Contribution of the Bolshevik Party (North Kurdistal urkey)
Country Report

Turkey is a semi-colonial, capitalist country degemt on imperialism, with feudal remnants particu-
larly in the superstructure.

It is an important regional power in the Middle Ed®wlds North Kurdistan and Northern Cyprus un-
der occupation and has expansionist intentions.

Some facts about Turkey’s structure

Population Approximately 70 million people live in Turkey. (&ording to the last census in 2000
there was a population of 67 844 903, the ratenofeiase in population was 1,83 % between 1990-
2000, tendency falling. In addition, there are ab®umillion emigrants in various countries of the
world, above all in Western Europe, about 1 milliorGermany.)

Turkey is a Multinational State The dominant nation—Turks—make up the majority (8D %);
with about 20 % the Kurds form the second largestig of the population. They reside mainly in that
region of Kurdistan which remained within the boands of “Republic Turkey” after the First World
War as the boundaries in the Middle East were vedlfay the imperialists: in North Kurdistan. In ad-
dition there are various national minorities: Arnsers, Greeks, Jews, Arabs, Circassians, Lazes etc.
Under the Lausanne Treaty (1923), Armenians an@lSrare also recognized by Turkey as “Chris-
tian minorities”. (Only a few live in Turkey. 1,3ilion people of the Armenian nation were murdered
by the Turkish ruling classes in the first genoaifi¢he 20th century. After the Lausanne Treatyuabo
a million Anatolian and Thracian Greeks were exgubtio Greece while almost a million Turks moved
from Greece to Turkey during the “population exalein) According to official Turkish interpreta-
tion, other—predominantly Muslim—nationalities dotrexist at all. The Turkish ruling classes deny
every national oppression, because everyone waty dull civil rights irrespective of national af-
filiation. Every man or woman who does not beloaghe Armenian or Greek minority is considered
as “Turk”. Someone who does not accept that anshelehis national identity other than as Turk, is
stamped and persecuted as “separatist”.

National oppression of the non-Turkish nationalitiesis a characteristic feature of the Republic of Tur-

key since its foundation.

Religion The overwhelming majority of the population is Mas(99 %), mainly Sunnite.

Urban/rural population The great majority of the population (numbers Vaeyween 61 and 76 per-
cent) lives in urban areas.

Occupation according to sectors of the working pdgion 18,4 % of all employees work in the
processing industry, 4% in the construction sector, 44,0 % in the sergeetor, 32,7 % in the agri-
cultural sector. The share of agriculture in theRGBD 14 %, of industry 26 %, of services 60 %.
While the number of the employed in the agricultsector, and the share of the agricultural seiator
the GDP constantly decrease, the numbers for sdwtors are on the rise.

In the agricultural sector too the economy is oiggoh capitalistically. Remnants of feudal property
relations still existing particularly in Kurdistaio not play almost any role in the economy anymore.

Relations of ground ownershipThe main form of ground ownership in Turkey/NorthrHistan to-
day is small to medium ownership. Most farms inkKeyrare small holdings mainly based on “family
labor”, employing a few wage workers in additioRebnism” practically does not exist anymore.

Feudal remnants more prominent in the superstructuthan in the economyFeudal remnants
show themselves in the influence of the Islamigieh which penetrates everything, in various forms
of extra-economic dependency of former serfs oir fbemer landlords, like partial survival of some
feudal traditions such as feudal family and clas,tblood vengeance (although not a mass phenome-
non), stoning of wives per “family council decisiagtc.



Economy Turkey's GDP was $US 147,7 billion in 2001. Thel iearease in GDP between 1990 and
2001 was on the average 3,3 % p/a. (In 2000/200keYhad one of its deepest crises in the last dec-
ades, so that that year the GDP growth was negativieus 8,7 %.)

This means, the Turkish economy, taken as a wisokegrowing capitalist economy with all features
characteristic of a capitalist economy. This i®trior example, in the development of industrial-pr
duction and in the structure of Turkey’'s exporteddy Turkey’s exports consist not of raw materials
and certain agricultural products anymore, butdbrgf industrial goods. Turkey had a total export
volume of $US 35 billion in 2001. Clothing and tiées made up 3 % of it, motor vehicles 8,8 %, iron
and steel 7,8 %, electronics 4,0 % and food 10,2186.imperialists see not only a big market and a
supplier of cheap raw materials in Turkey, but @singly also a cheap wage country with many ad-
vantages of location from which to develop otherkets as well. This way, many “joint ventures” are
developed particularly in the light and the condflan industries where imperialist capital makes a
good deal with its lackeys in Turkey.

Turkey’s position in the world production of somelgected goodsWe can see the result by looking
at Turkey's present position in the world productaf some selected industrial goods: In the housing
construction sector Turkey stood at the 7th pasitiothe world with 226.000 dwellings in new hous-
ing development in 2001. In cement production TyrikeS" with 36,0 million tons. In the production
of synthetic fibers on cellulose and synthetic miatdasis it ranks 10 It is 15" in steel production,

6" in the production of TV sets, and".id the production of household refrigerators.

Dependent capitalismOne must know, however, that this development adm¢dessen, but intensi-
fies the dependence of Turkey on imperialism. Tomidant Turkish big bourgeoisie offers its ser-
vices to the imperialists—against good remuneratércourse—as a willing helper in developing the
markets in the Middle East and in the peripherntha former Soviet Union with mainly Islamic
Turkic peoples.

The economy of Turkey is dependent on imperiali$ns. a highly indebted state. The foreign liabili-
ties amounted in June 2003 to $US 137,9 billioterimational organizations of capital like IMF and
World Bank, for whom the smooth functioning of tbe-called “debt service” is the most important
thing, dictate Turkey’s “economic activity progrdmns

The US imperialism is still the predominant impésiapower in Turkey. It has, however, a serious
competitor in the shape of German imperialism,kdiggest “trading partner” of Turkey since the sev-
enties, outstripping the USA also in direct investits—except for the military industry. The French,
English and Swedish imperialism are also stronglyaged in Turkey. Between the USA and the EU,
i.e. above all Germany and France, there is a fightg on for predominance in Turkey.

Public sector The public sector” still plays a very importanteah the economy. This role, decisive
right up to the eighties, is forced back more amtenn the course of privatization. Notwithstanding
that, 15,6 % of the workforce is employed in thélmusector. The state is still the biggest emptage
Turkey.

Summary

We think these facts speak for themselves, and sisoglearly that Turkey is a capitalist country de-
pendent on imperialism. The appraisal of presegpt-Oarkey as a semi-feudal country misses the
truth. In such a country, to propagate people’s, wdiich is essentially a peasant revolution based o
agrarian revolution, as the only way of the revioluis, in our opinion, out of place.

There was and is no peasant movement in Turkefi@bdsis of agrarian revolutionary demands, par-
ticularly for land. Considering the economic basfiJ urkey, neither will there be any such movement.

Fascism Politically, Turkey is a fascist state. That ise thule of the Turkish bourgeoisie is based
above all on open systematic terror, and this sihedoundation of the Republic. The Kemalists who
led the liberation war of the peoples of Turkeyiagiathe imperialist forces of occupation, and par-
ticularly against their willing helpers like the €&k ruling classes, set up a new bourgeois Turkish
state on the ruins of the Ottoman empire aftemtiigary victory in the liberation war. In this s&a
any opposition was suppressed by fascist methodseimame of defending the Turkish/Kemalist
revolution. A one-party/one-man dictatorship wascezd.



The organized communist movement in Turkey ovess&d almost always wrongly the positive as-
pects of the Kemalist rule and finally acted asipperter of the Kemalist revolution, which did not
prevent the Kemalists from attacking to smash thm@unist Party.

First the founder of the TKP/ML—our forerunner omngaation—, Ibrahim Kaypakkaya, revealed in
1972 the true character of the Kemalist dictatqrsts fascist, and paved the way for the development
of the communist movement as an independent pallifarce. A formal multi-party democracy was
introduced in Turkey after the Second World War, 8tate power always remained in the hands of
the Kemalist bureaucratic bourgeoisie, with theyaanthe center. And whenever this state bureauc-
racy saw its power in danger, the military putscft@&dMay 1960 and 12 September 1980) or threat-
ened with a coup d'état to get the governmentvioifad into power (12 March 1971 and 28 February
1997)

Character and path of the revolutionin its first stage, the revolution in Turkey/NoKhirdistan will
be an anti-imperialist, anti-fascist, new-democragivolution. It will have a socialist perspecteed
will be continued under the dictatorship of the king class and peasantry uninterruptedly.

The reason for the democratic stage lies not ireigtence of a “semi-feudal structure” or of degs
anti-feudal tasks in the economy.

Its necessity lies in the existence of big anti-@malist tasks, tasks in the national questionfastist
tasks, and above all, in the lack of democraticalene socialist traditions and consciousnes$ief t
working masses.

Concerning the path of the revolution, the reveoluitin Turkey will not follow the path of people’s
war (peasant revolution, encirclement of the cifiesn the countryside etc.). It will take the R@ssi
rather than the Chinese path, certainly withoutygupit.

Some current political development&urrently an embittered power struggle is goingaorong the
ruling classes in Turkey. In this struggle two cangpand face to face: On the one side stand the de-
fenders of thestatus quo: the Kemalist bureaucratic bourgeoisie that holes state apparatus in its
hands, with the fascist army at the center. Alnatigbarties of the ruling classes except the gangrn
AKP are on this side. Popular support for this wisiglwindling. They act as defenders of the “secu-
lar, democratic state founded on the rule of law%-taey call it—and “Turkey’s independence”.
Which is completely a fraud.

On the other side stands the present governing plaat names itself a “conservative-democratic”
party. Although this party has a 2/3 majority (thgb a first-past-the-post electoral system) inphe
liament that suffices to change the constitutiaonal it shies direct confrontation with the state b
reaucracy, with the real holders of power in thantoy. It attempts to creep into power through very
cautious steps. This party, which split off frone ttadical-Islamic party banned repeatedly, triegeto
itself recognized as a “moderate Islamic democratiorm party” by the imperialists and the Turkish
big bourgeoisie. It seems as if they are successthlthis plan.

In the fight for power in the state, the questiéthe EU affiliation plays an important role. Indar to
force back the power of the Kemalists, the govemtragants to get the package of “democratization”
and “liberalization” measures required by the Elgeal, while the Kemalists come out more and
more openly with an anti-EU and anti-imperialisigan. It seems as if a struggle democracy versus
national independence was going on. What an illusideither is the one side concerned about real
democratization, nor is the other side really comeé about independence from imperialism.

Our position on the in-fighting among the rulin@sses is to bring it across to the workers andrtoil
that, for us, both of them are like the plague tiredcholera. We must wage our own fight for democ-
racy and independence against all parties of tlegralasses. We are too weak to derive any benefit
from the contradictions among them for our revalnéry struggle.

The movement of the working masseSompared with the challenges, the labor movemenmtinkey

is weak. The degree of consciousness and orgaomzitiiow. Not even 10 % of the workers are or-
ganized in unions. The current struggles are,wlsae, of defensive nature, and their leadershipss

a rule, in the hands of the union bosses who gogether with the system, so that the workers’ strug
gles can mostly be degraded to the tail of a seafahe ruling classes in their power struggle. We
saw that in the struggle against privatization, rehthe union bosses called state capital as “p&ople
property”, and waged the struggle as a strugglestate capitalism. Or, currently a campaign is run-



ning against a bill submitted by the government fefiorming the municipal administration. The
Islamists want to weaken the central administraihoorder to force back the power of the Kemalists,
and give more competences to the communes. The lisérantralist state and its apologists howl.
With and behind them the union bosses. Workerdaitets are called upon and organized for actions
to defend the quo status.

The peasant movemenAs a mass movement with specifically peasant deséind movement is
weaker than the labor movement. In recent yeartotigest lasting peasant movement was a struggle
on the basis of demands of the environmental poliayas a question of gold extraction with cyanide
in a field in the Aegean region. An MNC wanted toylup the whole field in order to end the peasant
movement. The peasants did not let themselves bghbaip. This movement showed that demands
relating to environmental policy can become an irtgpu lever in the development of mass move-
ments in the future.

The feminist movemenis slowly but steadily developing as a mass movem&hile there is strong
desire developing on the part of the working wortefight as an independent women’s movement
with their own demands, this wish is ignored by tradghe revolutionary organizations, and the inde-
pendent movement of women is dismissed as fenamidtsplittist. On this'8March in Istanbul, for
example, the proposal of various women'’s orgaromati—also of us—to organize an independent
women’s demonstration without men was rejected lopgtnof the revolutionary organizations. We
think this wish of women is legitimate, the indegent organization of working women in their own
organizations does not weaken but will strengttendass struggle of the working class also by in-
volving and drawing women, who would otherwise maybmain at home, directly into the struggle.

The struggle of the students in secondary and higleelucationfor their democratic and economic
demands plays a role that is not to be underestiiriatthe mass movement in Turkey. All later revo-
lutionary and communist organizations were to dgwvelut of this movement in the late sixties. The
level of this movement is nowadays not very hight,ibhas potential, and it has recovered itsalfrfr
the deep depoliticization after the putsch of Seypier 12, 1980.

The strongest mass movement of the toilerJ urkey/North Kurdistan in the last 15 years \aasl is
undoubtedly the&kurdish national movementin its development the bourgeois-nationalist oiza
tion PKK and the armed struggle waged by it platyeddecisive role. This organization evolved more
and more openly onto a reformist line. Its “Chainhabdullah Ocalan, after being arrested and put
under the control of the Turkish state, openly desd the “strengthening of integral Turkey” as his
political objective. The PKK followed its chairmawho lets himself celebrate as “The Sun”. The
whole policy of the PKK, now calling itself KongKkael after several name changes, is directed to-
wards conciliation with the Turkish state.

The Kurdish national movement is still the biggestss movement in Turkey today. But now, it is a
system-immanent, system-concurrent reformist maggement. When sometimes it behaves radi-
cally, this is because the Turkish fascist stateasready to accept the offers the PKK maked it. |
wants a complete dissolution and total submissidghePKK. To win the revolutionary potentials ktil
existing in this movement for the communist streggl an important task. This is possible only when
the Bolshevik Party of North Kurdistan can estdbltself among the masses as the true alternative i
the fight against the fascist Turkish state, agdosirgeois nationalism and reformism. This isfé-di
cult task, but without solving this task we canresch the unity of the working masses of Turkey and
North Kurdistan in the fight against the commonrapeWe must and we will solve this task.

The organized left movementn the organized left movement left of the sociahacracy exist on
the one handkegal left parties calling themselves socialist, partly comisiimNone of these parties is
really socialist. None of them has any mass infb@eheir real strength is expressed maybe most
clearly in the elections. All together, they getytma one percent of the votes.

The revolutionary leftis necessarily organized illegally in fascist Tyk&hat does not mean at all
that they do not do any legal work. They publistalenewspapers, work in legal mass organizations
like unions, partially have their own “mass” orgaations, “cultural centers”, “neighborhood centers”



etc., but as parties they are illegal. All of thesganizations call themselves socialist, communist
Marxist-Leninist or Maoist.

There are three main currents: The former PLA supp®y Castroist-centrist groups, and Maoists.

A common characteristic of all revolutionary lefganizations is that they handle subjectively e/hil
appraising the situation, and exaggerate grosdigyTexaggerate the spontaneous mass movement.
They exaggerate their own situation and succeS$enild one study the organs of revolutionary left
organizations in Turkey/North Kurdistan, one sur@ynes to the conclusion that the revolution is al-
ready knocking on the door. It will break out it@uple of days, months etc. And the respective or-
ganization is firmly anchored among the working meas and leads their struggles. This picture has
less to do with reality than with wishful thinkingit order to let wish become reality, it is necegsa
first to understand the reality as it is!

And we The Bolshevik Party (North Kurdistan—Turkey) exiatsa party since 22 years. In these 22
years we worked out our political complexion, amarting from being an organization abroad, de-
veloped towards an organization operating in TuliKeyth Kurdistan.

Main task: Building the Bolshevik Party We think the most important thing for the commusist
every country is to create and build a Bolsheviky& his party must be built in the class struggle.
This party must be built in the working class.

We think building the Bolshevik party runs, mushfthrough two stages. In the first stage of party
building the main task of the party is to win trenguard of the proletariat for communism. We are
still in this first stage. We work systematicalty win the vanguard of the proletariat. For thissma
we concentrate our forces on the struggle of tlndepariat. We try to get our foot into the factarie
and base our organization on factory cells. We viloitke reactionary unions for a militant claslin
Our whole practice shows us that this work is imsady difficult and laborious, and no great suc-
cesses can be expected in the short run. Howewaidi-Leninism teaches us, and we know from
the experiences of the communist world movementfiaomd our own experiences, that this is the only
correct way for the proletarian party and for theory of the proletarian revolution.

Two parties for two countriesWith regard to the organizational structure of party, proceeding
from a concrete analysis of the situation in Turkimyth Kurdistan, and proceeding from the Marxist-
Leninist principles and the experiences of the darbmmunist movement, from those of the
CPSU(B) in particular, we have trodden a new péth.began building two regional parties organiza-
tionally independent of each other in Turkey andthN&urdistan that are united in a central party.

At the end of our party-building work there will laeBolshevik Party (Turkey) in Turkey and a Bol-
shevik Party (North Kurdistan) in North Kurdistaihese parties will carry out the regional work
completely independently of each other in their aesponsibility. These parties will be united ie th
central party BP (NK-T).

Proceeding from the fact that the BP (NK/T) wasielsthed as a central party, we follow the reverse
path. Out of the one central party, we are nowntr\tb develop two regional parties. We see and ex-
perience the difficulties. But the difficulties ateere to overcome. We will overcome them.

The policy of new orientation abroadAnother question is that of the future of our onigations
abroad. We were forced by the circumstances td gthas a purely overseas organization. We had
quite a strong organization in some West Europeantcies, particularly in the FRG.

There was not only a representation abroad fornatenal relations, and maybe a few other organi-
zations with special duties, but a whole lot oftpand sympathizer organizations that conducted agi
tation and propaganda for the revolution in Turkiyth Kurdistan among workers from there in the
European countries, and tried to organize thenthi®revolution there.

In our 5" congress (in 1994) we made the clear analysisvibeters from Turkey/North Kurdistan,
whose focus in life was the European countriesehmacame part of the working class in these coun-
tries, and they should organize themselves in émenaunist parties of these countries. The future of
our comrades and sympathizers abroad, when thaytlgo back or are not sent to North Kurdi-
stan/Turkey, or are not organized for special tadk®ad, lies in the communist organizations of the
countries in which they live. Since years we ayeg to put this policy which we call “The New Ori-
entation” into practice. We made good experienciis ivand took concrete steps. We have the firm
plan to continue these steps and bring them tolgsion.



The Marxist-Leninist World MovementConcerning the unity of the International Marxigrinist
Movement, we think we first need a common foundat@aborated jointly, a political platform
worked out in common, to create this unity.

In order to work out this platform, the Cominterrogram of 1928, the decision to dissolve the
Comintern 1943, the resolutions of the Cominform Yamgoslavia, the Moscow declarations of
1957 & 1960, and the 1963 polemics have to be ssdeis common open and also public discus-
sions—public in the sense that important differenaieopinion are not concealed from the masses. In
addition, the unification attempts since then nalsd be assessed.

It is necessary to make theoretical works, studites, carried out by various parties on their owtg
component parts of joint works and studies.

We know how difficult it is. But this can be done.

Joint discussions, joint theoretical studies atenadly not the only levers in unifying or reunifig the
world communist movement. Parallel to that, in ficat politics we must make the labor movement
of all countries a really internationalist movememé must collaborate in joint international acton
The objective foundations for it are stronger teaar before.

We think mutual open and public criticism also &srto educate the masses, and we needn’t have any
shyness before that. The world communist movemdhgrew together again only in joint practical
struggle and in joint efforts to create an inteioval political platform, which efforts do not ptade,

but include open and public debate and mutuaksiti.

We can succeed in doing that, we will succeed inglthat—together.



