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MUSTAFA KEMAL VE KEMALIZM * :
Prof. Dr. S.AH. HAQQI

Biiyiik bir liderin bagardanmt kisa bir zaman siiresi icinde yeterince
anlatmak daima zor bir igtir; fakat lider, Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk olunca bu
iy biishiitiin imkansizlagir. Ciiinkii Mustafa Kemal o kadar yiiksek bir ruha,
biiyiileyici bir sahsiyete, sahsim hige sayarcasina kendini o kadar vatamna
adayabilme dzelligine sahip bulunuyordu ve savagin ve barigin icaplarim
yerine getirmekte o kadar bagarh idi ki, diinyamn diger siyasi liderleri
onunla kiyaslandiginda, ayin ve kiigiik yildizlarin giinegin parlakhg:
kargminda oldugu gibi sdniik kalirlar.
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O genellikle Atatiirk olarak biliniyor. O, birkag sebepten, gergekten de
Tiirklerin babastdir, Ona “Mazlum Milletlerin Babast” demek belki daha
uygun diiger. Ciinkii dier milli liderlerden farkh olarak, o kendi milletinin
oldugu kadar dogu milletlerinin ve esir tilkelerin refahlarini ve istiklallerini
de digiintiyordu. Iste bunun igin, onun Tiirkiye'de ve Tiirkiye igin
yaptiklarinin manast ve etkisi Tiirkive stnielarini gok agmaktadar,

Dogu aleminin yetistirdigi biiyiik insanlardan, Nobel Odiili sahibi
biiyitk sair Rabindranath Tagore, onun kigilifi Ve bagarlannin degeri
hakkinda gayet yerinde olarak soyle demigti; “Kemal gelip, gegmisinin ganh
hatralarini yeniden yagatircasina éniimiize yeni bir Asya modeli koyuncaya
kadar, Tiirkiye'ye ‘Avrupanin Hasta Adami’ denirdi. Bu model dogu
tilkeleri igin yeni hir hayat iimidi olmugtur. Bu bakimdan Kemal’in getirngigi
ruh en yiiksek saygiya ve takdire 1ayiktir,”

Avrupa devletlerinin Afrika ve Asya iilkeleri iizerindeki baskilarimn
artmasina ve yayginlagmasina yol agan Birinci Diinya Savasi, Tiirklerin
saygin, haysiyetli ve bagimsiz bir millet olarak yagamalarim cidd1 bir gekilde
tehdit etmekteydi. Fakat onlar gartlarin gerektirdigi adami Mustafa
Kemal’de buldular, Azimkér, kendini vatamina adamus, zeki ve ileri goriiglii
Mustafa Kemal, insaniistii bir cesaret, biiyiik bir sogukkanlilik ve sarsilmaz
bir giiven ile, Milli Kurtulus Hareketinin ve yeniden bir millet yaratmanin

* Bu konugma 10 Kasim 1984 giinti Atatiick Kiiltiir, Dil ve Tarih Yiiksek Kurumu
tarafindan tertiplenen ““Cagdaglagma Onderi Atatiirk” adli panel’de Ingilizee olarak yapilmig,
Prof. Br, Ahmet Edip Uysal tarafindan Tiirkgeye cevrilmigtir.
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ve onu geligtirmenin peginde getirdigi ¢esitli meseleleri ¢tzebilmis, korkung
engelleri agmug, bag dondiiriicii gbrevlert bagarmigtir. O, bu zellikleriyle
Promete ve Herkiil gibi mitoloji kahramanlarina benzemektedir. Fakat
onlardan énemli bir noktada ayrilmaktadir. Kemal Paga bu gorevleri
yaparken giivendigi iki kaynak vardi Kendisi ve milleti. Bu hususta
yanilmadigi ortaya gikmmstir. '

Biiyiik Atatiirk’in emperyalist giiglere bagkaldiran bagarit bir lider
olarak oynachg1 roliin degerini ve etkisini kavrams ve takdir etmig bir devlet
adami olan Tunus Cumhurbagkar Habib Burgiba séyle demigti: “Biitiin
baskaldiran ve kurtulug hareketine girisen milletlerin gozii Mustafa
Kemal'deydi. Bu miicadeleler onun éliimiinden sonra yaygmlagmis, Dogu
ve Bat Bloklar1 arasinda baglantisiz tilkeler olarak bilinen tilkelere yayilms
ve onlarin sémiirgeciligin zulmiinden kurtulugunu saglamugir.”

Birinci Diinya Savaginda ugramlan yenilginin utancim bir tarafa
birakan ve menfur Sevr Muahedesini tarihin ¢dp tenckesine atan Biyiik
Gazi, basa gelen feliketlerin ve yenilmisligin act hatiralarm Tiirk milletinin
kafasindan silmig ve onu azimle toparlanma ve yeniden dirilme yoluna
yéneltmigtir. Giigliiklerle dolu, diinyada bir esine daha rastlanmayan bu
nazik gorevi yaparken éniinde kendisine tavsiye ve ikaz yoluyla yardimeci
olacak bir érnek yoktu, Fakat halkimn enerjik ve kararh igbirligi ile Kemal
Paga, Tiirk toplumunun ¢agdaglagmast ve Tirkiye'nin medern bir millf
devlet olmas: igin bir model ortaya koydu. Bu model dogunun mazlum
milletlerinin dar ve bblgesel duygu ve baglarini birlegtirerek milll bir kisilik
kazanmalarnna yardimci oldu.

Bir millet yaratma ve gelistirme yolundaki Kemalist model, dagmik
unsurlarin uyumlu ve siki bir siyasi birlik i¢inde toplanmast ve bu siyasi
kurulugun ckonomik bakimdan geligmesi ve kendine yeterli bir duruma
gelmesi igin bir plindi. Emsali gériilmemis yepyeni bir kavram, ¢ok boyutlu
bir yaklagimla millete yeni bir gii¢ ve yeni bir diinya goriigii kazandirarak
cumhuriyetgilik, devietgilik ve halkgilik gibi ilkelerle yalniz devlet giiciiniin
dayandig1 tabam degil, fakat milliyetcilik, laiklik ve inkilapgilik ilkeleri
{izerinde azami titizlik ile durarak, toplumu manevi alanda irgat ederek
onun mahiyetini ve sosyal yapisim da degistirmek amacim giidiiyordu.
Diger bir deyimle, bu onun geleneklere bagh, geri kalmmyg ve geriye bakan bir
toplumu modern, canh ve atilgan bir millet yapmak igin sectigi modeldi. Bu
model Ugiincii Ditnya Milletleri aydinlarinca da benimsenmigtir.

Bir asker oldugu halde, sartlarin zorlamasi ile Kurtulug Hareketinin
lideri olan Mustafa Kemal, esas itibariyle bir bang adamu idi. “Yurtta sulh
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cihanda sulh -herkese karsi iyi niyet- kimseye karg kotiiliik beslememek”
onun dig politikasimin diisturlar idi. O bu diisturlara tam bir sadakatle bagh
kalmigtir, Demokrasilerle diktatérliikler arasinda o zaman siirmekte olan E
“sofuk savaga’ bulagmamakla Ikinci Diinya Savagindan sonra ortaya ¢tkan 2
Baglantisizlar Hareketinin adeta éncilligiinii yapmugtir, Yunanistanla yiiz :
yildir devam eden diigmanligin sona erdirilmesi, Balkan Pakti, Rusya ile
dostane iligkiler kurulmasi, Britanya ve Fransa ile saglam dostluk baglarinin
geligtivilmesi ve nihayet Montreux Konvansiyonu onun yalmz biyiik bir
devlet adami oldugunu gistermekle kalmamakta fakat aym zamanda dogu
milletlerine biiyiik Avrupa devletleri ile olan iligkilerinde ibret alacaklar
diplomasi dersleri olmak gibi bir deger de tagmmaktadir. Ugiincii diinya
milletlerinin biiyiik liderlerinin 15 - 20 yil sonra onun ag¢tif1 yoidan
gittiklerini stylersek miibalaga etmis olmayiz,

Kemal Atatiirk’iin baglattifa rénesans hareketine karg simrsiz takdir
duygulan besleyen Allama Igbal 1930 yilinda séyle diyordu: “Gergekten
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bugiin fslam milletleri arasinda gaflet uykusundan uyanan ve benligini
kazanan tek titke Turkiye’dir. Yalmz Tirkiye fikir hiirriyetine sahip
¢ikmugtir; yalmz Tirkive hayalden gergege inebilmistir. Bu geciy manevi
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alanda cetin bir miicadele vermekle miimkiin olmugtur.”

i

O halde onun dlimi tzerine duyulan keder, onun bagarilar igin
diinyanin her tarafinda ifade olunan yitksek takdir duygular: onun hem fikri
ve hem de manevi hasletleri igin séylenen giizel sozler yersiz degildir. Bu
ozellikler goyle siralanabilir; Cesur, akilly, temkinli, nitktedan, kibar ve
kararh. Dogu’da sair Tagore onun élimiind “Bitiin Asya igin biiyiik bir
kayip” olarak tarif etmigtir. Tagore onun kaybindan duydugu derin kederi
dile getirirken ondan “Modern Islam 4leminin en biiyiik insant’ olarak
bahsetmistir. Biitiin-Hindistan Islam Birligi Partisi Bagkam ve sonradan
Pakistan’m kurucn Cumhurbagkam Muhammed Ali Jinnah Atatiirk’in
Slitmii vesilesi ile géyle demisti: “Onun 8liimii ile yalmz Islam alemi degil,
biitiin insanbik diinyamn en biiyiik adamlanndan birini kaybetmigtir.”
Onun ¢kimii tizerine belki en giizel ve heyecanh sézleri Hindistan Milli
Kongre Partisi Bagkan Subbash Chandra Bose soylemistir. O soyle demigti: -;
“Kemal yalmz Anadolu’da savag meydanlarinda degil, aym zamanda mill}
kalkinma alaninda da bir Inkilapgrydi.” O halde vaktiyle Bose’nin demig
oldugu gibi “Bu bilyiik hiirrivet ve insanhk 4s1%1 éniinde hiirmetle egilmek
bizim i¢in kutsal bir gorevdir.”
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KEMAL AND KEMALISM
A THIRD WORLD PERSPECTIVE

(Summary)

‘This paper deals with the importance of the Turkish War of Liberation
which was carried to a victorious conclusion by Atatiirk and the Turkish
modernization movement and its impact on some African and Asian
peoples. Atatiirk set forth a model for the modernization of Turkey and the
foundation of a national state. This Kemalist model was admired by the
intellectuals of many Third World countries who believed that it would serve
as a good example for the suppressed peoples of the East.




KEMAL AND KEMALISM
A THIRD WORLD PERSPECTIVE

Prof. Dr. S.A.-H. HAQQI

It is always difficult to do justice in a short talk to the attainments and
achievements of a great leader; it is, however, impossible to do so in the case
of Mustafa Kemal Atatiirk because he was so high-sprited ‘and charismatic,
so gifted with selfless patriotism, equally at home and successful in meeting
the demands of peace and the challenges of war that he outshines the great
political leaders as the sun does the moon and the minor stars.

He is generally referred to as Atatiirk, which he is, of course, in more
senses than one. But he can equally, if not more appropriately, be designated
as Mazlum Milletlerin Atasi i.e. the father of the oppressed nations. For
unlike other “national leaders”, he was as much anxious and concerned
about the independence and well-being of the *“‘eastern nations” and the
“oppressed peoples” as he was about the honour and welfare of his own
compatriots. And what he did in and for Turkey had its appeal, meaning
and impact far beyond the borders of Turkey.

Referring to the value and worth of his work and personality one of the
great sons of the East, the Nobel Laureate Rabindranath Tagore had quite
rightly observed, “Turkey was once called the sick man of Europe until
Kemal came and set before us an example of a new Asia, whose living present
recalled glories of a dead past. This example has given us hope of a new life in
the Orient and from this point of view. Kemal’s spirit is worthy of our
respectful admiration.”

The First World War and its aftermath, which had strengthened and
extended the hold of European powers over the Afro-Asian peoples, had also
posed a serious threat to the survival of the Turks as a respected, self-
respecting and sovereign people. In Mustafa Kemal, however, they found
the man of the hour: determined and dedicated, shrewd and far-sighted,
who faced the multifarious problems, the formidable obstacles and the
stupendous tasks of national liberation, nation-building and development
with super-human courage, extraordinary cool mind, and indomitable
confidence, worthy of such mythical heroes as Prometheus and Hercules,,
however, with one significant difference: Kemal Pasha undertook and
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accomplished the tasks with confidence in himself and in his people, and for
the sake of his people, and the confidence was not found to be misplaced.

Acknowledging and appreciating the role and impact of the Great
Atatiirk as a successful anti-imperialist leader, no less a person than the
President of Tunisia, Habib Bourguiba has said: “Mustafa Kemal’s
character was the measure of all mass uprisings and people’s struggles. These
struggles expanded after his death. They spread to the Third World between
the Eastern and Western blocks and rescued it from the tyranny of
colonialism,” |

Obliterating the humiliations suffered during the war and consigning
the obnoxious Treaty of Sevres to the dustbin of history, the Great Ghazi
enabled the Turks to overcome the trauma of defeat and disaster, and set
them, firmly and truly, on the path of national reconstruction and
rehahilitation, Tt was an unprecedented task, delicate and difficult, without
a model’to aid, advise and warn’ him. But with the active and unflinching
cooperation of his compatriots, Kemal Pasha worked out a model for the
modernization of their society and for the transformation of Turkey into a
modern nation-state, a model for the “Eastern nations” and the “oppressed
peoples” to emulate and adapt for the coalescing of narrow and parochial
loyalties into an overarching national identity.

The Kemalist model of nation-building and development was,
however, more than a device for welding together disperate elements in a
cohesive and well-adjusted polity, or a blue-print for economic development
and self-sufficiency. Revolutionary in concept and multi-dimensional in
approach, it sought to provide the people with a new elan and a new
weltanschaung so as to change not merely the bases of state power and its infra-
structure through the adoption of Republicanism, etatism and populism,
but also to revolutionize the nature of society and the spirit informing social
relationships through unflagging emphasis on nationalism, laicism, and
reformism. It was, in other words, his model for the transformation of a
traditional, backward and backward-looking society into a modern,
dynamic and progressive nation, a model, which, has by and large found
favour with the elite and the intellectuals of the Third World.

Though a soldier by profession and the leader of a liberation movement
by force of circumstances, Kemal Atatiirk was basically a man of peace.
“Peace at home and peace abroad” with “goodwill for all, malice towards
none’’ were the mottoes of his foreign policy, which he followed with single-
minded determination and consistency. By steering clear of the then Cold
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War between democracies and dictatorships, he anticipated and observed
the guiding principles of the post-Second-World-War Non-Alignment
Movement. The coup de grace to the age-long feud with Greece, the Balkan
Entente, the Sadabad Pact, the friendly relations with Russia along with
staunch friendly ties with Britain and France, and, finally the Montreux
Clonvention were not merely a testimony to his statesmanship but also object
lessons in diplomacy for the “Eastern nations™ in their dealings with the
great Furopean powers. It would be no exaggeration to say that he blazed a
trail which some of the great leaders of the Third World were to follow a
decade or two later.

Expressing his unreserved appreciation of the renaissance unhered in
by Kemal Atatiirk, Allama Iqbal said: ‘““T'he truth is that amnong the Muslim
nations today (1gg0), Turkey alone has shaken off her dogmatic slumber,
and attained to self-consciousness. She alone has claimed her right to
intellectual freedom; she alone has passed from the ideal to real-a transition-
which entails keen and moral struggle.”

No wonder then that his death was deeply mourned, his achievements
widely hailed, and full-throated tributes were paid to his qualities of head
and heart: courage, wisdom, tact, humour, grace and firmness of purpose, In
the East, his sad demise was regarded, in the words of Poet Tagore, “a great
loss for the whole of Asia.”” Eulogising him as “the greatest Mussulman in the
modern Islamic world”, the President of the All-India Muslim League {and,
later on, the Founder-President of Pakistan, Muhammed Ali Jinnah said
that, “In him not only the Mussulmans but the whole world have lost one of
the greatest men that ever lived.” Perhaps the most passionate tribute was
paid by the young and radical President of the Indian National Congress,
Subbash Chandra Bose. For him “Kemal was a revolutionary not merely on
the battle-field of Anatolia but also in the field of national construction.” It
is, therefore, as Bose said, “Our bounden duty to pay our respectful homage
to this great lover of freedom and humanity.”







