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For many years, Ismail Besik¢i was the only non-Kurdish person in Turkey to speak out loud
and clearly in defense of the rights of the Kurds. No othiger in Turkish history has had to
face such an endless series of trials and prison sestéar almost every public utterance as
Besikei has. The odyssey of Besikei's encounters with Turkey's legal system shows, more
eloquently than any abstract political or legal analysiddcehat is wrong with the system,
and it demonstrates effectively how the officially proclainieiman rights and democratic
values become null and void where the Kurdish questionolved. Continuing to write and
speak in spite of all attempts to sileriém, Besik¢i has become a powerful and important
symbol for the Kurds and for the human rights movement déeju In the eyes of many
Kurds he has acquired almost super-human qualitighieasnly Turk who has never left
them alone and who has, at great risk to himself, alstyed up for them and single-
handedly challenged an oppressive and brutal state.

Besikei's role as a symbol of Turkey's oppression of the Kurds and of the general decline of
human rights has tended to draw attention away from the tookdms writings —
especially from his earlier and most scholarly w@ikce the 1980s, Besikgi's writings have
become increasingly polemical and less scholarly, lif because his imprisonment has
prevented him from doing serious new research. Some afidre recent public statements
— quoted enthusiastically by radical Kurdish nationalists) consideredhem as support for
their own political views— have been so polemical that western colleagues maljubang

to identify too directly with him. The polemical tone and bitess of some of his recent
work is also one reason why very few Turkish intellestiialve come out in his defense
quite unlike the wide support given to the famous novelist Yasar Kemal when he was put on
trial for a critical article published ier Spiegel (But even before Besik¢i became
polemical, his colleagues failed to defend him bec#ume it was simply the fact that he
mentioned the Kurds that frightened them.)

1 An earlier version of this paper was presented at tiéecence"Kemalismus als Herrschafts- und
Staatsideologie", Kampagne "Freiheit fir Ismail BesikBgrlin, Humboldt-Universitéat, 24-25 Oktober
1997.
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Besikei's bitterness and apparent radicalism have their reasons, which are not difficult to
discern. They reflect the increasing bitterness ageraof Turkey's Kurds, their growing
despair of the possibility of gradual reform and the vpickssd conviction that only violent
action can lead to the attainment of some rights. One doeaveotchagree with every word
that Besik¢i says in order to defend his right to say it. But Besikei's present struggle with the
legal system and his present radical positions riskeptieg us seeing his real greatness and
his place in the intellectual history of Turkey and Kurdistan. Besik¢i embodies Turkey's
encounter with the Kurdish question. His intellectual agrekent is not only a radical
variant of the path by which some other Turkish intellestgeddually freed themselves of
the Kemalist mind-set, but it also shows striking parallgts the development of the
Kurdish movement in Turkey since the 1960s.

Besikci discovers the Kurds

Besik¢i, as has often been observed, is not a Kurd himself. He was born in the central
Anatolian town ofiskilip (in the province of Corum) in 1939 and attendetbadary school
in the provincial capitdl. Corum is an ethnically mixed region. Sunni Turks cartstithe
majority here, but there are dozens of Turkish and Kurdisvi as well as Circassian
(Cerkes) villaged.In such mixed regions there was always a matter-bisfaareness of
ethnic difference, even though the official view that ywee in Turkey is a Turk was not
challenged. While considering himself as akT Besik¢i must in his youth have realized that
some of his neighbours were more Turkish than others.

Z It is interesting to note that another person boriskitip, around the same time as Besikgi, also became a
prominent author on the Kurds, though of a very different persuasion than Besik¢i. M. Abdulhaltk Cay is the
most serious among the right-wing, pan-Turk ideologistsilieg and writing on the Kurds. In the early
1980s, when leftist academics were purged from the urigsrdie was made a lecturer and later a professor
at Hacettepe University in Ankara. He has long been atmaith Turkey's extremist Nationalist Action
Party (MHP), of which he presently is a board member. &tis known book i§trk Ergenekon bayram
Nevr(z (Newroz, the Turkish festival of Ergenek@mkara: Tirk Kiiltiiriinii Arastirma Enstitlisti, 1988;
numerous reprints), in which he attempts to prove that the trapiing festival of Newroz, which the Kurds
claim as their national holiday, is really an ancient Turkedbbration associated with the Grey Wolf legend.
A later work,Her yonlyle Kirt dosyagThe Kurdish file, with all its aspectistanbul: Turan Kiltir Vakf
1994), is a study of the Kurdish threat to Turkey andngiie to deflate that threat by denying that the Kurds
are a people. His most interesting book isidystvith Yasar Kalafat, of the Kurdish participation in Turkey's
War of Independenc®ogu ve Giineydau Anadolu'da Kuvay-Milllye hareketleri(The National Resistance
movements in East and Southeast Angtdligara: Tirk Kiiltiiriinii Aragtirma Enstittisa, 990).

% Long but incomplete lists of Turkish Alevi, Kurdish Aland Circassian villages in Corum province are
given in: Peter A. Andrewsthnic groups in the Republic of Turk@yiesbaden: Reichert, 1989), pp. 253-4,
3423 and 3968.
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Besik¢i went on to study at the Faculty of Political Sciences of Ankara University, the
institute that has produced many of Turkey's highest lcnasuand a considerable
proportion of the country's political elte. He graduated i62]1%he other students of his
generation must have reached the zeniths of their canabeslate 1980s and early 1990s,
the years when Besik¢i was moving in and out of jail. After fulfiling his military service he
became an assistant professor at Atatlrk University imlire(1964). Here he prepared his
first serious anthropological study, an investigation of orteeolast nomadic Kurdish tribes,
the Alikan, which he submitted in 1967 to the AnkarauFgof Political Sciences.

Besikei's first interest in the Kurds was aroused when as a student he did a spell of job
training in the field, working in the eastern districts of Elazig province. He was much
impressed by his observation that the district governors cotldommunicate directly with
the villagers but needed interpreters. The experiencgitoéssing two different cultures
facing one another in Eastern Turkey was hard to recomitiielessons in the university,
where the orthodox doctrine of Turkey's indivisible unitys\geeached and the existence of
the Kurds as a distinct people and of Kurdish as a didinguage were systematically
denied. "It was said that the Kurds were Turks by oagid their language derived from
Turkish, that Kurdish was a Turkish diale®ut in Elazig 1 was confronted, in various
districts, with different social and cultural realitiediffierent language, a different culture...
[I saw that] realities on the ground and what was clainyethe universities and the press
were at variance with one another. This planted in meabd of fundamental doubts that
were later to come to flourish®."

His second encounter with the Kurds was during his nyitarvice, when he served in Bitlis
and Hakkari. Here he must first have seen nomads;liken Aribe, about whom he was to
write his doctoral thesis, passing through Bitlis on thegrations from winter to summer
pastures and back. In Hakkari too he must have seen sanddsemi-nomads (as did
Muzaffer Erdost, the only other Turkish intellectual senas a soldier in Kurdistan who
wrote analytically on his observatiorisMore important perhaps is that as a soldier in
Hakkari, which borders on Irag, he must have becomeeasidhe Kurdish guerrilla fought
under the leadership of Mulla Mustafa Barzani agdirsl's central government. In the
course of the 1960s, this movement was going to have a igneatt on the ethnic
awareness of Turkey's Kurds. Hakkari was the regishdnd most intensely affected. An

* Besiki relates this explanation of how be became interested Kuittésh question in the new preface to
the 1992 reprint of his thesis: Ismail Besik¢i, Dogu'da degisim ve yapisal sorunlar (gogebe Alikan asireti)
(Problems of structure and change in the East: thmadic Alikan tribe Ankara: Yurt KitapYayn, 1992),

p. 23.

® M. Erdost published his attempts at a Marxist anatysi€urdish tribal society in the left journakn

and Turk Soluin 1966 and 1968. Two decades later they were reprintacbask: Muzaffeilhan Erdost,
Semdinli réportaj (Ankara: Onur Yawlan, 1987).
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awareness of this movement is already apparent in anwaheperfectly standard
questionnaire delivered by Besik¢i in the course of his doctoral research. In his second, more
explicitly political book it is acknowledged as an importantor.

The subject Besik¢i chose for his doctoral thesis, the social structure of a Kurdish nomadic
tribe and the changes affecting it, may have been uenbomal, but he approached the
subject with the methodology and within the intellectual fsaan& then current among
Turkey's progressive social scientists. The teachershatianost influenced hiniprahim
Yasa and Mubeccehtéy, were sociologists of a strong social commitment, witlofapnd
interest in social and economic development and the rootsegdality, and they had
published landmark monographs on villages and smatigbheir work breathed a spirit of
confidence that social scientists could contribute to the cotistrad a better society and a
conviction that they should devote their skills to the good ofebelp.

The intellectual climate of the 1960s in Turkey

Turkey in the 1960s was a country that had to come to tetmsapid social and economic
change. After more than two decades of state-controlled ecorm@welopment and
moderate industrialization, the Democratic Party governm@a(60) had given a strong
boost to the private sector, favouring especially the meetiamzof agriculture. The rapid
economic growth that took place resulted in economic polarizatidin Turkey and
massive migration from the countryside to the cities. Bedauegpended much on foreign
loans, it also caused rapidly increasing foreign deldtish in turn led to high inflation and a
decline of living standards for an important part of the fadpn. A military coup by radical
young officers in 1960 temporarily interrupted this firslage of untrammeled capitalist
growth and polarization.

Two major reforms that the military undertook in order to safifjthe Kemalist heritage
were to have a great impact on developments of the folloveiogde:. One of these was a
new constitution, drawn up by a committee of Kemalist lsghblars. This document
guaranteed unprecedented civil liberties and that wdlptothe emergence of radical trade
unions and a socialist political party. The other major mefaras a return to economic
planning, with the establishment of the State Planning rizag&on in 1960 that was to
prepare the new Five Year Development Plans, the firghioh was initiated in 1963. When
in 1965 the Democratic Party, renamed Justice Partyneettio power, the authority of the
State Planning Organization over economic policy was redbog it remained an influential

® ibrahim YasaHasanoglan kéyii (Ankara, 1955)jbrahim YasaSindel kdyi(Ankara, 1960); Miibeccel
Kiray, Eregli: agir sanayiden dnce bir sahil kasabd&regli: a coastal town before the arrival of heavy
industry, Ankara, 1964).
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institution, highly respected in Kemalist and more lettles. It showed from the beginning a
great concern with the economic disparitiesespecially regional inequalities- that critics
associated with the type of development fostered by the Deindeeaity. The causes of
inequality and the search for remedies became a mejpcqupation of Turkish intellectuals
in the 1960<.1n the course of the decade, many of them came to adopisiamone form
or another as a framework for explanation.

As a prelude to future regional development projects, timestii of Village Affairs had a
detailed survey made of the socio-economic conditions eflladies in the country. This
survey, the Village Inventory Studies, not only gave indgiom on landholding and the
degree of mechanization of agriculture in each villagealso, though less systematically, on
its ethnic compositioh.The results of the survey were not made public, for ubest of
ethnicity was too politically sensitive, but scholars nevéasisehad access to them and thus
the survey had an indirect impact on public debate.

The first lezal socialist party since the 1920s, the Workers' Party of Turkey (TiP), made a
remarkably successful showing in the 1965 electionsnimg seats not only from the
industrial centres but also, surprisingly, from some Kurdish districts. The TIP, and in its wake

the left student movement, discovered the Kurdish questioasat,was then called, the
"question of the East." The terms "Kurd" and "Kurdistaréravtaboo then, and even
Kurdish nationalists refrained from using them in puliiogu, "the East,” was a neutral
term that was used to evade explicit reference to the kamai&urdish "separatism.The
Kurds were referred to aSogulu, "Easterners,” a term that conveniently also included
Turks, Arabs and Syrian Christians living in the oegi

The TIP and other left movements saw the Kurdish question primarily in terms of regional
underdevelopment due to oppression and exploitation. Thegmieed that the government

" A typical, and influential, example of empirical reskaon inequality is the study of Mibeccary
(one of Besikgi's teachers) on the processes of economic polarization due to the mechanization of agriculture
in villages in the Adana region: see Jan Hinderink and MikBctaray, Social stratification as an obstacle
to development: a study of four Turkish villagdsw York: Praeger, 1970) and Mibeccel Bal, "Social
change in Cukurova: a comparison of four villages", inefPBenedict et al. (ed.Jurkey: geographic and
social perspectived eiden: Brill, 1974), pp. 17203.

8 This latter aspect of the Village Inventory Studiesviuated for eastern Turkey by L. Nestmann, "Die
ethnische Differenzierung der Bevolkerung der Osttiirkei in ihoeralen Bezlgen: Auswertung der "Kdy
Envanter Etldleri" des Ministeriums fir Dorfangelegenheiten"Peter A. Andrewsthnic groups in the
Republic of TurkeyWiesbaden: Reichert, 1989), 5@d.3-81.

° The term "Kurdistan" occurs in the name of the clandestingigtan Democratic Party in Turkey (KDP-
T), that was established in 1965, but in public uttearniagas always replaced by "Bn" KDP-T members
played leading parts in organizing the gDamitingleri* of 1967, the first Kurdish mass rallies, whtre
underdevelopment of "the East" was protested.
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had done its share of oppression, and that the Turkishdmsiegexploited the East as a
sort of colony, but like earlier generations of Kemalists ithestified the Kurdish aghas and
sheikhs (tribal and religious leaders) as the worst gppre and impediments to progress.
They strongly disapproved of a Kurdish nationalism thatleehby the stratum of aghas and
sheikhs. The TP gradually came to accept, however, that the "question BEte was also
a national question. At its 1970 congress, the party adoptesolution stating that "the
East" was inhabited by the Kurds, a people distinct from Tarks, and that its
underdevelopment was not simply the natural consequenceapalism's unequal
development but at least in part due to deliberate govermpobries. This resolution was
the reason why the party was banned immediately aftemititery intervention of 1971.
Since then, the Turkish left has been reluctant to beiatesbevith Kurdish demands and
points of view, and in the 1970s we shall see a Kufelisdeveloping beside, and no longer
in the same organizations with, the Turkish left.

An important part of the Kurdish movement in Turkey emengihkin Turkey's socialist
movement of the 1960s, and its emergence was possilaasbethe number of Kurds
studying at universities in Istanbul and Ankara hadnhbeereasing. There was also a
relatively small but devoted circle of nationalist intelledsuvho remained outside the left
movement and who were generally more concerned with $kufdstory and culture and
with national oppression than with the analysis of economieegipn and exploitation from
a Kemalist or Marxist point of view. A number of short-lived cultural and political journals
were published (and, in most cases, immediately bynfled Yurt (1958), Dicle-Frat
(1962-63),Deng (1963), Roja New&(1963), Yeni Al (1966)* Inspired by the Kurdish
movement in Iragq, where Mulla Mustafa Barzani and tB#°Kvere leading a successful
guerrilla struggle against the central government, yousgbrars of the Kurdish traditional
elite founded in 1965 the clandestine Kurdistan Demaodpatity in Turkey (KDP-T).

The nationalist and the left wing of the movement worked togettegganizing thedogu
Mitingleri ("Rallies of the East”), a series of mass rallies Isartbwns in 1967, at which
cultural oppression and economic backwardness were ptbtBstih were also represented
in the first Kurdish association that became publicly active, the “Revolutionary Cultural
Societies of the East” (DDKO), the first of which were established in Ankara and Istanbul in
1969, soon to béllowed by branches in Diyarbakir and other Kurdish towns. DDKO's

9 Two recent memoirs by members of this circle give anlinsigo the debates of those days and the
instinctively repressive response by the authorities toetis Expression of Kurdish sentiment: Naci Kutlay,
49'lar dosyas(The file of the 49stanbul: krat Yaynlan, 1994) and Yasar Kaya, 23 Kurt aydn: (23 Kurdish
intellectuals Koln: Mezopotamya Yayinlari, 1998).

A more complete survey of the journals published by Kimd$urkey is: Malmisanij & Mahmid
Lewendi,Li Kurdistana Bakur 0 li Tirkiyé rojnamegeriya Kar(19081992)(Kurdish journalism in northern
Kurdistan and in Turkey, 1908392 Ankara: Oz-Ge, 1992).
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monthly bulletin§’ addressed questions of cultural oppression and econatkivdrdness
and denounced as major causes American imperialdntsalocal collaborators, the large
landholders and capitalists. They called for efforts to pta@ed develop Kurdish language
and culture, to establish libraries and folklore collectihaser issues reported human rights
violations and regional events and analyzed the goversnmaiities in "the East" as
"cultural imperialism". Reports on the Vietnam war andfen Basque national movement
indicated that the DDKO were beginning to think of themsel® a national liberation
movement.

On March 12, 1971, Turkey's military carried througtoap, proclaimed martial law in the
provinces that had seen much political activity, detaiasgelnumbers of left and Kurdish
activists. The TIP and DDKO were banned, their leaders tried and sentenced. Following the
return to civilian rule and a partial amnesty in 19%thtihe left and the Kurdish movement
reemerged, but both were fractionalized, and the Tulkdsimo longer openly supported
Kurdish demands. The Kurdish movement radicalize@jrits came to include national self-
determination besides cultural and economic demandbeBgte seventies, several Kurdish
organizations were to proclaim the armed liberation struggle.

Begsikg¢i's works of the 1960s

1. Ethnography of the nomadic Alikan tribe

Besikei's doctoral dissertation is in many respects a work in the progressive Kemalist
tradition, scholarship committed to the development and thfingplof the backward
population of Anatolid® The indicators by which the young Besik¢i measured progress and
development all were measures of the degree of integnatiimurkish society and clearly
show what Besik¢i then thought was in the nomads' interest: they had to learn Turkish and
go to school, settle and give up many of their old traditibnsrder to take part in the
modern world. Besikgi still shared the attitudes and presumptions of the Kemalist intellectual
elite, and he published parts of the thesis in the megfaaiumthat was read by this elité.

2 The bulletins (1970-71) are reprinted alongside the dilebe post-1971 trials against the DDKO in
Devrimci D@u Kiltir Ocaklar dava dosyagAnkara: Komal, 1974), pp. 4%630.

13 Dogu'da degisim ve yapisal sorunlari (Gégebe Alikan agireti), submitted in Ankara, 1967; published by
Dogan Yaynevi, Ankara, 1969, and reprinted with a new preface by YitapR ayin, Ankara, 1992.

14 "Gogebe agiretlerde yenilesme" ("Renewal among nomadic tribes”), "Dgu Anadolu'da gégebe Kiirtler"

("Nomadic Kurds in eastern Anatolia") and "Gogebelerde modernlesme ve {i¢ hipotez" ("Modernization
among nomads: three hypothesdstyum15-9, 1-10 and 18:0-1967.
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The thesis is a serious, though somewhat schematic, antdgiopbktudy of the Alikan
tribe. Following a lengthy introduction on concepts and methogolbglescribes and
analyzes successively:
— the geology and (physical) ecology of the environment;
— the social organization of the tribe and the social ecolagythe Alikan's social
and economic interactions with the sedentary populations awiacig they move;
— data pertaining to demography: composition by age groupsmseital status,
etc.
— property relations within the tribe;
— economic activities and an analysis of production relations;
— family structure, division of labour within the familyycathe position of woman;
— religion, world view and knowledge of the world.

Besikei's data were collected — as is usual in Turkish studies of the countrysidby means
of long questionnaires, submitted by Besik¢i himself and a number of schoolteachers who
assisted him. This method inevitably resulted in a somiedry, technical study, in which the
individual and the human dimension of society are sometitaed to discern. (Participant
observation as a method was virtually unknown in Turkeg, far lively descriptions of
everyday life one has to turn to the novels written bygedlleeachers on the basis of their
experiences.) By the standards of Turkish social science, Besik¢i's was a competent and
interesting study, which will retain its value as a uaigiece of ethnography. It is his only
work that has won the acclaim of his Turkish colleagues.

Rereading this work after thirty years, it is striking how much not only Besik¢i has changed

but also mainstream discourse in Turkey. One of my Klrstudents, whom | had asked to
study this book and compare the Alikan tribe with other kforimations in Kurdistan, was
quite offended by it and called Besik¢i just such a racist as the other Kemalists, identifying

with the state and denying or at least hiding that the Khads a separate ethnic identity. In
his 1992 preface, Besikci apologizes for the biases that have now become so mueh mor
visible; his whole analysis, he says, was still vaoch influenced by the official ideology of
the state.

Closer reading of the text shows, however, that Besik¢i was aware of the ethnic dimension
and not afraid to ask questions that deviated from what tkersities then considered as
politically correct. To measure knowledge of the outside wimidnstance, he presented his
respondents with a brief list of well-known personalitéesking them whom of these they
knew and what they were known for. The names on thigidise: Sultan Abdulhamid |
(who ruled until 1909!), Atatirk, Barzani, Kogero (a famsocial bandit, who was killed in
1964), Sheikh Sa'id (leader of the Kurdish rebelliod2#5), Cemal Girsel (figurehead of
the 1960 coup and Turkey's president at the time of obgemmd Sa'id-i Nursi (a Kurdish
religious reformer, progenitor of tidurcu movement). This obviously was an indirect way
of asking to what extent the Alikan identified themselvah e Kurdish movement, with
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Republican Turkey or with religion. The responses wigmraficant: only Kogero was known
by all, Sa'id-i Nursi by none. Barzani was seconaywkn by 33 out of 37 respondents.
Gursel and Atatlrk scored considerably lower, with 222fndDnly eight respondents knew
Sheikh Sa'id, indicating that the large Kurdish rebelivas not part of the Alikan's
remembered history. Even Sultan Abdulhamid I, who mmade many Kurdish tribes into
privileged militias in the late f9century and who was deposed in 1909, scored betteg, bei
remembered by fourteén.

Another question that captured an important development wash'"veldio station do you
listen to most frequently?" Transistor radios had only recéeitome available, and they
were to have a great impact on the Kurlsareness of the world around them and of their
national identity® All of the respondents listened to the radio, but none of thentioned a
Turkish radio station. In fact, half of them listened mostrofte radio Yerevan (which
broadcast programs in Kurmanci, the Kurdish dialect slose that of the Alikan
themselves); another third mentioned Tehran, which alssnied programs in several
Kurdish dialects! The answers show to what extent language, and perhapsihies,
separated these nomadic Kurds from Turkey.

2. Observations on the emergence of a Kurdish movement

Besikei was a close observer of the gradual politicization of the Kurds. In the wake of the

first "Rallies of the East", at which the emerging Kurdigtional movement had manifested
itself, he wrote a long paper offering a sociological exilan for the emergence of this
movement and the nature of its demafidBhe dominant theme of the speeches at these
rallies was the underdevelopment of Eastern Turkey. Mtriguted this to the indifference
that the successive Ankara governments had shown towasdsetfion; the "feudal’
relations existing in the region also came in for much blame. Besik¢i begins his analysis by
producing evidence supporting the speakers' claims.

15 Besikei, Dogu'da degisim ve yapisal sorunlay p. 242-4 (1992 edition).

16 0On the effects of modern communication media on Kurdish dgitiyynsee: Martin van Bruinessen,
"Shifting national and ethnic identities: the Kurds in Turkegt the European diaspordturnal of Muslim
Minority Affairs 18 (1998), pp. 39-52, esp. 97-

Y Besikei, Dogu'da degisim ve yapisal sorunlar, pp. 2467.

18 This paper was serialized in the progressive KemalisaniragForumin the first months of 1968 under
the title "Dogu'da seyhlik, agalik" ("Religious and tribal authority in the East"). It was reprinted 25 years later
as Dogu Mitingleri'nin analizi (1967) (An analysis of the Rallies of the EaBihkara: Yurt KitapYayn,
1992).
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Using statistics from various official sources, he addsgedle but convincing indicators of
regional underdevelopment and neglect. Whereas the regioprised 22% of Turkey's
surface and 13% of the population, it had only 3.3% of thetdrs and 4.7% of the
harvesting machines. Savings in the region accounteshfpi3.2% of national savings. In
public health facilities and schoels an indicator of government concern with the regien
the East lagged incomparably far behind the rest of thetrgosuch secondary schools as
there were in the East scored very low in the nationaingua examination results.

"Feudal" relations— large landholdings, share-cropping, complete depeadanpeasants
on religious or tribal leaders- were still widespread in Eastern Turkey, and Besik¢i shows
that instead of weakening the position of the "feudal” loat$ leen strengthened since
1950. Turkey's transition to multi-party democracy with garelections had turned these
lords into vote-getters for the rival parties, for which tmegeived various forms of
patronage and influence in exchange. Such economitodment as there was worked in
the direction of greater inequality at the local as welhai®nal level. So far, Besik¢i's
analysis corresponds with that by other progressive and itechischolars, and he in fact
states his indebtedness to his teachers Miibecegi &d Fehmi Yavuz.

Besikgi goes a step further, however, and shows that Kemalist anti-"feudal” rhetoric has not
been matched by serious anti-“feudal” policies. Meadhed were presented as aiming at the
abolishment of "feudalism", such as the deportations of tfilteftains Aghg in the wake of
the Kurdish rebellions of the 1920s and 1930s, did n@ngthing to change the nature of
the relations of production in the region. The deported aghad return to their villages
years later and resume their old functions, becauseatiter institutions had not come into
existence?’ The most recent deportation, involving 55 chieftains, tooeplallowing the
1960 coup. Besikci notes that the deportees all happened to be Democratic Party vote-
getters and suggests that the measure was directed artizerfatic Party and at Kurdish
national sentiment rather than at “feudali$hiThe forced exile of these 55 aghas was a
frequently recurring theme at the Rallies. Besikci quotes one of the 55, Faik Bucak (who also

19 Judged by the results of the 1962 examinations, thi8tap the then 147 secondary schools were all in
westen towns, and 12 of the bottom 21 were in the East (Table 6 in Besik¢i, Dogu Mitingleri'nin analizi).

29 Besikei was not the first to make such a heretical comment. The liberal Turkish monthly Bars Diinyast
had devoted its second issue (May 1962) to the prabiédevelopment of the East" in which it questioned
the wisdom of removing aghas, who "under the prevailing fvingonditions perform social functions.
Unless modern institutions were put into place that coeldopn the same functions, and without a
development appropriate to the people's material andugpirieeds, the removal of the aghas will have
harmful rather than beneficial effects." (quoted in the artid the Kurdish movement of the 1960s in the
Sosyalizm ve Toplumsal Miicadeleler Ansiklopgidisinbuliletisim, 1990, vol. 7, p. 2121).

21 Besikei, Dogu Mitingleri'nin analizi, p. 54. To be precise, 54 belonged to the DP, onesioad right-
wing party.
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was one of the founders, in 1965, of the clandestine $tardDemocratic Party in Turkey)
as asking why much richer landlords who were lestiqadiif obnoxious were left at peate.

Besik¢i was to return repeatedly to the theme that the deportation of the aghas was part of an
anti-Kurdish, not an anti-feudal policy, and he came tphaisize ever more strongly that the
"Question of the East" (as the Kurdish problem continued tallszl) was to a large extent
a product of government policies. In a paper presented at a cooéerat Hacettepe
University in 1970, to an audience composed of Turkegding social scientists, he wove
this theme together with several othiéislustafa Kemal's independence movement had been
anti-imperialist but never anti-feudal. It is a mistakattobute the "Question of the East" to
the prevailing feudal relations. Rather, “feudalismfsisés precisely due to government
policies partly inspired by fears of Kurdish separatidihe poverty of the East was
exacerbated by deliberate neglect and by some aspdotsassimilation policies; state lands
in the region, for instance, were given to immigrants ftbenBalkans rather than to poor
Kurdish peasants. Besik¢i sharply criticized, in this paper, the Kemalist scholars who had
established the official truths about "the East" and hadedethe ethnic dimension out of
existence. It was the last time he was invited to speak afficial scholarly conference in
Turkey.

We find here already elements of what was to become the central thrust of Besikgi's later
work, a systematic critique of Kemalist ideology and prackegom a scholar studying the
Kurds he gradually evolved into an advocate of the KuBds.in 1968 he was still very
much the sympathetic observer who, in Kemalist style,edish solve problems by reforms
from above. The kernel of the entire question, he wrots tha “the East" had a high birth
rate but no corresponding expansion of employment and foodgtiard Land reform was
therefore urgently needed but not sufficient; an integrdéselopment plan for the region
had to be drawn ufj.With these recommendations, Besik¢i found himself in agreement with
Kemalist mainstream sociologists and economists of those years.

22 Besikei, Dogu Mitingleri'nin analizi, p. 65.

3 This paper was published a quarter century ks "Tiirkiye'de sosyal arastirmalarda éncelikler ve
sorunlar" ("Priorities and questions in social research in Vrke his Kurt toplumu zeringdOn Kurdish
society Ankara: Yurt Kitap-Yayn, 1993).

24 Besikei, Dogu Mitinglerinin analizj pp. 7381.
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3. The anatomy of Eastern Anatolia

Besikgi's most ambitious and, in my view, most interesting work is Dogu Anadolu’nun
diizeni(The order of East Anatojawhich was first published in 1969In this book he
tries to adapt and apply Marxist concepts to the analysisuafidh society and to the
processes of socio-economic and political change takiog.dtte attempts to analyze the
nomadic tribe and peasant society in terms of mode of produantid studies the unequal
penetration of capitalisinto the various parts of Turkish Kurdistan. Besik¢i clearly intended
this study to constitute a major contribution to the debate that emgdng on among the
Turkish left as to the nature of Turkey's economy: wasidtee semi-feudal or capitalist, or
was the Asian mode of production dominant? The question héausltonsequences for
revolutionary strategy to be followed, and it loomed large theesplits that were to occur
in the left.

The theoretical framework for the analysis of social angheegic evolution that Besik¢i
presents in the introduction to his work was not very sopheticdle depended on the
Marxist theoretical literature then available, which wayet very limited and generally of
the most deterministic type of historicalterdlism. In this respect, Besik¢i was not different
from his contemporaries; where he differed from them wasis effort to explain the
subjected position of the Kurds in Turkey within a frameafial evolution, from feudalism
through mercantile, industrial and financial capitalisnsocialism. Nations began to emerge,
in his scheme, under mercantile capitalism and came their own under industrial
capitalism, whereas financial capitalism was associaitd the emergence of dominant
nations and colonial states. Only under socialism wouldleglations between nations
become possibfé. Without saying so explicitly, Besik¢i referred here to the thesis, developed

by Kurdish leftists, that Turkey was a colonial state apdkilrds a colonized nation. The
oppression of the Kurds, in this scheme, was a consefuaihainequal capitalist
development and would at best end with the transition to satiali

More interesting than the theoretical considerations, howewsrthe empirical part of the
study. A summary of Besikei's earlier analysis of the nomadic Alikan tribe is here juxtaposed
with descriptions of other socio-economic formations in Kundistad especially of the
regions where changes in the relations of production aervalide. Regions with various
types of landholding and various types of division of labanol resources among ethnic
groups are compared in order to explain why, for insta€aes, is predominantly progressive
and Erzurum staunchly cavative in politics. Diyarbakir is described as a region where,

%5 Ismail Besikei, Dogu Anadolu'nun diizeni: sosyo-ekonomik ve etnik temellgFhe order of East Anatolia:
socio-economic and ethnic foundatipfisanbul: E Yayinlari, 1969; second, revised edition: E Yaymlari,
1970; reprint in two volumes Ankara: Yurt Kitafayn, 1992).

26 Besikei, Dogu Anadolu'nun diizeni, 1970 edition, p. 28-
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due to the mechanization of agriculture, the "feudal" oglatbetween landlord and peasant
have changed into employer-worker relations without traditeoeill obligations. In Urfa,
the province with the largest landholdings, mechaniza@gsnniot turned the peasants into
workers but left them unemployed. In Gaziantep and Siirt, Besik¢i observes a transition in
manufacture (weaving) from production at home looms (for raanuentrepreneur who
provides the inputs and buys the products) to atelier produioyi wage-earning (though
underpaid) workers. The vital role of smuggling in tber@my of the districts along the
Syrian and Iranian borders is analyzed, followed Hyri@f excursus on social banditry,
endemic in Kurdistan, which Besikgi also associated with the pattern of landholding.

Unlike the thesis, this book was not based interviews witsstgpnnaires but on a wide
variety of oral and written sources (including numercaisspaper articles), besides direct
personal observations. Though at places sketchy, it isafjgnery rich in descriptive detall,
and it deserves credit for being the first study to bringtloe great heterogeneity of the
region, the wide range of social structures in it, ancctimeplexity of its social dynamics.
The socio-economic survey is complemented with a few bhiapters on the political
economy of religion. Besikg¢i brings no original research to bear on this subject, nor does he
offer new interpretations, but he usefully compiles dat&wmi-Alevi relations, on the role
of the sheikhs of Sufi orders, and on religious movemewtsects in the region.

The second half of the book deals with the emergence Kiitaiish question in Turkey as a
natioral question. Besik¢i investigates the development of the relations between tribe and
state in the late Ottoman Empire and during the Repulbiesiod. In this context he
analyzesijnter alia, the Kurdish rebellions of the 1920s and 1930s, theatgovernment's
assimilation policies, the strengthening of the aghas' @usitollowing the transition to a
multi-party system, and the stirrings of Kurdish natiomalis the 1960s. This was the first
serious attempt to write a social and political history oKinels in Turkey, and it was long
to remain unsurpassed.

In this book Besik¢i has left the Kemalist perspective of his doctoral thesis behind, and
though he stays close to the dominant Marxist discourse ottluelphe does not reduce
the Kurdish question to one of backwardness and feuddisrthe contrary, he associates
the spread of Kurdish national awareness (among other titaatshe traditional elite) with
the decline of feudal ties and the emergence of cappatisluction relations in the region.
He puts the Kemalist presumption on its head, as it wexenhdernization will necessarily
do away with ethnic heterogeneity and result in one strong Turkish nation. In Besik¢i's view,

the Kurds, not yet a nation, wil inevitably become one aiee feudal relations are
dissolved.

Besikei's book did not have the impact that it deserved. The subjects that hessiesl were
too sensitive, and the book did not cause much debate eithemdemic or left intellectual
circles. Besik¢i's most direct academic environment, Erzurum's Atatiirk University where he
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still was an assistant professor, was appalled by hiseclof subject and took disciplinary
measures. After an administrative investigation, he vgmissed on the grounds that by
publishing this book he had violated Turkey's Constitutiom |gragraph on the indivisibility
of the country). Besik¢i successfully appealed to the Council of State, which declared his
dismissal invalid, but the university refused to accept &gain. Following the military
intervention of March 12, 1971 and the proclamation of eemesglaw, the rector and deans
of Atatiirk University denounced Besik¢i to the military commanders. Not much later,
Besik¢i was detained and put on trial for communist and anti-national propaganda. His
superiors and colleagues were witnesses for the prose@dausing him of communist and
Kurdish propaganda in his lectures. The only matendéace presented at the trial was his
book and a few articles summarizing the books argument. The court sentenced Besikgi to 13
years imprisonment for violating the indivisibility of therKish natiort.”

Besikgi's works of the 1970s: a systematic critique of Kemalism

Besikei did not have to serve his full 13 years. He benefited from the amnesty proclaimed by

the Ecevit-Erbakan government and was freed in laté. 19& unsuccessfully applied for a
position at the Faculty of Political Sciences in Ankarackvin 1970 had appeared wiling to

employ him. He never found academic employment againwas henceforth to do his

research as an independent scholar, in economicaigrimmes circumstances. Colleagues
showed him little or no solidarity and avoided him, afraidbeing also associated with

Kurdish "separatism.” He had, on the other hand, becameuk in Kurdish circles, and

Kurds made efforts to help him in his research, gigitgess to unpublished information and
helping him find rare documents. It was a Kurdish iphinig house, Komal, that published

the first few of his studies of the 1970s.

The isolation which the academic establishment, and lefteleraning Turkish colleagues,
imposed on Besikg¢i after he had published Dogu Anadolu'nun diizeni was not simply caused
by fear and anxiety over their own academic caredlmugh this certainly played a part.
Academics active in Marxist movements also representedradsks to their closest friends,
but none suffered the same degree of isolation as Besik¢i did. Many intellectuals strongly
disapproved of Besik¢i'a apparent commitment to the Kurdish cause, which violated their

%" Besik¢i described the difficulties he encountered in publishing his book, and the response of the
university authorities at Erzurum in an encyclopaedia apiditished two decades lateRdsu Anadolu'nun
dizenhin bagma gelenler" ("The fate of Dogu Anadolu'nun diizeni"), in Sosyalizm ve Toplumsal
Hareketlerinin AnsiklopedisiIstanbul: iletisim, 1990), vol. 7, pp. 2124-25. Documents of his trial (the
indictment, Besik¢i's elaborate defense plea and the verdict) were published with a long introduction by
Besik¢i as Bilimsel yontem, iiniversite ézerkligi, ve demokratik toplum iliskileri agisindan Ismail Besik¢i
davast (The trial of IsmailBesik¢i in the light of scientific method, university autonomy, and democratic
social relations Ankara: Komal, 1975).
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own ideological convictions. By emphasizing that ethnicitg waelevant fact of social life,
by treating Kurdish nationalism as just as self-evidersbeial phenomenon as Turkish
nationalism and by questioning the anti-feudal and therefwogressive character of
Kemalism, Besik¢i struck at the roots of the worldview of Kemalists as waglTurkish
socialists. Both saw Kurdish nationalism, especially wiepnesented by aghas and sheikhs,
as a reactionary force, that potentially might serve theriatipe enemy by dividing the
Turkish nation, or the working class, or all progressveds (as the case might be), and that
had at all costs to be overcome. By simply admitting thadligluiethnicity was relevant and
that Kurdish nationalism was inevitably on the rise, Besik¢i came t0 be associated with the
enemy’®

Much of Besikei's intellectual output of the 1970s is directed against the implicit premises

and selective blindness of such colleagues, which hen criticized as unscientific. All his
writings of the decade refer in their titles to "scientifiethod” and had the express purpose
of contributing to a systematic critique of Kemalist polici&gmalist ideology and,
especially, the Kemalist historiography of Turkey. Besik¢i's series of studies of Kemalist
policies towards the Kurds constitutes one of the first systeeffdrts at a serious revision
of republican history to appear in TurkéyThe series came to consist of seven volumes, but
only the first three were published during the 1970spther four were also completed then
but could not be published until the 1990s. Even so, nottlomlrst three but also the latter
four were banned almost at once upon appearance, and Besik¢i was prosecuted and
sentenced for each new voluffie.

?8 The denial of all that Besiki represented, without explicitly mentioning his name, long remained a habit
in academic circles. As much as 15 years later, a meofittee rural sociology research team at Ankara
University, who did fieldwork in two Kurdish villages near Elazig, wrote in the preface of his book that
ethnicity is irrelevant to the important issues of develpmwith which he dealt and that he therefore would
not pay attention to it: Ziilkiif Aydin, Underdevelopment and rural structures in South@asterkey: the
household economy in Gisgis and Kalhébandon: Ithaca Press, 1986). Most Turkish academice\dised
only after 1991, when ethnicity could be openly discusbked jt was a relevant factor after all.

29 Similar efforts were undertaken by Islamist writers such as Necip Fazil Kisakiirek and especially Sadik
Albayrak, but their work is more a documentation of opesthan an analysis of Kemalist ideology.
Important later contributions to a critique of Kemalisswhich however only tangentially deal with the
Kurdish question— are Mete Tuncgay3$urkiye Cumhuriyetinde TeRarti yonetimi'nin kurulmast (1923-
1931 (The establishment of one-party rule in the RepudfliCurkey Ankara: Yurt Yaymlari, 1981), Taha
Parla's three volumEirkiye'de siyasal kiiltiiriin resmi kaynaklar: (The official sources of political culture in
Turkey Istanbul: Iletisim, 1992), and Baskin Oran's Atatiirk milliyetciligi: resmi ideoloji disi bir inceleme
(Atatlrk's nationalism: an investigation not in linéh official ideology Ankara: Bilgi Yaymevi, 1988).

% The books were all reprinted in the early 1990s by Yurapdftayin in Ankara, whose owner
courageously (but in vain) fought all banning orders andségubéo have the bans lifted.
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Besikgi gave the series the collective title of Scientific method: Practice in Turkeyhe
volume titles are:

1. Kdrtlerin 'mecburi iskan'(The forced resettlement of the Kyrdsnkara: Komal, 1977.

2. 'Turk-tarih tezi', ‘Giines-dil teorisi’ ve Kiirt sorunu (The ‘Turkish History Thesis’, the
‘Sun-language theory’ and the Kurdish question), Ankara: Komal, 1977.

3. Cumhuriyet Halk Fkas'nin tizgi (1927) ve Kirt sorun@The 1927 bylaws of the
Republican People's Party and the Kurdish quektidnkara: Komal, 1978.

4. Tunceli Kanunu (1935) ve Dersim jenosfdihe 1935 law concering Tunceli and the
genocide of Dersijnlstanbul: Belge, 1990.

5. Orgeneral Mglal: olay:.: otuziic kursun (The affair of General Mglal:: thirty-three
bullety, Istanbul: Belge, 1991.

6. Cumhuriyet Halk krkas'n:n program (1931) ve Kurt sorun(The 1931 program of the
Republican People's Party and the Kurdish quejtistanbul: Belge, 1991.

7. Kiirdistan tizerinde emperyalist boliigiim miicadelesi 1915-1925(The imperialist war for
the division of Kurdistan, 1918925, Ankara: Yurt KitapYaym, 1992.

These works made important historical materials avaithblehad so far been hard to find
and had been, deliberately or not, neglected by most historians. In each of them, Besik¢i
attempts to refute Kemalist received ideas through a tréigaading of original documents
from within the Kemalist movement and the Kemalist regime.

The first volume discusses the resettlement law of 198@&h constituted the legal
framework for mass deportations of Kurdsaneans of assimilation. Besik¢i gives not only
the text of the law and the government's explanations butjadses extensively from the
deliberations in parliament and the opinions of contempa@eagemic experts. The law
envisaged the mass transfer of Kurdish population frongitsenzones where these
constituted the majority to Turkish-majority regions and thettlement of "persons of
Turkish culture” in the evacuated zones.

The only region of Kurdistan where the resettlement lasvideen systematically put into
practice is Dersim, the region that longest retained some dbrde facto autonomy. In
volume 4,Besikgi details what happened to this unfortunate province. A special law in 1935
placed it under military rule, preparations for padiwawere made, and a minor incident
provided the excuse for brutal military campaigns in7183d 1938, in the course of which a
considerable part of the population was killed. Many of simvivors were deported to
western Turkey. Besik¢i's volume made important material for the first time available in print.
There previously existed a Kurdish account of what hagdr@ed in Dersim, written by a
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leading Kurdish personality from the region, and a mylitastory of the Dersim campaigns
prepared by the history section of the general ¥t& an important complement to these,
Besik¢i documents the attitudes, motivations and deliberations on the government side,
essential to the question as to whether the massacres congttubetie— a question that
Besikgi answers in the positive.*?

The volumes 3 and 6 critically evaluate key documentthefKemalist state party, éh
Republican People's Party and its policies. Besik¢i here emphasizes the influence of Italian
fascism on Kemalist thought of the period, and he elabougies his earlier thesis that
Kemalism never was anti-feudal by analyzing whom theyp(i.e., Mustafa Kemal or the
provincial party bosses) appointed as deputies for thagkyscbvinces.

The Turkish History Thesis and the Sun-Language Théwry,pseudo-scientific theories
favoured by Atattrk in the last years of his life, whmtoclaimed the Turks and their
language to have been the source of all great civiliza@wascritically evaluated in volume
2. Although many Turkish intellectuals privately belgvimese theories to be nonsense,
Besikgi probably was the first to expose them as such.*® Part of the book consists of an
anthology of racist Turkist ideas expressed by the adherents of these official theories. Besik¢i
shows that the denial of Kurdish ethnicity in official Kdistadiscourse is directly related to
these historical and linguistic "theories"; it was authmirghis school who constructed
"proof" that the Kurds by racial and linguistic origine aure Turks?

"Thirty-three bullets" is the title of a famous and moviogm by the Turkish-Kurdish poet

31 M. Nuri Dersimi,Kiirdistan tarihinde DersinfDersim in the history of Kurdistarleppo, 1952); Resat
Hall, Turkiye Cumhuriyetinde ayaklanmalar (192938 (Rebellions in the Republic of Turkey, 1924-1938,
Ankara: Genelkurmay Bamevi, 1972). The latter work was printed in a limitedtiedi and soon after
publication withdrawn. It only became publicly availaltieo decades later in a non-authorised reéprin
(Istanbul, Kaynak Yayinlar1, 1992).

32 For a summary discussion in English of the available evidence, which is obviously endebted to Besikgi's
work, see: Martin van Bruinessen, "Genocide in Kurdistan? Tppression of the Dersim rebellion in
Turkey (1937%38) and the chemical war against the Iraqi Kurds (1988)'George J. Andreopoulos (ed),
Conceptual and historical dimensions of geno¢idigiversity of Pennsylvania Press, 1994), pp. 141-170.

3 It took another 15 years for a more encompassirical study to be written: Biisra Ersanli Behar, Iktidar
ve tarih: Tiirkiye'de "Resmi tarih" tezinin olusumu (1929-1937)(Political power and history: the emergence
of the "official history" thesis in Turkelstanbul: AFA, 1992). Interesting documents by onéefathers of
the Suntanguage theory, Hasan Resit Tankut, are published in: Mehmet Bayrak, A¢ik-gizli / resmigayriresmi
kirdoloji belgeleri(Public and secret, official and unofficial kurdologl documentsAnkara: Oz-Ge, 1994).

3 Ridiculous though its ideas are, this school of thouginiot dead. In the wake of the military coup of
1980, the semifficial Tirk Kiiltiiriinii Arastirma Enstitiisii (Institute for Research on Turkish Culture)
brought out numerous old and new books purporting to phatette Kurds are authentic Turks.
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Ahmet Arif. It refers to the summary execution by soldiers,943, of thirty-two Kurdish
vilagers for alleged brigandade.A military court posthumously declared the villagers
innocent. Mglah was the commander of the Third Army, who gave the otbatded to the
execution. The first parliamentary questions about theentidlere asked in 1948, and a
more extensive debate took place in 1956. Besik¢i reconstructs the event and the public
debate as it developed, showing the massacre to haveabeamsequence of political
conditions and anti-Kurdish attitudes in the period of omgyjolctatorship.

Volume 7, the most ambitious of the series, offers a rewadiarcrucial period in the history
of the Middle East. The First World War, Turkey's Watrafependence, and the struggle
between Turkey and Britain over the vilayet Mosul (appmating southern Kurdistan) are
described from the Kurdish (and, to some extent, Armemamyt of view as a single
continuing war resulting in the division of Kurdistan. idiedisly using Turkish sources-
most of them in fact Kemalist- Besik¢i succeeds in documenting an interpretation of this
period that radically differs from Kemalist official hisyor

Soon after publication of the first volumes, Besik¢i was arrested and put on trial again. A
separate case was opened for the second volume. Bothieruebn sentences, which
prevented Besikei from continuing his research.®® The fourth volume was already ready in
manuscript in 1977, and the following ones were complietde course of 1978 and 1979,
but Komal, to Besik¢i's great irritation, postponed publication indefinitely. In 1980 he was
released from prison, but the military coup of Septembehd?year ensured that nothing
could be published for more than a decade. New chamgesbrought gainst Besikgi, this
time for various letters that he had written from prison (/&8CO, to the Swedish Writers'
Union, etc.). In March 1982 he was sentenced to anothgrat imprisonment. The second
period of his scholarly career was ended.

Conclusion

In the 1960s and 1970s, Besik¢i made scholarly contributions to the sociology and history of
the Kurds that will remain valuable and will continue ® read by students of Kurdish

% Thirty-three villagers were arrested but one, a woman, Vessesl. Years later, when the political
climate changed, the incident becanmegase célébrghat made much ink flow in the 1950s and 1960s. The
young Kurdish journalist Glinay Aslan wrote a prize-winningyessahe incidentYas tutan tarih: 33 kursun
(History mourns: 33 bullefdstanbul: Pencere Yayinlari, 1989). It was written after, but published before
Besikgi's study.

% Besikgi's trials of this period are documented in Kiirdistan tizerinde 6rgitlii devlet terérii ve ldma
Besikgi: biyografi, savunmalar, mektuplar (The state terror established over Kurdistan and Ismail Besikgi:
biography, defense pleas and letfékakara: Komal, 1980).
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society. He was modern Turkey's pioneer of Kurdish studied all later scholars studying
Kurdish history and society will remain indebted to hims Morks of the 1970s are
important not only as studies of Kurdish history but also, en egpecially, as one of the all
too rare critiques of the Kemalist ideology and associat¢ubjmes that not only dominated
mainstream academic discourse but also loomed large over debates on the left. Besik¢i was a
committed scholar, who wished his scholarship to be rlewal useful to the oppressed
an attitude that was widespread among students and ydwigrsan the West in the late
sixties and early seventies, although few would risk what Besik¢i did.

It 1s tragic that so much of Besikg¢i's scholarly work could only be published with much delay

or (as happened tbogu Anadolu'nun diizeni) was published in very unsatisfactory form,
and therefore contributed less to public debate that henteamiiéd. By the tim&urdistan
tizerinde emperyalist boliisiim miicadelesi 1915-1925finally appeared in print (1992), much
relevant new material on that period had been publigietially superseding that work.
Besikei, intermittently out of prison, announced that he was preparing several more volumes

to complete this study, but the focus of his attention hadycgited elsewhere.

The Kurdish movement by the early 1990s had reacHdr@nt stage, characterized by the
PKK's guerrilla offensives, grassroots mobilization, affioite to establish legal Kurdish
parties. The questions of ethnic identity, underdevelopamehhational oppression, that had
been so central to the discourse of the 1960s and the 4P@lared less pressing now.
Besikei devoted his efforts to what he perceived as the present needs of the movement,
writing numerous brief articles and long essays poldignicaticizing official ideology,
Turkish government policies and prominent personaltiéte also wrote analyses of the
PKK that were widely seen as legitimization and an &sgwe of support for the
movement® The transition from scholar studying the Kurds through syhagic observer
explaining the Kurds to ideologist of the Kurdish revolutierthe Kurds' Frantz Fanen-
was complete.

3 The most important of these essays wBilen, resmi ideoloji, devlet, demokrasi ve Kiirriso
(Science, official ideology, state, democracy aedktbrdish questiaristanbul: Alan, 1990Devletlerarasi
somirge KirdistarfKurdistan, an international colonystanbul: Alan, 1990), anBir aydn, bir érgit ve
Kurt sorunu: belgeler(An intellectual, an organization, and the Kurdishegtion: documentdstanbul:
Melsa, 1990).

3 PKK (izerine djiinceler: 6zgurlgiin bedeli(Thoughts on the PKK: the price of freeddstanbul:
Melsa, 1992).
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