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- My paper is concerned with how the Focus of Supreme Loyalty (FSL) changes in particular conditions concretized by the Turkish case.

- But, before we define & consider these “particular conditions”, let’s have a look at Western societies and see how the FSL changed since the Middle Ages. (Table 1).
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- The hypotheses of this table are as follows:


1) Every Mode of Production (MP) has a (Cohesion Ideology) (CI) that points up to a FSL. As the MP changes, the other two follow suit accordingly. (I’ll call this an “Unseparable Triad”).


2) The direction of the FSL is linear and cannot be reversed. There is no “ricorsi”.


I think we’ll all agree that this is so in Western countries where the Triad is put to work by internal dynamics. The FSL makes a forward transition.


3) I’ll argue that, just because this Triad is Unseparable, the same “no return” situation is also true for countries examplified by Turkey, where the Triad is put to work by “particular conditions” created by external dynamics. By external dynamics I understand either: 


a- the direct impact of the Second Globalization (Imperialism), or, 


b- its indirect impact, as in Turkey, through the “Revolution From Above” of Westernizing nationalist elite. 


This paper will try to explain how and why. 

- Now, to go back at our Table 1:


Turkey, a country mainly of the 1st Phase, encountered, in the ‘30s, the impact of the Kemalist elite and made a forceful transition to the 2nd Phase as far as the FSL is concerned. 


In the ‘90s, this country that hadn’t quite yet completed her nation-building process, that is to say, that was not quite up to the standards of the Second Globalization, is now “hit” by the Third Globalization. 


What’s going to happen?


What is happening today could well be interpreted as follows:


“Turkish society had chosen to go backwards and espouse the same CI (Islam) it had 70 years ago when it was hit by the impact of the West through the Revolution From Above of the Kemalist elite. 

- What’s more, a bird eye’s view of world history seems to suggest that this interpretation can be generalized to other developing countries as well.


Let us consider Table 2.  

Table no.2

Change of Direction of the FSL

	TYPE OF NATIONAL MOVEMENT
	MODE OF PRODUCTION WHEN MET WITH MODERNIZATION

(THESIS)
	ANTI-THESIS
	NEW MODE OF PRODUCTION

CREATED BY MODERNIZATION

(SYNTESIS)
	OUTCOME OF THE COHESION IDEOLOGY
	DIRECTION OF THE SUPREME LOYALTY

	Western Europe
	Feudalism
	Bourgeoisie

(revolution from below)
	Capitalism in the same country (National State)
	Successful
	Forward to International Capitalism

	USA
	Metropolitan (British) Feudalism
	White Colon Bourgeoisie

(revolution from below)
	Capitalism overseas (Independent National State)
	Successful
	Forward to International Capitalism

	Developing Countries

(non-communist)
	a-Tribal

(Black Africa)

b- Tribal-Feudal

(Kurds in Turkey)

c-Feudal-capitalist

(Turkey)
	Nationalist Intelligentsia

(revolution from above)
	State Capitalism
	Not successful
	Backwards to:

a-Tribal values

b-Religion and tribal values

c-Religious fundamentalism

	Developing Countries 

(ex-communist)
	a-Tribal-Feudal (Abkhazia, Ossetia, Chechnia, Albania)

b-Feudal-Capitalist (Yugoslavia, Russia

c- Capitalist (Czech Rep., Poland, Hungary, etc.)
	Communist Intelligentsia

(revolution from above)
	Communism
	Not successful
	a-Backwards to:

Religion tainted with tribal values

b-Backwards to Nationalism tainted with religious values

c-Forward to International Capitalism


- Here, we have two sets of countries but we’ll of course be concerned only by the second set: Developing countries. They have the following common features:


1) They encountered the impact of the West at a pre-capitalist stage (except one category only),


2) They went through a Revolution From Above, and,


3) Now that they are hit by the Third Globalization, they seem to make a backwards transition, not as a Triad, but as far their CI and its FSL are concerned. (This means that their MP does not make a backwards transition). 


As a matter of fact, there is a strong argument in and out of Turkey claiming that the country is going Islamist.

-  A class analysis of the Islamist movement in Turkey will back up the hypotheses of this paper, I think. 


1) The masses that vote for the Islamist party:


It is true that the Refah (Welfare) Party (now: Virtue Party) was at the head of the election list with 20+ per cent of the votes. 


These votes either came from two main regions: a- Southeastern Turkey, and, b- Suburban slums of metropolitan areas. 


In the first case, these votes are cast against the Establishment that banned Kurdish parties, and in the second, against the impoverishment brought by a three-digit inflation and against the extravagancies of the happy minority. 


In both cases, they are rather “protest votes” than “Islamist votes”.


2) Islamist elites who finance the Islamist movement:


The car stickers of the “Anatolian Tigers” (the small and medium business of Anatolia) represented by MÜSIAD read: “Sovereignty Belongs to Allah”, as opposed to those of the Kemalists that read: “Sovereignty Belongs to the Nation”.


This Anatolian capital had always been subjugated by to the big capital of Istanbul represented by TÜSIAD. But thanks to Özal economics (between 1990-96, 54.5 % of the public resources were allocated to little populated regions of Anatolia where it strives) and to “intermestic” relations rendered possible by Globalization, it is now able to articulate with international capital. It manifactures trousers for the German Army, for instance.


When it was shadowed by Istanbul, this capital was in favor of national capitalism. For instance, its leader Professor Erbakan’s book “Our Heavy Industrial Leap Forward” was written against the internationalist approach of the big bourgeoisie. 


Now, MÜSIAD is an integral part of international capital. It’s members even go to receptions given for the anniversary of Israel’s 50th foundation since the latter became a very important economic & strategic partner of Turkey since the last year. Their only difference from TÜSIAD is that they are still very much against the “Christian” culture of the new order. 


Why is MÜSIAD so Islamist? For two main reasons:


1) Islam enables them to influence the State now very much influenced by the religious discourse,


2) Islam enables them to draw the support of the masses in their fight against a much stronger TÜSIAD. 


In other words, for MÜSIAD, Islam is rather an instrument of fighting a class struggle than a way of believing. Anyway, their children already wear but Versace ties and socks.

- Conclusion:


In a country involved in a very strong process of capitalisation like Turkey, where:


1) The big bourgeoisie is definitely for Globalization, 


2) The Anatolian bourgeoisie is only against the superstructure of Globalization, and, 


3) The almighty Military is very much against the Islamic order, and very much for Westernization in all its aspects, as long as the defense industry is kept “national” in the present limits, 


The FSL cannot go back to God. The biggest challenger of Kemalist nationalism is no doubt Globalization. 

