systeplaced the old methods with the
requirements of contemporary advancements of seiand technology. It was supposed that
turning away from Islam toward scientific knowledg®uld embody a new Kemalist man,

highly logical and experimental; thus, Turkish youwas vociferously encouraged to study

*1> Steinbach, p. 78.

*1% “Kemalism (Atatiirkciliik in Turkish) is the viewiented for the goal of changing some of the basiectural

elements inherited from the Ottoman Empire andettirsy up a community inspired by the Western waiion-

which was to be regarded as the first step towdmelsourse of world civilization- in lieu of them the Republic of
Turkey. “ See inSerif Mardin, “Atatirk¢ul@Eun Kokenleri,” in Cumhuriyet Donemi Turkiye Ansiklopedidi,
(istanbuliletisim Publications, 1985), p. 86.

*1” Symbol of torch signifies advancement on the pattivilization. One of the towers exists in theusaleum of
Ataturk (Anitkabir) is called Tower of Reforms irhigh a hand raising a radiating torch to the skigsbolizes the
reforms that carried the Turkish Republic to theeleof contemporary civilization.

*18 Atatiirk’tin Soylev ve Demegleti(Ankara: Atatiirk Aratirma Merkezi Yayinlari, 1997), p. 47.

>% Atabay, p. 27.

> bid., pp. 27- 28.
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science’?! To educate people and thus to bring up a new géarrwhose members would
accept the primacy of rational thinking was ther@gaisite for bringing about a society in which
science and technique would function properly. &teti thinking constituted the basis of the
modernization project of the republican regime; vathout making people believe in the
inalienability of rationalism and science, even adern legal system would be able neither to

protect nor to sustain the continuance of a sogeigted by science.

In order to accept the guidance of science, ind&isl ought to be educated by modern
techniques and would be made free from dogmas @ed to critical thinking. For this end,
among many, the first thing to do was to make se@rh accepted in the society as a way to
guarantee rights and freedoms gained through a mabmocratic system of governance. This
was very important for Atatirk who conceived thewviability of secular thinking for a society
in which economy, science and technology wouldilftitieir functions as they do in civilized
countries. In Atatirk’s own words he intended &xplain how a great nation, which was
thought to have come to the end of its nationasterice, had gained its independence and had
founded a national and modern state based on tét larinciples of science and technolody’.
As being developed meant to reach the level oferopbrary civilization and thus to engage in
westernization, and thus being modernized, for rileng elite, modernization was tied to
economic and technological development. Since aepoNv state apparatus, a modern and
effective military securing it, technological powerealth and etc. was realized in the West, the
founders of the republic aimed to forge the stat¢hts level through acting like the We8t.
Thus, western science and technology would be uled strengthening the Turkish

infrastructure, economy and political foundation.

The advancement Western countries had gained a@saitheir acceptance the guidance
of the principles of science and technology. Tfoeee for the founding fathers, the task that had
to be undertaken was to take the guidance of seiand technology if the Turkish society would
be carried to the level of contemporary civilizatiand developed in all fields. Fascinated with
European progress, their activity was of modergizime society with the help of science which

was thought as a necessary cure to bring progresslase the civilizational gap between their

21 Akural, p. 128.
22 7{ircher,The Young Turk Legacy and Nation Building: From@t®man Empire to Atatiirk's Turkgy. 11.
% Belge, “Kdltiir,” pp.1294 — 1295.
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state and Europe. It was portrayed that the driviagce of technology made societies
modernized, developed and industrialized. It wasiaed that if material change as an inherent
part of modernization would be accepted, social amitural adjustments necessitated by the
same change would follow the progress. Within tiaenework of this new program, realization

of westernization especially in the cultural figlds sought®

The principal and most obvious association they enads that modern peoples and
nations could marshal empirical data, and contndl lauild global networks that advanced moral
progress?° These broad constructions were wrapped up in weafounding elite considered
their national identity—theirs was a modern “cdtion.” Their view of history only confirmed
these beliefs. In essence, Kemalist modernizatias ased on this fact which foresaw the
search the guidance of science and technologyhdséw elite tried to place Turkey on a path
of secularization and westernization, what caméedonamed as Western science became a
rallying tool for the Republican elifé® For the Kemalist elite, faith in technology and rado
progress proceeded as the steam age seemed totéheraugurate a new epoch, one of
undeniable progress. It was assumed that the rab#ard technological advances in European
society had “moral” repercussions that revealedugh civilized material and social progress.
The path and the method of Kemalist modernizati@s wummarized by Atatirk in his own
words as the following‘*We cannot shut our eyes and assume that we livisalation. We
cannot fence off and live without having any cotgadth the world. On the contrary, we shall
live on the scene of civilization as a progresawe civilized nation. Such life is possible only
through, science and technology. We will take ttien€e and technology from any country
wherever they may be found, and put them in thdshe#all individuals of the nation. There is

no condition or reservation concerning the adoptidrscience and technology?’

Science and modern techniques were seen essenpadvient a society from collapse.
Therefore, science and technology were importetthéyepublican elite as they believed in them
as the basis of the Western power and their pregessl thus of the contemporary civilization.

For the end which was based on the idea of makiegsociety gain qualities of the civilized

24 Belge, “Cumhuriyet Déneminde Batiltaa,” p. 260.

*% Thomas, p. 11.

2% Atabay, p. 24.

27 Atatiirk’iin Soylev ve Demecleti (Ankara: Atatiirk Aratirma Merkezi Yayinlari, 1997), p. 367.
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nations, the task to be accomplished was coverinbae with its political, economic and socio-
cultural aspects. This was why reforms were setsogtessively in various realms. Besides,
Atatlrk’s revolution and principles embraced thehpaof reason and logic that would raise
Turkey in the shortest time to the level of contenapy civilization. That Atatlrk’s method of
modernization depended on the principle of “cagyout many a great task in a short time.” The
measure of time, according to Atatirk, must be saged“by taking into consideration the
contemporary concept of speed and movement busynfiillowing the benumbing mentality of

the past centuries™®

As the authority of the new regime gained strentfib, extent of those reforms which
attempted to modernize the society was extended hemteforth the state made itself felt
increasingly throughout the society. That, the bdgan state embarked on efforts to spread
westernization throughout Anatofi& The aim of modernizing a social structure comjyeire
the shortest possible time necessitated mediunmaoinitting the ideas of revolution to the
society. Hence, the regime's transport crisis advay development were being tackled with
revolutionary ideas and methods. As a symbol ohrietogy by itself and as a means in
conveying the reforms to the different parts of toentry, railway became the prototype in the
Kemalist modernization whose main pillar was tHas@entific and technological advancement.
As the technology of the time, this medium wouldttaén which helped to construct the nation-
building process not only through binding differeareas of country together under a single
authority, but also through conveying the revolnéiny ideas to the bottom of the society as it
provided the chance for state elite to travel te tountryside in a rather easier Way.
Educators, members and other social reformersused rail line to their advantage to promote
their civilizing activities in such peripheral pkein inner Anatolia.

%8 Atatiirk’'tin Soylev ve Demegleti(Ankara: Atatiirk Aratirma Merkezi Yayinlari, 1997), p. 37.

*% Belge, “Tirkiye'de Ginlilk Hayat,” p. 841.

30 some of these travels of the state elite includiigtiirk are given in photographs in Hasan R. Spyak
Dogumundan Cumhuriyetidlanina Kadar Fotgraflarla Atatiirk ve Ataturk'tin Hususiyetlefistanbul: Hayat
Yayinlari, 1966).
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3.2. Railway Development during the Republican Period

Transportation was one of the sectors which shaavexdrked improvement in the period
between 1923 and 1958 Railways were regarded as one of the most impbrsans for
transportation during the republican &faAs the main actor of the economic affairs, theesta
took control of railroad transportation into itsnidlaas railroads signified more than an enterprise
for the state which was trying to strengthen itghatity in every corner of the country at a time
when political and economic turmoil both at home aninternational arena was posing a threat
to the existence of the new regime. While the GBsgtression made itself felt and tariff walls
were escalating between the states, the stateohildtways to increase the amount of capital
and goods. For this end, it had to extend beyon@maéies and reached to the inner Anatolia.
Economic intentions were not the only reason wley rigpublican regime was in great need of
the transportation medium at the time, i.e. radsyaut there were also political, military, social
and cultural aims. Rapid economic reconstructioth modernization was intended to realize by

concentrating resources on the transport sectonapity the railways.

Debating the potential place of foreign economiatiens in national development, the
Kemalist elite recognised a danger of subjugatiphooeign powers, but they were confident of
averting it through state control of foreign traated investment. Therefore, railroads had to be
nationalized and extended to different areas ofrémblic as the regime was threatened both
from inside and outside. As discontents againgtémew regime and its reforms had already led
to uprisings, according to the military concermsjtiations were imposed on the construction of
railways in some parts of the country.Especially those areas mainly populated by thedistr
majority were prioritized by the republican elitehavwere trying to implement a national
political agenda which was based on the nationatoric of homogeneous society with one
language, geography and history. In case of angilplesrevolt, to be able to make military
transfer easily to these regions was crucial ferdtate to show its power in order to sustain the

unity of the republic.

%31 Korkut Boratav, “Tirkiye’de Devletcilik,” inCumhuriyet Dénemi Tiirkiye Ansiklopedigi,(istanbul:iletisim
Publications, 1985), p. 416.

332 Tekeli andilkin, “Tiirkiye'de Ulastirmanin Gekimi,” p. 2758.

*3nsel, p. 424.
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In addition to the internal threats the state &gjainst to its own authority, the republic
was cautious about the developments outside ideloer Having experienced the hardship of the
mobilization due to lack of efficient means of tsportation during both the First World War and
the Independence War, the republican elite was evedrthe dire need to improve the
infrastructure throughout the country as they wialowing the political atmosphere in the
outside world. The shocking defeat on home tegritarthe First World War marginalised the
position of Turkey in Europe. National pride wasnd@ed, as was the prestige of the regime
itself both at home and abroad. Although the regpreved itself with the Independence War
fought with great hardships, increasingly, staficiaiis of the new regime understood that only
by modernising the country's economy and militasgcés could the regime hope to restore its
reputation, guarantee its future and resume aweactile in European affairs. To be able to
prevent a threat against its borders in a possvalethat would erupt in Europe, the state had to

have full control over the railroads and to add me&ads in certain regions.

Beyond this need for defensive purposes, within nbhgon-building process, with its
target to homogenize the society socially and callltyin accordance with its national program,
the state had to reach in every corner of the cpuirt order to provide the legitimacy of the
new regime and sustain the authority of the reputiiroughout the country, the state had to
carry its ideals and reforms to the people whogaltgp needed to be diverted from former ties of
tradition including religion and regionalism to thmational belonging of the new regime.
Accordingly, one of the six principles of the Keisalideology, revolutionism necessitated to
make people accept the reforms and henceforthstaisuthe maintenance of them. “In effect, it
expressed the intent of the party to replace aagittonal institution it considered inimical to
progress®* as revolution implied a much wider change. Asrst find foremost a code word of
the Kemalist method of attaining the particular-ealcompassing civilization, revolutionism
would feed the basis of the ideology of the stateugh guaranteeing for the permanency of the
other principles. In other words, for the duratadrreforms and thus the authority of the regime

itself, the reforms had to be approved by the $p@ed this was the target of the principle of

34 Akural, p. 141.
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revolutionism promoted by the republft.For this end, thus, the state would use railwaya a

means to disseminate of these revolutionary ideas.

To modernize the society and to reach the levetasftemporary civilization was the
target of Atatlrk’s principles which were set dowight after the Turkish Struggle for
Independence had won. Following the foundationhef Turkish Republic, one of the points or
perhaps the first point to be accomplished in thil pf civilization was economic development
as the biggest problem in front of the founderghe republic was that of economic legacy
inherited from the Ottoman Empit& In other words, since twelve years of almost cordils
warfare had brought enormous losses to an alrgaahgaly peopled and impoverished country,
when the Turkish Republic came into being in 19®, most urgent problem it had to face was
that of economic development. As reforms in soaral political realms which were not backed
by the ones in the economic sphere would be dektinecollapse, to build up a national
economy was among the first attempts of the repablielite after the proclamation of the

change in political authority.

Since the most important aspect of economics waserkto the role it played in “the
survival of the state” for the founders of the relor establishment of a national economy that
would secure the existence of the state appeare@nthe main objectives of the republican
statesmen®’ For this end, while laws and regulations weredsisand congresses were held, the
state took the control of big investments throulgé plans set up in line with the principle of
statism. Yet, formidable problems were inherenthis process of modernisation. In a poor
economy that lacked capital and infrastructure, tbe@ way to modernization, large scale
construction activities were launched as meansoofrgunication, highways and vehicles were
extremely limited in number. Through the econonutiqy in which five-year plans were put in
action and the structural and institutional modeahon of the economic units through the
Western science and technology, republican elite ade to build a national economy in which

% Devoted to the cause of modernization and toentelss struggle to transform Turkey into a rapatiyancing
country capable of playing an important role in t¢i®rus of European nations, the revolution meamdray other
things a transformation in outlook, the adoptionnistern ways of life, a fight against ignorance aoperstition,
the import of new techniques, economic developraedti in particular, a constant resort to scienee. i Dumont,
pp. 34 -35.

>*insel, p. 420.

37 |bid., p. 419.
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highways, railways, bridges and dams were congtd)and brand new cities were erected in

Turkey.

As had the Tanzimat reformers and the westernizedny Turks, Atatirk and the
Kemalist elite believed in the merit of exogenoesetminants of changé® As technology and
science were seen as the base for the western pavedeprogress, technology of the time,
railways were given utmost importance by the rejgahbl elite. Complementing each other, for
political, economic and socio-cultural reasonslways were viewed as a way to achieve the
goals in these various realms. Beyond these aitmsyould be the site for proving the
determination of the new regime in following thevelpments closely and its eagerness to
adopt them and to implement them in the Turkishetpdn the shortest possible time. Beyond
their functions in building up a national econonay,nation-state and socio-cultural aims-to
conveying reforms to the society, railways wereo afvays used as a mean to propagate the
principles of the new regime. They showed that $uskere open to change towards
Westernization®® Railway development dominated the initial stagésthis modernisation
process, and it remained among the driving foréesconomic expansion in 1920s as Kemalist
economic policy placed railway development in tbeefront, both as an end and means. Its
emphasis on new locomotives and wagons embodieddéze of a rapid breakthrough in the

reconstruction and modernisation of the country.

“Railway building had been a top priority among thwdernization projects of the
Kemalist republic.®* By itself, it became a site for a modernizatioscdurse as in every
kilometre of rail line; the state saw itself to ¢ak step in the path towards the end of reachmg th
level of contemporary civilization. In every opegiof a new station, the republican elite used
this as a way to legitimize its power through atiting to its principles, differentiating itself
from the older regime, to refer to the outside Wpdnd even during the multi-party trials, for
strengthening its stance as a party in intra-gtali#éics. It was a way to legitimize itself, andith

the principles over which the republican regimektots ground, among which the aim of

338 Akural, p. 142.

% |n the Kemalist view, to demonstrate to the wdHdt Kemalist Turkey was indeed civilized was tisecond
independence war” or the “moral (manevi) indepedewar” against the ‘darkness’ and uncivilized e,
social, and cultural phenomena.

40 7{ircher,The Young Turk Legacy and Nation Building: From@t®man Empire to Atatiirk's Turkgy. 262.
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reaching the level of civilizations was put forwaasl an ultimate goal for the new generations to

fulfil as a task inherited from the founder of tle@ublic.
3.2.1. A Brief History of Railway Development

In the wake of military defeat and the collapsetlué imperial regime, the old state
railways were unable to meet the transportationadets of the Turkish nation and accumulated
massive deficits** To overcome these problems, and to help hold ¢hetcy together under the
new regime, the fledgling republican governmentfiadi state railways under its newly
established Ministry of Public Works. As establighan independent national economy was the
target the republican elite was striving for, r@a@ds were among those sectors which had to be
taken under state control in order to get rid oteen imperial pressuré’ Hence, “the railway

gained a new significance with the establishmenhefTurkish Republic™?

In 1923 the republic inherited the Baghdad Railwaych ran from Istanbul to Konya,
Adana and Aleppo, with connections to Ankara anchilz Eastern and central Anatolia,
however, were almost entirely without modern tramsp'* After the revolution, the new Turkish
government quickly displayed a positive attitudedods railway investment, including post-war
modernisation. The task of the republican modetimnagplan for railway infrastructure was to
develop the advantages of the country’s cross-pmesition and its transit potential with an aim
to enhance its integration into the European centimnd to support the economic development

of the country while providing continuous increa$ejuality of transport services.

One of the main concerns of the state, developroémtilways had a crucial stance
among the government projects that were realizéeréfore, although Turkey emerged from
more than ten years of war exhausted and poverigken, even in this wretched state, the
country allocated a considerable lump of its budgehe national railway systett Regarding
railway technology, the role played by the militaay the initial stage of the opening of the

%1 For further information about the railways duritigs period, see Mehmet OzdemMjitareke ve Kurtuly
Savai'nin Bglangic Doneminde Turk Demir Yollari: Yapisal ve Bmik Sorunlari (1918-192QAnkara: T.C.
Kaltar Bakanlgi, 2001).

%42 Establishing a politically and economically indegent state and abolishing every kind of westeivilpge were
the aims of the principles set out by the new regim political and socio-economic realms. See inAfetinan,
Devletcilik /kesi ve Tiirkiye Cumhuriyeti'nin Birinci Sanayi Rlal933(Ankara: Tiirk Tarih Kurumu, 1972), p. 1.
*3Toprak, p. 20.

**Hale, p. 157.

*>Toprak, p. 20.
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railways ought not to be overlooked. Although inquaecy of railroads depending on their spread
to limited area designated by the foreign investeh® built the network in the economically
developed regions rather than the whole countrgedserious damage during the war, railroads
which were the part of the Independence War bdgibdfilled its role as a vehicle of military
use. In order words, during the period when thk t#can efficient transportation system was the
major problem, railroads served in some of thetexjia missions to a certain extent. One of the
critical aspects of railway, its potency as a mailt technology, was both literally and
symbolically central to the national struggle ttransportation of troops and logistic material to

the fronts became possible through the railroaalsvtiere inherited from the Ottoman Empire.

The operation of railroads during the Independéiee served for the new regime in two
fronts that not only they played a strategic rategaining the national struggle, but also
experiences afforded during the period became aruoirailroad development when the new
regime was founded. The significance of railroahlgsing the war years would play the
determining role in the railroad policy of the falars of the republic who experienced the
trauma of the long war years, observed the roleaifoads in the national struggle. Military
leaders of the war years became the bureaucraidets in the new regime and gave due
attention to the railway development in the republihe close relation between the national
defence and the railroad development was very t@feem the decision for the urgent need for
the nationalization of railroads in order to abolihe foreign control over them. As the First
World War and the Independence War demonstratethtpertance of railways and necessity of

the change in railway policies, the state was fibtoetake control of the railways.

Indeed, the Turkish Republic inherited from the o@thn Empire both technical
personnel- who got experienced in the construatiorailroads during the imperial period- and
an extended railway network. Yet, transportatiohcyan the republican era distinguished from
the previous period on certain fronts such as dégrece on railways to a large extent in
transportation policy, prioritizing the unity of éhdomestic market over integrity into the
international market, purchase of infrastructurempanies from foreign hands, and the
increasing role of the state in railway operatitfisSince the beginning, while the military

concerns were of prime importance in the decision irhprove the railway network,

4 Tekeli andilkin, “Turkiye’de Ulastirmanin Gekimi,” p. 2761.
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administrators of the republic sought to ensure ébenomic development of the country as
well.>*” “With an eye to security, as well as to the nemdcbnnecting agricultural regions in the
interior with national and international marketse tyovernment began an energetic program of
extending the Ankara line eastwards to Sivas anzurdm and linking Diyarbakir with

Fevzipaa the pre-war Baghdad Railwa3}/®

The Independence War and the railroads were twgines in the development of
modern Turkey, operating with independent causdsffiects but simultaneously and in relation
to one another. The convulsive working out of viachnology, and the modern nation over three
decades was what made the building of a moderni§luRRepublic. Under the circumstances of
the time, railway development had a utilitarianestplue to the economic and political situation
in the country. The construction of a railway netkvoonnecting the inland to the major cities
and especially to the capital of the state was sszug for political stability. The link between
railroads and national defence would keep its mosiin the formation of the new state along
with the economic implications the railroad woulfleat. In addition to the roles it played in
economic and socio-cultural realms, military aim#oiwing the political concerns of authority
were always being the determinants in railway potitthe regime. The sites for the addition of
new lines were quite related to the strategic aespecially related to the Kurdish issue the state
had to deal at the time. The importance of themeais was recognized after the rebellions
referring to the vulnerability of the state fronethiewpoint of defence.

From both military and commercial standpoints, @saessential and inevitable that all
railways in Turkey be standardized under the stale serving to the cause of nationalization.
For the national concerns, lines which were opdrate foreign capital had to be nationalized
and railway construction policy had to be adjustedaccordance with the national goals.
Nationalization of railways which were in the hamdghe foreigners during the Ottoman Empire
was followed by the transformation of these line® ia national railway network in order to

provide integrity to the transportation for the destic market*®

47 Tekeli andilkin, “Tiirkiye'de Ulastirmanin Gekimi,” p. 2761.
*®Hale, p. 157.
> Tekeli andilkin, “Turkiye’de Ulastirmanin Gekimi,” p. 2758.
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Excluding the 1922-23 phase of second attempt @S Group®, the Izmir Congress
of 1923 constituted the milestone in understandiveg railway development in the republican
era. By early 1923, in the Izmir Economy Congreasroads were taken as one of the problems
that would be tackled by the new state. In ordemmprove the economic conditions of the
country, the development of railroads was stresaethe congress for enabling an efficient
transportation and connection between productioires and market places. In the congress, the
need for improvement in the transportation netwiarkeneral including canals, harbours, and
roads and the demand for a railroad constructigramicular were expressed that Atatlrk stated:
“We must turn our country into a network of railveagnd. motor roads ... for while the West and
the world use cars and trains, we cannot competansg them with donkeys and ox-carts on

natural tracks.”®>!

In addition to that, another important issue thaswheld in the congress for the
development of the national economy was about Gimgnof these transportation investments.
As a war-ridden country, one of the main problem®&conomics during the early republican
period was the lack of capital in initiating invesnts for building a national economy.
Characterized as capital-intensive investment,nih@y transportation infrastructure such as
railroad construction necessitated large sums mitalahe new regime would not be able to cope
with. Thus, to deal with such a big investment,efgn capital was inalienable for the
development of the national economy. Yet, bengfifnom Western capital and technology was
tied to national interests, as precautions werieedtan the congress report in order to prevent
privileges that investor countries would possilily to gain from their investments in Turkish

railway construction. It meant that having the @tém example in terms of the concessions

% The first phase of the Chester Project coveredér®d between 1908 and 1914 during the Ottombmn fithe

second attempt in the republican period was maielsted to the construction of railroads betweerkaka and
Mosul, stretching from the west of Anatolia to thast. Although the law regarding the project wagreyed in

1923 by the National Assembly, in the following rttesit failed to be realized due to exterior coiedis. Despite
its failure, the project was important in showimg tintention of the new regime to construct a rajmetwork in

the country and its willingness to use foreign talpn development of infrastructures. This libgpalicy would be
accepted as a method in the public work prograd®©@f. For futher details, see Bilmez B. Can, “SDygen Bir

Tath Hayal:Sarki Anadolu Demiryollari,"Kebikeg,no. 11 (2001), pp. 165 — 204 and CBemiryolundan Petrole
Chester Projesi, (1908-1923

1 Atatiirk’iin Soylev ve Demecletil (Ankara: Atatiirk Aratirma Merkezi Yayinlari, 1997), 571.
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granted to foreign investors regarding kilometricagantees, profit guarantees and/or natural
resource usage, the new regime was aware of treinegspects of the previous experietiée.

Until the Great Depression hit the world’s economyi929, development strategy was
drawn on the encouragement of free enterprise gutime 1920s. In practice, state
entrepreneurship during the 1920s was largely dichito basic public utilities and state
monopolies, which had a primarily fiscal purpose ahthe former, the railways were easily the
most important> With the decision the government took in 1924 ug but the foreign-owned
railway companies, while 3000 kilometres of trackdhbeen bought and another 2400 still
remained in foreign hands by 1930, eventually @uld be bought by the Turkish staté The
government at first hoped that progressive cultanal political reforms under a self-reliant, anti-
imperialist regime would automatically yield subgtal economic development through private
enterpris€> This was why the state itself did not attempt tmlee into a major actor in
securing economic development until the failurehef private sector to fulfil the expectation for
the realization of economic development, togethién the 1929 depression and its unfavourable
effects on the Turkish economy, the reluctancentmlve foreigners in economic activity, and
the apparent economic successes of the Soviet Wli@ontributed to the evolution of a policy
of etatism®, or state capitalisi™’ In other words, inability of the republican regirimetaking
crucial steps regarding rapid economic progressitsn first decade together with the
developments appeared in domestic and internatameal in 1930s led to the adoption of etatist
policies®®® Therefore, “etatism was an almost inescapabletisaltto the host of problems
Turkey faced in the early 1930%°

The serious economic crisis erupted in 1929 redetile need for the government to

review the economic policy preeminent at the tiffeThat, with the economic depression,

2 Gundiz A. OkcunTurkiyelktisat Kongresi 1923zmir: Haberler-Belgeler-YorumlafAnkara: Sermaye Piyasasi
Kurulu, 1997), p. 67.

*3Hale, p. 157.

4 7{ircher,Turkey: A Modern Historyp. 195.

35 Akural, p. 139.

S&Etatism meant, in effect, the intervention of tste as a pioneer and director of industrial #gfivn the
interests of national development and security,aircountry where private enterprise was either siuspe
ineffective.” See in LewisThe Emergence of Modern Turkey 471.

" Tyran, p. 110.

%8 Kepenek, p. 1764.

*9Hershlag, p. 175.

%0 cavdar, “Cumhuriyet Dénemi Tuiktisadi Diiincesi,” p. 1077.
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etatism would become the backbone determining ¢baamic policy of the republic. Although
“some development had already been undertakereifirdt ten years of the republic, notably in
the extension of the railways and the organizatanthe tobacco, match, and alcohol
monopolies®®, under the conditions prevailing in Turkey, par#zly during the world crisis,
an active role in the economic field was incumhgmin the state. Accordingly, five-year plans
were launched successively, as etatism was protedga 1931. In 1936 the ruling party, RPP,
had it written as an amendment to the constitutionessence, etatism foresaw the active
participation of state in economic life in orderléad the country in the shortest time possible to
prosperity although private enterprise would camirio be fundamental in Turkey’s economic
system. Even though existence of private sector kegg as fundamental to economy, with
etatist economic policy, state would become arvagiarticipatory in investment&’ A National
Industrial Development Plan was prepared in 1938 jgut into effect during the 1934-1938
period as the industrial backbone of Turkey, cosipg the State Economic Enterprises, was in
large part built during this tim&? In parallel with the protectionist policies, réstions over the
foreign capital were concentrated in the yearsofwilhg 1930 during which most of the

nationalizations were carried out mainly in munétipervices, sectors of mining and railwa$fs.

The main target of etatism was rapid economic agrekent in support of political and
economic independert®® and the state was able to reach this aim. Thatfiiant success was
registered in overall economic growth, in laying floundations for modern industry, and in the
efficient mobilization of resourc€&® Financing new industrial enterprises, togetherhwit
regulations in trade including tariff protectionasvmade the state play an important role in
economic development. Etatist policy of the repedsli regime was not solely limited to the
investment in industry, but also included the adstiation of public goods including mines,
forests, canals etc. Management of industriestredemetwork and petroleum were taken under

1| ewis, The Emergence of Modern Turkey 471.

*Emerged in the 1920s and 1930s as a pragmatic igrdrin etatism, the Turkish development strategs
derived from Kemalism, the brain child of Kemal &k, but its articulation and implementation owatre to
such faithful followers as Ismet Inéni who persbnalaborated and encouraged etatism, putting hjgint on
such projects as the construction of state raiscatd the design of protectionist industrializatpmiicies. See in
Ozay, p. 49.

*3Tyran, p. 110.

% Boratav, p. 415.

*® Hershlag, p. 174.

%% pid.., p. 175.
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the state control while foreign trade was monogpalim 1931. Together with these steps taken
for the establishment of a national economy, theeigment of the means of transportation,
despite its cost and difficulty in the rugged terraf Anatolia, was the second requisite to

Turkey’s economic advancement.

Within the policy for foundation of a national econy, “the state did interfere where
major investments were concerned and by far thd mggortant investment concerned railway
building.”®” Emerged as the principle source of economic dgtii accordance with the
principle of etatism, the state owned the majoustdes of the country including railways. As
industrial plans were closely associated with raywoutes, railway lines formed the main
arteries of the domestic market, linking every eoraf the country togethé?® The railway was
a key part of national policy that the governmeaswletermined to build a web of railway lines
across the country, and equally determined thaetiskould not be placed in foreign harfisn
this period, with the increasing interest of thetesin control of economics, the ultimate aim was
to establish an integrated domestic market throwmglionalization of the infrastructure
companies by purchasing them from the foreign aapit

Nationalization of railroads which were used toitvéhe hands of foreign capital in the
previous period constituted one part of the statalsoad policy. Etatist policies were effective
in the railroad policy during the period betweer31@nd 1940 when twenty foreign companies
including railroad companies were nationalized.réfare, this period witnessed the fastest new
railroad construction with an average of 250 kmchegear’* For the other part of the
republican railroad policy, the state aimed to ¢ttt new lines throughout the country in
accordance with how national integrity and funatgnof a national market necessitated. During
the early republican period, construction of rajywavas evaluated as a tool serving for the
development of the national economy and was dided¢te ensure the distribution of the
productive resources domestically while concermsdffence had also played an important role

57 7iircher, Turkey: A Modern Historyp. 195.

*8 Toprak, p. 21.

9 bid., p. 20.

>0 Tekeli andilkin, “Turkiye’de Ulastirmanin Gekimi,” p. 2761.

*"1 Dogan Avciglu, Tiirkiye'nin Diizeni: Diin, Bugiin, Yar{istanbul: Tekin Yayinevi, 1987), pp. 451, 456.
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in the arrangement as weff Accordingly, eight hundred kilometres of track wéaid between
1923 and 1929, and in 1929 another 800 kilometese wnder constructior”®

3.2.2. Railroads under the Republican Rule

When the Turkish Republic was declared in 1923y@pmately 4.000 km. of the lines
built and operated by various foreign companiesaiagd within the national borders of the new
State>’* “In 1923 the government had considered allowiriggte companies to operate the new
lines, but in 1927 their ownership was transfet@dn annexed budget institution, the General
Directorate of Railways and Port¥> “Meanwhile, the government decided to buyout the
foreign-owned railways, beginning in 1928 with fs&nbul-Adana and Mersin-Adana lin€&>”
These lines were nationalized by Law No: 506, phsse 24.05.1924 and establishing the
"General Directorate of Anatolian-Baghdad RailwayBbllowing Law No: 1042 passed on
31.05.1927 the name was changed to "General Adiraticen of State Railways and Ports” in
order to unite the railway construction and operal activities under one authority and to
broaden the scope of functioning. The nationalmabf the existing lines operated by private

companies involved the state in a debt of somelBROQ00 Swiss francs.

The government concentrated on an expansion ofailveay network. More than 2,000
miles of new railroads were constructed by theestiaring the years 1927-45. With the objective
of transporting goods in a most efficient way, tBpublican state made railway construction an
industrial priority, and by 1940 the railway netwowas almost doubled by reaching 8637
kilometres. The sums spent for these new lineschvipassed mostly through still thinly
populated areas, represented up to World War lles8rar 9 percent of the annual governmental
expenditure, totalling in all some 350-400,000,0@@kish Liras. Thus, railway construction and
operation developed by the government led eventuallthe formation of a Turkish national
railway system. That, the administration functignias a supplementary budgeted public

enterprise until 29.07.1953 was converted to aiPubtonomical Enterprise under the name

>"2Arif Merdol, “Cumhuriyet Dénemi Ukam Modelleri” in Cumhuriyet Dénemi Tiirkiye Ansiklopedigip
(istanbul:iletisim Publications, 1985), 2772
>73 7iircher,Turkey: A Modern Historyp. 195.
" The young Republic inherited 4559 kilometres dlfway lines from the Ottoman Empire.
575
Hale, p. 157.
% bid.
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"Republic of Turkey General Directorate of Stateil\Rays Administration (TCDD)" with a
government decree No: 233 in power of law.

In terms of transportation, Anatolia experience@difway revolution in the first 25 years
of the Kemalist regim@’’ The period from the War of Independence untilehd of the Second
World War showed a quite homogeneous nature ingesfmthe transportation policy of the
republican regimé’® Two methods were applied to implement the natiamal independent
railway policy. First method was to build new raalys in order to establish a network structure
which would ensure the national integrity and mnadioeconomy. Second method was to
nationalize the railways by purchasing those Iwbgh were in the hands of foreign companies.
These companies whose investments concentratedaibmays during the Ottoman Empire
continued to work in the early years of the republid were nationalized after 1978 Between
1922 and 1927, the state tried to develop rail agkevwith limited domestic resources. Railway
construction process continued slowly until 1927%ork 1927 onwards until 1933, the
government changed this strategy and resorted rigigfo capital for railroad constructiof
With this policy change, construction process ameséd with foreign companies which
provided medium-term loans to the government faolwey construction. However, due to
financial difficulties and poor work quality offedeby foreign companies, duration of

constructions extended and serious technical pmobleccurred in building of railways.

The effect of 1929 world economic crisis on Turkegs felt in 1931 and it resulted in the
decline of railway construction in 1931 and 1932.tAe impact of the depression decreased and
construction contracts started to be given to Blrkiompanies, railway construction accelerated
again in the following years. During 1930s, witle thtatist policies adopted by the government,

nationalization of railroads was prioritized. Thendgith of the constructed railways reached to

" Between 1923 and 1950, the constructed railways ®@00km Freight in railway transport was 20 tneper
person in 1923, 79 tone-km per person in 1938 anctased to 147 tone-km in 1950. Key indicatorateel to
transport sector indicate that railway lines whietre 4,100 km in 1929, increased to 5,100 km in919@ 7,100
km in 1938, to 7500 km in 1945 and, to 7700 km Q. The reason behind the rapid increase in leafjthe

railways between 1929 and 1945 was the statistipslcorresponded from 1930 to 1938. For more inétion, see
Boratav, p. 416.

"8 Tekeli andilkin, “Tiirkiye'de Ulastirmanin Gekimi,” p. 2761.

*"*Haydarpasa was also nationalized during this pktiGee in Seyfettin Girsel, “DiBorglar,” in Cumhuriyet
Donemi Tiirkiye Ansiklopedis, (istanbuliletisim Publications, 1985), p. 471.

8% flhan Tekeli and Selinilkin, “Cumhuriyetin Demiryolu Politikalarinin Okumu ve Uygulamasi,Kebikeg,no.

11 (2001), p. 138.
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3186 km. in this period. The railway constructidoweed again between 1939 and 1945 due to
the Second World War. From 1923 until 1935, railveaynection between western and central
Anatolia was completed while during the period bew 1935 and 1945, the link from the inner
parts to eastern Anatolia was accomplished withctirestruction of junction line€* Among the
main concerns of the state at the time, developneéntailroads was conducted through
realization of new projects as well as nationai@atof the old lines. Hence, the railway
development during the republican era could be @xaanin two parts; construction of new lines

and nationalization of existing ones in the follogipart®?
3.2.3. Railways Constructed by the State

Following the proclamation of the republic, as ih areas, railways were handled in
accordance with the national policy by the repwli@dministrators who saw the economic
development to be depended first and foremosteartfrastructure and strove for construction
of railroads in the countr® “A fairly adequate railway network had been comsted in
western Anatolia in the Ottoman era, but the Emruand Diyarbakir plateaus, which formerly
had not even been regarded as part of Anatolia, belanged inseparably to it, and the railway
had to be extended eastward¥.Between 1924 and 1945, 3383 km long new rail liwese
laid.>®> From 1923 to 1945, on average 200 km long line edded per year and railway
network expanded up to 7500 Rfi.The first step the government took in railway depenent
was to deal with construction of railroads betweertain centres and the new capital Ankara. As
the cosmopolitan port of Istanbul had to be relegdb the background, from now on every road
would lead to Ankara which was rebuilt and equippeith the best transportation and
communications facilitie®®” The main railway lines which were constructed ty $tate during

the republican period could be listed as in thewel

%81 Merdol, p. 2772.

*83within the constraints of the thesis, constructamd nationalization of some main lines are expthirieor
detailed analysis about the railway developmentinguthe republican era, sdsmail Yildirim, Cumhuriyet
Doneminde Demiryollari, 1923-195@nkara: Atatiirk Aratirma Merkezi, 2001); Tekeli anikin, “Turkiye’de
Ulastirmanin Gekimi,” and “Cumhuriyetin Demiryolu Politikalarininl@sumu ve Uygulamasi”; and Merdol.
83y ldirm, p. 85.

84 Toprak, p. 20.

%8 Tekeli andilkin, “Tiirkiye'de Ulastirmanin Gekimi,” p. 2761.

%8¢ Merdol, p. 2772.

87 Toprak, p. 20.
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Ankara- Sivas Line

Ankara-Sivas line was the most important rail linghe republican era and its first part
which was 80 km opened for business in 1915. DutimgyFirst World War and the national
struggle, due to the lack of railway network in thast of Ankara, difficulties had been
experienced. These difficulties determined theway policy of the new regime. As a result,
Ankara- Sivas line would be among the first railwiae that was handled in the republican
period. Initially, the line was built for militarpurposes, and later the route of the railway was
changed due to the economic benefits. The line &5 km long and its construction was
completed in 193678

Samsun- Sivas Line

Samsun-Sivas line was important for the governrasrit linked Samsun, Black Sea port
city, to Ankara. Its construction started in 192 872 km line was completed in 7 yedrs.
Due to the geographical conditions, the constradiime was extended and the money spent was
more than expected by the state.

Kltahya- Balikesir Line

The purpose of the Kitahya-Balikesir line was teehne shortest path between western
Anatolia and Ankara. Its construction began in 192%iutahya>®® 242 km long Kitahya-
Balikesir line was completed in 193%3.954 km long Ankara-Balikesir transport before the
construction, decreased to 592 km after the comopledf this line. As a result, the way from
western Anatolia to Ankara was shortened and finis became one of the most important

railway lines in the republican Turké&y?

Ulukigla - Kayseri Line

There were two main objectives behind the constnatf Ulukisla-Kayseri line. One of
them was of connecting the Black Sea and the Meditean Sea, and the other was providing

the economic improvement of production centres Kagseri. Its construction began in 1928

%8 1 Woods, Economic Conditions in Turke.ondon, 1934), p. 33.

*%9 Mehmet Ferit, “Buhran ve Bizim DemiryollarimizYemiryollari Mecmuaswol. 8, no.85 (March 1932), p. 26.
9% Demiryollari Mecmuasivol. 5, no. 46 (I.Kanun 1928), p. 85.

91 Demiryollar Mecmuasivol. 8, no. 88 (June 1932), pp. 267 — 268.

*92yldirnm, p. 82.
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and was completed in 199% Before the construction of this line, between Arskand Adana
was 1066 km. However, after completion, it was dased to 699 km. Hence, this line provided

the transportation of products harvested from CoNaito inland in a faster and cheaper way.

Fevzipga-Diyarbakir Line

Construction of the Fevzipa-Diyarbakir line started in 1927 and was complatetP35.
The reason for the long construction period wasgmgative impact of the 1929 world economic
depression on the Turkish economics between 19811882°°* By the completion of this line
which was 404 km, the cost of copper operation Imecaheaper as its transportation became
easier. By the construction of this line, republigovernment reached one of the objectives of
its railway policy that in this period in which haays were seen as an important factor in
operation of economic resources of the countryGhieg to copper was a significant step taken

in this regard™

Filyos-Irmak Line

Filyos-Irmak line was planned with the aim of smoatansportation of the Zonguldak
coal to the inner parts of the country. Startedl®27, 390 km. long line was completed in
1935°% Due to military reasons, its planned route wasiged and the distance of the line was
extended. One of the economic objectives of theeguwent it aimed to reach with the
construction of this line was to reach to coalls tegion and with the completion of this line,

this goal was achieved.

Afyon-Karakuyu Line

As Izmir-Aydin line was not connected to the railwaytwark of the country, it
constituted an obstacle to the economic developroktite country and resulted in significant
drawbacks in terms of military’! The construction of this line between Afyon andraiayu
was intended to solve this problem. Started in 193#fyon and reached to 112 km, this line

provided the connection between the region andthmtry's other railways. Through this way,

*Byakup H. Kalgay, “Bir Karg Fazla Demiryolu Siyasetimiz ve Mesut Neticelefg&miryollari Dergisi,vol.19,
no. 224-226 (l. Tgin-l1. Kanun1943), pp. 64 - 65.

94y Ildirm, p. 88.

% |bid., p. 90.

%9 Demiryollari Mecmuasivol. 11, no. 130 (I. Kanun 1935), p. 506.

97 yildirm, p. 95.
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the economic goal that was desired was reachedr#mesportation between the western Anatolia

and the other regions became cheaper.

Sivas-Erzurum Line

The construction of this line had an important seam the republican railway policy
that its building was given to a Turkish companst@ad of foreign investors who were active in
dealing with railway infrastructure before. Its stmiction started in 1933 from Sivas and it was
completed sixteen months earlier than what wasngldnWith the success of Turkish company,

this line was completed earlier and it reachedrimufEim in 1939

Malatya-Cetinkaya Line

The purpose of the Malatya-Cetinkaya line was teneat the country's eastern part with
the south-eastern regions together with Mediteaan€onstruction of this line was started in
the tenth anniversary of the republic, in 29 Octat@33°® It was completed earlier than what
was planned and 140 km of the line was openedusiniss in 193%* With the construction of

this line, the distance of railway transportatiemsiderably shortened.
Diyarbakir-Kurtalan Line

In the railway policy of the republican governmemte of the goals was to reach to the
borders of the country through railways. Previousiyiways had reached to Diyarbakir; but due
to the financial problems, reaching to the boramrd not be achieved. Started in 1937 with the
participation of Kemal Atatirk in its opening ceremy, the aim of the Diyarbakir-Kurtalan line
was to reach borders of Iraq and Iran via railwd§lthough the completion of this line was
delayed due to the Second World War, 159 km waspteted in 1944.

%8 Kemal Atatiirk stated the necessity of the railwiigs Ankara to Erzurum in a speech in Erzurum924 as he
stated that Sarki diger vatan aksamina glayacak birsimendifer hatiinin buraya (Erzurum) kadar temdiditirk
Cumhuriyeti icin hayati bir mesele addediyorum”.

*9Woods, p. 30.

901 C. Nafia Vekaleti Bayindirlisleri Dergisi, vol. 6, no. 6 (II. Tgrin 1939), p. 19.

01 Demiryollarl Dergisj vol. 13, no. 153 (Il.Tgin 1937), p. 370.

%92 Demiryollari Dergisi,vol. 17, no. 197-200 (I. §&n 1941), p. 803.
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3.2.4. Nationalization of the Existing Rail Lines

When the Republic was declared, 3,756 km long &jlwas under operation of foreign
companie$® Under the conditions specified in the Treaty ofitanne, the state renegotiated
the ownership of the railways with the foreign c@migs under the policy of nationalization.
Taken over foreign capital in this area, the rejoutdgarded the refinement of it within a certain
period of time as an aim for economic polf&.Once run by foreign investors under the
Ottoman rule, railroads were among those utiliidsch were taken under state provision and
nationalized. With this nationalization policy diet state that started with purchasing of 1378 km
long line in 1924, the total railways which werdioaalized during the process reached to 3840
km until 1948°%°

Purchase of Anatolian and Mersin-Adana Railways

According to the Treaty of Sevres (1920), the Ahaitp Mersin-Adana, and Baghdad
Railways within the boundaries of the Ottoman Empirere managed by British, French and
ltalian financial group&®® French and British strove for establishing greatmtrol over these
railways and the British was able to get the cdrai® they became the owner of these lines

through the company established with the name atitval Railways of Turkey”.

In the parliamentary commissions relating to thecpase of these lines, the issue of
nationalization was taken with great significaAteAlthough the government initially was
against the purchase of Anatolian Railways becafsénancial reasons, they have acted
according to the opinion of the majority of the l@anent on the purchase of these lines. The
Anatolian railway which was 1032 km and Mersin-Tesr#\dana railway which was 68 km were
purchased with the law enacted in 1928, througtclwiiie first nationalizations of the railways

were realized.

€93y ldinm, p. 123.

694 cavdar, “Devralinatktisadi Miras,” p. 1059.

€95y ldinm, p. 145.

6% pid., p. 125.

87 TBMM Zabit Ceridesivol. 8, no. 3, pp. 106 — 107.
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Purchase of Mudanya-Bursa Railway

As the owner company of Mudanya-Bursa railway bexamable to run this line due to
the competition of other means of transportatibnwanted to sell this 41 km long line to the
government® Although the government did not want to buy thilat first, this line was
acquired in 1931 with the idea that the possiblpaimthe suspension of railway transportation

would give to the people of the region.

Purchase of Samsun-Caamba Railway

Since the company which was the owner of the SarRailway was making losses, it
came to agreement for the acquisition of the ligethe government in 1933. Government
nationalized the line in 1935 in order to avoid mmmic difficulties the people of the region

might face in case of halting the operatith.

Purchase offzmir-Kasaba Railway

In 1927, there was a six-year agreement betweerrgment and the company which
operated the Izmir- Kasaba Railway. According tis tigreement, the right to purchase of this
line belonged to the state. At the end of the syehr, the company and the government could
not come to a new agreement as the company wabntdadp operating the line without
improving the infrastructure. Since this was nategatable by the government, it made attempts
to buy this line. Hence, the line was purchaseti witaw passed in 193%°

Purchase offzmir-Aydin Railway

609 km long Izmir-Aydin railway started from lznpassed through Afyon and reached
to Egridir. After national struggle, when the companyiethhad operated this line wanted to
acquire it, the government gave positive respomséhé acquisition of this line. Thus, the

company continued to operate the line smoothly betw1923 and 1933! As the profit of

€% TBMM Zabit Ceridesivol. 1, no. 16, p. 1.
69 TBMM Zabit Ceridesivol. 15, no. 203, p. 1.
1%k algay, p. 67.

11 yldirim, p. 135.
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operating of this line decreased with the impact @9 crisis, the company sold this line to the
government. After negotiations, the state got taership of Izmir-Aydin line in 19352

Purchase ofSark Railways

Despite its geographical and economic importariis,line was not properly operated by
the owner company. Thus, the government interfenéal the situation, as the commissions
established in 1936. The company and the governmante to an agreement about the
purchasing of this line by the government. In 19B¢, line started its operation under the state

control®t?

Purchase of Baghdad Railway

Planned as 2000 km long, but completed to 1319tkenBaghdad railway was inherited
from the Ottoman Empire and 966 km of it remaindthiw the boundaries of the repubfi¢.
Since Cukurova was occupied by the French forcesglthe First World War, the operation of
this line was given to a French company. With vwasi@agreements in the succeeding years

following the war, this line was purchased by thekish state.

3.3.Impact of Railways on the Modernization Process uner the Republican Rule
3.3.1. Railways as a Site for Legitimation of the State Reer through the

Modernization Discourse

This chapter quests how the newly founded statétiposd itself as the legal power
through the discourse it used for railway developires a sign for modernization in order to
differentiate itself from its predecessor and tersgthen its authority as a modern nation-state
throughout the society. For the modernization disse of the Turkish Republic through which
religion ought to be replaced by nationalism asifyung force, the state ideology was based on
the ground where secular understanding became itastomes of the rationalism, scientism and

positivism of the new state. According to the Keistatlites in Turkey, as the main obsession

612 Ali Cetinkaya, “Aydin Demiryolunun Satin AlinmasL)Iki, vol.5, no.28 (June 1935), p. 324.
3 yildirm, p. 140.
14 Kalgay, p. 63.
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was the technological backwardness, positivism exeras an ideology that was giving a

commensurate response to this n¥ed.

Railways contributed to the modernization procesthhkin the Ottoman Empire and
Turkey. Yet, the role railways played in Turkish deonization was quite important to the extent
that it was among those factors which were to tled&eystones of modernization. The railway
symbolized the "civilization and enlightenment" ipgl of the republican regime. It was the
symbol of a new, modern state for Turkey and itspbe It was the site for the new regime to
differentiate itself from the older one and to shibwir willingness to be part of contemporary

civilization referring to the West.

The decision to inaugurate a railway system in@t@®man Empire was taken in direct
response to foreign pressure, in particular, taigridiplomatic and commercial interests. The
railway in the new regime, on the other hand, begsra political railway and the industrial
aspects arose later. Change over to the moderrdastis;n with an eye to technological
independence and giving priority to developmentlsgized with construction of railways, thus
railway policy became a political issue. For thevnegime, it meant to reach the level of
civilized nations, to differentiate itself from tpast and to build a nation-state. Being a product
of the national movement, modern Turkey was a salcpgrocess which denied all its ties with
the previous structure and aimed to overcome tmeebs of the traditional Islamic societ}f
With its founding aspirations to identify itself ddferent and removed from its Ottoman origins,

in order to shed the burden of heritage, Atatiitkldshed a modern, secular Turkish nation.

This was why the republican regime, although irtedrimore than half of the total lines
from the Ottoman Empire; could still use the digseuof modernization through railway
development in order to prove its difference frane tolder regime on the basis of modern
science. Cultural material left behind in the wakeOttoman displacement from the apex of
Turkey’s political and social hierarchy became aigent cause for and target of deliberate
reinterpretation to suit the new political directiof the country’ Railways as a metaphor of

®15Belge, “Cumhuriyet Déneminde Batilgtaa,” p. 264.

®1% Sencer, p. 564.

17 This view was upheld by Mustafa Kemal himself: ytfu remember the past of some six years ago,aiteas
the end of the twenties, “you will realize that naw have different foundations and different prakesgoverning
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modernization were used as a site for the statdirbo its power through stressing its
revolutionary basis where “each new station was eams of strengthening the Republican
discourse ®® Railways became the site for limited engagemerih wie Ottoman past and

served as signposts for a modern future.

The building of railways had been such an imporfart of the Kemalist modernization
scheme that beyond its role in the project of makaildingd*® railway development was
articulated as a symbol of modernization. The tamthiversary celebrations of the Republic in
1933 symbolized the consolidation of the Kemalksggime in Turkey. That the transition of the
People’s Party from a fairly closed, elitist, pioktl organization whose activities were confined
almost completely to the National Assembly, to arech attempted to monopolize cultural and
social life in order to make the mass of the peophlare of the Kemalist modernization
programme was symbolized by the celebrations oftémth anniversary of the republic in
1933°% The striking characteristic of these celebratishewed how the ruling elites preferred
to portray material achievements — such as thetwari®n of railways, factories, and bridges —
as the major achievements of the young Rep(blithe Tenth Year Anthem, which was written
in 1933 and still sung at many national holidayd aalebrations, announced the success of the
regime in transportation with the following linehigh was added by Mustafa Kemal: “We have

covered the motherland with the iron nets from t&nend.®?

The sense of urgency about resuming the modemisdtive, the railways appeared as
the first priority for a rapid breakthrough on tHaoodless front' to re-launch the process of

national modernisation and development. In his apemn August 30, 1930, in Sivas, In6ni

the state, the common relations between membeiteeaiation, the advance on the way to civilizatiorone word
everything that concerns our structure, our org#tiom and our national needs. These great charffpesesl by our
nation in the space of only six years represenhdjese movements, more sublime and intense thar isha
commonly meant by the word revolution.”

8 Toprak, p. 21.

%19 “lron and steel production had become a symbolndependence for the republican government.” See in
Kepenek, p. 1767.

620 Erik J. Zircher, “Institution Building in the Kenigt Republic: The Role of the People’s Party,”Nten of
Order: Authoritarian Modernization under Ataturk @nReza Shaheds. TourajAtabaki and Erik J. Zircher
(London: I.B. Tauris, 2004), p. 110.

%21 Halil Nalgaglu, “Turkey, Nation and Celebration: An Iconology the Republic of Turkey,” inNational
Days/National Ways: Historical, Political, and Rgbus Celebrations around the Worldd. Linda K. Fuller
(Westport: Praeger, 2004), p. 269.

22 \When the “Tenth-Year March” was written, Atatiirkdrfered only one line of it. Instead of “yurdusrHbir
tepesinde dumanlar tuttyor”, he added "dergiada 6rdik anayurdu dort gan" to the verse.
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emphasized this point with reference to the firsigpam of the Government formed under the
leadership of Mustafa Kemal Atatirk in 192While it was facing the biggest challenges, while
its existence in the future was at risk, whilebtgefooted citizens were struggling against the
invaders with sticks in their hands, while it wasvimg lost all of its resources, and while it did
not have even a penny in its treasure, it sayssifinst program that it will operate trains from

Ankara to Yahsihan®®®

As the link between modernization and railways \affecting this
articulation in itself, there was also a proceseeesignification of railways during the republican
period which now took the political ownership ofstlechnology. For the Kemalist regime, not
only should railways drive the rebuilding and madsation of the country, but society could
make a qualitative leap forward through the techgichl transformation of the railways
themselves. The signification devolved on railwagsthe context of nation-state building
comprised not only the line to differentiate thevneegime from its predecessor, but also the
stress over the railway development in order to jbe ranks of civilization. Although these two
discourses were interrelated, what was crucialote hat railway construction in Anatolia had
already started under the Ottoman Empire, eveniticisilded more kilometres than achieved
during the republican era; and moreover, railwayettspment went hand in hand with the
modernization process in the Empire. Yet, desp#emiodern railroad systems and telegraphs,
the Ottoman Empire found itself unable to maintamopen channel to the outside world of

nations and destined to collapse.

Locating the politics of railway reform in the peoj of nation-building, republican elite
used railway policy in a manner through which rays were coded as a technology and as a
signal sign of modernization in order to legalize standing via differentiating itself from the
former regime even though it inherited more thacoiistructed. As the structure of the Turkish
economy was shaped by the development prioritieissaategies of the government since the
1920s, self-sufficiency was regarded as a matteatbnal defence and the state investments in
large, capital-intensive projects such as railroagse justified on this ground. Beyond the
position that railways occupied in the articulatioh Turkish nationalism and the Kemalist
ideology within the discourse of national integrityational market and national defence,

62Railway Policies throughout the Eighty Years Histoof Our Republic”. Available online at:
http://www.tcdd.gov.tr/tcdding/tarihce_ing.html (28ly 2013).
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railways constituted the ground for dismissing pihevious period and thus legalizing its power
over this dismissal towards the contemporary @ation®*

The new state denoted a struggle to appropriaterays not only in a political and
strategic sense, but also to appropriate the tighte-signify its historical meaning. This re-
articulation of railways lied in the perception afodernization by the state elite whose
modernization project excluded non-positivist wod@w and depended on the guidance of
science and technology. Reflecting this realitg tailroad, particularly early in the period, was
commonly portrayed as a universal panacea, a témjinal patent-medicine-cure for all manner
of individual and community ills. According to rgkomoters in the new regime, the laying of
steel rails would expand markets for local producssse land values, encourage settlement,
attract new businesses, reduce unemployment, @&k isolation from older cultural centres,

make life more convenient, and promote nationatyusimd patriotism.
3.3.2. Modernization Encoded in Railways

After the Independence War, confidence and immefeéh in progress and
modernization took root in the Kemalist circlesatttwithin the context of nation-building
process, railways had a significant stance in #reative of national imagination through its role
in national development, growth, and modernizationaddition to the role of the railway as a
technology in service of both maintaining and edteg the authority of the new regime that was
based on authoritarian means, railways were impbria the dominant narratives of state
ideology as vehicles of modernization, progress ‘@ndlization”. In ways that confirmed the
widely circulating ideas about Turkish progrese #emalist elite saw great potential in the
railroads to define progress and to promote caidlan in the society. Even the narratives which
were emphasized to such an extent in state dissausshich the service of railways as strategic
instruments of state control whether military, podéil, and socio-economic was obscured under
the state argument defending railways as a bemnéftool on which was predicated such
modernization as was necessary for the Turkish Blapto join the ranks of civilization. As

624 Speaking to the Assembly in November 1924, afierlaws against the theocracy had gone into foktatjirk
remarked: 'The Turkish nation has perceived withagjoy that the obstacles which constantly, farteees, had
kept Turkey from joining the civilized nations mhneg forward on the path of progress, have beervenh' See in
Lewis, The Emergence of Modern Turkep. 267 — 268.
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Ataturk stated in the opening speech to the GraatloNal Assembly in 1924Except for the
railway, it is hard to disseminate the means anenethe ideas of civilization. Rail is the way to

prosperity and civilization.®*

In parallel with those railroads which were peregi\as a signal sign of modernity by the
Ottoman statehood when gave the first concessmtiset British imperial government, railways
in Turkey during the republican era were also viévas imperative to historical progress.
Ushering into it the structures and cultures of eradcivilization, railway technology was
consequently shaped and inflected the perceptianaafernization in a regime which accepted
the universal validity of the western modernityths way of building modern Turkég® As
foundation of the nation-state was symbolizingwpey into modernity, technology of the time,
railways remained one of the crucial constituemtsis journey. Beyond its symbolic meaning,
literally, too, train was inevitable in building wgd a national unity not only for the role it was
playing in transportation during the World War ldathe Independence War, but also its

centrality within the national economy.

The answer to the question of how the contemparilization would be achieved was
clear: Economic developme®ft. In the opening speech to the Assembly on 1 Ma@p21
Atatlrk expressed this fact asFunction and the momentum of the economic life is
commensurable to the status and degree of the pgoatetion means of roads, railways, and
ports.”®?® The republican elite strove for the economic adeament through building railroads
and making great internal improvements while enmandts industrial and commercial
conditions. As Inoni statetBuilding of new railroads should be consideredabreakthrough
not only for the security of the state and recamsion of the country, but especially for the
economic expansior’?® Railways stood as economy's main driving forceirdua gradual
modernising process of the Turkish Republic. Thievesy represented a compound technology;
embracing complicated, precise mechanisms of seua@nches of technology, such as

5% Atatiirk’tin Soylev ve Demecleti (Ankara: Atatiirk Aratirma Merkezi Yayinlari, 1997), p. 357.

6% “The two dominant beliefs of Atatiirk were in therrKish nation and in progress; the future of bath in

civilization, which for him meant the modern cizéition of the West, and no other. “ See in LeWitse Emergence

of Modern Turkeyp. 292.

27 Timur, “Atatiirk ve Pozitivizm,” p. 94.

6% Atatiirk’'tin Soylev ve Demegleti(Ankara: Atatiirk Argtirma Merkezi Yayinlari, 1997), p. 242.

82 jlhan Turhan, I'smetinénii: Konyma, Demec, Makale, Mesaj ve Séyleri, 1933 — 1938”. Available online at:
http://www.ismetinonu.org.tr/ismet-inonu-1933-19%&n (5 July 2013).
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construction, communications facilities, supplyiafjcoal and water, and the utilization and
administration of machines, tools, and power. Iswae symbol of the formation of a national

network of economy, culture and technology.

Railway construction was expected to drive Turkeytdernisation in various ways. Its
primary function was to improve transport faciétidor economic, political and military
purposes. The iron horse promised to overcome ducesthe major geographical problems of
poor accessibility of inner Anatolia. New marketght be developed at home as Anatolian land
could be opened for economic development. Thakélyen the railroad policy of the state was a
strategy of rapid economic modernisation, that téeublican leadership prioritised railway
development as the stimulus for beginning economadernisation immediately and as a
potential means to quicken the process in socidigall realms. That, embracing a total
involvement into affairs related to the whole sbogi¢he aim of the state when it intervened into
the economics was not related only to the estahkstt of the economic structure, but more to
the realignment of local relations around the newtie; and railways were among the means for
achieving this aiff° This was put into words by Atatiirk as the follogifin Turkey, economic
growth would become possible only through railwayation’s happiness and independence

would go through these way&*
3.3.3. Tracking the Perception of Modernization in the Ralways

Under the circumstances of the period, with thevear policy it launched, the republican
regime aimed not only to establish its authorityhie shortest possible time and to strengthening
the national defence, but more important than tieatake contributions to the socio-economic
and cultural development of the count’yIn other words, the significance of railroads tioe
state during the early republican period derivetlamdy from military objectives, but also from
social and political concerns as they helped thgedb construct the history of modern regime
with its claims to progress, civilization, and madé&. Beyond the role they played during the
Independence War, railways had historical and syimfunctions after the war as well, when a

new regime was ascending on the grounds of natate-as the republican elite both constantly

*0Jnsel, p. 424.

83! Atatiirk’tin Soylev ve Demecleti (Ankara: Atatiirk Aratirma Merkezi Yayinlari, 1997), p. 307.

%2Jnsal Yavuz, “Cumhuriyet Devri Demiryolu Politikasina Yaklan Bicimi,” in Cumhuriyet Déneminde
Demiryollari Sempozyumed. Mukaddes Arslan (Ankara: Atatirk Arama Merkezi, 2010), p. 88.

149



invoked railroads as self-evident markers of tBeriety’s modern success, and at the same time
spoke in the vaguely unifying language of natigmalgress and purpose. They saw themselves
at the vanguard of modern state formation as theylygshouldered the responsibility to hold up
their modern nation- state on the world stage. Wit political ideology that supported the
republic’s modernizing project, their faith in tkechnology, in its possibilities for a particular
vision for Turkey to join the ranks of the civildenations made a whole generation which was

active in politics become ‘Railroad Republicans’.

Founders of the new regime wanted desperately tonbdern. Modernization in the
Turkish Republic, similar to the colonial and pasilonial cases, was initiated under the
hegemony of the state and performed for only sdlkeeimg “modern”, that it was not a process
that was motioned in its own dynamism but an “afitven” one®*® During the great period of
national formation, they had just begun to assemablelea of what the railroad was but not what
it might mean for their lives and their nation. IRzads served as the visual basis of the
modernization process during the early republicamod when dramatic changes in every aspect
of life were experienced. In this context the malls became especially important because they

changed the way they understood the possibilitelschallenges of their world.

Railway was a symbol of modernization and it wasdugs a means of cutting the cultural
ties with the Ottoman past. The aim was to dematesthe building of a new regime through the
rejection of tradition and the Ottoman past usimg differentiation developed by the republican
railroad policy. For the elite, railroads were dalipart of the technological equipment of
western civilization that had increased to a vearkad extent the productive capacity of that
civilization. The construction of rail network thrghout the country was associated with
progress and technological triumph because theagibpened inner Anatolia, appeared to have
conquered the mountains, and facilitated the etitnaof natural resources. For the progress of
civilization, those bonds of steel might unite aidied and a backward country, as the elite at this
time saw the railway as a transformative technoldbgt would speed up travel and
transportation of goods and bring civilization tee twilderness of Anatolian landscape. The
vision of a modern Turkey embraced not only a ruaaldscape shaped by technology and

mechanization, but also as an embodiment of mayesinid a major step ward transforming the

33 Bozdgan and Kasaba, pp. 3 - 4.
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countryside into a secular, Westernized societyBAki¢ Erkin, the Minister of Public Works at
the time, expressed in the opening ceremony of &agsation in 1927, The Independence War
that once rose from east to west thanks to theugewii Atatirk, by his courtesy again and with

the help of this line, now carried forward from weseast.®**

Its grandiosity epitomised the tremendous but napgmism with which the Kemalist
leadership addressed economic policy at the beggnmf 1920, when Atatirk spoke of
overcoming the economic crisis and beginning tddoai modern industrial economy. On 1
November 1925, as Mustafa Kemal pointed tuatorder to overcome the social and economic
disruptions, the first step that must be takeroigxtend the rail lines to regions that of devoid
from transportation facilities®®®. Beyond its material contributions to economic elepment
and strengthening of political authority throughabie country, railroads also served for the
republican aims as a symbol of the modern. Sigbaddnging to the modern world, railroad
symbolized that the newly founded republic waseting to be part of that world. Clearly, the
Republic’s idea of itself as a modern nation wad to its standing in the world. Differentiating
itself from the previous regime and striving todfiia place for itself in the newly emerging
international arena, political elite of the repuldiave great endeavours to follow the technologic
developments of the time.

Technological progress formed the basis of the mogation process understood by the
republican elite. Railroads in the modernizatioongass were used as symbols to stress the
closeness of Turkish society to the West. This msgwas viewed as a process of development
that led to modernity in the West. As a vehiclettleal to deep-rooted changes in economic,
political and socio-cultural realms, railroads wemmong the issues the state elite gave due
attention to. They were eager for the railway teropp the wonders of the remote corners of the
nation, to improve transportation and communicataord to bind the nation with a band of steel
for the sake of progress and civilizatfi As one of the two symbols of Industrial Revolution

progress and development, railroads signified tbel@amity. That was why the republican elite

834 Umit Sariaslan, “Raylarini KurtujuSavai'nin daedigi demiryollari: Cumhuriyetin Trenleri” (October 221
Available online at: http://kentvedemiryolu.comfigephp?id=958 (21 July 2013).

83> Atatiirk’iin Soylev ve Demecletil (Ankara: Atatiirk Aratirma Merkezi Yayinlari, 1997), p. 579.

%3¢ | ongworth, p.46.
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wished to establish lines throughout the countrye Kemalist leadership’s determination to
embark immediately on rapid economic recovery, madation and development within the
framework of railway development effectively medhat the recovery and expansion of the
railway system were seen as the prerequisite fiustmial development and a guarantee for the
regime's survival. As In6nu statedFor the national government, railways stand as a
requirement to the national unity, defence andtmsli It is an issue of centuries-long legacy for
defending national independenc®”Succinctly, railroads stood at the cross-roadsusfaining
the national independence and reaching the levebonfemporary civilization since economic
advancement seen as the basis for political say®seiand socio-cultural renovation for

civilization.

837 jsmetinénii,Hatiralar, 1l (istanbul, 1987), p. 263.
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CONCLUSION

Associated with the rise of capitalism and develepmof the nation-state system,
modern epoch was epitomized with the Industrial dRéion that inherently linked to the
development of science and technology. The fisgjestof industrialization was symbolized by
the combination of steam and iron, and was a psogextricable from the railways, which
opened the doors to new markets over a vast aretndoindustrializing countries. Involving
enormous social and economic changes, industualugon became the benchmark for defining
the level of development in societies while théway system was already being articulated as a
forerunner of modern industry. Thus, when emergedaa alternative, modern vehicle of
transportation in the first quarter of the ninetbecentury, the birth of the steam locomaotive in
England initiated a new era, i.e. the railway agethe extent, the last quarter of the nineteenth
century was the period during when the buildingadtivays reached its peak, as often referred to
as the “Golden Age” of railroad construction.

One of the most significant developments in transpion history, railway had a crucial
stance in transforming socio-economic and politizaidscapes wherever it reached. As a
technology deeply embedded in international and eftim political practices, railroads
functioned as a transformative element of the maonal political system as they had effects on
force, security, geography, diplomacy, and statge$p relations, and the transnational process
that constructed them. As a vehicle transformingomy the physical landscape but also the
social, economic and political landscapes as welilway held a significant place in
historiography of both the West and the East imgeof industrialization, modernity and nation-
building. The advent of the railway had a greated anore immediate impact than any other
technological or industrial innovation before ancs.

The railroads emerged as not only the leading immgws the period but also the most
visible indicator of modernity. Railed steam locdion was embraced as a measure of a
superior civilization as railroads set in motionnyanterconnected and progressive economical
and social changes. In terms of cause and eff@biays represented an effect for most of the
industrialized countries, whereas they might becgieed as a cause for the developing
countries; and as such were a factor both repregeand lending momentum to development
and transformation. The terms related to “the dgwalent” were united with the technology and
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the railway became the most important symbol of tehnology. Therefore, most of the
countries were willing to have railways which wodddng prosperity and successful national
development. Railroads were embraced as vehiclesookernity and progress referring to “the
civilizing influence of steam” which would changer fthe better the “political, social, moral and
religious condition of the millions.”

It was almost at the same time when railroadsestad spread throughout the Europe and
America, and the Ottoman Empire was on the wakendlrgoing the reforms of the Tanzimat
era. In a period in which the Empire was followihg developments of the West closely, it did
not take long for the Ottoman statesmen to reaheesignificance of railroads. Considering its
role in multiple realms, railway had a significarle in the transformation of the Ottoman
Empire from a pre-modern to a modern structureedgines of change, development of railways
in the Ottoman Empire was influential to the extdmt it symbolized what belonged to the
Western world and thus the process of modernizatibne link between railway and
modernization in the Ottoman Empire operated omraber of levels since the railway was the
most effective way to take advantage of the bemefitcivilisation. Railroads were perceived as
a blessing of civilization by the Ottoman state ethdid not hold back from using the best
possible means to construct a rail network inatstory.

Accepted synonymous with modern society, spreaaibfines was among the priorities
in the political agenda of the Ottoman statesmenth® reforms set out by the Ottoman state
aimed at modernization and re-centralization ofd@h®pire, railroads were seen to serve to these
objectives. For them who viewed railroad as fachea project, it was clear that railroads bore
an iconic quality for the centralization of govemca and the industrialisation of society in the
modern period. The construction of railroads wdsrpreted as a crucial step in the Ottoman
Empire’s modernization process, as the empire sélvoads as an important means to establish
a rational bureaucracy together with the centrabmnaof state power. In such a context, railroads
were aimed at development and modernization whichurn, provided the Ottoman Empire
with the ability to join the world market. In thet®man Turkish experience, the railway was not
an outcome of modernisation, but a vehicle by whiatame about, thus, in general terms, the
railways were synonymous with modernization foro@tan Turkey.

Although there was a difference between the Ottormad republican modernization

processes, the conditions for the ground of therne$ under the republican rule were prepared
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by the late Ottoman period. As a matter of facshibuld be noted that even though there were
several handicaps in the modernization processglihie Ottoman Empire, the parameters of
the revolutionary reforms of the republican regwere laid down in the preceding period. The
socio-political developments and the rise of ingelhtsia as a force behind the reforms evolved
in the Second Constitutional era gave the impetdistihe feedback necessary for the vitalization
of the Kemalist modernization. The Ottoman accutnuta provided the elites with a
steppingstone towards acquiring a full-fledged nmod@tion program. Yet, the modernization
project of the republican rule had certain poihtt differentiated it from the preceding efforts of
the Ottoman statesmen.

Even though the reform movements began almost twalied years before, the purpose
of the Kemalist reforms differentiated them frore tirevious ones. Consolidation of state power
in the republican regime was formalized on the $adi modern values —which referred to
western and secular-, and was targeted to a tosadge in the social structure through replacing
the traditional structure with a new one. Among tii&tinguishing features of the foundational
paradigm of the Turkish modernization program, eseéiment of secularism had an
indispensable position for all of the Kemalist modeation efforts. In parallel with the aim of
restructuring the society on modern values, seisnfaserved as the basis of the reform project.
The most important aspect of modernist ideologthenrepublican regime was that of providing
social progress while the main goals of the modation process were centralization and
fortification of state apparatus. Unlike the Ottarmaodernization which was limited in scope
due to the decentralized structure, its theoreccdtaracter and of heterogeneous composition of
the empire, modernization process under the regarbliule was targeted to be as comprehensive
as to cover economic, social and political reforsswell as to be received by the society en
masse.

The impact of the transition from the Ottoman statex republic was not restricted to
politics. Changes in economic, educational, andiadtnative areas through the revolutionary
reforms of the Kemalist elite deriving from the exj@d modernist ideology led to the
reconstruction of the social structure. Assumirgnble of leadership in conducting the reforms
on the way of rationalization and modernizatiorstaite apparatus, the bureaucratic elite carried
out these reforms in accordance with the requirésneihmodernization with the aim to join the

ranks of civilized nations. The modernization pobjef the republican regime was primarily a
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nation-state oriented project that had crucial iotpaon the socio-political and economic
structure. In an attempt to force the transfornmatrdo a nation-state, regulations were imposed
from above.

Reforms were carried out in accordance with thennpaiorities that of constructing a
new-modern collective identity and thus of estdliig a nation-state. The central goal in
implementing these regulations was to build a modssciety through abolishing the old
structure. With this project, western-educatedamiist political elite strove for changing the
masses which were of largely traditional and ry@pulation. The aim of closing the cultural
gap of the population from that of civilized so@stgave an elitist and an authoritarian overtone
to the reformation agenda of these modernizing®lithe majority of whom belonged to the
military and civil bureaucracy.

For the restructuring of the society at large, masireforms were carried out in this social
engineering project. While the society was expdsedbrupt change, further centralization and
strengthening of the state power were to be acie&e the modernizing elite believed that the
structural transformation that would lead to theradl modernization within the society could
only be brought by imposing revolutionary laws frafove, they devoted a significant part of
their energies to promulgation and imposition ofnth For the modernizing elite, what was
problematic was the centuries-old negligence ofgbeety and its backwardness compared to
the civilized nations of Europe. Within the framewaf modernization, Atatirk made many
reforms in every aspects of life, that ranging fraaministration to education, all aspects of
Turkish society had to be exposed to transformaitiofine with this aim. The target of the
Kemalist elite with the modernization process theytiated was to reach the level of
contemporary nations as an independent and an pgttakr which could achieve to break away
from the older ties-referring to the Ottoman pasttthad been impediment in its path to
civilization.

Like its legacy for the modernization process, ademnent in railway development was
inherited from the Ottoman Empire to the TurkishpBaic. Not only an extended railway
network, but also technical personnel who got éepeed in the construction of railroads during
the imperial period were ceded from Ottoman EmpiYet, transportation policy in the
republican era distinguished from the previousqeeon certain fronts such as dependence on

railways to a large extent in transportation palipyioritizing the unity of the domestic market
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over integrity into the international market, puask of infrastructure companies from foreign
hands, and the increasing role of the state iwagiloperations. The republican state developed a
railway policy in which the nationalization of naibds which were used to be in the hands of

foreign capital in the previous period as welllas ¢onstruction of new lines was achieved.

Railways became the site for limited engagement wie Ottoman past and served as
signposts for a modern future. The sense of urgaboyt resuming the modernisation drive, the
railways appeared as the first priority for a rapi@akthrough on the "bloodless front' to re-
launch the process of national modernisation anetldpment. For the Kemalist regime, not
only should railways drive the rebuilding and maudsation of the country, but society could
make a qualitative leap forward through the techgiohl transformation of the railways
themselves. The new state denoted a struggle toagte railways not only in a political and
strategic sense, but also to appropriate the tighte-signify its historical meaning. Cultural
material left behind in the wake of Ottoman displaent from the apex of Turkey’s political
and social hierarchy became an exigent cause tbtaaget of deliberate reinterpretation to suit
the new political direction of the country. Railvgags a metaphor of modernization were used as
a site for the state to firm its power through streg the revolutionary basis of the new regime.
This re-articulation of railways lied in the pertiep of modernization by the state elite whose
modernization project excluded non-positivist wodi@éw and depended on the guidance of
science and technology. Reflecting this realitg thilroad, particularly early in the period, was
commonly portrayed as a universal panacea, a témfinal patent-medicine-cure for all manner

of individual and community ills.

During the early republican period, railways me&ot be a tool serving for the
development of the national economy and were ditedb ensure the distribution of the
productive resources domestically while concermsdffence had also played an important role
in the arrangement as well. Beyond these, railwagyed an important role in the Turkish
modernization to the extent that it was among tlastrs which were to be called keystones of
modernization. The building of railways had beetalvin the Kemalist modernization scheme
that beyond its role in the project of nation-bunlyl railway development was articulated as a
symbol of modernization. It was the symbol of a nevadern state for Turkey and its people. It

was the site for the new regime to differentiatelit from the older one and to show its
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willingness to be part of contemporary civilizatiogferring to the West. In other words, the
signification devolved on railways in the contektation-state building comprised not only the
line to differentiate the new regime from its preelgsor, but also the stress over the railway

development in order to join the ranks of civilipat

Technological progress formed the basis of the mz&tion process understood by the
republican elite. Railroads in the modernizatioogess were used as symbols to stress the
closeness of Turkish society to the West. This masgwas viewed as a process of development
that led to modernity in the West. As a vehiclettleal to deep-rooted changes in economic,
political and socio-cultural realms, railroads wenmong the issues the state elite gave due
attention to. They were eager for the railway teropp the wonders of the remote corners of the
nation, to improve transportation and communicataord to bind the nation with a band of steel
for the sake of progress and civilization. Considgmachinery to be the “bane of civilization”
led to the articulation of the isomorphic relatibipsbetween railways and civilization within the
historical teleology of modernization binding raglyvdevelopment to progress and modernity.

The total rail line in the Turkish Republic was 96@n. in 1930 and 6639 km. in 1935
while reached to 7671 km. in 1950. As seen, whl@néensive railway construction was realized
in the first years of the republic, it was gettohecreased especially after the Second World War.
After the Second World War, in a period when majewvelopments in international order,
foreign relations, political regime and economivelepment policies had occurred, one of the
policies which underwent significant changes in trepublic was about transportation.
Therefore, in order to explain both the qualitataved quantitative changes in transportation
means after the proclamation of the republic, iuildanot be wrong to divide the period into two
as 1923-1945 and the post-1945. Pre-war railwagldpment policy was replaced and since
1947, Turkey gave priority to highways in transptdn. With the foundation of the Turkish
General Directorate of Highways in 1950, the cargdton of highways was carried out rapidly
with modern machinery, thus, the importance ofrdilvay decreased that after 1950, except the
renewals, only 330 km new railway line was addethé&national railway network. According to
the Turkish Republic State Railways (TCDD) recortt® ratio of the railway in the whole
national transportation diminished to 6% while @snapproximately 90% in 1948.
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Not only in Turkey, but also in many parts of therld including Europe, the golden age
of the railways continued until the second halftloé twentieth century. Although used very
intensively during the two World Wars, the railwagfsowed a decline in terms of route mileage
after 1950s in parallel with the developments imway and highway. Yet, with the
technological innovations and the accelerated meethe public transportation, the importance
of railways increased again. After the mid of tl¥Q’s, railway became the second fastest and
safest transportation system after airways dubkeaevelopment of high-speed trains as a result
of which a new age for the railways began in ttst ¢aiarter of twentieth century. The Japanese
introduced the Shinkansen which has 240km/h spdedhwwould be followed within last 30
years by the European countries. Therefore, one mmme in its history, railways became to be

identified with development.

While in many progressive industrial nations raywacquired a new image with high-
speed trains and continued to play an importam molpublic transport, in Turkey the railway
was abandoned to its fate. Since the period foligwihe Second World War, within an
ambitious economic development effort which was psufed by increasing amounts of
economic aid from the United States and by crddits: Western Europe, as every segment of
the economy that was received attention, inclucimgnufacturing, agriculture, and mining,
development of transportation facilities, too, wamong the most significant of the social
overhead investment projects. Under the Democraty Paule, the economy's increasing
sophistication was beginning to reduce the roleadivay development in stimulating economic
growth. The development program during the perisd &nd foremost included the construction
of a national highway network which would bring ttelway age to an end as the Democrats'
liberalism replaced the one-party etatist econgmaiicy. In other words, since the railway had
been so closely identified with the state, givingppty to highways meant effectively a death
sentence on the statism of the single-party regime.

With the Democrat Party rule, imported oil took thlace of local coal as highways of
railroads. Never again after the RPP rule woulbiveal development had the highest priority as
both end and means for the Turkish Republic. Higrsveeplaced it as the would-be driving
force of modernisation by 1950s. The share of traihsport in the country’s transportation

declined gradually. Kept its primacy with the Bospls Bridge that was opened in 1973,
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highways had stood at the forefront in land trangpon. In 1970s, however, transportation
policy that was based on highways started to batgreed due to the OPEC's olil price increase
and the economic crisis in Turkey at the time. althh the recommendations arose about the
development of railways again, what was done albet matter had been limited. The
modernisation and expansion of the Turkish railsgstem did continue to a degree, but chronic
under-funding and gradual progress was the ordéneoflay. Among the main lines, within the
framework of CENTO Project, only Yolcati-Gen¢ limas stretched to Tatvan-Van-Kotur and
connected to Iran. In 1979, the length of railwesached to 8132 km in total and from the 1950s
to the present, only 611 km. line had been addeth¢orailway network. Thus, all things
considered, that was no mean achievement. Witlpaheies that hindered the development of
the railway in Turkey, the actual potential of fa@lway was not being used. When compared
with the European countries, Turkish railways reredi very old in every aspect, from
technology to services and facilities. The resiltttos under-investment bequeathed to the
successive governments a ramshackle railway transgstem that remained a burden still in the
2000s.

Indeed, with the introduction of multi-party potisi into the Turkish democracy, together
with the establishment of the new internationaleoralfter the Second World War, the change in
Turkey was not bound only to the transport seciimce the defeat of totalitarian regimes in
Germany, Italy and Japan and the victory of the t&fasdemocracies in the Second World War
promoted the political and economic liberalizattoend, these factors inevitably had an impact
on Turkey. Together with the more apparent lonsbnef Turkey with the Stalin's hostile
attitude in the post-war period, Turkey was forcedean to the West. The identification of
Turkey with the Western political and economic pldphy and policies was further enhanced
after the country joined NATO in 1952, and was thHosmally insured against outside
aggression. That it was left to Atatlrk's successortake the further step of making Turkey an
actual ally of the West when Turkey joined the NA@lDance, the Council of Europe, and other
western organizations, and established a spedaiamship with the United States. While these
new ties were based on concrete security and edonatarests, they also manifested a will to
become part of the West. Thus, under Menderes, #&wangh the transportation policy had

changed as the state preferred highways to railwaggher the continuity of the Kemalist
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process had in any way been interrupted insofan@dernization of the political system and the
economic development strategy; nor was the wesgigantation called into question, but the

country joined the West in an institutional serssgting the course for the following decades.

Until the 1980 coup, this picture seems to havenbeedified during the 1960s and
1970s, with the emergence of new political partiad groups calling for a radical revision of
Turkish foreign policy and a change in the prinegpboverning the policies and structure of the
state. Yet a closer look suggests that Turkey lwsabandoned its commitment to western
alliances and treaties and has remained faithftieéd'western inspiration" which has for so long
guided its conduct at home and abroad. It is quléar that Turkey’s commitment to NATO, the
Council of Europe, the EEC, and other western farinas remained unshakable, and transcends
mere political or economic considerations. Modeatian referring to Westernization has
remained a solid pillar of political culture, helgi to accelerate Turkey's integration into the
West and retard any movement in the opposite dmec@hus, contrary to the negligence of
railway development throughout the years sincehtbginning of the multi-party politics, the
standard vision of Turkey’s revolutionary legacyaasafely westernizing venture has been kept

as part and parcel of the Turkish Republic.

It was Europe, after all, which inspired generaidor Westernization in Turkey as they
struggled to modernize their country. That, evedayo Europe is still considered as the
torchbearer of western civilization. The roots ofkish modernization go back for centuries, but
its contemporary strength largely reflects the intpaf Mustafa Kemal, whose ideological
system and reforms not only contributed to thedfi@mation of Turkish society, but also helped
shape a new self-image for Turkey as a membereoivikstern family of nations. This image was
to become the inspiration for much of Turkey's seun the world. On the other hand, however,
for all their modernizing force, railroads, aftdrey were condemned as clumsy and old-
fashioned with years-long negligence, failed te lup to all the exaggerated initial expectations
of their enthusiasts. Notwithstanding, with thensportation policy of the ruling Justice and
Development Party, this picture seems to changday,aailroads have been discovered again as
a symbol that links Ottoman economic dynamics te plost-imperial and early republican
history of Turkey, with a subtext that is suggestof the historical roots of Turkey’s economic

integration with the European Union today. Althodmging criticized by the hesitant Kemalists,
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whatever the goal it might pursue, JDP’s efforts Tarkey’s EU membership is used to be
described by the state elite as the last stage edt&hization. In this context, EU integration
process has been taken as the long and coheregesprocontinuing from the early

Westernization attempts of Ottoman Empire, as theofiean Union integration process was
generally perceived as the concrete and inevitedgelt of two hundred years of Westernization
process of Turkey.

In this context, as the EU integration proces®isstered as a civilization project which
is the inevitable and ultimate ring of the two eer@s Westernization endeavours and the most
dynamic factors shaping present-day Turkish socegythe changes wrought by science and
technology, discussions about modernization antdnigogical innovation do continue in the
Turkish politics. As the railway system has suftefieom a legacy of under-investment, the JDP
government set up an agenda with the aim to maziethe railways through a range of projects
with major investment in high-speed lines, rail-lsdlutions to freight and distribution, and
urban transportation in major cities across thentryu Turkey has grown its rail network to
around 11,000 route km (as at March 2011), and enhggogramme of expansion currently
underway.Apart from the rehabilitation of existing railwaynés, the construction of new
railways is targeted within the railway policy dfet ruling government. The JDP government
intends to construct Ankara-Istanbul, Ankara-Konfakara-lzmir and Istanbul-Bulgaria high-
speed lines. Among the major infrastructure prgjech the other hand, the construction of the
Kars-Thilisi-Baku railway has started with the aimprovide a connection hub among Europe,
Central Asia and the Middle East, thus to capiatia the strategic geographical location of the
country on border crossings. As the preferred swiuor freight, too, railways have increasingly
gained importance for the JDP government which dsto enhance the competitiveness of the

economy in the market through domestic and inteynat rail routes.

The flagship project, however, is the Marmaray &ebj(the Rail Tube Tunnel under
Bosporus in Istanbul), which was completed on 2%o@er 2013. As a symbol connecting the
Asia to Europe and a realization of the Sultan Almdeid’'s plan, this project has become a
prototype for signifying the Turkey's Westernizatia@ream through the means of railway
development. In the opening ceremony, the Presitesssed the role of railways in reaching to

the civilized nations as was the Prime Minister wénmphasized the railway investments
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undertaken during his rule as a success to cowemtbtherland with the iron nets when he

opened the Kartal-Kadikdy line in 2012. Introdutechnologically high-speed trains, with these

investments, railways gained significance as thdeegelopments have given an aura of
modernity and reflected positively on the JDP ragithalso underscores how the railway was at
the centre of events and reminds us once agairhgstimportant its story is to understanding

modern Turkish history in general.

Today, railway is one of the most important and own transportation systems
throughout the world. Together with the environna¢mioncerns, railway transportation is still
the feasible solution for the problems that wouldeowise emerge by highway transportation in
both economic and social realms. This has alstestéan be recognized in recent years in Turkey
where last-fifty years’ highway development brougsteconomic and social problems, thus, the
ruling government has given due attention for rajmdevelopment. That means the aspiration of
covering the motherland with iron nets has not bamme to an end. More significant than that,
in spite of the country’s relentless push for Wessation and modernisation over many
decades, its European credentials are questiongdeogrounds that its modernisation process
has failed to conform to key European norms reggtindemocracy and human rights. Therefore,
this dream, too, is still waited to be realizeda® hn its endeavour to become a full member of
the EU for decades, Turkey is still striving to msle its centuries-long aspiration of being
accepted as an equal partner in the civilized watbhtified with the West. What is assumed
with the full membership is the guarantee for Tyikdrrevocable acceptance as a ‘Western
state’.

The current phase of turning towards the West iisqfea long process traced back to the
Ottoman Empire. The maxim of reaching the levad@mitemporary civilization put into words as
an extension of the Ottoman reform movement fargett designated for the new generations of
the republican Turkey. Despite the years-long yiegrifor this ideal, it keeps its ambiguity of
whether Turkey could be successful in achievirgy not. The relevant question is where Turkey
stands in this level and to what extent Turkey ast pf this civilization is unclear. This has
always been the part of party politics, each acgus$he other side of failing to achieve the
necessary steps sufficient to reach the level atesoporary civilization as pointed out by the

founder of the republic. Considering the whole psx; there are many problems that need to be
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discussed regarding how pro-Western efforts haes Iseiccessful in making Turkey a modern
country. Even today, it cannot be said that Turkag reached to the level of contemporary
civilizations; not only in terms of democratic cestials for providing the socio-cultural and
political betterment, but also in terms of the t@chl progress to found a sound financial
structure and a developed infrastructure. Therefoseems both of these dreams, attainment to
the level of civilized nations and improvement aidway network throughout the country, will
continue to preoccupy the Turkey's mindscape, s las the railways will remain as the

signifier for modernization.
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