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ABSTRACT

ULUSALCILIK: THE RECENT RESURGENCE OF LEFTNATIONALISM IN
TURKEY

Ezgi Ulusoy
M.A., International Relations
Supervisor: Assoc. Prof. Dr. Umut Ozkirimli
January 2009
This thesis presents a theoretical and historieahéwork forulusalcilikand

attempts to reveal main proposalsutiisalcilikin order to analyze the convergences
and divergences with the previous movements in dyrk

With the influence of the thesis of national indegence put forward in the
early 20th century for tactical and strategic reasand political movements referring
to socialism for independence and developmentendécolonization period, various
groups in Turkish left tried to reconcile socialismth nationalism and formulate a
way of development peculiar to Turkaylusalcilik which emerged in the late 1990s
and accelerated after the AKP (Justice and Devedopfarty) came to poweran be
regarded as the recent resurgence of the attempissbciate nationalism with leftist
discourse in Turkey.

After analysis of theoretical roots that led to th#empts to reconcile
nationalism with socialism in the first chapterg theflections of these attempts in
Turkish politics in the second chapter and thedpsiposals ofilusalcilikin the third
chapter, the thesis concludes thhtsalcilikcan be regarded as the recent form of the
attempts to reconcile socialism with nationalismickihinitially appeared in the 1960s.
However, with the influence of globalization andvesel current issues, it has
transformed into a nationalist movement which carabtimes xenophobic and which

strives for sustaining the nation-state

Key Words: Left Nationalism, Ulusalcilik, Kemalism, Anti-Imgalism, Socialism,
Third Worldism



OZET

TURKIYE'DE SOL MILLIYETCILI ~ GIN SON TEZAHURU: ULUSALCILIK
Ezgi Ulusoy
Uluslararasiliskiler Yiiksek Lisans Programi
Tez Dangmani: Dog. Dr. Umut Ozkirnmi
OCAK 2009
Bu tez, tarihi ve teorik bir cerceve cizerek uladatin onceki hareketler ile

birlestigi ve ayrildgl noktalari saptamayl ve temel ©nermelerini  batidyi
hedeflemektedir.

20. yuzyilin ilk yillarinda stratejik ve taktik nedler ile ortaya atilan ulusal
bagmsizlikgilik fikri ve dekolonizasyon doéneminde salgmi bgimsizliik ve
kalkinma stratejisi olarak kabul eden hareketletkisiyle Turkiye'de de birgok grup
sosyalizm ve milliyetcilgi bagdastirmaya cakmistir. 1990’1 yillarin bainda gelgen
ve Adalet ve Kalkinma Partisi’nin (AKP) iktidar olmi ile hiz kazanan ulusalcilik,
Turkiye’'de milliyetciligi sol séylem ile bgdastirma girsiminde bulunan hareketlerin
son tezahuradur.

Tezin birinci boliminde milliyetcifin sosyalizm ile birlikte ele aliginin
teorik altyapilari incelenngj ikinci bélimde dinyadaki bu ggimlerin Turkiye'deki
yansimalari aggirilmis ve dginci bolimde temel 6nermeleri Gzerinden giddarak
ulusalcilgin 6zellikle 1960’larda ygunlasan bu girsimlerin glncel bir tezahiri
oldugu, ancak kireseljene ve ceitli glincel sorunlarin etkisiyle dnceki hareketlere
gore milliyetcilige daha yakinkdigi, kimi zaman zenofobik bir sdylem sarfedebilen ve

ulus-devletin korunmasini hedefleyen bir harekétegtiizli sonucuna ukalmistir.

Anahtar Sozcukler: Sol Milliyetgilik, Ulusalcilik, Kemalizm, Anti-Erperyalizm,

Sosyalizm, Uguincu Dinyacilik
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TRNC : Kuzey Kibris Turk Cumhuriyeti (Turkish Repigbof Northern
Cyprus)

TSEKP : Turkiye Sosyalist Emekgi ve Koylu PartiSo€ialist Laborer and
Peasant Party of Turkey)

TSP : Turkiye Sosyalist Partisi (Socialist PartyTafkey)

USIAD : Ulusal Sanayici vés Adamlari Derngi (Association of National

Industrialists and Businessmen



INTRODUCTION

Ulusalcilik which emerged in the late 1990s and accelerated tife AKP
(Justice and Development Party) came to powgerhe recent resurgence of the
attempts to associate nationalism with leftist disse in Turkey. With the influence
of the thesis of national independence put forvirtthe early 20th century for tactical
and strategic reasons and political movementsriefeto socialism for independence
and development in the decolonization period, wexigroups in Turkish left tried to
reconcile socialism with nationalism and formulatevay of development peculiar to
Turkey. However, with the changing political andeamic life after the 1980s, these
movements have totally distanced themselves fromaksm except for referring
some concepts of it and have transformed into iamaltst movement which can be at
times racist, xenophobic and disparaging. It ha®ime an ideology which can act in
cooperation with the state and radical nationaisiups in order for survival of the
nation-state. There are several interrelated atednmngled political, economical and
foreign policy issues which have shaped dynamic3wkey since the 1980s and
which eventually led to rise aflusalcilik. These issues will be discussed in the third
chapter in detail while analyzing the main propssdulusalcilik.

As it has been the case in almost all developirjuarerdeveloped countries,
Turkey pursued import-substitution developmenttetig in the 1960s and the 1970s.
However, since the 1980s, and at an acceleratesl ghaing the 1990s, Turkey has
been exposed to globalization process and has gmwkerpolitical as well as
economical transformation. During the 1980s, arekerated reform program took
place in each sector of Turkish economy. Outwareinbed development strategy was

launched replacing the import-substitution stratelyy accordance with this new



strategy, the foreign trade and financial secta@tuding the capital accounts were
liberalized by consequently changing the whole cétme of policy-making
environment radically. Non-residents were allowedptirchase real estate and real
rights as well as to invest and engage in commleegtvities. The globalization
process and the attempts for integration of th&i§breconomy to the world economy
continued during the 1990s with a greater paceké&yestablished Customs Union
with the European Union (EU) on January 1st, 1986¢eliminating all duties and
other charges imposed. And, it put into practice& Beonomic programs proposed by
the International Monetary Fund (IMF). Privatizaisotook place and foreign direct
investments increased.

In accordance with the improvements in the econohwkey’s social and
cultural life has exposed to essential changescamsequence of global, national and
local interactions. New social movements and eiffectivil society organizations
have emerged and influenced the social, politisavall as economical life. These
changes and accelerated process of globalizatioa lea to reactions in the society,
which have increased with the AKP’s victory in 2008 addition to accelerated
process of Turkey's accession to the EU, numerowstzations have been realized
and foreign capital access has increased under gdfrnment. Therefore, its neo-
liberalist policies have augmented reactions. AKRIIso confronted with opposition
as a result of concerns regarding secularism bedais considered as the successor

of the Islam-oriented political parties

! The Refah Partisi(Welfare Party-RP) gained victory by being thetfiparty in the elections in 1995
but was banned by the constitutional court after2B February 1997 military operation. Thazilet
Partisi (Virtue Party-FP) was established in 1998 and bdnioy the Constitutional Court in 2001.
Finally, theSaadet Partis{Felicity Party-SP) was established in 2001.



Moreover, the Kurdish issue which rose in the 19@0still one of the most
debatable issues in Turkey. The attacks of the RPKkdistan Workers’ Party), a
militant organization fighting for foundation of andependent Kurdish state, has
recently escalated. This has given rise to incr@asetionalist-chauvinist discourses
of the nationalist groups. Similarly, the debatasttte minorities in Turkey flared up
in the 1990s. The Armenian genocide claims, Greskidchate and the Theological
School of Halki in the island of Heybeliada createdanimosity against minorities in
Turkey.

Eventually, the perception of the demise of theomastate and the loss of its
hegemony has appeared. Globalization is regardedhes“ideal system” of
“imperialism” by the supporters aflusalcilik As a result of globalization which has
incited nationalisms of small ethnic groups besigasing the way to the world
integration, the flaring-up of the Kurdish problethe re-emergence of the Armenian
genocide claims with the increase of global awasnthe perception of the EU as a
“threat” due to the prolongation of the EU accessamd EU’s provisions regarding
the “national matter” Cyprus, the image that “tlagional unity is in danger” has been
created and spread to the majority of the soci@fy.it gives voice to common
concerns, it has gained a considerable support tihersociety.

Aforementioned developments necessitate a compselenanalysis of
theoretical and historical roots as well as profosé the ideology ofulusalcilik
which constitutes the aim of this study. In orderaccomplish this aim, this study
strives for answering several interrelated questidihat rendersilusalcilik distinct
in the Turkish politics in the 2000s?, What is retvoutulusalcilik?To what extent it

represents novelty? Can we find historical rootslosalcilikin the 1960s and 1970s?



What is leftist in the proposals aflusalcihk? To what extent are its proposals
compatible with socialism or international left? heBe questions will serve for
revealing a portrait afilusalcilik.

The study will attempt to establish a theoretic@nfework forulusalcilik
which will reveal its historical ties and partictiaground it on the disputes regarding
the relation between socialism and nationalismhé 1960s and the 1970s. However,
it will encompass the 1930s as well, which bear égeential aspects: the foundation
of the historical link between Turkish left and Kaliem and the etatist policies put
into practice in those years. The contributionghefleading movements and figures in
1930s, 1960s and 1970s will be handled togetheh wite aforementioned
developments in the 1990s. Following the establestinof a theoretical framework,
the fundamental arguments and proposals of theostgup of ulusalcilik will be
systemically evaluated, and consequently the thieateand historical links will be
analyzed.

The study faces three essential challenges. Igitidle subject is too recent to
analyze. Secondly, there is not a comprehensivé& wathe literature focusing on the
issue which can provide leading lights for the gtuelnally, the fact that there is not a
unique organization aflusalcilikbut various groups, parties and journals pursuieg t
ideology render the issue more complex, as ideasati@r according to different
organizations and fora which complicate determiniogmmon attitudes and
arguments of the supporterswfisalcilik. The study attempts to cope with these three
challenges, as it gathers fragmented, unorganideduskions and proposals of
ulusalcilikand establishes a systematic evaluation. Simultesigoin order to render

the picture more concrete and clear, this studgngits to evaluate all these



discussions and proposals by establishing histoand theoretical ties. Drawing a
portrait of ulusalcihkand by this way filling the gap in the literaturenstitutes the
primary aim of this study.

Within these considerations, the study is compasfethree chapters. In the
first chapter, the discussions on the relation betwsocialism and nationalism will be
discussed in order to determine the main theotetazs that led to the attempts to
reconcile nationalism with socialism. The theomgtiand political relation of
socialism and left respectively with nationalismshbheen discussed by several
scholars especially after the 1990s in the coragéxtiticism of Marxism and Marxist
view of state. This study will briefly go throughet works of some of these scholars.

In the second chapter, historical roots of thengpts to reconcile nationalism
with socialism will be discussed. The 1960s and 1B&0s are determinative in the
formation of ulusalcilik given to the fact that the left was very influehiia those
years when the debates within left were very intendeading to the schism
eventually. Yon-Devrim (Direction-Revolution) in the 1960s, MDD (National
Democratic Revolution) in 1970s and the successovements together with
dominant figures formed as a result of splits ia Turkish left will be discussed as
they constitute the historical rootswtisalcilik.

This chapter will also briefly refer to the 1930adathe Kadro (Cadre)
movement in those years as well as 1940s and 1P@@scularly,Kadroin the 1930s
abides two essential features which are signifiganidentifying ulusalcilik. By
assigning an anti-imperialist aspect to the Kerhalevolution in the 1920s, a
historical tie was founded between Kemalism andkiBtr left. This relation

constitutes the essenceuwfisalcilik. Secondly, the etatism and planning as the motor



of national developmentalism was the strategy ef skhate in 1930s to which the
supporters ofulusalcilik feel longing and frequently refer in their discass The
evaluation of the movements and leading figuresvéeh the 1930s-1970s and
onwards will essentially contribute to the estdbtient of a historical framework for
ulusalcihk and will constitute the mainstay to determine wieatent ulusalcilik
represents novelty.

Finally in the third chapter, initially convergerscand divergences will be
analyzed betweenlusalcilikand similar previous movements discussed in therskc
chapter. Then a grouping will be made in order ltify slight differences among
diverse groups ofilusalcilikand leading organizations and figures will be dssed.
Afterwards, their main proposals and perceptiomgsming the recent issues will be
analyzed. This chapter is important because diversés, discourses and articles of
the supporters dflusalcilikwill be gathered and evaluated systematically hetbe
lights of theoretical and historical framework stuwred in the first and second
chapters.

To sum up, this study attempts to draw a portrditutusalcilik as an
introductory study in order to provide a leadirghti for further studies by focusing on
particularly the historical background and mainpgmsals ofulusalcilik. It tries to
accomplish its aim by initially constituting a thretical framework by referring to the
general discussions on the relation between semialand nationalism and the
historical roots of such attempts in Turkey thro@agbomprehensive literature review,
by mostly evaluating secondary sources in the &irgt second chapters. Yet the third
chapter is based on primary sourcesilokalcilik. Given to the fact thatlusalcilikis

pursued by various sections of the society, thelystuas attempted to take into



account materials of almost all groups supportiigsalcilik for instance the
organizations of retired military officers, busiaggen associations, “leftist” journals
and organizations, organizations which are closeoff@ial ideology, and have
systemically evaluated them in order to detect comuoharacteristics aflusalcilik.

Last but not least, the terminological problem tiata to the translation of
“ulusalcilik should be mentioned herdlusalcilikis the modern Turkish synonym of
the Turkish word “milliyetcilik”, which correspond#o “nationalism” in English.
However, because it is a term which has been dalibly coined by the supporters of
it in the late 1990s, in order to emphasize thsran ideological difference between
other previous and contemporaneous forms of ndigsnan Turkey, it is impossible
to find an English equivalent to this word. Althdugome academic scholars and
journalists prefer to use ‘neo-nationalism’ for Esglish equivalent, still this is not
sufficient to reciprocate the meaning that the sujgps of ulusalcilik assign it.
Therefore, the Turkish wordufusalcilik” will be used to refer to the movement after
the 1990s and during the 2000s, whereas the eanliements will be discussed

under the title of “left nationalism”.



CHAPTER |

NATIONALISM AND LEFT: A THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

The relation between nationalism and socialism lbesn one of the most
controversial and ambiguous issues in the Marxisbity. Numerous scholars and
intellectuals have written abundant articles ors tissue especially after the 1970s,
when the Marxist theory of the state re-appearetesof them argue that this is an
outcome of the nature of nationalism, which is motdistinct ideology, but a
framework that needs a mainstream ideology tolllfout, whereas some claim that
it is a consequence of the fact that there is not aystemic and complete
conceptualization of nationalism in the works of ilaEngels and Lenin (Nimni,
1994: 6).

In this chapter, the theoretical attempts to rettemationalism with Socialism
will be discussed through leading contemporary wodk the issue, in order to
analyze the main historical and intellectual matitieat led to such attempts.

So-called left nationalism or nationalist fefs an attempt to reconcile some
concepts of socialism with an acceptance of reality legitimacy of the nation-state
(Schwarzmatel, 1988: 240). However, this assoaiatawveals a contradictory picture.
Internationalism constitutes one of the fundamecdahponents of socialism, whereas
nationalism is particularist. Furthermore, conceptclass conflict” of socialism is
totally exterminated by nationalism, by putting ttencept of “nation” instead. These

contradictions render the concept of “left natigsral' problematic.

2 Various scholars use different terms to referatiempts to associate nationalism with Marxism. In
this study, left nationalism will be used.
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Nationalism is regarded as the major evidenceihfreaof Marxism by several
Marxists and non-Marxists Some of them argue that nationalism is too ro@ted
old to be comprehended and explained by Marxisnmg Mtarxism overlooked
nationalism by focusing merely on class ideologigse fact that Marx never
discussed nationalism in a systematic way has reddie issue one of the major
debatable questions in socialist movement (Aviri91: 638).

For instance according to Nimni who claims thatré¢his a large theoretical
gap in the Marxist tradition, the main reason ofrkiem’s failure of conceptualizing
nationalism is because it flourished within the maaries of the European continent, it
is Eurocentric. Therefore it overlooked the caseésia and Africa. He argues that
Marx was incorrect while explaining concrete insts of nationalist agitation in
terms of the class struggle or a pervasive falses@ousness that distracted the
workers from their real aim (Nimni, 1994: 4). Othexason of Marxism'’s failure
regarding nationalism is stated to stem from Mamss perception that national
struggle has its own logic, so there is not a mafi@uestion but national questions
(Nimni, 1994: 5).

In other words, Marx and Engels viewed the national’lements as series of
political programs based on conflicting social resds, rather than perceiving it a sui
generis phenomenon (Munck, 2003: 155). For thisaeaself-determination was not
an absolute right, but dependent on the internatigolitical conjuncture and the
development level of class conflict in that societ8y using Hegel's distinction
between historical nations and non-historical metities, they stated that the former

were led by strong middle classes which are capafbigaintaining cultural unity to

% For further reading about this premise, see Naiom 1981. ‘The Break-Up of Britain: Crisis and
Neo-Nationalism. New Left Books: London and Naiffgm 1997 ‘Faces of Nationalism’ Verso:
London

11



establish conditions for capitalism, whereas tlieeias lack of strong middle classes
and their opposition to assimilation impeded traosito capitalism (Gans, 2003: 9).
Therefore, because they saw the great nations eadetiders of civilization and
development, which deserved to establish theironadiates through their victorious
independence struggles, they supported France usstpf Algeria and the U.S.’
invasion in Mexican lands, by stating that the ‘fgqa¢ic Yankees” would develop the
area more quickly and more favorably than the “IbMgxicans” (Martin, 1968: 240).
In other words, it is widely known that Marx and dets supported the civilizing
mission of some forms of “progressive colonialis(iimni, 1994: 13). According to
Munck, this stance of them originates from theircpetion of non-European world as
a reflection of Europe, and from their unawarer@sthe internal dynamics of those
societies (Munck, 2003: 157).

As a final point, Marx and Engels were opposed ny aleologies which
overshadow class conflict, and they regarded demegcras litmus paper and
internationalism as the major aim (Munck, 2003:)19%e main concern of Marxism
with nationalism was with political strategies mththan definitions (Munck, 1986:
159). Moreover, they occasionally emphasized tiae “working men have no
country”, which characterizes the cosmopolitan antkrnationalist aspect of
socialism. However, their altering attitudes tovganétionalist movements have left a
problematic heritage to the socialist movement (&vi, 1991: 639-640).

After Russian Revolution in 1905, nationalism beeamore noticeable in
socialist policies. Lenin suggested the right off-determination for nations. He
emphasized the contradictions between the oppressddthe oppressing nations,

bourgeoisie and revolutionary nationalism and agskgshe nationalist movements

12



through the contribution to the interests of wogkinlass (Munck, 1986: 3). He
stressed the relation between nationalism and dexoypcbut like Marx and Engels,

this attitude was tactical, as some of the natienhberation struggles were expected
to contribute to the weakening of tsardom, by legvagain incomplete legacy to
conceptualization of nationalism in Marxist theoAlso Lenin did not agree with

Stalin when he claimed that the bourgeois in thergal and semi-colonial nations
were revolutionist (Balta, 2002: 156).

When the Soviet Union failed to spread socialisnWest, it turned to East,
which was a turning point in terms of relation beén nationalism and socialism. In
the first Congress of the Peoples of the East kuBa 1920, nationalism was given a
wide attention by the leaders and the participaims.the second Congress of
International in 1920, a major debate on nationalisetween Lenin and Indian
socialist Roy occurred which led to shifting in theation between Marxism and
nationalism. In the Fourth Congress of Communigerimtional in 1922, it was
declared that the Communist International suppoegdry national revolutionist
movement executed against imperialism. Since therialism started to be adapted to
the nationalist movements of Third World. MarxismdaLeninism then became the
leading incitement and ideology of the non-cagstalational development.

After the World War Il, decolonization of the woridarted through series of
colonial revolutions in non-European countries. Seheevolutions aiming for national
independence were realized through tough strugadgsnst the colonialist states.
After obtaining political independence, these cadestgot closer to socialist idea,
while the socialist regimes approaching to thesmtees as well as a consequence of

diplomatic interests in the cold war era @aa and Univar, 2007: 706). By this way,

13



the border between the Marxist movements and raltimmlependence movements
blurred, and these two diverse movements came hegeih some cases. An
ideological framework was established for thesenfar colonies in an international
conference in Moscow in 1960. In this conferendee toncept of “National
Democratic State” which will be achieved throughatdnal Democratic Fronts” was
formulated. By this way, nationalism was statec atrategy of development in those
countries. “Anti-imperialism” became more essentad influential in the world
history, while nationalism was perceived as natueaponse to imperialism. In other
words, nationalism in those countries satisfiede¢hressential needs which are
independence, decolonization and development (Munt886: 145). As a
consequence, the class struggle was transformedsiniggle between proletarian
revolutionary nations and imperialist nations. Muver, the anti-capitalism which
accompany anti-imperialism in Marxist theory wamoeed, while anti-imperialism
was perceived as anti-colonialism.

The most significant intellectual contribution tocgalism in the Third World
was implemented by Mao, the founder and the leaflPeople’s Republic of Chifa
The term “Third World” represents the Asian, Afmcand Latin American countries,
while the first and the second are constitutedhieytivo super power states; the United
States of America together with the capitalist Pe@n states and Japan, and the
Soviet Union respectively. The principal elememit& anti-imperialism, impartiality
in the cold war era (neither in the side of thei8bWnion, nor in the counter-side of
it) and opposition to any Western influence and anperialist capital inside the

nation, the dominance of the public sector as ttengest device of an authoritarian

4 For further reading about Mao, see Short, Philp12 ‘Mao: A Life’. Owl Books; Chang, Jung and
Halliday, Jon 2005.Mao: The Unknown StoryJonathan Cape: London; Feigon, Lee 208Rad: A
Reinterpretation’ Chicago: lvan R. Dee
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developmentalist regime became very influentiathe third world, especially after
the 1950s (Dgan and Unuvar, 2007: 710-711). The third world ¢das were called
to establish “national democracy front”, with tharficipation of communists,
nationalist intellectuals and national bourgeoisigainst imperialist nations. The
nations that accomplished those principles werardegl as “national democratic
states”. Proletariat (also including peasants) uwgesl to refer a whole nation, instead
of defining a social class, essentially in orderrétate national independence to
socialism and legitimize it.

As a consequence, socialism in the Third World gedninto an authoritarian
developmentalist, national independentist and ¢isdlgna nationalist movement, by
defining national independence the initial and @ustep to socialist revolution. This
interpretation of socialism became very influenimlnumerous African, Arab and
Asian countries and gave rise to emergence oh#fonalism in those countries.

In the 1960s, the Turkish left was greatly influeddoy these developments.
As it will be discussed in the following chaptdretemergence of Third Worldism as a
reaction to the “imperialist” states became verflugntial in the Turkish left. In
accordance with the premise that nationalism isrtbet dominant concept that shapes
the internal and foreign policies of the less depetl countries (Oran, 1997: 19),
nationalism which emerged as a consequence otphatist stance has become more
apparent. While the socialist revolutionists pudsuaternational revolution, the
national democratic revolutionists embraced Kemalas the first step of Turkish
revolution and pursued the ideal of “Independent @emocratic Turkey”.

Providing a theoretical framework on historical antellectual motives that

led to attempts to reconcile Socialism with natl@ma will be helpful to understand
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such attempts in Turkey. Although approach of MaBqggels and Lenin to
nationalism is instrumental, socialism was peragiae a development strategy in the
less developed countries after the 1960s and wasteipreted with nationalism.
Therefore, reconciliation of an internationaliseatbgy with a particularist ideology

has created a problematic combination.
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CHAPTER Il - HISTORICAL ROOTS OF LEFT NATIONALISM | N
TURKEY

There have always been claims to be unique andengris within Turkish
left. Internationalist left perceives the worldagvhole and tries to analyze it in terms
of relations of production and class conflict. Hwee any attempt to establish a
strategy based on local distinctions and pecubariwill lead to deviation from
internationalism towards nationalism. This distiostwithin Turkish left became so
profound after the 1960s that great disagreemeraisroed which followed by schism
in the Turkish left. This split and the movementsl golitical figures that led this
deviation towards nationalism constitute the histdrroots ofulusalcilik.

Regarding the foundation of the Turkish Republic aasesult of Turkish
independence war, Gulalp compares two versions tdn@n-Turkish history:
modernization and Kemalist versions (Gulalp, 19886). The modernization version
assumes that foundation of the Turkish Republic aisnatural outcome of
modernization process, which dates back to then@ttoEmpire. On the other hand,
Kemalist version presupposes that Kemalist revatuis the single historic event that
severed the ties with the Ottoman Empire, throughaati-imperialist revolution.
According to it, the Turkish independence war waslassless national revolution
originating from the metropolis-colonial conflich ithe world system. This vision
constitutes the origin of the attempts of severalugs to reconcile nationalism with
Socialism in Turkey and therefore thiusalcilik, this study aims to explicate. The
ideology of these groups is named as left natisnalor left Kemalism in Turkey

(Alpkaya, 2001: 477).
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The left nationalism in Turkey attempts to base idsology on socialist
discourse however, at the same time, it prioritin@sionalism or the concept of
“nation” to any class ideologies. Because it ackdpe Kemalist Revolution as the
beginning of Turkish anti-imperialist struggle, las always had great ties with
Kemalisn?. The Kemalist struggle, which was a nationalisiggle for independence
replaced the class struggle for socialism.

Lenin’s statement of the right of self-determinatiand his distinction of
oppressed nations’ nationalism and oppressing msitimationalism in the "
Congress of Comintern constitute one of the funddaidasis of left nationalism in
Turkey. Another essential contribution to the fotation of left nationalism in Turkey
was implemented by the members of the Communidly Rdr Turkey (TKP) who
attended the Eastern Proletarians’ Communist Usitye(DEKU)°. The doctrines of
Sultan Galiye{, one of the most influential figures in DEKU, wdube one of the
mainstays to whom and to whose ideas the Turki$hnationalist groups have
occasionally referred. Sultan Galiyev, a MuslimRuassia who was born in 1882
attempted to congregate the identities of “TurlVuslim” and “Marxist”. He divided
the world into two: the international bourgeoisiedaoppressed nations. Since the
classes in the colonies (or oppressed nations)nwidbeen formed yet, national
liberation struggle was the priority rather thamass struggle. Thus in his socialist

terminology, “class” was replaced by the “natioahd wars of liberation gained a

5 For further reading about the relation betweerkibtr left and Kemalism, see Somay, Bilent 2007.
‘Tirkiye Solu'nun Kemalizmldmtihani. Modern Tirkiye'de Siyasi Diince Cilt 8 Sol. Murat
Giltekingil (ed.)Istanbul: Iletisim Yayinlari pp.647-660 and Alpkaya, Faruk 20@ir 20. Yiizyil
Akimi: Sol Kemalizm’Modern Tirkiye’de Siyasi Diiince Cilt 2 Kemalizm. Ahmeinsel (ed.).
Istanbuliletisim Yayinlari

® Dogu Emekgileri Komunist Universitesine of the education institutions established byni@eern in
order to educate communist in various regions eftbrld in 1921.

" For further reading about Sultan Galiyev, see KakHalit 2003. ‘Sultan Galiyev ve Milli

Komunizm’ Bulut Yayinlar
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“socialist” aspect. He believed that the sociakstolution would occur gradually, by
defining the national liberation as the first ahd most significant step (Aydin, 2002:
446). The left nationalism was also greatly influencedvbgoism and other national
independence movements in the third world counineke 1960s.

According to left nationalism, the main conflict @apitalism exists between
the developed and underdeveloped nations, rattzar tietween classes. Since the
proletariat in developed nations has an interesthi continuity of capitalism’s
metropolis-colony structure, the proletarian retiolus cannot provide a solution to
this conflict. Eventually, it argues that Marxisailéd to see this fact stemming from
unequal global development. However, absence ajuageois-proletariat conflict is
perceived as an opportunity in terms of establglhitlassless society.

As a matter of fact, anti-imperialism is the keycept that the left nationalist
groups refer in reconciliation Socialism with natdism. It should be noted here that
when anti-imperialism is in question, the bordetws=n the socialism and left
nationalism blurs, as almost all left currentdurkey have favored the idea of anti-
imperialism and independerice As mentioned above, the reason of the
underdevelopment in Turkey is attributed to the enmdist nations. Therefore, anti-
imperialist struggle against imperialist nationgnely European nations and the
United States, and their collaborators within Tyrkeill be perceived as the essential
task of left nationalism. This attitude sometimesdps forward a xenophobic manner.

Kemalism is the most significant component of hetionalism. The Kemalist
revolution is considered as an anti-imperialisuggle of the Turkish nation, which

started the Turkish modernization at the same tikemalist revolution, which is

8 For further reading about the anti-imperialism amkpendence in Turkish socialist movement, see
Atilgan, Gokhan 2007Anti-Emperyalizm ve Bamsizlik¢ilik (1920-1971)Modern Tirkiye'de Siyasi
Diistince Cilt 8 Sol. Murat Gilltekingil (edigtanbul:letisim Yayinlari pp 661-704
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regarded as the pioneering model for other thirdldvoountries (Kazancigil, 2001:
241), is also the greatest mainstay of the “orilifiyiaclaim of left nationalism. As a

result of adopting Kemalism, it undertakes the nmaission of Kemalism, which is

maintaining the survival of the state and at theeséime the top-down transformation
task of the state. On the other hand, it gainsasdegitimacy thanks to the pursuing
the “founder of the Turkish Republic”.

Nevertheless, the left nationalism assumes that Kbhenalist revolution,
executed against imperialist nations has not beempteted yet. According to them,
the development of a nation can only be realizedutjh independence from the
capitalist world system and since there is no $atéss that can accomplish this in
the underdeveloped countries, the state shouldde&ethis mission. In other words,
state planning is considered as the primary candiin order to achieve economic
development and social welfare, and it is greatiytlis question that socialists and
their opponents differ (Karpat, 1966: 186). As ault etatism is stated as the third
alternative for development to socialism and céipita (Alpkaya, 2001: 478) and
perceived as an essential successor of a natiewallution. This presupposes a strict
control on foreign trade, private enterprises, ifymeinvestments, and import-
substituting industrialization program which wagplemented in Turkey in the 1930s,
in the aftermath of 1929 world economic crisis. sTbhpinion in a sense stands for
isolating national economy from the world economy.

In addition to the foregoing characteristics oft leftionalism, it also claims
that the cadre consisted by the civil-military llgetuals is always progressive, anti-

imperialist, anti-feudal and also anti-capitaliShe left nationalist groups started to
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hope support from the military, in transforming therkish society especially after the
1960s.

In this chapter, left nationalist movements in Tisinkpolitical history will be
discussed in order to establish a theoretical asirital framework foulusalcilik
The groups in the 1960s and the 1970s are veryienfial in the formation of
ulusalcihikin the 2000s. Nevertheless, the study will discogsfly the 1930s and
Kadro, a political journal in those years as well. Becatke 1930s are very
significant in terms of two crucial points: the falation of the historical link between
Turkish left and Kemalism, and the etatist polices into practice in those years.
Then,Y6n-Devrimin the 1960s, the MDD movement and other groupskveimerged
within TKP and Workers’ Party of Turkey I{P) and pursued this ideology in the
1970s will be discussed. While studying these mams and groups, special
attention will be paid to some of the leading figgiin order to display there is even
continuity in terms of figures. For instance, soofé&adro writers took place irY6n-
Devrim,while some ofYdn-Devrimwriters led the MDD movement in 1970s who are
now leading columnists o€umhuriyet (Republic) journal or leaders of political
groups ofulusalcilik . This chapter is important in terms of reveglthe historical
ties of ulusalcilikand founding a theoretical framework with the cidmition of the

first chapter.

The 1930s and Kadro Movement

In the early years of the Turkish Republic, theraswa discomfort among

Turkish intellectuals against the imperialist prees$ of the Western countries. This

® Cumhuriyet (Republic), Turkish daily newspaperttvas established in 1924 and named by Mustafa
Kemal Ataturk. It will be mentioned in detail inghhird section. For further reading, see Ertergi8a
2001 ‘Cumhuriyet’in Cumhuriyeti: Cumhuriyet Gazetedilodern Tirkiye'de Siyasi Diiince Cilt 2
Kemalizm. Ahmeinsel (ed.)istanbul:letisim Yayinlari
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anti-imperialist stance brought them close to dmeig which was reinforced with
Lenin’s distinction of oppressed nations’ natiosali and oppressing nations’
nationalism in the ¥ Congress of Comintern and the influence of DEKUToimkish
socialists, mostly within the TKP.

In the 29 Congress of Comintern, Lenin stated that the natitberation wars
would contribute significantly to the world socglirevolution and named them as
“national revolution”, by arguing that these movenseshould be supported (Kuyya
2001: 251). Moreover, some members of the TKP dédrnthe DEKU in Moscow, in
which numerous professors from the Third World taugmphasizing the necessity of
the national liberation movements. This idea, iniolwhSultan Galiyev was very
influential, was adopted by a lot of Turkish inéelluals and was spread through the
activities of TKP (Kuyg, 2001: 251).

At the same time, in order to protect Turkish ecopofrom the negative
effects of the crisis of 1929, the Kemalist reginepresented by the Republican
People’s Party (CHP) on power pursued etatist enan@olicies during 1930s. An
import-substituting industrialization policy wastrioduced and the first Five-Year
Industrialization Plan was initiated in 1932. Soawademic scholars agree upon the
fact that this plan was basically influenced by NE#* Soviet Union. (Keyder, 2003:
137).

These economic policies were accompanied by palitoeasures, which
aimed to complement the economic planning with lioigical solidarity (Keyder,
2003: 138). In the'$ Congress of CHP, the principles of secularismohgionism

and etatism were added to republicanism, natianadied populism introduced in the

10 NEP: New Economic Policy, which was proposed byiheand ratified on March, 21 1921. It
presupposes restrictions for private sector, witilgives the state the control of key sectors. #sw
ended by Stalin in 1929.
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2" Congress. At the same Congress, the politicahtegvas defined as single party
regime and it was declared that the CHP had undartahe responsibility of

administration on behalf of the society. It wasldesd that the principle of populism
and social solidarity would be essential. The cphad class was attempted to be
removed, by introducinfictimai nizam ve tesanut{internal order and solidarity).

The class conflict was attempted to replace byraaratist model. During 1930s, a
national solidarity which generally brought xenobpi@o was encouraged (Keyder,
2003: 150).

Between the years of 1932-1934, in which the dtaielicies were
implemented intensivelyKadro, a monthly journal of socio-economics and politics
began to be published. The leading writers wiewket Sureyya Aydemir, the
ideologue of the movement, Yakup Kadri Karaosnginothe legal licensee, Vedat
Nedim Tor, editor,ismail Hisrev Tokin, Mehme$evki Yaman and Burhan Asaf
Belge, regular authors. The main task Kédro was to provide an ideological
framework for Kemalist revolution, by suggestingwn@conomic policies to be
pursued by the Kemalist regime. (Tugk8001: 91). Its publication was ceased by the
Kemalist regime in 1934.

Although theKadro writers were influenced by socialism, they werealop
the regime and cautious about leftist expressionthé journal. They attempted to
analyze international system and divided it inteéhgroups: the imperialist countries,
the countries that struggled against imperialisith @@ Soviet Union, and the reason
of the economic backwardness and industrial retaml@af the countries in the second
group including Turkey, was stated as the Europegerialism. They believed that

the existing international political and economicaistem would collapse, that
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accelerated after the collapse of New York StockHaxge in October 1929, which
they called “a structural crisis of capitalism”.

According to them, the fact of nation cannot beleetgd. As a consequence,
they coined the term ofsbsyal milliyetgilik” (social nationalism), which presupposes
a classless nation, a nation with no privileges.tkis, national liberation struggle was
regarded as essential (Aydin, 2002: 454),

They believed that the private sector was too wealkndertake the mission of
industrialization, so the state should not allogeteesources to protect private sector
but invest in industry itself. Therefore, etatismmsaperceived as a third alternative to
liberalism and socialism. They emphasized the Smce of economic development
in order to achieve social development (Tigrk&998: 93-94). They were totally
opposed to the entry of foreign capital. They ciaed capitalism, socialism and
fascism, and argued that capitalism brought powemty Marxism failed to explain the
differences between industrialized European coesmtand non-industrialized Asian
countries, by falling short in solving differencbstween east and west (Nas, July
2008). They also attempted to analyze Turkey's eeastproblem and rural
development by stating that the main problem oatgd from the landownership and
because they had huge power, the state failed etfade the society. Thi€adro

writers almost never referred to Islam (Atalay, 0012}

™ For further reading about Kadro Journal, see Tijrkéustafa 1998.The Ideology of the Kadro
(Cadre) Movement: A Patriotic Leftist Movement iarkiey’, Middle Eastern Srudies, 34:4, 92-119,
Yildirim, E. 2000 Bir Sol Milliyetci /deoloji Modeli: Kadro Dergisi’'Dogu Bati, 8 (31), pp 249-264
and Turke, Mustafa 1999Kadro Hareketi’ Imge Kitabevi Yayinlari: Ankara and Bostanci, Na@9Q
‘Kadrocular ve Sosyo Ekonomik Géhéri’ Kultir Bakanlgi: Kiltir Bakanlgl Yayinlari: Ankara and
Tekeli, flhan andilkin, Selim 2007 ‘Kadro ve Kadrocularin OykiisiiModern Tirkiye'de Siyasi
Diistince Cilt 8 Sol. Murat Gilltekingil (edi3tanbul:letisim Yayinlari
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The fact that it was a sort of spokesman of th&cga of the party in power at
that time distinguisheKadro from succeeding left nationalist movements whiakeh
struggled against the party in power in order ttawbpower.

Moreover, the etatism which continued until the efidhe war is defined as
“non-capitalist development strategy”. These twotdaconstitute the major reasons
why the following left nationalist movements ana tbupporters ofilusalcilik now
feel longing for the 1930s. The 1930s are defiretGalden Years’ by the supporters
of ulusalcilik?,

Apart from Kadro, there were some individuals who attempted to establ
ideological background for Kemalist revolution thgh synthesis of different
ideologies in the 1930s and 1940s. Mahmut Esat Btbzk member of Parliament
stated that Kemalist revolution could also be nam&durkish Peasents’ Revolution,
as new Turkish Republic was a people’s state. Hphasized the necessity of
establishing unions for every profession and repregion of professions in the
national assembly which would be essence of ecanamiependence and national
development (Uyar, 2002: 217). He frequently refdrto Karl Marx in his writings
and criticized government’s liberal economic preesi by stating etatism in which
owning of private property was allowed but the estaontrolled the rights of
entrepreneurship in order to prevent human expioitaHe argued that there were
classes in the Turkish society and claimed thatkinalist revolution did very few
things to protect the workers’ rights. However, \las Kemalist and nationalist as
well. Therefore, the ideas of him can be regardedre of the leading mainstays of

the successor attempts to associate socialismKeitialism and nationalism.

2 For further reading about the politics and econahy§930s: Calar Keyder, Tirkiye'de Devlet ve
Siniflariletisim Yayinlari 2003 stanbul
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It is also beneficial here to discuss briefly absumilar but ineffective left
movements which emerged in the liberalization psscaitiated by transition to
multi-party regime. Among approximately 9 “left” ltecal parties, theTurkiye
Sosyalist Partis{(TSP-Socialist Party of Turkey) is significant base it has given the
initial signals of a strategy of socialism pecutiarTurkey, except for some individual
voices within TKP. TSP was founded by Esat Adil 1946 with a program
proclaiming that socialism could be interpretedoading to peculiarities of a society
and Sovietism was not the only method (G6kmen, 1998). It emphasized the
concepts of “national” and “independent”. Howevérdid not participate in the
elections in July 21, 1946 due to its oppositiort‘regime”. However, since “left”
parties in the late 1940s and early 1950s enjoykioesgal political environment just
for a while and remained ineffective due to therretsons brought by the regime.
Nevertheless, existence of such a party and itatdstwithTurkiye Sosyalist Emekgi
ve Koylu Partisi(TSEKP-Socialist Laborer and Peasant Partylafkey) founded by
Sefik Hisnl and regarded as the legal branch of TpByides evidence that the

disagreements within Turkish left date back to beftP60s.

The Turkish Left and Nationalism in 1960s and 1970s

Beginning in the 1960s, significant disagreements separations occurred in
the Turkish left due to the emergence of the ideaational democratic revolution
(MDD) as an alternative to the socialist revolutieith the effect of international
conjuncture. The decolonization of the world broutie idea of “Third Worldisn®.

This was perceived as a socialist movement, sihogas developed against the

13 The U.S. and the Soviet Union were perceived astiho leading block, while other nations
constitute the ‘Third World.
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imperialist nations. However, its main aspect wasamalism (Aydin, 2002: 457). It

prioritized the liberation of the underdevelopedioias over class struggle, and it
emphasized the necessity of unification of opprssions against the imperialist
nations. The first and vital stage of this struggkas stated as the “National
Democratic Revolution”, while socialism remained th® long term aim, which

should be considered after the realization of st &nd vital stage. In other words, in
contrast to socialism which is based on class gteygNational Democratic

Revolution, which is a term coined by Lenin, reffeche conflict between the

oppressor nations and the oppressed nations. Matidamocratic Revolution was

actually an attempt to reconcile the national Biten movements with socialism,
referring to Lenin’s distinction between the natibsm of the oppressing nations and
the nationalism of oppressed nations.

Actually anti-imperialism and the independence ehabeen essential
components of Turkish left. Nevertheless, influghbg the international conjuncture
mentioned above in addition to the ideological e created by the military
intervention in 1960, the anti-imperialism and ipdedence concepts were reconciled
with the Kemalism and nationalism. By this way, Thekish left could display itself
as “authentic” and “national”. On the other han teft gained the social legitimacy
as a result of referring to with reference to Kesmal(Atilgan, 2007: 681). The MDD
branch representing the aforementioned divisiohurkish left has been influential in

Turkey and constitutes the most significant roatilakalcilik.

The Yon-DevrimMovements

Yon a socio-political journal started to be published December 20, 1961,

with a manifesto of “Neo-Etatism”, known as “The Mf@sto of Yor, signed by
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1,041 intellectuals in the first issue. Theseliattuals were mostly from the CHP.
Dogan Avcioglu, ilhan Selguk, Mimtaz Soysdlhami Soysal, Cemal Ri¢ Eytibazlu
and Hamdi Avciglu are the regular writers, while some importanitevs of Kadro,
such asSevket Siureyya Aydemir, Yakup Kadri Karaosmgooalso partook. Besides
being a journal, it became a political movementhvitie first issue. Its major aims
were stated as fulfilling the ideological gap oé thilitary intervention on May 27,
1960, which they called “revolution” (Atilgan, 200232) and complementing
“uncompleted” Kemalist revolution with socialism.h@ publication ofY6n was
ceased twice. The first one was implemented by iMaitaw Commandership after
the article of Prof. Dr. Bahri Savci was publistiethe 77 issue, for it was perceived
as the journal applauded the Colonel Talat Aydesnirisuccessful attempt of military
intervention in 1963. However after 14 monthsegumed to be published. It ceased
to be published again by the journal itself on Ma963 as it declared that it had
achieved its primary aim.

After the publication ofY6n was ceased, the same group led bygdbo
Avcioglu started to issue thBevrim journal on October 1967. The leading writers
were Cemal Rgt Eyibagslu, the owner, Dgan Avciglu, editor, Ulu¢ Gurkan and
Hasan Kaya Cemal, desk editorgld Mumcu, Sevket Sireyya Aydemirjlber
Ortayli, Altan Oymen, Oktay Akbal, Cemal Madghg Dogan Hizlan and some
retired military officers that took place in militaintervention on May 27, 196Q.ike
Yon a manifesto written by B@an Avciglu was published with its first issue, stating
that Turkey was being exploited by the imperiali€d the other handjnlike Yon
Devrimwas not a journal in which various thoughts weeewukssed. On the contrary,

as Atilgan claims, its main arguments were prefdateed, and its ideological
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boundaries were drawn clearly (Atilgan, 2002: 31&jecame a journal principally
targeting the support or enthusiasm of the army.tRis reason, its target audience
was limited, compared to thén.

In Devrim the authors continued to write similar ideas thi$ time totally
with the Kemalist jargon, surpassing the concepsatfialism. Its aim was stated as
“establishing independent and modern Turkey, whiels foreseen by Kemalism”. In
this new era, the movement transformed itself aniamrganization. At the same time,
the book written by Dgan Avciglu “Turkiye’nin Dizeni” became very popular
among military officers. Theron-Devrimwriters and military officers eventually
attempted to obtain power through a military ineeion on March 9, 197t
Nevertheless, it turned out to be unsuccessfultaadwriters were imprisoned after
another military intervention took place 3 dayftabn March 12, 1971. The Martial
Law Commandership closed the journal on April 297 1°.

In order to achieve economic developmenin-Devrimsuggested that the
principles of Mustafa Kemal should be pursued, alattup Kadri Karaosmargtu
renamed the principles of Kemalism as “nationalamm” (Aydin, 2002: 460). That
Kemalism was the first national liberation movemantd a magnificent model for
other oppressed nations was occasionally mentiolsgan Avci@lu defined
Kemalism as “a populist, etatist and revolutionpojicy nourished by nationalism in

a secularist nation” (Aydin, 2002: 461).

4 For further reading about military interventioteapt on March 9, 1971, see Giirkan, Celil. 1986.
“12 Mart'a Be; Kala”, Tekin Yayinevi.

15 For further reading about Yon-Devrim: Atilgan, Gék, 2003. Kemalizm ve Marksizm Arasinda
Geleneksel Aydinlar: Yén ve Devrim. Tiistdstanbul and Kara, Muzaffer Ayhan 200&n’un
Devrimi Devrim’in Yéni'Cumhuriyet Kitaplari and Ozdemir, Hikmet 198&lkinmada Strateji
Arayisi: Yon Hareketi’ Bilgi Yauinevi and Atilgan, Gokhan 20026n’tnu Ararken Yolunu Yitirmek’
Praksis 6, pp 119-151 and Avglo, Dogan 2006Y6n ve Devrim Yazilari Atattrkgulik, Milliyetcilik
Sosyalizmileri
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The YOon-Devrim writers thought that the Kemalist etatism had been
degenerated. Therefore they coined the term of “Blatism”. They believed that the
industrial development, national independence awodiabsm could only be
maintained byneo-etatism. According to them, the task of develept could not be
left to the private sector and active role of stateconomy was vital.

They declared that “the western nations” were th@&omenemy of the
oppressed nations like Turkey. They argued thatatpeements signed with the
United States were against Turkey's interest, byasmnally mentioning the United
States’ secret plans on Turkey.

Kemalist revolution was regarded as uncompleted¢hvivould be completed
by socialism. However, they claimed that Kemalisasviblameworthy in two issues:
it did not put into action the land reform andréferred to create a national bourgeois
to etatist policies. The populism, etatism andaratiism principles of Kemalism were
emphasized. In 196lilhan Selcuk argued that there was a harmony between
nationalism and socialism, rather than a contramctby being the first writer who
used “socialism” after the May 27, 1960 militargtarvention (Atilgan, 2002: 105).
According to Avciglu, socialism was a method of rapid developmenhiwisocial
justice, there was one and universal socialismyhatibus countries use various ways
to achieve it. For Turkey, the primary step shduddanti-imperialist struggle (Macar,
2001: 162).Nevertheless, because there was not a powerfldtar@t in Turkey, this
“revolution” would be completed by the cooperatiai military-civil forces.
Therefore, it is explicit that the biggest sour€swupport and power was designated as
the “Turkish Army”, which “emerged from the heart the Turkish Nation”. As a

consequence of this attitude, gm Avciglu, ilhan Selgukjlhami Soysal and Cemal
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Resit Eyubazlu, the leaders of th#6nmovement, gathered with the leading officers
of army (Atillgan, 2002: 235) and were involvedhe Madanglu Junta in 1978

Unsurprisingly, they did not believe the necesify democracy. Dgan
Avcioglu explained the reason of this view in his bodkirkiye’nin Dizeni”(The
Order of Turkey) in 1998 as follows:

“General elections executed in a society whichl $tds remains of

pre-capitalist period, has failed to eliminate ttheminant classes such

as a7a, bey. Sheikh, usurer, merchant etc., but stresrgtti them™’.

Yon-Devrimwas disappointed by the victory of Justice Pa#tR)( as the only

party in power in 1965 general elections. Aftesttlisappointment, they started to call
for the ‘socialists’ against this “unfair” victoryAtilgan, 2002: 206). They also argued
that the Kemalist single party regime was much ndemocratic than the AP. The

Kadro and Yon-Devrimmovements were very influential on the emergenicéeft

nationalist groups in the future

Mihri Belli and the MDD Movement

In 1965, MDD movement, which was formulated and ld Mihri Belli*®
emerged within TP. The MDD is an association of the ideal of gradewolution of
the 1960s with the thought afoguculuk which may be translated as “easternism”,

adoption of junta movement and more intensive natiem and Kemalism. (Atilgan,

16 Cemal Madanglu, leading figure of the 27 May 1960 military inéention. Madanglu Junta was an
underground organization, which was organized ¥Yalhg the model of the Committee of Union and
Progress, as it was cautious in accepting membetsreluded new members after they took an oath
upon ‘Flag’, ‘Atatirk’ and ‘Gun’ (Atilgan, 2002: B}. TheYonwriters constituted the civilian branch
of this military organization. The program of ‘dution’ was established, determining a militaryipo

as the first stage followed by the establishmeng akvolutionist party, which would complete the
revolution as the second stage.

17 Aveioglu, Dogan 1998 ‘Tirkiye’nin Diizeni’ cilt 1 pp 254-255.

18 For further reading about Mihri Belli, see AtilggBdkhan 2007. ‘Mihri Belli’ Modern Tiirkiye'de
Siyasi Digiince Cilt 8 Sol. Tanil Bora and Murat Giintekingitl(). istanbul:letisim Yayinlari
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2007: 555-556). Influenced greatly by gam Avciglu, Mihri Belli believed that the
national democratic revolution would be realized ‘oyvil-military intellectuals”
composed of two main groups: the Kemalist groupsisted of nationalist military
officers, bureaucrats and the intellectuals witkién-Devrim movement, and the
“proletarian revolutionist movement” led by himselfHe attempts to reconcile
socialism with Islamism in order to create a currein“easternism” and at the same
time with nationalism as he believed that beingiomalist would lead people to
socialism. Accordingly he claimed that socialismuldo only be founded in a
nationalized society (Atilgan, 2007: 560). While peining the motto “An
Independent and Democratic Turkey on the way teafi®m”, he asserts:

That does not correspond to retardation of the a&lati struggle. On the

contrary, it will give rise to socialism and crease democratic revolutionist

Turkey... the socialists are also the most trustwoethd consistent warriors of

independence and democrg@elli, 1988: 2144).

He attaches great importance to Kemalism and awwitisizing it. This attitude
of him distinguishes him from @an Avciglu and Yon-Devrimas Avciglu and
other writers ofYdn-Devrimcould clearly state the failures of Kemalism. Aftke
1960s, the disagreement within Turkish left deedeféhile TKP and TP pursued
the ideal of Socialist revolution and dischargeesalvgroups and figures who did not
obey this policy from the parties, numerous groaps figures emerged who adopted
the MDD ideal. However, after a while disagreemeatsl detachments occurred

within MDD as well.
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Other MDD Movements

The disagreements within tAg/dinlik Sosyalist Journglwhich was the leading
representative of MDRnd in which Mihri Belli, Hikmet Kivilcimli and od#r MDD
followers took place, led to separations and estaflent of several MDD groups in
1970. Despite pursuing the same ideology, thesapgraliffered in the method of
action and the cadres which would realize the MDD

Hikmet Kivilciml®®, who was a member of TKP and then pursued MDDwén t
1960s and 1970s, believed that revolution coul¢ drd achieved by the unity of a
progressive junta and a legal and united proletgraty and criticized Mihri Belli as
Mihri Belli did not prioritize the necessity of thatter group. Mahir Cayah the
leader of THKP-C, claimed that the revolution woulle realized by the subjective
forces of proletariat and peasants, and pointedvibiv as the reason of disagreement
and isolation from Aydinlik Sosyalist Journal wihletter in 197%. Furthermore,
Mahir Cayan supported that anti-imperialism canm& separated from anti-

capitalism. ibrahim Kaypakkay& who also followed the MDOdeal founded the

19 Aydinhik Sosyalist Dergi (Luminiousness Socialisiurnal) was founded by Dgefik Hiisnii, the
leader of TKP, in 1921 but was banned in 1925pitblication was resumed by Bw Peringcek and
Vahap Erdgdu. Many socialist such as Hikmet Kivilcimh, Malayan, Mihri Belli were writers in
the journal. It was the leading publication whicbrqued the MDD ideal. However, following a
disagreement among the writers, it was divided imto, asProleter Devrimci Aydinhk-PDAand
Aydinlik Sosyalist Dergn 1970. In spite of some intervals originatingrfr the military interventions
and martial laws in Turkey, it is stil publisheddars the journal of the Worker's Party of Ro
Peringek.

20 Eor further reading about Hikmet Kivilcimli, seggi;, Arif Ulas 2007. ‘Hikmet Kizilciml’ Modern
Tirkiye'de Siyasi Diiince Cilt 8 Sol. Tanil Bora and Murat Guntekingid(). Istanbul: Tletisim
Yayinlari

2L For further reading about Mahir Cayan, see Kozalireyya T. 2007. ‘Mahir Cayan'in Siyasi
Duslincesi’. Modern Turkiye'de Siyasi Riince Cilt 8 Sol. Tanil Bora and Murat Giintekinggt ().
Istanbul:iletisim Yayinlari and Kozakli, Siireyya T. 2007 ‘Mahiry@a’'in Miras’ Modern Tiirkiye'de
Siyasi Dijiince Cilt 8 Sol. Tanil Bora and Murat Giintekingitl(). istanbul:letisim Yayinlari

22 The letter of Mahir Cayan and THKP-C: http://wwwrtuluscephesi.com/eris/asd.html

23 For further reading abotibrahim Kaypakkaya, see Bozarslan, Hamit 20@fahim Kaypakkaya’
Modern Tirkiye'de Siyasi Diiince Cilt 8 Sol. Tanil Bora and Murat Gunteking#d(). istanbul:
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TKP-ML (Marxist-Leninist). He adopted Maoism as eehd believed that revolution
could be realized by armed forces. Deniz Ggzithie leader of THKO, pursued the
ideal of MDD but thought that Mihri Belli and his movement wasdmpetent in
terms of “active struggle”. O Perincek’, follower of Maoism, separated from
Mihri Belli and Aydinlik Sosyalist Dergiand established PDA(Proletarian
Revolutionist Luminousness) in 1970. The JournalP&IA supported the MDD
encouraged by national bourgeoisie, which was “ampierialist”, “anti-Americanist”
and “anti-NATO” (Aydin, 2002: 473). It became theatling representative of
‘Leninist-Marxist-Maoist’ thought in Turkey (O@n and Univar, 2007: 721). The
name of the group was changed ifitirkiye Zhtilalci Zsci Koylu Partisi(Revolutionist
Workers and Peasants’ Party of Turkey) afterwafth® propaganda activities in the
villages, active participant to the meetings of kess as well as meetings of
“Independent Turkey” were the leading activitiestod party.

In spite of some differences, the groups which napted to reconcile
nationalism with Socialism in 1960s and 1970s fe#d similar ideals. They have all
favored the idea of national economy by supporting state’s active role in the
economy, have pursued anti-western sentimentshawel tried to gain the support of
Turkish military, as they have believed that tha&ipport is essential to realize the
revolution. Kemalist revolution has been regardedha first and the greatest step to
national independence, which is uncompleted andldhme completed with national

democratic revolution.

fletisim Yayinlar and Behram, NihaBir Komiinistin Biyografisi:fbrahim Kaypakkaya' Altingag
Yayimcilik: istanbul

24 For further reading about Ro Peringek see Uniivar, Kerem 20DBbgu Peringek’ Modern
Tirkiye'de Siyasi Diiince Cilt 8 Sol. Murat Giiltekingil (edi3tanbuliletisim Yayinlari

34



Therefore, it can be concluded that their stanggatds Socialism has been
instrumental, by focusing on the concept of “antperialism” in a nationalist
manner, rather than adopting socialist ideologyhwahe of its main components;
internationalism. In other words, what differerggtthem from other left groups is
that they have followed the aim of “National Dernat@r Revolution”, rather than
“Socialist Revolution”, and the possibility of remiation of democracy for the sake
of “revolution”.

Discussing the main differences between the majarreats, Socialist
Revolution and MDD, in Turkish left in 1970s ovdreir bilateral criticisms will
further clarify the intellectual characteristics WEft nationalist movementsThe
supporters of MDD accused the other of being th@m@wunists of Moscow”,
whereas the supporters of socialist revolution seduhe other of being undemocratic
and nationalist. In this regard, the arguments ehMet Ali Aybar, the leader of the
TIP at that time, against the MDD movements would emaklear explanation of this
distinction. According to him, national liberatiostruggles and anti-imperialism
should serve for the socialist revolution in Turkeycountry which almost totally
completed its national democratic revolution. Hseats that the national bourgeoisie
cannot take part in the socialist struggle, asptiodetariat will be the pioneer. He also
states that the socialist struggle is democratierefore cannot support military
interventions (Aydin, 2002: 470). Because onghef most significant differences
between two leftist currents is that the natiorexhdcratic revolutionists were elitist.
They favored top-down revolution, in cooperatiothathe military. That is the reason
why the socialist revolutionists accused the naitioi@mocratic revolutionists of being

“undemocratic”.

35



The differences between these currents reflect attiéude of the groups
towards Kemalism and the official ideology, for s reasons. Since the socialist
revolutionists are on pursuit of changing the reginvhereas the national democratic
revolutionists struggle for the keeping of the w$atjuo, the former has always
remained as marginal and inefficient, while thdelahas gained support from the
officials, army officers and the society. This gistion becomes more profound after
the 1970s. The left nationalism has gradually djedrfrom socialist ideology except
for referring to the socialist concept of “anti-ienmlism” and become an ideology
whose primary aim is to protect the unity of naigtate.

To sum up, nationalism constitutes one of the nfiaators that have led to
conflicts within Turkish left. After the 1960s, & conflicts grew too strong that it led
to massive secessions in the Turkish left. Lefiomalism, which has a particular
stance as a consequence of nature of nationaliaspwrsued by various groups until
the end of the 1980s. After the dissolution of $wwiet Union, the distinction between
left nationalism and Kemalist nationalism furthéurbed. It started to hardly refer to
socialism except for some basic concepts of it.d Aaentually it became a political
current that can establish close relations with réi@ical nationalist groups and the

state, pursuing the aim of protecting the state.
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CHAPTER Il - ULUSALCILIK: THE RECENT RESURGENCE OF LEFT

NATIONALISM IN TURKEY

Lenin’s distinction between oppressed and opprgssations in the 1920s as
well as the attempts to adapt socialism to natismabhs a development ideology in
the non-European countries after the 1950s have idkiential in Turkey as well
and led to a schism in the Turkish left. As a emugnce, conflict and divergence
between the followers of the socialist revolutiamdahe followers of the national
democratic revolution increasingly deepened afier 1960s. As mentioned in the
second chapter, there have been numerous “lefimadist” groups and figures which
attempted to reconcile socialism with nationalism the 1960s and the 1970s.
Ulusalcilikcan be considered as the recent form of left natism which emerged in
the late 1990s in Turkey. In this chapter, a pdrtohulusalcilikwill be attempted to
be revealed through discussing the main organizstiaf ulusalcilik and its main
proposals. Before that, it will be beneficial toveal the factors that are influential on
formulation ofulusalcilikand to discuss the convergences and divergencesdiet
ulusalcilikand the previous movements.

The left currents in Turkey have lost their soag@bund after the military
intervention on September 12, 1830and their ideological sources and model after
the dissolution of the Soviet Union in 1991 and &dlthe Berlin wall in 1989. While

the influence of left currents has diminished, sbeial and political life has changed

25 For further reading about the influence of miltémtervention on September 12, 1980, segkira
Yuksel. 2001. “12 Eylul Atatirk¢Uu ya da Bir Kemalist Restorasyons&bbusi Olarak 12 Eyllin
Modern Tirkiye’de Siyasi Riince Vol.: 2 Kemalizmedited by Ahmetinsel. Istanbul: iletisim
Yayinlari.
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as a consequence of neo-liberal economic policrsich were started to be
implemented after 1980.

Although it has been formulated on the same elesngfrieft nationalism; anti-
imperialism, etatism-national economy and Kemalistine recent form of left
nationalism in Turkey bears differences at the saime, when compared to the
previous left nationalist movements in Turkey. illly, the distinction between
ulusalcihkand Kemalist nationalism has become more ambigudesalism which
was questioned and criticized to some extent byptieeious left nationalist groups,
especially byydn-Devrim has been perceived as absolutely accurate sufiorters
of ulusalcilik. It is regarded as the most successful model fademozing a country
without westernization (Atalay, 2006: 165).

Another dissimilarity is related with their percigpt of nationalism.
Ulusalcilik exhibits a stance that can be at times aggressidexanophobic. (Bora,
2003: 439). The fundamental concept of the prexiett nationalist groups was anti-
imperialism and independence, while in the 199@swas replaced by secularism, to
which the motifs of anti-imperialism and indepenceronce again were added as a
consequence of anti-globalistic discourse (BoraQ320439). The supporters of
ulusalcilik could establish close relations with the radicaionalist groups and the
state, pursuing the common aim of protecting thwigal of the state. For instance,
the KizilelmaCoalitiorf® represents the cooperation of the left nationatistips with
right nationalist groups. Furthermore, there i® @alvergence betwearusalcilikand

the previous movements in terms of the groups whighport them. The previous

%6 Kizilelma Coalition is used to refer to the cdalitconstituted by left and right nationalist gretip

the late 1990s. According to Atalay, etatism wa®tlaer common concern which brought two
nationalist groups together. (Atalay, 2007: 123)isTcooperation was established in the late 1990s
through numerous meetings, joint demonstrationsrefatences in the columns.
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movements struggled against the system and althtugh mentioned the term of
“national front”, they used to criticize sharplyethpractices of the bourgeoisie.
However the “national bourgeoisie” actively partaka ulusalcilik. Moreover, the
groups that stand closer to official ideology capmort ulusalcilik. Nevertheless, it
should be mentioned here that although some greupportingulusalcilik express
themselves as representing official ideology, there fundamental differences in
terms of perception of West, provided that the cidfi ideology is assumed to
represent by the Turkish army. The official ideglogursues the aim of the EU
membership which sometimes lead to criticisms & #nmy by the supporters of
ulusalcilik.

Ulusalclilikis a term that has been created by its suppoffées.synonymous
words“Millet” and“Ulus” are the Turkish equivalent of the English wordtiom'.
Milliyetcilik, derived from“millet” and “ulusculuk” derived from“ulus” mean
nationalism. However, they have differences indéditlet was used in the Ottoman
Empire to refer to religious communities. After tfreindation of Turkish Republic,
under the influence of the pure Turkish languageecu, the Kemalists did not want
to use a word referring to the millet system in @goman EmpireUlusgulukwas
coined to refer to Kemalist and secular nationalisvhich was generally used by
CHP. On the other hantilliyetcilik” was perceived as the word belonging to the
rightist and radical nationalist groups, which Haldmic tendencies. As a matter of
fact, ulusalcilik,a word coined by left nationalist groups in 200&s, be regarded as

an evidence of their attempt to distinguish theresboth from “radical right wing”
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nationalism which has Islamic elements, and ffahasculuk” which has been used
mostly by CHP and other political parties “leftagfnter” but is not used anymdre

The fact that the globalization challenges theterise of the nation-states led
the supporters ofilusalcilik perceive it as the system of “imperialism”. The ldor
integration and gradual vanishing of national basds believed to create an anarchic
world system, in which the super power nations wdlonize the relatively small
nations. The current (and interrelated) issues agcrowing influence of the United
States on the Middle East, Kurdish and Armeniandssthe European Union and
Cyprus play the leading role in that perceptiotheim.

Moreover, in 2002 AKP became victorious in the gahelections as a sole
party in power. Because the party is constitutedtimdy members who have been
previously associated with Islamic movements in fgaest, this victory has been
considered as a threat to secularism and the rieghbbugh Islamization (Menderes,
2006: 469). It is considered as the successor efislam-oriented political parties.
Furthermore, as mentioned above, AKP is regardetieasollaborator of the United
States in realizing its Greater Middle East Préfeethich will transform Turkey into
a “Moderate Islamic” country. Finally, the neo-liaéeconomic policies pursued by
AKP are considered to serve for the interestsmp@rialist powers”

All these factors are combined in and expressed e Sévres Syndrome of
supporters ofulusalcilik. Treaty of Sévres was the treaty which was sigritd the
Ottoman Empire’s defeat in the World War |, and ethofficially demolished the
Empire. According to the Treaty, the Greeks took Hastern Thrace and Western

Anatolia, the French and Italians took the Southamd Southwestern Anatolia,

2" However, there is not a sufficient evidence whaytbhoose to usalusalcilikinstead ofulusguluk It
may be because they find it old and out-of-datdegenerated.
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Cyprus was given to Britain, the Northeastern Ahatwas allocated for an Armenian
state, and an autonomous Kurdish state was plainied founded in the East. Thus,
the Treaty of Sévres represents the “occupatidimeferialism” and “dependence”. It
is called as the “Document of Death” by supportefsilusalcilik (Ataberk, 2004:
182). The Sévres Syndrome is the perception of@tgns ofulusalcilikthat the allied
powers which forced the Empire to sign, still pergshese aims. The fact that Turkey
still has problems with the issues of “Kurds”, “Aemians” and “Cyprus” keeps the
image of Sévres alive. These problems to whichuthsalcilikreacts will be analyzed
in detail while discussing the proposalsuaisalcilik.

To sum up, secularism, anti-imperialism (as a cgunsace of anti-globalistic
discourse), national economy (which presupposete’stactive role in economy,
while preventing foreign capital within Turkey) andtionalism (which can be racist,
xenophobic and disparaging) can be regarded amdie elements of thelusalcilik.

In other words, nationalization has been introduagdinst globalization; an ideal of
undemocratic and introverted political and econ@niegime has been introduced
against democratization and global economic pdi¢fgalay, 2006: 69).

Main Organizations of Ulusalcilik

Ulusalcilikis not an ideology of a single well-organized itogton, rather it is
represented by loosely-connected various organizatand individuals. Sections of
leftists, rightists, businessmen, academics, cktirelitary officers, bureaucrats, in
other words people from all sections of societystibute the supporters afusalcilik
There is a wide and loose coalition olusalcilik organizations, magazines, TV
channels and newspapers. Kemalism and anti-gloisaliscourse (expressed through

anti-imperialism) are the common features, whileirttstance towards socialism as
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well as official ideology and the content of naatism alter. For instance, some
associations like ADD (Ataturkist Thought Assomal] and CYDD (The Association
in Support of Modern Life) are closer to the officKemalist ideology. They rarely
use racist expressions. They hardly ever refeotsm, and they regard themselves
as “social democrats”. They are considered asrtheritor of Kemalist thought, and
are the most widely known Kemalist organizations.

On the other hand, a group of authors includingfthhemer authors o¥énand
Devrimjournals like Mimtaz Soysal, Atilldhan,ilhan Selguk represent the “national
left”. Most of them write inCumhuriyethewspaper and pursue the policie¥ 6hand
occasionally refer to the Galiyevism and Third Vdsi.

The third group, which is constituted by so-callbthrxist” organizations and
parties, stand more remote from the official Kestaideology. In addition to the
Workers’ Party of Dgu Peringek,Turksolujournal, fleri are leading forums in this
group. They often refer to Marxism, Leninism andnsorevolutionists like Che
Guevara, and Deniz Gezgrand Nazim Hikmet in Turkey (see appendix | fortpos
of Turksoly. They are reactionary, aggressive and extremist.

However, the foregoing classification can be protaiéc and objectionable,
for it is really hard to make a clear distinctiom@ng them. In order to clarify and
formalize, it is beneficial to mention some of tireups:

« ADD

As mentioned above, ADD stands closer to the @ffigiemalist ideology. It
seeks a doctrinal and ideological basis, by usu#dliowing the six arrows of
Kemalism. In its statute, it is mentioned that ADias established in order to

countervail “increased assaults on revolution amdcjples of Ataturk” by “negative
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forces inside and outside Turkey which take stierfgtm the physical absence of
Ataturk”. In order to accomplish this task, theiactplan of the association is stated
as follows:

ADD has been established in accordance with theslafv Turkish

Republic, in order to conduct progressive, scientgocial and cultural

activities about Atatiirk and Ataturkigmm

Numerous professors, retired military officers astddents constitute the
members. It has branches in many provinces of fufkee appendix Il for a picture
of Tekirdgz ADD in Republic meetings) as well as abroad, aad #,852 members
nation-wide (Uslu, 2008: 87). Nevertheless, aparnfthe core group, the ideological
structure of the members varies. Therefore, itosactcurate to call all members as
supporters ofilusalcilik

* Kuvayl Milliye Derngsi (The National Forces Association) and
Mudafaa-i Hukuk (The Defense of Rights Association)

Kuvay! Milliye Derngi is named after various national forces duringTthekish
liberation wat® (see appendix Il for a picture of the associatioRepublic meeting).
Similarly, Midafaa-i Hukuk The Defense of Rights Association) takes its n&oe
the association under which all fragmented naticstalggle groups were united
during Turkish liberation war. Retired diplomatsuréaucrats, professors and

lawyers* partake in these organizations.

29 For further information, see
http://www.add.org.tr/index.php?option=com_contetaigk=view&id=51&Itemid=160 (Last accessed
on December 28, 2008).

%0 For further information, see http://www.kuvvairij#.net/index.php (Last accessed on December 28,
2008).

31 For further information, see http://www.mudafaaikbk.com.tr (Last accessed on December 28,
2008).
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» Turksolu (Turkish Left)

Turksolurefers to socialism more often than other sectafndusalcilik In its
website, the Turkish flag and the pictures of AtatiNazim Hikmet and Deniz
Gezmi, leader of a socialist students’ organization wias executed after the 1971
military intervention are juxtaposed (see appemdixor a picture ofTurksolus stand
in TUYAP book fair). In its manifesto, it is statékat the problems of the Turkish
nation can only be solved ‘through leftist thougirtd activity’. Turksolu which
regards itself as “the follower of theuvay! Milliye” (National Forces Movement)
states in its manifesto that it pursues the relatstof Atatirk:

It is the inheritor of the revolutionist traditiomitiated by Atatlrk’s
national liberation war and followed by the founidat of the Republic.

This revolutionist tradition has been symbolizethwvtine personality of

Atatiirké?,

Turksolu announces itself as the inheritor of “independntievolutionist
national leftist tradition” in Turkey. It uses ratiexpressions while referring to
Kurdish and Armenian issues.

» Buyuk Hukukgular Birli gi (Great Union of the Jurists)

Buyuk Hukukgular Birfi is the organization of the lawyers who have brough
numerous lawsuits under the Article 3bagainst several intellectuals, such as author
Elif Safak, Nobel Prize winner Orhan Pamuk and Hrant Dinenian journalist

who was assassinated in 20697.

%2 For further information, see http://www.turksoligthaber/manifesto.htm (Last accessed on
December 28, 2008).

33 Article 301 is the article that concerns the hiatiibn of Turkishness. For further information, see
http://www.tbmm.gov.tr/kanunlar/k5237.html

% For further information, see http://buyukhukukeutag/ (Last accessed on December 28, 2008).
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+ 1P (Workers’ Party)

IP is the inheritor of the Third Worldist and Madistdition in Turkey (Erten,
2002: 464). Dgu Peringcek who was one of the significant figurestake lead in
secessions withinP and to resume to publish the journalAytinlikin 1968 is the
leader of the party. In the statute of the pattg,dim of thdP is stated as follows:

...to complete the national democratic revolution varstarted with the

constitutional monarchy and stepped forward a laiigtance with the

Kemalist revolution; to re-found the national staéed the will of

people; to terminate the oppression and controthef imperialism; to

eliminate all connections with the institutionstioé middle ages and to

bring the society to liberty, well-being and tohitd®

IP and its leader By Peringek frequently refer to socialist discounggle
stating their main task of protecting the unitynattion-state. Dgu Peringek is also a
dominant figure in various platforms eflusalcilik especially in the ones that are
established against the Armenian genocide claims.

o Turkiye Emekli Subaylar Derngi (TESUD-The Association of
Retired Army Officers of Turkey)

TESUDis constituted by retired army officers. The aimtioé association is
stated as reacting against:

‘any internal and external assaults and violation tte Republic,

National Unity and Sovereignty, the principles etc@ar, Democratic

% For further information, see http://www.ip.orditi/pages/detay.asp?goster=tbelgeler&belgetur=1
(Last accessed on December 28, 2008).
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and Social State, the Principles and RevolutionAGIATURK, the

Doctrine and Personality of ATATURK

In its journalBirlik (Unity), articles of the retired army officers earious
subjects such as secularism, nationalism, Armeisane, PKK, national unity,
political Islam are published.

« Ulusal Sanayici vels Adamlari Derngi (USIAD-Association of
National Industrialists and Businessmen)

USIAD is an organizationestablished by the businessmen and industridlists
This bears significant evidence that the natiomalrbeoisie actively partakes within
ulusalcilik in which the “nationalist intellectuals”, the ‘Salists” and national
bourgeoisie act together.

e Cumhuriyet

Cumhuriyet is one of the media channels which asirggly embrace the ideas
of ulusalcilik. It is a daily newspaper of the left nationalistelfectuals which was
established in the first years of republithan Selguk, one of the leading authors in
Yon-Devrim Mimtaz Soysal, left nationalist intellectual wdenominatedy n and
many other intellectuals who took part¥ion-Devrimand other left nationalist groups
afterwards write inCumhuriyet(see appendix V for the advertisement campaign of
Cumbhuriye). It is one of the leading publications that praendhe ideals of
ulusalcilik.

In addition, there are TV channels suchB&T and Ulusal Kanalwhich are
also supporters aflusalcilik.Apart from them, plenty of journalists and colunsis

popular newspapers like Milliyet, Hurriyet, 4&m, and singers stand close to

% For further information, see http://www.tesud.tguzuk%201.html (Last accessed on December
28, 2008).
37 For further information, see http://www.usiad.r{¢#st accessed on December 28, 2008).
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ulusalcihk These columnists support the activities wéisalcilik and sometimes

participate in some platforms, especially the cesablished against PKK. The fact
that various organizations and groups suppdusalcilik necessitates a systematic
media analysis regarding their attitudes to regasitients in order to revel its general

arguments as well as slight diversions among diffegroups otilusalcilik.

Main proposals of Ulusalcilik

The supporters ofilusalcilik have several interrelated proposals, most of
which are grounded on the perception of threahéosurvival of Turkish Republic. It
should be noted here that some of their concems transcended them and pervaded
to several sections of Turkish socityin order to provide a concrete basis of the
characteristics afilusalcilikand to provide evidence to the general implicatwinis
study, main proposals afilusalcilikwill be discussed, by utilizing from convergences
and divergences between its proposals and the queMeft nationalist groups in
Turkey which were discussed in the second chattterinternationalist left in Turkey
and finally the right nationalist organizations ifurkey. This analysis will
tremendously contribute to clarify the essentialrelsteristics otilusalcilikand at the
same time will constitute the mainstays and juwsdiions for the responses of this
study to the basic questions mentioned in the ditction.

Eventually, as it was mentioned above, there ihaea single organization of
ulusalcilik nor a systematic evaluation of it. Thereforbjle discussing the proposals

of ulusalcilik,the study will try to gather ideas of various aorgations and figures of

%8 However, it does not mean that people who shanéasi concerns with the supporterswéisalcilik
support the ideology ofilusalcilik. Most of the Turkish society embraces the ideals mfdrms of
Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk. For this reason, there gevalent sensitivity regarding the issues abaut hi
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ulusalcilikbased on the aforementioned grouping, analyze Hrehfinally determine
unanimous premises afusalcilik.
Debates on Globalization!Globalization: Ideal System of Imperialism”

Ulusalclilik sees the world as an arena of inequality, in whieh dominant
powers exploit the rest of the world economicatlglitically, militarily and culturally,
and globalization process is regarded as the systdahese great powers’ monopoly.
Since globalization is believed to aim for “gradyabnnihilating the national
borders”, it is perceived as a threat to natiomests well as national sovereignty.
Because it claims that the most significant featofe nation-state is that the
sovereignty belongs to the state and nation (Omkyr2008: 105). Following the loss
of sovereigntyulusalcilikbelieves that Turkey is being “disintegrated” armloken
into pieces” in favor of the interests of great posv(Tayman-Kalkan, May, 21 2005:
Tempo).

According toulusalcilik,there are two dominant factors in the global system
multinational corporations and developed economiddltinational corporations are
controlled by developed economies, namely Westatoms. Both of them aim for
increasing their shares in the world market, byasipg certain forms of consumption
instead of local ones (Manisali, 2006: 3). Multioaal corporations “penetrate in the
internal trade in less developed countries andrbégi dominate the commercial
system, by marketing their own goods”.

Partnerships and privatizations are regarded asinkgument of these
dominant factors in order to make the companietess developed or developing

countries dependent. Therefore, industry and tiadess developed or developing
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countries start to act in accordance with the estsr of multinational corporations and
great nations.

According to this perspective, Turkey stands amopgressed nations and it
has been already being “exploited” by great natitm®ugh IMF, World Bank,
European Union (Firat, 2006: 570). The partnerstupsrurkish companies with
multinational corporations render them dependeritilenthe bureaucracy and the
government start to work for their interests. Copsntly, “the share of multinational
corporations in Turkey’s import increase tremendiguhe foreign trade deficit and
debt grow rapidly” (Manisali, 2006: 3-6). According it, this situation will
eventually lead to colonization of Turkey. Hencefethding globalization is indeed
“defending the destruction of the nation-state”.

In order to prevent Turkey from being colonizedgythsuggest that national
revival is vital. As a response to claims aboutriee of nationalism in Turkey, they
state that it is quite natural and instinctive tmbeace nationalism which is the
founding ideology of nation-state, “just like a rnet loves her child{Firat, 2006:
525).

While expressing its perception of globalizationaashallenge to the national
unity and national interests, it frequently refersocialist term of “anti-imperialism”.
However, this term has lost its real meaning iniast ideology but has become a
term that connotes anti-globalistic discourseuhfsalcilik. It does not indicate any
meaning associated with “anti-capitalism”. On thentcary, “imperialism” is
considered to exist among nations rather that etas&iven to that premise, it
supports cooperation with national bourgeoisiergteoto protect “national interests”.

Therefore the attempt edusalcilikto moderate the conflict between labor and capital
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can be viewed as a consequence of the role ibat#®s to the national bourgeoisie
(Somel, 2002: 52). In this regard, it is difficuld distinguish the discourse of
ulusalcilikfrom the discourse of radical right nationalistups. For instance, Oztiirk,
the President oflkii Ocaklari (Foreges of Ideal), proclaims that the “enemy is
globalization and imperialisti.

Debates on the European Union“European Union: Realization of the %' Sévres”

Loss of sovereignty and fears of disintegrationTofkey constitute the main
concerns ofulusalcilik regarding the European Union membership. Accestion
European Union is regarded as the greatest phaglelmdlization which is a threat to
national unity and interests. There is a commonvuieat the EU will destroy the
nation-state as a result of transfer of sovereighMypreover, it is believed that
concessions during EU negotiations will acceletiaite process of transfer.

Concerns ofulusalcilik concentrate on particularly political and econahic
issues. Turkey’s Customs Union agreement with thk déuntries is believed to
weaken Turkish economy, by rendering it dependarthe EU foreign trade policies.
Given to the fact that numerous proceedings, ealhethe cases of headscarf, torture,
freedom of expression and minority rights, filechengt Turkey have been tried in the
European Court of Human Rights (ECHR), and the Cauled against Turkey for
several times, ECHR is regarded to intervene Tuskésgal system by causing
humiliation of Turkey. The non-recognition of Tuski Republic of Northern Cyprus
(TRNC) by EU and membership of the Greek Cypriopigic of Cyprus to EU in
2004 give rise to reactions among the supporterslugalcilik EU’s provisions

regarding the restriction of authorization of thditary as well as exclusion of the

39 Oztirk, Harun. “Kiresel Kimlik Karsinda Ulkiici Diinya Goégii,” Ulkii  Ocaklari

http://www.ulkuocaklari.org.tr/genelbaskan.asp?y83i (last accessed on December 28, 2008).
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army from the Turkish politics are considered dhraat to the survival of one of the
essential element of the “nation-state”. Finallyrkey is supposed to ameliorate the
practices regarding the minority rights in accomamwith the EU harmonization
process and prevent the violations of the humaitgigof the minorities by
recognizing their freedom of mother tongue andyreti. These are believed to serve
for loss of sovereignty and a perception that tbenter of hegemony is passing to
Brussels” has emerged.

In accordance with the Customs’ Union ratified amdary 1996, Turkey has to
apply the EU's common external tariffs on impororfr the third countries and
provide preferential access to the countries tocwitU grants access through free
trade agreements (FTA). However, because theretisamy sanction for sealing a
FTA with Turkey for the third countries, Turkey'sqvision of preferential access to
some of the third countries is unilateral. For theason, Turkey’s membership of
Customs’ Union is regarded as ‘the document of iafism™’. As Soysal states,
“Turkey depends on the sovereignty of the Union ésidanctions in its foreign trade
policy and its relations not only with the Europeasuntries but all regions of the
world”*:. Aygiin, the President of the Ankara Chamber of @ente and one of the
leading figures ofilusalcilik names Customs Union as the “one-sided submiggion

w42

Turkey™“ and similarly Manisali regards the Customs Unim the “Armless

occupation of Turkey” and argues that:

4% Manisali, Erol. “Eczacibsa, Kog, Sanayi, AB ve Nazilli Hatti,Cumhuriyet May 2, 2008.

1 Soysal, Miimtaz. “Avrupa EsrariHirriyet, April 21, 2000.
http://webarsiv.hurriyet.com.tr/2000/04/21/1999%®.8last accessed on December 28, 2008).
“2Mutlu, Mustafa. “Gumrik Birlgi'nden Hemen Cekilmeliyiz-3,Star, September 5, 2002.
http://www.abgs.gov.tr/index.php?p=22259&I=1, (lastessed on December 28, 2008).
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Turkey is being made backyard of Western capitafisough EU ...The

control of Turkish Republic on its foreign tradelipes is captured and

is transferred to EU"(Manisali, September 15, 2006).

Since Turkey accepted the right to apply indivithusd apply to ECHR in 1987, there
have been abundant cases tried in the ECHR ag@imkey. As a consequence,
Turkey has been sentenced to compensations in pusi@ases which are mostly
about violations of minority rights, headscarf aodure. Therefore, the European
Court of Human Rights is regarded as an institutuich “advocates the interests of
the European countries” (Haciibrahighe May, 2005). Regarding the trials of
headscarf in the European Court, it is claimed tbanstitutional provisions are tried
in the European Court which is evidence for losstate sovereigntffa. Also, the fact
that the “national issues” are tried in the Euaip&ourt is considered to lead to
“humiliation of Turkey before the eyes of the wdffti However, the decisions of the
European Court in favor of he ideasuisalcilik such as the ones about headscarf,
are praised: “Again no passage to headscarf froraggan Court®.

The Cyprus issue is one of the most sensitive ssegarding the EU
membership. Cyprus gained independence from Britak®60. Three years after the
independence of Cyprus from Great Britain, battiekb out between the Greek and
Turkish communities in the island. In 1983, thethern Turkish side declared itself

as the 'Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus' (TRN@hich is still recognized only

3 Pperingek, Dgu http://www.ip.org.tr/lib/pages/detay.asp?gostaidrdetay&idhaber=206 (last
accessed on December 28, 2008).

44 Public Release of ADD on October 15, 2007.
http://www.add.org.tr/index.php?option=com_contetaigk=view&id=1137&Itemid=101 (last
accessed on December 28, 2008).

45 «AHM Tirbana Yine Gegit Vermedi,Cumhuriyet December 4, 2008.
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by Ankara®. In 2004, the Greek Cypriot Republic of Cyprusdrae a member of
EU. The EU does not recognize TRNC and considexs foccupatiorf”. Despite the
negotiations, the Cyprus problem still remains Wexb by delaying Turkey’s
accession to the EU. Because of the perceptiontlieatEU does not accept any
proposal done by Turkey regarding the Cyprus issuatentional for delaying the
accession indefinitely, antagonism towards EU augmd-urthermore, by regarding
Cyprus as strategically “one of the most significaritories” and by attaching it a
historical significance and adding assumptions>atence of oil in the island, it is
stated that the TRNC will never been recognizec tuthe “great plans of the
imperialist powers”. According tailusalcilik these plans hinder “the initiation of
economical and political relations between the TR&N® the world” (Yildiz, 2008:
33). Consequently, campaigns have been initiatethdpupporters aflusalcilikwith

the slogan “The National Struggle Begins In CypruRauf Denktg, the former
president of the TRNC, is also very active in thesmpaigns and occasionally takes
place in the organizations. He argues that the @ymsue is the outcome of the
economic and political plans of the great powers.al speech he addresses in a
meeting of Talat Pasha Committee, he assertshibahgjor aim of the EU, the United
States and the United Kingdom is ‘to attach ush® Romoie® and diminish the
active role of Turkey in the islandHe also argues that the EU wants to make Turkey
an Islamic country by severing the principles catfitk on pursuit of its secret aim of

revival of the Treaty of Sévres:

4 “Turkey, Accession and Cyprus,” February 24, 200%online], Available:

http://www.euractiv.com/en/enlargement/turkey-asg@s-cyprus/article-135940(Last accessed on
December 30, 2008).

47 “Member States of the EU: Cyprus”. [online], Awdile:
http://europa.eu/abc/european_countries/eu_menehpres/index_en.htrfLast accessed on
December 30, 2008).

“8 Romoies: Greek Cypriots
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Why may Turkey turn into a radical religious sta@@cause EU wants
to separate it from the principles of Ataturk. ...Ekplicitly states that
Kemalism is not compatible with the EU’s norms..$8jgests Turkey
to have a regime of moderate Islam. By deterringkéy from the

principles of Atatirk, they want to bring Turkegck to the Treaty of
Sévres.”?

There is a common belief that the EU harmonizatp@miod incites the
nationalisms of ethnic groups within Turkey, partgrly Kurdish nationalism, and
brought the Armenian issue into agenda aJaiMoreover, the EU regulations
regarding the minority rights, especially the orssmout the foundations and re-
opening the the Theological School in Halki are sidared threat to the national
unity. EU’s criticism regarding the obstacles iegdom of expression in Turkey and
the Article 301 further flares up these concernailakalcilik Eventually, the EU
provisions also include the restriction of the auitly of the army, abolishment of the
National Security Court (DGM), demilitarization t¢fhe National Security Council
(MGK) by assigning a civil Secretary General Militaas these practices are regarded
as undemocratic. Howeveu)usalcilik views Turkish army as the guardian of the
secular republican regime and opposes to anyagstritowards its purview.

As mentioned in the beginning of this chapter, Tmeaty of Sévres signed
after the World War | allowed invasions of the edlipowers in Turkey. Because
conditions of accession to the European Union Thakey is supposed to implement
include some of the issues mentioned in the Treh,European Union talks are

considered as the efforts to revitalize tHE Sévres. Moreover, there is a very

“°The speech of Rauf Denkta=ormer President of TRNC, in the meeting of T&®asha Committee
in November 1, 2007.
%0 These concerns ofusalcilikwill be discussed below independently.
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prevalent opinion that Turkey will continue to attaccordance with the interests of
the European Union but will never be accepted dallamember. The inevitable
consequence is stated as “colonized and mandat&dyr'u

The proposals ofulusalcilik regarding the European Union bears great
resemblance to the basic concerns of MHP (Natish@ction Party), the radical
nationalist party, particularly in terms of ArticB1, minority rights, Kurdish and
Armenian issues. In the European Union Report & Barty, it is stated that
“Turkey’s attempts for EU membership are futile’hel report points out that EU
forces Turkey to “accept the Kurds as minority &utdish as official language” and
also “obliges Turkey to open her harbors to Cypsiaips™. It is clear that there is
unanimity betweerulusalcilik and right nationalism in terms of European Union.
Ulusalcilik frequently refers to “anti-imperialism” while ciizing the EU, but does
not communicate any concern relating to capitabsm neo-liberalist policies that EU
pursues. While Marxist and internationalist lefogps in Turkey criticizes EU’s
practices in terms of class conflict and labor abasid strives for protecting the rights
of proletariat in the European Union countriekisalcilikreacts against EU in terms
of “national unity” and “survival of the nation-$&d in a anti-westernist and
xenophobic manner. Therefore, apart from expresssngpposition to EU through a
Marxist concept, there is not any intellectual eliénce betweemlusalcilik and

radical right Turkish nationalism.

®1 “2006 Progress Report and Document of Stratet§HP Center of Research and Development,
2006, http://www.mhp.org.tr/raporlar/avrupabirl2Z06irpdolumsuz.doc (last accessed on December
28, 2008).
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Debates on AKP: “AKP: Collaborator of the United States and Threato
Secularism and Republic”

The electoral victory of AKP, which enabled it tmuhd single-party
government in general elections in 2002 was follbg the second victory of the
party in general elections in 2007. The foreignigyolstrategies, the neo-liberal
economic policies and political practices of thePAKave caused reactions among the
supporters ofilusalcilik The ulusalcilik debates on AKP’s foreign policy strategies
revolve around three main issues.

Initially, AKP government's practices on northerad are regarded as failure,
especially after the incident in July 2003, wherrkish soldiers in Sulaymaniyah,
northern Iraq were made put sacks on their headsdyJnited States troofss In
addition to so-called “sack incident”’, AKP is redad to fail in intervening and
fighting against the terror incidents in Kirkukhere PKK troops were deployed. The
government’s contact with the regional administiatileader of Northern Iraq
Massoud Barzani is regarded as a strategic failikd is also accused of acting in
accordance with the Greater Middle East Projecthef United States, which is
regarded as the continuity of the New National SgcStrategy of the United States
in the Middle East formulated after September 10012 The fact that Turkey was
invited to the G-8 Summit in Sea Island, GeorgiaJone 2004, where the Greater
Middle East Project was officially discussed foe fiirst time by George Bush arouse
the suspicions that Turkey will take a central ratea “Co-President” of this project

which is believed to “presuppose political transfation” of the countries in the

52 Calskan, Emre “Government’s Red Lines in Northern IRaijed,” The New AnatolignFebruary 23,
2007, [online], Available:
http://www.onuroymen.com/docs/The%20New%20Anatqte2023%20%C5%9Eubat%202007.doc
(Last accessed on December 30, 2008).
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region “in accordance with the interests of the teihi States’®®. Therefore, AKP
which is already seen as “Islamic oriented” paditiparty is believed to change the
secular republican regime into “Moderate Islam”, dooperation with the United
States. The practices of AKP such as facilitatihg students’ entrance to the
universities withturban (headscarf), assigning people who are close to fkiRe key
bureaucratic positions, enabling the graduatesebious high schools to attend
universities have been perceived as the steps gaway to this aim. In addition, the
accelerated negotiation process of EU membershgeruthe rule of AKP is also
perceived as an outcome of AKP’s policies thatedov the disintegration of Turkey
and interests of the “imperialist nations”. Accaoglito Peringek:

Erdogan commits a crime of killing a nation and slaugimne the

republic (Peringek, Dec. 16, 2007: 11)

Finally, the neo-liberalist economic pas of AKP which lead to increase in
the privatizations and its efforts to attract fgreidirect investments to Turkey are
believed to contribute to losing national econosuwereignty by the supporters of

ulusalcilik?,

Debates on Kurdish Issue: “Kurds: Instrument of the Imperialist Powers within
Turkey”
Since the foundation of Turkish Republic, the Kaldissue has been always

one of the most debatable issues in TutkeYhe Kurdish issue was discussed in

terms of integration problem and backwardness. Newesince the 1980s when the

*30zankaya, Prof.Dr. Ozer ‘Atatiirk Tiirkiyesi mi Y@kSomiirgecinin ‘BOP’u Mu?
http://www.add.org.tr

** The economic perspective of the supportensiagalcilikwill be discussed below in detail.

% For further reading about Kurdish issue, see Ozffaha and Ete, Hatem. “Kirt Meselesi:
Problemler ve Co6zum Onerileri,” Seta Analiz November, 2008. [online], Available:
http://www.setav.org/index.php?option=com_conteat=-view&id=641&Itemid=89 (Last accessed
on December 28, 2008).
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PKK emerged, the Kurdish issue has transformed tinéomost sensitive problems
which take attention of each section of Turkishietyc given to the fact that the battle
between the Kurdish nationalist terrorist organaatPKK and the Turkish army is
still continuing in the Southeastern part of Turkayd many soldiers are dying.
Therefore it is difficult to distinguish the reamts of the supporters aflusalcilik
from the rest of the society, as well as from tlghtr nationalist movements.
Moreover, since the supportersuéisalcilikvoice their concerns regarding the PKK
in occasionally held demonstrations and meetingsy tgain considerable support
from the society.

The Kurdish problem is considered to be an aréfigroblem created by
external forces in Turkey (en, 2002: 890). The capture of Abdullah Ocalan, the
leader of the PKK, in Kenya and the inclusion oe&« and Syrian authorities in the
incident, and the support of the European countoethe Kurds, and the arms with
foreign certificate of origin found on the PKK ntdints are some incidents that have
reinforced this common belief.

Apart from the common anxiety of the Turkish sogietgarding PKK, the
Sévres Syndrome lies beneath the attitude of stgmsasfulusalcilik Referring to the
Greater Middle East Project, it is argued thatinited States is planning to break the
region into pieces. Given to this assumption, degration of Turkey and foundation
of a Kurdish state, namely Kurdistan, is regardec gart of this project. Therefore,
the Kurds and the Kurdish Regional Government irrtiNon Iraq (with Mesut
Barzani being its leader), which is accused of jgiog asylum to the PKK militants
are perceived as “collaborators of the United Stated Europe” on pursuit of their

“secret agenda”. In other words, it is believed tie Kurds are being used by the
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great powers regarding them as “strategic instrunwnthe United States”, as
Peringek sternly argues:

The efforts of Kurds were insufficient, so theygssupport from the

counter-fronts, side of imperialists. The consegeas the war among

Kurds themselves, the poverty and the frustratiothe collaborators

with the imperialists (Peringek, 08.09.1996).

A large space is allocated to the Kurdish problerthe website of Tiirksolti
The PKK is equated with all Kurds in plenty of elis, in which cautions are
announced, in order to prevent Kurds’ ‘reproductidimder the title of‘There is not
a Kurdish problem, there is a Kurdish invasiotfijs “invasion” is shown on a map of
Turkey by arrows from the East stretching to thestVand the “strategy” of the Kurds
is explained on the homepage of the website of Salk (see appendix VI for the
map). Similarly, Firat claims that Kurdishness i @ nation but was artificially
created. Therefore, like the “other artificial Epean nations”, Kurds pursue racist
strategy to be accepted as a “nation”.

Calling himself Kurd is a problem. Because sayimati am a Kurd is

racism. Because there is no Kurdish nation. (FI2Z906: 533).

There are badges of ADKF (The Federation of Atastirkhought Clubs) a4
am shopping from Turk, therefore my money doegadb the PKK”(see appendix
VII for the badge) Moreover, in order to prevent the impact of Kurdishiture,
LahmacunandKebabare counted in the food which the Turks shouldaiafto eat

(ileri, Dec. 3, 2007).

%6 www.turksolu.com (May 30, 2008)

59



As it was mentioned in the previous section, thekibBh left nationalist groups
focused on the Kurdish issue as well, and frequeattused the Kemalist revolution
that failed to realize land reform. However, thaésea sharp divergence in the
discourse ofulusalcilik The view ofulusalcilik regarding the Kurdish issue is a
consequence of its perception of the world systemwo groups: the oppressed
nations and oppressing nations. According to thema, oppressing nations realize
their plans on the oppressed ones through thebowl#ors within those nations. In
terms of Turkey, the Kurdish issue is regarded rfficzal problem created by the
external forces. The quotations stated above shioat wlusalcilik uses racist
expressions when referring to Kurdish issue. Is thigard, it is hard to distinguish it
from the radical right nationalist groups.

Debates on Armenian Issue‘Armenian Genocide Claims Imperialist Conspiracy
to Break Turkey into Pieces”

The issue of Armenian genocide claims has beconme ainthe leading
international policy issues of Turkey since the AQ8After Turkey’s application for
membership to EU in 1987, the European Parliamenladed a recommendation of
“The Political Solution to the Armenian Issue”, whireferred to the Armenian
genocide recognition of the United Nations in 1948though there is not any
provision that compel Turkey’s recognition of thengcide, many countries have
already recognized the Armenian genocide. The aticusof the Turkish Republic
with the genocide claims led to reactions amongTilkish society. As it is also the
case in Kurdish issue, the supportersilofsalcilik voice concerns which seem to be

widespread among Turkish society.
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The reactions of supporters ofusalcilik to Armenian genocide clairtls
emanate from the Sévres syndrome, since they reélgamaims as the outcome of the
efforts of the “imperialist powers” to realize tf#&¢ Sévres. The supporters of
ulusalcilik accept that the Armenians were forced to depainhduhe independence
war and justify this by arguing that the protectadrthe fatherland was crucial during
the Turkish independence war and the situationireduhe deportation. However,
they sternly object to genocide claims. Accordimgthem, these claims are the
instrument of the “imperialist powers”, namely tBerope and the United States to
revive the sanctions of the Treaty of Sévres amddb Turkey into pieces”, while the
Armenians are regarded as “puppets”.

Talat Pasha Committee was one of the platforms Wed established by
various organizations ofilusalcilik (see appendix VIII for the logp)n order to
counter these claims. The Committee stages denadiosis in various places and
issues press releases with the participation obwarsections of the society. The
essential goal of the Committee which is chairgdRauf Denktg, the former
president of Cyprus, is to countervail internatiootiences to Turkey (Ozcan, Oct.
11, 2007).

The supporters afilusalcilikargue that the Turkish nature is not compatible
with any action associated with genocide and jygtife incidents with the necessity

of defending the country (Peringek, 2006: 21 andallyMay 18, 2006)° However,

5 After the SarikangiBattle and the defeat of the Ottoman army commérmethe Unionist Enver
Pasha in 1914 during World War |, the Eastern boofi¢he state was opened to the Russia. In omder t
prevent any possible collaboration of the Armeniaith the Russians, the Unionists in power gave the
order of deportation of the Armenians (Birikim, Mayne 2005). During deportation, numerious
Armenians died. Whether it was a genocide or nstldgen recently one of most debatable issues.

%8 https://www.ip.org.tr
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they assert that the Turkish authorities fail tarter these claims because they are
afraid of offending the great nations, as Peringjakns:

We defended our fatherland under the leadership Agétirk.

...However, the authorities in Turkey cannot objecimperialists by

saying that | defended my fatherland between tlaesy®914-1923 by

making war of independence, and if it is requiredight again. The

Turkish authorities cannot defend that the warmafeépendence was fair

because it was against the imperialists. Reminthigmeans quitting to

yield to the imperialism of the United States (Reek, 2006: 25).

The first demonstration of the Committee took platéausanne in 2005, in
the 82. anniversary of Lausanne Treaty with thgastoof“The Armenian Genocide is
a lie of imperialist powers” This was followed by the demonstration on Maréh 1
2006 in Berlin in which it criticized the “ArmeniaGenocide” decision of the
Germany Parliament, in Paris and then in Lausaonthé second time on June 2007.

The Turkish associations in Germany including AsBEAOThe Ataturkist
Thought Association in Lower Saxony in HannoveérHannover Tirk Toplumu
(Hannover Turkish Society)Almanya ADD Birlgi (Union of ADD of Germany),
Turk Akademisyenler Bigi (The Union of Turkish Academic Scholars), DITIB
(Directorate of Religious Affairs Turkish-Islamic nidbn)*°, BTEU (Union of
European Turkish Businessm&n)DTU (Turkish-German Businessmen Association),
Alevi Cem Association, Hurtirk (The Libertist Turkish-German Friendship
Federation), Garbsen Veliler Birlgi, Hannover Veliler Birlgi and Hannover

Karadenizliler Derngi (Hannover Black Sea People’s Association) issuquess

% http://www.as-add.de
%0 http://ww.ditib.de
®1 http://www.bteu.de
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release titled “We Deny the Accusation of Genoaciddch is aimed to burden on
Turkish nation” on January 26, 2007. In the reledlsey claim that the reality has
been distorted for political reasons:

It is worrisome that the so-called Armenian gedeciclaims have

become an issue which is being discussed in mligatforms rather

than an issue which the historians discuss. ...Weldhaot allow the

groundless claims and the propagandas of the Aramsnon pursuit of

their unilateral and nationalist thoughts to charte realities’?

Prior to the assassination of the Armenian Jownhdlirant Dink, Blyulk
Hukukgular Birlgi had brought lawsuit under the Article 301 against,hand the
Turksolu conducted a survey to define “the Fasuisthe Year”, stating him in the
first place (see appendix IX for the logo). Aftessassination of Dink, the debates on
Armenian issue increased. The slogan chanted ifuheral“We are all Hrant Dink,
we are all Armeniansivas criticized and contra-slogéwe are all Mehmed, we are
all Turks” was created.

In a meeting report of the office of TESUD in Gadili that has been broadcast
in the general website of Gallipoli, the officergaiate the assassination of Hrant
Dink. In the meeting report it is stated that then&nians were deported because of
the cruelties they did in Anatolia. They conseqlyenteclared that they did not
approve the assassination of Hrant Dink but thegwknhat he was murdered by
“foreign and secret force$®,

Similarly, Turksoluand/leri regard him “an Enemy of Turkey”, stating that

“a man like him” cannot be hero just because he asmassinated. According to

®2 http://lydhhaber.com, January 26, 2007 ‘Tirk Miflet Sirtina Yuklenmekistenen Soykirim
Suclamasini Reddediyoruz’. Yurgtk Hareketi Derngi website
®3http://www.gelibolu.org, January 26, 2007 ‘TESUDftahk Sohbet Toplantisi Diizenliyor'.
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them, Hrant Dink was a harmful person for Turkey dfurkey and Turks lost an
enemy” (Firat, Apr.-May-June 2007:204).

As a consequencaylusalcilik uses racist discourse when referring to the
Armenian issue, as its attitude cannot be diststged from the radical nationalist
right groups. In fact, the leading figures and gwf ulusalcilik frequently gather
with the radical nationalist groups and figures time demonstrations against
Armenian issue. Moreover, the participants of tleal Pasha Committee confirm
this consensus in terms of opinion as well as actio
Debates on Economy‘Foreign Capital and Privatizations: Threat to th&conomic
Independencé

Based on one of the major premises of left natismalin Turkey, the
supporters ofulusalcilik argue that development of Turkish nation can ongdy b
achieved through independence from the capital@idy This presupposes a strict
control of state on economy and protecting the onmali economy. Therefore
privatizations and foreign capital access to Turleg regarded as a threat to
economic independence of Turkey. It is argued stete’s loss of control on economy
will lead to crisis and “colonization” of Turkishation. According to the supporters of
ulusalcilik,the public sector is being destroyed and then anauic system is being
constituted by the politicians and the employersparsuit of their interests, which
will ruin the independence of Turkish econonflyirat, 2006: 551).Moreover,
regarding the privatizations of the public enteses, companies and banks to the
foreigners, they state that Turkey is “losing thanteol of the economy” (Kazgan,

Jan.-Feb.-March, 2008: 8-9).
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The etatist policies during the 1930s are freqyergferred and 1930s are
called as “Golden Years”. Accordingly, regarding tfecent economic crisis which
has started in the United States, they frequentgntion that the great nations
“embrace” etatist policies in order to recover frte crisis:

What does the Western capitalism do? ...They emibratatism...

when the neo-liberalism collapsed and the capitalistem is in crisis,

... the state became the saver, the state becamatéineentionist, the

state became SO&elguk, October 15, 2008)

As a consequence of the idea that the state stiakéd over active role in
economy for national development and independetheeprivatizations and sales of
the national enterprises to the foreign companresragarded to lead to loss of
national control mechanism. Under these circumstsnihe foreign capital can easily
penetrate to the economy and jeopardize the ec@nordependence and national
unity. Eventually, Turkey will become a colony eaipéd by the great nations. In his
article titled ‘Privatizations are attacks against Turkey and AtiatiKo¢ views the
“workers and unions’ rights” and “elimination of al-state” as the secondary
concerns regarding privatizations, since he bedietleat the anti-privatization
activators only in developed nations can reactgpiation in terms of these issues.
However:

...the major aim of privatizations in Turkey is dissolve Turkey, to

bring Sévres in stead of Lausanne and to take gevdrom Atatlrk

(Kog, 2008: 12).

This statement provides great evidence that themeajncern otilusalcilikis

the survival of the nation-state. Any concern afato class conflict is criticized; as
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such attitude overshadows the “major concern”.ah be concluded that in a “less
developed nation” like Turkey, all classes shouldspe nationalism and act in
accordance with national interest. According t@ ghioposal, reactions against class
conflict, uneven income distribution or labor abes@ only take place in developed
nations. Nevertheless, the supporteraloalcilikdoes not react to privatizations to
Turkish companies. Accordingly, regarding the s#l&rdemir, Selguk supports the
“national entrepreneur”, particularly Ko¢ Holdingida criticizes the sale of Oyak

Bank to foreign investors:

When Oyak involved in the privatization, we gotghayak, which is a
national institution, ... When Kog¢ won the Turpreender, the wise

people of this country felt relievé8elguk, April 4, 2006).

Moreover, another indication thatusalcilikdoes not imply any leftist concern
is the fact that national bourgeoisie takes parhational front’ of ulusalcihik While
there is aulusalcilik association of UB\D which was founded by the businessmen,
some Chambers of Commerce and/or Industry suchngarA Chamber of Commerce
and Eskjehir Chamber of Industry use expressionsilaBalcilikin their publications
and declarations. Furthermof@encg Parti(Young Party), a political party which was
established by one of the wealthiest businessmefiudfey, was praised bithan
Selcuk inCumhuriyet only because the party declared that it was ag#itF (Selguk,
June 2003). Because IMF is considered as an “iralpsi force, which “strives for
forcibly interfering Turkish economy”.

Ulusalcilikrefers to etatist policies and the concept of “@nfierialism”, and

presents these references as the indication dfeitisst” ideologies. However, it is
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mistaken by confusing etatism with socialisdiusalcilik presupposes a system in
which the state controls the allocation of resosifogt does not possess the means of
production as socialism presupposes (Migilidovember 10, 2008). In other words,
the state strives for creating a national bourgeoihich will pursue the national
interests. Because it claims that national devetypns essential in a less developed
country like Turkey, and all classes of the soc&tpuld act in accordance with this
national aim.

Since the globalization and the neo-liberalist @e8 put into practice in the
1980s in Turkey as a consequence of globalizatroogss are believed to serve for
the colonization of Turkeyulusalcilik reacts againsglobalization Nevertheless,
while reacting against the neo-liberalist policésl re-structuring of the state after the
1980s, it does not criticize the inequalities ie thcome distribution that capitalist
system brings. Suffice to say, it claims to be i“amperialist” however, it overlooks
the concept of “anti-capitalism” of socialism.

Moreover, while it views the foreign capital as ‘@amperialist force” which
forcibly accesses into Turkey, it ignores the fHwt the national capital and the
international capital pursue the joint aim. It deeks the internationalization efforts
of the national capital. Nevertheless, it fails generate any alternative economic
model except for suggesting a model of nationaheowy. This stance aflusalcilik
resembles the left nationalist movements in the0$9&8nd 1970s. There is also
unanimity betweenulusalcilik and radical right nationalist groups regarding the
economic issues. In its economic report, refertiogoreign direct investments in
Turkey, MHP states there is a threat of “aliendtiand criticizes the neo-liberal

policies of AKP:
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The AKP prefers alienation to privatization and beung an

international market to national development m&tiel

This unanimity shows thatlusalcilik and radical right nationalism meet at a
point of “survival of the nation-state”.

Debates on Role of Army*Turkish Army: The Guardian of the Regime”

The Turkish military is regarded as the guardianthef secularism and the
republic by the supporters afusalcilik While there are organizations established by
the retired army officers like TESUD mentioned adowome of the leading
organizations are chaired by retired officers. Fstance, the chairman of ADD is
retired General MSener Eruygur, a retired four star general and forooenmander
of gendarme.

Especially in the context of the democratizatioogaiss provisioned by the
EU, the attempts to decrease the role of the amiyrkish political life is criticized
and perceived as a threat to the “natural guardighe regime”. The intervention of
the military in the politics is tolerated and jdisti by most of the supporters of
ulusalcilik, although many of them were imprisoned or accusgd nilitary
administrations after the interventions (especiadl{971 and 1980). The intervention
of the army in politics can be regarded as natanal should be tolerated because of
its ‘good intention’, as Soysal states:

Isn’t it normal that the army which founded theueélic with its blood

and leadership comes first in overtaking the resjuatty to protect it?

...In spite of some significant mistakes, its goéentions which are not

64 “Ekonomide AKP Do6nemi,”MHP Center of Research and Developméianline], Available:
http://www.mhp.org.tr/raporlar/ekonomi/2002_2008oe&mide_akp_donemi_ozet.doc

68



exploited for personal reasons do not annoy théespcrather they have

been embracedpysal, Nov. 20, 2002).

Especially, the intervention on May 27, 1960 arel¢bnstitution of 196 are
regarded as a “revolution” by the majority of thefitcording to them, the liberties
including the freedom of expression were broughtuokey with the constitution of
1961 (Manisali, June 6, 2008), and it is calletregolution”:

The revolutionist youth, together with the Army maah Ataturkist

attempt and overthrew the power (Firat, 2004: 20).

Moreover, ADKF displayed banners calling the mijtaforces for
intervention:

“Ordu Goreve” in ‘Republic March’ on October 25, 2003 in Ankgsae appendix X
for the banner). This attitude ofusalcilikcan be regarded as the continuity of the
view that the cadre of “nationalist military offie and civil intellectuals” will
complete the “national democratic revolution” ofrkey in the 1960s and 1970s.
Since the supporters ofusalcilikare aware of that they cannot obtain power through
democratic ways, they hope support from the Turkisltary which they call “the
real reference of Turkish nationalism” (Ekinci, MBar26, 2006).

To sum up, the foregoing proposals wtisalcilik explicitly show that the
recent resurgence of left nationalism in Turkey atically diverged from socialist
ideology, and has become a form of nationalism Wwiscanti-globalist, anti-western,
xenophobic and racist that may apply undemocratactices on pursuit of its
essential aim of protecting the unity of nationtstand secular and republican

regime. It formulates its ideology on the reactioR®wever, it fails to generate

55 For further reading about the influence of miltamervention on May 27, 1960, see Mazici, $éur.
2001. “27 Mayis, Kemalizmin Restorasyonu mu?Maodern Turkiye'de Siyasi Biince Vol.: 2
Kemalizm, edited by Ahmétse /stanbul:/letisim Yayinlari.
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alternative models to the system it opposes. Thezeft appeals to secondary issues
such as secularism, Armenian and Kurdish issuesrdar to gain support from the
society as well as Turkish military. It serves fbe maintenance of system, which

constitutes the major contradiction with its ‘lefiscourse.
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CONCLUSION

With the neo-liberal policies put into practice esftthe 1980s and the
transformation of the political economical and sbatructure as a consequence of
these policies, debates on the survival of theonadtate has risen. After the AKP
have come to power and the EU membership processbban accelerated, a
perception of loss of sovereignty and threat tauksgaepublic regime have become
prevalent in various section of the Turkish socidtjusalcilik which emerged in the
1990s and accelerated in the 2000s has becomeespwihd Turkish nationalism
that voices common concerns regarding the surnabahe Turkish Republic while
resisting against globalization. In accordance waglraison d’etre, secularism, anti-
imperialism because of its anti-globalistic diss®yr national economy which
presupposes state’s active role in economy andept#ng foreign capital within
Turkey and, most dominantly nationalism which cam tacist, xenophobic and
disparaging are main proposals ofusalcilik It is essentially formulated on
reactions and on a continuous perception of thoe#te survival of the nation-state.
Since it is recently one of the most debatableeissn Turkish politics, this study has
attempted to provide a concrete basis through akirgerrelated questions in order
to identify it.

In order to accomplish primary aims of this stuthtellectual and historical
motives that lead to the attempts to reconcileonatism with Socialism have been
discussed in the first chapter. By this way a th8ocal framework has been
established through leading contemporary works thsduss the relation between
nationalism and Socialism and it is been conclutbad the problematic association

of Socialism and nationalism initially for tacticahd strategic reasons has led to
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emergence of contradictory ideologies in partiduléess developed countries. The
study attempts to reveal the reflections of thetsermgts on Turkish politics and
historical and theoretical roots of such attemptshie second chapter. Based on an
analysis of their intellectual characteristics, tedretical framework has been
constituted for “left nationalist” movements in Kkey. In the third chapter,
ulusalcilik is viewed as a resurgence of these movements,ithstanding several
divergences. Following the discussion on convergenand divergences between
ulusalcilik and the previous movements, leading organizatiand forums of
ulusalcilik have been discussed based on a grouping. Firpathposals of diverse
organizations and forums have been gathered anyzadssystematically in order to
define unanimous premises ofusalcilik While discussing its main proposals,
convergences between the right nationalist grouqasudusalcilik have been taken
account in some issues. Thereby, contradictionssipremises and discourse have
been identified.

After these theoretical and political analysis tespond the questions
mentioned in the introduction, this study conclutiest ulusalcilik fails in terms of
two major concerns. The first contradiction emasafrom its relation with
Kemalism. Kemalism is the founding ideology of Tigtk Republic and it aims to
establish a “classless” society in pursuit of safisin. Ulusalcilik regards the
Kemalist revolution as the initial and greatespstd Turkish national democratic
revolution. However, Turkish national independestreggle was implemented by a
cadre of civilian-military bureaucrats and did eeer carry a class concern. By this
way, ulusalcilik ignores class conflict of Socialism and replacesy ‘nation’.

Imperialism is perceived as a phenomenon existmgreg the nations, while state is
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viewed as a non-class concept. Such a stance igyarst and conflicts with
internationalism of Socialism. Moreover, Kemalissnaccepted as the ideology of
the state. Failing to severe its ties with offidg@ddology (Bakaya, 2007: 24) makes it
a movement which strives for protecting status guather than a revolutionist
movement implemented towards status quo. It supptmp-down transformation
implemented by the state. Suffice to say, becatisdoés not dissociate from
Kemalism, it cannot transform into internationalilft aiming for socialist
revolution. Anti-imperialism is confused with xerfaybia and anti-westernism. After
the 1990s, secularism has become a central coacepsurvival of nation-state is
believed to be achieved by maintaining the seaelaublican regime.

The second essential contradiction originates fitsmattempts to cooperate
with national bourgeoisie. The belief in ‘nationbnt’ against imperialism
constitutes the main motive of this attitutibusalcilik tries to protect the interests of
national capital. It defines the international ¢alpas a force which tries to access to
Turkey by force. However, it fails to explain thé@fekrence between the national
capital and international capital and turns a bleye to the internationalization
efforts of the national capital. Being in allianwéh the capitalists in Turkey, it sees
the proletariat in other countries as “other”, hesm it believes that proletariat of
other countries can work for their national intéseshen it is required. It claims to be
anti-imperialist but it is not anti-capitalist. Memver, it confuses etatist policies with
socialism. However, the etatist policies proposgdlbsalcilikare different from the
state concept in socialism. musalcilik state is responsible with controling the
allocation of resources but does not possess tla@sra production. The state strives

for creating a national bourgeoisie which will pueghe national interests.
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The aim for protecting nation-state and nationderests lie beneath the
attempt of ulusalcilik to establish a national front in cooperation withtional
bourgeoisie. Accordingly, nationalism is consideasda necessity for development in
a less-developed country, whereas class strugglereeived to take place merely in
developed countries. It presupposes of an existehaenon-class concept of state in
less-developed countries. Therefore, it claims éo“dnti-imperialist” but it is not
“anti-capitalist”, which conflicts with Socialismlt does not endeavor for an
internationalist proletariat revolution which isrpary aim of Socialism.

Reacting against several issuefjsalcilik fails to generate any alternative
models, but is based on reactions. It criticizesbglization and the efforts for the
European Union membership; it does not suggest at@ynative foreign policy
strategy. It fails to put forward any strategy @yprus. It opposes to privatizations
but does not have any coherent economic alterrsatAe it fails to respond to basic
contradictions and generates alternatives to tlaetipes to which it is reacted, it
emphasizes widespread concerns such as Kurdish, i8smenian issue, secularism
and republic and creates an image that the existenclurkish republic is under
threat.

In this study,ulusalcilikis viewed as a form of ordinary nationalism. What
distinguishulusalcilik from other forms of Turkish nationalism is theatiarse and
the method it uses while expressing itself. As nometd in the introduction,
ulusalcilikis a word derived from “ulus” (nation) and creatgdthe supporters of it
in the late 1990s. This reflects their efforts iffedentiate themselves from other
nationalist groups which they find degenerated iaeffective.Ulusalcilik expresses

itself as the “innocent oppressed nation nationdlisvhose primary aims is
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independence of Turkey by instrumentally appeatingocialist discourse. Believing
that nationalism is rehabilitated within socialiscourse, it presents its nationalism
as a well-intentioned and justifiable nationalismvhile proclaiming Kurdish
nationalism for instance, as a malicious “sepdafatmationalism. Nevertheless,
ulusalcilik cannot be assumed to be different from ordinartionalism. The
difference ofulusalcilikfrom other Turkish nationalisms is the fact tha¢xpresses
itself through socialist discourse. It is not atidist ideology but bears the
fundamental characteristics of nationalism. Theesfd is argued that an attempt to
associate Socialism and nationalism will eventulaiad to emergence of nationalism
as the dominant partner. As a consequence of penepf a common enemy in
terms of its attitudes towards the EU, Kurdish akminenian issues, it acts in
cooperation with radical right nationalist groups.

The study also concludes that very similar attentptgeconcile Turkish
nationalism with socialist discourse were made @sfig after the 1960s following
the internal and external developments. Yon-Deurim960s and numerous groups
emerged within TP and TKP pursuing the MDD after 1960s constitbeettistorical
roots of ulusalcilik Nevertheless, there are several differences leetweevious
movements andulusalciik and these differences provide evidence for the
aforementioned statement that association of raigm with other ideologies will
always lead to emergence of nationalism as the mmhipartner at the end, when the
conditions change. The previous movements werdkirggean alternative for
development by referring to socialism. As a consege of absence of a real model
for socialism in the 2000s, the devastating impafcthe military intervention on

September 12, 1980 on the left groups as well asetfects of globalization and
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structural transformation of Turkish political aadonomical life, the left nationalism
has almost totally distanced from socialist ideglogeferring only to a concept of
socialism, “anti-imperialism, it has become aroidgy which can act in cooperation
with the state and radical nationalist groups ideorto protect the unity of nation-
state. The cooperation of supporters wiisalcilik with secular extreme right
nationalist groups under Kizilelma Coalition shotist they share a common
ground. Their reactionary expressions towards Klrdssue for instance are racist
and full of violence. However, the previous movertsesought peaceful solutions.
For example Dgan Avciglu accused the Kemalist regime due to its failuréand
reform, whilelbrahim Kaypakkaya suggested right of self detertiongfor Kurdish
community.

To sum up, there is not a single “Turkish naticsrali but “Turkish
nationalisms” which express them through differemicepts. These diverse Turkish
nationalisms struggle for hegemony, since the eererg of Turkish nationalism in
the late 19.century. Being one of the contenderthis struggle ulusalcilikis the
recent form of the attempts to reconcile Socialisith nationalism which initially
appeared in the 1960s within Turkish left as a eqonence of the national
independence thesis suggested in the early 20tturgefor tactical and strategic
reasons. However with the globalization as wellsageral current issues, it has
transformed into xenophobic movement which strifes merely sustaining the

nation-state.
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