BULTEN
BULLETIN

iINFO-TURK AJANSI EDITION ET DIFFUSION EN BELGIQUE: COODIFF
AGENCE INFO-TUORK 561, CHAUSSEE DE NINOVE - 1080 BRUXELLES
INFO-TURK AGENCY TELEPHONE: (32-2) 523 22 26 et 522 98 12

MONTHLY PERIODICAL
January 1977 - G.9~E.3

Price: 10 FB
Reprints of our articles Annual Subscription
authorised with the mention Belgium: 100 FB
of reference INFO-TURK or ITA Abrcad: 200 FB

1977: A TURNING POINT FOR TURKEY

ANKARA (Info-Tiirk) = The people of Turkey faced with escalation of rightist
terror, rising inflation, lack of economic stability and social security, is new
looking ahead to general elections, scheduled nine months from now, for a strong
democratic government which would be able to solve a growing list of problems
accumulated through three years of government crisis and fascist coalition go-
vernment.

The starting gun for campaining was fired a long time ago, setting off the race
not only between Biilent Ecevit's main opnosition Republican People's Party (CHP)
and Siileyman Demirel's Justice Party (AP), but inside Prime Minister Demirel's
right-wing coalition as well, More and more the outcome of this premature compe-
tition will be to decrease the effectiveness of the Government and lessen its com=
petence to deal with the numerous domestic and foreign policy problems facing
Turkey.

The four parties making up Demirel's coalition ranging from the nec—fascists
to the pro-islamic are deeply split on the main issues and all want to increase
their electcral backing by trying to drag the nower of the Government to areas
where they are most likely to make the most profit,

As pointed out by the Financial Times, the structure of the Government too
is conducive to confusion. The leaders of the three parties which are in partner-
ship with Demirel's pro-private entreprise Justice Party (AP) are all deputy Prime
Ministers with special powers in important fields such as the economy or domestic
security,

Demirel, 2 pragmatist representative of the big bourgeoisie, wants to keep in-
dustrial investments within the limits imposed by international economic and fi-
nancial organisms. Deputy Prime Minister whose pro-islamic Naticnal Salvation
Party (MSP) is the second biggest partner, has unveiled a monumental development
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programme of 383 major industrial projects —the fessibility of which is seriously
contended by the State Plamming Orgenisation= and ie demanding budgetary alloca-
tione for all,

Since many executive orders are carried cut by povernment decrees, which oust
be signed by all cabinet ministers, even minor partners like Turham Feyzioglu of
the anti-commumist Republican Reliance Party (CCP) and Alparslan Tirkeg of the
nec-fascist Nationalist Action Party (MHP) can withold their sipnatures and use
them as bargaining cards with Demirel. Erbakan has used these cards extensively,

Ecevit, whose social democratic Republican People's Party (CHP) 1e the higgest
in the country, is exploiting this "four-headed government" mnd hoping to come
to power alone next October, "The country looks as if it has been raided by bri-
gands," he said recently during a tour of the provinces,

Ecevit, whe had been campaigning for early elections after resigning as Prime
Minister in the wake of the Cyprus War, now wants elections #a time, presumably
hoping to give encugh rope to Pemirel to hang himself. But more recently he has
been courting Erbakan, hoping that he splits from the coalition so that the two
can come to power,

The voting for the budget in March should show whether Demirel or Ecevit will
take the country to the generzl elections as Prime Minister, Erbakan too has been
flirting with Ecevit but it ie mot certain whether he is seriously considering a
split or merely blackmailing Demirel,

Whatever will be the pre-election maneouvres, there are now two big horses in
the field, the Justice Party (AP) and the Republican Pecple’s Party {CHP), with
Mr. Demirel and Mr, Ecevit each determined to come to power alone, Each insists
that the country wants at least four vears of stable politica to gat to grips with
Turkey's economic end social problems. Each of them = Mr. Demirel as of now, Mr.
Ecevit on the last occasion- knows the problem of working in government with the
MSP as a conalition partmer,

Mr, Ecevit is fighting the election campeign almos exclusively on domestic
issuea, since there really is no fundamental difference between the Justice Party
and the Republican People's Party on foreign policy.

The views of the CHP on domestic and foreign issues were already explained in
the latest bullecin of Info-Tiirk Apency (See: Bulletin - December 1976: Tutkish
"Democratic Left" to be affiliated to Socialist Tnternational).

But in crder to be able to apprehend the position of the Republican People's
Barty (CHP) in the Turkish political life, it is necessary to look over its hie-
torical background. It is very important alsc for the fact that all pelitical
parties, except the socialist formations, stem from this aldes political party
or Turkey.

CHP: The OldegtPolitical Formation of Turkey

The Republican Paople's Party {CHP), oldest political formation of Turkey was
founded in early 1923 as the People's Party (HF) under the leadership of Mustafa
Eemal Atatiirk after the merger of two national resistance orgaiisations of the
National Liberation War. It became the Republican Peaple's Party {CHP) in the
wake of the proclamation of the Republic of Turkey.

Although all the toiling classes and strxata of the populstion of Turkey had
participated and fought in the National Liberation War againet the imperialistic
forces, only the alliance of the big landowners and newly emergipg urban bhour-
geolsie took the control of this political fermationm in thelr hands and exercised
a monc~party dictatorghip until the end of the Second World War,

The Commmist Party of Turkey had already been outlawed even before the vic-
tory of the liberation war end ite fifteen eminent leaders were nesassinated on
January 28-29, 1921,

Without being amnoyed by any kimd of politicel opposition, the CHP launched
an economic, social and politieal program Tepresenting the interests of the coa-
lition of the ruling classes and reflecting the fascigt principle of “the state
which compromises the interests of all the classes™, The CHP went even beyond this
principle and claimed that “the people of Turkey was not other than a mass which
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did not recognize any class or any privilege.” Behind this fagade, the toiling
masses of Turkey who did not have right to liberty and security, freedom of
thought, consclence, expression, association and trade-union and right to
strike were exploited to the utmost,

Authoritarian, tutellary, favoring state intervention in economy, the CHP
was, ahove all, the architect of the process of crearing a local bourgeoisie,
Furthermore, it lived in symbiogia with the Armed Forces and the Stsate bureau—
cracy. Mugtafa Xemal Atatiirk, President of the Republic, Chairman of the Re-
publican People's Party and Commander—in-chief of the Turkish Armed Forcea, was
alac titled "Eternal Filbrer of the Nation'. Follewing his death im 1938, another
army general, Tgmet Indnil assumed the same posts and he was also titied "Natiomal
Fihrer",

The Etatist econcmic policy implemented by the CHP, perticularly in the
aftermath of the 1929 World economic crisis, although succesful in certain ways,
contributed rather to the proaperity of private entreprepeurs than the Anatolian
peagantg still living in misery. Most of the Kemalist reforms remained in urban
level, The mono=-party rule hrought the Latin alphabet and western-style attires
to the poor peasants who felt more need for jobs and land to cultivate,

The westerm—style superficial reforme provocated also certain reaction
from the side of the conservative wing of the landowners and the commercial
bourgeoisie, abowve all, of the clericals. Representing this teaction rte Prog-
resgive Republican Party (CTF) was formed in 1924 by the comservative elements
of the bourgeoisie challenged the CHP for a short period.

Following the banning of the CIF in 1923 on grounds that it encouraged anti-
republican activieies, the CHP continued to exist as the sole party in Turkey
until August 12, 1930, when the Yiberal Party (5F) was formed. This party toc
wes cloged after having survived few months. And the mono—party regime continued
until 1945 from 1930 on.

The CHP implemented its policy of "six arrows" depicted on the party emblem,
rapreseﬁting "republicanism, nationalism, populism, secularism, reformiam and
etatism”,

Transition tc the American Way of Democracy

At the end of the World War 1I, despite the fact that Turkey did not par—
ticipate among the fighting nations, the Turkish cconomy was in extremely poor
conditions and the reaction of the working masses reached te its utmost.

On the other hand, the commercial and induatrial bourgecisie, which had
benefited by the possibilities of black-market dmring the periocd of World War,
were alsc looking for liberalizatiom of economic policy and for collaboration
with foreign capital.

These new reactions and agpirations were to be represented by a new poli=-
tical formation other than the CHP which had already lost 211 prestige before
the masses, Furthermore, the CHP itself aleo needed foreign assistance to over-
come financial and economic difficulties and the USA was imposing american way
2f dePncracy and US military and economic contrcl in return of well-kmowm
"aids",

The main condition of the american way of democracy was the cteation of an
alternative party which also would represent the interests of the ruling circles.

This new political formation, the Democrat Party (DP) was founded in January
1945 by “four dissidents™ of the CHP, Althoupgh in the atmosphere of libera-
lization two socialist parties were also founded along with the DP, they were
immediately cloged down by the martial law authorities and so two-party aystem
was put into practice,

Turkey's first direct elections were held in 1946, though not devoid of
electorel irregularities in favor of the Tuling party.
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_The ensuing elections in 1950 were disastrous for the CHP. The new party
was backed by rural notables, the urban entreprensurs craving for a liberal
economy, and also by masses menipulated by religious circles, In the 1954 elec—
tions, the CHP could win only 31 seats while the DP won 304, In 1957, the DP
declined, but still held 427 chaira. This somewhat due to the existing elactoral
majerity system, in favor of larger peTty.

The May 1960 Coup enabled the CHP to recover some of its influence, However
In¥oii's party could not get the shsolute majority in the 1961 electicna and
was obliged to exercise a coalition government.

Following several breakdowma in coalition governmenta, on the eve of 1985
elections, certain CHP leaders helieved the organization should renew its line
of policy and adopt & position more suitsble to the social and economic coo—
ditions of rapidly developing Turkey. Observing the steady strengthening of
the newly formed Workers' Party of Turkey (TIP), Biilent Ecevit then launched
the "opening to the left of the centet" policy encouraged by Indnmil.

However, challenged by the Justice Party (AP} on its right amnd the TIP on
its left, the CRP failed again in 1965 elections. Thereupon, certain right-
wing members of the CHP against Ecevit's policies abandoned the orgamization
deapite the statements by Ecevit saying "the left of the center is a wall
against the compunism and this pelicy is supported even by the USA represen—
tatives,” The dissidents formed this time the Confidence Party (GP).

In the 1969 zlections, CHP's electoral motco “land belongs to those whe
work on it" did not really pay off. The AP was again victorious, deapite the
searing popularity of Biilent Ecevit, new Secretary General of the CHP,

Then came the military intervention of March 12, 1971, Disapproving the
nomination of Nihat Erim, who was one of the pelitical opponents of Ecevit
in the CHP, as the Prime Minister of the military-backed government and the
attitude of Chairman Indné in faver of this povernment, Ecevit resigned from his
TATrLy post,

In May 1972 Convention, he defeated Kemal Satir, the righ-wing's candidate
for Secretary-General, Considering this result as a blow to his authority, Inbnil
resigned from the presidency of the party and Billent Ecevit, by the decision of
an extra—ordinary congress replaced him,

Following Indnii's resignation from the post, the losers formed thia time
another politieal party, the Republican Party (CP}.

The 1973 elections congituted a succes for the CHP, Under the sccial-democ—
ratic label, the party obtained 33,32 of the suffrages., Although it failed to
achieve absolute parliamentary majority, the CHP formed a coalition government
with the National Salvation Party (MSP). But aftermath of the military operation
in Cyprus, which increased the CHP's popularity, Ecevit and Prof, Erbakan,

MSP Chairman, could not get along so well, Urging for early elections, Ecevit
resigned from premiership on September 1974,

The 23rd Grand Convention of the party held 27-30th November 1%76 reelected
Ecevit Chalrman of the CHF,

Further information on the formations, opinions, programs, leaders and
actual poeitions of the other political parties of Turkey will be exposed by
Info-Tilrk Agency in the coming bulleting, (IP=EP-DG-20/1}

HOMMAGE TO KAZIM HIKMET TN BELGIUM

BRUSSELS {Info~Tirk) - Onm the occasion of the 75th apniversary of his birth,
a soirée of hommage te Nazim Hikmet, grand poet of the people of Turkey, was
organized by the Cultural Center of the Workers of Turkey and Committee of
the Workers of Turkey Affiliated to FGIB/ABVV rm January 20, 1977, TUnder the
patronage of the FGTE Brussels—Hal-Vilvorde, this soirée was held with the
participation of the Belgian Socialiat Farty, the Belgian Communiat Party and
other Belgisn and Immiprant democtratic organizatiocns and persopaliries.

(T1rp+-DG-20/1)
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BAN ON BOOKS IN TURKEY

ANKARA (Info-Tilrk) -~ During the period of martisl law {1971-1973) the world
press had accustomed to give some bibliopraphical news from Turkey &s follows:

The Daily Telegrsph, January 29, 1973:

"Some 137 leftiast publicatioms are to be burnt in Turkey by order of martial
law prosecutor. They include the works of the iate Nazim Rikmet, 8 communiat
who is considered to be the fluest contemporary poet Turkey produced.”

The Times, February 21, 1973:

"Eleven book publishers have gome on trial befare an Istanbul martial law
tribunal on charges publishing, possessing and selling books in violation of an
order of the Istanbul martial lsw commend. The books in question include Twrkish
translations of Steinbeck's the Grapes of Wrath, Hemingway's For Whom the Bells
Tolls, and Jean Paul Sartre's The Ape of Reason.”

Althouph this period seems to end after the general elections of 1973, the
rightist "Rationalist Front" Government does not hesistate to practice pimilar
methods against all publications considercd "lefcist",

The official nemorandum of the Miniatry of Bduearion, mmbered 379-23642,
ordered the dropping off of certain books from the primary and secondary school
libraries,

The ban encompasses several Turkish writers and world ¢laasice, reaching
even Charles Dickens) It covers some works of the now-decessed Nazim Hikmet,
Sabahattin Ali, Cevat Fehmi Bagkut, Orhan Eemsi and Kemal Tabir, whe have now
become Turkish classical writers, The ban incliuvdes some novels of Yashar Kemal,
Turkey's top legend writer, and of Aziz Nesin, Turkey's top humrrist who has
been awarded world prized. Othere are Rifat Ilgaz, Kemai Bilbagar, Fakir Bay-
kuret, Oktay Akbal, Mahmut Makal, Dursun Akeam and the like,

Gogol, Doatonyevski, Sartre, Camug and Dickens are amonp the foreign men of
letters, found unsuitable for children's libraries of Turkey.

On this decision, the Turkish Writers' Uniom (TYS) characterized the Miniater
of Education as an "enemy of culture",

Prof, Tiirkkaya Ataliv of Ankars University criticizes the decision as follows:

"The bane, verily, run aganist the Constitution, Article 20 of the Conatitu-
tion declares that everyone enjoys freedom of thought and opinion and may express,
in word or in print, singly or in uniscor with others such sthoughts and opinions
in any conceivable way. Article 21 gives everyome the right to learn and teach
gcience and art and conduct all kipds of research to this effect. And Article
11 makes the categorical statement that even law cannot interfare with the
right or the essence of freedom, even for reasons of public good, morals and
national gecurity,

“Hence, such governmental acts gre un~constitutionsl, Everyope knowe that the
Congtitution hinds us all and supercedas all laws, deerees, decigiona, memoranda
and orders. Moreover, the order to seize the works of writers, 'whose views are
koown' (as stated in the governmental memorandum) is againet our Penal Code.
Such wording is illegal. If the ecourts (snd only the courts) find a certain pub~-
lication tresspassing law, proceedings may be brought only against the said
publication, it cannot be generalized and applied to all works of the same
guther. Such an order in itself is against our Penal Code, We should remind
here that there is no court decision against any one of tbe publications on the
Minister's list.

"practically epeaking, such bans are devoid of any use, They ocnly help to
make their authors the leughing=stock of the world, Who cen possibly ban Dickens
and get away with it?

"The han on publications ia part of aetiwvities by e govermment of the trade
and induatrial bourgeoisie in allignce with feudsl land-owmere. The proposed
Traison d'Etre’ for the ban has been the need to return to 'mational culture'.
The quesation is whether the gocial forces behind such a govermuent can ob—
jectively judge what is national culture, J



A
Info=rirk Agency - G.9=B.3=p.&

"The frepoch middle class was, of course, succesefnl in contributing to the
evolution of the French culture, But the same French bourgeoisie had led a
revolution, changing the society fundameatally =snd carrying it over to new
heighte, Many tend to believe that the bourgecisie of countrias like Turkey
is incapable of delivering the under-developed socleties to industrialization
and that it is bound to be a broker tupe of a middle class serving intermational
monopolistic capital, hence "un-national' itself, Indeed, some of the govern-
ment-gponsored publications very much lack what may be called 'national’, Simi-
larly, some of the TV filwm series have eamily crested the suspiclon that they
came right frowm CIA files,

"For the middle clage, capitelism ought to be the last stage of development.,
But capitalism tooc has its own contradictioms, which lead to the creation of
new problems centering around the existence of the working rlass, without which
the capitalist order cannot function., This contradiction is inherent in the
society itself, and it ig going to be reflected in the Arts and literature as
well ag ip politice. It is impossible to errest this dewveleopmwent, And also un—
desirable!l It is these '"facts of life' that make our writers, playwrights,
artists and ecartoonists help creste a truly national culture..." (DN-DG-11/1)

SHORTENING IN FOREIGN EXCRANGE INPUTS
OF TURKISE LABOTR EMPLOYED ABROAD

ANKARA (Info—-Ti{irk} — The foreign exchange earnings of Turkish labour employed
abroad, which have helpad obtaining a balanced foreign payments situation and
have made it possible te have the oxchange reserves of Turkey up to 2 billion
dollars in the past years, have been lessening in the last two years.

This subject shortening has continued in the first six months of 1976, As a
result of guch declimation, the walue of the net exchange teserves of Turkey
has fallen down below zern,

As seen on the following data which was published in the Annual 1976 Report
of DECD, Turkey canpot no losger count upon emigration as 2 decisive factor
in alleviating a more and more serivus employment problem:

POFULATION, EMPLOYMENT, MIGRATION (in thousands)
1967 1972 1673 1974 197 1977 {plan)

Population {mid-year) 32750 370G 37800 38900 40000 42600
Population of Working ape
{15 years and over} 14173 15085 15374 15790 16200 16080
Employment : 12733 13510 13810 14030 14000 14930
- Agriculture 9073 8760 A¥RD  B700 BVOD 8600
= Hop=ggriculture 3660 4750 5050 5330 5300 6330
of which industry 1545 1940 2095 2210 2170 2784
Unemployment 1440 1375 1564 1760 2200 1800
- Agriculture 910 850 8B40 300 BOD 700
~ Non-agriculture 530 725 724 360 1400 1100
Worker Emigration 5 67 136 20 [ 50
Total Workers abroad 200 750 B850 830 750 {11000

WORKERS' REMITTANCES {In millicns US dollars)
1965 1970 1972 1973 1974 1975

Exports bbb 588 855 1317 1532 1401
Imports 512 948 1563 2086 37177 4738
Trade Balance - 108 = 360 - §78 - 769 - 2245 = 3337

Services and Tranafers(net) 10 180 &40 1255 1516 143%

of which
Workers' Remittances 76 273 740 1183 1426 1312
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Deppite these facts, the Turkish Government atill trias to depend on the
workers' remittances, Prime Minister Demirel, at the Grand Workers' Convention
on November 12, 1976, said the Turkish workers were ready to go anywhere
rather than sit unemployed where they were. He reported out of 2,5 million
unemployed, two million applied to work abroad. "This can be prevented only
through development" he went on, "until then, we must work at wherever work is,
If we did not have a trade deficit of three billion, the remittances of all
workers we have received so far would have been invested in production.”

On the shorteming in foreign exchange inputs of Turkish labour employed
abroad, Labour Minister Sevket Kazan has recently vigited Germany, Holland and
Belgium and igtead of seeking sclutioms for the problems of the Turkish workers,
tried to convince them to incresse their remittances, This attitude of Kazan
provoked the vehement reactions of the Twrkish workers snd they protested
against these efforts secking more exploitation of Turkish workers abread.
(GM~TB-DG-DP=12/1)

THE SOCIALIST CPPOSTITION CRITICIZES THE FDREIGH POLICY OF TURKEY

ANKARA (Info-Tiirk) = Mrs. Behice Boran, President of the Workers' Party of
Turkey (TIP) analysed and criticized the foreign policy of Turkey in her allo—
cution given at the meeting of the delegates of the departmental federations
of the party held on November 9-10, 1976 in Ankera, The most important parts
of the allocution are as follows:

"In last year's meeting of the delegates of the departmental federations®
1 had expounded the existence of a fundamental contradiction in Turkey's fereign
policy. I had said that it was necessary for Turkey, becsuse of her aocial
structures being less—develdped or developing and becavse of her having a
national liberation wer 55 years ago to be on the side of the Third World count—
ries which fcllow an anti-imperialist and progresaive line of development leading
to socialism. This was not however to be. The Puxkish bourgecisie, keeping
to its rule by making a political decision, chose to integrate with isperialism,
eapecially western EBuropean after 1963, and to be dependent on it. This caused
a fundamental conflict in the foreign policy of Turkey. Now the conflict between
the foreign policy required by the social structure and the one followed by the
ruling clasa is coming wore to iight.

"Today Turkey is, to say the least, in disagreement, oven in dispute to some
extent, with prominent members of the imperialist camp to which she belongs.
She is in discord with the USA, EBC and with {reece, an ally in NATO aud a closge
neighbour. The biiateral agreement with the D5A is not still ratified in the
Congreas. It is not definite that follewing the presidential elections it will
be ratified, In spite of the propaganda that the bilateral agreement protects
the soverelgnty of Turkey and that the bases belong to the Turkish Armed Forces,
it still grants the Americans the sovereignty of some areas in Turkey. That is,
again, it recognizes 'extra territoriel’ rights to Americans. The control and
administrative tights of Turkey and the Armed Forces are rather superficial, The
whole benefit obtained is 100 millions dellars rental momey for the bases,
vhich is nothing with regsrd to the large financial needs of Turkey; but the
important thing ig that even an inch of onr goil cannot be rented, whatever
the offer is, and that Turkey camnot give up her rights of sovereipnty on that
pieece of soil, This is the main point. To compromise on these rights, further—
more, ie a criminal zct according to ocur Pensl Code. We are against this bila-
teral agreement, againat all this type of bilateral agreements. We are for the

®) Behice Boran, Turkey and the World of Today, Info-Tilrk Agenecy, Brusacls, March 76
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liquidation of the bilateral agreements, NATO and US bases, and for the withdrawal
from CENTO, NATC, EEC and the Energy iAgency. The interests of the country defi-
nirely renuire this policy.

"Relaticns with tha EEC have reached a "turninp point" as admitted by inte-
reated parties., There is disagreement at the very least with the EEC on agri-
cultural concessions, on the Associate Membership Protocecl, which conflicts with
our industrialization, on the recognition of the free movement of ocur workers,
and the like; today 2 section of bourgeois ideologists, profeasors of economica
and even recently the Minister of Foreign Affairs have finally noticed and
begin to say that the Protocol with the EEC is in conflict with our industria-
lization. Furthermore some of the industrialiste and academice go as far as to
say that to become a full member is incomceivable, that the existing protocol
must be wholly rejected and new agreements with the EEC must be made. Caplayan-
gil tells us that the Protocol ls in conflict with our indusctrialization, for
the conditions have changed pince 1963 when the Ankara Aprecment was signed.
However this is not the real cauge of disagreement. The day after the agreement
wag signed the them Workers' Party of Turkey opposed it. The TIP opposed it
on that day, putting forward the same reascns as now, that this agreement will
make Turkey more dependent, prevent the development of natiomal industry and
destroy our industrialization, After that for four years parliamentary members
of TIP parcicipated in the EEC-Turkey Common Parlismentary Commigeion and
repeated the same views continuously. This was knowm since then. However the
bourgeoisie and ite power wmade a political, not an economic decision.

"4 section of the bourgeoiaie, particularly industrisliasta, though strongly
opposing the EEC and the Protocol, have no intention of breaking the relations
with the EEC apd annuling the agreement. What they want is to integrate with
the BEC on a different level, which is alsc desired by EEC officisls. At least
for a year EEC officials, opernly and without leaving any doubt, have been aaying
the following: 'give up the questions of agricultural concesasions, of a liberal-
ization list, of cariff reducticms. Even if we meet all your demands, there will
not be mueh change in your situation. Your exports mey increase = bit, but
nothing else; gince your ecomomy ~they say explicitly- is backward, the syructure
of your industry is backward, it must be saved from backwardnesa, To do this lot
ug come to Turkey and invest freely and ecasily as we do at home.' They say this
is the only way out.

"In fact the bourgecisie and the big industrinlists who atrongly criticize
EEC, Protocol and the existing relationms, do not have a different attitude. They
openly want foreipn capital. In the study prepared by the Development Trust,
ong of the organizationme of the big capitalists, foreign capital is invited to
three areas; the first is the infrastructural investment, that is, foreign
capitel can build airports, ports, dams, bridges, etc, siace these are costly
for cur private sector. The second area is tourism. Since tourism is not just
a matter of money, it yequires a apecial knowledge of running hotels and Tes~
tacrants, of the needs of tourists, Thirdly, our industrialist bourgeoisie
wants foreign capital for the investments which will tranafer advanced techno-
logy. The trapefer of advanced technology, that is, when foreign capital owms
Industrial establishments with the newest techmology, it will have the biggest
and the most modern establishments which will be able to dominate the manufactu-
ring industry, even the whole economy.

"Thue the national economy will be under the influence, if not dominstion
of foreign capitsl. However the bourgeoisie of Turkey is different to that of
aome other eountriea, The difference is that it doea not want foreign capital
In the same way as colonies, as Brasil and South Korea; it is insufficient for
the bourgeoisie of Turkey just to let foreign capital build ap idependent es-
tablishement, bring techmology, produce and export, The hourgecisgie of Turkey
wants foreign capital put into those emtreprises of which it will become a
partaer, It demands this, and from this the disagreement arises. In this part—
nership it comments to leave some arsas mainly to foreign capital, and to share

o
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some others only for itseif. Out bourgecisie does not want just foreipgn capital
but it desires to become partners, and because it capnot industrialize the country
alone, it wants to reslize this in collaboration with foreign capital,

"Now, we, as Workera' Party of Turkey (TIP}, support the bourgecisi's
criticigm of, cbjections to and demands from the EEC for alteration of the Pro-
tocol in favour of Turkey, for its annulation and for a new agrcement. We have
always given support to a1l demands from the EEC in favour of Turkey. Fver before
the bourgeoisie became aware of the things, we defended the interests of the
indugtry of Turkey. However, while we support the demands of bourpecisie from
the EEC, we always keep in mind that bourgeolsie is not really againat the EEC
ané foreipgn capital, imperialist demination and expleitation of the country.

"We never forget this., The bourgecisie, sppearing to defend the domeatic in-
duatry eagerly zpainst the EEC, 1s neither 2 'mational’ nor a2 'liberal bourgeoi-
asie open to the left', though 2 section of it has recently shown an inclipation
towards Republican Feople's Party (CHPF), for the term "netional bourgeoisie’
ia a2 geientific one, it does not mean z bourgecisie with 'natiomalistic
feelings',

"ational bnurgenisie is industrialist bourgecisie and wants to keep the do~ L
meatic market upder its monopoly: it does mot want foreign capital penetratxnn
hence it stands against foreign capital aad imperialism,

"In Turkey bourgeoisie in this sense does not exist.” (GB—HK—SII}
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