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ABSTRACT 

 

KADRO MOVEMENT AND ITS POLITICAL PRACTICE IN THE 

CONTEXT OF EARLY REPUBLICAN ERA 

 

Derin, Ozan Ekin 

M.S., Department of Media and Cultural Studies 

Supervisor: Prof. Dr. Necmi Erdoğan 

 

September 2016, 171 pages 

 

 

This thesis aimes to analyze political practice of the Kadro Movement in the 

context of the early rebuplican era in Turkey. Examining the problematic 

relationship of Kadro Movement with the fractions of Turkish bourgeoisie 

and land owners, this study tries to show how the Kadro group was struggled 

to realize their etatist project through strategical articulations and 

confrontations. It focuses on Kadro Movement’s political position and 

argumentation aganist class structure and its eventual development during 

the ealy rebuclican era in Turkey. 

Keywords: Kadro Movement, etatism, early republican era in Turkey, class 

domination, political practice 
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ÖZ 

 

KADRO HAREKETİ VE ERKEN CUMHURİYET BAĞLAMINDAKİ 

POLİTİK PRATİĞİ 

 

Derin, Ozan Ekin 

Yüksek Lisans, Medya ve Kültürel Çalışmalar Bölümü 

Tez Yöneticisi: Prof. Dr. Necmi Erdoğan 

 

Eylül 2016, 171 pages 

 

Bu tez Kadro Hareketi’nin politik pratiğini erken cumhuriyet dönemi 

bağlamında incelemeyi amaçlamaktadır. Kadro dergisinin Türkiye 

burjuvazisinin fraksiyonları ve toprak sahipleri ile olan sorunlu ilişkisi 

zemininden hareketle, bu çalışmada Kadrocuların devletçilik projelerini 

gerçekleştirmek için nasıl stratejik eklemlenmeler ve çatışmalarda 

bulunarak mücadele ettiğini göstermeye çalışılacaktır.  Bu tez Kadro 

Hareketi’nin erken cumhuriyet dönemi Türkiye’sindeki sınıf yapısı ve bu 

sınıf yapısının muhtemel gelişme çizgisi karşı takındıkları politik pozisyona 

ve argümanlara odaklanmaktadır. 

Anahtar Kelimeler: Kadro Hareketi, devletçilik, erken cumhuriyet dönemi 

Türkiyesi, sınıf iktidarı, politik pratik. 
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CHAPTER I 

 

1. INTRODUCTION 

 

This thesis work aims to find and answer to the question of what is the specific 

relation between the Kadro Movement and dominant classes in the context of 

early republican era in Turkey. In the case of composing this question of 

inquiry, main purpose of this study determined as finding such a brief way to 

not recapitulate literature’s contradictory arguments but state a simple level 

of interpretation in order to make revaluation of Kadro Movement. This thesis 

suggests that Kadro Movement should be remantioned in accordance with its 

struggle with dominant classes in the context which strictly tied by their 

political articulations and ekonomic reorganizational model. Also this thesis 

aimed to avoid repeading main arguments of the literature on the Kadro 

Movement that structured directly in tied with scholars political positions 

such as socialist critics of the Kadro Movement in ideological sense and 

nationalist affirmation of the Kadro Movement in terms of developmentalism, 

industrialism and Kemalism. Also this thesis work not to take any notice of 

democratisation literature and anti-elitist arguments. Briefly this thesis aimed 

to reveal objective political pratice of the Kadro Movement. 

After we start to analyze Kadro Movement and its rising up in a specific 

economic and political conjuncture, it should be remembered that here is a 

wide-range of literature exist about it which from one-or-two paged journals 

till contentfull monographies that reviewed and adjudicated about Kadro’s 

specific importance in the Turkish political history.Some of these studies, 

concern the Kadro Movement as a “civil opposition movement”, a “patriotic-

leftist development proposal”, a “propaganda of corporatist-fascist political 

plan”, the “ first   Kemalist   emplacement” ,   an   “original    interpretation    
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of   Sultan -Galief’s political vision”, an “opening move of Etatist period in 

Turkey”, an “original and autochthon movement”, a “leftist-Kemalist 

interpretation of Turkish revolution”, and etc.  

It is important to state that, contradicitons in Kadro Movement literature stand 

of two main pillar. The first approach suggested to analyze the Kadro 

Movement by assuming a clear identification with Kemalist “etatism” policy 

and mentining the Kadro Movement as a agent –also promoter- of Kemalism. 

This approach can not explain why Kadro journal forced to close by Kemalist 

leadership if the former two was identified as such. The second, critical 

approach on Kadro Movement have a tendency to evaluate it as a ideological 

apparatus of a bourgeoisie that dissert an ideology to convince unrest masses 

after the world economical crises after 1929. However stand point of this 

literature is objectively valid in general sense, and in term of Marxist analysis, 

it fails to notice stuggles of Kadro Movement between the agents of 

bourgeoisie in media organs such as gazete of Milliyet. 

In general sense, these analyses on the Kadro Movement have some common 

and different points obviously, but these commonalities and differences are 

not basicly a simple reading contradistinctions, beyond this, I think, these 

commentaries on Kadro Movement considerably effected by actual problems 

of Turkish political life, and by so, these commentaries prolifed in accordance 

with the pressure of actual political points of departures. However, the 

problem of actualite which gives specific features of commentarisation can 

not be ignored in the interpretive-hermeneutic sciences, these commentaries 

should stand on simply rigid and reliable historical datain accordance with 

wide contextual and syncronical interpretations. 

In the scope of this study, primary and secondary sources was used to 

restructure the political and economical project of the Kadro Movement. All 

issues of the Kadro journal reviewed. In this manner, early and late writtings  
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of Kadro group was scanned. Also literature on Turkish economical and 

political history reviewed.  In accordance with review of issues of Kadro 

journal and Turkich political history, this thesis rewrite a periodisation of 

Kadro Movement considering its political practice which determined by 

political and economical advances. 

 

1.1. The Periodization of The Kadro Movement: Political Advances and 

Economical Reorganization  

Three main sections are examined in the interpretation of Kadro movement. 

The last two volumes of the journal (November 1934, December 1934-

January 1934 mutual volume) are excluded as shutdown of the journal was 

known as the journal started self-justification. 

The first section includes the period between the first volume of Kadro journal 

(January 1932) and the period when Celal Bayar took the office as the 

Minister of Economy (September 1932). The characteristic of this period is 

the fact that it mentions the the main arguments of the journal under the term 

of “Turkish Revolution” and its attempts to infuse the necessity of etatism 

with general and rather abstract propositions. In this section it can be said that 

Kadro acts more like an ideological journal. Another significant point is the 

fact that the journal pursues the economical course of events around the world 

and the prediction of a global economic crisis. In this period the debut of 

Kadro was welcomed warmly in the media. In this period it is clear that Kadro 

does not get involved in critical polemics. When the Industry Committee from 

the Soviet Union started the examinations in Turkey, Kadro started 

simultaneously to handle the topics having class context such as planning, 

nationalization. To sum up, Kadro movement’s political activity in this period 

coulde be described as ‘prudent’ (Yıldız, 2011: 112).  
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The second section starts with the period when Celal Bayar took office as the 

Minister of Economy (September 1932) and ends before the article of İsmet 

İnönü written to Kadro journal to explain the etatism politics (July 1933). In 

this section the Kadro journal which attempted to explain temperately the 

importance of the etatism politics encountered with a media opposition in the 

first months (Ahmet Ağaoğlu polemics) and involved in the İsmet İnönü-

Celal Bayar conflict. In this period, the journal treats many subjects from the 

reorganization of the Ministry of Economy to the problematization of the 

profits of the private enterprices. Besides it was involved in the subject of 

current politics such as the closure of Darülfünun and the organization of 

youth. In this period the focal point of Kadro journal on the international 

scope changed from the deepening global economic crisis to the rising of 

fascist regimes in Europe. This period stated above must be considered the 

first active stage of the political struggle of Kadro journal. 

The last section starts when Dr. Reşit Galip, an ally of Kadro journal, was 

discharged (July 1933), ends in November 1934 when the decision of closure 

was reported to the journal. This section is the period when Kadro journal 

mentioned its most radical opinions. In the scope of Turkey, during the time 

when global economic crisis was diminishing and the war industry was rising; 

the Turkish bourgeoisie was also acquiring its dominant position and 

overcoming the hegemony crisis. In this period Kadro journal was 

radicalizing its ideas on the nationalization and cooperative binding in 

agriculture, changing the focus from world economics to the proletarians in 

Turkey and dealing with the polemics against itself. The significance of this 

section is the condensing of the struggle because of the shift of Kadro journal 

in its discourses and the discharging process of the journal. 
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1.2. Literature Review  

Kadro is one of the journals which are most studied in the recent history of 

Turkey, became within the field of interest of many academic disciplines 

andmost commented on directly or because of its writers or various articles. 

The works and articles directly written about Kadro journal constitute a 

notable and significant literature; in addition to this it is possible to find 

numerous comments or evaluations on Kadro journal in many academical 

researches in the fields of economic history, political science or political 

history disciplines concerning recent history of Turkey. Examining all these 

evaluations thoroughly exceeds the focus and scope of our thesis of course. 

Therefore, in this section, we will review shortly the written works which we 

examined and considered significant for the literature but excluded in terms 

of presentation. 

The literature on Kadro journal can be examined generally in three main 

categories. These will be classified as the literature of literary history and 

evaluations written about Kadro journal, the literature analyzing the Kadro 

journal under the discipline of political history and the literature analyzing 

the Kadro journal under the discipline of economic history. Categorization in 

question is segmented to various subheadings according to different point of 

views and focal points. As the occasion arises, difference of opinions will be 

stated. 

Firstly, the Turkish literary history and literature of comparative literature 

disciplines ought to be shortly browsed. Although we generally excluded this 

field from our thesis study, in this section we will shortly review the writings 

in the field of literature. The literature in which Kadro journal is examined 

with an incisive approach to the language and culture problems in literary 

history is rather limited. Published articles of Gözaydın (1978) and Uslu 

(2012) about the language and literature perception of Kadro journal and its 

historical importance may be examples of outstanding works of this literature.  
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Secondly, the studies in the field of literature surveyed the discussions about 

the “revolution literature” in 1930’s of Kadro journal. The “canon problem” 

in Turkish literature which was brought forward by Murat Belge was 

developed by different researchers afterwards, Çıkla (2007), Baki (2010), 

Anar (2013). In this field, the link between Yakup Karaosmanoğlu’s literary 

works and his personality with literature canon became a subject of interest. 

Also, the book list named as “literature canon” and published in the fifth 

volume of the journal dating April 1932 was mentioned in the discussions 

about the literature canon in Turkey. On the other hand, the novels of Yakup 

Kadri Karaosmanoğlu and the surveys on the relation of these novels with the 

intellectual and political circumstances of the early republic era have a certain 

point in literature. In this regard, the publishing course of Kadro journal was 

also in the field of interest of researchers. The works of Yılmaz (2008) and 

Karataş & Yıldız (2010) may be cited as an example to the literature analyzing 

comparatively Yakup Kadri Karaosmanoğlu’s novels and the understanding 

of Kadro. Additionally, the fact that Şevket Süreyya Aydemir, another Kadro 

writer, created works of literature is a topic in researches about literary 

history. In this field the articles of Uğurcan (2013) and Aslan&Bilir (2014) 

must be stated in the field of reviews Şevket Süreyya Aydemir’s novels. The 

significance of these articles roots in their ability to make the different 

episodes of Aydemir’s ideas and the integrity of his works visible. 

Secondly, we will take a glance at the political history literature about Kadro 

movement. Kadro movement is examined under a few different sections in 

political history literature. In Turkey there is a wide literature on Kadro 

movement under the discipline of political intellectual history. The main 

literary works of this literature similarly focus on the left-wing past of Kadro 

and there is a persistence between the thoughts they represented in 1920’s and  
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the thoughts they expressed in Kadro journal. Ülken (1992), Harris (2002) 

and Tunçay (1978: 1992) might be the principle examples of these works.  

Although the work of Ülken (1992) handles the Kadro movement in general 

intellectual history and does not state the Kadroism widely, the fact that it 

approaches the actions of the Kadro journal’s writers during Aydınlık Circle 

and its emphasis on the persistence is significant. As a result, his work is 

classified in this group. 

It is possible to add two names who supposedly wrote supposedly using the 

police archives to the list; Tevetoğlu (1967) and Sayılgan (1972). 

Darendelioğlu (1961) must also be added to these two writers. The intellectual 

efforts of these two names seeming unproblematic in the terms of the access 

to the materials of the archives, seems rather problematic about interpreting 

these materials. It is also possible to encounter another literature analyzing 

the Kadro movement in the field of critical intellectual history which is appear 

under the discipline of political intellectual history. The primary works to 

mention in this literature are Eliçin (1970), Kayalı (1990 and 2003) and 

Küçük (1985, 1987a, 1987b, 1988, 1989, 2004). In the works of Küçük, the 

exact emphasis is on the critics of the Communist movement of 1920’s as 

well as a certain persistence problem about the first period of the Kadroists is 

examined. Besides, Kadro movement is presented as an intellectual system 

fictionalized as an ideological illusion by the Kemalists against the rising 

labor movement. The critics on the writers of Kadro journal are formed in two 

main axis; “apostasy” and “serving the system”. In the works of Kayalı, in 

addition to the arguments about “serving the regime” or “apostasy” (2013: 

81), the argument indicating that the etatism of Kadro journal is presented as 

a general system beyond the CHP politics (1990: 16-17) brings a new 

comprehension to the literature and we also adopt this argument. On the other 

hand, the work of Eliçin generally summarizes the dissertations of Kadroists 

and criticizes these dissertations with regard to the assignations of  



 

8 
 
 

“voluntarism” (1970: 53) and “ignoring the bourgeois characteristic of the 

regime” (1970: 59) in an attempt to mention the YÖN movement. 

Finally, when we take a glance at the recent literature, the works of Yıldız 

(2011) and Gürpınar (2013) are also worth referring. The work of Yıldız 

(2011), even though it is not specific to Kadro journal, adds a great deal of 

new information to the literature about the intellectual history of Burhan Asaf 

Belge who is an important Kadroist. None the less, it can be seen that he 

couldn’t overcome the prejudices which state that Kadro journal produced the 

ideology of Kemalism and Kadroists ruptured from the communist movement 

as a result of the pressures of International. On other respects, the work of 

Gürpınar (2013) is incapable of comprehending the historical specificity of 

Kadroism as it separates Kadroism and Kemalism because he grounds his 

critics on Kemalism and elitism concept as well as it generally consists of the 

understanding of the significance and efficacy of the Kadro journal in the 

political conjuncture (Gürpınar, 2013: 96).  

Another important title of the literature that we reviewed under political 

history discipline constitutes the researches about the Kadro journal in media 

history of Turkey. Firstly, the processor article of Alemdar (1978) in this field 

is to be mentioned. Although limited, there are recent studies on the subject. 

The works of Fırat (2007), Atılgan (2008) and Ertan (2010) are also worth 

referring. While the data of comparative media history has great importance 

for our study, the lack of a basic economical-political understanding in the 

works generally rarifies interpreting the data. Finally, it is necessary to 

mention the findings on the condition of media after the Alphabet Reform and 

its position in the political sphere stated by Ayhan (2009) who examines the 

general media history of that period. In order to better comprehend the 

significance of Kadro journal in early republic period media history, the 

studies of Gümüşoğlu (2005), Oral (2006) and Çınar  (2013) taken from the 

journals published in the same period are also taken into consideration. 
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It is important to note a series of works written in the disciple of political 

history and constitute the reference sources of Kadro literature. These works 

written in monography genre generally mention the publishing course of 

Kadro journal and summaries of the ideas from a non-critical point of view. 

To begin with, in this literature the works of Tekeli&İlkin (1984) and Ertan 

(1994) are to be mentioned in terms of their extent and importance. In the 

article of Tekeli and İlkin (1984: 454) Kadro journal is examined with content 

analysis method and the focus is the founding point of their highbrow 

identities within the context of the elites of the society. The writers support 

this position with a wider data in their works tagged as Tekeli&İlkin (2003). 

In this thesis study, it is defended that this work is the closest one to the 

argument that Kadro movement is a political practice.  

Generally, the point considered inadequate in this work is classifying the 

articles in the journal chronologically and attempting a wide summary instead 

of classifying them according to their political meanings and conjunctural 

developments. This situation diminishes the work to a descriptive search level 

with the lack of the theoretical arguments. It is necessary to reorganize the 

wide historical data so that its political context would be revealed. The other 

two early dated works in the literature is the article of Sezgin (1978) and the 

monograpy of Bostancı (1990) about Kadro journal. In this context, it would 

be necessary to mention the works of Uyar (2012: 306) who examines the 

Kadro journal in the CHP fractions in 1931-1935 and Beriş (2014: 122) who 

analyzes it as highbrow radicalism. It is also possible to view the importance 

of the article of Uyar (1997) in literature as he classifies Kadro movement in 

terms of different Kemalism definitions.  

One of the subtitles of the works that constitute the literature on Kadro 

movement takes part in the intellectual system which is called third-worldism 

or national-left. In these sources Kadro movement is analyzed under the 

concepts of anti-imperialism and the ideal of development. The articles that  
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the Kadro writers composed to firstly assess themselves are considered the 

earliest examples of this literature. Şevket Süreyya Aydemir’s monographies 

Tek Adam (1966) and İkinci Adam (2000, 9th Edition) in which he examines 

the thoughts of the Kadro journal and his articles Lider ve Demagog (1997) 

which were published in Yön journal and Cumhuriyet newspaper in 1960’s 

and 1970’s set an example to this approach. Additionally, Vedat Nedim Tör’s 

Yıllar Böyle Geçti (1976: 125-137), Kemalizmin Dramı (1980) which 

compiles his articles published in various newspapers and journals shows 

retrospective characteristics in which Kadroists assess themselves.  

Moreover, Kadro writers mentioned the Kadro Movement in their other 

works such as Suyu Arayan Adam (1959: 493), Zoraki Diplomat 

(Karaosmanoğlu, 1955: 22-23) and Politikada 45 Yıl (Karaosmanoğlu, 1968: 

108-109). Along with these efforts, the fact that Doğan Avcıoğlu who takes 

place in the literature as an analogue of Kadro movement in 1960’s, wrote 

Kadro simultaneously with is also a significant detail. Avcıoğlu (1996: 450) 

accuses the Kadroists with accepting the superiority of the state over the 

people in his critics on Kadro journal.  

In 1980’s one of the focal points of the discussions on reinterpreting and 

assessing Kemalism is reinterpreting Kemalism. While some of the attempts 

of interpretations adopt a critical attitude in regards to democratisation, the 

others struggle to place Kemalism in the new political context. In the efforts 

on this subject, Kadro journal is frequently referred and a series of 

monographies were committed to paper. One of the early examples of the 

literature in question is Kongar’s (1998) work on Turkish revolution and 

theories on revolution. In this work Kongar examines Kadro journal under the 

center-periphery relation. This remark actually just associates the assessments 

conducted in the terms of development economy and literature of dependency 

theory of 1970’s. The second most important work in this field is the 

monography written by Merdan Yanardağ (1988) about Kadro journal. This  
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work (the first in its field) analyzed the Kadro movement on the base of a 

wide economic and political conjuncture and attempted to express the 

ideological background of the journal. While this work has a very significant 

place in literature, it associates the ideas in Kadro journal with Sultan Galiyef. 

There is a fallacy that Şevket Süreyya and Galiyef met in flesh (1988: 179). 

Ertan (1994: 297) asked about this matter to İsmail Hüsrev in an interview 

dating 16 November 1991 and took a negative answer. Besides the predictions 

of Yanardağ (1988: 86) that Mehmet Şevki Yazman was an old TKP member 

lack historical evidence. The last work written in this concept and qualified 

as a source work is the monography of Mustafa Türkeş (1999) on Kadro 

journal. Although the work of Türkeş generally manages to summarize 

correctly the ideological and political position of Kadro journal; it is 

incapable of expressing the specific impetus of Kadro journal which he 

described as “patriotic-leftist development-strategy proposal”. The articles of 

Atılgan (2009) and Kazancı (2009) has a place in the literature as sequel of 

the old arguments on dialectic of critics-individuate. Finally, we should 

mention the two important critical articles in the literature, Sunar (2004) and 

Akar (2016) critic Kadro movement about its organizational aspects, its 

feebleness in class problems and elitism. 

The last subhead of the literature written on Kadro journal which can be 

examined under the political history discipline is the critics of the socialist 

writers on Kadro journal. In this literature the articles and assessments of Dr. 

Hikmet Kıvılcımlı certainly have the greatest importance. Firstly, Kıvılcımlı 

sees the Kadroists as renegades. He defends that Kadro journal was organized 

to support the bourgeoisie ideology (2007b: 138; 2008: 81-2) and deceive the 

masses in the society becoming more and more radicalized (1978: 79) and 

had a fascist ideology (1936: 31) garnished with local motifs. The claims with 

rather severe statements are to be taken naturally as Kadroists rooted from  
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TKP and Kıvılcımlı was in a class struggle. As there is no explicit Kadro 

analysis in Kıvılcımlı’s works, these can only be assessed as the opinions of 

an old friend from the common cause. Kerim Sadi (Ahmet Nevzat 

Cerrahoğlu) who was also from the same left-wing ideology published a 

booklet (1934) about critics on Kadroist Şevket Süreyya Aydemir. Also 

Nesimi (1977: 148); criticized Kadro journal from the point of originality, 

that he asserted that Kadroist projects such as “classless society” is not an 

original idea but it is simply a socialist idea. 

In “Why Did Benerci Killed Himself?” (first published in 1932) of Nazım 

Hikmet who was an old friend of the Kadroists from the same ideology, there 

are direct critics on the Kadroist Şevket Süreyya (Ran, 2015: 75), also Şevket 

Süreyya mentioned that “Benerci” was himself (Göktürk, 1977: 152).  The 

fact that Kadro journal is criticized by socialist writers was going to start again 

after a generation. Although there is not a wide literature on this field, Taner 

Timur’s “Turkish Revolution and After” published in 1971 must be stated. 

Timur (2013: 184) repeats the traditional argument of left-wing and mentions 

that the Kadroists are middle-class highbrows serving Mustafa Kemal. It is 

useful to state that Metin Çulhaoğlu who is also from the tradition of TKP, 

has comments on Kadro journal (2007. 433) and an article that he wrote on 

Şevket Süreyya Aydemir (1998: 92-107).  

In the third part, it will be shortly stated the literature which studies the Kadro 

movement under the disciplines of history of economics and political 

economy. Kadro journal is placed under the title of development economy in 

the literature of economical history. It is examined as a part of current debates 

and some writers attribute Kadro movement a determinant role in etatism 

politics in order to comprehend the etatist politics in 1930’s Kazgan (2002: 

60). The work of Tekeli&İlkin acts according to the general left-wing 

perception and examines the Kadro movement in “small bourgeois based 

movements” 1982: 80) and it includes it to the İsmet İnönü sphere in the  
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conflict between two government groups who has adverse interpretations of 

etatism (1982: 81). 

On the other hand, Boratav (2006: 215) claim that there are significant 

differences in opinion between Kadroists and the formal opinion of 

Kemalism. In order to continue the general tendency in the literature 

Kadroists are seen as the representatives of “small bourgeois radicalism” 

(2006: 217-18). Trak (1985: 94) on the other hand, expresses his findings 

verifying the difference between the ideas of Kadro journal and formal 

Kemalist arguments; Kadroist arguments are interpreted more extremely than 

the similar arguments in developmental literature. İnsel (1996: 180) classifies 

the Kadroists as a group who “attempt to present a doctrinal contribution to 

the formal etatism conception in line with third-world socialism”. İnsel (1996: 

180) in a conflict with his own opinions,  

characterizes the discourses that Kadroists describe as “radical etatist” as the 

discourses under the influence of fascism and National Socialism. Başkaya 

(1986: 121) comments that Kadro movement compelled the historical laws; 

however, it ignored the pragmatic characteristic in the formation of etatism. 

Another significant work as a reference source on the Kadroism in the 

literature is Gülalp’s “Development Strategies and Development Ideologies”. 

In this work Güralp compares the idea of Kadro journal with the development 

and dependency theories emerged in Latin America. Gülalp (1987: 88) 

examines the Kadro movement in the frame of center-region model, distant 

from the formal opinion and interprets it as the first idea providing a basis of 

the concepts of anti-imperialist based highbrow-bureaucrat government in the 

Turkish political history (1987: 89). 
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CHAPTER II 

 

2. THE EARLY PERIOD OF THE KADRO MOVEMENT: SELF-

MANIFESTATION AND IDEOLOGICAL DISSERTATION STAGE 

BETWEEN JANUARY 1932- AUGUST 1932 

 

2.1. Preliminary Considerations  

For an examination of the political practice of Kadro Journal in its historical 

context, one must first define the significant phases of the mentioned practice 

based on the historical milestones.  First of all, the course of publishing 

activities of Kadro Journal is divided into four periods. The first period 

includes the eight-month period between the first issue of Kadro Journal on 

January 23, 1932 till the eight issue in August, 1932.   

The reason of such a classification is the historical importance of the new 

political phase commencing on the ninth issue in September, 1932 which 

coincided with Celal Bayar replacing Mustafa Şeref Bey as the Minister of 

Economy (Karaosmanoğlu, 1968: 120). No sooner than that mentioned 

above, Esat (Sagay) Bey was replaced by Dr. Reşit Galip (Karaosmanoğlu, 

1968: 132) in the Ministry of Education. Due to the impact of these two 

personalities and the new political phase on the political strategy of Kadro 

group, the second chapter will begin with the issue of September, 1932.   

This period started by the most famous Kadro argument as such “constituting 

an ideological content for the Kemalism” (Şişmanov, 1990: 135; Tanör, 2010: 

360) that burdened by Kadro group as an essential mission. In accordance 

with this mission, after the opening of People’s Houses in 19 February 1932, 

Kadro group demanded to be assigned in People’s Houses organization. In 

this manner, Kadro journal started to discuss agricultural problems in terms  
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of development and rural modernization, in fact this issues aimed to articulate 

new Minister of Education, Dr. Reşit Galip, who took an important role 

(Üstel, 2010: 335; Ağaoğlu, 1969: 149) in the abolishment of the 

Türkocakları and constitution of People’s Houses. Their emphasis on rural 

development ornamented by “köycülük” emphasizes, after giving a citation 

from Dr. Reşit Galip’s speech at the opening ceremony of People’s Houses. 

This period mentioned above, became prolifed after the Turco-Soviet 

Commercial Treaty in April 1933 (Tekeli&İlkin, 1982: 222) that 

industrialization and development with central planning arguments get 

involved in issues. After the Prime Minister İsmet Pasha’s SSCB 

(Tekeli&İlkin, 1982: 138) and Italy journeys (Tekeli&İlkin, 1982: 142), 

Kadro journal started to discuss central planning by referring Werner 

Sombart’s works. After the arrival of Soviet industrial specialist committee 

in Turkey, more avangard themes such as nationalization of the external trade 

and planned industrialization Kadro journal become increase in number. In 

addition to that, Kadro journal get involved directly in the actual  

political state by publishing articles against the “Darülfünun” and its 

scholars. Before this point, It can be asserted that all political advances were 

developed on the behalf Kadro movement’s etatist vision. Thus, Kadro group 

had not involved in any polemical debate in media and although their article 

on “Üç Yüzük Hikayesi” provoked the Recep Peker’s anger (Karaosmanoğlu, 

1968: 111-112), their objective position in political context could be 

mentioned as a rising trend. The inflection point of this rising trend will be 

mentioned as the Celal Bayar’s ‘appointment’ to the Ministry of Economy, 

that will be handled in the second chapter. 
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2.2. The Kadro Movement and Its Self-Definitive Dissertations  

The aspect of the first eight issues of Kadro Journal that will be mentioned in 

this chapter is that they deal  with the premises that  demonstrate their own 

tendencies and the political context on the most general level, and that they 

establish the basis of these through the interpretation of the political and 

economic advancements in the world.  On top of this basis, there will also be 

sections that generally mention the role of the state concerning industry and 

agriculture yet still present diligently formed solid suggestions.  

The arguments on the level of general theses focus on the development of the 

agricultural production technique, organization of production and the role of 

the state in this new organization, as well as the production cost of the goods 

in this sense and the competing ability in the world markets.   Furthermore, 

the matters such as the improvement of the exchange of rural goods, the way 

that the surplus value is exerted, industry-agriculture relations and 

agricultural organization and the qualifications of the expert staff of this 

organization are included on this consideration level.  As for the issue of 

feudal systems and the dissolution of the said social structure, it is included 

in the journal as a result of the draft of the Settlement Law dated 2 March 

1932 (Üngör, 2012: 150).  

On the substantial level, the production of tobacco, opium and grapes and the 

state of these raw materials on the world economic conjuncture is examined 

and solution suggestions are put forward accordingly.  In these first issues of 

the journal, in terms of quantity, agricultural issues are more prominent than 

the industrial issues. However, it can be observed that following İsmet 

Pasha’s trip to the Soviet Union on April 25 - May 10, 1932, the number of 

the articles about industry increase and their quality become more avant-

garde.  
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In the first eight issues of Kadro Journal, a significant proportion of the 

content is dedicated to polemics as is the case for the following issues.  As 

much as the intellectual criticism on the general level, individual people and 

works become the subject matter in quite a selective-strategic way, as well. 

The Journal with its tough and interesting tone on the polemic levels keeps 

people constantly interest and conducts political activities.   

In this chapter, the self-image of the journal and the mission that it undertakes 

will be handled. The journal sets certain tasks to which it feels obliged, above 

all of which was “theorising the revolution” and “nurturing the enthusiasm of 

revolution”. It would assume those tasks for the Turkish Revolution. First, 

one must look at the context in which Kadro Journal situates itself.  The 

journal deals with the phase of the Turkish Revolution based on an economic 

context;  

(…) the elimination of notions such as capitulations – General Debt 

Administration-, exclusion from custom duties in the Turkish soils 

are not less important or significant than the abolishment of 

Sultanate, Ottoman code of civil law, fez and Arabic alphabet from 

the Turkish society. Without prejudice to the importance of the latter, 

it can even be argued that the significance and extent of the former 

is broader.  The repeal of capitulations, the abolishment of the 

general debt administration and the recovering the sovereignty of 

customs are the victory for the battle between foreign states 

concerning the new Turkish state. 1 

 

Thus, Kadro Journal prioritizes the economic context over the superstructure 

reforms that will form the factual basis of Kemalist principles.  This proves 

that the journal has a quality with specific aims which go beyond a simple 

ideology journal. In the rest of the paragraph, Vedat Nedim enlists the tasks 

for the Turkish Revolution as follows; 

                                                           
1 Vedat Nedim. “Müstemleke İktisadiyatından Millet İktisadiyatına”in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 

1, January 1932, p. 8. 
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In this case, the realization of the economic principles of our revolution 

naturally provoked a confrontation with our foreign enemies. As for the 

realization of the social principles of our revolution, they caused a clash 

with our domestic enemies. Therefore, we need to be cautious and fierce 

against interior obscurantism in order to sustain and deepen the political 

victories, as such as we need to be armed, prepared and hyper vigilant 

against foreign obscurantism in order to have fruitful results from 

economic victories.2 

 

We shall look further into the internal and external enemy concept of Vedat 

Nedim in the following pages.  The insistence of the journal to include the 

Turkish Revolution in such an antagonism comes as a common space where 

it establishes its attempt to both connect with the administrative staff and to 

form a mission for itself. As we will elaborate belowsegments, since it brings 

along the logic of historical obligation this perception that is based on the 

international conflicts will be considered dangerous by the dominant classes 

that are aware of the specific interests. Kadro Journal identified the internal 

enemy based on these conflicts and set off to create polemics.   

The identification of the foreign enemy can be observed in the texts where 

Turkey and world economy were connected. For instance, Vedat Nedim states 

that; “We heard the distinct tone of foreign obscurantism in the presentation 

of the president of the administrative assembly concerning Turkey at the 

general assembly session of the Ottoman Bank gathered in London!”3 The 

head article of the seventh issue is dedicated to the identification of the foreign 

enemy and the determination of the path to fight it:  

 

                                                           
2 Vedat Nedim. “Müstemleke İktisadiyatından Millet İktisadiyatına”in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 

1, January 1932, p. 8. 

3 Vedat Nedim. “Müstemleke İktisadiyatından Millet İktisadiyatına”in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 

1, January 1932, p. 8. 
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They take notice of the secret of the exploitation mechanism of the 

western colonial civilizations in its liberal and individual economic 

order. Hence, the nation begins the narrative of its epic journey of 

itseconomic struggle and independence through accepting the control 

of the statist economy which always with a single enforcement and a 

single opinion manages and dispatches in compliance with the 

advanced interests of the nation, and through taking the decision to 

leave the semi-colonial influence to switch to the contemporary national 

economy which is for raw materials, industry and domestic capital, in 

its confrontations with the said system.4 

 

Şevket Süreyya, in his article which consisted of excerpts from his article in 

the eight issue of the journal dated August, 1932 and quotations from “İnkılap 

ve Kadro” (Revolution and Kadro) booklet published on the same month, 

summarizes the principles of the financial operation that will be conducted 

against the external enemy. The interesting element in this article is the focus 

on need for an active position for the economic endeavor simultaneously with 

the Soviet Industry Assembly which came to Turkey on August 12, 1932 and 

spent two months for research and study.  Thus, it can be argued that the 

publishing of İnkılap ve Kadro booklet in the same month goes beyond a mere 

coincidence. As it will be discussed further in the following sections, this 

active position proposition and the detection of the requirement of a “avant-

garde Kadro” correspond to each other.   

In his aforementioned article, Şevket Süreyya deals with the issue of taking 

an active position as follows:  

Because of their historical characteristics, national independence 

movements are not negative and reactionary attempts that aim to disrupt 

the economic union of the world and to cause regression of the elements 

of world economy by trapping them into their own small shells. (…) 

this autarchy, (…) these states’ perpetual self-exclusion from the rest of  

                                                           
4 Anonymous. “Kadro” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 7, July 1932, p.3.  
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the world does not mean their divergence from international economic 

affairs.  On the contrary, the course of the national independence actions 

aims that the national economic devices of the colonized and semi-

colonized states along with states that are economic subjects participate 

in the international goods exchange as new economic units that are 

improved as much as possible and thus, form a more rational world 

union.5 

 

As a result, Şevket Süreyya reflects on the general traits and mission of the 

national independence movement to which Kadro Movement acts as a 

representative, as follows:  

A national independence movement is not particularly political or 

particularly legal. This movement is an act of ‘rebirth and re-

foundation’ which includes the financial and political independence of 

the nation, a state system depending on this independence and all the 

ideological elements of this system.6 

 

The connection dimension of the foundation phenomenon, which is reformed 

with the outside world, will be discussed in the following parts of the study. 

In the quotation above, the emphasis on the phrase “including all the 

ideological elements of the new state system” can be observed.  In order to 

politically interpret this phrase, another quotation from a different source is 

required. In the head article of the fourth issue of Kadro Journal there is a 

premise of this phrase from an earlier date. In the article it is stated that “(…) 

the ideology of a society is the explanation and expression of technical and  

                                                           
5 Şevket Süreyya. “Milli Kurtuluş Hareketlerinin Ana Prensipleri” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 

8, August 1932, pp. 6-7. 

6 Şevket Süreyya. “Milli Kurtuluş Hareketlerinin Ana Prensipleri” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 

8, August 1932, p. 10. 
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social conditions under which that society exists according to certain 

principles and within the developmental course thereof.”7  

In this statement the important aspect is that ideology would be conducted in 

a way that technical and social conditions can develop consistently. 

Therefore, a certain combination of ideology and practice must be underlined. 

Because the matter here is a vision for the future and not a simple reflection 

of the basic daily needs.  Thus, it can be deduced that Kadro Journal 

costituting the ideology of revolution yet it also includes the practical 

suggestions for new things to be done.  Hence, the ideological focal point of 

Kadro Journal must be determined: the analysis of the already present 

material followed by forming their ideology is not the case at all. The 

ideology in question is of the things to be done in the future and the point to 

which the system is hoped to reach. This situation obliges Kadro Journal to 

handle its actions as political practices on their own. Even in the head article 

of the first issue this opinion is clearly expressed:   

The will and interest of the revolution are submitted to the few yet 

conscious avant-garde who feel and carry out the revolution and the will 

of the minority yet advanced Kadro.  This group builds its awareness 

around the principles that are deducted from the reality of revolution 

and are shaped and theorized as it’s explained in accordance with its 

course. The deepening of the revolution means, above all, the transfer 

from advanced Kadro these principles and the revolution ethics and 

discipline as an expression of the former to the younger generations, 

urban population and peasants and their consequent adoption by the 

said people.8 

 

In another paragraph touching upon the course of national independence 

movements, it can be seen that the political practice becomes such a fierce  

                                                           
7 Anonymous. “Kadro” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 4, April 1932, p.4. 

8 Anonymous. “Kadro” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 1, July 1932, p.3.  
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obligation since it seeks to rectify the present classes. In the said text, 

concerning the colonized and semi-colonized states, it’s argued as follows: 

In these states as well, the remnants of the medieval classes persist as 

debris while in the capitalist societies they continue to exist as germs. 

However, as long as the national independence movements pursue a 

development path in accordance with their own objective qualities and 

course, said debris is bound to be rectified on its own while the germs 

vanish by themselves.9  

 

2.3. The Kadro Movement on Class Structure and Social Formation 

In this context, the issue of classes must be brought up. In the second issue of 

Kadro Journal following the references to the class relations and the form that 

they will take in the future.  Particularly concerning the first eight issues, it 

can be argued that critical evaluations which point out the exceptions and are 

quite mild till the Soviet Union trip of İsmet Pasha, become a broader and 

more consistent opposition after the trip.  The first criticism in the Journal is 

directed against the small scale trading and artisan of classes which became 

relatively defenseless and anemic facing the world economic conjuncture. 

Vedat Nedim directs his criticism against the group of people whom he 

describes as follows:   

(…) an artisan coterie who constantly desires more patronage and 

products which can barely compete against the exported goods with 

added customs duties and possesses all the defects of the obsolete and 

primitive technique both on production, and administration and sale 

fields. In the trade field: the small scale trader mentality which keeps 

regressing facing the foreign competition is against every modern trade 

method and supports every prohibition. 10 

                                                           
9 Şevket Süreyya. “Milli Kurtuluş Hareketlerinin Ana Prensipleri” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 

8, August 1932, p. 9. 

10 Vedat Nedim. “Müstemleke İktisadiyatından Millet İktisadiyatına” in Kadro, Vol. I, 

Issue: 2, February 1932, p.14. 
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He explains that these groups do not have the chance of surviving in the 

following words:  

If we cannot conduct our own national economy in the circulation of 

goods because of the material of goods that cannot keep up with the 

competition conditions and the primitive technique, we must endure 

being a subordinated and underdeveloped economy forever.   Especially 

during the circulation of goods: since during this circulation, each 

country would want to exchange its national goods with the best yet the 

cheapest goods. Only the best organized states could be involved in this 

exchange. And it would no longer be the individuals yet the 

organizations which face each other.11 

 

The cautious tone of the assessments above is interrupted by a comment that 

eliminates exceptions with intentions of avoiding directly or entirely 

contradicting a group of the society. Vedat Nedim expresses this tactical 

retreat as follows; “I mean no offense to anyone. There might and will be 

exceptions. (…) There are obviously no deliberate malice causing this 

situation. Objective events had led to these consequences.”12 

Three months after the said retreat of Vedat Nedim, after the Soviet Union 

trip of İsmet Pasha, he will change tactics from retreating position to forward 

action position and he will begin to direct harsh criticism against the 

commercial bourgeoisie by openly naming names as well.  This clear act of 

opposition occurs in the form the following words on the general level:  

The last fortress of liberalism in the trade world has collapsed.  (…) The 

creature called trader is now standing like a lion trapped in a cage; 

hanging behind the caution bars built around it and longs for the  

                                                           
11 Vedat Nedim. “Müstemleke İktisadiyatından Millet İktisadiyatına” in Kadro, Vol. I, 

Issue: 2, February 1932, p.14. 

12 Vedat Nedim. “Müstemleke İktisadiyatından Millet İktisadiyatına” in Kadro, Vol. I, 

Issue: 2, February 1932, p.14. 
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freedom of the past. It is certain that the lion behind iron bars shall never 

see the horizons of the desert. Yet the representatives of the free trade 

still hope for the revival of the past.13 

Vedat Nedim continues with the same opposition in his criticism specific to 

Turkey and targets the bourgeoisie fraction in charge of the foreign trade;  

The exporting traders in Turkey are the most irresponsible and 

privileged in the world!  There is no one like anywhere else. They act 

as if they do not have to answer to any authority. Yet the reputation and 

honor of the export commodity and the faith of the balance of our trade 

is left on their hands. Isn’t it a bit bizarre that in a country where even 

the President is bound by certain responsibilities, the exportation traders 

do as they wish without a care?14 

The Journal attempts to dwell on the question of the said class conflicts, which 

it bases on the international economic and political conjuncture, within the 

context of its other aspect in the domestic politics and nationalism rhetoric. 

The individual legitimization of the class interests is questioned on a 

nationalist basis.  In one of his articles Şevket Süreyya clearly explains the 

situation as follows;  

(…) there can be no compradorism in the national struggle.  This cause 

cannot be achieved through passive combinations, going through the 

motions politically, or street or diplomacy demonstrations.  The 

national independence can only be acquired through an independence 

war. (…) National independence movements aim for the independence 

of the nation as a whole nation. In order not only to gain the 

independence but also to guard and sustain it, this cause cannot contain 

any principles favoring individuals, coteries or classes, which can harm 

the unity of the nation.  15  

                                                           
13 Vedat Nedim. “Değişen Cihan Münasebetleri İçinde Türkiye” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 5, 

May 1932,  p. 13. 

14 Vedat Nedim. “Değişen Cihan Münasebetleri İçinde Türkiye” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 5, 

May 1932,  p. 17. 

15 Şevket Süreyya. “Milli Kurtuluş Hareketlerinin Ana Prensipleri” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 

8, August 1932, p. 11. 
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Also in the Kadro Journal article of Burhan Asaf’s article dated July 1932, 

with reference to the disputes in the assembly, the dichotomy of personal gain 

and public interest are attempted to overcome in favor of the latter taking the 

national struggle into consideration.  In the article Burhan Asaf defends this 

position as follows;  

In the national assembly of Turkey, which leads the national struggle, 

people raise their voices as follows: In a situation where public interests 

are of concern, we do not recognize such a thing as the right of personal 

gain! Considering what it entails for Turkey to reach the level of a truly 

machinated civilization with an advanced technique, one can estimate 

the importance paid to the right of personal gain compared to the public 

interests.16  

 

There are three points where all these arguments focalize; first concerns the 

premise that Turkish Society is without class struggle; second is the role and 

importance of the state in this social formation; third is the inevitable faith of 

the opponents of this new social order.   First, let’s take a look at how the 

matter of prevention of the development of class struggle appear in this 

section of Kadro Journal: in the head article of the seventh issue, the following 

initial assessments concerning the new social formation are presented; “(…) 

The Turkish Nation, who rejects the class cause by preventing the creation of 

classes in the first place, lays the foundations of an advanced social order with 

these actions.”17. Secondly, one must examine the role of the state in the 

process of the foundation and reproduction of this social order; In the words 

of Burhan Asaf;  

Since Turkish Nation began its revolution with a society that did not 

form classes, it shall decline the creation of classes and will take 

measures to make such a creation impossible and complicate and  

                                                           
16 Burhan Asaf. “Makine Medeniyeti”  in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 7, July 1932, p. 30. 

17 Anonymous. “Kadro” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 7, July 1932, p.4. 
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deepend these measures even further by the day.  The assignment of the 

larger production tools to the state, which can be considered the 

acceptance for an advanced and devised etatism, is a result of this 

previous statement.18 

 

Finally, we shall present a quote concerning the opponents of this new order; 

“There might be those who fail to see how this works. Even condemning them 

is a waste of breath. Those who always face the enthusiastic and joyful 

atmosphere of our complicated and deepened revolution as alien and useless 

elements will be eliminated like crumbs or foam from the will of the nation 

which is in the process of being created, because those are the elements 

belonging to the debris of the community that we abandoned and moved away 

from.”19 This consideration can be often found in the polemics with the 

Ottoman University professors and various intellectuals in Kadro Journal.  

 

 

2.4. The Kadro Movement on Planned Economy and The Type of State 

One of the most important elements of a new social formation -or it can even 

be argued that it is the most important without any exceptions- is the state 

apperatus. The method of how the state apperatus will be restructured and 

how it will be made functional again in the context of the Kadro project is 

discussed at length in numerous ways in general, concretely and in the way 

that it is settled through polemics. The function of the state device gains  

                                                           
18 Burhan Asaf. “Faşizm ve Türk Milli Kurtuluş Hareketi”  in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 8, 

August 1932, p. 38. 

19 Anonymous. “Kadro” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 7, July 1932, p.4. 



 

27 
 
 

importance in terms of planned industrialization and planned organization of 

the agricultural production. First, one must find out how the new roles that 

the state will assume will be categorically made possible in Kadro Journal.  

The already existing roles of the state are enlisted as follows by Vedat Nedim 

in his article concerning the matter; 

The task of defense of the country against enemies is on the state level. 

(…) Thus, during the task of defense of the country the regulating and 

ruling role of the state is an axiom without a discussion. The regulation 

of the legal matters is also on the state level. (…) no one can think of 

an order where individuals are left to solve their own legal disputes.  

Education activities are on the state level, as well. (…) One can only 

scoff at the thought of each individual educating themselves; opening 

schools at their own will and enforce the curriculum that they wish.20 

 

Since the terms and ruler used in the paragraph above would be repeated later 

in terms of the economic role of the state, the analogy of the chain of 

command in the army is crucial as the terms of “defense economy” and 

“general staff of finance” would be connected to this perception. Another 

important term used here is the “on the state level”. This term is pronounced 

as an active and actionist term that does not simply refer to the 

implementation of certain functions by the state, but the monopolization or 

the take-over by the state. By making it seem as if the individual activities 

conflict with this position, it reaches the Archimedes point of the transition to 

etatism. In an article by Vedat Nedim, it is stated that;  

(…) if the plan notion does not expand through the financial life, it will 

take a halt. Our current financial struggle, much like a military 

mobilization, requires the dispatching and managing of all material and  

                                                           
20 Vedat Nedim. “Müstemleke İktisadiyatından Millet İktisadiyatına” in Kadro, Vol. I, 

Issue: 2, February 1932, p. 10. 
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moral strength and abilities of the nation under a certain plan and 

preparation.21 

This point marks the occupation by the state of all grand scale business lines 

and state having an autonomous right of decision regarding all economic 

activities.   Since the realization of this idea within the daily class conjuncture 

seems impossible, Kadro Journal publishes articles discussing this idea as 

well as articles which will notdistress the small scale bourgeois and peasantry 

by guaranteeing the safety of their small property.  For example, in Vedat 

Nedim’s review of Die Zukunft des Kapitalismus by Werner Sombart there 

is a large scale planned finance definition with the words of Sombart;  

“Sombart establishes the fundamental qualities of the planned finance 

as follows: The first quality of the planned finance is receptiveness 

(Umfassenheit) and integrity (Totalitaeet). Hence, the plan must receive 

all the segments of financial life and integrate them within itself.”22 

 

As a response to this article, Şevket Süreyya, puts forward a plan definition 

that will not distress the small property owners and, bases his definition on 

the work of Sombart, as well.  Şevket Süreyya paraphrases the planning 

argument of Sombart as so; 

“Planned finance system can only be a finance system of the nation. Yet 

this system, does not integrate all the financial elements and the entirety 

of the financial activities. He sees no point in national finance plan to 

include the small industry which brought no benefits as a result of its 

being regulated within the national financial system, individual 

agriculture initiatives, disorderly tradesmen and manufacturers, and 

even broader trade and industry initiatives which did not contradict the  

                                                           
21 Vedat Nedim. “ Niçin ve Nasıl Sanayileşmemiz Lazım?” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 6, June 

1932, p. 18. 

22 Vedat Nedim. “(Kadro)yu teyit eden bir eser: Die Zukunft des Kapitalismus. Werner 

Sombart” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 5, May 1932, p. 37. 
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course of national finance. Therefore, within a planned finance regime 

self-conducted countryside trade and handicraftsman can freely exist 

alongside the large scale production and exchange branches included in 

the plan.  ”23 

 

Kadro Journal repeats an opinion parallel to its own like TKP’s as a 

paraphrase of Sombart; the emphasis is the manifestation of the class question 

that will be a matter of alliance in order to realize the planned community 

order. Not causing distress to the small scale industry, agricultural initiatives 

at retail, disorderly tradesman, and small scale bourgeoisie, i.e., the 

manufacturer and their integration to the system as they are, becomes more 

of an important issue.  In its later articles, it will be observed that Kadro 

attributes an organizing role to the state concerning the group listed above.  It 

is intriguing yet again that there is another reference to Sombart in this 

statement. Kadro Journal often makes references to foreign authors in order 

to legitimize the opinions defended in the journal. Sombart seems to have 

another important merit apart from setting a worldwide example about 

planning: His finance book is a part of the literature of courses of Şevket 

Süreyya and İsmail Hüsrev in KUVT and he is an academic who is considered 

to be an authority even for Soviet planning (Ertan; 1994: 297).  

In another planning related article published three issues after the one above, 

Vedat Nedim repeats the arguments of Sombart and broadens the activity 

field of etatism;  

Etatism is an integrity which tolerates no disintegration.  Semi-etatism 

might be more hazardous than liberalism. Those who complain about 

the state intervention in the financial affairs, desire to incriminate the 

state. In which field of finance do we witness the full activity of etatism,  

                                                           
23 Şevket Süreyya. “Plan mefhumu Hakkında” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 5, May 1932, p. 9. 
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anyway? Thus, the endless disorder in both agricultural and industrial 

fields must be taken under control effective immediately.24 

 

The expansion of the scope of etatism encompasses the concrete 

determination of industrial and agricultural production branches which enter 

its field of activity and nationalization of credit and foreign trade fields. This 

will be further elaborated in the following section of this paper. Vedat Nedim 

expresses these matters as follows; 

 Since the national economy is a whole, it is not possible that only the 

industrial part of it is integrated while the rest is left unattended. The 

industry issue is also a raw material issue. For instance, in our country 

the development of cotton industry is dependent on the development of 

cotton production. Wool textile industry and leather industry are closely 

related to the livestock conditions. That’s why, the industry policies 

have to be based on a raw material policy. The industry plan will 

naturally necessitate an agricultural plan.25  

In addition,  

We are in need of a regulatory policy in the field of credits and the 

centralized control of them regardless of their sources.  Maybe not the 

centralized credit but the initial centralized control must be the principle 

of our policy.26  

As it can be clearly deduced from this quotation, Vedat Nedim, attempts to 

create a position for etatism in the field of credits as well.   

                                                           
24 Vedat Nedim. “Mefhum Teşkilatı Değil Madde Teşkilatı” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 8, 

August 1932, p. 16. 

25 Vedat Nedim. “Niçin ve Nasıl Sanayileşmemiz Lazım?” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 6, June 

1932, p. 18. 

26 Vedat Nedim. “Mefhum Teşkilatı Değil Madde Teşkilatı” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 8, 
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2.5. The Kadro Movement on Industrilization  

The first important attempt of Kadro Journal related to industrialization 

appears on the third issue of the journal dated March, 1932 when Dr. Reşit 

Galip -Ağaoğlu called him as “Our Saint Juste” (1969: 141)- re-emerges as 

an important political figure and makes a speech in the inauguration of the 

People’s Houses (Halkevleri).  The important role that Dr. Reşit Galip 

undertook concerning the dissolution of the Türk Ocakları (Turkish Hearts), 

his political responsibility in the transition of the Ottoman University 

(Darulfünun) into Istanbul University and his participation in Halka Doğru 

(Towards the People) and peasantist movements, made him an ally for 

Kadroist group (Eliçin, 364). The common work of Şevket Süreyya and 

İsmail Hüsrev with Dr. Reşit Galip is also worth mentioning (Aydemir, 

2000b: 377-378) in this context. 

There are two arguments that Kadro conjointly develops so on to rise the issue 

of industrialization as a headline in the political agenda.  The first of those 

arguments is that the industry in the metropolitan capitalist countries 

dissolved due to the worldwide economic crisis became dysfunctional, and 

that it can therefore be imported and managed if done quickly. Another side 

argument that supports the previous is that the conjuncture is on its most 

convenient state. The second argument claims that the current relations of 

production and classes can never manage the industrialization. This argument 

is followed by the criticism of the liberalism of the 1920s and the failure of 

classes at the same time period.  Again, the production and capital structures 

of the existing classes along with their logic of entrepreneurship are 

associated with the second argument.  

The first argument can be found in Vedat Nedim’s article in the third issue of 

the journal;  
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In summary, the capital and means of production in industrialized large 

countries seek safe and hidden markets to emigrate or take refuge in 

while denying their nationalities.  These low-technique markets 

surrounded by independent customs walls, yet offer high rent for 

advanced technique, can only be the new states which are in the course 

their national independence movement.27 

 In the rest of the article, Vedat Nedim asserts his comment on the availability 

of the conjuncture and how to benefit from it;  

Without any capitulations or privileges, dodging the national purpose 

and combinations, the international conditions are at their most 

convenient for bringing as much industrial infrastructure material as we 

wish to our country, on the condition that its costs are reimbursed in an 

allocated time and the management and capital rights would be directly 

given to the state after the said time period.28 

The second argument can be again illustrated by an article of Vedat Nedim in 

the fifth issue of the journal. Vedat Nedim states that;  

(…) who is going to be the active carrier of politics? Entrepreneurs? 

Will the entrepreneurs start a structural revolution in the Turkish 

economy? If we leave the management of this grand affair to 

entrepreneurs, we will have to consent to waiting for the painstakingly 

slow improvement of the small-scale tradesmen who lack advanced 

technique and expertise or the exploitation of our domestic market by 

non-national actors. Of course we do not intend to wait for long years 

or to be exploited.29 

In suite of this argument, İsmail Hüsrev brings up a further discussion 

regarding the faith of the small scale manufacturer. It can be seen that these 

avant-garde theses are based on the opportunity of buying production tools in 

exchange of property, which is adopted following the Turkish-Russian Trade  

                                                           
27Vedat Nedim. “Tabiata Tehakküm” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 6, June 1932, p. 23. 

28Vedat Nedim. “Tabiata Tehakküm” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 6, June 1932, p. 24. 

29Vedat Nedim. “Değişen Cihan Münasebetleri İçinde Türkiye” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 5, 

May 1932,  p. 15. 
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agreement, and that the plan perception is extended towards small scale 

production based on this opportunity. According to Hüsrev;  

What can be the role of manufacture in the national independence 

movements which aim to establish a modern and large technology, 

make sure that the national economy is planned thoroughly and create 

non-contradictory social relations on this large and modern technology? 

Manufacture is the legacy of the medieval and traditional production 

style whereas the modern society replaces the traditional production 

style with the rational production technology. Two positions against 

manufacture can be observed based on these differences:   

1- Either the manufacture along with the small scale tradesmen 

organizations (cooperatives etc.) is adapted to the rational rules of the 

modern economy order, 

2- Or the existence of the middle age customs is rectified by a 

revolutionary movement which would establish a large scale  

modern technology. This dissolution would mean the end of the 

middlemen [classes] who benefit from the assets created by 

manufacture and real estate industry.30 

 

Lastly, let’s take a look at Kadro Journal’s views on the industrialization steps 

taken by the government as of June, 1932.  As mentioned before, the 

allegations that the journal is a simple ideology journal in the literature or that 

it’s the defender of the government policies on the media are proven wrong 

once again in the upcoming quotation since the Journal apparently is not as 

content of the etatism actions as it seems and it demands that these actions are 

developed in compliance with the Kadro group’s plan.  According to Vedat 

Nedim; “The industry incentive, state-mandated customs and quota policy 

emerged as measures feeding the industrialization movement which started in 

our country.”31Vedat Nedim continues to make an assessment as follows;   

                                                           
30İsmail Hüsrev. “Türkiye’de El Sanayii” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 5, May 1932, p. 24. 

31Vedat Nedim. “Niçin ve Nasıl Sanayileşmemiz Lazım?” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 6, June 
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We must openly confess that our industry policy is completely liberal 

despite all of these protective and controlling measures. Because of the 

industrial incentive law, the customs borders and the recent importation 

restrictions the role of the state barely mandates the individual 

entrepreneurship. (…) initiatives such as the foundation of an industry 

office and determination of an industry plan are the forerunners of a 

new path. However, these lack the mentality that considers 

entrepreneurship as a part of the national economy. (…) Both the 

industry office and the industry plan are for the state budget.  Private 

initiatives are once again excluded from the office and the plan. (…) 

Nevertheless, it is evident that we need a general industry plan, which 

also includes private initiatives, inorder for our national industry to 

eliminate the current anarchical state and get into a steady condition. 32 

 

 

2.6. The Kadro Movement on Relations and Reorganization of The 

Agricultural Production  

In this section, the analysis of the agricultural production in the first eight 

issues of Kadro Journal will be discussed. Regarding the matter, two different 

argument series that advance parallel to each other can be observed; the first 

deals with the general condition of the agricultural production and ways to 

improve it while the second assumes a dimension oriented towards 

agricultural production relations and the general state of the rural classes and 

their dissolution. As expected, Kadro Journal initially approaches the 

agricultural production quite cautiously. The general emphasis is put on the 

amelioration of the deteriorating state of agricultural products, which became 

trade meta in the world economy.  In this sense, it is recommended to prevent 

the increase in competition opportunities of the products. The arguments  
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which exist in a general dimension up until this point will turn into systematic 

and concrete suggestions which vary in the broad range from the distribution 

affairs to properties of the agricultural production units, or from production 

technique to external sales organization.   

At first, let’s have a look at the arguments regarding the place of the 

agricultural production regions connected to the world economy of the journal 

within the world economy. In the articles featured in the journal, Turkey 

losing its monopoly over the agricultural products in which it specialized and 

the constant decrease in its market share is discussed as follows;  

If Turkey still had the monopoly over angora wool, it definitely would 

not be in this pathetic state, today. If the Aegean region were still the 

only name for raisins, without California, Australia, Greece or Iran to 

compete with, we would have nothing to worry about.  We would not 

have so many suspicions if the farming secret of tobacco was not 

revealed and many countries started to produce it.33 

 

As a result, we see a picture of the agriculture where it loses its monopoly 

over certain products and whose position in the international market 

deteriorates. According to Vedat Nedim; 

The production problem of the Turkish agricultural products appears 

due to the natural monopolies losing their importance and traditional 

agriculture being replaced by the rational and scientific agriculture. 

Claiming that the problem of the day was a mere result of the crisis 

would mean that the main issue is completely ignored. If the crisis did 

not happen, we would still witness our regression in the world markets. 

Indeed, if one studies the course of the competition struggle to which 

our agricultural products were exposed in the world markets before the 

crisis; they can clearly see the tendency against us.34 
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1932, p. 14. 
34Vedat Nedim. “Mefhum Teşkilatı Değil Madde Teşkilatı” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 8, 
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Secondly, we should mention how the journal handles the condition of the 

agricultural production on the international level;  

When even Germany rejects a gradual evolution and stresses the need 

of a vigorous implementation in order to be able to keep up with 

countries that are better organized in agricultural production such as the 

USA, Denmark and the Netherlands, we are appalled by day-dreaming 

and delusion skills of those who believe that we can resist with 

medieval agriculture, artisan mentality in trade and trade mechanism 

with primitive and backward technology.35 

He further continues as follows; “An economy left on its own only serves to 

sustain the situation of today. In terms of agriculture: products that have a low 

competing ability due to yielding the least profit with the highest cost and the 

mixed stock that is always susceptible to the climate conditions.”36 

 İsmail Hüsrev focuses on the organization aspect of the same issue:  

 (…) we cannot just lay back and expect the agriculture powers to 

improve on their own. Similar to the way we want to adopt modern 

technique and modern organization for our factories, we need to 

immediately and at once adopt a modern technique for the agriculture 

as well and create a modern organization where the modern technique 

can function.37 

After dealing with the condition of agricultural production and world 

agricultural products market in this manner, Kadro Journal adopts a position 

for the solution of these problems in Turkey scale and tries to include the 

organization necessity into the political agenda with all of its aspects.  It 

attempts to move its ostensibly abstract suggestions and discussions on a  
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36Vedat Nedim. “Müstemleke İktisadiyatından Millet İktisadiyatına” in Kadro, Vol. I, 

Issue: 2, February 1932, p. 13. 
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1932, p. 21. 



 

37 
 
 

directly objective basis.  The following quotation clearly demonstrates their 

serious attitude about the matter;  

Debasement is an abstract concept. Credit is an abstract concept.  

Releasing a product is an abstract concept. All of these abstract 

concepts must be made concrete, characterized and materialized. We 

cannot deal with these matters separately from the material since there 

are different production conditions, debasement possibilities, separate 

credit conditions, different standard and packaging methods and 

different release courses for each material. We usually tend to make the 

organization concept abstract and to separate it from the material. 

However, production is conducted for the material. Organization is not 

done for the concept. Organization for the material is a field of 

specialization.38 

The matter of production organization is discussed again by Vedat Nedim in 

a few issues later;  

Capital accumulation can be made possible through the decrease in the 

cost prices on one hand and on the other hand the increase in the sale 

prices, that is, the augmentation of the amount that the producer earns. 

The decrease in the cost prices means that, above all, the backward 

production technique is replaced by a new one. In Turkish agriculture 

the advanced technique will not be established on its own but it will be 

brought from top to bottom.39 

Secondly, we must study the arguments regarding the condition of the rural 

regions and the possible routes that they can take in the future. These series 

of arguments have two main purposes; the first is the policies with the aim of 

the dissolution of pre-capitalist classes in the rural regions while the second 

concerns the policies about the dissolution of middleman classes in the 

regions producing for the market.  The uniting point of these two policies is 

the construct of a production organization based on a modern technique, 

which includes state involvement as well, and enabling this by keeping this  
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financing in the region where the added value is produced. İsmail Hüsrev 

makes serious analyses regarding the matter since the second issue of the 

journal. The matter becomes crucial in quality and is seen more in the journal 

after the draft law proposed to the assembly titled “Draft of Settlement Law 

and the Protocol of Transitory Committee of Settlement” dated May 2, 1932 

no. I/335 (Üngör, 2012; p.150). 

According to İsmail Hüsrev;  

(…) The territory issue must be solved in compliance with the interests 

of the national revolution by means of first establishing a social basis 

for a technical revolution in the rural economy, that is to say, rectifying 

the feudal system and the backward forms that constitute its 

variations.40 

These ideas that İsmail Hürev puts forward as early as the second issue of the 

journal are regularly handled in the journal in suite of the month of May, as 

mentioned before. In the June issue of the journal, the article of Şevket 

Süreyya titled “Derebeyi ve Dersim” is followed by I. and II. volumes of 

“Türkiye’de Derebeylik Rejimi” articles of İsmail Hüsrev in the July and 

August issues.  While the articles of İsmail Hüsrev focus prominently on the 

historical background of the feudal regime, the articles of Şevket Süreyya 

passionately asserts the idea of dissolve the feudal system. In his article, 

Şevket Süreyya states that;  

The dissolve of the feudal system is a part of the natural course of 

Turkish revolution. That is why; Turkish Republic contrary to the 

Ottoman Empire holds an opposing position against the feudal regime 

from the very start. (…) The battle of the revolution against the feudal 

system is a material and moral struggle against a medieval and 

uncivilized institution that threatens the sovereignty and safety of the 

entire nation.41 
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The feudal obligation assigned to the Republic administration is established 

in various ways in the journal’s pages (for example assuring the revolution, 

reinforcing the national character of the state, adopting the modern technique, 

increasing the tax income of the state, putting an end to the bandit activities) 

in addition to arguments that are the most legitimately voiced in the context 

of opening a market for the industrial production. For instance, in the 

following quotation this can be observed; 

In order for rural areas and industry to become markets for each other, 

the goods exchange affairs must embrace the entire rural population. 

However, it must be added that if the relationship of the Turkish 

producer with the industry is limited to buying export goods, then it is 

not possible for rural areas to be markets to national industry or vice 

versa.42 

This statement is evidently a reference to the tasks of the bourgeoisie 

revolution against the feudal system. In order for the rural production to 

develop, the only valid way for Kadro group is that the added value in the 

countryside is systematically returned to the rural areas again by means of 

investment. This issue is discussed to a large extent in the journal as can be 

seen in the following excerpt;  

In brief, in order to reestablish the villages, the devalued products of the 

producers must be revalued for them. In order for the Turkish villages 

to be prosperous, the income and value of the production must be kept 

in the villages. This can be the only way of establishingthe solid basis 

of the Turkish national economy and of realization of our economic 

balance and the safety of state finance. Before anything else, the most 

important task is afundamental change, which isbased on a framework 

of planned intervention policy of the state, of the way and habit of the  
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rural regions becoming indebted and the conditions feeding into this 

situation resulting from the obsolete structure.43 

 

At this point, we must shortly mention the arguments of Kadro Journal 

regarding the classes making earnings from usury, which constitutes one of 

the most fundamental criticisms developed by the journal concerning the rural 

classes. According to İsmail Hüsrev;  

(…) the national capital that must be accumulated in the villages is kept 

in towns. (…) While the national capital in other countries which are 

accumulated in cities and towns are invested on industry, trade and 

other business fields, in our country it is used in the usury business 

which yields high profit. The surplus values produced in the rural 

regions come to the towns and cities and are returned to the villages via 

usury. This cycle which adds up like an avalanche has turned into an 

economic problem which gradually diminishes the buying power and 

taxpaying potential of the rural producer.44 

The concrete suggestions put forward by Kadro Journal must also be 

discussed as a relatively important aspect of Kadro’s views on agricultural 

production. As mentioned above, parallel to its approach to the technical 

problems of the interlinking with the world economy and the division and 

investment issues caused by class relations, it invents concrete solution 

suggestions for concrete problems facing the agricultural production.   

For example, following the Tobacco Congress gathered in Ankara, the 

Journal deals with the tobacco topic and comes up with solid solution 

suggestions in suite of its analysis about the matter.  In an article found in the 

chronicles section of the journal’s second issue, at first the ranking of Turkey  
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within the world scale tobacco production is discussed and the following 

analysis is made;  

The price of the Greek tobacco soared to 103 cents in 1929! (…) The 

Greek tobacco exported to Germany from Greece has risen by 60% in 

quantity and %160 price-wise in 1930 compared to 1929! We 

recommend looking at these documents to those who still try to explain 

the dreary disorderly state of the Turkish tobacco producers with the 

‘There is a worldwide crisis’ cliché!45 

 

After the analysis quoted above, Şevket Süreyya takes an opposing position 

against the commercial bourgeoisie whose state is expected to deteriorate 

further and generally recommends the etatism solution. In his own words;  

It is apparent that we would never leave a remarkably important finance 

branch such as Turkish tobacco to the leisure and whims of this and 

that. Those who wish to scavenge on the daily aid from the state, who 

hinder that the task is managed as a whole, or who adopt a favorable 

position for actions such as production restriction, and the shrinking and 

fragmentation of production affairs must be warned and illuminated.46 

For the rest of the article, Şevket Süreyya returns to the duality of 

individuality and state, and concludes his argument with the criticism towards 

the individual initiatives and state organization. It should be recalled that the 

earlier issues of the journal aim to legitimize the state involvement and 

intervention even though the concrete characteristics of this role are not still 

absent in the explanation. Şevket Süreyya continues his argument as follows;  

It is not the individual persons that can rejuvenate the Turkish tobacco 

sector and provide it with an improvement maneuver. On the contrary, 

individuals themselves, are in need of a rejuvenation and new directives  

                                                           
45Şevket Süreyya. “Türk Tütüncülüğü ve İktisadi Devletçilik” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 2, 

February 1932, p. 44. 

46Şevket Süreyya. “Türk Tütüncülüğü ve İktisadi Devletçilik” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 2, 

February 1932, p. 45. 



 

42 
 
 

on how to proceed further. The tobacco production in Turkey is a matter 

of “Economic Etatism” like many other national economy matters.47 

 

Another example concerning the discussion of agricultural production and 

circulation affairs based on concrete examples is the opium.  The desire for 

the control of the League of Nations concerning the opium trade is considered 

as an important opportunity by Kadroists. The journal translates this argument 

into establishing the state organization against the freelance opium traders 

and starts a discussion on this basis. According to Vedat Nedim; 

The measures taken by the state which comprehends the gravity [of the 

situation] as necessary lead to a fright of those who seek to guard their 

interests by supporting the disorderly state of opium trade which harms 

our national economy.  (…) When the forward interests of the nation 

are of concern, in spite of the blurry atmosphere created by those who 

aim for individual gain, the state which takes the most appropriate 

measures naturally pursues the path in which it believes without 

hesitation.48 

After drawing the framework of the matter on the principle level, Vedat 

Nedim moves onto his concrete suggestions;   

1- Ending the retail system in exportation by means of supplying 

Turkish opium from a single source against buyers who form a single 

opposing group. 2- Keeping the amount of opium to be released to 

markets restricted through agreements with countries selling goods to 

European markets. 3- Finding new markets apart from the market in 

which we have been involved so far and in addition to these.49 
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Another example which illustrates the analysis of agricultural products and 

market opportunities is the grape. In the eight issue of the Journal the topic is 

discussed as follows;  

The issue that waits to besolved in Turkey is the grape production along 

with the tobacco and opium production. Similar to our most important 

export products, grapes encounter sale impossibilities as well. 

Nevertheless, these entire impossibilities stem from the lack of 

organization as it is the case for our other products. For instance, while 

Turkey dominated the market in terms of grapes before the war, today 

it has lost its dominant position completely. This loss is in terms of both 

production volume and sale opportunities.50 

Finally, the ‘Village Camps’ project put forward by Kadro Journal on the time 

period studied in this section must be briefly assessed. This idea of Vedat 

Nedim resembles the Village Institutes idea invented by Ethem Nejat in the 

reform years (Erkek, 2012: 164).  Interestingly, Vedat Nedim continues to 

argue this idea of his in the following years under the title of “Regional Farm 

Institutes” and similar suggestions will appear in the Turkish politics such as 

‘Village Institutes’ or ‘Village-city Project’. It is possible to find the Şevket 

Süreyya - Vedat Nedim correspondence concerning this issue in Gökberk’s 

book.  This issue is discussed in the letter of Şevket Süreyya dated 1.03.1974 

to Vedat Nedim (Gökberk, 1977: 201) and Vedat Nedim’s letter dated 

5.04.1974 to Şevket Süreyya (Gökberk, 1977: 206-207).  

In his first article Vedat Nedim explains the purpose of the Village Camps as 

follows;  

We must find more radical and larger scale ways to combat illiteracy. 

For example, can we not mobilize city schools and send them to the 

villages since they just set camp to the corners of cities in the holiday 

months; get bored of idleness and piddle around in coffeehouses all day 

long? They can set the camps in villages and oblige each literate person 

to teach literacy to an illiterate person. (…) this way, the city kids will 

get to know our villages and peasants; and the peasants will warm up to 
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the urban youth. This will create a channel between the village and the 

city. (…) a program that can organize and provide cultural devices with 

which the villagers are unfamiliar such as stage plays, conferences, 

games, training festivals, gramophone, radio, photography and even the 

cinema will activate the static and backward atmosphere of the villages 

like a gigantic engine. (…) In summary the village camps will be the 

revolution camps.51 

 

 

2.7. Concluding Remarks  

This chapter mentiones the first phrase of Kadro journal as it was periodized 

as between January 1932- August 1932. In this period, it is summarized that 

Kadro group composed its self-assertive slogans and burdened their mission 

in the context of early republican era. The most well-known Kadro agument 

be proposed in this period as to constitue an ideology for Turkish revolution. 

Kadrowas welcomed warmly in the other media organs that also ıt can be 

stated that Kadro journal did not get involved in critical polemics. 
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January 1932, pp. 43-44. 
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CHAPTER III 

 

 

THE INFLECTION POINT OF THE KADRO MOVEMENT: 

CRITICS, OPPOSITIONS AND ADVANCEMENTS BETWEEN 

SEPTEMBER 1932- JULY 1933 

 

 

3.1. Preliminary Considerations 

 

This period can be brielfly argued as the start of the original political practice 

of Kadro Movement. After Celal Bayar’s ‘appointment’ to the Ministry of 

Economy asna minister, in first step, Kadro Journal did not open a polemical 

to him directly, but prefer to use rather careful language to indirectly address 

him. Journal’s general tone in language use became unexpectedly moderate, 

and point of stress shifted to explain the objective state of World Economic 

Crises of 1929. Their main argument in the early set of this periode, become 

shaped as to validate there was no positive objective shift in the current state 

crisis in order to make a revision in the economic policy. One step further, 

Kadro Journal mentined some specific problems which did not involve in 

direct conflict with the Ministry of Economy, such as unification of the 

domestic market and increase in state incomes. It should be also mentioned 

that, in the first mounts which Celal Bayar took office, there is a widespread 

opinion arise that the authority of İsmet Pahsa diminished critically in 

political area, (Karaosmanoğlu; 1968: 134). 

This moderate atmosphere in the first mounts after the take office of Celal 

Bayar, especially between September and October 1932, dramatically broken  
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down after the İsmet Pasha and Celal Bey’s indirect disgussion on the press, 

on the issue of foreign specialists. This issue breaks out with the Celal Bey’s 

declaration to the press that, he would get Americal economy specialist and 

employed them in the officer cadre of ministry as such in an authorized 

position. There was a direct challance to the Prime Minister İsmet Pasha’s 

authority, and so, he started an argumentation against Celal Bey and his 

proposal, that Kadro Journal directly articulated this conflict by the side of 

İsmet Pasha’s political position, and developed their arguments till 

nationalization of the Sugar Industry which the Türkiye İş Bankası involved 

in. Furthermore, Kadro Journal get into a serious series of a polemical debate 

which opened at 27 October 1932 against it on the pages of Milliyet Gazetesi 

which can be stated as the representative of bourgeoisie and Türkiye İş 

Bankası in Turkish press. This polemic famously known as Şevket Süreyya- 

Ağaoğlu debate. 

Kadro Journal started it’s the first struggle against private sector and the 

structure of Ministry of Economy between November 1932 and Mach 1933. 

In this period, precisely can be define as a breakthrough term of Kadro 

Movement, the journal published antagonistic essays on such topics on 

illegitimate profits of private sector, constitution of cooperatives in 

agricultural production and reorganization of Ministy of Economy and 

Supreme Council of Economy (Ali İktisat Meclisi). In accordance with this 

argumentative position, Kadro Journal fully engaged with the project about 

making a radical reformation in Darülfünun. If it is mentioned that the 

champion of these project was Dr. Reşit Galip (Tekin, 1992: 184-5), and 

opponent of the Darülfünun reform was generally liberal scholars, It would 

be considered more substantial the meaning of this engagement for Kadro 

group. These critical essays about the Darülfünun would be continue till the 

abolishment of Darülfünun in July 1933.  
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The period mentioned in this chapter, also characterized by Kadro group’s 

involvement trials to youth problem in accordance with the development of 

first youth protest meetings in 1930’s which were organized by Türk Talebe 

Birliği (Turkish Student Association) which was known as an opposition to 

İsmet İnönü (Nesimi, 1977: 74). Parallel with the development of this 

movement, Kadro Journal rised their proposal on more disciplined official 

youth organizations. Furthermore, in this period Kadro Journal started to give 

more references on antique Turkish myths and antique Turkish history after 

I. Turkish History Congress. After that the journal constituted a special 

column for lingual researches by following Turkish Langue Congress.  

 

 

3.2. Political Articulations: The Concrete Context of Strategy in Kadro 

Movement’s Political Practice  

In many issues of Kadro Journal, particularly in the articles which set the 

premises for the intended topics, often reiterated are the messages of loyalty 

or some form of praise to the leaders of the revolution. They are designed to 

legitimize opinions asserted in the journal and they provide a degree of 

protection from the criticism raised against the journal. In its first issue, Kadro 

Journal featured annotation about the Savings and Domestic Goods Week 

event which was organized by the leadership of “Milli İktisat ve Tasarruf 

Cemiyeti” (National Savings and Finance Community) and, Şevket Süreyya 

actively participated (Tekeli&İlkin, 2009:98). It was considered politically 

important that this annotation contained a such pathetic message to the army 

and İsmet Pasha. This short text was as follows; 

The speech of His Excellency, Mr. Prime Minister, İsmet Pasha 

possesses the quality of a historical document for our politics as well as  
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of a live program. (…) The protector of our national sovereignty, our 

army, has undertaken its tasks in terms of economic mobilization.52 

 

In the later issues similar remarks were often observed as the following quote 

from; “In his speech of His Excellency, Mr. Prime Minister in İzmir regarding 

the inauguration of the Ghazi statute, issue exemplifies the loyalty and affinity 

which is described with a unique eloquence, as well as the best expression 

and comprehension formulas of our national economy.”53 For instance its 

fourth issue, when discussing about to need to transfer the responsibility for 

continuing of the revolution to the younger generations, the journal made 

references to İsmet Pasha and argued that there must be an organization in 

line with Kadro Journal’s opinions in order to avoid the hardships that the 

Pasha endured during the SCF period. In this article the following is asserted;  

Those who still recall the Sivas speech, understand the reason for this 

indignation: while the Turkish Prime Minister who came to Sivas via 

Lausanne and who wants to go further, was trying to explain the railway 

policy of the state, a party leader in İzmir was speaking in with the 

attitude of Monsieur Müller and a crowd in İzmir was religiously 

following this voice and a journal in İstanbul described those who 

brought the first railway to Sivas as if they were a drunken gang  which 

could swim in champagne. We should ask the youth of the days: Have 

you asked what the railway policy of the Prime Minister was? Even if 

you have, the response you would get would vary in İzmir and Sivas.54 

 

                                                           
52Anonymous. “Tasarruf ve Yerli Malı Haftası” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 1, January 1932, 

p.48. 

53Vedat Nedim. “Mefhum Teşkilatı Değil Madde Teşkilatı” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 8, 

August 1932, p. 13. 

54Şevket Süreyya. “Genç Nesil Meselesi”  in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 4, April 1932, p. 6. 
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Another example is to the Journal directly supporting and defending İsmet 

Pasha can be found after his trip to Soviet Union and Italy. In the sixth issue 

of the journal an article included the following statements;  

That’s why, the head of government of the New Turkey built the 

courage to see and personally get familiarized with the contemporary 

civilization movement in its own natural course which is declared to be 

plagued by those who still live by the Atıf Efendi traditions. This great 

man, this courageous man is a man who distinctively sees all conditions 

and element of the current time period and diligently takes them into 

consideration. Based on this, we deem his actions right and courageous 

and appreciate that our head of government and certain party actors who 

have responsibilities in the Turkey’s administration had took the 

initiative to observe two neighbor countries which lead two grand social 

movements.55 

The journal which expresses its commitment to the revolution leaders in 

between the lines, rarely articulates direct support messages for anyone 

except Atatürk and İsmet Pasha. The most prominent of the mentioned people 

is Dr. Reşit Galip. In his article featured in the third issue of the Journal, 

Şevket Süreyya starts with an important reference and supports Reşit Galip 

as follows; “Ankara radio seldom speaks. Yet it speaks remarkably well when 

it does. The real voice of Ankara is the voice that can be heard when Ankara 

radio speaks well.”56These praises are granted in pursuit of Reşit Galip’s 

speech in Ankara radio stating that the revolution was not over and if need 

be, it should be moved forward with radical methods.  This speech was made 

in a ceremony organized due to the inauguration of the People’s Houses on 

February 19, 1932. In the said speech Reşit Galip, quite similarly to Kadro 

group, argues as follows; 

From time to time we come across those who suggest that the revolution 

is over and all affairs must be left to their natural course. This opinion 

can only belong to lazy, tired and coward souls. (…) We are under the  
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obligation to conduct our evolution with the speed and rigor of a 

revolution and add new laws to the social legislation by grounding the 

evolution principle step by step on our path.57 

 

In the third issue of Kadro Journal, Şevket Süreyya fills in for the section 

titled “Economy of the Nation” of Vedat Nedim who was absent due to his 

trip to Germany. This article was prepared by devising it with the emphasis 

which can be considered slogans for agricultural development following the 

inauguration of People’s Houses and re-emergence of Reşit Galip in the 

political arena (Turan, 2006: 12). This article concerns rural production 

activities such as wheat production, husbandry, and forestry, and provides 

development ideals for each and every one of them with an epic rhetoric.  The 

romantic rhetoric can be observed in these articles thanks to Reşit Galip’s 

interest in peasantry. For example, the following excerpt can demonstrate the 

point;  

If the sound of electrical sawmill does not resonate from desolate 

Köroğlu Mountains; or if the sound of villages with smoke always 

coming out of chimneys and people’s joy has turned electric is not heard 

from wolfs’ nest rivers, these green mountains can merely be a kitsch 

ornament surrounding the country or sparse hair that tangle from a 

balding head.58 

 

Apart from their general point, the connection attempts have a specific 

meaning as well.  It concerns assuming an active role in People’s Houses and 

spreading the Kadro group thought via that channel. The Ankara radio 

analogy, quoted above, is repeated in the same issue of the journal regarding 

the People’s Houses. Şevket Süreyya argues as follows in his article;  

                                                           
57Şevket Süreyya. “İnkılap Bitti mi” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 3, March 1932, p. 5. 
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(…) radio plays and speaks. In other countries of the world, the radio 

can freely play and speak. But in the New Turkey, the voice coming out 

of the radio needs to be put in order. For instance, when they say ‘Hello, 

Ankara speaking…’ it should be really Ankara which expresses itself! 

In brief, it is a systematic infusion task which has a principled, 

disciplined and cntrolled cultural infusion and whose basis is 

premeditated with all of its details.59 

In the rest of the article, the concrete organization issue which is also 

discussed in other contexts is handled. According to Şevket Süreyya;  

In order to save maybe not initially all of the citizens, but at least the 

young generations from the solipsism and idleness, People’s Houses are 

a step taken in the most appropriate time. According to the regulations 

of People’s Houses the significance of this step can be summarized as 

uniting the culture infusions and movements within the society around 

a center. There could be no safer and experienced means other than the 

culture weapon to unite and satisfy the youth. This style of activity 

which the People’s Houses precisely include in their framework offers 

us an opportunity to show case out comments on this solid basis.60 

Kadro Journal points to undertaking assignments in People’s Houses and 

shaping them.  In the same article, an excerpt from the General Secretary of 

CHF, Recep Peker’s speech is quoted. This excerpt deals with the need for a 

leader staff that can educate and develop the People’s Houses organization. 

Kadro group answer this call by putting themselves forward. Thus, it is clear 

that they offer their candidature to assuming a political role. The excerpt from 

the speech of Recep Peker is as follows;  

(…) there is a need for a guidance element constituted from the sage 

people who can raise awareness, educate and lead the organization of 

People’s Houses  for the greater good of the people. We can always see 

those who complain because of the absence and ineffectiveness of such 

a guidance element. (…) In our opinion, the most inaccurate mentality 

is the case that there are no qualified individuals in Turkey. (…) we  
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believe and think that there is an element of educated people in Turkey 

that can manage the People’s Houses.61 

 

It can be seen from another youth organization related articles published a 

month later that Kadro Journal’s interest in People’s Houses isn’t just a recent 

development and that it wants to be systematically involved. In Şevket 

Süreyya’s article published in the fourth issue of the journal, there are 

suggestions on general and specific levels concerning the youth organization.  

On the general level, it develops the aforementioned suggestions related to 

the mass communication devices. In the words of Şevket Süreyya;  

The morals principle on which there is the most consensus regarding 

the topic of youth education is the connection of the abstract concepts 

that are to be infused to a concrete action. While all of the films, 

newspaper photographs, radio programs and the worldviews that we 

read function as a system to a moral deterioration, an abstract morals 

infusion conducted behind closed doors is bound to fail.62 

 

Following this general analysis, Şevket Süreyya suggests a large scale 

organization encompassing the formal education institutions in order to 

discipline the youth.  It is put forward once again that in the said organization 

the People’s Houses have to undertake a serious role and hence they need to 

be developed to fulfill that role. According to Şevket Süreyya; 

 (…) younger generations require a large social life outside the school 

which includes even the school life itself (…), that is, a space for 

organization [teşkilat muhiti]. As a result, it’s today’s mission to 

prepare a youth within the revolution principles and as both a helper 

and follower of the revolutionary avant-garde. (…) It is high time that 

the youth in Turkey, especially the youth mass outside the educational 

system, was included in a youth movement about which there is a  
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consensus and the implementation of its principles are expressed in a 

detailed manner. The conference organized on Friday, April 4in the 

Ankara People’s House can be the start of this movement.63 

 

After this analysis we move on to the sections making references to the 

suggestions related to the position of Kadro group in the new organization.  

Even though generally People’s Houses are supported, it is argued that its 

ideology and program do not comply with the main target ahead. The 

significance of this argument is that there is a demand for resorting to the 

expertise of Kadro group in terms of ideology and program. According to 

Şevket Süreyya;  

It is only natural that the People’s Houses program is insufficient to be 

able to educate the youth with such a broad spectrum. It is necessary 

that the task of preparing and educating the youth in accordance with 

revolution principles is organized as an autonomous action which 

withholds the highest administration and control devices of the country 

and that the political nurturing of the youth is demanded from such an 

organization. (…) The subject of this political nurturing is not the daily 

struggles but the fundamental principles of the national policy 

regarding the future and the developmental direction of these 

principles.64 

 

As it can be deduced from the previous quotations as well, the term of 

“developmental direction” (“inkişaf istikameti”) is an important notion that 

Kadro group use to express their opinions and it can be found in this context 

as well. In addition, Kadro Journal vehemently supports Dr. Reşit Galip’s 

work in the ministry even two months prior to his discharge from his post. In 

the article of Burhan Asaf published in the eighteenth issue of the journal it 

is argued as follows;  
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Doctor Reşit Galip Bey, did not commit to the Turkish education cause 

as a minister with a passion for action. If he had done so, he would have 

somewhat succeeded. However, this success would have only been a 

set of attempts left behind in the ministry period. The young minister 

latched onto this fundamental cause of the nation with the energy and 

courage of a revolutionary. Therefore, the assets that he contributed to 

the Turkish education shall live long after him.  65 

 

In the rest of the same article, it can be observed that Kadro group who claim 

to from the ideology of the revolution and educate others about it, suggest the 

foundation of a “Revolution Institute” and the obligation of passing exams 

from this institute in order to successfully complete superior education.  

Burhan Asaf describes the suggestion as follows;  

All social sciences will be assessed according to revolution. All 

students, regardless of their major, will give exams from the institute in 

order to obtain their diplomas. Thus, the first condition for professionals 

who went through Turkish education system is being a revolutionary. 

Those who fail the exam of revolution shall be left behind in life.66 

 

3.3. The Kadro Movement on The Problem of Youth and Recruitment  

The issue of adoption of revolutionary principles by the people and the 

administrative staff, in other words, harmonization of recruitment mechanism 

of the political order with mass-youth contexts, is a matter that Kadro Journal 

had to discuss for a long time. It is possible to see the reverberations of the  
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different aspects of this issue in Yaban (Karaosmanoğlu; 2004: 26) and 

Ankara (Karaosmanoğlu, 2001: 175-76) novels of Yakup Kadri. In the article 

of Yakup Kadri published in the tenth issue of the journal, he explains the 

atmosphere in Ankara as follows; 

I often reflect on our revolution atmosphere compared to that of Russia 

which has become a principle, an opinion and even a consciousness. 

Does this atmosphere exist in Istanbul in the revolutionary Turkey? Or 

in Ankara? What are its characteristics? How can it be identified? How 

much of a hot topic is it? What is its impact and on whom it exerts this 

impact? Honestly, I cannot tell as clearly as I would in the Russian 

context. This study of atmosphere is difficult to conduct even in Ankara 

which is supposed to be the center of our revolution because the moral 

atmosphere in Ankara changes depending on districts and 

neighborhoods. There is a heavy medieval atmosphere in Tahtakale 

while Yeni Şehir progressively becomes more occidental. On the other 

hand, the atmosphere in the chambers of the assembly and government 

appears to be a frozen bureaucracy.67 

 

The premise of the aforementioned “Revolution Institute” related ideas 

appear in the ninth issue of the journal which can be considered early.  This 

premise is built on the necessity that the administrative staff must go through 

the education of the party. A detail here that poses significance is that the 

journal which avoids voicing suggestions regarding CHF does not repeat such 

a suggestion as the “Schools of the party” and avoids being involved in the 

party affairs all together with the exception of the mention of the publication 

activities of the party in the eleventh issue. The “schools of the party” idea 

that is discussed by Burhan Asaf in the ninth issue of the journal is developed 

as follows, first let’s take a look at the arguments which establish why these 

schools are necessary;  
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(…) Today, we see no measures for the training of the politics staff as 

there are Civil Service Schools for training the administrative staff. 

However, for a revolutionary party that leads a movement like the 

National Independence revolution which has established start and finish 

points, while it is important that the principles are clearly established, 

it is also important to train a younger staff that will devote themselves 

to these principles and sustain them without any harm.68  

 

Secondly, we will see how this school of the party will function, according to 

Burhan Asaf;  

(…) our national independence considers the principle of “unity” 

important, as a result it cannot accept this duality in the administration 

and the party. Based on this argument, the institution that will educate 

and train the staff cannot co-exist with the Civil Service School or the 

Law School. In our opinion, only a school of the party can train the new 

and younger staff. The graduates of this school of the party will share 

the same opinions and will have the same level of political education in 

fields such as administration, foreign affairs, judicial matters and even 

press.”69 

 

Thirdly, let’s discuss the foundation style and mission of this school of the 

party. Burhan Asaf explains these two matters as follows;   

(…) in order to realize all of these tasks, Civil Service and Law schools 

must be jointly integrated into the School of the Party. Such a school 

that should exist in Ankara, after providing a worldview based on our 

revolution, needs to train advanced and enterprising staff that can 

manage organization in the fields of administration, economy and 

finance; a hardworking element that possesses the training to work in 

the political and economic foreign affairs; a judicial staff which adopts 

the revolution principles as its first resource and guide; and finally a 

foresighted journalist generation which will control the revolutionary 

state in accordance with the revolution principles.70  
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The mission of raising journalist, which Burhan Asaf assigns to the schools 

of the party, appears in one of his ensuing articles in a different context.  The 

opinion of Burhan Asaf regarding the publication and relations of the party 

complies with his opinions concerning the schools of the party.  According to 

Asaf;  

The party ithholds all tools of publication including the press and the 

radio and even if it’s not the case, this is how it should be. wAll 

principles of the revolution are defended via these tools with a decisive, 

tough and an almost jealous manner.71 

In the later issues of the Journal, although there are no more articles 

concerning the schools of the party, the youth issue becomes more and more 

vital. Particularly due to the events in Bursa on February, 1933 and Turkish 

Student Union (“Türk Talebe Birliği”) protests (Vagon-Lee, Razgrad vb.) the 

issue of the youth organization becomes a hot topic in the mainstream media 

as well.   Immediately after the events in Bursa (Goloğlu, 1974: 89), the head 

article published in the February, 1933 issue of Kadro Journal, discusses the 

youth topic in a critical manner. The following is argued in the head article;  

We sent the association directors and the municipal police to those who 

have the audacity to walk against the revolution while the same day, 

intellectuals of Bursa definitely were either busy with staging a play or 

organizing a concert.  Are we all actually aware of the fact that our 

attempts to keep the youth away from politics raise a well-behaved and 

gentlemanly revolutionary generation?72  

During the month of May, 1933 following the so-called Razgrad (Goloğlu, 

1974: 95) events where nationalist students clashed with the police, Kadro 

Journal yet again brings up the issue of youth.  The head article published in 

the seventeenth issue of the Journal, describes the problem as follows;  
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Is there a youth cause in Turkey? It will be even if it’s non-existent at 

the moment, because the security of our revolution necessitates it. Many 

points concerning the youth organizations abroad were discussed even 

in this platform. Nevertheless, it should also be mentioned that while 

the organized youth in Russia and Italy serve as the guardians of the 

revolution, the organized youth in Germany started a whole political 

movement.  Countries such as the United Kingdom and France can 

doubt the necessity of such a youth organization; however, this issue 

has almost become a cause for Turkey.73  

The journal which directly evaluates the events in Razgrad, reaches the 

following conclusion;  

There have been actions that the youth organized on its own. It is 

claimed that these are criminal acts. What can come as natural as this? 

In the Razgrad event, Turkish police and Turkish youth clashed due to 

the discipline of the former and pure enthusiasm of the latter like two 

people who used the opposite entries of a tunnel and got lost in the 

middle resorting to clashing by mistake. All these actions of the youth 

show their eager struggle to take up a role and tasks. We should not 

delay giving them what they wish by including them in the 

organization.74 

According to Goloğlu (1974: 96-97); Razgrad events mentioned above, arised 

another struggle between Kadro journal and Birlik Journal in terms of the 

form to organize youth in objective sense. 

 

 

3.4. Thesis on The Reorganization of The State 

Another aspect of the political connection strategy of Kadro Journal includes 

the close monitoring and supporting all the steps of the government in the 

fields of language, culture and history. The most prominent examples of this 
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strategy appear following the Turkish Language Council of September, 26 – 

October, 5 as references to Turkish language and history in the Journal. 

Interestingly, following the language council, articles concerning the external 

Turks are featured in the Journal as well, nonetheless, they are short-lived. 

For instance, in the tenth issue of the Journal published on October, 1933 the 

head article includes statements as follows; 

A new language is born, we still write the old even if it’s in small 

portions. We will not do so from now on. We will not speak of it in 

order not to write it. This is such a difficult decision. Those who tremble 

and beg for the change of decision are those who have a comprehensive 

idea as to the difficulty of this decision. (…) Without any census, we 

know that there are at least 60 million Turks in the world.  Turkish is 

already a great language when all of this is considered. (…) New 

language, great language, culture language Turkish cannot bloom in the 

Istanbul pot or the Anatolian garden. The site where it can discover its 

size and dimension is the site where the immature and amateur phases 

are embraced. The new language is connected to the culture that needs 

to be formed according to 60 million.75  

 

Furthermore, the title of Şevket Süreyya’s article featured in the thirteenth 

issue of the Journal is “Ergenekon Epic”. In this article, there are references 

to an old Sumerian story whose translation had been published in Hakimiyeti 

Milliye Gazetesi (National Sovereignty Newspaper).76 The merging of the 

epics of Ergenekon and Sumer and making them into a symbol for the 

revolution is a reference to Turkish History Council. In the early stages of the 

Republic, we can observe the change in the reference points of the ideology 

with the 1930s. Kadro Journal tries to connect itself to this change.  

An interesting analysis about the journal can be made at this point.  Even 

though Kadro Journal deals with language and culture related matters, they  

                                                           
75 Anonymous. “Kadro” in Kadro, Vol. I, Issue: 10, October 1932, pp.3-4. 

76 Şevket Süreyya.  “Ergenekon Efsanesi” in Kadro, Vol. II, Issue: 13, February 1933, p.5. 



 

60 
 
 

are only featured in the journal as much as the topic of “organization of the 

youth”. Thus, it is only mentioned in between the lines or used as a reference.  

The moment when this publication policy changed corresponds to the 

fifteenth issue of the journal. In the fifteenth issue in March, it is notified that 

a column titled “language column” will be added to the Journal.  77 

The interesting aspect of this is that the journal launches a column concerning 

a subject that is not directly related to its area of interest even though it had 

been five months after the language council and the amount of the articles and 

references concerning the subject had been reduced to almost none in this 

time period.  The reason for this novelty should be explained by Ülkü 

Journal’s (Ideal Journal) first publication. In the new issue that the journal 

heralds; the aforementioned “Language Column” is introduced. The first 

article of the column is the “Outline of Turkish Language”78  by İbrahim 

Necmi. This article will be ensued by other “Language Column” works in the 

later issues.   

 

3.5. Thesis on Class Struggle and Nationalization 

Kadro Journal, in its second phase that we study, that is, the issues between 

the ninth and twentieth, prioritizes its opinions regarding the new state 

principle and re-organized state devices.  The Journal takes these opinions on 

the general principles level as well as directly putting forward concrete 

suggestions and making an effort to defend them by the means of polemics. 

Generally, the journal deals with the state concept in the classes’ context.  

According to İsmail Hüsrev;  
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The state is founded as a result of the emergence of interest differences 

in the society. Where the society is divided into opposing interest 

groups the state emerges as an authority device which protects and 

represents certain groups. State institutions cannot be found at the time 

periods where social conflicts do not exist. In summary, the state is a 

result of the social interest conflicts and survives thanks to these 

conflicts. (…) the foundation of the state begins with the separation of 

private property from public property. The state (…) is a device that 

rules the society on behalf of certain interests. 79 

Let’s just say that this opinion does not differ from the Orthodox Marxist 

thought. In the rest of his article, İsmail Hüsrev discusses the evolution of the 

state in the course of 20th century. He states as follows;  

The state began to interfere in the service for the working class and 

health and economy related matters in favor of workers.  Thus, on one 

hand the state interfered in the economic life in the name of capital 

interests; on the other hand, it had to intervene in the affairs of the 

working class. As a result, capitalism began to become an organized 

regime instead of an individual and liberal regime with capital 

organizations on one side (cartels, trusts, syndicates etc.) and worker 

organizations on the other (worker syndicates). In this universe, the 

state stopped being the guardian of the capital interests and became a 

device that is under the influence of certain interests and that interferes 

in financial and social life on behalf of the said interests.80  

Again in the words of Şevket Süreyya;  

The national economy before the war was just the capital economy. Yet, 

now the national economy is just the state economy. Therefore, the task 

of developing and regulating social labor division in compliance with 

the aims and interests of the revolution is not the product of a rambling  
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entity but of a national labor plan. Turkish revolution requires this plan 

from the Turkish organizers.”81 

 

Compared to this new type of state, the necessity of a new state in Turkey and 

the necessity for this new type of state to be different from the classic class 

domination are clearly asserted in the Journal. According to Vedat Nedim;  

Every revolution is a battle to create and found a new type of state. If 

the Turkish revolution has a character, it too should have a state ideal 

of its own.”82 He continues this argument by complementing the quote 

above by İsmail Hüsrev; “(…) we did not make our independence 

movement on the account of a certain class. To us, state is not a result 

of the class formation but the expression of nationalization.83  

 

The political practice that Kadro Journal often emphasizes in the economic 

context, progresses on this basis. The emphasis on the class formation in the 

Journal peaks especially in the eleventh issue. The significance of this issue 

is that it makes the decision of bringing an American Expert Board 

(Tekeli&İlkin, 1982: 172) against the Soviet Expert Board (Tekeli&İlkin, 

1982: 158) and employing foreign experts in the ministry following Celal 

Bayar’s taking office as the minister of economy. Following this 

advancement, Celal Bayar and İsmet İnönü make public statements against 

each other and the political environment is stirred. According to Vedat 

Nedim;  
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Our purpose is to be a nation without classes and conflicts. However, 

as of yet we are not a nation without classes and conflicts. But, the class 

conflicts in our country are not so widespread as to dominate our 

political life. Thus, the state of Turkey is not a class state. The state of 

Turkey contrary to European and American states is far from being an 

execution machine which functions for the interests of a finance 

oligarchy, industrial capital, large territorial property or a worker 

group.84 

 

Vedat Nedim does not reject the existence of classes in his said article. 

Notwithstanding, he associates the existence and development of classes with 

the development of private capital.  In this sense, the emphasis of the absence 

of classes, in a way, aims to prevent further development of classes and in 

other ways to rectify the already existing classes.  In his own words; 

 Division into classes is an obligation which urge upon our hysteria in 

a structure built through private capital accumulation. In an advanced 

technical economy classes appear along more distinct lines. As for a 

financial structure with a backward technique, its classes are blurry and 

vague. (…) the existence of classes in a society with backward technical 

abilities cannot be denied. That is why; the choice of private capital 

accumulation will not only drive us to an economy with backward 

technical abilities, but also will deter us from our ideal to be a nation 

without classes and conflict.85  

 

Again according to Vedat Nedim, the tool to be used for the organization of 

the economy will be able to build this desired structure;  
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(…) this tool does not represent the national economy in Germany. This 

tool tries to gain benefit by exploiting the majority of the nation on 

behalf of a small group. Naturally, our understanding of a rational 

national economy is not such an exploitation tool. Therefore, it means 

that the tool of Turkish economy would be rational not only in the 

technical sense but also in the social sense, in other words, it would not 

waste the energy of the nation by risks such as splitting the nation into 

classes or engaging in party conflicts, salary disputes, strikes and 

unemployment.”86 

 

In order to realize this ideal, the opinion of Kadro Journal focuses on etatism. 

It defines etatism as a social system. In the article of İsmail Hüsrev featured 

in the nineteenth issue of the journal, he differentiates his etatism ideas from 

the state socialism concept of Adolf Vagner. According to İsmail Hüsrev; 

 The state socialism not only deals with the regulation of worker and 

financiers but also with broader national finance matters.  For example, 

it suggests the state mandate for affairs concerning the public interests 

such as the post and telegraph. As a result of this movement, a lot of 

affairs related to the public interests went under the state control. (…) 

Today, the etatism concept understood by the formal scientists is the 

state socialism or in other words, interventionism. (…) In our opinion, 

such a etatism is more of a state policy rather than a social system. The 

real etatism must be the expression of a system that regulates a change 

in the structure of the society.87  

İsmail Hüsrev, describes the aims of the mentioned etatism as follows;  

Since the plan of the economy and the society can only be realized 

through an authoritarian and supreme organization as the state, it is 

necessary that the state assume an active role for the nation in the cause 

of re-structuring the country. (…) The criteria here is not the interests 

of the worker class as it is in socialism, or of the capitalist society as it 

is in fascism or of the individuals as it is in individualism: It is the  
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integrity of the society facing the internal and external actors and the 

welfare of this integrity along with its economic and social spurt.88 

 

Kadro Journal continues its publication activities by at occasion radicalizing 

these purposes that it assigns on etatism and at other occasions presenting 

them in milder ways. Especially after Celal Bayar’s taking the post of the 

Minister of Economy, Kadro initially tries to take up a constructive and 

appeasing demeanor  

against the opposition starting in Milliyet Gazetesi (Nationhood Newspaper). 

As it can be seen in various sources, the reason why is the change in the 

ministry majorly dampening the authority of İsmet İnönü (Bozdağ, 1972: 91). 

Later on, it is observed that the tone of the discussion gets progressively more 

aggressive.  In the second issue after Celal Bayar becoming the Minister of 

Economy, it is remarkable how Kadro group express their expectations from 

etatism in the gentlest manner. In the words of İsmail Hüsrev;  

The main principle of the nationalist etatism is on one hand to defend 

the national sovereignty against all external forces and on the other 

hand, increasing the income of the national economy for the entirety of 

the citizens, in compliance with national interests and in a wholesome 

manner. The state organizes the production branches that satisfy the 

needs of the nation and require a great capital. Along with the state 

property, private enterprises work as well. (…) The state establishes its 

control over national capital in order to prevent it from being wasted 

because of things such as ignorance, meaningless competition, lack of 

proper planning etc.89  
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Following these statements, İsmail Hüsrev gives the following message to the 

entourage of Milliyet Gazetesi; “(…) we find it important to point out this 

aspect to those who get concerned over allegedly seeing revolutionary 

socialism signs in even certain administrative measures of the state.”90 

As opposed to the appeasing statements quoted above, the demeanor changes 

180 degrees three months after the said article, and a tone which directly 

accuses its opposing agents is adopted. The reason why is hidden in the 

differences between the periods of time when Kadro states its suggestions and 

when it fights for the implementation of the said suggestions.  Stating the 

suggestions occurs in a way that it will not inflict the anger of those to whom 

Kadro addresses and in a manner that it will ensure the adoption of the said 

suggestions by the high-ranking persons of the state. As for the fight, it is 

conducted by means of arguments that will radicalize the high-ranking state 

officials and of directly infiltrating the agenda of the addressees who are 

considered as the central focus (press bodies, persons or classes). For 

example, Vedat Nedim, in his article featured in the thirteenth issue of the 

Journal, directly classifies the opponents of etatism and attacks the private 

entrepreneurship. The classification of Vedat Nedim can be explained in his 

words as follows;  

We can divide the opponents of a statist economic policy in two main 

groups:  

1- Those who will receive harm if the state gets involved in economic 

affairs. Since the interests of a group or a class overpower those of the 

nation in this context, we can leave this group outside the discussion.  

For this group the national economy does not exist, only the 

requirements of their own affairs matter.  If each and every requirement 

of an affair dominates the future of the national economy, it will be 

impossible to pursue a consistent and wholesome economic policy. 
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Then, only a set of measures that are shaped according to the interest of 

a dominant group can be of concern.  

2- Those, who believe in the magic of private enterprise, under the 

influence of a liberal education.”91 

Following this analysis, Vedat Nedim, moves onto a general criticism. 

He argues as follows;  

Similar to the way in the agricultural and industrial fields, the faith of 

our trade life also completely lies in the hands of private and individual 

entrepreneurship. Both in terms of export and import, trade is taken over 

by foreign elements not the national ones. That is why; the capital 

accumulations accomplished via the channel of trade do not stay in the 

country. Large-scale trade that is not national shares the characteristics 

of Turkey in its semi-colonial period. Thus, it is a tool for exploitive 

colonialism. We do not know the state of our intermediary traders who 

cannot infiltrate the world markets. Most of them have gone bankrupt. 

(…) The consequences of the large-scale trade life based on private 

entrepreneurship in Turkey, portrays such a negative picture that is 

hazardous for the national economy. How can it be possible to believe 

in the creative power of the private entrepreneurship after seeing its 

barren condition in the fields of agriculture, industry and trade? Of 
course it cannot be, we do not believe in such a miracle.92 

 

 

3.6. The Critic of Hyper Profits in The Case of Sugar Industry  

Actually, if one monitors the gradual aggression in the tone the following can 

be observed; as it will be further discussed in section of the polemics of Kadro 

Journal, since October, 1932 particularly Ahmet Ağaoğlu initiates polemics 

against Kadro Journal and the entourage of Milliyet Gazetesi gets involved in 

the said polemics. As the only response to this, it is declared by a short article  
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titled “On the occasion of a criticism” in the eleventh issue of Kadro Journal 

that the criticism of Ağaoğlu will not be left unreciprocated.  Again in the 

same issue, Yakup Kadri lashes out as follows;  

The external threats in the period of revolutionary Turkey can appear in 

all shapes and forms.  They can appear in the form of a Sheik with a 

green flag or a revolutionary with a red flag or even a liberal with a 

white ensign.  It is unfortunate that not only a great majority of these 

liberals live among us today but also they have the right to vote, work 

and have authority and status in the war veteran Turkey which is the 

love child of independence and nationality.93  

 

Articles published by Ağaoğlu get discontinued on November, 13 while the 

last salvo of the month comes from Kadro Journal.  The sugar industry of 

which Türkiye İş Bankası was a big partner (Kocabaşoğlu and others, 2001: 

286), is critically discussed in detail.  It is clear that the political practice of 

Kadro Journal was intensified in this political environment.  The criticism 

article written by Şevket Süreyya is based on an incredibly well-conducted 

analysis. Statistical data and tables are often used in this analysis. Turkey is 

numerically compared to the world on the criteria ranging from the sugar beet 

agriculture to sugar consumption.  Since the close involvement of Türkiye İş 

Bankası in the sugar industry is commonly known, this article means 

declaring war.  According to Şevket Süreyya: 

 Turkish sugar industry needs to be regulated. The target of this 

regulation is to ensure the profits of this industry.  The most vital phase 

of this task is the scientific cultivation of the soil in the field of sugar. 

The scientific cultivation of the soil in the field of sugar is not a task for  
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small farms or something that can be handled through simple 

guidance.”94 He continues as follows; “Even in Oceania where 75% of 

the population consists of blacks and savages, sugar production per 

capita is at least 11%. Thus, it is the leading cause and target of our 

economic nationalism to erase the stamp of poverty from our nation’s 

face and the stamp of backwardness from the face our country and make 

our country into a producer of numerous and various goods.95  

 

According to Şevket Süreyya the alarm bells start to ring for the sugar 

industry. It is both easy and necessary that this industry branch is subjected 

to state control and regulated.  In his own words; 

 In our sugar policy, the capability of the individual guidance meaning 

the creation and promotion of individual capital took its last breath even 

before the great depression. Now the present day requires that the large-

scale production and especially jobs as complicated as the sugar 

industry are organized in nation’s control and measurements.”96 Again 

we can continue with the following statement of Şevket Süreyya; “(…) 

it can be argued that the sugar industry is the production branch, 

amongst all national industry branches, whose facility must be 

controlled and planed from the very first step and whose planning and 

control is the most possible.97 
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3.7. Concluding Remarks 

In epitome, in this part of the thesis that was briefly statted that Kadro 

movement started its political struggle with Turkish bourgeoisie in the period 

of September 1932-July 1933. In this period, Kadro journal directly involved 

in İsmet (İnönü) Pasha and Celal (Bayar) Bey conflict, by the side of İnönü 

and Soviet industrial planning strategy. One step further, Kadro journal also 

took a part in the discussions about Darülfünun and meetings of Türk Talebe 

Birliği. In accordance with this context, journal developed a bundle of 

suggestions, in order to solve conflicts mentioned and open an area of 

authority itself to participate advances more formally. First, Kadro Journal 

suggested to reorganize state apparatus as such Celal (Bayar) Bey can reach 

and articulate his marked-based economical policies. In this manner, Kadro 

Journal suggested to re-define roles and reorganize functions of Ministry of  

economy and Supreme Council of Economy. Secondly, Kadro journal 

developed concrete suggestions to youth problem as a response to meetings 

that mainly argumented to constitute party schools in CHF and develop the 

program of People’s Houses. Lastly, Kadro journal take a side in the 

discussion about the Darülfünun and articulate with Dr. Reşit Galip with both 

formal and political spheres. 
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CHAPTER IV 

 

4. CRITICAL TIDES OF ETATISM: RAMIFICATION AND 

EMBODIMENT OF ANTI-BOURGEOISIE CHARACTER 

BETWEEN AUGUST 1933 – SEPTEMBER 1934 

 

4.1. Preliminary Considerations 

In this chapter, we will deal with the August, 1933 – September, 1934 period 

of Kadro Journal. This period started by the abolisthment of Darülfünun and 

constution of Istanbul University in August 1933. This event should be 

considered as inevitably important political advance for Kadro Movement 

(Tekin; 1992: 184-5; Hirsch; 2005: 287-88), however the Kadro journal, 

surprisingly, did not consider this case that, almost only one reference had 

given to the opening of new university.  

Thus, exidently was the result of ‘dismissal’ of Dr. Reşit Galip from the 

Ministry of Education. After this dismissal, Kadro journal chose to wait 

silently for almost two issue till the political positions and power distribution 

become more clear. It was obvious that, Dr. Reşit Galip planned to start a 

huge rural education and development mobilization project after the 

abolishement of the Darülfünun (Eliçin, 1970: 381).  

Journal recharged its political position and redefine its terminology on etatism 

after Oktober 1933 that was evaluated as another inflection point for the 

Kadro Journal. In parallel with publishing of the Mustafa Kemal’s letter of 

support and İsmet Pasha’s essay on etatism in journal under the favour of 10th 

anniversary of the republic, Kadro group revitalized their political mission 

and started a new advancement operation in term of political and economical 

sphere. It is obvious that, Kadro group had shifted their terminology  
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incidentally, and get some new references such as İsmet Pasha’s essay, which 

gained central position in Kadroist arguments. 

One step further, in this period, Kadro group get involved in a direct struggle 

with the Turkish bourgeoisine in the pages of Kadro journal. The polemic 

with Mahmut (Soydan) Bey with Kadro group take place in this period. 

Moreover, advanced etatist arguments such as nationalization of sugar 

industry proposal get developed, anti-protectionist argumans extanded and 

gained more social and class based references, and nationalization of cement 

industry and insurance sector, land and agricultural reform proposal had 

widespread in journal coverange.  

Another significant point need to be adressed is Kadro movement’s political 

articulations and their advancements in the mentioned period. Dr. Reşit 

Galip’s uneven death had been responded in Kadro journal in a mournful way. 

Surprisingly, journal started to criticize Recep Peker and his lectures 

(Aslanapa; 1997: 211) in the Institue of Revolution in Istanbul University. 

This critic also developed with the critic of People’s Houses and of course a 

suggestion to take a mission in the Institue for themselves. On the other hand, 

Kadro journal started to discuss on municipal administrations that explained 

the surprising alliance with Kadro and Şükrü (Kaya) Bey (Solak; 2013: 166), 

The Minister of Internal Affairs. One step further, the evolution of this 

alliance which Tekeli&İlkin mentioned (2003: 422), can be assumed to start 

with the agricultural reform proposal of Kadro journal –thus Şükrü  

(Kaya) Bey was one of the supporter of agricultural reform (Solak; 2013: 205; 

Goloğlu, 1974: 223). Furthermore, after the change of the Minister of Publif 

Affairs, journal tried to affialiate the new minister, Ali (Çetinkaya) Bey. On 

the other hand, Kadro journal involved in an interminable and corrosive 

polemical with Hüsayin Cahit (Yalçın) Bey (Ertan; 2010: 124). It is obvious 

that, corrosive polemical mentioned above, gave a damage to intouchable and 

prestigious image of Kadro journal. 
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4.2. Shift in Context: Search for A New Ground from International Level 

to Domestic Reality 

Kadro Journal structures its etatism proposal on two simple premises in terms 

of the purely economic context. First one is the fact that, as mentioned in 

earlier chapters, the economic progress led by private sector had not reached 

the desired level in the 1920s. This argument concerning the failure of private 

sector is supported by a series of additional arguments regarding the reasons 

as to the necessity of economic development and its imminent 

accomplishment.  At the same time, these additional arguments can be 

considered as the backing of the ideological axis devised by Kadro. The 

essence of these arguments is a national independence rhetoric shaped by 

National Independence War period references. This rhetoric connects to the 

personal success of national independence struggles on one hand, which 

means that Kadro group got stronger in the daily political arena; on the other 

hand, it offers a chance for Kadro group to comment on the meaning of 

“Turkish Revolution” in international political and economic conjunctures.   

In the realization of Kadroist Project, the significance of these main and 

additional arguments are as follows; there is an enormous amount of literature 

in Kadro Journal arguing that the national sovereignty is in danger due to the 

imperialistic advancements in the world political conjuncture (the rise of 

Fascism and Nazism). The arguments about the fascist regimes usually 

highlight their expansionist aims. In addition to the tactic of spreading the 

perception of this danger, following the economic crisis of 1929, it is 

especially emphasized that the world economic system is irrevocable 

damaged and that it is impossible to restore it with the existing ways of 

capitalist liberalism.  These two arguments are further developed by 

comments that the bourgeoisie will not be able to organize the social 

formation in the daily situations; however, the possibility of the irrevocable  
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resolution of the society gets more imminent by the day. As an example, the 

articles that put forward the danger of transition to the own-use-based 

economy types, “zati iktisat biçimleri”, which are often found in the journal’s 

articles can be presented.   

On the other hand, as much as the resolve of the world economy is presented 

as an inevitable outcome in the Journal, it is also portrayed as an opportunity 

from which we should benefit in the context of Turkey. As long as the state 

finds sufficient capital it can implement the industries that are about to be 

resolved in the capitalist center states and naturally connect them to the other 

sectors of the economy.  On the condition that it is accepted as a principle that 

the production capacity of these enterprises are connected on rational level, 

agricultural production could have been organized and developed by the 

government as well.  Thus, the income venues of the government must be 

increased in order to realize these changes. Considering the level of national 

production in early 1930s, the complexity of division relations, the 

redistribution of the highly limited resources in a way that gives more control 

to the state necessarily leads to the reduction in the shares of dominant classes 

or their dissolvation all together.  The radical increase in the state’s income 

and the organization of the resolved social formation with the active 

involvement of the state forms the basis of the Kadroist thought as we 

mentioned earlier.  

The significance of this period is that the Kadro group’s arguments which 

defend etatism, particularly following the article written by İsmet Pasha in 

Kadro Journal on the occasion of the tenth year commemoration of the 

Republic in October, 1933, acquired a new terminology and new reference 

points. For example, even though the arguments focusing on the rise of 

fascism and its expansionist nature can still be found in the journal, the point 

de capiton (Zizek, 2011: 103) which they are rationalized in the political 

practice turns into the term of “defense economy”.   On the other hand, taking  
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into consideration especially the numbers of the year of 1934, it is possible to 

see articles arguing that the economic crisis continues and even gets deeper 

are progressively reduced in quantity in the journal.  

Two examples will be quite sufficient to explain this situation. First, let’s take 

a look at İsmail Hüsrev’s article featured in the twentieth issue of the journal. 

In this article, which is written a month prior to the period that we are 

discussing, the argument suggesting the continuation of the world economic 

crisis is fairly prominent which can be seen as a follow-up of the press 

position of the journal in the period of October, 1932 – July, 1933.  

Nevertheless, it can also be observed that İsmail Hüsrev who can be defined 

as the most cautious person within the core staff of Kadro Journal (we can 

argue that the connection capability of İsmail Hüsrev is advanced based on 

the interview of Ertan (1994: 298)) detects, with a keen perception, the actions 

with the aim of the control of the economic situation. In his article, İsmail 

Hüsrev states as follows based on a report that he published following the 

London Finance Conference of League of Nations;  

The abnormal change of the prices caused a great damage to the world 

economy mechanism. All markets are turned upside down. The 

agricultural goods and raw material stocks are constantly increasing in 

the world. (…) Industrial production has also regressed remarkably.98  

Nonetheless, in the later parts of the same article, İsmail Hüsrev draws 

attention to how the state interventions increased to the extent to cause a 

reduction in the world trade volume and the rationalization of the production 

gained a significant importance99 and that it dragged the prices down  

                                                           
98 İsmail Hüsrev. “Dünya Buhranına Umumi Bir Bakış” in Kadro, Vol. II, Issue: 20, August 

1933, p.20. 

99 Hüsrev. “Dünya Buhranına Umumi Bir Bakış” in Kadro, Vol. II, Issue: 20, August 1933, 

p.20. 
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paradoxically.100 These two developments can be regarded as attempts to save 

the national capitalism by paradoxically being separated from the capitalism 

within the world economy.   

In this case, while the opinion of Kadro regarding the resolve of the world 

system is confirmed, its argument suggesting that the capitalism would 

collapse with it is refuted. As it can be deduced from the later articles as well, 

the analysis suggesting that the fascism emerges to save capitalism complies 

with this conclusion. 

 In the twenty-seventh issue of the Journal, the article of Mehmet Şevki 

reaches this conclusion. In the words of Mehmet Şevki;  

The world crisis damages the countries with the most advanced 

industries and (…) reduces their production by 30% in certain sectors 

yet it never causes a halt in one specific sector: War Industry.  While 

the industrial production decreases in every sector, the production of 

the war sector constantly increases and expands though it undergoes 

certain structural changes.101 

 

In reality, the condition of other production related sectors linked to the war 

industry gets better as well and this situation has a positive effect on Turkey’s 

foreign policy. The main mistake of Kadro Journal, when evaluating the 

international economic conjuncture, is that it focuses on the production, trade 

and stock numbers before 1929 as a reference point. However, not being able 

to reach these numbers says very little about the collapse of the capitalist 

system.  As for the authors of Kadro Journal, based on the data, they assume  

                                                           
100 Hüsrev. “Dünya Buhranına Umumi Bir Bakış” in Kadro, Vol. II, Issue: 20, August 

1933, p.22. 

101 Mehmet Şevki. “Buhrandan Korkmayan Sanayi: Harp Sanayi” in Kadro, Vol. III, Issue: 

27, Mach 1934, p. 44. 
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that the system is in a structural crisis. Even though this analysis is correct to 

a certain extent, it does not allow creating a hypothesis about the future of the 

system by separating the structural effects of the measures taken to end the 

crisis from the conjuncture effects. Thus, although the capitalist system 

regresses in terms of conjuncture, it grasps the minimum threshold where it 

can reproduce itself structurally and make it possible to maintain this 

extraordinary situation by taking necessary measures.   

As for the effects of this situation in Turkey, as Pamuk (2012: 177) states, the 

reorganization of the Turkish economy starting from 1934, world economy 

gaining volume even if it’s in a “dirigé” way and maintaining a positive trend 

in the phase leading to the world war must have reinforced the structural basis 

of the class domination in Turkey.  In this case, the basis of the Kadro group’s 

political practice shifts to the economic and political conflicts in the country 

from the automatic developments in the international axis, that is, the crisis 

and resolve. At this point, it can be concluded that the rise of the class 

encounters a rhetoric that has tougher class references.  

In the period that we are discussing, the journal offers new suggestions that 

make direct references to social struggles and possess the possibility of being 

connected to the concrete class conflicts and possible populist levels. The 

suggestions can be divided into two main groups. First group of suggestions 

bring up a discussion about the direct protectionism policy and assessing the 

state in this sense. However, the emphasis point progressively focuses on the 

class situation of the state and the legitimization of the satisfaction of private 

interests of dominant classes on the social level.   

 If we take a step further, Kadro Journal criticizes the conflict between private 

and public interests by mentioning its concrete contexts and directly pointing 

them out, that is, trade bourgeoisie, middlemen classes and private companies 

which conduct cartel activities –for example sugar and cement industry. It 

seriously brings up the proposal to dissolve these sectors. These suggestions  
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can be found in the earlier issues as well; however, in the period of August, 

1933 – September, 1934 the arguments get firmer with a rise in their quantity 

and their reference point changes in terms of quality.  For instance, in this 

period, “populism” is seen for the first time in the pages of the journal, issues 

where the “social justice” term is used for the first time such as the increase 

in the purchasing power, labor rights and labor organizations.   

 

4.3. A Critical Terminology Shift: “Defence Etatism” 

First, let’s take a look at how the term “Defense Etatism”, “müdafaa 

devletçiliği”, or another use as “müdafaa vasıtası olarak devletçilik”", is 

used. The origin of this term is based on the fact that the economic 

development is perceived within a war mentality. Kadro Journal authors 

frequently use this term following the article written by İsmet İnönü in the 

issue of October, 1933. Nevertheless, the origin of the term is not the article 

of İsmet Pasha; but, it is the speech of Mustafa Kemal dated 31.08.1924 in  

Dumlupınar102.  At first, we shall look at the first usage of the term; Vedat 

Nedim quotes this term in the following context and form: 

The independence war in economy is nothing but the internal and 

external continuation of the independence war at the battlefields which 

has just finished. Those fools who think the war is over since the sound 

of canons on our borders stopped should listen to the words of Ghazi: 

‘Regardless of the greatness of the political and military victories; 

unless they are crowned with an economic victory, they will not be 

permanent. (…) All forces and tools needed for the defense of the 

country and the independence can be perfected with the development 

and advancement of the economy.103 

                                                           
102 Hakimiyet-i Milliye 31.08.1924, in cited from http://www.atam.gov.tr/ataturkun-soylev-

ve-demecleri/dumlupinarda-konusma (24. 05. 2016) 

103 Vedat Nedim. “İktisatta İstiklal” in Kadro, Vol. II, Issue: 22, October 1932, p.14. 
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In the article of İsmet Pasha which was written for the journal, the term is 

used more clearly. This clarity is apparent from both the explanation of the 

reasons for the policies that are to be implemented and pointing out the groups 

whose interests will potentially conflict with these policies.  In his article 

featured in the twenty-second issue of the journal, İsmet Pasha states as 

follows;  

Etatism policy in economy, showed me its necessity as a defense tool 

above everything else. Before everything else, factors that can damage 

the state in terms of economy must be eliminated in order to build a 

strong state structure that can make up for the centuries of neglect, 

correct the unjust destructions and resist the tough conditions of the 

current time.  Therefore, we had to acknowledge etatism in economy as 

a defense tool to pursue it as a development route and hence a decision 

point and a basis.”  The significant point in İsmet Pasha’s article is the 

emphasis of the dissolvation of “factors that damage the state 

economically.104  

 

 Although the state is the focus of the article, Kadro authors will not be late 

to point out to these “factors” in more concrete contexts and directly in the 

intellectual world. For example, in the same issue the journal, the article of 

Vedat Nedim spots these factors from the very first step and makes threats 

with sanctions. According to Vedat Nedim; 

(…) it can be clearly deduced from these lines how our Chief who 

explains the national independence cause in all of its integrity, considers 

economy battle as a defense issue.  We must once again establish that 

those who use the national finance formula as a mask for their private 

interests can never be worthy citizens for the front of Ghazi.105 

 

                                                           
104 İsmet Paşa. “Fırkamızın Devletçilik Vasfı” in Kadro, Vol. II, Issue: 22, p. 4. 

 
105 Vedat Nedim. “İktisatta İstiklal” in Kadro, Vol. II, Issue: 22, October 1932, p.15. 
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The input of Vedat Nedim which is quoted above is followed by the criticism 

of Siirt deputy Mahmut (Soydan) in Milliyet Gazetesi and his rewrite of İsmet 

Pasha’s essay. Naturally these two essays and their clash is not only a 

hermeneutic effort. Quite the contrary, it possesses political struggle 

significance. Mahmut Bey attacks Kadro Journal in his article dated 

November, 5 1933 without naming anyone as follows; “His Excellency, İsmet 

Pasha, blocks the claims of irresponsible people who try to make it seem as 

if etatism within the party program is the same as a etatism that dominates 

communist and Marxist parties.”106  

In the rest of the article tougher statements which make threats with sanctions 

are used as follows; “It is especially interesting that certain theses which are 

alleged to be original and national –maybe without being aware- already exist 

in the congress decisions of the communist party, minutes of these party 

meetings, the principles of Marxism and its implementation essentials.”107  

Mehmet Bey evaluates etatism as a tool and supports the classical argument 

found in many sources that “etatism enables state to realize things that the 

individuals cannot” and then points out the fact that it is not possible for the 

Chiefs to use such a language as “(…) we will prevent them from establishing 

any beneficial production enterprise”108. A day after the article of Mahmut 

Bey, Vala Nurettin comments on the article of ismet Pasha featured in Kadro 

Journal in his article titled “Which one do we want to help survive: The  

                                                           
106 Mahmut (Soydan). “Başvekilin Makalesi: Fırkamızın Devletçilik Vasfı” in Milliyet, 5 

November 1933, in cited from Tekeli&İlkin (2003), p.343. 

107 Mahmut (Soydan). “Başvekilin Makalesi: Fırkamızın Devletçilik Vasfı” in Milliyet, 5 

November 1933, in cited from Tekeli&İlkin (2003), p.343. 

108 Mahmut (Soydan). “Başvekilin Makalesi: Fırkamızın Devletçilik Vasfı” in Milliyet, 5 

November 1933, in citedfromTekeli&İlkin (2003), p.344. 
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country or the private interests?”109 and reaches the conclusion that “(…) 

seemingly what İsmet Pasha means is different from the analysis of Mahmut 

Bey.” (Tekeli&İlkin, 2003: 344). Again, as we learn from the works of 

Tekeli&İlkin (2003; 344); Mahmut Bey responds to this article by repeating 

his views110, a summary of the articles by İsmet Pasha and Mahmut Bey gets 

published in İzmir Trade Post111, in Cumhuriyet Gazetesi of November, 9 and 

Alaettin Cemil feels the necessity to summarize the article by İsmet Pasha112. 

We will not elaborate on each of these articles so as not to divert from the 

main topic, yet we should mention that the discussions regarding the issue 

had reverberations in domestic and general levels and these stemmed from 

the suspicions that the bourgeoisie being able to control the state mechanism. 

This matter has a special significance within the political practice of Kadro 

Journal. On November, 8 1933 privilege holder and author of Kadro Journal, 

Yakup Kadri, sends a threateningly aggressive letter to Mahmut Bey. Yakup 

Kadri uses the following statements in the letter (in cited from Tekeli&İlkin, 

2003; 578-79);  

I cannot read Milliyet Gazetesi since it became an ordinary commercial 

institution. The other day, some young friends who share my opinions 

suggested that I read “National” Newspaper in order to be informed 

about the comments concerning the article by Pasha published by Kadro  

                                                           
109 Vala Nurettin. “Memleketi mi Yaşatacağız Hususi Menfaatleri mi?”in  Hergün, 6 

November 1933, in cited fromTekeli&İlkin (2003), p.344. 

110 Mahmut (Soydan), “Nasıl Devletçiyiz?” in  Milliyet, 9 November 1933, in cited from  

Tekeli&İlkin (2003), p.344. 

111 Anonymous. “CHF Devletçiliği” in İzmir Ticaret Postası, 9 November 1933, in cited 

fromTekeli&İlkin (2003), p.345. 

112 Alaettin Cemil. “Başvekilimizin Kıymetli Bir Yazısı” in Cumhuriyet, 9 November 1933 

in cited from Tekeli&İlkin (2003), p.346. 
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Journal. (…) Those who engage in commercial activities despite their 

minister status, like you, should at least know that violation in thought 

and press world is an incredibly powerful weapon. For example, what 

would you do if one of the Marxist youngsters: “Mahmut Bey is (…?)” 

Without a doubt you would be shocked. It must be noted that the 

cosmopolitics (…?) are as much indecent as internationalist (Marx) are 

harmful to the national country economy. 

Following these statements, Yakup Kadri uses the following statements that 

remind everyone that Kadroists have the backing of Kemalist leadership 

(incited from Tekeli&İlkin, 2003; 578); “(…) The works done by some of 

them have the honor of being close to and appreciated by directly our great 

Chief and what you are attempting to say about them is only a slander.”.  

The end of this dispute means victory for Kadroists. As Yakup Kadri states 

in his memoirs, the dispute abruptly comes to an end as a result of Mustafa 

Kemal calling Mahmut (Soydan) Bey and ordering him to stop at once 

(Karaosmanoğlu, 1955: 24).  We see that the issue ends in victory for Kadro 

as it holds an overly confident and daring attitude against the bourgeoisie in 

the later issues of the Journal. We know that there were no interventions 

towards Kadroists while Mustafa Kemal calls and silences Mahmut Bey. In 

the November, 1933 issue of the journal, it takes an offensive position against 

Mahmut Bey, who has no possibility of defending himself, with an article 

titled “Open Letter to Siirt Deputy Mahmut Bey”. In this article, Mahmut 

(Soydan) Bey is accused of diverting from the CHP’s party discipline and 

even as far as of committing treason. It’s important to take a look at certain 

statements in the article, for example; 

(…) this issue which you bring up in your daily comments and 

discussions, is an issue that cannot allow such a discussion because the 

article of our Prime Minister titled “The Etatism Trait of Our Party” is 

not an ordinary article that everyone can disrespectfully mention or put 

in daily newspaper comments on a whim: It is a DIRECTIVE (…). And  
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you should also know that directives can be given or received yet they 

cannot be INTERPRETED!113   

 

In the rest of the article, Kadroists lecture Mahmut Bey regarding the party 

discipline as follows and they continue their victorious tone with ironic 

references;  

You could have voiced your worries and assessments over the “Etatism 

Quality of Our Party (…) in person in the party. This would have been 

more appropriate so as for you to be in a better position now and so as 

not to allow the matter that you threw in midst of daily discussions to 

be disrespectfully misused by this and that. If that were the case, either 

in Hakimiyeti Milliye (National Sovereignty) columns or in party 

chairs, the party staff that thinks and reacts like our Prime Minister 

would naturally tirelessly try to sooth your orries and sorrows regarding 

the issue of the etatism quality of our party. 114  

 

Another significant aspect of the mentioned article of İsmet Pasha for 

Kadroists is that it enables making a precise judgment concerning how 

seriously the etatism policy is handled and for how long it will be continued, 

meaning whether it is a temporary measure to save the day. The following 

statements in the article of İsmet Pasha inform everyone that the etatism 

policy is long term; “At the end of the upcoming decade, hopefully, Turkish 

etatism with its works in the country and its international effects, will be 

remembered as the most advanced science and the masterpiece of the etatism 

in economy.115 

                                                           

113 Anonymous. “Siirt Meb’usu Mahmut Beyefendiye Açık Mektup” in Kadro, Vol. II, 

Issue: 23, November 1933, p. 41. 

114 Anonymous. “Siirt Meb’usu Mahmut Beyefendiye Açık Mektup” in Kadro, Vol. II, 

Issue: 23, November 1933, p. 41-42. 

115 İsmet Paşa. “Fırkamızın Devletçilik Vasfı” in Kadro, Vol. II, Issue: 22, p. 6. 
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Kadro Journal turns these statements into a slogan immediately and presents 

them to the attention of all groups of the society. The long-term nature of the 

policy is presented as follows in the Journal; “The second decade of the 

Republic will pass under the rule of the etatism principle. The sides of real 

revolutionaries and fake revolutionaries will be decided around this principle 

and only then the entire nation will begin to taste the victory of Dumlupınar 

under a flag of an excited economic mobilization.”116 It is not difficult to see 

that the etatism as a long term policy is quite important for the realization of 

Kadroist project. After this point Kadro Journal will attempt to reveal its 

project with all of its dimensions and as it is expressed in the quotation above, 

it will try to determine the “sides” by taking etatism as a reference.  

 

 4.4. Discussion on a “New State” and “New Society” 

After establishing that the etatism is a long-term policy, a new discussion is 

brought up in Kadro Journal regarding the structure and mission of the state. 

In this discussion the terminology that the Journal uses expands to include the 

terms “new state” (for references of this term; Ersanlı, 2003: 134) and “new 

society” and the criticism done earlier using the term liberalism becomes 

much tougher directly under the title of capitalist development. The leading 

role of the state in the development strategy causes a discussion regarding 

“ruling the society” and its legitimate methods and a direct criticism of a 

social formation oriented by class interests are seen on the pages of the 

journal. The emergence of the issue of ruling the society and in reality its 

portrayal as an authority problem can be observed in the following paragraph;  

                                                           
116 Anonymous. Slogan in Kadro, Vol. II, Issue: 22, October 1933, p. 17. 
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High technique and great capital are the elements that determine the 

nature of the social rise and faith of a modern society. Whoever uses 

the high technique and accumulated capital in a modern society, rules 

the society. The state which does not actively withhold the high 

technique and great capital is like an unable guard that does not have 

the authority to actively intervene in contradicting interests in the 

country.117 

The portrayal of this authority problem is not excluded from the discussion 

about capitalism and class issue. That is, the emphasis of “classless society” 

that shifted to the literature on the Kadro movement points not to the current 

situation but to the destination which is desired. Vedat Nedim explains this 

situation in a succinct way as follows; “In countries where the center of 

gravity of the economic life is private entrepreneurships, a miracle that can 

prevent the existence of classes and the conflicts amongst them is yet to be 

found.”118  

According to Vedat Nedim; “Capitalist industrialization immediately leads to 

class conflicts and disputes. Class conflicts and disputes are like the shadow 

of capitalist industrialization.”119 The protective policy adopted for 

industrialization, since it allows the control of state sources for the 

bourgeoisie, appears to be an element policy that actually improves the class 

domination. In his same article, Vedat Nedim deals with the situation as 

follows; “Individualist protective policy aims that a small group becomes 

necessarily industrialized thanks to the state protection. Therefore, it causes 

the emergence of classes.”120   

                                                           
117 Şevket Süreyya. “Yürüyen Devlet” in Kadro, Vol. III, Issue:25, January 1934, p. 6. 

 
118 Vedat Nedim. “Devletçilik Yolunda Aydınlık” in Kadro, Vol. II, Issue: 23, November  

1933, p.15. 

 
119 Vedat Nedim. “Sanayileşme Davası” in Kadro, Vol. II, Issue: 24, December  1933, p.17. 

 
120 Vedat Nedim. “Sanayileşme Davası” in Kadro, Vol. II, Issue: 24, December  1933, p.18. 
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As a direct example to this situation it is mentioned in an unsigned article 

featured in the twenty seventh issue of the journal that the demands to limit 

the production are addressed to the state representatives who meet with the 

industrial bourgeoisie due to the industry program. These demands which aim 

to sustain the cartel profits are regarded by the journal as follows;  

The profits that are considered to be low cause these ideas of limited 

production. (…) perhaps the industrialists are right with their demand 

even if they are at the expense of the country being left without an 

industry. Nevertheless, this demand can never be accepted for the 

interest of the country.121 

Based on the article of İsmet Pasha featured in the journal, Kadroists claim 

that the state support and private enterprise are already interlinked and finally 

the private enterprise has become unable to function without the support of 

the state in a crisis. This situation will open the way for the possibility of the 

state redistributing its resources differently. If the state is involved in the 

economy to the extent of being able to encompass the private 

entrepreneurship it can also do business instead of just protective activities. 

These lines published in the journal reaches the conclusion that the state is 

involved to the extent of being able to encompass the private enterprise;  

It can be clearly understood from the words of the man who stands 

above us all [referring to the article of İsmet Pasha] that we do not 

exactly have a single private enterprise like the initiatives which were 

born in the liberal economy period of Europe. All of ours survive with 

the sacrifices and protection of the state. Thus, without any hesitation it 

can be suggested that all of our entrepreneurships are state initiatives. 

These are some who believe as follows regarding the portrayal of the 

truth with this manner: ‘Not only Turkish state but all others as well 

protect the private enterprise. This is the most natural task of a state.’122. 

                                                           
121 Anonymous. “Rakkamların Anlattığı Sanayi II”  in Kadro, Vol. III, Issue: 27, March 

1934, p. 50. 

 
122 Vedat Nedim. “Devletçilik Yolunda Aydınlık” in Kadro, Vol. II, Issue: 23, November  

1933, p.14. 
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In another article, he continues his criticism of the previously established 

protectionism argument as follows; 

We are not sure for how much longer it can be considered a policy for 

the greater good of the state and nation unity that the state continues to 

make sacrifices in favor of the entrepreneurs and against its own budget 

in a time when it tries with difficulty to balance its own budget. If there 

needs to be a sacrifice on the part of nation and the state in order to 

build an industry in Turkey, we must make this sacrifice for the well-

being of our financial integrity and sovereignty.  Nonetheless, this 

should aim the benefit for the state and indirectly the nation. 

Individualist protectionism policy is a policy that consumes the budget 

resources of the state (…). The industrialization of Turkey means that 

the national markets are attached to the national industry that is the 

nationalization of the profits gone abroad due to exportation. Yet, the 

individualist protectionism policy makes these profits individualistic.123 

 

The key point of the issue acquires a different quality with Kadroists handling 

the issue in a new different context concerning the lack of legitimization basis 

for the support of state for the private enterprices.  The question about the 

legitimization source of the protectionism policy hangs on the air in the daily 

conjuncture in many aspects according to Kadroists. One again in the words 

of Vedat Nedim the Kadroist reference point of the legitimization problem 

emerges as follows;  

(…) the ignorance is apparent in the tendency to copy the policies of 

other states without taking into consideration our national conditions. 

What should we do regardless of what the other states are doing? What 

sort of policy can enable the protection of higher interests of the country 

and the nation?124 

                                                           
 
123  Vedat Nedim. “Devletçilik Yolunda Aydınlık” in Kadro, Vol. II, Issue: 23, November  

1933, p.15. 

 
124 Vedat Nedim. “Sanayileşme Davası” in Kadro, Vol. II, Issue: 24, December  1933, p.20. 
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 This point is principally conveyed in the opion that “Turkish state is an 

institution that protects the interest of the entire Turkish nation, not those of 

a group within the nation.”125 

 However, it would be a mistake to regard this opinion just as the ideological 

position of the bourgeoisie as this function that is undertaken by the state is 

situated in an extraordinary position on the social classes’ scheme. An article 

of the Kooperatif Journal (Cooperative) author, Ahmet Hamdi, featured in 

Kadro Journal discusses the topic of the function of the state in a broader 

context. In this article the following statements are used;  

There is currently a class that is dissolved and its missions are taken 

over by the state. However, this new revolution is not just about 

replacing a class with the state control: just as liberalism is not about 

replacing the feudalism with the bourgeoisie. The revolution that the 

world is going through is replacing the olds society conditions, its view 

domination and legal and economic relations and judgments with new 

conditions.126 

 

It is fact that even though Kadro and Kooperatif Journals are allies on the 

common basis regarding the support for etatism policy they do not always 

agree with each other in terms of the functions of the policy and that Ahmet 

Hamdi is not inclined to Kadro radicalism. In spite of this, certain articles 

featured in Kadro journal are coincidental; they are published to support the 

theses of the journal. For example, a month prior to the publishing of Ahmet 

Hamdi’s article, İsmail Hüzrev’s article touches upon similar points. 

According to İsmail Hüsrev;  

                                                           
125 Vedat Nedim. “Sanayileşme Davası” in Kadro, Vol. II, Issue: 24, December  1933, p.18. 

126 Ahmet Hamdi. “Ahmet Hamdi Beyin Mühim Bir Yazısı” in Kadro, Vol. III, Issue: 28, 

April 1934, p.43. 
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Establishing new socialist social relations upon rational technique will 

necessarily result in the changes of the economic perception and 

mentality. In today’s national economic system an individualistic and 

profit-bases economy mentality is observed. All of the economic 

activities are oriented in compliance with the emergence ways of this 

mentality. The subjective action force of every initiative that exists or 

is in the progress of being established is the principle of making profit. 

Nonetheless, state industry, state economy and integral economy 

understanding has an economic mentality that aims the well-being of 

the entirety of the nation not necessarily prioritizing the profit making. 

The motivation of economic activities is no longer the maximum profit 

principle; it will be the principle to ensure the maximum development 

of the production forces for the well-being of each and every citizen of 

the nation.”127 

 

4.5. Class Interests and State Sanctions: Attempts to Constitute a 

Legitimate Base 

It constitutes the backbone of Kadro group’s thesis to ensure the general 

welfare, to increase the production and consumption and to put the role of 

state in the center in terms of development process and distribution functions. 

The reason of this thesis stems from the failure of the private sector, the issue 

of national independence and limited resources and the problem with gradual 

financing of the development. For example, the slogan in the twenty-first 

issue states as follows; “National industry establishments, which require 

protection from the state and sacrifice and patience from the nation, should 

only be established under the control of the state.” 128  
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The actual center role of the state in the use and distribution of these resources 

results in decision rights regarding the areas of use as well. This brings the 

principle of the distribution of resources and the legitimization of this 

principle to the questioning of Kadro group. Even though the criticism of the 

private, sector is not clearly put forward like the “populism”, the arguments 

which do not define the basis for the legitimization of class interests for the 

sake of common welfare stem from this context. We can quote a statement 

which is used in the twenty-second issue of the journal as a slogan to 

exemplify. The slogan which we assume to be the common opinion of the 

journal authors is as follows;  

The industry establishments that are made profitable with the aid of 

state involvement and state budget should remain under the control of 

the state and their profits should be kept by the state. As every citizen 

has real capital shares in the creation of this profit even though they do 

not literally own stock certificates.129 

Following the analysis of the limited resources, their taking over by the state 

for “more legitimate” state activities, their management and similar other 

issues lead to the instrumentalization of that state through the conflict with 

dominant classes and based on these conflicts in a way that can found the 

“new society”. Now, let’s briefly take a look at the arguments of new state 

and new society found in Kadro Journal in this context.  

Interestingly, the article which uses the term of new state most clearly is by 

Mehmet İlhan who is not a permanent author of the journal but occasionally 

sends articles to it. In the article of Mehmet İlhan which he sent to the twenty 

second issue of the journal and in the period following the article, the term is 

used more often in the journal. The title of the article that we will quote in the  
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following sentences is ‘What can be understood from the new state in 

Turkey?’ According to Mehmet İlhan; “The new state originates from the 

nation, it searches for welfare means for the nation. It is not sycophancy for 

any fraction or a group; it adopts as a main target to ensure the well-

functioning of the society and non-conflict among citizens.”130 

Naturally, this opinion is based on the criticism of the state structure which is 

described as the liberal order in the Journal. According to Şevket Süreyya, 

“Since liberal individuals take opposing positions against each other actively 

and to the state theoretically, the cause of the law is nothing but the state not 

intervening so that the powerful can dominate the weak.”131 It should be noted 

that this opinion is classically Marxist. In addition, the arguments concerning 

the historical existence of the classes, which is an issue that is at times 

discussed in the journal, is not outside the Marxist scheme either. For example 

the assessment of İsmail Hüsrev concerning the matter is as follows;  

We cannot find any classless societies in the social systems from the 

periods following the resolve of the primitive commune based on 

common property and the establishment of the social differentiation up 

till now. The social differentiation is the principal quality of all 

societies. However, all of the social systems that ever existed in history 

have had social classes and conflicts of their own. For example, we can 

classify them as the slave owners in Greek and Roman societies; the 
feudal lords and territory slaves in medieval times and labor and capital 
today.132  
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The section of the journal that we are analyzing is quite precise and clear 

concerning the current existence of class struggle. For instance, Şevket 

Süreyya leaves the following footnote regarding the struggle of powerful and 

weak; “It is known that the struggle between the powerful and weak has 

transformed into labor and capital in the industrial state.”133   

Parallel to this opinion, the existence of classes in Turkey is discussed as 

follows;  

(…) according to this departure point, let’s see the social foundation of 

the Turkish society. Presumably, we cannot be considered to be a 

classless nation. This type of opinion goes against the nature of property 

as wherever we look in the country, we notice people groups that 

differentiated from each other depending on their ranks they assume in 

production and source of income. 134  

In the rest of the article, İsmail Hüsrev shares his final judgment. In his 

opinion; “It can be understood from the social groupings in agriculture, 

industry and trade fields that the nation structure of Turkey is subject to laws 

seen in every liberal and individualist society.”135  

Şevket Süreyya summarizes the form of the Turkish society if its foundation 

basis remains the same as follows;  

(…) this development of the social labor division in our country will on 

one hand lead to new production units and reconciliation fields in 

agricultural and industrial production; on the other hand, it will divide 

the children of Turkey into social groups based on the quality of their 

relations to production and labor. In societies where labor and economic  
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affairs are not planned in a social and etatist manner these social groups 

are called classes. 136 

 

İsmail Hüsrev evaluates the point where Turkish society will end up in case 

it develops without changing its present social structure in a similar manner 

as follows;  

The nation always contains and raises elements that can shake its 

integrity at any time as potential forces within itself. Turkish nation will 

no doubt end up with being divided into conflicting parts one day as a 

possible result if it keeps pursuing this liberal and individualist route. 
137 

The suggestion of these authors who make these warnings is state having an 

active position in the most serious manner. This position should not only be 

perceived as the embodiment of the state institutions but also controlling the 

position of the organization of production and division of dominant classes. 

Discussing the issue in this way, contrary to the image of Kadro Journal in 

the literature, ends its perception as an ideology journal or a defender of 

development and puts it in the scheme of class conflict. İsmail Hüsrev handles 

the issue as follows; 

It is necessary that we take an active position towards the entire nation 

unity, nation integrity in terms of current classes and classes in 

formation. There is nothing else other than the state’s security forces 

and state laws to fight against those who wish to utilize political actions 

for individualistic and group interests. Nevertheless, what is underneath 

these security forces and state laws, that is, the liberal and 

individualistic development of the nation continues to develop in its 

natural course. However, there needs to be a complimentary 

revolutionary action along with state forces and authority, which can  
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unite the nation body organically and will not allow any reaction from 

the left or right in the future.138 

We will discuss the appearance of the mentioned position as concrete 

suggestions in the following sections. Let’s briefly mention the impact that 

this position aims to create in the context the “new society”.  Firstly, as we 

mentioned above, the founding principle and legitimization basis of the 

“active position” to be assumed must be determined. This principle based on 

common interests shall be the dissolve of the objective foundations of class 

domination. Of course, due to the political strategy of Kadro Journal the 

dissolve of all dominant classes in socialist style is not featured in the journal. 

Nonetheless, the state control over sectors having central importance that are 

associated with many sectors of world economy or national economy and that 

determine the route for formation development eliminates the determining 

quality of the dominant classes over social development. İsmail Hüsrev deals 

with the basis of the dissolvation activities based on common interests and 

the position of Kadro Journal as follows; “In all of our publications, we took 

“national integrity” as an action and offence point. In our opinion, Turkish 

nation is integral on the inside as much as it is on the outside. We consider 

class and group conflicts within the society and class and group domination 

whether it’s from top-down or bottom-up as backward actions that hinder 

nation integrity. The dissolvation of class domination is one of the advanced 

principles of national independence movement. It’s the initial and final 

national interest. Therefore, the viewpoint of “Kadro” community it is “social 

integrity”.” 139 
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As for the “new society” that will stem from this movement, it is characterized 

by the state dissolving the conflicts in an authoritarian manner and replacing 

the class relations with its own organization. According to Şevket Süreyya;  

(…) since the conflicts amongst individuals are actively and entirely 

pushed into the background and the conflict between individuals and 

the state will be virtually dissolved, the main basis of this system is the 

state involvement in all social affairs. Moreover, it is not only and 

involvement but it is the state managing and regulating all of these 

affairs de facto. In the new regime, the theoretical and material basis of 

the state authority comes from the necessity of dissolving the conflicts 

within the society.140 

 

As we explained before, it can be observed that the Journal establishes the 

necessity of state authority in terms of taking over the control of other classes 

and individuals and directing them towards a certain path. Let’s now take a 

look at how the Journal establishes the functional basis of state authority and 

field of action by quoting two statements from Şevket Süreyya. According to 

Şevket Süreyya;  

Since revolution, due to its significance in terms of previous events, 

means the forceful connection of will and interests of certain people to 

those of others, discipline, prestige and authority become obligatory 

and inseparable elements in this sense. From this perspective, a 

revolutionary state, above all, (…) has to be authoritarian organization 

that is the natural representative for revolutionary tendencies and builds 

its authority through it.141 

 

The field of action where the state will actively use its authority is determined 

as follows; 
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State is an organization whose mission is principally intervene in the 

structure of the society and reestablish this structure without any classes 

and privileged groups. As a result, within this structure, it should be 

present as an organization that encompasses not only the administrative 

and political but also founding, regulative, operative of large capital and 

large economic functions and large capital activities.142  

There can be no possibility to find any class conflicts among the participants 

of this new structure. According to Şevket Süreyya;  

In societies where labor and economy affairs are controlled under a 

social and etatist plan and hence the largest production tools are 

regulated by the state, the hegemon of the society are not classes. 

Because, there are no interest conflicts between the labor and 

production branches; furthermore, the state that is basically their 

representative organization does not conflict any of their economic 

interests either.143 

 

It is noted that one of the social consequence of the etatism attempt is ensuring 

the social justice. According to Vedat Nedim; “The state taking over the 

industry branches which need state protection and the sacrifice of the nation 

is not only a requirement for our national interest but also it is so for the social 

justice.”144 Even though this term is not sufficiently explained, articles, which 

underline the increase in purchase power through the reorganization of 

distribution affairs, can be qualified as the visible representation of the social 

justice concept. The journal publishes a series of articles which highlight the  
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increase in economic value of the labor force on the occasion of the Labor 

Law which circulate in the sub-commission of the assembly after 1932 as a 

draft law and reemerges in the agenda in 1934 in a way that includes the 

syndicate law as well. It should be reminded that the Labor Law draft enters 

into force in 1936 in a manner that disregards the organization right of the 

working class (Makal, 1999: 354). According Şevket Süreyya,  

The unvalued state of the labor force is a negative economic 

phenomenon which is a characteristic of former semi-colonized states 

and now it should be one of our national principles to raise our national 

economy in the development course to the valued level it deserves 

which also includes the national technique, national capital and national 

economic organization.145 

More theoretically, the perception of social justice can be associated with the 

changes in the context of worker and employer. In the article of İsmail Hüsrev 

which he wrote for the twenty seventh issue of the journal where he comments 

on the Five Year Industry Program, he points to the context changes 

mentioned above. In his words;  

As a result of the foundation of state industry, the form of relations 

between the workers and employers will change. The state industry will 

be the scene of the social relations between the state which is the 

representative of the entire nation and the members of the nation who 

assume tasks; it will not be relations of the employer and the employee.  

(…) State industry will lead to the present system acquiring a social 

appearance by giving it a populist element; it will not bring a class based 

element to the populist [“Halkçı”] order of the national economy.146 
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4.6. Class Interests and Representation: Problem of Intellectuals in 

Kadro Journal 

In this section, we will further develop the support for etatism and observe 

the arguments that have the quality of direct threats via sanctions. The 

arguments are formed both for the support of the connection concerning the 

early republic reforms under the Kemalist leadership and against all potential 

class interests which oppose the advancement route of etatism drawn by 

Kadro. It is evident that in the period of the Journal with which we are dealing, 

the class related context of the arguments opposing etatism are not in the other 

issues. First of all, there is the categorical analysis of those who oppose 

etatism. The words of Şevket Süreyya clearly put forward the position of 

Kadro concerning this matter. According to Şevket Süreyya;  

(…) those who oppose etatism in the new regime favor conflict and 

dispute because the functions that they acquire and represent within the 

society depend solely on the interest conflicts in society. Since the 

dissolution of these conflicts equally means the dissolution of their 

material and moral interests and missions, all of their cause that opposes 

etatism includes the following: 

 

1- State not intervening in economic affairs, 

 

2- On the other hand, keeping the profits open to the exploitation of limited 

groups, which should actually belong to the society, by subjecting all 

state forces to the will of their own high economic interest and will.” 147 
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As for the article of Vedat Nedim148, it creates the context that Kadro will 

precisely discuss. Etatism is a “principle of revolution” and those who oppose 

it should be dispersed like those who opposed other principles. This context 

is strong enough to force silence upon the etatism opponents. Furthermore, it 

should be noted that in the later years Recep Peker makes statements 

regarding the possible criminal sanctions imposed on those who speak against 

etatism and this causes great discussions in the party group.  

Thus, it can be claimed that the position of Kadro complies with the radical 

wing in the party. It is useful to repeat a point that we mentioned related to 

the commentary on İsmet Pasha’s article on etatism; it has not been fully 

clarified yet in the early 1930s with what purpose and how concretely this 

principle will be implemented. That’s why there is a serious effort both in 

CHP and the media towards the interpretation of the etatism principle or more 

thoroughly implementing it to the class scheme without any problems. We 

see that the reason why is that dominant classes cannot take an 

unquestioningly dominating position over the economic order of any fraction. 

When we observe the categorization of Vedat Nedim, discussions over the 

etatism principles gain sense as follows;  

There are those who desire to use the etatism principle of our revolution 

as an object like a banana which change its taste depending on intended 

purposes. Because this principle: 

1- Directly attacks the material interests of opposing groups, 

2- Is not yet an attributed to our state policy, 

3- Necessitates a mentality system that fundamentally contradicts 

the traditions and tendencies of a liberal and individualist worldview.149 
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These three articles are quite significant because the content of the first article 

means taking an opposing position against the bourgeoisie. It’s taken into 

consideration that the etatism policy is not devised as a mere policy but as a 

first step of a new system and it can be foreseen that all classes and fractions 

that control the production tools – omitting the small scale production- will 

be on the axis of this conflict is we remember the possible branches in the 

reorganization of agricultural production. For example, Vedat Nedim 

expands the discussion to almost all sectors of the economy and attaches the 

group to the individual context, that is, in Aesop vernacular, the class context 

as follows; “those whose private and group interests will be damaged due to 

the implementation of a statist finance policy in the fields of industry and 

agriculture are no doubt against the etatism principle of our revolution.”150 

The concrete political emphasis of the Journal concerning the public interests 

emerges this way. The concrete context of the thesis of “what matters is the 

interest of the country not whether it should be state initiative or private 

initiative”151 is stated as follows; “Etatism directly attacks the material 

interests of the various groups.”152 This attack is already clearly perceived by 

the dominant classes who lost no time to start a battle against Kadro Journal.  

The polemics that we mention on various occasions occur in this manner and 

this is the meaning of the “intellectual resistance”, that is, the third article we  
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quoted above. The meaning of the second article is quite clear: the importance 

of ending all discussions about etatism within the party and establishing it 

within a constitutional system in order to defeat this resistance. The protection 

and continuation of etatism, which will become a constitutional principle with 

the pressure forces of the state, will be legitimate and efficient. Vedat Nedim 

clearly states this as follows;  

There are even those who go as far to dare to claim that the etatism 

principle is temporary. If the understanding and criticism of the etatism 

principle as a temporary tool today is not considered as a vile bigotry 

like claiming that the republicanism and secularism principles are 

temporary, it’s because this principle is yet to be a law.153  

Below these statements, the article of İbrahim Fazıl Bey on April 13, 1933 in 

Akşam Newspaper and the article of Mehmet Saffet Bey written for the fourth 

issue of Varlık Journal are, so to speak, journalized as footnotes. According 

to the head article featured in the twenty first issue of the journal, those who 

attack the etatism principle actually direct their spite to this point as they 

cannot do so to the other principles. When they achieve to abolish etatism, 

they will move on to attacking other principles. We can quote the following 

statements from the head article;  

(…) unfortunately etatism has become a stage where those, who cannot 

deny our national regime completely, can freely express their spite and 

anger. (…) next thing the following will be voiced; 

- Secularity is one of our national principles yet it is temporary! 

- Nationalism is one of our national principles yet it is temporary! 

- Republicanism is one of our national principles yet it is 

temporary! 

 Etc. Etc.154 
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Now let’s take a look at Vedat Nedim’s explanations on the first article. In 

his opinion; 

 (…) a statist economic policy which prioritizes the public interests 

above all will naturally have to clash with private interest groups in 

many fields. For example, today the representatives of a set of low 

technique industries that are built with the aid of privileges given by 

industrial subsidies law, the protection of our customs tariff, protection 

of our trade policy and customs and tax exemptions, unsurprisingly will 

not applaud the implementation of a statist industrial policy. A national 

industry in terms of a statist policy does not mean that a small group 

can be reinforced at the expense of sacrifices done with the national 

budget and state vaults.155 

Vedat Nedim elaborates and finalizes his criticism as follows;  

Even though the Turkish etatism is not a system that desired to control 

all economic activities, it is not a capitalist protectionism that says ‘I 

got your back. You can work and profit however you like’ either. Yet 

today, the principle that dominates the private industrial establishments 

in Turkey is only the profit calculations of the private initiators. And 

the state is perceived as an institution that is obliged to take measures 

for the achievement of these profits. Although the group that receives 

the most protection and subsidies are the industrial groups, they never 

seem content as a result of their low and backward capital, technique 

and information and they always request protection. However, they do 

not lean towards making commitments in exchange. A statist industrial 

policy will naturally end the group policy that supports the 

aforementioned conditions.156 

 

The route that Kadro Journal chooses to sustain this struggle is to include 

etatism in the context of other revolution principles and supervise it the same 

way. This issue which is systematically discussed in the Journal initially  

                                                           
155 Vedat Nedim. “Devletçilik Karşısında Zümre Menfaati ve Münevver Mukavemeti” in 

Kadro, Vol. II, Issue: 21, September  1933, p.15-16. 

156 Vedat Nedim. “Devletçilik Karşısında Zümre Menfaati ve Münevver Mukavemeti” in 

Kadro, Vol. II, Issue: 21, September  1933, p. 16. 



 

103 
 
 

begins as the classification of certain intellectuals as liberals – through 

polemics. Nevertheless, in the period that we are going to discuss, this 

criticism is qualified as directly opposing the regime and “obscurantism” and 

is stated more harshly. According to Vedat Nedim; 

(…) a statist policy cannot sacrifice even fifty cents to industrial 

establishments which can only survive thanks to state protection, that 

is, the national sacrifices –today, the most of the industrial 

establishments are of this kind.” Such as protectionism policy that 

works in favor of a small minority of the nation conflicts with populism 

and nationalism principles of our revolution.157 

 

Taking a step further, it should be noted that there is a shift from the context 

of the earlier issues of the journal where etatism made sense on its own to the 

new context where it is associated with other revolution principles. For 

instance, the following paragraph vehemently argues that the etatism 

principle ought to be supported as the revolution principles;  

The sycophancy and infidelity are natural obscurantism phenomena that 

every revolution and advanced movement in history have faced and 

always combated. Nonetheless, as much as it’s faith that this 

obscurantism appears with every forward action, it is also a natural and 

inevitable law and obligation of the history that every time it appears it 

will be mercilessly rectified.158 

 

This shift, along with its aspect depending on defending the revolution 

principles, also brings the principles known as Kemalist principles to the 

Kadroist interpretation. We can quote a comment that has become a slogan as 

an example; 
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The style of individualism in profit and etatism in deficit, which can be 

welcome in certain countries, is in a state of conflict with populism, 

etatism and nationalism principles all three of which are included in our 

national principles. As a result, we consider it the original principle of 

the Turkish economic nationalism to let the state have all profit and 

deficit of the affairs it conducts and leave all the deficit and profit of the 

non-state activities to those who conduct them.159 

 

 

4.7. Concluding Remarks 

In epitome, this chapter argued characteristics of Kadro movement developed 

and revised in the period between August 1933 and September 1934. In this 

period, that mentioned in the chapter above, Kadro journal stated more 

‘avaguard’ thesis which directly struggled with the not only Turkish 

bourgeoisie’s beneficiary articulation with the state, but also the legitimacy 

among the society with refered to the general interest. In this chapter, Kadro 

group’s thesis about the legitimacy of etatism and nationalization is 

mentioned that, in accordance with the abstract or principal arguments, Kadro 

journal argued more specific and concrete proposals such as critics about160 

and nationalization of the sugar industry161, coal industry162, cement  
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industry163, treadmill industry164 and also foreign trade165. One step further, 

Kadro journal also codify advanced arguments on argirultural organization in 

this period in terms of nationalization and reorganization of tobacco 

farming166, production of small scale peasanty167, and also make a agricultural 

reformation168. These samples exposes the most avanguard form of etatism 

which Kadro movement mentioned. At the end of this period, in paralel with 

the rise of bourgeoisie, while the Kadro movement started to revaluate 

omestic classes and producer’s-labourer’s rights on the national income, there 

is not a coincidance that the Journal forced to be closed. 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                           
163 Vedat Nedim. “Çimento Sanayiinde Devletçilik” in Kadro, Vol. III, Issue: 27, March 

1934, pp. 21-22. 

164 Anonymous. “Rakkamların Anlattığı Sanayi. III.” in Kadro, Vol. III, Issue: 28, April  

1934, p. 39. 

165 Vedat Nedim. “Dış Ticarette Devletçilik” in Kadro, Vol. III, Issue: 26, February 1934, p. 

14.; Burhan Asaf. “Planlı Dış Ticaret ve Dış-Ticaret Ofisleri” in Kadro, Vol. III, Issue: 28, 

April  1934, p. 33.ve Dış-Ticaret Ofisleri”, Burhan Asaf, p.33. 

166 Anonymous. “Ankara İkinci Tütün Kongresi” in Kadro, Vol. III, Issue: 28, April 1934, 

p. 45. 

167 İsmail Hüsrev. “Türk Köylüsünü Topraklandırmalı Fakat Nasıl?” ” in Kadro, Vol. II, 

Issue: 23, November 1933, pp. 38-39. 

168 İsmail Hüsrev. “Türk Köylüsü Bir Toprak Reformu Bekliyor in Kadro, Vol. II, Issue: 

21, September 1933, p. 21. 



 

106 
 
 

CHAPTER V 

 

5. CONCLUSION AND FINAL COMMENTS ON THE KADRO 

MOVEMENT 

 

The unique nature of the 1930s must be associated with the end of the uneven 

and combined development format which had been pursued by Turkey since 

the middle of 19th century till the end of 1920s, and which had shaped the 

social formation in the country in an aggressive manner. According to Trotsky 

(1978: 147);  

It is false that world economy is simply a sum of national parts of one 

and the same type. It is false that the specific features are ‘merely 

supplementary to the general features’, like warts on a face. In reality, 

the national peculiarities represent an original combination of the basic 

features of the world process. 

 

Until the 1930s, the combined development course of the social formation 

had been established based on the articulation with the world economy. 

Furthermore, the specific structure of the formative unity was determined 

based on the conflict and connection course of various social classes and 

fractions as well as the social groups that were organized/supported by the 

former two (local trade bourgeois, foreign bourgeois fractions, non-Moslems, 

small scale landlords and as such). Keyder (1982: 9) asserts that the economic 

and political position of the early republic stemmed from the reformation of 

the 19th-Century-Ottoman-Empire or, in the vernacular of the day, the 

accomplishment of the structural adjustment activities and the development 

of it, according to the conjuncture.  
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 Whereas, in the 1930s combined development was cast aside by the local 

powers and the national economies oriented towards autarchy due to the Great 

Depression in the 1930s that had impacted the entire world. This new 

tendency of the local powers helped eliminating the “uneven” system or at 

least made an effort to make it manageable. Therefore, it can be argued that 

the form of the uneven and combined development in the 19th century or the 

phase, if regarded more broadly, ended and a new form came to be.   It can 

be described as follows: The transition from a phase of combination based on 

connection to an interregnum period where disintegration emanated and a 

search for a new combination format began.  

The main characteristics of the aforementioned period can be found in the 

works of Gülalp (1987: 59) and Polanyi (2011: 66). In the first section of 

Gülalp’s work, it can be deduced that the crisis of 1929 had led to a crisis in 

the government system and the state itself as it disturbed the relations between 

the social classes and the world economy in Turkey or even Latin America 

(1987: 23). The most significant inflection point of the said disintegration for 

both Turkey and the other members of the world system had been the decision 

of the UK to abandon the gold standard (Polanyi, 2013: 66). The fact that the 

UK had abandoned the system would mean that the very hegemon of the 

system deemed it unsustainable, which evidently would have a world scale 

impact. This occurrence is further explained in the Kadro Journal.  If we 

continue with the same example, it can be seen that the USA had continued 

to stay in the system for a certain period after the withdrawal of the UK. This 

action of the USA can be interpreted as an attempt at an easy victory by the 

new candidate for hegemony of the system. However, the USA would fail at 

its attempts in the 1930s. It would have to wait till the end of the WWII to 

completely replace the UK as the hegemon of the system. This demonstrates 

that the rupture had political and economic consequences in both national and  
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international level and, maybe most importantly, that it had a certain logical 

course.   

Gülalp (1987: 24) points out a broader argument about the political context 

of the mentioned rupture by stating that before the change in governing 

authority, the former switches to the change that defines the new period, yet 

the implementation is executed by the new authority. As an example of this 

event, the overturn of the oligarchy in Latin America by populist regimes is 

presented (Gülalp, 1987: 24). Usually this process becomes evident on the 

world scale by the bourgeois from losing power in the governing authority 

and is rendered visible by the decrease in the trade volume between the center 

and the periphery countries. This situation can be regarded as the loss of 

hegemon by the ruling, block and the ensuing crisis in the government, 

inaccordance with the terminology used by Nicos Poulantzas (2014: 158). In 

the context of Turkey, it can be asserted that the crisis of 1929 had the same 

impact on the leadership of the trade bourgeois. According to Trotsky (1978: 

154); “The political superstructure (…) has its own dialectic, which 

intervenes imperiously in the process of world economy, but does not abolist 

its deep-going laws.” In this case, it is to be anticipated that the regime 

changes into a populist party similar to the example of SCF. Nevertheless, 

since the industrial bourgeois was still developing and the large scale 

landlords did not have the political advantages of an oligarchic construct, the 

regime was taken over by an authoritarian one instead of a populist regime.  

Due to the specific creation of this state format, the capitalist state is 

dependent on the unity between the ruling social classes and fractions 

(Poulantzas, 2014: 48). This alliance, especially the political, economic and 

ideological policies and activities of the government, are required to 

specifically satisfy the current needs of the alliance between the ruling 

classes. In general, it is supposed to acquire the support or the consent of the  
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classes excluded from this mentioned alliance and to ensure the overall 

features and interests of the capital.  

In this sense, a fundamental change in the economic policies of the 

government exists in the same axis as the structure of the ruling bloc and a 

gradual fundamental change in the structure of the state itself. The 

interpretation of this change within the present class conflicts presents itself 

as a system problem, as well.  Thus, an outside adaptation of a certain 

economic development technique (in the context of an accumulation model 

and accumulation regime) (Jessop, 2008: 411) becomes a reckoning with the 

old order and a “system problem”; plus, induces new potentials and burdens 

in terms of class strategies and power relation combinations. 

This system problem is not an issue locked on the new economic role of the 

government as a result of the economic evaluation of etatism and Kadroism 

(Boratav, 2006: 161; Kuruç, 1987: 125; Başkaya, 2004: 123). The real issue 

concerns how this new system can organize the consensus amongst the 

current classes in a manner that it can support the new economic role of the 

government and economic development. It is a political matter that deals with 

the fundamental organization and structure of the state. If the political aspect 

of the problem is disregarded, one can easily fall into the same error as 

Boratav (2006: 143) and reduce the existence of the whole problem to the 

crisis of 1929.  Nonetheless, Boratav also produces an implicit political 

problem; he presents arguments against the attempt to level etatism to 

socialism in the context of 1970s. The position of Boratav can be defined as 

attributing specificity merely to the economic perspective in order not to level 

etatism to socialism. 

Neardisappearance of the conditions for the rejuvenation of the economic 

power of the commercial bourgeois which had been the hegemon of the ruling 

block before 1929 and the unlikelihood of its regaining power in the near 

future gave birth to a “deficient” ruling bloc in the Turkey of 1930s. This  
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deficiency can be occupied either the old hegemon or a fraction that has a 

long-term accumulation model and a politicized accumulation strategy with 

supportive qualities -in the case of Latin America shows that becoming 

populist is advantageous for this fraction (Gülalp, 1987: 12) 

The fractions of the capital not included by the trade cannot fill the said 

deficiency, yet in general, the capital is not inclined toentrust the social 

governing authority to classes that can afford to cut ties with the market such 

as the agricultural class, in the first place.  In this case, the transition of the 

political authority to a developmental paradigm enabled this system problem 

to be managed as a “prolonged lack of conflict” state. This situation is in favor 

of the industrial bourgeois whereas it criticizes the commercial bourgeois to 

a certain extent. The aforementioned state can be called a temporary “artificial 

balance”. The temporary nature isn’t caused by the artificiality but by the fact 

that the relations between the hegemonic powers would evidently be formed 

yet again after an instance. Under these conditions, the dominant classes 

choose to continue the state of none-conflict till a certain instance.   

The characteristics of the said “prolonged lack of conflict” can be listed as 

follows:   

a) Development of the industrial bourgeois,  

b) State managing the intermediate goods and transportation investments,  

c) Smaller yet more effective reconstruction of the trade bourgeois,  

d) State subsidies and increase in factories in favor of the large scale 

landlords who produce for the market,  

e) Creation of a serious political control by the state against the landlords 

and workers (two unique sources for the surplus value transfer).   

If the state can be reconstructed through a “etatist” economic model, 

industrialization seems possible with the aid of consensus and interests of  
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domestic classes (prolonged lack of conflict state).  However, accumulation 

strategy, which had lost its economic strength, and, whose accumulation 

model suffers crisis, enables the commercial bourgeois, who lost political 

support, to be more active in the ideological apparatuses (especially the press) 

and demonstrates resistance enough to sustain its social presence even though 

it cannot make its own thesis known. Especially the Türkiye İş Bankası 

entourage had the advantage to turn the commecial capital into an 

accumulation model based on manufacture, that is, the changes in the system 

had been quite cautious and gradual due to reasons such as the ability to adapt 

to the new system and the benefits acquired by the finance capital, as well.  

As the Kadroists put, it was an “opportunity lost”. 

Because the trade capital has enough influence on the political and ideological 

instances to prevent the full social control of the government and the interests 

of the feeble industrial capital, even if this power to influence does not stretch 

enough to become the hegemon itself. Despite the fact that it cannot dominate 

these instances with its influence like it used to, it still withholds sufficient 

power to veto the decisions or have them implemented under its own 

supervision. To sum up, it can be argued that the trade capital is not strong 

enough to impose its accumulation model yet it is still organized and efficient 

enough to fight the tendencies that categorically go against the capital or can 

remove the production conditions in practice once again.  It can be pointed 

out that similar to the way that the etatism of the dominant classes imposed 

the political superstructure of the state of prolonged lack of conflict; the 

etatism of Kadroists envisaged such a state till an instance wherethe 

resolution of conflicts could no longer be postponed.  

The difference is that the ruling classes suggested the prolongation of the non-

conflict state till a new hegemon appeared, which was seen as the natural 

resolution while they naturally predicted that at the next instance the issues 

would be concluded in favor of the capital. It can also be claimed that they  
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had justified political grounds to support this prediction. For instance, they 

were assured that Celal Bayar would be the Minister of Economy and at each 

stage of etatism -particularly at the Etibank-Sümerbank process (Boratav, 

2006: 264, 280) - the institutions founded by the state would be transferred to 

the private capital.   

As for Kadro movement, the resolution at the last instance is ostensibly 

recondite. It seems that the Kadro is open to a soft transition to socialism, but 

it has no arguments that can stand against a governance take-over of a strong 

and modern industrial bourgeois. This constitutes the recondite aspect of 

staffing. It can also be asserted that which of the two they would be inclined 

to choose cannot be inferred from their political practice because the 

possibilities such as the aforementioned constrictions of the practices and the 

“secret agenda” does not allow the chances of a clear choice.  

In spite of this, the insistence to keep the economic power within the 

government, the emphasis on the weakness and the primitiveness of the 

industry, the belief and enthusiasm for the creation of a modern and 

progressive industry with the help of the Soviet Union through planning, 

gives the impression that they focused on the possibility of a soft and 

technocratic transition that is notdependent on “class conflict”. This specific 

organization of economic field, outstretching even towards agricultural 

production, suggestion of cooperatives and state farms seem to support the 

mentioned argument, as well.  Perhaps they do not have a secret agenda yet 

they do not seem to oppose to the idea of state controlling all tools of 

production, either. Does this passive affirmation make the Kadroists 

socialists?  

In order to decide for certain whether the Kadroists were socialists or not, first 

one must have an idea of the different types of socialism. Where would the 

Kadroists be in the range of the classic division of the supporters of the 

primitive communal society, utopian socialists, scientific socialists, socialists  
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of the chair, various syndicate movements and those who actively try to 

eventually construct socialism, i.e., the militant socialists?  

Dr. Kıvılcımlı (2007a: 284) puts forward that the fact that the Turkish society 

comes from an egalitarian construct and that it had social constructions that 

can almost be considered primitively communist did not suffice to make it 

into a socialist society. When the overall state of the society is taken into 

consideration, it is highly doubtful that there would be an opposition to a soft 

transition to socialism as long as basic needs are satisfied and there would not 

be too much conflict with the constructions that have social-ideological 

context (e.g. religious organizations, family etc.). Nonetheless, these masses 

do not easily accede to be involved in an active political practice for the 

construction of real socialism. This situation does not constitute a sufficient 

reason for them to be considered as a part of the socialist camp in terms of 

current politics.  

When the same assessment is applied to Kadro movement, it is evident that 

the political practices are not included in a socialist program. Kadroismis not 

mainly concerned by the working masses. But by proxy of etatism and 

nationalism, the masses come closer to the matter of its concern.   The 

ideological call of Kadro movement is not directly oriented towards the 

masses, either.  This call is addressed to the government rankings and 

bureaucratic elite, and it encompasses the general principles and setup for the 

design, construction and implementation of a populism format that can reach 

the masses.  

The role of Kadroism within the class wars is clearly against the “Lumpen-

bourgeoisie” (Baran, 1974: 332; Frank, 1995: 14-15) and the commercial 

bourgeois which lost its hegemonic position. Moreover, it proposes a model 

to the detriment of the trade bourgeois for the redistribution of the state 

resources. Thus, Kadroism movement assumes the role of the political 

spokesperson for the industrial bourgeoisie that already exists or will do so.   
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On the other hand, state holding the production tools forms the objective basis 

of the transition to socialism. At this instance, the question acutely persists: 

Is there an implicit socialism ideal within the political practice of Kadro 

movement? If it is indeed implicit then what sort of objective impact did this 

ideal have on the political practice?  

Kadro movement should be considered as a political practice. Kadro Journal 

presents itself as the ideological body of the said practice. This is clearly 

stated by Şevket Süreyya when he defines the Kadro Journal: “Kadro is a 

journal of ideology” (Aydemir, 1959: 479). It may not be another İttihatçılık 

(Unionist Movement) yet it is a serious political practice that withholds the 

reckonings of the early republic. This can also be observed in the criticism 

directed towards Kadro; Kadro is not a collection of various views and 

suggestions like its contemporaries. It is a journal that is organized in a well-

disciplined manner around a common view and that approaches the governing 

authority in a “dangerous” way. On the other hand, Kadro movement 

demonstrates a semi-formal quality.  The systematic connection effort of the 

authority of the government and the sovereign fields of the state with Kadro 

Journal and the fact that it situates itself as a party amidst the political 

advances on the national and international scale, makes it connected with the 

authority as much as possible.  More importantly, this movement figures that 

it can rightfully use the authority and makes an effort accordingly. This 

situation can be observed through the polemics that it provokes since its very 

first issues. It’s even possible to see from the press of the time that they were 

seriously criticized for claiming the title of the sole protector of the etatism, 

revolution itself and its principles against the said polemics and looking down 

on everyone else as well as judging other intellectual groups.   

Evaluating Kadro movement as a political practice, it can be concluded that 

instead of reciting the views of the government like a typical ideological 

party, it expresses its own unique aims, which shows its uniqueness, the  
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sources of its thoughts and the horizon of its improvement. For example, in 

the novel titled Ankara of the author Yakup Kadri Karaosmanoğlu (2001), a 

serious Kadroist utopia that distinguishes itself from the objective aims of the 

class domination and even goes as far as clashing with them, can be seen.  

This finding can be exemplified through how Kadro Movement lost a great 

proportion of its field of activity and eventually dissolved after the 1933-34s 

when national and international political and economic conjuncture strongly 

established the class domination in Turkey and the beginning of the end of 

the world-wide economic crisis emerged. 

One of the most interesting aspects of the issue is how it was possible for 

Kadro Movementto get its share of authority; to develop daring designs in 

numerous fields varying from the technical and social organization of the 

production to the reformation of the circulation and division relations; 

international exchange of goods; reorganization of the state institutions; 

organization of the youth and the problems of ideological formation.  Plus, 

the fact that it even offered alternatives that can change the social sovereignty 

scheme and the property structure.  If we take into consideration the socialist 

movements of the truce period and the development of the same traditions till 

the mid-1920s, especially in the examples of TİÇSF (Tunçay, 1978: 323-24; 

Tunçay, 1978: 337; Tunçay, 1982: 91, 144; Tunçay, 1992b: 32) and TKP 

(Akbulut&Tunçay, 2013a: 54-55, 81, 305; Deymer, 1975: 289-291) it can be 

deducted that they proposed ideas on the same line as the suggestions of 

Kadro Journal. Also keeping in mind that a considerable number of Kadro 

journalists were involved in the said political organizations, it will not come 

as a shock to see the different variations of these arguments in the issues of 

Kadro Journal. The main intriguing point is that even though the socialist 

arguments that were trending for a while during the truce period were 

gradually cast aside from the main trend arguments and there had been 

proceedings against the socialist organizations, how it was possible for Kadro  
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journalists who were identified by numerous authors contributing to the 

Kadro literature with similar arguments (as mentioned in the part of literature 

rewiev) to infiltrate and get accepted in the political governing party.  

In this phenomenon, the personal traits of Kadro journalists, i.e., technical 

expertise; intellectual formation; tendencies and personal connections have 

an important role, yet the crucial matter must be sought in a more structural 

level. An analogy can be made with the socialist thought that emerged and 

got well-accepted in the constitutional monarchy period when a new 

formative union was trying to be built or the socialist movements that came 

to the fore along with the emergence of the possibility of disintegration of the 

social formation during the truce period. Similar to these examples, Kadro 

Movement obtained itself a seatin the political arena due to the gap created in 

the class domination organization following the crisis of 1920 and SCF 

Movements (Koçak, 2006: 593; Emrence, 2014: 33-34). Similarly, the 

socialist movements in the constitutional monarchy period were rectified 

along with a new model of bourgeois dictatorship as a result of the change in 

the demographic quality of the Empire and ensuing new political reproduction 

system or formative union in suite of the Balkan Wars.  

Furthermore, the socialist movements of the truce period were clearly 

beginning to be rectified with the invitation for the Ankara Government to 

attend the London Conference that was expected to gather on February, 1929 

and the emergence of the possibility of a legitimate connection with the world 

political system. As for the communist activities during the early republic 

days, it was mentioned earlier that it took a blow in the aftermath of the 

evolution of the legal bourgeoisie authority to a bourgeoisie dictatorship and 

that its field of activity had narrowed remarkably.  Parallel to the 

aforementioned three processes, KadroMovement emerged and was well-

received during the crisis of the state and the social formation, however, after 

1933 its recommendations were rectified on the grounds that they were  
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ineffective andeven dangerous in prior to Turkey becoming a part of the new 

world order.  

When the general traits of the Kadro Journal are evaluated, contrary to the 

literature, the Kadro Movement does not seem to aim to form an ideology and 

to create the Kemalism ideology. Historically, it can be observed that the 

figures who created and developed the Kemalism ideology are Peker, 

Tengirşek and even though they are not as prominent, Bozkurt and Ertem 

(2013), and even people such as Safa (1995) whose relations with the regime 

are more evident. It can be claimed that the Kemalist remarks as a Kadro 

movement variation emerged at a later stage after 1960. In this sense, it would 

not be accurate to assume that Kadro Journal invented a main Kemalism 

movement for its period. This is related to what extent it adopted this mission 

rather than its failure. The discussions on the literature written about Kadro 

Movement draw the conclusion that main axis of the Kadro Journal is to form 

the Kemalism ideology when they take into considerationthe issue of the 

article in the journal, the booklet titled Inkılap ve Kadro by Şevket Süreyya 

and certain emphasis point there of. Yet again, with a hasty judgment, 

Kemalism is associated with its contemporary movements such as Nazism 

and fascism and it is criticized on that basis.  These mentioned views tend to 

have solid points regarding authoritarianism and political arena, yet it can be 

argued that they misjudge the class domination and world economic 

conjuncture and they lead to a problematic judgment concerning ideology. In 

spite of everything, the fact that Kadro Movement is a sort of political power 

orientation is briefly mentioned in the literature in the context of elitism and 

intellectual activities etc. (Especially in Tekeli& İlkin, 2003: 485-486). 

According to the analysis of the author, it is quite problematic to simply 

qualify Kadro Journal as an ideology journal.  When the topics and content 

of the articles in the journal are compared, it can be clearly seen that there are 

only several parts that directly deal with Kemalist ideology.  A bigger  
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proportion of the articles mentioned are dedicated to the research for “Turkish 

Revolution”. However, the interesting point is that the “Kemalist reforms” 

which were regarded as a main  

trend related to the Turkish Revolution, are hardly present in the journal. 

Their presence is often limited to the mention of their names. Therefore, 

concepts such as westernization or modernism are either absent or merely 

featured in the critique of Reformation Period. Nevertheless, journal’s main 

content, both quality and quantity wise, comprises of the reorganization of 

the rural production, resolution of the developments in the world political and 

economic conjuncture, the parts where solid suggestions for the industry and 

real production fields are offered.  

Kadro journal mainly deals with solid suggestions concerning production, 

circulation and distribution; search for political connection and polemics.  As 

a result, it can be deducted that Kadro Journal sets its basis on the search for 

a new economic system and political institutions. It seeks to solidly organize 

the youth around a certain ideology within the scope of the said institutions; 

however, it always puts the emphasis on the “material organization”. Inter 

alia, considering the fact that the journal makes no effort for the retrospective 

study, explanation and grounding of revolutions, as well as only featuring it 

in the context of the critique of the 1920s, it is evident that it deals with the 

“third-world” or anti-imperialist ideology not because of aiding Kemalism 

directly but because it aims to realize its own solid suggestions through the 

connection with Kemalist Leadership. This ideology is important apart from 

the class power of Kemalism and is a fundamental part of the political practice 

of Kadro Movement.   

In order to assess political and ideological phenomena in terms of society, the 

fundamental arguments of a Prussian military theoretician and general, Carl 

von Clausewitz must be elaborated and raised to a new dimension. On an 

argument which attracted Lenin’s and Engel’s attention (Clausewitz, 1975:  
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15), Clausewitz (1975: 67) concludes that war is a continuation of politics 

through different tools in order to surrend the enemy’s will (1975: 44). There 

have been many analyses based on this argument ranging from the struggle 

of imperialist interests on the international platform to the tasks of the 

revolutionary party of the working class. Further continuing the argument, 

Clauswitz asserts that the war is directed towards suppressing the will of the 

opposite party, and goes on to explaining the psychological and strategic 

elements of the said suppression. The argument of this paper will broaden the 

matter without prejudice to the Hegelian structure behind the definition 

above: Ideological and political phenomena are formed with the aim of 

suppressing the will of the “enemy”, building alliances and resisting. 

According to Poulantzas (1982: 41); political practice is defined as; (…) the 

sense of transformation of a definite object (raw material), resulting in the 

production of the something new (the product) which often constitutes, or at 

the very least can constitute, a break with the given elements of the object. 

What is the specisifity of political practice in this respect? Its specific object 

is the ‘present moment’ (as Lenin said), i.e. the nodal point where the 

contradictions of the various levels of a formation are condensed in the 

complex relations governed by over-determination and by their dislocation 

and uneven development. This present moment is therefore a conjuncture, the 

strategic point where the various contradictions fuse in so far as they reflect 

the articulation specifying a structure in a dominance. 

The ideology and the political practice of the Kadro Movement must also be 

mentioned in scope of these terms. In the mentioned context, it is possible to 

deduce that ideological and political formations have the following 

characteristics: 

i) They take over the will (of the group, class, fraction, individual), 

ii) They reproduce the said will as a means of authority, 
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iii) They provide guidance in the process of rupture from the authority 

and transition to new authority forms, 

iv) They reform the already existing authority composition and its 

elements.  

As for the Kadro Movement, it can be observed that they seek the systematic 

development and reproduction of the connection with the Kemalist 

leadership; providing the subjection of the people to the political system 

within the scope of the participation and mass politics (authoritarianism, 

youth organization, People’s Houses) and mass ideology (development, anti-

imperialism, particularism) as well as reproduction. Furthermore, it can be 

concluded that they tended to criticize the dominant classes, primarily, the 

trade bourgeoisie and the landlords and pursue a policy oriented to the support 

of other classes for the dissolution of the former.  

For instance, in the earlier issues of Kadro Journal there is sympathy towards 

small scale production and it increasingly highlightsthe state which organizes 

the small scale production (and the gradual damping) as opposed tothe traders 

and high profit national industry. Yet again, in the articles of Şevket Süreyya, 

the undertones vary between ideology and demagogy. It is evident that the 

said articles seek an economic populismsuch as the improvement of welfare 

and consummation in favor of the workers and peasants, syndical rights and 

increase in real salaries (revaluation of the labor). Nevertheless, one question 

remains to be of importance: how to associate Kadro Journal’s claim of 

“classless society or society without opposition” with our evaluation? 

It is a given that social formations exist and get developed through class 

conflicts. When Kadro Journal claimed that there were no classes in Turkey, 

it received an angry feedback from all the Marxists of the time in Turkey. In 

a modern world, especially in a country connectedtocapitalism, claiming the 

absence of classes was considered to be either stupid or due to malicious 

intentions (ideology). It is particularly unimaginable as Dr. Kıvılcımlı  
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(2007b: 103) states that Turkey had been a society with classes since it entered 

the trade and mine colonies of Summerians. 

The position of Kadroists and the socialists in this discussion, on its most 

vague aspect, focuses on the theoretical framework of support for the class 

concept.  It’s impossible for a Marxist to accept the premise of no classes in 

a society. Naturally, they would consider such arguments as items produced 

to feed the bourgeoisie ideology in order to block the efforts of the working 

class. All in all, the position of the Marxists against Kadro is a political one 

(Dr. Hikmet, Ş. Hüsnü) and of course it is a position that claims the leadership 

of the worker class’ political endeavor. Up until here, all seem to make sense. 

The real problem occurs when Kadroists dispute with the bourgeoisie, as well. 

If Kadro supports the ideology of the bourgeoisie like the Marxists claim, 

why would it dispute with the bourgeois press?  

Initially, it must be established that bourgeoisie is not a monolith and that it 

is comprised of many layers (Poulantzas, 2014: 93-94). Moreover, it must be 

noted that when these layers become fractions, it is possible that severe 

disputes, quantity and quality wise, amongst the layers of bourgeois break 

out. (Poulantzas deals with this issue in almost all of his work after his 

doctorate dissertation). Therefore, speaking of class struggles, it must be 

underlined that there are class struggles amongst both the working class and 

the bourgeoisie, and the different fractions of the bourgeoisie and certain 

sections of the classes which provide agricultural production (sharecroppers, 

feudal lords, ploughmen, small scale farmers, pawn brokers, mediators etc.).  

Thus, instead of narrowly assessing the concept of class struggle as a mere 

conflict between the working class and the capital, it should be considered as 

the foundation of the political, economic and ideological relations which 

influence all levels of the social formation. The reflections of this foundation 

become regular during the polarization of the dominant and auxiliary 

conflicts. From this perspective, statement of Kardo Journal that “there are no  
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classes in Turkey” or “they haven’t been developed” must be politically 

examined. First, Kadroists are under the obligation to accept this statement as 

a pre-condition because of their relations with the Kemalist party. This pre-

condition includes three conditions and a direct conclusion. 

The political practice of Kadroists being dependent on the state results in the 

obligation of non-dispute with the CHF for the use of the state power. 

However, this does not mean that Kadroists approve of every policy and 

politician of CHF without an exception. Quite the contrary, they disapprove 

and try to criticize whilst avoiding specific targeting; yet the public non-

dispute state is diligently sustained.  

The first condition of this was to ensure that the advantage thanks to the non-

dispute with the party leader, Mustafa Kemal would be guaranteed at all 

events. The only way to achieve this is to unconditionally approve and accept 

all direct policies and executions that are attributed to Kemal Pasha himself. 

These include the Kemalist reforms, Kemalist historical disquisitions, various 

mythoi formed concerning the Turkish Independence War and the one-man 

regime. The second condition is to seek alliance with the political leaders who 

are still active at the top of the regime. The primary of the said leaders is İsmet 

Pasha. The adoption of the term “etatism” which is often used by Kadro is a 

reference to this power relation. Plus, an unlikely alliance with Recep Peker 

is observed; it is possible to see that they are always open to an alliance in 

Tasarruf ve İktisat Cemiyeti Press (Savings and Economics Society Press), in 

the opposition to SCF, in the support for the idea of a uniformed 

youthorganization, in the pres activities of the journal, in “La Turquie 

Kemaliste” and finally in the support for the People’s Houses.     

This openness to an alliance stems from the fact that Peker was one of the 

closest to İsmet Pasha; not because Kadroists approved Peker’s opinions and 

actions -e.g. the course books of Peker for the revolution history largely 

conflict with Kadro’s way of thinking. Furthermore, certain connections were  
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made between Kadroists and Peker that can be examined in Aydemir (1959: 

479), Karaosmaoğlu (1968: 112), Tör (1976: 130). 

Another point to be made is that Recep Peker was for the radical interventions 

against the “anti-revolutionaries” or in other words him being the lead of the 

radicals. The disagreement between the Kadroists and Recep Peker is a 

political division. As Peker occupied a sufficiently strong position, he did not 

wish to allow Kadroists near him lest they might be rivals for his position due 

to their intellectual capacity. His encouragement for the release of the Ülkü 

(İdeal) Journal, his oppositions during the initial establishment phases of 

Kadro Journal, his reaction to the “three rings story” and his criticism against 

Tasarruf ve İktisat Cemiyeti Press under the guise of reformation according 

to party principles all point the direction of the aforementioned argument.  

Kadroists started getting closer to Dr. Reşit Galip, who is an old SCF member 

(Naskali, 2015: 22), when the alliance with Recep Peker became difficult and 

the relations started causing trouble. The basis of this alliance actually begins 

with the famous conference given by Şevket Süreyya at the Türk Ocakları 

(Turkish Hearths) which was later published with the title İnkılap ve Kadro 

(Revolution and Kadro). Following the said conference, compliments were 

paid by R. Galip who is a notable member of the Türk Ocakları. Şevket 

Süreyya, (1959: 481), criticizes Hamdullah Suphi who is the chairman of 

Türk Ocakları which was later to be dissolved. It can be stated that Hamdullah 

Suphi also had a type of criticism and political projecy against liberalism in 

that manner such as corporatism, Jessop (2008: 191) argued as political and 

ideological critic of capitalism.  During this process, Şevket Süreyya supports 

the forced dissolution of Türk Ocakları and them being transformed into 

People’s Houses (1931) and took the side of Recep Peker and Reşit Galip.  

The search for an alliance yielded its first fruit when Dr. Reşit Galip, against 

Zeki Velidi Togan, defended the theory of the mass migration from central 

Asia, which is also supported by Atatürk, at the First Turkish History  
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Congress (2-11 July 1932). This position made an impression on Kadro 

Journal and R. Galip received support. Z. Velidi who claimed that this theory 

was nonsense had to flee to Australia in 1932, anyways.  

The second phase of the alliance takes place by reason of the Darülfünun 

reform (1933) (Ottoman University Reform) which was led by the Minister 

of Education, Reşit Galip.  Şevket Süreyya had already been arguing in both 

Kadro Journal and Hakimiyet-I Milliye Newspaper with the Darülfünun 

professors for a while, (e.g. A. Ahmet and İ. Fazıl, İ. Hakkı) and was of the 

opinion that Darülfünun could not keep up with the revolution, became 

obsolete and eventually expired. This issue led to an active and ideological 

alliance due to the reform project of Dr. Reşit Galip. Kadroists were deeply 

touched by the untimely death of Dr. Reşit Galip. They dedicated a large 

section to him and his actions on the issue of March, 1934 and confessed their 

commitment to his ideals.  

Secondly, Kadroists copied the argument that there were no classes in Turkey, 

on the condition that it was not defined under the term “being classless” –the 

rejection of this term results in excommunication from the Kemalist camp- 

from their studies in the 1920s, communist publications and mainly from the 

position of the USSR and The Third International (Harris, 2002: 43; Tunçay, 

1992b: 130).  

The main reference in this chapter is the position taken by Aydınlık during 

and immediately after the Independence War. Actually, it is possible to find 

the same position in the works of Gramsci, as well. In his article titled “War 

in the Colonies” published in the issue of 7 June 1919 of L’Ordine Nuovo, 

Gramsci states that (Forgacs, 2010: 137):  

[…] Turkey which has risen with prestige from the defeat that it 

suffered sets an example for the world. At the eyes of millions of people 

an Anatolian shepherd is more precious than a cotton manufacturer in  
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Manchester; Sultan is a rescue flare that shines brighter than a ship-

owner from Liverpool. 

It is possible to talk about a continuation within the themes here, yet the 

change in the position of Komitern (Tunçay, 1992b: 41) in the second half of 

the 1920s took effect, the focus of the emphasishad changed, and it caused a 

fundamental political rupture (Tunçay, 2013a: 188-89). Moreover, there is a 

certain form that the international political conjuncture brought upon the 

perspective of Soviet Union concerning Turkey. This form also offered a 

relational authonomy for the early republic state.  

The third pre-condition is an empirical level where Kadroists set the 

foundations for the classless society and the issue regarding the alliance with 

Kemalism. As mentioned before, in his memoirs, Şevket Süreyya touches on 

the poverty in Anatolia and the inmates in prisons at length (Aydemir, 1959: 

432). This empirical data states that it’s fair and legitimate for the Kemalist 

camp –the modernists- to work.  In this statement, there is an implicit 

empirical-criticism of the communist movement, as well. There is a clash 

between this empirical level and the decision of Komitern concerning 

“becoming bolshevist”. The following quotation can be used to explain this 

situation (Laclau& Mouffe, 2001: 61): 

Communist discourse itself became increasingly dominated by the 

hegemonic character which every political initiative acquired in the new 

historical terrain of the imperialist era. As a result, however, it tended 

to oscillate in a contradictory manner between what we have called a 

democratic and an authoritarian practice of hegemony. In the 1920s 

economist stagism was everywhere in command, and as the prospect of 

revolution receded the class lines grew still more rigid. Since the 

European revolution was conceived purely in terms of working-class 

centrality, and since the Communist parties represented the 'historical 

interests' of the working class, the sole function of these parties was t6 

maintain the revolutionary consciousness of the proletariat in 

opposition to the integrationist tendencies of social democracy. In 

periods of 'relative stabilization', therefore, it was necessary to 

strengthen the class barrier with even greater intransigence. Hence, the 

slogan launched in 1924 for the Bolshevization of the Communist  
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parties. Zinoviev explained it as follows: 'Bolshevization means a firm 

will to struggle for the hegemony of the proletariat, it means a 

passionate hatred for the bourgeoisie, for the counter-revolutionary 

leaders of social democracy, for centrism and the centrists, for the semi-

centrists and the pacifists, for all the miscarriages of bourgeois ideology 

... Bolshevization is Marxism in action; it is dedication to the idea of 

the dictatorship of the proletariat, to the idea of Leninism.’ 

 

The confusion that this development provoked in Turkey takes a reactionary 

form and leads to the dissolution of the party (Tunçay, 1992b: 49): 

Vedat Nedim who attends a party conference on May, 1926 in Vienna, 

is appointed as the director of TKP on the spot. After this congress, the 

fragmentation process within TKP begins. There had been 

disagreements concerning whether the leftist activities in Turkey should 

be executed in the way that Komitern desires or in a way that takes into 

consideration the condition of the country itself; on top of this, the 

personal dispute between Şefik Hüsnü and Vedat Nedim breaks out.  

“The main reason of the dispute between the two was the fact that Şerif 

Hüsnü’s letters from abroad to Vedat Nedim insisted as an order of 

Komitern that the tramway workers and as such would be made to go 

on strikes.  

 

Yet, Vedat Nedim resisted this request on the grounds that the conditions of 

the time were not suitable. (Yıldız, 2011 :79-80). According to Sayılgan 

(1972: 196); 

TKP entourage already had a positive attitude towards the Ankara 

government that had amicable relations with the Soviets […] 

therelatively more active strategy that Komitern wanted TKP to pursue 

and the way put forward by the group led by Vedat Nedim and Şevket 

Şüreyya, which stipulated the “realities of the country” conflicted. 

Şevket Süreyya explains those days as follows:  “(…) Komitern grossly 

intervened in our actions. This was a hazardous and unperceptive 

interruption that failed to understand the national movement and the 

historical responsibilities of the intellectuals… One of the first to 

oppose to this approach of Komintern was TKP. 
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The situation that stemmed from the said development axis as a direct 

consequence is Kadroists switching to the Kemalist ranks and Kemalist 

adopting the position of the “classless society” notion, whatever it entails 

politically and ideologically. (In other words: “objective spy” position). As 

the Marxists of the time rightfully claimed, this position is a principle 

designed by the Kemalist dictatorship for eliminating the political 

organization of the working classes and an ideology that is founded on the 

“nationalism” aspect of the said principle. 

As a result of the first chapter; because of their private relations with 

Kemalists, Kadroists wholeheartedly accept the Kemalist “classless society” 

concept including its entire political structure – the exploitation of the 

working class, oppression of the rural classes etc.   Our political analysis 

regarding this matter, quite clearly comes to this conclusion. The 

contemporary Marxists of Kadroists build their criticism towards Kadroists, 

based on this truth, as well.  

The guarantee and sustainability of this relationship is a political practice for 

Kadroists. Nevertheless, the tools of this political practice may not be 

included in the political practice of Kadroism. It can become the auxiliary and 

instrumental variations. For example, defending the political thesis of Dr. 

Reşit Galip is only significant for Kadro in order to continue the political 

angle theme. This phenomenon does not need to be deducted from the 

adventures of Şevket Süreyya for Turan movement (Aydemir, 1959: 167-171) 

since Kadro is not an individual journal as such. It has a neat policy. If the 

text concerning the first Türk Tarih Kongresi is examined, it can be observed 

that the initiative of Dr. Reşit Galip is fervently supported yet the content is a 

little disregarded. Therefore, the scope of the political practice of Kadroism 

leaves out the historical thesis whilst it aims for “closing the ranks”, so to 

speak. As a principle, they aspire not to contradict any position supported by  
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M. Kemal and even to be fanatics of such positions if possible.  Otherwise, 

Kadro does not attempt to fundamentally invent a historical thesis. Personally 

the author does not consider that the Turkish Historical Thesis held any 

essential meaning for Kadro movement. Even if such a case is possible, it 

only becomes significant in terms of a rupture from a Europe-oriented 

historical conceptionto support their own thesis.  

To conclude, ın this thesis Kadro movement evaluated as an political practice 

which had been formed around an economical model and actual political 

conjuncture of the early republican era in Turkey. This political practice 

focuses on the state-centered program (etatism) to transform economical 

structure of Turkey in exactly under titles of state owned industry, state 

organized and owned argricultural production, state controlled foreign trade, 

state control on prices and redistribution function, and economical institutions 

shaped in accordance with this program such as Ministry of Economy, 

Planning Chamber, Supreme Council of Economy and municipal 

administrations. Furthermore, Kadro movement aimed to constitue an 

ideological reference system which suopports the Kadroist project mentioned 

above, and an organizational basis to propogate this ideology for masses and 

especially youth. 

In order to reach these objectives, Kadro movement struggled with the power 

groups and representatives of bourgeoisie and land-owners, that gives another 

characteristic of the Kadro movement that argumentative and polemical line 

which advanced on the concrete context of politics and economics as such 

power relations in the CHF and struggles between agricultural producers and 

commercial bourgeoisie, and new formed industries as such sugar, cement, 

mining and financial sources of state protectionism. This struggle obviously 

end while the bourgeosie’s rise before the World War II and by the discharce 

of Kadro group that indicated a propability and constains of the political 

struggle without mass support in the last analysis. 
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APPENDICIES 

 

 

APPENDIX-1 Turkish Summary/ Türkçe Özet 

 

 

Bu çalışmada Kadro hareketinin erken cumhuriyet döneminin politik ve 

ekonomik bağlamında, egemen sınıfların aleyhine olabilecek alternatif bir 

ekonomik programı nasıl gündeme getirip geliştirebildiği ele alınmaktadır. 

Bu sorunsal çerçevesinde Kadro hareketinin politik iktidarla ilişkileri, öne 

sürdüğü politik ve ekonomik örgütlenme modeli ve bir bütün olarak ele aldığı 

bu dönüşüm projesi için geliştirdiği meşruiyet düzlemi incelenmiştir.  

Kadro hareketi, 1917 Ekim Devrimi sırasında Berlin ve Bakü’de bulunan 

(Aydemir, 1959: 195; Tunçay, 1982: 120; Akal, 2014: 142), Osmanlı 

İmparatorluğu’nun çözülme devrinde yetişmiş, orta ve üst sınıf ailelerden 

gelen (Küçük, 1988: 337) bir grup aydının, 1925-1927 yılları arasında 

Türkiye Komünist Partisi’nden koparak Kemalist önderlik ile eklemlenmeleri 

ve 1929 Dünya Ekonomik Krizi sonrası oluşan özgün konjonktürde Kadro 

Dergisi çevresinde birleşip toplumsal projelerini gerçekleştirmek için 

mücadele etmeleri sonucu ortaya çıkmıştır. 

 Kadro dergisi, Türkiye yakın tarihinde üzerinde en çok çalışılmış, pek çok 

akademik disiplinin ilgi alanına girmiş, ya doğrudan ya da yazarları veya 

çeşitli yazıları sebebiyle üzerinde en çok yorum yapılmış dergilerden bir 

tanesidir. Doğrudan Kadro dergisi üzerine yazılmış eserler ve makaleler 

dikkate değer ciddi bir literatür oluşturmakla beraber, ikincil olarak Türkiye 

yakın tarihi üzerinde ekonomi tarihi, siyaset bilimi ve ya siyasi tarih 

disiplinlerine bağlı pek çok bilimsel araştırmada Kadro dergisi hakkında 

birçok yorum veya değerlendirme bulmak mümkündür. Kadro hareketi 

üzerine olan ilgiyi, erken cumhuriyet döneminin Altı Ok içerisindeki en 

tartışmalı başlıklarından biri olan “devletçilik” ilkesinin Türkiye tarihindeki  



 

159 
 
 

çeşitli dönemlerde kazandığı özel anlama bağlamak mümkün olmakla 

beraber, yine Kadro dergisinin Türkiye basın tarihindeki özel yerine atfederek 

anlamlandırmak da mümkündür.  

Ayhan’a göre (2009: 161); “Harf inkılabı sonucunda bazı gazete ve dergiler 

kapanmaya başlamıştır. Halkın harf devrimini henüz kabullenmediği bu 

süreçte yeni dergiler çıkarmak pek sağlıklı olmamıştır. Satışlar düştüğü için 

gazete ve gazete yayınlayan şirketlerde de kapanmalar artmıştır.” Söz konusu 

çerçevede Kadro dergisi, 1932 senesinde yayınlanmaya başladığında, 

üzerinde en çok tartışılan bir dergi olma vasfını kazanmaktadır. Bu durum, 

derginin yüksek tiraj yapmadığı gerçeği ile bir arada düşünüldüğünde, 

açıklanması güç bir sorun ortaya çıkmaktadır. Bu bağlamda, Kadro dergisine 

basın ve siyaset çevrelerinde gösterilen yakın ilginin kaynağına inmek 

gerekmektedir. Meriç’e (2014: 103) göre;  

Dergiler İkinci Meşrutiyet’te bir hitabet kürsüsüydü, hitabet kürsüsü ve 

bayrak. Altın çağları yeni harflerin kabulü ile sona erdi. Eski 

okuyucularını kaybettiler, yeni okuyucu nesilleri yetişinceye kadar 

devletten yardım beklemek zorunda kaldılar. Cumhuriyet 

intelijansiyasının en acil vazifesi, maziyi tasfiye ve hali takviyeydi. 

Takrir-i Sükun Kanunu’ndan sonra 1940’lara kadar, dergilerimiz hiçbir 

‘aşırı düşünceye’ daha doğrusu düşünceye yer vermezler. 

 

Meriç’in önermeleri (2014: 103), II. Meşrutiyet’ten 1930’lara değin geçen 

süre içerisinde dergilerin hitabet kürsüsü ve bayrak olmaları hususlarında 

geçerli olmakla birlikte, ‘aşırı düşünce’ler açısından aynı geçerliliğe sahip 

değildir. Tevetoğlu (1967: 444) ve Darendelioğlu’na (1961: 72-73) bakarsak 

ve dönemin matbuat tartışmaları çerçevesinde Mahmut Soydan’ın Kadro 

dergisi hakkındaki üstü örtülü açıklamalarını takip edersek (Tekeli&İlkin 

2003: 343-44), Kadro dergisinin hem kendi dönemi hem de 1960 sonrası 

dönem için ‘tehlikeli’ veya başka bir söyleyiş ile ‘aşırı’ bazı düşüncelere 

sahip olduğu olduğu sonucuna varmak mümkündür. 
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Kadro hareketi üzerine olan literatür genel olarak Kadro hareketini 

“Kemalizm’in ideolojisini oluşturma” misyonunu yüklenmiş küçük bir aydın 

grubu olarak ele almaktadır, bu görüşü Gürpınar (2003: 91), Şişmanov (1990: 

135) Tanör (2010: 360) ayrı ayrı dile getirmektedirler. Bu misyon dahilinde 

Kemalizm’in Kadro dergisi çerçevesinde yapılan yorumunu, üçüncü dünyacı 

ideolojiler yahut ulusal-sol çerçevesinde ele alıp kaynaklarına inen 

çalışmalardan, örneğin Yanardağ (1988), Kongar (1989) ve Türkeş (1999), 

bahsetmek mümkündür. Yine Kadro dergisinin öne sürdüğü “Kemalizmin 

ideolojisini oluşturmak” misyonuna bağlı olarak, dergiyi emekçi kitleleri 

Kemalizme eklemlemek ve sınıf mücadelesinden uzaklaştırmak üzere, 

siyasal iktidar tarafından görevlendirilmiş bir ‘ajan’ olarak gören yaklaşımlar 

da literatürde geniş bir yer tutmaktadır. Bu yaklaşımın en veciz örnekleri Dr. 

Hikmet Kıvılcımlı’nın yazılarından takip edilebilmektedir, Kıvılcımlı’nın 

(1936: 31; 1978: 79; 2008: 81-2) künyeli çalışmaları bu bağlamda örnek 

olarak gösterilebilir. 

Yukarıda özetlenen literatürün paralelinde Kadro dergisini kalkınma iktisadı 

bağlamında ele alan bir diğer tartışma mevcuttur. Söz konusu literatürde, 

Kadro dergisinin ideolojik çabası, tüm öğeleriyle tartışılmamakla beraber, 

derginin devletçilik hakkındaki düşünceleri gelişme iktisadı ve bağımlılık 

literatürü içerisinde değerlendirilmektedir. Bu bağlamda Kadro dergisinin 

Kemalist devletçilik anlayışı ile, yani erken cumhuriyetin güncel sınıf 

konfigürasyonu içerisinde değerlendirebileceğimiz devlet müdahaleciliği ve 

himayecilik politikaları ile özsel bir farkının bulunduğu söz konusu 

literatürde göze çarpan bir önerme olarak yer almaktadır. Boratav (2006: 215) 

ince bir görüşle; Kadro dergisinin devletçilik anlayışı ile resmi görüş arasında 

ciddi ayrılıklar olduğunu iddia etmektedir. Trak (1985: 94)  ise, Kadro dergisi 

düşüncesi ile resmi Kemalist tezler arasındaki ayrımı doğrulayacak nitelikte 

bir saptama yapmaktadır; Kadrocu tezler benzerleri olan developmental 

literatüre’deki tezlerden daha “extreme” olarak yorumlanmaktadır. İnsel  
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(1996: 180)  ise, Kadrocuların “radikal devletçi” olarak tanımladığı 

söylemlerini faşizmin ve nasyonal sosyalizmin etkisinde olarak 

nitelemektedir. Başkaya (1986: 121); Kadro hareketinin tarihsel yasaları 

zorladığı, fakat devletçiliğin oluşumundaki pragmatik karakteri göz ardı ettiği 

yorumunda bulunmaktadır. Kadroculuk hakkında, literatürde öneli bir 

referans kaynağı mahiyetindeki bir diğer eser de Gülalp’in “Gelişme 

Stratejileri ve Gelişme İdeolojileri”  isimli eseridir. Gülalp bu eserde, Kadro 

dergisinin düşüncesini Latin Amerika’da ortaya çıkan gelişme ve bağımlılık 

teorileri ile karşılaştırmalı olarak incelemektedir. Gülalp (1987: 88); Kadro 

hareketini, resmi görüşün dışında olmak üzere, merkez-çevre modeli 

çerçevesinde ele almakta ve Türkiye politik tarihinde anti-emperyalizm 

temelli aydın-bürokrat iktidarı kavramlarının temelini atan ilk düşünce olarak 

yorumlamaktadır (1987: 89).  

Bu tez çalışması bağlamında yapmak istediğimiz şey, Kadro dergisine 

yaklaşımda yukarıda özetlenen görüşlerin temel çelişki noktası olan, hem 

Kemalizm’in ideolojisini yapma iddiasında olan, hatta burjuvazinin ideolojik 

ajanı olarak çalışmakta olan Kadro dergisi profili ile esas itibariyle Kemalist 

ekonomi politikasıyla çelişen argümanların savunucusu olan Kadro dergisi 

profili arasındaki çelişkiyi ortadan kaldırmak için, Kadro dergisinin somut 

politik eklemlenmeleri ve somut ekonomik önerilerine odaklanıp, söz konusu 

sorunlu ilişkiyi karakterize eden esas amilleri ortaya koymaktır. 

Bu tez kapsamında Kadro Hareketinin incelenmesinde üç ana bölüm esas 

alınmıştır. Derginin kapanış dönemine denk gelen son iki sayısı ise (Kasım 

1934 ve Aralık1934 - Ocak 1935 birleşik sayısı) derginin kapanacağının 

haber alındığı ve kendi kendini olumlama özelliği taşıdığı için kapsam dışı 

bırakılmıştır.  

İlk bölüm, Kadro dergisinin çıkış sayısından (Ocak 1932) Celal Bayar’ın 

Ekonomi Bakanı olarak göreve başlamasına (Eylül 1932) kadar olan süreyi 

kapsamaktadır. Bu bölümün özelliği Kadro dergisinin ana tezlerini, “Türk  
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İnkılabı” terimi altında dile getirmesi ve ekonomide devletçiliğin gerekliliğini 

çok soyut ve genel önermeler dolayımıyla benimsetmeye çalışmasıdır. Bu 

bölümde Kadro dergisinin daha çok bir ideoloji dergisi gibi davrandığı 

söylenebilir. Bir başka önemli nokta, derginin sayfalarında yer verdiği temel 

konulardan birinin de dünyadaki ekonomik gidişatın takip edilmesi ve dünya 

ekonomik krizinin geleceği hakkında yorumda bulunulmasıdır. Bu dönemde 

Kadro dergisinin çıkışı basında ilgiyle karşılanmış ve takdir görmüştür. Yine 

bu dönemde Kadro dergisinin ciddi bir polemiğe dahil olmadığı 

gözlenmektedir. Sovyetler Birliğinden gelen Sanayi heyetinin Türkiye’de 

incelemelere başlaması, bu dönemin sonuna denk gelmekte ve Kadro 

dergisinin planlama, devletleştirme gibi sınıfsal bağlamda karşılığı olan 

konuları işlemeye başlaması ile eş zamanlı olarak gerçekleşmektedir. 

Kadro dergisinin ilk sekiz sayısının özelliği, en genel düzeydeki politik 

bağlamı ve kendi yönelimlerini ortaya koyacak önermelerini dile getirmeleri 

ve bunları dünyadaki ekonomik ve politik gelişmelerin yorumlanması yoluyla 

temellendirmeleridir. Bu temelin üzerinde, devletin sanayi ve tarımdaki 

rolüne dair daha çok genel düzeyde kalan, fakat yer yer dikkatli bir dille 

somut öneriler de geliştiren bölümler yer almaktadır.  

Genel önermeler düzeyine tekabül eden argümanlar, tarımsal üretim 

tekniğinin geliştirilmesine, üretimin örgütlenmesine ve bu yeni örgütlenmede 

devletin rolüne, yine bu bağlamda mamullerin üretim maliyetine ve dünya 

pazarlarında rekabet kabiliyetine odaklanmaktadır. Dahası, kırsal mal 

mübadelesinin geliştirilmesi, artı değerin kullanım şekilleri, tarım-sanayi 

ilişkileri ve zirai teşkilatlanma ile bu teşkilatın uzman kadrosunun nitelikleri 

gibi konular da bu genel yargı düzeyinde yer almaktadır. Derebeylik ve bu 

toplumsal yapının tasfiyesi konusunun ise 2 Mayıs 1932 tarihli İskan Kanunu 

tasarısı dolayısıyla dergide yer bulduğu görülmektedir. 

Somut düzeyde ise; tütün, afyon ve üzüm üretimi ve bu ham maddelerin 

dünya ekonomik konjonktüründeki durumu incelenip çözüm önerileri  
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getirilmeye çalışılmaktadır. Derginin bu ilk sayılarında ziraat meselelerinin, 

nicelik itibariyle, sanayi yazılarından daha fazla olduğunu söyleyebiliriz. 

Ancak İsmet Paşa’nın 25 Nisan-10 Mayıs 1932 tarihleri arasındaki Sovyetler 

Birliği gezisi sonrasında sanayi yazılarının niceliksel olarak arttığını, 

niteliksel olarak da daha avangard hale geldiğini tespit etmekteyiz. 

Yine bu periyotta, derginin kendisini nasıl tanımladığına ve kendine biçtiği 

misyona tartışılmaktadır. Dergi hem genel anlamda inkılap kavramının 

gerektirdiği, hem de Türk inkılabına yüklediği anlam özelinde yapılması 

gerektiğini düşündüğü işlerin ve güncel karşı-devrimci durumların zorunlu 

kıldığı bazı görevler tanımlamakta ve kendisini de bu bağlamda misyon 

üstlenen bir politik özne olarak kurmaktadır. 

İkinci bölüm, Celal Bayar’ın İktisat Vekili olmasından (Eylül 1932) başlayıp, 

İsmet İnönü’nün dergiye devletçilik siyasetini açıklamak üzere yazdığı yazı 

öncesinde (Temmuz 1933) sona ermektedir. Bu bölümde, Celal Bayar’a karşı 

ılımlı bir dil kullanarak, devletçilik politikasının önemini anlatmaya çalışan 

Kadro dergisi daha ilk aylarda karşısında basın muhalefeti ile karşılaşmış 

(Ahmet Ağaoğlu polemiği) ve İsmet İnönü - Celal Bayar çekişmesine 

eklemlenmiştir. Bu dönemde dergi İktisat Vekaleti’nin ve Ali İktisat 

Meclisi’nin yeniden örgütlenmesinden, özel teşebbüslerin karlarının 

sorunsallaştırılmasına kadar pek çok “avangard” konuyu işlemiştir. Ayrıca 

dergi Darülfünun’un kapatılması ve gençliğin örgütlenmesi konularında 

güncel politikanın içerisinde yer almıştır. Bu dönemde Kadro dergisinin 

uluslararası planda ilgi alanı, dünya ekonomik krizinin derinleşmesinden 

çıkarak, Avrupa’daki faşist rejimlerin yükselişine kaymıştır. Yukarıda 

bahsedilen periyodu, Kadro dergisinin politik mücadelesinin ilk aktif evresi 

saymak gerekmektedir. 

Devrim ilkelerinin halka ve yönetici kadroya benimsetilmesi sorunu, yani 

başka bir deyişle politik düzenin recruitment mekanizmasının kitle-gençlik 

bağlamları ile uyumlanması meselesi, Kadro dergisini oldukça uzun bir süre  



 

164 
 
 

meşgul etmiş bir sorundur. Bu sorunun farklı yönleriyle işlenmesini Yakup 

Kadri’nin Yaban ve Ankara romanlarında da görmek mümkündür. Derginin 

sözü edilen döneminde, gençlik sorunu git gide daha yakıcı hale gelmektedir. 

Özellikle 1933 Şubatındaki Bursa olayları ve Türk Talebe Birliği eylemleri 

(Vagon-Lee, Razgrad vb.) dolayısıyla, gençlik örgütlenmesi meselesi günlük 

basında da işlenen bir konu haline gelmiştir. Bursa hadiselerinin hemen 

akabinde Kadro dergisinin Şubat 1933 sayısında çıkan başyazı, gençlik 

meselesini eleştirel bir şekilde ele almaktadır.  Söz konusu periyodun bir diğer 

özelliği “İnkılap Enstitüsü” kurulması hakkındaki görüşlere temel 

oluşturacak görüşlerin dergide ilk defa dile getirildiği dönem olmasıdır. Bu 

önerme esas olarak idari kadroların, partinin eğitiminden geçmesi gerekliliği 

üzerine kurulmuştur. Dikkatimizi çeken önemli bir ayrıntı ise, CHF ile ilgili 

öneri getirmekten sakınan derginin, “parti okulu” gibi bir önermeyi, daha 

sonraki sayılarda yeniden dile getirmediği, on birinci sayıda partinin 

yayıncılık faaliyetlerine değinilmesi istisna edilirse, parti işlerine 

karışmadığıdır. 

Kadro dergisi incelediğimiz ikinci döneminde, yeni bir devlet prensibi ve 

reorganize edilen devlet aygıtları hakkındaki görüşler daha ön planda almıştır. 

Bu görüşleri genel prensipler boyutunda tartıştıkları gibi, doğrudan somut 

öneriler getirmişler ve polemikler yoluyla savunulmasına gayret edilmiştir. 

Son bölüm, Kadro dergisinin politik olarak ittifak içerisinde olduğu Dr. Reşit 

Galip’in aniden görevden alınması ile başlayıp (Temmuz 1933), derginin 

kapatılma kararının Kadro dergisine bildirildiği Kasım 1934 tarihine kadar 

olan dönemi incelemektedir. Bu bölüm Kadro dergisinin en radikal önerilerini 

dile getirdiği dönem olmaktadır. Türkiye özelinde bakacak olursak, dünya 

ekonomisinin kriz evresini atlatmaya başladığı ve savaş sanayinin yükselişe 

geçtiği bu dönemde, Türkiye burjuvazisi de yeniden egemen pozisyonuna 

kavuşmakta ve hegemonya krizini aşmaktadır. Kadro dergisi bu dönemde 

devletleştirme ve tarımda kooperatifleşme gibi radikal önerilerinin dozunu  
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arttırmakta, odak noktasını dünya ekonomisinden Türkiye’deki emekçi 

kesimlere yöneltmekte ve basın içerisinde kendisine karşı açılan polemiklerle 

uğraşmaktadır. Bu bölümün önemi, burjuvazinin yeniden yükseldiği bir 

dönemde, Kadro dergisinin söyleminin de bağlam değiştirmesi sonucu 

mücadelenin yoğunlaşma ve Kadro dergisinin tasfiyesi ile sonuçlanma 

sürecini yazıya dökmesidir.  

Devletçiliğin uzun erimli bir politika olduğu belli olduktan sonra, Kadro 

dergisinde devletin yapısı ve görevleri üzerine yeni bir tartışma açılmıştır. Bu 

tartışmada derginin kullandığı terminoloji “yeni devlet” ve yeni toplum” 

terimlerini içerecek şekilde genişletilmiş ve daha önce liberalizm terimi 

kullanılarak yapılan eleştiriler doğrudan kapitalist kalkınma başlığı altında 

daha sert olarak dile getirilmeye başlamıştır. Kalkınma stratejisinde devletin 

öne geçmesi “topluma hükmetme” ve bunun meşru yolları üzerine de bir 

tartışmaya neden olmuş, ve doğrudan sınıfsal çıkarların yön verdiği bir 

toplumsal formasyonun eleştirisi dergi sayfalarında kendine yer bulmuştur. 

Bu bağlamda denilebilir ki; bu iktidar sorununun ortaya konuluşu, kapitalizm 

ve sınıf meselesinin dışında tartışılmamaktadır. Yani Kadro hareketi üzerine 

olan literatürde geçen “sınıfsızlık” vurgusu, hâlihazırdaki durumu değil, 

varılmak istenilen noktayı işaret etmektedir. 

İncelediğimiz dönemde derginin sayfalarında, doğrudan toplumsal 

mücadeleler alanına referans veren, somut sınıfsal çelişkilere ve muhtemel 

popülist düzeylere eklemlenebilme imkânı taşıyan yeni önermeler ortaya 

çıkmaktadır. Bu önermeleri temel olarak iki ana grupta toplamak 

mümkündür. Birinci grup önermeler, doğrudan doğruya himayecilik 

politikasını ve devletçiliği bu açıdan yorumlama gayretlerini tartışmaya 

açmaktadır. Fakat vurgu noktası git gide devletin sınıfsal durumuna ve 

egemen sınıfların özel çıkarlarının tatmin edilmesinin toplumsal düzlemdeki 

meşruiyetine odaklanmaktadır. Bir adım ileri gidecek olursak, Kadro dergisi 

özel çıkarlar ile genel çıkarlar arasındaki çatışmayı somut bağlamlarını da dile  
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getirerek ve doğrudan işaret ederek yani ticaret burjuvazisini, aracı sınıfları 

ve kartel karlarıyla faaliyetini sürdüren özel işletmeleri -örneğin şeker, 

çimento sanayi ve ilh.- eleştirmektedir. Bu sektörlerin doğrudan tasfiye 

edilmesi önerisi ciddi olarak dile getirilmektedir. Bu önerilerin incelediğimiz 

dönemden daha evvelki sayılarda da bulduğunu bilmekteyiz fakat Ağustos 

1933 - Eylül 1934 döneminde argümanlar niceliksel bir ilerlemeyle 

sertleşmekte ve nitelik olarak da referans noktaları değişmektedir. 

Dergini yorumuna göre ekonomik kaynakların kullanılması ve dağıtılmasında 

devletin güncel olarak aldığı merkezi rolün, kullanım alanları ile de ilgili bir 

karar hakkı tanıması gerekmektedir. Bu da kaynakların dağıtımının prensibini 

ve bu prensibin meşruiyetini Kadrocuların sorgulama alanına çekmektedir. 

Özel sektör eleştirisi, “halkçılık” gibi tam olarak ortaya konulamasa dahi, 

sınıf çıkarlarının meşruiyet zeminini genel refah lehine tanımsız bırakan 

argümanlar bu bağlam içerisinden doğmaktadır. Bu dönemde “halkçılık” 

dergide ilk kez önemli bir yer edindiği, “sosyal adalet” teriminin kullanılmaya 

başlandığı alım gücünün arttırılması, iş yasaları, emek örgütlenmeleri gibi 

konuların kendine yer bulduğu görülmektedir. Yine de Kadro hareketinin 

ideolojik çağrısı, direk olarak kitlelere yönelmemektedir. Bu çağrı devlet 

kademelerine ve bürokratik elitlere yöneliktir ve kitlelere ulaşacak bir 

popülizm formunun tasarlanmasına, inşasına ve uygulanmasına yönelik genel 

prensip ve kurguları kapsamaktadır. 

Yukarıda bahsi geçen bölümleme ve özetin üzerine, Kadro hareketinin genel 

düzeyde değerlendirmesine geçebiliriz. Özetimizin giriş kısmında yer alan 

sorumuza dönecek olursak, Kadro hareketinin ‘aşırı’ olarak 

değerlendirilebilecek, yani, erken cumhuriyetin sınıf konfigürasyonu 

içerisinde devletin konumu ile tam olarak uyumlu sayamayacağımız düşünce 

yapısı ve önerilerinin açıklanması, tez çalışmamızda göstermeye çalıştığımız 

üzere, Kadro dergisinin egemen sınıflar ile olan sorunlu ilişkisinde 

yatmaktadır. 
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Kadroculuğun, sınıf konfigürasyonu içerisindeki yeri, bariz olarak, 

hegemonik pozisyonu yitiren ticaret burjuvazisi ve lümpen burjuvaziye 

karşıdır. Ayrıca devlet kaynaklarının yeniden dağıtımda, ticaret 

burjuvazisinin aleyhine bir model önermektedir. Dolayısıyla, Kadro hareketi 

burada var olan ya da var olacak olan sanayi burjuvazisinin politik 

sözcülüğünü yapar gibi gözükmektedir. 

Buna karşılık, üretim araçlarının devletin elinde toplanması da, sosyalizme 

geçişin nesnel dayanaklarını oluşturuyor gibi gözükmektedir. Bu kertede 

sorumuz hala tüm yakıcılığıyla ortada durmaktadır: Kadro hareketinin politik 

pratiğinde bir sosyalizm ideali içkin midir? Eğer içkin ise bu idealin etkisi 

politik pratik üzerinde objektif olarak nasıl bir iz bırakmıştır?  

Kadro hareketi bir politik pratiktir. Kadro dergisi ise bu politik pratiğin 

ideolojik organıdır. Bunu Ş. Süreyya da Kadro dergisini tanımlarken açıkça 

belirtmektedir: “Kadro bir ideoloji dergisidir.” (Aydemir, 1959: 479). 

Kadroculuk belki bir İttihatçılık değildir, fakat erken cumhuriyet devrinin 

hesaplaşmalarını içinde taşıyan ciddi bir politik-pratiktir. Kadro’ya yöneltilen 

eleştirilerde de bu açıkça görülür; Kadro çağdaşı bazı dergilerde görülen 

çeşitli görüş ve önerilerin yer aldığı bir toplama dergi değil, disiplinli bir 

şekilde ortak bir fikir çevresinde örgütlenmiş, politik iktidara “tehlikeli” bir 

şekilde yaklaşan bir dergidir.  

Öte yandan Kadro hareketi yarı-resmi bir özellik göstermektedir. Hükümet 

otoritesi ve devletin egemenlik alanları ile Kadro hareketinin sistematik 

olarak eklemlenmeye çalışması, kendisini yurt ve dünya ölçeğindeki politik 

gelişmelerin içerisinde bir taraf olarak konumlaması, onu otoriteye mümkün 

mertebe eklemlenmiş hale getirmektedir. Daha da önemlisi bu hareket, 

otoriteyi kullanmayı hakkı olarak görmekte ve buna gayret etmektedir. Bu 

durumu, derginin daha ilk sayılarından itibaren, açtığı polemikler dolayısıyla 

gözlemleyebilmekteyiz. Hatta bu polemiklere gelen cevaplar dolayısıyla, 

devletçiliğin, inkılabın ve inkılap prensiplerinin yegâne bekçisi olup diğer  
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entelektüel grupları yargıladıklarına ve herkese tepeden baktıklarına dair 

ciddi eleştiriler aldıklarını da o günün matbuat tarihinden takip etmemiz 

mümkündür. 

Kadro hareketini bir politik pratik olarak aldığımızda, özgünlüğünü, 

düşüncesinin kaynakları ve hatta önerilerinin gelişme ufku açısından klasik 

bir ideoloji dergisi gibi iktidarın doğrudan sözcülüğünü yapmaktan çok kendi 

özgül hedeflerini de ifade edebilmesinde bulmaktayız. Örneğin Yakup Kadri 

Karaosmanoğlu’nun Ankara romanında, cumhuriyet dönemindeki belirgin 

sınıf iktidarının objektif hedefleri dışında kalan, hatta onlarla çatışan ciddi bir 

Kadrocu ütopya ile karşılaşmaktayız. Bu tespitimizi, national ve uluslararası 

politik ve ekonomik konjonktürün Türkiye’deki sınıf iktidarını daha güçlü bir 

şekilde kurduğu, dünya çapındaki ekonomik krizden çıkış yolunun gözüktüğü 

1933-1934 yılları sonrasında Kadro hareketinin etkinlik alanını büyük ölçüde 

yitirmesi ve sonunda tasfiye edilmesi üzerinden örneklendirmek mümkündür. 

Konunun en ilgi çekici noktalarından birisi Kadro hareketinin, otoriteden pay 

alması, üretimin teknik ve toplumsal örgütlenmesinden dolaşım ve bölüşüm 

ilişkilerinin yeniden yapılandırılmasına, uluslararası mal mübadelesinden, 

devlet kurumlarının reorganizasyonuna, gençliğin örgütlenme ve ideolojik 

formasyon sorunlarına kadar pek çok alanda iddialı tasarılar geliştirmesi, 

hatta toplumsal egemenlik şemasını ve mülkiyet yapısını değiştirecek 

alternatifler sunmasının nasıl mümkün olabildiğidir. Mütareke dönemi 

sosyalist hareketlerini ve aynı geleneklerin 1920’li yılların ortalarına kadar 

olan gelişimini, özellikle TİÇSF ile TKP örneklerini göz önünde 

bulundurduğumuzda, Kadro dergisinin geliştirdiği öneriler ile aynı 

doğrultuda öneriler getirdiklerini görmekteyiz. 

Bu olguda Kadro dergisi yazarlarının kişisel özelliklerinin, yani teknik 

anlamda uzmanlılarının, entelektüel formasyonlarının, eğitimlerinin ve 

kişisel bağlantılarının önemli bir etkisi olmakla beraber, önem arz eden 

durumun daha yapısal düzeyde aranması germektedir. Bir benzerlik kurmak  
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gerekirse, yeni bir formatif birliğin kurulmaya çalışıldığı meşrutiyet devrinde 

ortaya çıkan ve kabul gören sosyalizm düşüncesine, veya mütareke 

döneminde toplumsal formasyonun dağılma ihtimali ortaya çıktığı ölçüde 

etkinlik kazanan sosyalist akımlara benzer bir şekilde, Kadro hareketinin de 

1929 krizinin ve SCF hareketinin sınıf iktidarının örgütlenmesinde açtığı 

gedik ölçüsünce siyasal alanda kendisine yer bulduğunu söyleyebiliriz. Yine 

benzer bir şekilde, meşrutiyet dönemindeki sosyalist hareketlerin, Balkan 

harbinde imparatorluğun demografik yapısının ve dolayısıyla politik yeniden 

üretim sisteminin yahut formatif birliğinin değişmesi dolayısıyla, yeni bir 

burjuva diktatörlüğü modeli eşliğinde tasfiye edildiğini hatırlamalıyız. 

Devam edersek, mütareke döneminin sosyalist akımlarının, Ankara 

hükümetinin 1921 Şubatında toplanması planlanan Londra konferansına 

çağrılması, dünya politik sistemiyle meşru bir eklemlenme olasılığının ortaya 

çıkmasıyla tasfiye edilmeye başlandığı ortadadır. Erken cumhuriyet 

devrindeki komünist faaliyetin ise, legal burjuva iktidarının burjuva 

diktatörlüğüne evrilmesi ertesi büyük darbe aldığını ve 1927 sonrası faaliyet 

alanının oldukça daraldığını daha önce belirtmiştik. Bahsettiğimiz bu üç 

sürece paralel olarak, Kadro hareketi de devletin ve toplumsal formasyonun 

krizinde su yüzüne çıkmış ve kabul görmüş, fakat 1933 sonrası Türkiye’nin 

yeni dünya sistemine eklemlenmesi arifesinde tavsiyeleri gereksiz, aşırı ve 

hatta tehlikeli bulunarak tasfiye edilmiştir. 

İncelememize göre, Kadro dergisini basitçe bir ideoloji dergisi olarak 

vasıflandırmak oldukça sorunlu bir yargıdır. Dergide çıkan yazıların konuları 

ve içerikleri karşılaştırıldığında, doğrudan Kemalist ideoloji konusuna eğilen 

bölümlerin birkaç adedi geçmeyeceği açıkça görülmektedir. Kadro dergisi bu 

yazılardan biraz daha büyük bir bölümünü “Türk inkılabı”nın araştırılmasına 

ayırmıştır. Fakat burada dikkat çeken nokta, ana akım olarak Türk inkılabı ile 

ilgili görülen “Kemalist reformlar”ın derginin sayfalarında neredeyse hiç yer 

bulamadığıdır. Bulsalar dahi sadece isimleri zikredilmekle yetinilmiştir. Yine  
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modernleşme, batılılaşma gibi kavramlar ya yer bulamamakta yahut 

Tanzimat döneminin eleştirisi dahilinde kullanılmaktadır. Buna karşın, kırsal 

üretimin yeniden örgütlenmesi, dünya ekonomik ve siyasal konjonktüründeki 

gelişmelerin çözümlenmesi, sanayi ve reel üretimin diğer dallarına dair somut 

önerilerin getirildiği bölümler hem nicelik hem de nitelikçe derginin en 

ağırlıklı bölümlerini oluşturmaktadır. 

Sonuç olarak Kadro dergisi tez çalışması dahilinde, kendi ekonomik yeniden 

örgütlenme modelinin oluşturmaya çalışan, yine bu bağlamda değinildiği 

üzere Kemalizm’in değil, Kadro dergisi çerçevesinde ifade ettiği kendi 

ekonomik ve politik modelinin ideolojik öncüllerini oluşturmaya çalışan bir 

hareket olarak ele alınmıştır.  Söz konusu ekonomik ve politik model, devlet 

mülkiyetinde bir sanayinin kurulması, tarımsal üretiminin devlet mülkiyeti ve 

devlet örgütçülüğü ile düzenlenmesi, dış ticaret rejiminin devlet eliyle 

düzenlenmesi başlıklarını temel alarak, Ekonomi Bakanlığı ile Ali İktisat 

Meclisi’nin yeniden örgütlendiği, Planlama Dairesi ve yerel yönetimlerin 

yeni prensipler üzerine inşa edildiği genişleyen bir politik üst yapı 

edinmektedir. Bu model gençlik teşkilatları ve ideolojik kurumlar ile 

tamamlanmaktadır.  

Bu hareket, somut amaçlarının gerçekleştirmek için devlet aygıtının 

kullanılmasını, “yeni toplum”u yaratmak amacıyla araçsal olarak merkeze 

almakta ve devlet aygıtının yeni fonksiyonlarını ve meşruiyet esaslarını 

tanımlamaktadır.  Bu durumda ise, 1930’lu yılların politik konjonktürü 

doğrultusunda bir dizi çelişkinin tarafı haline gelecek ve bu şekilde politik 

iktidarın kullanıcıları ile eklemlenme şansı bulabilecektir. Bu sebeple, Kadro 

Hareketinin tarihi bir bakıma da polemikleri ile “devletin önde gelen” 

isimlerine medhalleri ve övgülerinin de tarihidir denilebilir. 
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APPENDIX-2 Tez Fotokopisi İzin Formu  

                                     
 
 

ENSTİTÜ 

 

Fen Bilimleri Enstitüsü  

 

Sosyal Bilimler Enstitüsü    

 

Uygulamalı Matematik Enstitüsü     

 

Enformatik Enstitüsü 

 

Deniz Bilimleri Enstitüsü       

 

YAZARIN 

 

Soyadı : Derin 

Adı     :  Ozan Ekin 

Bölümü : Medya ve Kültürel Çalışmalar 

 

TEZİN ADI (İngilizce) :  KADRO MOVEMENT AND ITS 

POLITICAL PRACTICE IN THE CONTEXT OF EARLY 

REPUBLICAN ERA 

 

 

TEZİN TÜRÜ :   Yüksek Lisans                                        Doktora   

 

 

1. Tezimin tamamından kaynak gösterilmek şartıyla fotokopi alınabilir. 

 

2. Tezimin içindekiler sayfası, özet, indeks sayfalarından ve/veya bir  

bölümünden  kaynak gösterilmek şartıyla fotokopi alınabilir. 

 

3. Tezimden bir  (1)  yıl süreyle fotokopi alınamaz. 

 

 

 

TEZİN KÜTÜPHANEYE TESLİM TARİHİ:  
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